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figure 3

a. Difference in Dust AOD
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figure 5

a. N Fixation (TgN/yr) b. Production (PgC/yr)
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figure 7

. HADCM3LC non-CO,GHG RF (W/m?)
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figure 8

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs PI)
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figure 9

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs PI)
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figure 10

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs PI)
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figure 11

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI)
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figure 12

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI)
90S 90S T
60S 60S
30S 308
0 0
30S 308
60S 60S
90S 90S
180W 120W  60W 0 60E  120E  180E 180W  120W  60W 0 60E  120E  180E
c. AEROSOLS - BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) d. 2xDUST - 0.5xDUST (2080-2099)
90S 90S
60S [ 60S
308 30S
0 0
30S 30S
60S 60S
90S 90S
180W  120W  60W 0 60E  120E  180E 180W 120W  60W 0 60E  120E  180E

| | | |
-3.0e-01  -2.0e-01 -9.9e¢-02 0.0e+00  9.9e-02 2.0e-01 3.0e-01



natalie
Typewritten Text
figure 12


figure 13

Amazon precipitation (mm/day)
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figure 14

a.Precipitation changes (%)
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figure 15

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI)
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figure 16
a. Global Ocean , b. North Atlantic
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figure a3

a. BASE (2030-2049 vs 1980-1999)
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figure a4

a. BASE (2030-2049 vs 1980-1999)

b. DUST - BASE (2030-2049 vs 1980-1999)
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figure a5

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI)

b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs PI)
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figure a6

a.COyvs.deltaT b.Log(CO,) vs.delta T
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figure a7

a. BASE (2080-2099 vs. PI) b. DUST - BASE (2080-2099 vs PI)
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