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using NCAR’s CLM4.5 model.
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- A —slope of the Sathlate?' vapor pressure curve relative during the open water period from 2005 to 2100 under RCP8.5. Red | | -
to temperature (Pa K), increasing nonlinearly with air triangles denote observations found in the literature. The black line

temperature. is the Priestley-Taylor (PT) model with the standard Priestley-Taylor 80°S -
1 y — psychrometer constant (Pa K1) coefficient («=1.26).
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