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Introduction Changes in Climate Patterns

Here in the Northeast, we have a seasonal, temperate, mostly forested ecosystem driven by
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Fig. 5 (below): ‘Old” maps were subtracted from the 'new’ maps to produce a
map showing how climate has changed across the region. Monthly changes

environmental models with updated climate input data.
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Fig. 2 (right): The data used here are 1990-2020,
30-year climate normals of monthly average daily
maximum temperature (tmax) and minimum
temperature (tmin), and monthly average
precipitation (precip) from 830 stations (black

triangles) in the Northeast published by NOAA. The
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