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Why study the diurnal cycle of the TKE budget? How does the TKE budget evolve?
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* With the same surface and large scale cooling each cycle displays very different cloud and and TKE P!US g soo0 ez |
precipitation evolution. all mdmatron

* Figure 2 shows the evolution of the cloud variables for cycle 3 and cycle 12 in the case of the forcing. e N s
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* Figure 3 shows the evolution of the vertically integrated TKE and surface precipitation. yertlcal o
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Next steps?
*  Applyanalysis to large domain 3D simulation
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