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10 years average (1989-1999)
Runoff in Abisko catchment

140
130 - e

AT
jtu."lt'gg ¥




10 years average (1989-1999)
Runoff in Abisko catchment
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Shrub bending model
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Evaluation of the shrub bending model

against measured vegetation fraction against albedo measurements —
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Snow fraction parameterisation
°* in JULES
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Snow fraction parameterisation
°* in JULES
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Fsnow in JULES
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Effect of shrubs on snowmelt
energetics in Abisko
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Effect of shrubs on snowmelt
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To Intercept or not to intercept...
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