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L The number concentration of cloud particles is well
simulated below 2.5 km but model is over predicting the mass

Conclusion

Table 1 : Model set-up details 71 5a ot 7t 5b - 7t 5¢C 1 7 T— concentration most probably due to lack of measurement of
Radiation (LW and SW) RRTMG scheme S particles with diameters greater than 1.5mm by CIP.
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