The CANARI HadGEM3 Large Ensemble: Design and evaluation of historical simulations
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1. Large Ensemble design 4. Stratospheric circulation %
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As part of the UK national science programme CANAR! (Climate Change in the Arctic North Atlantic Region and Impacts on the » winter troposphere/stratosphere zonal mean i %
UK), we have produced a Large Ensemble to address CANARI science questions and as a resource for the community at large. close to ERAS with small variation between LE :
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3. North Atlantic tropospheric circulation
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Figure 3: Tropospheric winds: bias, trends and variability. (a): DJF mean zonal wind at 850 hPa (U850) in ERAS5 (red), the LE Rl ol il & 1979-2014 plotted against that of the Arctic surface air temperature (SAT), averaged northwards
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