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Simulated effect of
Increased temperatures
and CO, on yields
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Corn Irrigation Demand
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Linking Climate Models and Crop Models
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Bias correction based on cumulative probability distributions
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Fig 12: Corn - Irrigated - CMIP5/CanCM4/1980/SE
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Validation of Downscaled Climate Change GCM models

Cumulative probability

Using Crop Simulations
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Local Climate Change
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