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We use a conceptual mixed-layer slab model coupled to a land-surface model | | | . 100
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© dt  gAOBh + C;T,V.2 Time (UTC) Figure 4. Time evolution of the urban and rural entrainment momentum for the WIE to occur.
fluxes (L) and wind speed budget terms (R).
o _ Figure 2. Validation of model wind (U
The model code is first validated and V) against Cabauw tower Figure 3 shows the mean wind for the urban and rural part of the model,
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