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on the ionosphere, and it is important even during geomagnetic storms. « Atmospheric tides from the lower atmosphere = E-region horizontal winds
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Analysis run: constrained by MERRAZ throughout the simulation period Amplitudes of SW2 in fc runs = decrease of about 5-10 m s! as lead time increases!

Forecast(fc) run: analysis run is used as initial conditions to conduct 33 days hindcasts 0
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