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1. MOTIVATION 5. WRF-CTSM EVALUATION
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4. EVALUATION DATASETS 6. WRF-CTSM HILLSLOPE HYDROLOGY CAPABILITIES 7. TAKE-HOME MESSAGES

This study is the first to systematically evaluate WRF-CTSM and
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« WRF-CTSM Hillslope Hydrology enables analysis of the land surface
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