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Figure S1. Discrepancies from LUH2.Discrepancies between historical experiments and the land use “states” taken 

from the land use forcing dataset (LUH2). Shades of green indicate that the historical experiments overestimate, 

relative to LUH2, certain land use class, and shades of pink show that historical experiments underestimated.  



Figure S2. Bare area changes. Changes in bare area fraction taken from variable baresoilFrac. The values on the top 

are representatives of the spatial averages over the TAS robust grid cells for the respective seasons, whereas the 

hatched bar values on the bottom are for the PR robust grid cells. 

Figure S3. Intermodel spread of the feedback strength. Red bars indicate atmospheric feedback contribution to 

warming, and blue bars indicate atmospheric feedback contribution to cooling. 




