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- WHY: 1) Evaluate AGCM readiness for coupling to an ocean model, 2) ldentify errors in AGCM

- HOW: Integrate oceanic net surface energy budget from South Pole to North Pole.

- WHAT: 1) CAM 3.0, 2) MMF - CAM 3.0 with cloud resolving model in place of cumulus parameterization; 14-year
AMIP runs
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