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ABS TR AC T  The ability of the climate models participating in the Coupled Model Inter-
comparison Project  Phase  5  (CMIP5) to replicate historical trends and variability of the
surface air temperature and precipitation fields over the Europe in the second part of the
XX century was analysed in this paper. There were selected climate models that better
reproduce analysed fields over European domain. The climate changes in surface air
temperature and precipitation for the selected climate models were examined by the end
of this century according to the RCP4.5 and RCP8.5 scenarios.


