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WRF-CRHM Hydrographs and the Climate Change
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Pseudo Global Warming from RCP8.5 average of CMIP Models



Snow Change
with Pseudo

Global
Warming

250
£ 200
€ 150

S

w
= 100

80

E 60
~40

)

0
300

—~250
€ 200

[ CTRL +/- 1std
" PGW +/- 1std

A A

upper forest

|@ Ipine :
© ‘ ‘

\

(e) forest
circular

n-face

clearing |

(9)

|Iower forest

~—— CTRL
— PGW

1000

' treeline

(b)

forest
clearing
blocks

0<

250

T 200 -

£.150 -
w

2 100

» 50 -

forest
circular

s-face

clearing |

0
250
£150-
w 4
2 100

Jan

Apr Jul

Oct



Streamflow Changes — loss of resilience
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