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Overall

Bjerknes Centre

% Good response to the experiment

e Good response in terms of the number of model represented
12 Models participated with different physics and dimensions

¢ Response from the inner and outer comunity is good as far as we heard.
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Users feedbacks

% Users feedbacks

What was the workload to produce these data?

¢ Do you feel the workload was too big and do you have solutions to reduce it?
o Will you be able to provide new variables if they become needed?

How clear

* Are the explanation (current) clear enough or do you see more work to be done.
Presentation

o Is there result presentation that you would have like to see
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(% Outlooks

Deadline extension
End of August, feedbaks as we look at the data in september

publication writting
Plan is to submit before the end of the year, with potential presentation at AGU

web site development

o Are there things that should be added

o Add model results to the setup under CC
future plans

e Should we start thinking about a folow-up and what kind
» If data based are you aware of some complete dataset that would be available
(Arolla,Russel,Gorner,Bench...)
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