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- What is the Climate Modelling User Group (CMUG) ? :

ESA's Climate Change Initiative (CCl) project is creating climate data records for 13 ECVs for climate
monitoring, developing climate models and assimilation in reanalyses. The CMUG was set up as an

@dependent group to assess the datasets for climate modellers and promote their use by them. .
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Cloud cover from the CCI has been
added to the ESMVal tool, and metrics
are being developed to assess climate
variability by comparing CCI cloud
fraction with CLARA-A2, ERA-Interim,
NCEP and CMIP3 models. The figure
shows a recent comparison between
ERA Interim and CCI cloud fraction data,
showing the difference to be most
significant at the poles.
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Assessment of CCIl Land Cover
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Assimilation of CCl Ocean Colour Data
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CCI Land cover was found to include more surface water (about 6-20% more)
than GlobCover over parts of Siberia which might be important for
understanding Arctic hydrology dominated by large rivers and a large number
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