Evaluating Arctic Diurnal Water Vapour Cycles in ERAS and Canada’s Weather Forecast Model
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Conclusions and Future Work
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Lidar, GPS, and Surface solutions validated in:

- GEM and ERAS S1 and S2 magnitudes + GEM soluti table with lead i
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are lower than DIAL magnitudes as shown by low std deviation (shaded)

*+ GEM and ERA5 IWV S1 and S2
amplitudes are generally lower than GPS

* GEM Summer S1 amplitude higher than
GPS due to assimilation uncertainties
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