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» Different LSMs demonstrate distinct spatial patterns of over-
/under-coupling relative to our TC baseline.

* Noah appears to over-predict SM/LH coupling strength (relative
to TC) over arid and low-vegetated zones
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Results and Discussion
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Although LSM- and TC-based coupling estimates differ in exact
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""""" Sem — different models exhibit large discrepancies in the degree of direct SM/ET coupling they
(tmosphere-Lan xenange Inverse mode) predict with distinct magnitudes and spatial patterns in coupling strength.
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