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e Based on cumulative distribution functions (CDF)

transformation (Vrac et al., 2012)
e Extension of quantile-quantile correction method

* Advantage: provides bias correction with the preservation of

the raw ensemble

 Was not previously applied to paleoclimate
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Bias correction
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Experimental set-up

Time period:

Pl (control) Mid-Holocene | LGM
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Time period:
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Matching ratios between biomes in pollen reconstructions (BIOME6000) and biomes predicted by the

CARAIB model, in %

Forward approach

Pl MH Pl MH LGM

0.25° 0.25° 5.625° 5.625° 5.625°
Before CDF-t correction 18%* 31%* 36% 38%* 22%
After CDF-t correction 44%* 40%* 36% 44%* 25%

* statictically significant improvement



Conclusions

Further testing
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