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Key points Seasonal forecast models

We investigate the extent to which seasonal forecast models “ Time-varying
reproduce observed boreal winter temperature trends
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3. The trend difference from observations varies as a We examine trends in the seasonal forecast models in the Copernicus Climate Change Service

function of lead-time. (C3S) archive for the common hindcast period, 1993-2016. For this poster all figures show boreal

winter (DJF) for runs initialised in November, but results are similar for boreal summer.
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In general, ERAS lies near the lower bound
of the model trend ensembles in the

tropics.

Equatorial Pacific SSTs trends become more pronounced | | |
. Figure 3: The percentile that ERA5 trends in DJF
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source of forecast error at longer lead-times. confidence interval of the model ensemble.
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* The causes (and impacts) of the overestimation are not yet understood and require
further work. Some potential explanations are:
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initialised in (top) November (2-4 month lead) and (middle) September (4-6 month lead).
The difference, September — November initialisation, is shown in the bottom panels.




