Quantifying the Transport of Air into Mesoscale Convective System Updrafts

Neﬁlﬁgl%a Rachel Phinney?, Peter Marinescu?, Susan van den Heever? / C()§%‘é(lo

v ll
"

: ® University of Nebraska-Lincoln!, Colorado State University? “NAy o
Lincoln y g Y A University
Yy
Introduction Results: Low vs. Mid-level Tracers Results: Case Comparison
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Scientific Question: How much mid-level air is getting
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The Regional Atmospheric Modeling System (RAMS)! was used to o 1) Greater amounts of tracers are observed in the 24 May case.
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simulate two cases from the Mid-latitude Continental Convective Cloud To see how many tracers were entering into the upper _ 2) The difference between low-level and mid-level tracers is
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The RAMS simulations utilized are described in Marinescu et al. (2016). 12000 k ~ 12000 updraft.
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