Impacts of Ice Nucleation Parameterizations of Dust on Deep Convective Clouds
and Precipitation with CAM5 physics in the WRF model
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» WRF with CAMS physics package * The simulated storm peaks a few hours earlier than observed.

« Different ice nucleation schemes do not produce significant impacts on total rain, but they impact the rain rate PDF. -02 8 02 PO Eg
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» CBMZ and MAM3; NEIO5 emission data.
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