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REFERENCE A Uncertaintiesassociated with climate projectiomsin significantlynfluence simulations of
o future airqualityand climate change impacts.
B e it A Beyond anthropogenic emissions scenarios, lamyeertainties areassociated with natural
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A Simulations > 15 years may be neededagpture the anthropogeniforcedclimate signal.
A Projections of climate change impacts before 2050 remain considerably uncertain
A Propagatiorof uncertainty is stronger for regionatale impacts and extremes.
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