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Figure 3: PMIP4 ensemble-mean anomalies of precipitation and P-E (MH vs. PI) compared with paleorecords. Symbols denote wet (blue triangles), dry annual, (b) JJASO, and (¢) dry season (NDJFMAM). Whisker plots show PMIP4 model spread, with Communications Earth share your
(red inverted triangles), and mixed conditions (blue-red squares). Both indicate wetter annual conditions in the MH, with higher lake levels driven mainly proxy-based estimates plotted for comparison. Both indicate wetter MH conditions with stronger & Environment thoughts or
by enhanced JJAS monsoon rainfall. Proxies and models also suggest a secondary winter (DJF) contribution in the southern Thar but weaker/declining monsoon increases with a clear north-south contrast. Models capture the direction of change but questions

trend in the north, highlighting spatial heterogeneity. underestimate magnitude relative to pollen-based estimates.
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