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MOZART Chemical Transport Model Comparison of Model Results and Observations
Chemistry Model Bias and Correlation vs. Mean Vertical Profiles Model Model vs. INTEX Observations SUMMARY
+~100 gas and aerosol species, ~200 reactions All INTEX DC-8 Observations vs. INTEX DC-8 Observations Lower Troposphere (< 2km),

*Tagged fossil fuel and biomass CO from 9 continental source regions
*Output every 3 hours, sampled along flight tracks
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*Discrepancies in HO, radical concentrations (OH and HO, too high by 30-50%), sensitive) and also shows a stronger HO,-NO,
which affect the sensitivity of ozone to isoprene correlation than observed.
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