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Abstract

ROBUST MULTI-YEAR PREDICTABILITY ON CONTINENTAL SCALES

Liwei Jia, PhD

George Mason University, 2011

Dissertation Director: Dr. Timothy DelSole

This study identifies natural, unforced predictable components of surface air tempera-

ture (SAT) and precipitation in six continents from pre-industrial control runs of the Cou-

pled Model Intercomparison Project phase 3 data set. The externally forced components

of continental SAT also are identified by maximizing the variance ratio in the 20th century

runs to the control runs. The leading unforced predictable components can be predicted

in independent control runs with statistically significant skill for 3-6 years in SAT and 1-3

years in precipitation, depending on continent, using a linear regression model with global

sea surface temperature (SST) as predictor. The leading unforced predictable components

of SAT are related to ENSO and the persistence of SSTs near the continent itself. The

only exception is Europe, which has no significant ENSO relation. The leading unforced

predictable components of precipitation are significantly correlated with an ENSO-like SST

pattern. No unforced predictability of land precipitation could be found in Europe. There

is only one significant forced pattern of SAT in each continent. The largest amplitudes of

these forced patterns concentrate in high latitudes. No significant forced pattern of conti-

nental precipitation could be identified on a multi-model basis. Although the forced and

unforced patterns of SAT are identified in model simulations, they are not separable in the

observations, presumably because of the large similarity between them.



Chapter 1: Summary of the Thesis

The purpose of this research thesis is to identify predictable components in the climate

system. In chapter 2, we first define predictability in rigorous terms and show that most

previous measures of predictability are fundamentally equivalent. Predictability in the cli-

mate system is known to vary on a wide range of time scales, from day-to-day weather

variations to centennial scale climate changes. In this thesis, we are primarily interested in

predictability on multi-year time scales of surface air temperature (SAT) and precipitation

over land. On this time scale, two kinds of predictability are expected to be important,

one kind arising from initial condition information and another kind arising from changes

in human-induced greenhouse gas and aerosol concentrations, and natural solar insolation

and volcanism. We review the scientific basis for expecting these kinds of predictability

to exist in the climate system. However, most studies on this topic focus primarily on the

ocean, leaving multi-year predictability of land variables unclear. In addition, most previ-

ous studies apply various univariate techniques that are not optimally designed to detect

predictability. Although several multivariate techniques have been used in predictability

study, they all have some limitations. The limitations of previous studies motivate us to

develop new statistical optimization techniques to identify the predictable components over

land. We identify both kinds of predictability in an optimal manner from multiple state-of-

the-art climate models. Also, we attempt to separate these two kinds of predictability in

observations.

In chapter 3, we develop a new statistical optimization method for finding components

that are predictable on the longest possible time scales. We apply this method to the output

of multiple model simulations with fixed greenhouse gas concentrations, solar radiation and

so on, so that the resulting predictability, called unforced predictability, is due to dynamical

processes in the climate system. To study the unforced land predictability on continental
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scales, we diagnose the predictable components of SAT and precipitation in six individual

continents. To ensure that the identified components are in fact predictable, we estimate

the components in half of the data and formally verify the predictability in the other half.

The results reveal that the most predictable components can be predicted in independent

model runs with statistically significant skill for 3-6 years in SAT, depending on continent,

using a linear regression model with global sea surface temperature (SST) as predictor. The

patterns of the most predictable components of SAT in all six continents are of single sign,

implying continental scale warming or cooling as a whole. To investigate the sources of such

predictability, we computed the lagged correlations between the most predictable component

and global SST in each continent. The correlation maps show that the predictability of land

SAT in all continents, except Europe, arises from an oscillatory ENSO-like SST pattern and

a persistent SST pattern near the continent in question. The predictability of land SAT

in Europe is only correlated with the persistent SSTs in North Atlantic near Europe. The

correlation patterns are reproducible in individual models, suggesting the results are robust

across models.

In the case of precipitation, the most predictable component in each continent except

Europe can be predicted 1-3 years ahead in independent model runs, depending on conti-

nents, using a multiple linear regression model with global SST as predictor. No multi-year

predictability of precipitation in Europe is verifiable in independent model runs. The lagged

correlation maps between global SST and the most predictable components reveal that the

multi-year predictability of land precipitation is closely related to ENSO.

In chapter 4, we identify land predictability arising from changes in greenhouse gas

concentrations, solar radiations and other changes in agents external to the climate system,

known as external forcings. A statistical optimization method, called discriminant analysis,

is used to identify predictable components of continental SAT and precipitation due to

external forcings in multiple model runs. This technique optimizes the ratio of variance in

the simulations forced by external forcings to the variance in the unforced simulations. The

results show that there is only one predictable component in each continent that is caused by

2



external forcings. The time series corresponding to this component show increasing trends

in each continent, and the spatial patterns show large amplitudes in high latitudes and are

of single sign. However, no statistically significant component of continental precipitation

due to external forcings could be identified on a multi-model basis.

In chapter 5, we attempt to separate the observed SAT changes into a component of

unforced natural variability, and a component due to external forcings. To this end, another

statistical optimization method, called optimal fingerprinting, is used. This method fits the

observations to a linear combination of forced and unforced spatial patterns. The amplitudes

and their standard errors associated with these two patterns are computed for each year.

The results reveal that the SAT changes due to external forcings are not clearly detected

in observations in any continent at a 5% significance level, implying that the forced pattern

is not significantly distinguishable from the unforced pattern on continental scales, using

spacial information alone.

3



Chapter 2: Introduction

2.1 Definition of predictability

Predictability is the extent to which an event can be predicted. Any forecast of nature is

uncertain because the forecast model and initial/boundary conditions of the model have

uncertainties. Therefore, the most complete statement of a forecast is its probability dis-

tribution. Let P (y|x) denote a forecast probability distribution conditioned on x, where

y is the vector of variables to be predicted at a future time and x represents all previous

variables that are available. If the forecast y is independent of previous information x, then

P (y|x) = P (y), (2.1)

and y is said to be unpredictable (DelSole, 2004). Therefore, a necessary condition for y to

be predictable is that P (y|x) 6= P (y). Loosely speaking, the greater the difference between

P (y|x) and P (y), the greater the predictability. Some standard measures of predictability

are discussed in section 2.2.

In the study of climate predictability, there are two kinds of predictability to distinguish.

One is called unforced predictability, in which x can be identified with antecedent observa-

tions/initial conditions of the system, and the predictability arises from internal dynamical

processes, including coupled interactions between climate components (e.g., atmosphere,

land, ocean, and sea ice). The climate variability generated by internal dynamical processes

in the climate system is known as “internal variability”. The other kind of predictability is

called forced predictability, in which x can be identified with the time history of external

forcings. The external forcings refer to natural external forcings occurring naturally such as

the changes in solar radiation and volcanism, as well as anthropogenic forcings induced by

4



human activity such as the changes in greenhouse gas concentrations and human-induced

aerosols (Hegerl et al., 2007)[sec. 9.1.1]. The external forcings change radiative energy

budget of the Earth’s climate system, and consequently cause climate change. The climate

change generated in this way is usually known as climate response to external forcings. The

probability distribution P (y|x) describes the characteristic response of the climate system

to external forcings. To the extent that x is predictable, y is predictable.

2.2 Measures of predictability

The above definition implies that testing whether a variable is predictable is equivalent to

testing whether that variable is independent of other variables. However, testing indepen-

dence in full generality is not possible with finite samples. Accordingly, there are different

methods for testing independence that take advantage of the specific data structure (e.g.,

existence of ensembles) or physical hypotheses about the relevant predictors (e.g., relation to

selected variables). Although there is only one definition of predictability, there are several

measures of predictability, including signal-to-noise ratio, mean square error, correlation

between ensemble members, multiple correlation and autocorrelation. We will show that

these measures are fundamentally the same, and are connected through the “law of total

variance”. These connections do not appear to be explicitly stated in the literature. In ad-

dition, understanding the limitations of these measures motivates us to propose a “better”

method to measure predictability.

We first introduce the concept of ensemble forecasts, which are required in some mea-

sures of predictability. Fig. 2.1 illustrates the ensemble forecasts, initialized at three distinct

initial states t1, t2 and t3. In this experimental setup, there exist three ensemble members

generated by slightly different initial conditions at each initial state t . The data produced

by these ensemble forecasts is a function of initial state t, forecast lead time τ , ensemble

member e. At a given lead time τ , any single ensemble forecast can be written as yen, where

the index n = 1, 2, ..., N denotes the initial state, index e=1, 2, ..., E denotes the ensemble

member initialized at one state t, N is the total number of initial states, and E is the total

5



t1

t2

t3

y(!,t1,1)

y(!,t1,2)

y(!,t1,3)

y(!,t2,1)

y(!,t2,2)
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y(!,t3,3)

y(!,t3,1)

y(!,t3,2)t1+ !

t2+ !

t3+ !

Exp1

Exp2

Exp3

Figure 2.1: Schematic diagram of ensemble forecasts initialized at three initial states t1, t2
and t3. There are three ensemble members associated with each initial state. The forecast
uncertainty, denoted by the solid red dot, increases with lead time τ .

number of ensemble members at one initial state. The initial uncertainty, denoted by the

red solid dot, increases with lead time τ .

2.2.1 Signal-to-noise ratio

According to the definition of predictability, y is said to be unpredictable if P (y|x) = P (y),

which requires at least the means and variances of the two distributions to be identical, i.e.,

E[y|x] = E[y] (2.2)

and

var(y|x) = var(y), (2.3)

where E[.] denotes the expectation, and var(.) denotes the variance. The conditional expec-

tation E[y|x] is the mean of y for fixed x. The conditional variance var(y|x) is the variance

of y for fixed x.

Consider the ensemble forecasts described above, the finite variance of random variable

y is given according to the law of total variance in probability theory

var(y) = E[var(y|x)] + var (E[y|x]) , (2.4)
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where x denotes the vector of initial state of the ensemble forecasts. The law of total variance

states that the total variance (i.e., climatological variance) of y can be decomposed into two

parts as shown in the right hand side of (2.4). The first term is the average of variance about

ensemble mean over all initial states, called “unexplained variance” or “noise variance”.

The second term is the variance of the ensemble mean, called “explained variance” or

“signal variance”. If y is unpredictable, then the “signal variance” vanishes, which implies

var(y) = E[var(y|x)]. This suggests a measure of predictability as signal-to-noise ratio

(SNR)

SNR =
var (E[y|x])

E[var(y|x)]
(2.5)

or signal-to-total ratio (STR)

STR =
var (E[y|x])

var(y)
=

SNR

SNR+ 1
. (2.6)

No predictability implies that SNR = 0 and STR = 0. Perfect predictability implies that

SNR is infinity and STR = 1. Equation (2.6) shows that SNR and STR are fundamentally

the same. One can be derived from the other.

The measures of predictability SNR and STR can be estimated from samples drawn

from the ensemble forecasts. We assume that the ensemble forecast is of the form

yen = y.n + εen, (2.7)

where a ‘dot’ is used to indicate an average over an index, y.n specifies the population

mean for a fixed initial state, called the conditional mean, or ensemble mean or “signal”,

and εen represents “noise”, which is assumed to be independently, identically and normally

distributed with zero mean and variance σ2N . These assumptions imply that the “noise” is

independent of the “signal”. The “signal variance”, which measures the variability in y.n,
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can be estimated by

σ̂2S =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(ŷ.n − ŷ..)2, (2.8)

where the hat symbol denotes a sample quantity estimated from data, ŷ.n is an estimate of

the ensemble mean

ŷ.n =
1

E

E∑
e=1

yen , (2.9)

and ŷ.. is an estimate of the unconditional mean or grand mean

ŷ.. =
1

NE

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

yen . (2.10)

The “noise variance” is estimated by

σ̂2N =
1

NE

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

(yen − ŷ.n)2. (2.11)

The total variance is estimated by

σ̂2T =
1

NE

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

(yen − ŷ..)2. (2.12)

It can be shown that

σ̂2T = σ̂2S + σ̂2N . (2.13)

The SNR is then estimated by

ˆSNR = σ̂2S/σ̂
2
N . (2.14)
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The STR is estimated by

ˆSTR = σ̂2S/σ̂
2
T =

ˆSNR

ˆSNR+ 1
, (2.15)

where (2.13) and (2.14) have been used.

If the null hypothesis of no predictability is true, and the noise is normally distributed,

then the statistic

F =
σ̂2S
σ̂2N

N(E − 1)

N − 1
= ˆSNR

N(E − 1)

N − 1
(2.16)

has an F distribution with N − 1 and N(E− 1) degrees of freedom. Large values of F favor

rejection of the null hypothesis.

2.2.2 Mean square error (MSE)

Another measure of predictability is the MSE of ensemble forecasts. We now show that

MSE is related to SNR for a “perfect” model. By saying “perfect” model, we assume that

the forecast model and the true model are the same.

Consider the classical ensemble forecasts generated in the same way as described in the

beginning of section 2.2, the “truth” can be identified with a randomly selected member from

the ensemble forecasts under the “perfect” model assumption. The mean square difference

between the forecast and the “truth” is therefore the mean square difference between all

possible pairs of ensemble members. An estimate of the mean square difference at a given

lead time is

ˆMSE =
1

NE2

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

∑
e′ 6=e

(yen − ye′n)2

=
1

NE2

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

∑
e′ 6=e

[(yen − ŷ.n)− (ye′n − ŷ.n)]2, (2.17)

where N specifies the number of initial states, E specifies the number of ensemble members

9



at a fixed initial state, ŷ.n is an estimate of the ensemble mean defined in (2.9). By using

the fact that ∑
e′ 6=e

(ye′n − ŷ.n) = (Eŷ.n − yen)− (E − 1)ŷ.n = ŷ.n − yen (2.18)

and

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

∑
e′ 6=e

(ye′n − ŷ.n)2 = (E − 1)
N∑
n=1

E∑
e′=1

(ye′n − ŷ.n)2, (2.19)

ˆMSE in (2.17) is simplified as

ˆMSE =
2

NE

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

(yen − ŷ.n)2 = 2σ̂2N , (2.20)

where (2.11) has been used. This equation shows that MSE also can be estimated as

twice the mean square difference between ensemble member and ensemble mean, and this

in turn equals twice the estimated “noise”. Typically, ˆMSE increases with lead time and

eventually reaches a saturation value as lead time approaches infinity. This saturation value

can be understood as follows. As the lead time approaches infinity, the estimated “noise

variance” σ̂2N approaches climatological variance. Based on (2.20), the saturation value

of ˆMSE is twice the climatological variance, estimated by 2σ̂2T . When ˆMSE reaches the

saturation value, the system becomes unpredictable since the forecast provides no better

a prediction than a randomly chosen state from the system. However, the absolute ˆMSE

is not a measure of predictability, because its value is strongly dictated by the natural

variance of the variables in question. We anticipate that ˆMSE saturates at 2σ̂2T . Therefore,

predictability is determined by how far ˆMSE is relative to 2σ̂2T . This suggests the measure
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of predictability P estimated by

P̂ = 1−
ˆMSE

2σ̂2T
= 1−

σ̂2N
σ̂2T

=
ˆSNR

1 + ˆSNR
, (2.21)

where (2.11), (2.12), (2.13), (2.14) and (2.20) have been used. A perfect forecast corresponds

to P = 1, while the loss of all predictability corresponds to P = 0. Testing the null

hypothesis of no predictability is tantamount to testing P = 0, which implies the MSE

equals twice the climatological variance. Equation (2.21) shows that P̂ (or ˆMSE) has a one-

to-one relation with ˆSNR. Testing the statistical significance of P̂ (or ˆMSE) is equivalent

to testing statistical significance of ˆSNR.

2.2.3 Correlation between ensemble members

Another measure of predictability that has been used in the literature is the correlation

between one ensemble member and all the other ensemble members. Consider the classical

ensemble forecasts described in the beginning of section 2.2. The squared correlation at a

given lead time is computed for all possible pairs of ensemble members, which is

r̂2 =

1
NE(E−1)

∑N
n=1

∑E
e=1

∑
e′ 6=e (yen − ŷ..) (ye′n − ŷ..)

1
NE

∑N
n=1

∑E
e=1 (yen − ŷ..)2

, (2.22)

where N specifies the number of initial states, E specifies the number of ensemble members

in a fixed initial state, ŷ.. is the grand mean defined in (2.10). By making use of the fact

that ∑
e′ 6=e

(ye′n − ŷ..) = E (ŷ.n − ŷ..)− (yen − ŷ..) , (2.23)

11



r̂2 can be simplified as

r̂2 =
1

NE(E − 1)σ̂2T

N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

(yen − ŷ..) (E (ŷ.n − ŷ..)− (yen − ŷ..))

=
1

NE(E − 1)σ̂2T

(
E2

N∑
n=1

(ŷ.n − ŷ..)2 −
N∑
n=1

E∑
e=1

(yen − ŷ..)2
)

=
Eσ̂2S − σ̂2T
(E − 1)σ̂2T

=
ˆSNR− 1

E−1
ˆSNR+ 1

, (2.24)

where (2.8), (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14) have been used. Equation (2.24)

shows that r̂2 is monotonically related to ˆSNR. Testing the statistical significance of r̂2

is equivalent to testing the statistical significance of ˆSNR. It is noteworthy that the three

measures of predictability ˆSNR, ˆMSE and r̂2 are equivalent as shown in (2.21) and (2.24).

2.2.4 Multiple correlation

The measures of predictability discussed above are applicable to ensemble forecasts. When

ensemble forecasts are not available, multiple correlation is often used as a measure of

predictability. To define the multiple correlation between a single predictand y and multiple

predictors in X, we introduce the linear regression model

y = X b + ε,

[N × 1] [N ×K] [K × 1] [N × 1]
(2.25)

where y is the centered predictand vector, X is the centered predictor matrix, which consists

of a set of N -dimensional predictors x1, x2, ... , xK , b is the vector of regression coefficients

and ε denotes the noise. The vector of regression coefficients can be estimated by classical
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least squares as

b̂ =
(
XTX

)−1
XTy, (2.26)

where the superscript T denotes the transpose operation. The multiple correlation coeffi-

cient is defined as the correlation between predictand y and its predicted value ŷ = Xb̂,

which is generally written as

R̂ =
(Xb̂)Ty√

(yTy)
(

(Xb̂)T(Xb̂)
) . (2.27)

Invoking (2.26), (Xb̂)T(Xb̂) can be written as

(Xb̂)T(Xb̂) = b̂T(XTX)b̂ = b̂TXTy = (Xb̂)Ty. (2.28)

Substituting (2.28) into the numerator of (2.27) and then squaring the multiple correlation

gives

R̂2 =
(Xb̂)T(Xb̂)

yTy
=

Σ̂xyΣ̂
−1
xx Σ̂T

xy

Σ̂yy

, (2.29)

where Σ̂xx = 1
NXTX, Σ̂yy = 1

N yTy, Σ̂xy = 1
N yTX, and (2.26) has been used. If there is

no predictability, then y is independent of X in the linear regression model (2.25), which

implies b = 0. To test the null hypothesis b = 0, we calculate the statistic F

F =
R̂2

1− R̂2

N −K − 1

K
. (2.30)

If the null hypothesis of no predictability is true, the statistic F has an F distribution with

K and N−K−1 degrees of freedom. Large values of F favor rejection of the null hypothesis.

We can show that the squared multiple correlation R̂2 is related to ˆSNR too. Although
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there is no ensemble forecasts, we can conceive of generating an “ensemble” from the linear

regression model (2.25). According to the the law of total variance described in (2.4), the

“signal variance” is the variance of E[y|x]. Based on the linear regression model (2.25),

E[y|x] is estimated by Xb̂, hence the “signal variance” is estimated by

σ̂2S =
(Xb̂)T(Xb̂)

N
= Σ̂xyΣ̂

−1
xx Σ̂T

xy. (2.31)

The total variance is the variance of y, estimated by

σ̂2T =
yTy

N
= Σ̂yy. (2.32)

The R̂2 in (2.27) can be written as

R̂2 =
σ̂2S
σ̂2T

=
ˆSNR

ˆSNR+ 1
, (2.33)

where (2.13), (2.14), (2.31) and (2.32) have been used. Equation (2.33) shows that R̂2

has a one-to-one relation with ˆSNR. The predictability measured by R̂2 is equivalent to

the predictability measured by ˆSNR, provided the ensembles are generated by a linear

regression model that predicts y given X.

2.2.5 Autocorrelation

Another measure used in the predictability literature is autocorrelation. The autocorrelation

of a variable measures the dependence of the variable with itself at two distinct times. It is

useful for measuring predictability due to “memory” or “persistence”. Let yt = [y1 y2 . . .

yN ] denote a N -dimensional centered time series at time t, and yt+τ = [y1+τ y2+τ . . . yN+τ ]

denote the centered time series at time t+ τ , where τ is the lead time. The autoregressive
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model is defined as

yt+τ = byt + ε, (2.34)

where b denotes the regression coefficient, and ε denotes noise. If the time series is stationary,

the autocorrelation between yt+τ and yt can be estimated by

ρ̂τ =
yT
t yt+τ

yT
t yt

. (2.35)

If yt+τ is independent of yt (i.e., no predictability), then the regression coefficient b = 0.

To test the null hypothesis b = 0, we use the statistic

F =
ρ̂2τ

1− ρ̂2τ
(N − 2), (2.36)

which has an F distribution with 1 and N − 2 degrees of freedom.

The autoregressive model (2.34) is a special case of the multiple regressive model (2.25).

It can be shown that ρ̂2τ = R̂2 for this particular model. It follows that ρ̂τ also is related to

ˆSNR of an autoregressive model.

All measures of predictability reviewed in the above subsections are fundamentally re-

lated to ˆSNR. In other words, all these measures are measuring “the same thing”. Funda-

mentally, there is only one measure of predictability, and any measure can be derived from

any other measure (for fixed number of ensemble members and number of initial states).

2.3 Predictability on various time scales

Predictability measure ˆSNR is found empirically to decay with lead time. However, different

components within the climate system are found to decay at different rates. Generally,

predictability of climate variables can be categorized as weather predictability, seasonal

predictability, multi-year to decadal predictability and centennial predictability based on
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the decaying rates.

Weather predictability refers to the predictability of day-to-day changes of weather

system, which is induced by the non-linear, chaotic dynamics in the atmosphere. Given an

initial perturbation in the weather system, the uncertainties in the initial perturbation will

grow and contaminate the numerical simulation although the forecast model is “perfect”.

The weather system is then unpredictable when the forecast error saturates (Lorenz, 1963;

Meehl et al., 2009). It is generally accepted that the upper limit of weather predictability

is at most one month (Shukla, 1981).

However, monthly mean or seasonal mean atmospheric conditions are predictable sev-

eral months ahead due to the coupled interactions with the slowly varying components in

the climate system, including ocean, land, sea ice and so on. The slowly varying climate

components integrate weather variability such that the climate is able to produce long time-

scale variations of considerable magnitude without external forcings (as defined in section

3.1). The slowly varying climate components play a critical role for seasonal atmospheric

predictability. The variability produced by coupled interactions is thought of as internal

variability in the climate system.

As for the climate predictions on multi-year to decadal time scales, the climate response

to external natural and anthropogenic forcings emerges. The response becomes more dom-

inant for longer time scales. Therefore, decadal predictability depends on external forcings

in addition to internal dynamical processes in the climate system.

The primary focus of this study is the predictability on multi-year time scales. We argue

that there is no clear separation between multi-year and decadal predictability. For exam-

ple, decadal predictability that exists in the 10-year mean might come from predictability

in the first 3 years, say. This situation is analogous to seasonal predictability, in which pre-

dictability in the first two to four weeks dominates the predictability of the seasonal mean.

In this sense, multi-year predictability could indicate decadal predictability, for some mea-

sures of decadal predictability. This point is relevant to the interpretation of the literature.

For instance, Pohlmann et al. (2006) suggested that surface air temperature in Europe has

16



decadal predictability. However, this conclusion was based on analysis of 10-year means. It

is conceivable that the true time scale of this predictability is on the order of 3-5 years, but

that predictability on this time scale can cause 10-year means to be predictable. Conversely,

predictability identified on 3-5 year time scales could imply predictability of 10-year means.

2.4 Importance of decadal predictability

Decadal predictability, especially over land, is important because decadal climate fluctua-

tions have significant impacts on society and economy. Therefore, decadal predictability

is of particular interest to policy makers for their decisions on energy, agriculture, water,

resource management and infrastructure investment (Cane, 2010). For example, the Sahel

region of Africa experienced a severe drought from the 1950’s to the 1980’s, which affected

environment and food production. Conceivably, a good decadal prediction of the Sahel

rainfall could have helped the policy makers to allocate resources to minimize the costs.

Therefore, any skill in decadal predictions would be precious.

2.5 Scientific basis for atmospheric decadal predictability

Observations over the past century show that surface temperatures have warmed in a sta-

tistically significance sense over most of the Earth’s surface (Trenberth et al., 2007, sec.

3.2.2.7). In addition, precipitation generally has increased over most land areas in the

extratropics and decreased in the tropics over the past century (Trenberth et al., 2007,

sec. 3.3.2.2). A basic question is whether these long-term variations are predictable. It

is generally accepted that the atmosphere alone (i.e., under fixed boundary conditions) is

predictable for at most one month (Shukla, 1981). Therefore, any atmospheric predictabil-

ity beyond one month must arise from slowly varying components of the climate system or

from predictable external forcings.
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2.5.1 Predictability due to response to predictable external forcing

An example of the atmospheric response to external forcings is illustrated in Fig.2.2. This

figure shows continental and global scale changes in surface temperature from observations

and simulations in climate models. Blue shaded bands denote the 5-95% range for 19 simu-

lations from five climate models using only natural forcings of solar activity and volcanoes.

Red shaded bands denote the 5-95% range for 58 simulations from 14 climate models in-

cluding both anthropogenic and natural forcings. The black line indicates the observed

temperature change. In this figure, the temperature changes are unlikely due to natural

forcings if the blue band does not encompass the black line at a 10% significance level.

The temperature changes are attributable to anthropogenic forcings if the red band encom-

passes the black line at a 10% significance level. Generally, “detection” is defined as the

process of demonstrating that climate has changed in some defined statistical sense without

providing a reason for that change, and “attribution” of climate change is the process of

establishing the most likely causes for the detected changes with some defined level of con-

fidence (Hegerl et al., 2007). Fig.2.2 figure indicates that models with only natural forcings

fail to reproduce the warming observed in recent decades. However, models can simulate

the observed 20th century changes in temperature when including both anthropogenic and

natural forcings. Therefore, the temperature changes are detectable and attributable to

the anthropogenic forcings. If the anthropogenic forcings are known, then the long-term

changes in temperature are predictable.

According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Fourth Assess-

ment Report (Hegerl et al., 2007), greenhouse gas forcing has very likely caused most of

the observed global warming over the past few decades. The surface temperature increases

in each continent except Antarctic since the middle of the 20th century is likely due to

external forcing, especially anthropogenic forcing. The climate change is predictable to the

extent that external forcing is predictable.
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Figure 2.2: Temperature changes relative to the corresponding average for 1901-1950 (◦C)
from decade to decade from 1906 to 2005 over the Earth’s continents, as well as the entire
globe, global land area and the global ocean (lower graphs). The black line indicates
observed temperature change, while the coloured bands show the combined range covered
by 90% of recent model simulations. Red indicates simulations that include natural and
human factors, while blue indicates simulations that include only natural factors. Dashed
black lines indicate decades and continental regions for which there are substantially fewer
observations. From Hegerl et al. (2007), Fig.1 of FAQ 9.2.

19



2.5.2 Predictability due to slowly varying climate components

In addition to the predictability due to the responses to external forcings, the atmospheric

predictability also can be caused by responding to (or coupling with) the predictable slowly

varying climate components. Among the climate components, ocean has been shown to

be the primary factor for atmospheric predictability on decadal time scales (Compo and

Sardeshmukh, 2009; Held et al., 2005; Latif and Barnett, 1994).

Various studies have shown that internal oceanic variations are potentially predictable

on decadal time scales, and the atmosphere responds to these oceanic variations. By “po-

tential”, we mean that the predictability was identified in models and not confirmed in

observations. The predictability of Atlantic meridional overturning circulation (AMOC)

has been widely studied because it significantly contributes to the oceanic northward heat

transport, and consequently plays a key role in maintaining the mean climate of the Earth

(Trenberth and Caron, 2001). The AMOC is defined as the part of the ocean’s circulation

in which warm, saline surface water flows northward in the Atlantic basin and the dense

deep water flows southward out of the Atlantic basin and into the Southern Ocean (Wun-

sch, 2002). The variations in the AMOC were found to be predictable out to a decade or

more in atmosphere-ocean general circulation models(Collins and Sinha, 2003; Collins et al.,

2006; Msadek et al., 2010), and have a significant influence on decadal atmospheric vari-

ability (Pohlmann et al., 2006; Stouffer et al., 2006, 2007; Timmermann and Latif, 1998).

A particularly dramatic example of how AMOC changes can lead to decadal changes in the

atmosphere is described in Stouffer et al. (2006). In this study, an extremely large freshwa-

ter flux was applied to the North Atlantic in multiple atmosphere-ocean general circulation

models, which weakened and eventually shut down the AMOC. The mean response of global

surface air temperature (i.e., temperature of air above land or ocean surface, abbreviated

to SAT) after AMOC shut down (Fig.2.3) shows a cooling of 10◦ in North Atlantic and

about 3◦ warming in tropical Atlantic. In addition, Stouffer et al. (2007) found the ITCZ

shifted southward and precipitation decreased in extratropical Northern hemisphere (not
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Figure 2.3: SAT anomalies after the shutdown of AMOC in ensemble mean of atmosphere-
ocean general circulation models. From Stouffer et al. (2006), Fig. 14.

shown). Although the experiments in these studies are idealized, they support the hypoth-

esis that variations in the AMOC cause variations in the atmosphere. Since the AMOC is

predictable, these atmospheric responses to changes in AMOC are predictable.

The predictability of other oceanic variables and the atmospheric responses to oceanic

variations have been found. For instance, Griffies and Bryan (1997) showed that dynamic

topography and sea surface salinity in North Atlantic are predictable on the order of 10-20

years in numerical simulations with a coupled atmosphere-ocean general circulation model

(AOGCM). DelSole et al. (2011) showed that SSTs in North Atlantic and North Pacific are

predictable for a decade or so in AOGCMs using a statistical optimization method that will

be discussed in chapter 3. The role of SSTs in the decadal variability of Sahel droughts,

Atlantic hurricane activity and precipitation anomalies in the United States has been found

(Held et al., 2005; Knight et al., 2006; Schubert et al., 2004; Zhang and Delworth, 2006).

These decadal variations are predictable provided the SSTs are predictable.

In addition to the atmospheric response to the variations in the ocean, the coupled

interactions between ocean and atmosphere also provides the scientific basis for decadal

predictability. A striking example of mid- and high-latitude ocean-atmosphere coupling was

described by Latif and Barnett (1996) using an AOGCM and observations. They suggested

a cycle of unstable air-sea interactions involving the North Pacific subtropical gyre and the
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Aleutian low-pressure system, although this coupled interactions have not been robustly

reproduced by other models.

2.6 Previous studies on decadal predictability of atmospheric

internal variability

We now review the studies on decadal predictability of atmosphere internal variability

(i.e., not due to external forcing), but omitting discussion of studies on externally forced

variability, because the externally forced variability has been well documented.

Many studies have shown evidence of predictability of atmospheric internal variability

on decadal time scales, although the specific mechanisms were not clarified. Boer (2004) and

Boer and Lambert (2008) diagnosed the potential predictability of SAT and precipitation

in control simulations of multiple coupled models with fixed external forcings, and found

potential predictability of 5-, 10-, and 25-year means predominately in high latitude oceans.

The “potential predictability” in those studies refers to the fraction of long-term variability

that may be distinguished from “noise”, as estimated from analysis-of-variance-type calcula-

tions, modified to account for autocorrelation in the time series. The long-term variability is

predictable given sufficient knowledge of physical mechanism, the availability of initial con-

ditions and a significant amount of variability (Boer, 2000). Fig.2.4 from Boer and Lambert

(2008) shows the percent of potential predictable variance of 5-year average for SAT and

precipitation. In temperature, the most predictable regions are the North Atlantic, North

Pacific and Southern Ocean, while there is weak predictability over land. The predictabil-

ity of precipitation is an “attenuated” version of temperature predictability, with little to

no predictability over land. A similar analysis has been applied to 500-year-long control

simulations of an AOGCM, and high potential predictability of 10- and 20-year means of

SAT was found in North Atlantic (Pohlmann et al., 2004). Predictability was also found

for 925-hPa and 850-hPa temperature over North Atlantic in the first two decades in an

AOGCM using classical ensemble methods (Pohlmann et al., 2004), namely by perturbing
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Figure 2.4: Percent of potential predictable variance of 5-year average for SAT (upper) and
precipitation (bottom). From Boer and Lambert (2008), Fig. 4.

.

atmospheric initial conditions of control runs to produce ensemble forecasts. Collins (2002)

studied the predictability in an AOGCM using classical predicability measure, and showed

that 10-year means of SAT anomalies are predictable over North Atlantic and Southern

Ocean, and 10-year average sea level pressure anomalies are predictable over large areas of

the globe.

In spite of the evidence of atmospheric decadal predictability, there is little to no evidence

for atmospheric predictability of internal variability over land on decadal time scales. In the

studies described above, Pohlmann et al. (2004) found decadal predictability of SAT only

in small maritime-influenced regions of Europe based on classical predictability measure.

Boer and Lambert (2008) found very weak potential predictability of temperature in limited

areas over land, and almost no predictability of precipitation over land on 5- and 10-year

time scales in the control runs of multiple coupled models. Collins (2002) found little
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potential predictability beyond seasonal time scales in extratropical land temperature and

precipitation. Although Pohlmann et al. (2006) suggested decadal predictability of SAT

in Europe in the control simulation of an AOGCM, it was based on 10-year means. As

discussed at the end of section 2.3, the use of long time averaging of data obscures the exact

time scale of predictability.

2.7 Motivation of this study

Previous studies on atmospheric decadal predictability are limited in many ways. Most

studies are limited by the use of a single model, which raises questions about whether the

predictability can be verified in other models. Temporal averaging obscures the exact time

scale of predictability. Another potential limitation of previous studies is that the measures

of predictability are univariate. Conceivably, some large-scale spatial structure of temper-

ature might be predictable over land, but this predictability cannot be detected using a

univariate analysis because unpredictable noise dominates on grid scales. To identify large

scale predictable structures, spatial filters must be constructed to remove unpredictable

noise. If the predictable structure is spatially uniform and the noise is white in space and

time, then spatial averaging can reduce the small-scale noise without affecting the large-scale

predictable signal, thereby allowing predictability to be detected. However, simple spatial

averaging does not necessarily improve the signal-to-noise ratio, especially if the compo-

nent has dipole structure. Construction of optimal spatial filters is straightforward when

the predictable component is known (Hasselmann, 1979), but unfortunately predictable

components over land are unknown.

The limitations in previous studies raise the question as to whether there exists a bet-

ter method that identifies patterns over land that are predictable on decadal time scales.

Several multivariate methods have been used to diagnose spatial structures of climate vari-

ables such as empirical orthogonal function (EOF) analysis, singular spectrum analysis and

extended EOF analysis. These methods maximize particular aspects of climate variability.

However, in predictability studies, we would like to maximize some measure of predictability.
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Recently, DelSole and Tippett (2009) proposed a statistical optimization method for finding

components that are predictable on the longest possible time scales. This method maximizes

a quantity, called average predictability time (APT), and involves fitting a multivariate re-

gression model to the leading principal components and then estimating the predictability

of the resulting linear model. It turns out that naive application of this method fails to

identify predictability over land. We will discuss this fact in the next chapter and develop

a generalization of the method that overcomes the problem. The connections between this

method and some other multivariate methods will be discussed in the end of section 3.1.
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Chapter 3: Identification of Unforced Predictability over

Land on Continental Scales

3.1 Introduction to generalized average predictability time

DelSole and Tippett (2009) proposed a new method for determining components that max-

imize predictability. To determine the components that maximizes predictability, one must

first define a measure of predictability. Consider a set of ensemble forecasts generated in the

same way as described in section 2.2. The only difference is that the data produced by the

ensemble forecasts is not only a function of initial state t, lead time τ and ensemble member

e, but also a function of space. In this context, a standard measure of predictability is

P (τ) =
σ2∞ − σ2τ
σ2∞

, (3.1)

where σ2τ is the forecast variance at lead time τ , averaged over all initial states t. As lead

time increases, the forecast variance tends to increase and approaches the climatological

variance σ2∞ as lead time τ approaches infinity. The measure P (τ) typically is close to one

initially and decreases with lead time until it vanishes when the forecast variance equals the

climatological variance.

We can show that the predictability measure P (τ) is related to SNR. In the context of

a set of ensemble forecasts, the forecast variance σ2τ at lead time τ can be estimated by the

“noise variance” σ̂2N , and the climatological variance can be estimated by the total variance
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σ̂2T . Therefore, the predictability measure P (τ) can be estimated by

P̂ (τ) =
σ̂2T − σ̂2N
σ̂2T

= 1−
σ̂2N
σ̂2T

=
ˆSNR

1 + ˆSNR
, (3.2)

where (2.13) and (2.14) have been used.

The predictability measure P (τ) is a function of lead time τ . To avoid the ambiguity as

to the proper choice of lead time, we integrate (3.1) over lead times to construct a measure

of predictability that is independent of lead time. Accordingly, we define APT by

APT = 2

∫ ∞
0

(
σ2∞ − σ2τ
σ2∞

)
dτ. (3.3)

In general, the integral of a predictability measure is called an integral time scale. In

our case, multiplying the integrated measure by two yields a time scale that agrees with

the usual e-folding time for an exponentially decaying forecast signal. One could define

an alternative time scale as the time beyond which the prediction error exceeds some pre-

defined threshold (Lorenz, 1965), but this definition is problematic because it depends on an

arbitrary threshold, and the time at which this threshold is exceeded can be very sensitive

to sampling variability. An advantage of defining time scale by APT is that it is simple to

understand and can be optimized by standard methods.

For discrete time, APT can be written as

APT = 2
∞∑
τ=1

(
σ2∞ − σ2τ
σ2∞

)
∆τ. (3.4)

The APT has units of time step. The summation in (3.4) starts from lead time τ = 1 rather

than τ = 0, because that even unpredictable white noise has an APT of 2 if the summation

starts at τ = 0. It makes more sense to let APT vanish at τ = 0 for unpredictable white

noise. For arbitrary stochastic processes, APT may be unbounded. But in practice, the
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summation has a finite limit, which implies that the estimated APT is finite. Theoretically,

infinite APT implies STR 6= 0 at τ = ∞, which in turn implies E[y|x] 6= E[y], and hence

y is predictable at infinite time.

To maximize APT, we would like to find the projection vector q such that qTy(τ, t, e)

maximizes APT, where the superscript T denotes the transpose operation, y(τ, t, e) denotes

the state vector at fixed lead time, initial state and ensemble member. Each element of

the vector y(τ, t, e) specifies a spatial parameter. qTy(τ, t, e) can be interpreted as the

linear combination of variables in y(τ, t, e), with weighting coefficients q. The component

qTy(τ, t, e) has forecast variance at lead time τ

σ2τ = qT(y(τ, t, e)− 〈y(τ, t, e)〉) (y(τ, t, e)− 〈y(τ, t, e)〉)Tq = qTΣ̂τq, (3.5)

where the angle brackets denote the average over ensemble members, the overline denotes

the average over initial states, and Σ̂τ denotes an estimate of the forecast covariance matrix

at lead time τ . The climatological variance is just the forecast variance as the lead time

approaches infinity. It is denoted as

σ2∞ = qTΣ̂∞q, (3.6)

where Σ̂∞ is an estimate of the climatological covariance matrix. Substituting (3.5) and

(3.6) into (3.4) gives

APT = 2

∞∑
τ=1

(
qT(Σ̂∞ − Σ̂τ )q

qTΣ̂∞q

)
∆τ. (3.7)

This is a Rayleigh quotient. We show in appendix B that maximizing the Rayleigh quotient

leads to the eigenvalue problem

2
∞∑
τ=1

(Σ̂∞ − Σ̂τ )∆τq = λΣ̂∞q. (3.8)
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The matrices Σ̂∞−Σ̂τ and Σ̂∞ are symmetric. It is shown in appendix C that the eigenvec-

tors of (3.8) produce components that are uncorrelated. Recall that eigenvectors are unique

up to a multiplicative constant. To fix the amplitude of the eigenvectors, we normalize the

climatological variance of the component to unit, i.e., σ2∞ = qTΣ̂∞q = 1. The eigenvalues

of (3.8) are the APT values corresponding to each component. It is convention to order the

eigenvalues and their associated eigenvectors in decreasing order. It can be shown that the

first component maximizes APT, the second component maximizes APT subject to being

uncorrelated with the first, and so on. The above eigenvalue problem (3.8) gives a set of

projection vectors q1, q2, . . . , qM . We write the set of eigenvectors into a matrix

Q = [q1 q2 . . . qM ]. (3.9)

According to this notation, the component corresponding to each eigenvector can be written

as QTy = [qT
1 y qT

2 y . . . qT
My].

Recall that the climatological variance of the component is normalized to unit variance,

which implies

QTΣ̂∞Q = I. (3.10)

To derive the spatial pattern, we would like to decompose y(τ, t, e) in terms of components

that maximize APT. Then we seek the matrix P that minimizes the mean square difference

between y(τ, t, e) and the linear combination of components PQTy(τ, t, e):

〈||y(τ, t, e)−P (QTy(τ, t, e)) ||2〉, (3.11)

where ||.||2 denotes the square of the Frobenius norm of a matrix, the angle brackets denote

an average over ensemble members, and the overline indicates an averaging over initial

states. The minimum value of (3.11) is obtained for the choice of

P = (QT)−1. (3.12)
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Multiplying both sides of (3.10) with (QT)−1 gives

Σ̂∞Q = (QT)−1 = P. (3.13)

Each column of matrix P represents a spatial pattern associated with a particular compo-

nent. P can be written as

P = [p1 p2 . . . pM ] = [Σ̂∞q1 Σ̂∞q2 . . . Σ̂∞qM ]. (3.14)

Since two distinct components are uncorrelated, the state vector y can be decomposed as

y = p1(q
T
1 y) + p2(q

T
2 y) + . . .+ pM (qT

My). (3.15)

This decomposition based on APT is analogous to principal component analysis, except

that instead of decomposing variance we decompose predictability.

For the data sets in which only one forecast is available for each initial date, we follow

DelSole and Tippett (2009) and fit the data to a multivariate linear regression model and

then use the forecast variance of the linear regression model to estimate APT. However,

in contrast to the standard APT analysis (DelSole and Tippett, 2009), we generalized it

by allowing the predictor to differ from the predictand in the regression model. Letting a

centered state vector yt+τ denote the predictand at time t+ τ and a centered state vector

xt denote the predictor at time t, the desired linear regression model is

yt+τ = Lτxt + εt, (3.16)

where Lτ is the regression operator, and εt is the forecast error. Standard regression theory

shows that the regression operator can be estimated by

L̂τ = yt+τxT
t

(
xtxT

t

)−1
, (3.17)
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where the overline indicates an average over time. If the estimated forecast error is defined

as ε̂t = yt+τ − L̂τxt, then the forecast covariance matrix is estimated by

Σ̂τ = ε̂ε̂T =
(
yt+τ − L̂τxt

)(
yt+τ − L̂τxt

)T
=

(
yt+τyT

t+τ −
(
yt+τxT

t

) (
xtxT

t

)−1 (
xtyT

t+τ

))
= Cyy −CyxC

−1
xxCT

yx , (3.18)

where

Cyx = yt+τxT
t , Cxx = xtxT

t , Cyy = yt+τyT
t+τ , (3.19)

and (3.17) has been used. For zero mean stationary processes, Cxx and Cyy do not depend

on τ . The climatological distribution is the forecast covariance as the lead time τ approaches

infinity, in which case y and x are independent, hence Cyx is close to zero. The climatological

covariance is then estimated by

Σ̂∞ = Cyy. (3.20)

Substituting (3.18) and (3.20) into (3.8) gives the generalized eigenvalue problem

(
2

∞∑
τ=1

CyxC
−1
xxCT

yx∆τ

)
q = λCyyq. (3.21)

All quantities appearing in (3.21) can be estimated directly from data. The components

that maximize APT of a multivariate linear regression model are then obtained by solving

the generalized eigenvalue problem (3.21).

The connections between the APT of multivariate linear regressive model and standard

statistical metrics deserve clarification. Invoking (3.18) and (3.20), the APT in (3.7) can
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be written as

APT = 2
∞∑
τ=1

(
qTCyxC

−1
xxCT

yxq

qTCyyq

)
∆τ = 2

∞∑
τ=1

R2
τ∆τ. (3.22)

The R2
τ in (3.22) stands for the squared multiple correlation in regression theory. In fact,

APT is an integral of the squared multiple correlation over lead times. It can be shown that

APT also has a connection with canonical correlation analysis (CCA). CCA is a procedure

for finding components in two data sets that are maximally correlated. In our case, the two

data sets are predictor xt and the predictand yt+τ . The main difference between APT and

CCA is that CCA maximizes the multiple correlation at a fixed lead time τ , while APT

analysis maximizes the sum of squared multiple correlations at all lead times. Another

technique worth mentioning is predictable component analysis (PrCA), which finds com-

ponents that minimize the normalized error variance (Déqué, 1988; Renwick and Wallace,

1995; Schneider and Griffies, 1999). DelSole and Chang (2003) have shown that PrCA of a

multivariate linear regression model is precisely equivalent to CCA. Thus, for multivariate

linear regression models, the only distinction between PrCA, CCA and APT analysis is that

the first two optimize predictability at fixed lead time, while the last optimizes predictability

over all lead times.

3.2 Model data

The data used here are the pre-industrial control runs from the World Climate Research

Programme’s (WCRP’s) Coupled Model Intercomparison Project phase 3 (CMIP3). These

control runs are intended to represent the equilibrium climate in the pre-industrial period,

and thus the external anthropogenic and natural forcing agents are fixed to their pre-

industrial values. Since the external forcings are fixed, the control runs contain only internal

climate variability. The CMIP3 data set includes the output of 25 models from 18 groups

in the world. The fully coupled models consists of atmosphere, ocean, sea ice and land

components. There is only one control run in most of models, so we use only one control
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run from each model. The number of years in control runs vary with models. Table 3.1

lists the 17 CMIP3 models whose control runs are at least 300 years long and for which

the variables SAT, SST and precipitation are available. The annual means of the last 300

years of each control run are analyzed. We use 300-year data because most models have

more than 300 years of control runs and a 300-year-long sample size is considered to be long

enough for studies on decadal time scales. The reason to choose annual mean resolution is

that it is standard for studying predictability on multi-year time scales (Collins et al., 2006;

Newman, 2007). The 300-year mean of each model is subtracted from each grid point of

the respective control run. To facilitate model intercomparison, all fields are interpolated

to a common 72 × 36 grid. The 300-year data from each individual model are lined up in

temporal dimension to form a single multi-model data set. For example, if the data from

each single model has a dimension of M × N , where M denotes state dimension, and N

denotes the number of time steps, then the multi-model data including n models has a

dimension of M × nN .

3.3 Excluding models based on variance and trend

As with all optimization techniques, APT is subject to overfitting when the number of

parameters being estimated is not a small fraction of the sample size. To mitigate overfitting,

we reduce the dimension of the data by projecting the data onto a few leading principal

components (PCs). The PCs of global land SAT were computed using multi-model data

from 17 control runs that are at least 300 years long. We first checked for outliers in terms

of variance and found that model “GISS-ER” had a factor of 2 less variance in the first

few leading PCs than most of the other models. Hence, this model was dropped from the

multi-model data set.

Although control runs have constant forcing, some runs may exhibit significant trends

due to adjustment to equilibrium (“spin up”). APT analysis is sensitive to such trends

and including these models in the analysis tends to produce results that are dominated by

these models. It is questionable whether the adjustment can be removed by regressing out
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the linear trend – for example, even linear models follow an exponential (i.e., nonlinear)

time evolution when relaxing back to equilibrium. To avoid such questions, we remove any

model with significant trends in the control run. To identify such models, we determined

the components that maximize the squared canonical correlation between a linear trend and

the data. DelSole and Yang (2011) reviewed this technique and showed that the maximum

squared canonical correlation between a linear trend and the data is given by

ρ2 =
tTY(YTY)−1YTt

tTt
, (3.23)

where Y is the centered principal component matrix, with time varying in the first dimension

and component varying in the second, and t is a linear function of time with zero mean. The

detailed derivation of ρ2 is shown in appendix A. The ρ2 values between a linear trend and

10 PCs of global land SAT for each model is shown in Fig. 3.1. The models with the nine

smallest canonical correlations, indicated by dark shading, appear to be separated from the

other models in terms of their canonical correlations, and hence are selected. Among these

nine models, model “GISS-ER” also was eliminated due to its small variance, as mentioned

earlier. The remaining eight models that were selected are indicated in Table 3.1. In the

field of precipitation, model runs have weaker trends than SAT (not shown), and there are

no significant trends in the selected eight models. Although models show stronger trends in

SST than in SAT, trends in the selected eight models are weak relative to the other models.

For simplicity, the same set of models were used for maximizing APT of precipitation and

SST.

3.4 Statistical details in APT analysis

The eight selected control runs were pooled to construct a multi-model data set, from

which the PCs of SAT and precipitation in each continent were computed. The PCs of

global SST also were computed from this eight-model data set. Six continents were chosen
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UKMO−HadCM3
IPSL−CM4

ECHO−G
GFDL−CM2.1

MIROC3.2(medres)
GFDL−CM2.0

GISS−ER
CCSM3

MRI−CGCM2.3.2
CGCM3.1(T63)
CGCM3.1(T47)
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Figure 3.1: The maximum squared canonical correlation (see (3.23)) between a linear trend
and 10 PCs of global land SAT for each model. The models selected for predictability
analysis are indicated by dark shading.

with boundaries specified in Table 3.2. The resulting PCs of each model were split into

two halves. The first 150 years of each control run were used to maximize APT, and

the second 150 years were reserved for verification. To maximize APT, sample covariance

matrices estimated from training data were substituted into the eigenvalue problem (3.21).

We chose a maximum time lag of 20 years and 30 PCs to maximize APT, but the APT

values were not sensitive to either the number of PCs or the choice of time lag, presumably

because of the large sample size of the multi-model data set.

To validate a predictable component, the projection vector q estimated from training

data was applied to the verification data. The squared multiple correlation between the

component time series and the first 30 PCs in the verification data at lead time τ was

calculated as

R2
τ =

qTCyxC
−1
xxCT

yxq

qTCyyq
, (3.24)

36



where q is computed from training data and Cyx,Cxx,Cyy are computed from verification

data. R2
τ can be interpreted as the variance of the component time series explained by

a linear regression prediction at lead time τ . APT is in fact the integral of R2
τ over lead

times (see (3.22)), hence a slowly decreasing R2
τ with lead time implies large APT. The

statistical significance of R2
τ can be determined by standard methods since q was determined

independently of the covariance matrices Cyx,Cxx,Cyy.

Table 3.2: Domains of six continents.

Continent Longitude Latitude

North America (NA) 170◦W - 20◦W 15◦N - 90◦N
South America (SA) 90◦W - 25◦W 65◦S - 15◦N

Asia 170◦W - 20◦W 15◦N - 90◦N
Africa 25◦W - 55◦E 40◦S - 40◦N

Australia 110◦E - 160◦E 45◦S - 10◦S
Europe 5◦W - 55◦E 40◦N - 70◦N

3.5 Statistical significance test of APT

The statistical significance of APT is assessed relative to the null hypothesis that the time

series is unpredictable – that is, that the time series is white noise. Since the results of APT

analysis are invariant to nonsingular linear transformation (DelSole and Tippett, 2009), the

covariance matrix of the process can be assumed to be the identity matrix. For M spatial

dimensions and N time steps, we generated MN independent random numbers drawn from

a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. APT analysis was then applied

to this M × N data set to produce an ordered sequence of optimized APT values. In the

present case, M = 30 and N = 150 × 8. This procedure was then repeated 100 times and

the 95th percentile of each eigenvalue from (3.8), ordered by decreasing value, was selected.

The null hypothesis of no predictability is rejected if the APT value computed from the

training data exceeds the 95th percentile computed from the Monte Carlo sample.
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3.6 Results

3.6.1 Standard APT analysis of global SST

We first identify predictable components of global SST using standard APT analysis (i.e.,

the predictand and predictor in (3.16) are global SST at two different times). This analysis

is similar to DelSole et al. (2011), except that the components are computed using only

eight models on a global grid (as opposed to 14 models on a grid with missing values

masked out). The leading components have statistically significant APT values, hence are

predictable. The spatial pattern of the leading predictable component, shown in Fig. 3.2,

has amplitudes concentrated in the Southern Ocean, North Pacific and North Atlantic.

The regression coefficients between this component and global SAT and precipitation are

shown in Fig. 3.3. Not surprisingly, the regression pattern for SAT resembles the spatial

pattern of the leading predictable component of global SST. The regression pattern for

precipitation has large coefficients only in limited areas of tropical Indo-Pacific. Importantly,

the regression coefficients for both SAT and precipitation are small over land, implying little

to no response of land SAT and precipitation to the leading predictable component of SST.

A similar lack of land response was found for a few other secondary SST components (not

shown). The fact that little to no land predictability was found using this standard APT

analysis and the regression technique consistents with previous studies.

3.6.2 Generalized APT analysis of continental SAT

The above result merely implies that the leading predictable component of global SST is

not related to land, it does not preclude the possibility that some other SST patterns (with

less predictability) induce strong predictability over land. Even if we can find some pre-

dictable SST components that cause land predictability, this does not indicate the limit of

land predictability. Thus, traditional regression is not a definitive method to identify land

predictability. The same argument applies to the method of regressing principal compo-

nents of SST on land variables. In order to definitely settle the question of whether land
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Figure 3.2: Spatial pattern of the leading predictable component of global SST from eight
CMIP3 control simulations. The spatial pattern has units of degrees Kelvin, and the cor-
responding time series has unit variance. The amplitudes are the deviations from time
mean.
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Figure 3.3: Regression coefficients between the leading predictable component of SST from
eight CMIP3 control simulations, and global SAT (upper) and precipitation (bottom). The
regression pattern of SAT has units of degrees Kelvin per unit predictable component time
series, and the pattern of precipitation has units of mm day−1 per unit predictable compo-
nent time series.
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variables can be predicted on multi-year time scales, the technique must be modified to

specifically isolate land predictability. The natural approach is to optimize APT over each

continent individually. Therefore, we restrict the predictand variable to be over a specific

continent. However, two types of predictors were investigated: (1) SAT or precipitation

over the continent under investigation in the standard APT analysis, and (2) global SST

in the generalized APT analysis. The reason why we chose global SST as predictor in

the generalized analysis is that SST has been show to be the primary driver for land pre-

dictability on interannual-to-decadal time scales (Held et al., 2005; Hoerling et al., 2010).

From these two analyses, we found that in all cases, except SAT in North America, the pre-

dictability derived from using global SST as predictor was comparable to or greater than

the predictability derived from using land SAT or precipitation as predictor. Since the use

of SST predictors gives equal or larger estimates of predictability, and clarifies the source

of predictability, we present results only for the generalized analysis in this chapter. The

exceptional case of North American temperature will be discussed in the summary section

of this chapter.

The maximum APT values of SAT estimated from the multi-model training data using

global SST as predictor are shown in Fig. 3.4 for all continents. This figure reveals that

only the first half dozen or so components in each continent have APT values that differ

significantly from white noise. Since our interest is predictability on the longest time scales,

we focus only on the leading component in each continent. The leading component tends

to be well separated from the secondary components. However, in South America, the first

two components are relatively close, implying that these components are probably sensitive

to sampling errors and therefore dangerous to interpret physically.

The physical patterns corresponding to the leading predictable component of SAT in

the six individual continents (derived from (3.13)) are shown in Fig. 3.5. The spatial

structure in North America has largest amplitudes in northeast of North America, Alaska

and Greenland. The corresponding APT value is 2.52 years, which is the largest of any

continent. Large amplitudes are found in northeast of Asia also, while the amplitudes in
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other continents are smaller. Interestingly, the amplitudes are all single sign, which may

present difficulties for separating these components from forced patterns (based on spatial

information alone). The predictable variance derived by this method clearly is greater than

the predictable variance over land implied by the regression patterns associated with global

SAT shown in Fig. 3.3.

The multi-model R2
τ values of the leading predictable component of SAT derived from

independent CMIP3 control simulations (i.e., “verification”) are shown in Fig. 3.6 for each

continent as a function of time lag. By definition, R2
τ gives the fraction of variance explained

by a linear regression model with predictors based on 30 PCs of global SST. The R2
τ values

in the verification and training data (not shown) are similar, suggesting that overfitting

is not a problem. The R2
τ values remain significant 3-6 years, depending on continent,

suggesting predictability time scales of 3-6 years. The one-year lag values of R2
τ are smaller

in Europe and Australia than in the other four continents. The R2
τ for non-zero lags in each

continent are less than 0.5, implying that less than 50% of variations in annual mean SAT

can be predicted from global SST. We emphasize that the spatial patterns were estimated

from control runs with no natural or anthropogenic forcing – the predictability found here

arises from unforced, internal processes.

To gain insight into the model dependence of predictability time scales, the R2
τ values of

the leading multi-model predictable component of SAT are calculated separately for each

model. The result, shown in Fig. 3.7, shows that the R2
τ values of individual models exhibit

more fluctuations than the multi-model R2
τ values, due to the shorter sample size, and that

the predictability time scale can range from zero year, corresponding to no predictability,

to ten years, depending on model and continent. The predictability among models is more

consistent in South America and Africa than in other continents.
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Figure 3.4: APT values for SAT in six continents, as determined by optimizing APT over
eight CMIP3 control simulations. The domains of the six continents are listed in Table 3.2.
The dashed lines in each panel indicate the 5% significance level estimated by Monte Carlo
method.
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44



0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2

NA

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2

Asia

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2

SA

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2
Africa

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2

Europe

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Time Lag (Years)

R2

Australia
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Figure 3.7: R2
τ values in individual models for the leading multi-model predictable compo-

nent of SAT. R2
τ is calculated from CMIP3 control simulations independent of the data used

to calculate the predictable component. Each colored line represents a particular model.
The horizontal dashed lines in each panel indicate the 5% significance level.
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3.6.3 Relation between SST and predictable SAT

To investigate the SST pattern from which SAT can be predicted, we calculated correla-

tions between global SST and the leading predictable component at different leads. The

results are shown in Fig. 3.8. Each row represents a particular continent and each column

represents a particular lead time. Values that are not significant at a 5% level are masked

out. In all continents except Europe, significant positive correlations are found in tropi-

cal oceans for leads zero and one. Not surprisingly, the leading predictable component of

each continent (except Europe) is significantly related to the Niño 3 index in the control

runs, suggesting that these components are ENSO-related. Loosely speaking, the corre-

lation patterns in these five continents appear to be a superposition of two patterns, one

ENSO pattern that changes structure with lead time, and one persistent pattern with rel-

atively enhanced correlations near the continent under investigation. In Europe, no ENSO

component is found, but the predictable component is correlated with persistent SSTs in

northeast Atlantic near Europe.

In each continent, the correlation patterns for individual models are similar to each

other and to the multi-model correlation pattern (not shown). To quantify this similarity,

we calculated the anomaly pattern correlations of the correlation patterns between each

particular model and the multi-model. We found that the anomaly correlations exceed 0.5

for most of the models, and are typically in the range 0.6-0.8. The consistency of correlation

patterns among models suggests that a genuine component of predictability that arises from

the same SST structure in each model has been identified. These results are consistent with

the hypothesis that the variability in SST induces changes in the atmospheric circulation

that are manifested in land climate variability.

3.6.4 Generalized APT analysis of continental precipitation

The maximum APT values of precipitation with global SST as predictor are shown in Fig.

3.9 for each continent. In general, the APT values for land precipitation are less than those

for SAT, with values over Europe being the smallest overall. To study the predictability
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Figure 3.8: Correlation patterns of global SST with the leading predictable component of
SAT in six individual continents at 3 years (first column), 2 years (second column), 1 year
(third column) and 0 year (last column) lead. Each row represents a particular continent
and each column represents a particular lead time. Insignificant areas are masked out based
on Student’s t-test at a 5% significance level.
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of precipitation on long time scales, we focus on the first predictable component in each

continent. Note that the first predictable components in North America and Europe are not

well separated from the other components, suggesting that these components are probably

sensitive to sampling errors and therefore dangerous to interpret physically.

The spatial patterns of the first predictable component of precipitation in six individual

continents are shown in Fig. 3.10. Southeast Asia, Amazon, Northern Australia and equa-

torial Africa show the largest amplitudes and hence are the most predictable regions. The

multi-model R2
τ values of the leading component of precipitation in the verification data are

shown in Fig. 3.11. The R2
τ values in all continents except Europe remain significant up to

1-3 years, depending on continent. Therefore, the leading component in these continents

are predictable 1-3 years ahead, at least by a linear regression model. The R2
τ in Europe

is insignificant at 1 year lag. Thus, although the Europe predictable component appears

significant in the training data, this predictability cannot be confirmed in independent data.

We conclude that there is no verifiable multi-year predictability of precipitation in Europe

based on SST. This result is consistent with the result of using European precipitation it-

self as predictor, which showed no multi-year predictability of precipitation in Europe (not

shown). The R2
τ values are less than 0.4 at non-zero time lags in all continents, implying

that less than 40% of variations in annual mean precipitation can be predicted from global

SST. The R2
τ values for individual models are shown in Fig. 3.12. Most models show

multi-year predictability in Asia, South America, Africa and Australia, weak predictability

in North America, and almost no predictability in Europe.

3.6.5 Relation between SST and predictable precipitation

The correlation patterns between global SST and the leading component of precipitation

at different leads are shown in Fig. 3.13. The correlation patterns in Asia, South America,

Africa and Australia resemble each other at all lead times with highest correlations in

tropical oceans. Not surprisingly, the leading predictable component in these continents

also are strongly correlated with the NINO3 index. Also, the ENSO-like SST pattern
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Figure 3.9: APT values for precipitation in six continents, as determined by optimizing
APT over eight CMIP3 control simulations. The domains of the six continents are listed in
Table 3.2. The dashed lines in each panel indicate the 5% significance level estimated by
Monte Carlo method.
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Figure 3.10: Spatial patterns of the leading component of precipitation in six continents
derived from eight CMIP3 control simulations. The spatial patterns have units of mm
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Figure 3.11: Multi-model R2
τ values of the leading component of precipitation derived from

eight independent CMIP3 control simulations (the simulations are independent in the sense
that they were not used to derive the predictable component). The horizontal dashed lines
in each panel indicate the 5% significance level.
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Figure 3.12: R2
τ values in individual models for the leading multi-model component of

precipitation. R2
τ is calculated from CMIP3 control simulations independent of the data

used to calculate the predictable component. Each colored line represents a particular
model. The horizontal dashed lines in each panel indicate the 5% significance level.
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evolves with lead time. Specifically, the negative correlations in eastern Pacific at lead

2 years become positive at lead 1 year, and the positive correlations appear in tropical

Atlantic and Indian Ocean at lead zero. In Europe, the predictable component is coupled

with simultaneous tropical SSTs, but has little correlation with topical SSTs at previous

years. In North America, significant correlations are shown in tropical oceans, although the

pattern does not look like the ENSO pattern in other continents due to opposite signs in

some regions. Nevertheless, this predictable component is significantly correlated with the

NINO3 index, suggesting the component also is ENSO-related.

3.7 Summary and discussion

This chapter used a new statistical optimization technique, called generalized APT anal-

ysis, to identify the most predictable components of annual mean SAT and precipitation

in six continents on multi-year time scales. The generalized APT analysis maximizes a

measure of predictability derived from linear regression model, in which global SST is the

predictor and regional SAT (or precipitation) is the predictand. This method prevents the

degradation of predictability that comes from reducing the size of the predictor domain,

and clarifies the source of the predictability. The data analyzed are control simulations of

fully-coupled models from the CMIP3 archive that are a least 300 years long, do not have

significant trends, and have similar variances. The control runs do not contain natural or

anthropogenic forcing, and hence the predictability detected here is unforced. APT was

maximized by deriving a linear regression model from the leading 30 PCs of 150 years of

eight selected control runs, and then maximizing the integrated prediction variance of the

resulting regression model. The resulting components were then validated on independent

data by testing the significance of the multiple correlation between the component and the

leading 30 PCs.

One motivation for generalizing APT analysis was the failure of traditional regression

methods to identify land predictability. That is, we maximized APT over the global SST

and derived a significant predictable component, but regression analysis revealed that this
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Figure 3.13: Correlation patterns of global SST with the leading component of precipitation
in six individual continents at 2 years (left column), 1 year (middle column) and 0 year
(right column) lead. Each row represents a particular continent and each column represents
a particular lead time. Insignificant areas are masked out based on Student’s t-test at a 5%
significance level.
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component had little to no influence on land temperature and precipitation. This failure to

detect land predictability merely implies that the most predictable component in the ocean

is unrelated to land predictability. However, it is possible that other ocean components

(with less predictability) can lead to significant predictability over land.

The leading predictable component of SAT in each continent can be predicted in in-

dependent verification data by a linear regression model with statistically significant skill

for 3-6 years, depending on continent. The most predictable components are temperatures

over North America and Asia. Each continental pattern is of single sign, suggesting that

each one may be difficult to distinguish from anthropogenically forced components based

on spatial structure alone. Lagged correlation maps indicate that the predictability of SAT

arises from two SST patterns: ENSO, and the persistence of SSTs near the continent under

investigation. The only exception is Europe, which has no significant ENSO relation and

where the predictability of SAT is related to the persistence of SSTs in North Atlantic. The

correlation patterns are reproducible in individual models. In the case of precipitation, the

leading component can be predicted by a linear regression model with statistically significant

skill for 1-3 years in each continent except Europe, which has no verifiable multi-year pre-

dictability in precipitation. Also, the leading North American component in precipitation

is not well separated from other components. The multi-year predictability of precipitation

in each continent is related primarily to ENSO.

The fact that a significant portion of the multi-year predictability in continental SAT

and precipitation appears to arise from an ENSO-like SST pattern is consistent with the well

established fact that most seasonal-to-interannual predictability arises from ENSO variabil-

ity. This consistency between our analysis and previous studies might lead one to assume

that nothing new has been learned. However, this is not the case: this study is distinguished

from previous studies in that predictability has been diagnosed by an optimal procedure.

Even if the procedure produced a pattern that had been diagnosed previously, we still learn

something new, namely that no other pattern can be found to have more predictability.

The results of this study are definitive in the sense that no other analysis of PC-filtered,
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annual mean CMIP3 control simulations can reveal more multi-model predictability than

has been diagnosed here, at least if predictability is measured by APT and the same eight

models are analyzed. Aside from this, our results do reveal something apparently new,

namely that ENSO is not the only source of predictability in each continent – in addition,

another component characterized by persistent SSTs near the continent under investiga-

tion also appears to be relevant. In general, the ENSO component appears to dominate

in the first two lead years, while the persistent component dominates for leads three to six

years, depending on continent and variable. The main exception is Europe, which has no

significant ENSO component and no verifiable predictability in precipitation.

We found that the predictability derived from the generalized method using global SST

as predictor was comparable to or greater than the predictability derived from land SAT

(or precipitation) as the predictor. This result strongly suggests that the source of multi-

year land predictability identified here arises from SST. Moreover, the fact that using land

SAT (or precipitation) as predictors did not enhance the predictability beyond using SST

as predictors suggests that other mechanisms such as land-atmosphere feedbacks do not

contribute significantly to multi-year land predictability. The only exception to this rule was

North America, where we found that predictors based on SAT lead to more predictability

than predictors based on SST. We verified that the SST regression pattern associated with

this predictable component could be represented by the leading PCs, indicating that the

PC-filtering did not prevent this SST pattern from being detected in the generalized APT.

Thus, these results suggest that an additional source of multi-year land predictability other

than SST exists over North America, presumably related to land-atmosphere interactions.

Predictability identified in the pre-industrial control runs may not exist in forced runs

or in the observed climate system. In this sense, any predictability identified by analyzing

the control runs in this chapter is “potential predictability.” However, the meaning of the

word “potential” is stronger than in the sense normally used in predictability studies (e.g.,

Boer and Lambert 2008). Specifically, the predictability identified by our analysis can be

predicted in the control runs with a linear regression model using SST as initial condition.
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In contrast, “potential predictability” in most other studies refers to “extra variance” be-

yond some null hypothesis reference, but the source of the extra variance is usually not

clear. In our case, the source of the predictability is clear, and an explicit model for mak-

ing predictions is generated as part of the analysis. The unforced predictability detected

in this chapter has not been verified with observations. We will investigate whether the

predictability diagnosed in control runs can be detected in observations in chapter 5. The

physical mechanisms that give rise to the other characteristic SST patterns, especially those

in the North Atlantic and North Pacific, was not investigated and therefore needs further

study.
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Chapter 4: Identification of Externally Forced Predictability

over Land on Continental Scales

Besides the internal variability in the climate system discussed in chapter 3, the climate

system also responds to external radiative forcings. The response is predictable to the

extent that the external forcings are predictable. To understand more about the regional

climate changes to which societies need to adapt, we need to refine our understanding of

the effects of external forcing and internal variability (Stott et al., 2010).

The key objective of this chapter is to identify externally forced predictable components

(i.e., atmospheric response to external forcings) over land in multiple climate models. The

presence of internal variability in the realistic climate models means that identifying forced

components leads to a statistical “signal to noise” problem. Several approaches have been

utilized previously to diagnose the forced components, including linear trend analysis and

spatial average (Knight et al., 2006; Trenberth and Shea, 2006). However, these approaches

have some limitations. For example, the linear trend analysis assumes that the forced trend

is linear and uniform over time. In this study, we apply a statistical optimization approach,

called discriminant analysis, to estimate the response to external forcings by maximizing

the ratio of externally forced variance to natural internal variability. Discriminant analysis

maximizes the detectability of the response, thus the response is more likely to be detected

in observations.

4.1 Introduction to discriminant analysis

Discriminant analysis (DA) is a method for finding a linear combination of variables that

maximizes some measure of difference between two data sets. In our case, the difference is

measured by the ratio of variance between two data sets, which are the output of control
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runs in the absence of external forcings and the output of the 20th century runs forced by

external forcings, respectively. As we assume that internally unforced and externally forced

variability in the 20th century runs are independent and additive, the variance in the 20th

century runs consists of two parts. One is the variance due to internal unforced variability,

written as σ2U . One is the variance due to forced variability, written as σ2F . In contrast,

the variance in the control runs is induced only by the unforced variability, because the

external forcings are fixed. The ratio of variance between the 20th century and control runs

is
σ2
F+σ2

U

σ2
U

= 1 +
σ2
F

σ2
U

, which is greater or equal to one. The goal of DA is to find a linear

combination of variables that maximizes the variance ratio. Consider two centered data sets

from the 20th century runs X and control runs Y with dimension of Nx ×M and Ny ×M

respectively, where Nx and Ny are identified with the number of time steps (samples) in

each run, and M is identified with the state dimension. The state dimension M in the two

data sets should be equal, while the number of time steps can differ. Let the weights of

the linear combination be q, projecting q onto the data yields a time series. The two time

series corresponding to each data set are

rx = Xq (4.1)

and

ry = Yq. (4.2)

Based on (4.1) and (4.2), the variances of these two time series rx and ry are estimated as

σ̂2x =
rTx rx
Nx

= qT

(
XTX

Nx

)
q = qTΣ̂xq (4.3)

and

σ̂2y =
rTy ry

Ny
= qT

(
YTY

Ny

)
q = qTΣ̂yq, (4.4)
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where Σ̂x and Σ̂y are sample covariance matrices of X and Y, respectively. The hat symbol

denotes sample quantities estimated from data. The ratio of these two variances is

σ̂2x
σ̂2y

=
qTΣ̂xq

qTΣ̂yq
. (4.5)

Notice that (4.5) is a Rayleigh quotient. As shown in appendix B, the problem of maximizing

the Rayleigh quotient leads to the generalized eigenvalue problem

Σ̂xq = λΣ̂yq. (4.6)

The above equation (4.6) has more than one solution (i.e., more than one eigenvalue and

eigenvector). The eigenvalues of (4.6) turn out to be variance ratios in (4.5) corresponding to

each eigenvector q. The eigenvectors are the projection vectors which maximize the variance

ratios. Each eigenvector corresponds to a discriminant component. Let the complete set of

eigenvectors be denoted as q1,q2, . . . ,qM , and collected in the matrix

Q = [q1 q2 . . . qM ]. (4.7)

Then, the generalized eigenvalue problem (4.6) can be written equivalently as

Σ̂xQ = Σ̂yQΛ, (4.8)

where Λ is the diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements equal the corresponding eigenvalues

of (4.6). The matrices Σ̂x and Σ̂y are symmetric. It is shown in appendix C that the time

series in (4.1) produced by two different eigenvectors are uncorrelated. In addition, the

eigenvectors are unique up to a multiplicative constant, which can be chosen to normalize
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the time series to unit variance. These properties can be summarized as

QTΣ̂yQ = I. (4.9)

Multiplying both sides of (4.8) by QT gives

QTΣ̂xQ = Λ. (4.10)

It is convention to order eigenvectors in decreasing order, in which case the first eigenvector

maximizes the variance ratio, the second eigenvector maximize the variance ratio subject

to being uncorrelated with the first, and so on.

To derive the physical patterns associated with each component, we collect the time

series for all components into a single matrix associated with both X and Y respectively as

Rx = XQ = [rx1 rx2 . . . rxM ] (4.11)

and

Ry = YQ = [ry1 ry2 . . . ryM ], (4.12)

where we have used (4.1) and (4.7). Invoking (4.11), the orthogonality and normalization

constraints in (4.9) and (4.10) imply

1

Ny
RT
y Ry = I and

1

Nx
RT
xRx = Λ. (4.13)

Since the original data can be decomposed into components corresponding to each eigen-

vector, the physical pattern P can be derived by minimizing

||Y −RyP
T||, (4.14)
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where ||.|| denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix. Minimization of (4.14) is a standard

least squares problem with solution

P = YTRy

(
RT
y Ry

)−1
=

1

Ny
YTRy = Σ̂yQ, (4.15)

where (4.11) and (4.13) have been used. The matrix P consists of all spatial patterns

associated with each component, which can be written as

P = [p1 p2 . . . pM ] = [Σ̂yq1 Σ̂yq2 . . . Σ̂yqM ], (4.16)

where pk = Σ̂yqk (k = 1, 2, . . . ,M) indicates the spatial pattern of the kth component.

Note that the patterns in (4.16) are derived by decomposing data Y. It can be shown

that the same spatial patterns can be derived by decomposing data X, hence, only one

spatial pattern corresponds to each component and there is no need to distinguish the

pattern matrix P by a subscript x or y. Since the time series associated with two distinct

components are uncorrelated, the original data X and Y can be decomposed as

X = rx1p
T
1 + rx2p

T
2 + . . .+ rxMpT

M , (4.17)

Y = ry1p
T
1 + ry2p

T
2 + . . .+ ryMpT

M . (4.18)

4.2 Model data

Models used in this chapter are identical to the models used in chapter 3. In addition to the

300-year runs of annual average SAT and precipitation from CMIP3 pre-industrial control

simulations of each model, the annual average SAT and precipitation from CMIP3 20th

century runs are used in this chapter. The 20th century runs are initialized from a spe-

cific point in the pre-industrial control runs, and forced by historic, varying concentrations
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of well-mixed greenhouse gases and sulfate aerosols, and in some models by other anthro-

pogenic (e.g., black carbon particulate or land-use patterns) and natural (solar radiation

and volcanic aerosols) forcings (Biasutti et al., 2008). Because the 20th century runs are

forced by external radiative forcings, they are simply called forced runs in this study to

distinguish them from the pre-industrial control runs, called unforced runs. In the forced

runs, the number of ensemble members and number of years vary with models. We use a

maximum of five ensemble members in each model, and if the ensemble members are less

than five in a model, we use all available ensemble members. The number of ensemble

members used in each model and the number of years in each forced run are listed in Table

3.1.

The climatology of the period 1961-1990 in each ensemble member was subtracted from

the forced runs to be consistent with the climatology in the observations that will be used

in the next chapter. The data from each individual ensemble member of all models are

lined up in temporal dimension to form a single multi-model data set. For example, if

each ensemble member has a dimension of Nk ×M (k = 1, 2, . . . , n), where Nk denotes the

number of time steps in the kth ensemble member, M denotes the state dimension, and n

denotes the total number of ensemble members in all models (n=27 in our case), then the

multi-model data set from the forced runs has a dimension of (N1 + N2 + . . . + Nn) ×M .

The multi-model data from eight selected control runs with 300 years in each control run

has a dimension of 2400×M . The two data sets required in DA are the multi-model data

sets from control runs and forced runs in this study.

4.3 Statistical analysis

4.3.1 Statistical details in DA

Similar to APT analysis, DA is subject to overfitting if the state dimension is not a small

fraction of the sample size. To mitigate overfitting, we reduce the dimension of the data

by projecting the data onto a few leading PCs. The PCs of SAT and precipitation from
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multi-model control runs in each continent have been computed in the APT analysis. The

PCs of the forced runs in each continent are then derived by projecting the pseudo-inverse

of EOFs from the control runs onto the multi-model forced runs. The multi-model sample

covariance matrices from control runs and forced runs are computed respectively based on

the leading 30 PCs, and then substituted into the eigenvalue problem (4.6) to compute

eigenvector q. In (4.6), Σ̂x represents the sample covariance matrix in the forced runs,

and Σ̂y represents the sample covariance matrix in the control runs. Here, the first 150

years of PCs (i.e., “training data” ) in control runs have been used to compute the sample

covariance matrix. We chose 150 years of PCs because this sample size is comparable to the

sample size of each ensemble member in the forced runs. However, all available data in the

forced runs are used to compute the forced sample covariance matrix. Once q is obtained,

the corresponding physical pattern and the forced and unforced time series can be derived.

4.3.2 Statistical significance test in DA

To test the statistical significance of the variance ratio between forced and unforced runs, we

use Monte Carlo methods to estimate the sampling distribution under the null hypothesis of

no forced predictability. Specifically, we generated two data sets with the same dimension

as the multi-model data sets from control runs and forced runs respectively, by drawing

random numbers from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. We chose

unit variance because the results are invariant to invertible linear transformation. The state

dimension in multi-model control runs and forced runs is 30 in our case. The sample size

is 150 × 8 in multi-model control runs, and is the sum over the time steps of all available

ensemble members and all selected models in multi-model forced runs. These two data sets

have been substituted into (4.6) to produce ratios of variance (i.e. eigenvalues of (4.6)).

This procedure was repeated 100 times, and each ratio was sorted by decreasing order.

The upper and lower fifth percentiles of the ratios associated with each component were

selected to generate the 90% confidence interval. The null hypothesis of no significant forced

predictability is rejected if the ratio lies outside the 90% confidence interval.
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4.4 Results

4.4.1 Discriminant analysis of continental SAT

First, DA is applied to the multi-model forced runs and control runs of SAT to discriminate

between the forced response and the unforced natural variability. The optimized ratios of

forced-to-unforced variance for all 30 components in each continent are shown in Fig. 4.1.

The shaded region in each panel shows the upper and lower fifth percentiles estimated from

Monte Carlo methods, which is the 90% confidence interval. The confidence intervals are

narrow in all continents, suggesting there is low susceptibility to sampling problems be-

cause of the large amount of data in our case. This figure shows that only the ratio of the

first component is clearly separated from the others and is well outside the 90% confidence

interval in all six continents, suggesting that only one forced component in each continent

is statistically significant and hence predictable. Only one forced predictable component

emerges in each continent indicating that the forced response to different natural and an-

thropogenic forcings are similar. There is no statistically significant forced response in the

other components. Among all the continents, the variance ratio of the leading component

in Europe is the smallest, which means the forced response in Europe is the weakest.

The time series of the leading forced predictable component in six continents are shown

in Fig. 4.2. The thick black line in each panel indicates the ensemble mean forced time series,

and each thin colored line represents the time series of an individual ensemble member. The

time series of the ensemble mean in each continent shows an increasing trend. The weakest

trend is found in Europe, which is consistent with the smallest variance ratio of forced

runs to control runs in Europe shown in Fig. 4.1, suggesting that the response to external

forcings is less predictable in Europe than in the other continents.

The physical patterns of the leading forced predictable component in all continents,

shown in Fig. 4.3, are all single sign. The positive sign and increasing trend in each continent

indicates warming on continental scales. The spatial structures are showing large similarity

to the unforced predictable patterns from the control runs in Fig. 3.5. The similarities
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Figure 4.1: Optimized ratios of forced to unforced variance for SAT, as determined by
discriminant analysis of the leading 30 multi-model PCs. The shaded region in each panel
shows the upper and lower fifth percentiles estimated from Monte Carlo methods under the
null hypothesis of no forced response.
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Figure 4.2: Time series of SAT for the forced predictable component for each ensemble
member (thin colored lines) and ensemble mean (thick black lines) in six continents esti-
mated from discriminant analysis (see (4.1)). The ensemble members of the same model
are indicated by the same color.
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between the forced and unforced patterns produce difficulties in distinguishing them in

space. In these spatial patterns, largest amplitudes are concentrated in high latitudes such

as Northern North America and Northeast of Europe.

4.4.2 Discriminant analysis of continental precipitation

The optimized variance ratios of precipitation for all 30 components in each continent

are shown in Fig. 4.4. In contrast to SAT, none of the ratios are well outside of the

90% confidence interval. Although the variance ratios of the leading components in South

America and Australia are barely statistically significant, we ignore them since they are so

marginal. Because the variance ratios are close to the 90% confidence interval estimated

from Monte Carlo methods under the null hypothesis of no forced response, we conclude that

response of land precipitation to external forcings cannot be identified in model simulations.

4.5 Summary and discussion

This chapter diagnosed the forced components of SAT and precipitation in six continents

using discriminant analysis on a multi-model basis. Both pre-industrial control runs and

the 20th century runs of eight selected models from CMIP3 archive are used. The forced

runs are assumed to have additional variability induced by the external forcings, which is

independent of internal variability. The externally forced components can be diagnosed by

maximizing the ratio of forced variability to internal variability.

In each continent, only one forced predictable component of SAT is identified. The

time series of the forced components have increasing trends, with the smallest trend in

Europe. The spatial patterns of the forced predictable components are all single sign and

similar to the spatial patterns of the unforced predictable components described in chapter

3. The similarity between forced and unforced predictable patterns may cause difficulties in

separating them in observations. Largest amplitudes of the forced patterns of SAT tend to

concentrate in high latitudes. However, no significant forced components are identifiable in
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Figure 4.4: Optimized ratios of forced to unforced variance for precipitation, as determined
by discriminant analysis of the leading 30 multi-model PCs. The shaded region in each
panel shows the upper and lower fifth percentiles estimated from Monte Carlo methods
under the null hypothesis of no forced response.
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continental precipitation. It is not surprising that precipitation response to external forcings

is difficult to be diagnosed since previous studies have suggested that the forced response

of precipitation is weak in models (Held and Soden, 2006; Lambert et al., 2005, 2004; Min

et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2007). It might be even more difficult in our case because the

anthropogenic and natural forcings are combined in models, the response to each kind of

forcing could be diluted such that the overall response is not identifiable. The fact that

forced components of land precipitation is not identifiable on a multi-model basis does not

exclude the possibility that they are identifiable in individual models, because there is a

wide range of precipitation response among models (Lambert et al., 2005).

The results that forced components of land precipitation are not identifiable on conti-

nental scales might appear to contradict previous studies that suggested forced response in

land precipitation (Min et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2007). However, there is no real contra-

diction. First, the precipitation response to external forcing diagnosed in previous studies

was very weak, and the statistical significance of the response was not tested. Second, since

the response varies with models, selecting different sets of models could lead to different

results.

Our results based on discriminant analysis do show something new compared to previous

studies, namely that there is only one predictable forced component in land SAT in each

continent (i.e., no other strong forced patterns can be diagnosed), and no significant forced

pattern could be identified for land precipitation on continental scales on a multi-model

basis.

The forced predictable components in land SAT diagnosed in this chapter were based

on model simulations. The results were not confirmed in the observational data yet. In

this sense, the forced predictability identified from model simulations also is considered as

“potential” predictability. The detection of the forced predictability in observations will be

discussed in the next chapter.
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Chapter 5: Separating Unforced and Forced Predictability in

Observations

5.1 Background

Numerous studies have suggested that the observed temperature changes in the 20th century

are unlikely to be explained by natural causes (i.e., natural external forcing and internal vari-

ability) both on global scales and continental-to-subcontinental scales (Hegerl et al., 2007)

[sec. 9.4.2]. There is increasing interest in climate detection and attribution on continental

scales because of its critical role for local planners and regulators (Stott, 2003; Zhang et al.,

2006; Zwiers and Zhang, 2003). However, there are limitations in climate change detection

and attribution on continental scales. Namely, internal variability increases at smaller spa-

tial scale, which decreases the signal-to-noise ratio; forcing that could be important at small

scales such as land use change are uncertain and may not have been included in models

used for detection; the credibility of small-scale details of climate simulated by models is

lower than for large-scale features (Hegerl et al., 2007) [sec. 9.4.2.2].

Because of its importance, we attempt to separate the unforced and forced predictability

identified in chapter 3 and 4 in observations using optimal fingerprinting technique. As the

forced components of land precipitation cannot be identified, as discussed in chapter 4, we

do not distinguish them from natural variability in observations. Considering that chapter

4 suggested that there is one single forced predictable component of land SAT in each

continent, we do not separate the effects of various sources of forcings (e.g., anthropogenic

and natural forcings).
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5.2 Introduction to optimal fingerprinting

Optimal fingerprinting is generalised multivariate regression adapted to the detection of cli-

mate change and the attribution of change to externally-forced climate change signals (Allen

and Tett, 1999; Hasselmann, 1997, 1979). General application of optimal fingerprinting is

to detect and attribute climate change due to various sources of external forcings. DelSole

et al. (2011) expanded the standard detection and attribution framework by including an

unforced pattern in addition to the forced pattern, such that it diagnoses both forced and

unforced components. We applied this technique to distinguish forced variability from un-

forced internal variability, instead of distinguishing different sources of external forcings.

Note that our forced variability arises from both anthropogenic and natural forcings. The

ability to distinguish unforced and forced variability depends on the extent to which these

two patterns differ (DelSole et al., 2011). The linear regression has the form

O = pF βF + pN βN + ε,

[M × T ] [M × 1] [1× T ] [M × 1] [1× T ] [M × T ]
(5.1)

where O denotes observations, pF denotes externally forced pattern obtained from forced-

to-unforced discriminant in forced runs, pN denote the unforced pattern derived from APT

analysis in pre-industrial control runs, βF and βN denote amplitudes associated with forced

pattern and unforced pattern, ε denotes the “noise” term (i.e. unpredictable internal vari-

ability) varying in space and time. Importantly, the “noise” is not assumed to be inde-

pendent and identically distributed in space. The M denotes the state dimension (i.e. the

number of grid points) and T denotes the number of time steps. At a given time t, (5.1)

can be written as

ot = Pt βt + εt,

[M × 1] [M × 2] [2× 1] [M × 1]
(5.2)
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where the forced and unforced patterns are combined into a single matrix Pt, whose two

columns are the patterns pF and pN , βt includes the amplitudes corresponding to forced

and unforced respectively and o is a state vector (i.e., a function of space only). Although

patterns pF and pN are not a function of time, their representation on the observation grid

after missing values are masked out does. If the “noise” has covariance matrix σ2ε Σ̂ε, then

the generalized least squares estimate of β at a specific time t is

β̂t =
(
PT
t Σ̂−1ε Pt

)−1
PT
t Σ̂−1ε ot, (5.3)

where the hat symbol denotes an estimated quantity. Σ̂ε is the noise covariance matrix

estimated from control runs. Note that at a given time t, the matrix Pt in (5.2) includes

merely spatial patterns that are independent of time. This is different from commonly used

space-time optimal fingerprinting techniques, where the patterns include a time dimension.

The estimated standard error of the i’th element of βt, denoted ŝe(β)i, is

ŝe(β)i =

√
σ̂2ε

(
(PT

t Σ̂−1ε Pt)−1
)
ii

, (5.4)

where σ̂2ε is a sample estimate of σ2ε given by

σ̂2ε =
1

M − 2

(
ot −Ptβ̂t

)T
Σ̂−1ε

(
ot −Ptβ̂t

)
. (5.5)

Matrix Σ̂ε does not change with time. However, the pattern matrix Pt of observations with

non-missing values depends on time, hence the covariance matrix σ̂2ε Σ̂ε depends on time.

The standard error estimated by (5.4) is large if the forced pattern pF and unforced pattern

pN in matrix Pt resemble each other, in which case PT
t Pt is nearly singular.
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5.3 Data

The observational data set used in this chapter is the HadCRUT3 data set of monthly

mean global temperature anomalies on a 5◦×5◦ grid-box basis. Its spatial resolution

is the same as in the interpolated pre-industrial control and 20th century runs used in

chapter 3 and chapter 4. This data set has been developed by Climatic Research Unit

(CRU), in conjunction with Hadley Center of the UK Met Office, and is available online

at http://www.cru.uea.ac.uk/cru/data/temperature/. The anomalies are relative to the

climatology over 1961-1990. The data set covers the time period from 1850 to 2009, but

a large amount of missing values occur before 1900. More details of this data set can be

found from Rayner et al. (2006). The annual means are computed from the monthly means

of HadCRUT3 data set only if at least 10 months of non-missing values exist in a year,

otherwise the annual mean of this year is considered to be missing.

5.4 Statistical details in optimal fingerprinting

To apply the optimal fingerprinting method, we estimated the noise covariance matrix Σ̂ε by

averaging the sample covariance matrix of eight control runs, in which the leading 30PCs are

used in each continent. The results may be sensitive to the number of PCs used to represent

the dimension of the space. This sensitivity are investigated by choosing the number of

PCs ranging from 8 to 40. The unforced spatial pattern pN used is the leading unforced

predictable component identified from APT analysis, and the forced spatial pattern pF is

the spatial pattern identified from discriminant analysis. We applied optimal fingerprinting

technique to continental SAT.

5.5 Results

To assess the sensitivity of the forced and unforced amplitudes to the number of PCs, we

computed the amplitudes as a function of PCs. The amplitudes of the forced predictable
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component and the unforced predictable component for 8-40 PCs are shown in Fig. 5.1

and Fig. 5.2. The amplitudes in all continents are clustered together, indicating that the

amplitudes are nearly insensitive to the number of PCs. However, more sensitivity is shown

in Australia compared to the other five continents, presumably induced by the relative small

size of the continent. Also, more uncertainty occurs in the period before 1900 (not shown)

presumably because of more missing values in that period.

The amplitudes of the forced patterns estimated from (5.3), expressed as a 95% confi-

dence interval, are shown by the shading area in Fig. 5.3. The amplitudes in each continent

show a slight trend at least in recent years, except for Australia and South America. We

emphasize that the forced amplitudes take into account both natural and anthropogenic

forcings. Largest uncertainties are found in Australia among the six continents, presum-

ably due to its small domain, which filters out less noise from internal variability. The

similarity between forced and unforced patterns also could cause large uncertainty.

The amplitude of the forced pattern estimated by averaging the amplitude of each

ensemble member from forced-to-unforced discriminant analysis is shown as the red curve

in each panel in Fig. 5.3. The amplitudes estimated from discriminant analysis exhibit

increasing trends in all six continents, which suggest warming because the spatial pattern

of the forced components are in positive sign (see Fig. 4.3). Moreover, the amplitudes

estimated from model simulations (i.e., from discriminant analysis) are smoother than those

from observations, because the ensemble mean over all forced runs removes the fluctuations

induced by internal variability. Checking the consistency between the observed amplitude

and the simulated amplitude is equivalent to checking whether the simulated amplitude

falls in the 95% confidence interval in each year. In our case, if the red curve lies within the

shaded area, the observed amplitude is said to be consistent with simulated amplitude. This

condition is satisfied in most years, implying the response to external forcing in observations

agree with model simulations. However, the confidence intervals are large in South America,

Europe and Australia, which contain zero in most years (i.e., consistent with no trends).

One could argue that no trends occur in observations in these three continents.
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Figure 5.1: Generalized least squares estimate of the amplitudes of the forced predictable
component of SAT in HadCRUT3 data set using 8-40 PCs. The result of each PC truncation
is shown as a separate curve.
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Figure 5.2: Generalized least squares estimate of the amplitudes of the unforced predictable
component of SAT in HadCRUT3 data set using 8-40 PCs. The result of each PC truncation
is shown as a separate curve.
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To detect the forced response in observations, we check that the 95% confidence interval

of the forced amplitude in observations does not include zero more than 5% of the time. In

other words, we check that the shaded area in each panel contains zero less than 95% of the

time. This condition cannot be satisfied in Australia, Europe and South America. However,

this condition is marginally satisfied in North America, Asia and Africa. Therefore, we

conclude that the forced responses are marginally detectable in North America, Asia and

Africa, but not detectable in Australia, Europe and South America.

Fig. 5.4 shows the amplitudes of unforced components in six individual continents

estimated from observations (see (5.3)). The shaded areas indicate the 95% confidence

interval. The confidence internals in each continent contain zero more than 95% of the

time. The time series have so much uncertainty that it is difficult to claim that the time

series are predictable on multi-year time scales. We conclude that no multi-year natural

variability is detected in any continent.

5.6 Summary and discussion

This chapter attempted to separate unforced and forced predictable components of conti-

nental SAT in observational data based on optimal fingerprinting method. By fitting the

observations to a linear combination of forced and unforced patterns, the amplitudes and

their standard errors corresponding to these two patterns are estimated in each year. If

the 95% confidence interval of the forced amplitudes contains zero less than 95% of the

time, the forced response is detectable. The results reveal that the forced response cannot

be clearly detected on continental scales, suggesting that the forced and unforced patterns

are not separable in observations, although the observed amplitudes of the forced pattern

marginally agree with the simulated warming in North America, Asia and Africa. This could

be attributable to the similarities in the spatial patterns of forced and unforced. However,

the forced and unforced patterns are indistinguishable does not necessarily mean that the

forced and unforced predictability does not exist in observations.

The fact that we could not distinguish forced and unforced patterns in observations
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Figure 5.3: Generalized least squares estimate of the amplitude of the forced component of
SAT in each continent when the forced component is determined from the forced-to-unforced
discriminant. The shading indicate twice the standard error estimated from standard re-
gression theory. The red curves in each panel indicate the ensemble mean time series from
the forced-to-unforced discriminant in the forced runs.
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Figure 5.4: Generalized least squares estimate of the amplitude of the unforced component
in each continent when the unforced component is determined from the generalized APT
analysis. The shading indicate twice the standard error estimated from standard regression
theory.
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seems inconsistent with previous studies, which have shown that forced responses are de-

tectable on continental scales (Stott, 2003; Zhang et al., 2006; Zwiers and Zhang, 2003).

However, there is no real inconsistency. A major difference is that our optimal fingerprinting

method only takes into account the spatial information of the patterns, no any temporal

information is considered. Our results indicate the forced and unforced patterns are not

clearly separable in observations in space alone.
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Chapter 6: Implications and Limitations of This Study

In this study, we identified the multi-year predictability over land on continental scales, and

attempted to separate them in the real world. Our results have a couple of implications.

The unforced predictable components of continental SAT and precipitation provide a

scientific rationale for regional prediction on multi-year time scales. The actual linear re-

gression model in the APT analysis makes empirical predictions possible. The unforced

components over land are predictable only for a couple of years, indicating that the ex-

pensive decadal prediction experiments, say 30-year predictions, may be unnecessary for

land prediction. Considering that the unforced predictability of land precipitation is signif-

icantly correlated with ENSO, we expect land precipitation to be well predicted if models

are able to simulate ENSO accurately. However, such models also would need to capture

the persistent component of SST that affects the SAT in each continent.

Our study identifies only one predictable forced pattern in continental SAT, presumably

because the pattern of the response to different forcings resemble each other. This implies

that it is impossible for us to attribute the forced response of land SAT to different sources

of forcings on continental scales using annual mean data. The fact that no significant forced

pattern in continental precipitation was found does not mean there is no response to external

forcings, but rather indicates that the forced response are not consistent among individual

models (recall that we pool all model output in our analysis). It would be interesting to

investigate the precipitation response in individual models to see if strong responses can be

identified. The observed precipitation trend is quite strong, especially in the tropics. So it

would be interesting and perhaps useful for modelers to identify the model that best matches

observations. The unforced and forced spatial patterns of land SAT are not significantly

distinguishable in observations. Perhaps more discrimination may be obtained from either

more detailed knowledge of initial conditions or predictable external forcings.
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These results could offer some instructions for local governments to make policies. The

unforced components are predictable on multi-year time scales, indicating that it is reason-

able for local planners to plan at most 6 years ahead for temperature and 3 years ahead for

precipitation, while they are not suggested to make a long-term plan more than a decade

in advance. To make decadal plans in temperature, the response to external forcings need

to be considered.

There are many limitations in this study. First, all results were obtained from a multi-

model data set consisting of eight models, which were selected according the variance and

trend. The predictability found in these eight models might not exist in another set of

models. Second, the predictability was identified in the space spanned by the leading 30

PCs in each continent. Maybe the leading 30 PCs of SST prevent land predictability

from being identified if the predictability does not arise from the leading 30 PCs of SST.

Third, the unforced predictability identified from APT analysis was based on a ‘linear’

regression model. Conceivably, the predictability arising from nonlinear processes in the

system, if there is any, is missing. Fourth, the fingerprinting technique used in this study

only includes the spatial information of the forced and unforced patterns regardless of

temporal information. This could raise difficulties for separating the forced response with

natural variability in observations. Last, our results are subject to model errors and missing

values in observations.
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Appendix A: Detection of Trend

A method developed by DelSole and Yang (2011) is applied to diagnose the trend of the

data. Consider a centered data set specified by a N×M matrix Y, where the first dimension

N specifies time and the second dimension M specifies space. Consider a linear regression

model

Y = t zT + E,

[N ×M ] [N × 1] [1×M ] [N ×M ]
(A.1)

where t is a pre-specified linear trend with zero mean, z is the vector of regression coefficient,

E is the residual noise. The least squares estimate of z is

ẑ = YTt
(
tTt
)−1

. (A.2)

The sample covariance matrix of Y can be written as

Σ̂T = Σ̂S + Σ̂N , (A.3)

where

Σ̂T =
1

N
YTY, (A.4)

Σ̂S =

(
tTt

N

)
ẑẑT, (A.5)

Σ̂N =
1

N
ÊTÊ =

1

N
YT

(
I− ttT

tTt

)
Y. (A.6)
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Equation (A.3) shows that the total variability of Y, measured by Σ̂T , can be split into two

parts: variability of the linear trend t, measured by Σ̂S , and the variability of residual noise

Ê, measured by Σ̂N . The purpose of detecting trend is to test the statistical significance of

the linear trend. If data Y does not have a trend, the regression coefficients vanish, which

means z = 0. The null hypothesis is z = 0, or equivalently,

z1 = z2 = z3 = · · · = zM = 0. (A.7)

The standard method for testing the hypothesis z = 0 in multivariate regression is the like-

lihood ratio test under the assumption that the columns of residual noise E are independent

and identically distributed as a normal distribution with zero mean. The significance test

of z = 0 leads to the statistic

λ =
|Σ̂N |
|Σ̂T |

, (A.8)

where Σ̂T and Σ̂N are defined in (A.4) and (A.6). If the null hypothesis z=0 is true, then

the statistic

F =
λ

1− λ
N −M − 1

M
(A.9)

has a F distribution with M and N −M − 1 degree of freedom. Large values of F favor

rejection of the null hypothesis. If F is larger than a critical value at a given significance

level, the null hypothesis z = 0 is rejected, which means the linear trend is statistically

significant.

The statistic λ in (A.8) can be derived without calculating the determinants as follows.

|Σ̂N | = |Σ̂T − Σ̂S | = |Σ̂T −
(

tTt

N

)
ẑẑT| = |Σ̂T |

(
1−

(
tTt

N

)
ẑTΣ̂

−1
T ẑ

)
= |Σ̂T |(1− ρ2),

(A.10)
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where

ρ2 =
tTY

(
YTY

)−1
YTt

tTt
. (A.11)

It follows from (A.8) and (A.10) that λ = 1− ρ2. Substitute this into (A.9) gives

F =
ρ2

1− ρ2
N −M − 1

M
. (A.12)
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Appendix B: Proof of Maximizing a Rayleigh Quotient is An

Eigenvalue Problem

In mathematics, given a real symmetric matrix A with a dimension of M × M and a

M -dimensional nonzero vector q, the Rayleigh quotient R is defined as

R =
qTAq

qTq
. (B.1)

We prove in this appendix that the vectors maximize a Rayleigh quotient are given by the

eigenvectors of the eigenvalue problem

Aq = λq. (B.2)

To prove this, we note that matrix A is symmetric and it can be decomposed as

A = USUT, (B.3)

where U is a unitary matrix (UTU = UUT = I) with each column representing a eigen-

vector of A. S is a diagonal matrix with real diagonal elements

S =



s1 0 0 . . . 0

0 s2 0 . . . 0

...
. . .

...

0 0 0 . . . sM


.
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The diagonal elements s1, s2, . . . , sM are the eigenvalues of A and can be ordered in

decreasing order such that s1 ≥ s2 ≥ . . . ≥ sM . The corresponding eigenvectors in U are

ordered accordingly. Substituting (B.3) into (B.1) gives,

R =
qTUSUTq

qTq
. (B.4)

Let p = UTq, where p is a M -dimensional vector. Equation (B.4) can be written as

R =
pTSp

pTp
=
p21s1 + p22s2 + . . .+ p2MsM

p21 + p22 + . . .+ p2M
, (B.5)

where UTU = I has been used and p1, p2, . . . , pM denote the M elements of p. Because

of s1 ≥ s2 ≥ . . . ≥ sM , the numerator of (B.5) cannot be decreased by replacing all sk

(k = 1, 2, . . . ,M) with s1, since s1 ≥ sk for all k. Therefore, if we substitute s2, s3 . . . sM

with s1 in (B.5), we obtain the bound

R <
p21s1 + p22s1 + . . .+ p2Ms1

p21 + p22 + . . .+ p2M
= s1. (B.6)

But, this upper bound can be achieved by choosing p1 = 1, p2 = p3 = . . . = pM = 0.

Invoking p = UTq, q1 = Up1, which implies that q1 is the first column of U. In other

words, q1 is the leading eigenvector of A with maximum eigenvalue. Similarly, the second

vector q2 that maximizes R subject to being uncorrelated with q1 can be obtained by

choosing p1 = 0, p2 = 1, p3 = 0 = . . . = pM = 0, such that q2 = Up2. It implies that q2 is

the second leading eigenvector of A, hence the second largest eigenvalue s2 is the maximum

ratio R. Following the same procedure, the third vector q3 that maximizes R with respect

to being uncorrelated with q1 and q2 can be derived, and so on.

The above proof can be extended to show that maximizing the generalized Rayleigh
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quotient R = qTAq
qTBq

, where A and B are real, symmetric and positive-definite matrices,

leads to the generalized eigenvalue problem Aq = λBq. To prove this, recall that B is

symmetric and hence can be decomposed as B = USUT, where U is unitary, and S is a

diagonal matrix. Let p = S
1
2 UTq, the generalized Rayleigh quotient can be written as

R =
pTA

′
p

pTp
, (B.7)

where A
′

= S−
1
2 UTAUS−

1
2 . (B.7) becomes the classical Rayleigh quotient as in (B.1).

Therefore, based on the proof above, vectors p that maximize Rayleigh quotient in (B.7)

are the eigenvectors of

A
′
p = λp. (B.8)

Inverting the transformation gives the genralized eigenvalue problem Aq = λBq.
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Appendix C: Proof: if Aq = λBq and matrices A and B are

symmetric, then qT
i Bqj = 0 and qT

i Aqj = 0(i 6= j).

Let qi and qj be eigenvectors of the generalize eigenvalue problem Aq = λBq with two

distinct eigenvalues λi and λj , respectively. The eigenvalue problem associated with these

two eigenvectors can be written as

Aqi = λiBqi (C.1)

and

Aqj = λiBqj . (C.2)

Multiplying both sides of (C.1) with qj , and multiplying both sides of (C.2) with qi gives

qT
j Aqi = λiq

T
j Bqi (C.3)

and

qT
i Aqj = λjq

T
i Bqj . (C.4)

Since qT
i Aqj and qT

i Bqj are scalars, the transpose of a scalar is equal to itself, implying

that

qT
i Aqj =

(
qT
i Aqj

)T
= qT

j Aqi, (C.5)

qT
i Bqj =

(
qT
i Bqj

)T
= qT

j Bqi. (C.6)

Subtracting (C.3) from (C.4) gives

0 = (λj − λi)qT
i Bqj . (C.7)
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As λi and λj are two distinct eigenvalues, (C.7) implies that qT
i Bqj = 0, and hence

qT
i Aqj = 0 based on (C.4).
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