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(1) MWRP temperature profiles appear to be well
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appropriately suited for evaluating model-produced
profiles are easily automated for application with

MWRP profiles.
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(3) The future work will focus on understanding the
root cause of the differences between the

- humidity profile reported by MWRP and Merged
Figure 2. Pre-storm (0500 UTC) and Post-Storm (1300 . .
UTC) thermodynamic environments on June 9, Sounding VAP, and the attempted resolution of

2006 from the Merged Sounding VAP (solid such issue.
lines) and the MWRP (dashed lines).
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