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Volcanic forcing and climate
Strong volcanic eruptions inject into the stratosphere
massive amounts of chemically and microphysically
active gases that lead to the formation of aerosol
particles, affecting the Earth’s radiative balance and
climate (Robock, 2000; Timmreck, 2012; LeGrande et al.,
2016). Sulfate aerosol particles scatter solar radiation
back to space, which results in global surface cooling and
slowdown of the global hydrological cycle. The particles
also absorb radiation in the infrared and near-infrared
bands, causing local warming of the lower stratosphere.
Both direct radiative forcing effects are temporary, their
time scale being set by the persistence of the volcanic
aerosol cloud in the lower stratosphere. This amounts
to a couple of years in the case of the strongest recent
tropical eruptions, such as the 1815 eruption of Mt
Tambora in Indonesia (Fig. 1a). However, the climatic
impact of strong volcanic eruptions can last well beyond
the timescale of the direct radiative perturbation through
the dynamic alterations it induces in the entire coupled
climate system. These include “feedbacks” in their
classic definition of amplification and dampening loops
related to changes in climatic variables that operate
through changes in global-mean surface temperature
(Boucher et al., 2013). For instance, the so-called “polar
amplification” of climate signals – mainly a consequence
of positive feedbacks involving snow cover and sea ice –
provides one element of inter-hemispheric asymmetry
to the decadal climate response to volcanic eruptions
through global radiative cooling (Zanchettin et al., 2014).
Dynamical impacts further stem from the spatially
heterogeneous structure of volcanic forcing. In the case
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of tropical eruptions, for which the bulk of the volcanic
aerosol cloud remains largely constrained in the tropical
stratosphere, simple theoretical arguments indicate that
the aerosol radiative heating enhances the upper-level
equator-to-pole temperature gradients that, by thermal
wind balance, can force a strengthened stratospheric
polar vortex in both hemispheres, as diagnosed from
climate models (e.g., Stenchikov et al., 2002; Zanchettin
et al., 2014). The consequent downward penetration
of the westerly wind anomalies at the edge of the polar
vortex and their interaction with topography provide
further elements of a top-down atmospheric mechanism
of volcanic forcing. In the Northern Hemisphere, its
tropospheric effects during the first post-eruption winter
typically project on a positive anomaly of the North
Atlantic Oscillation/Arctic Oscillation (NAO/AO) and
associated continental warming (Stenchikov et al., 2006;
Graf et al., 2014; Zambri and Robock, 2016). This is a key
component of a major recognized general pathway of
volcanically-forced decadal climate signals (Otterå et al.,
2010; Zanchettin et al., 2012).

Specifically, the NAO-related post-eruption modifications
to the wind field modify the circulation in the upper
North Atlantic Ocean and locally enhance oceanic
convective mixing through anomalous turbulent heat
and freshwater fluxes. These superpose on the extensive
buoyancy effects of the post-eruption radiative cooling,
leading to strengthened deep water formation. The slow
propagation of so-formed water masses in the ocean
abyss is expected to protract the fast oceanic response
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climates (Zanchettin et al., 2012, 2013b; Sicre et al.,
2013). Lacking further external excitation (e.g., by a
successive eruption), negative feedbacks eventually
become predominant and the near-surface system
relaxes back to the mean pre-eruption state as part of
a roughly bi-decadal fluctuation. The feedback loop
thus sets the phase of internal modes of interdecadal
climate variability (Otterå et al., 2010), whose effects
can be protracted, with dampening intensity, beyond one
fluctuation (Swingedouw et al., 2015). In the latter case,
deep ocean anomalies may remain significant for much
longer (Gleckler et al., 2006; Gregory, 2010). A similar
interdecadal general oceanic response is also found
for high-latitude eruptions, for which it is the direct
radiative surface cooling at subpolar latitudes linked
to the confinement of the volcanic aerosol cloud to the
eruption’s hemisphere that typically leads to enhanced
oceanic deep convection (Fig. 2, see also Pausata et al.,
2015).

Figure 1: Simulated global-average top-of-atmosphere net
radiative anomalies (a: 3-month smoothing) and simulated
Arctic sea ice cover evolution (b: 61-month smoothing)
around the 1815 Tambora eruption in three climate simulation
ensembles with the ECHAM5/MPIOM coupled climate model,
differing in the ensemble-mean initial state and in the applied
forcing. Dark green: full-forcing conditions (including the
Dalton Minimum of solar activity); Red: volcanic forcing-only
conditions, including both the 1809 and 1815 eruptions; Blue:
volcanic forcing-only conditions, without the 1809 eruption.
Lines (shading): mean (1-σ standard error of the mean).
Black dashed lines: 5th–95th percentile intervals for signal
occurrence in the control run. Vertical dotted lines indicate
the 1809 and Tambora eruptions. Each ensemble consists
of 10 simulations differing in the initial state. Note that the
Arctic sea ice response is significantly different in the three
ensembles whereas the applied forcing, in terms of anomalous
top-of-atmosphere net flux, is practically indistinguishable.
For details see: Zanchettin et al. (2013a).

to decadal time scales through the tendency for
reinvigoration of the oceanic meridional overturning
circulation that culminates several years – up to a decade
or so – after major eruptions, as diagnosed from models.
Implications for meridional ocean heat transports and
sea ice dynamics contribute to regional characterization
of the signal, and hence to recognizable traces of volcanic
signals especially in extratropical and polar regional
Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

Knowledge gaps
The general framework outlined above is useful to
identify the core dynamics involved in post-eruption
decadal climate variability. However, several caveats
must be taken into consideration. Above of all, direct
observations of strong volcanic eruptions are very few
- only five in the instrumental period - which does not
allow robust statistics of their climate impact, and hence
attribution. Therefore, large part of our knowledge
builds on climate model simulations and proxy-based
climate reconstructions, both of which have large
uncertainties and deficiencies (e.g., Zanchettin, 2017).
Incessant improvement in both tools brings old evidence
back into the discussion. For instance, the mechanisms
leading to a preferred enhanced stratospheric polar
vortex in post-eruption winters have been questioned by
recent studies suggesting that the mechanism based on
the thermal wind balance and outlined above does not
always hold (e.g., Bittner et al., 2016), possibly as the
zonal wind response to direct aerosol radiative heating
may be dominated by other effects, such as the residual
circulation response to anomalous wave activity (Toohey
et al., 2014). Accordingly, obvious implications for the
polar vortex response stem from the tropical Pacific, a
known critical source of tropospheric wave disturbances
affecting stratospheric dynamics (e.g., Graf et al., 2014).
Instrumental observations and climate proxy-based
reconstructions indicate that volcanic eruptions tend to
be followed by an El Niño event. A newly discovered causal
mechanism is initiated by cooling over Africa (the largest
tropical landmass), which reduces precipitation and
forces an atmospheric Kelvin wave response that couples
with western Pacific convection to trigger westerly wind
anomalies and a Pacific El Niño. While modulated by
the seasonal cycle of convection, the effect of volcanism
onwind forcing over the Pacific persists during the year
after the eruption, implying that the Pacific El Niño-like
response involves more external forcing than traditional,
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discrepancies in the estimated post-eruption cooling.
This outlines the complexity of competing influences on
the top-down mechanism of volcanic forcing, hence on
the post-eruption positive NAO anomaly for moderate
or small tropical eruptions, whose uncertainty cascades
on the decadal oceanic response. Ocean dynamics
simulated by coupled models are another major source
of uncertainty to be understood considering the different
time scales of simulated oceanic responses (Otterå et
al., 2010; Mignot et al., 2011; Zanchettin et al., 2012).
Furthermore, the fact that a climate model spontaneously
generates bi-decadal variability in the overturning
circulation strength seems to determine its excitability
to the general response mechanism outlined above
(Swingedouw et al., 2015).

Figure 2: Decadal oceanic response to a high-latitude
eruption resembling the multistage 1783 eruption of Laki
(Iceland) simulate by the NorESM coupled climate model.
a) Changes in the strength of the Atlantic Meridional
Overturning Circulation (AMOC) estimated as the maximum
of the zonally-integrated overturning stream function in the
Atlantic. b) Changes in Ocean Heat Content (OHC) averaged
from the surface to selected depths for the global ocean. In
both panels the solid lines denote the ensemble average
changes and shadings represent the confidence intervals at
approximate 95% level (twice the standard error of the mean)
of the difference in all pairs of experiments that comprise the
ensembles. The ensemble consists of 10 simulations differing
for the initial state. Anomalies are calculated with respect to a
control simulation. The figure has been adapted from Pausata
et al. (2015).

internally generated events (Khodri et al., 2017). However,
there are stratospheric (e.g., Scaife et al., 2009) and
tropospheric (e.g., Graf and Zanchettin, 2012) pathways
of El Niño forcing on the atmospheric circulation over
the North Atlantic that project on a negative NAO; this
would counteract the NAO+ tendency above described.
In addition, sampling issues in simulation ensembles
(Lehner et al., 2016) and uncertainty linked to the
eruption’s season (Stevenson et al., 2017) are recently
proposed explanations for reconstructions-simulations
27
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Inherent sources of uncertainty
The climatic response to a given volcanic eruption is
highly specific. First, the general response mechanism
strongly depends on the characteristics of the forcing.
An obvious determinant factor is the magnitude of the
eruption, whose potential control can be, for instance,
estimated looking at the sea ice response. For a very strong
eruption, polar amplification of the global cooling signal
may lead sea ice to cover regions of strong oceanic deep
convection, thereby hampering deep water formation
through insulation of the ocean-atmosphere boundary.
Associated increased freshwater export from the Arctic
also contributes to stabilize the ocean water column.
These will lead ultimately to a tendency for weakening
– instead of strengthening – of the thermohaline
circulation (e.g., Zhong et al., 2010; Mignot et al., 2011).
Second, the way the volcanic aerosol cloud distributes in
the stratosphere influences both the direct radiative and
dynamic atmospheric responses (e.g., Toohey et al., 2014;
Colose et al., 2016). In this regard, the latitudinal position
of the erupting volcano is an obvious determinant factor,
but similar uncertainty on the spatial structure of the
volcanic aerosol cloud can be originated by the season of
the eruption (Stevenson et al., 2017).
A milestone in our understanding of volcanically forced
decadal climate variability was the recent recognition
that the mean climate state, the phase and amplitude of
ongoing internal variability at the time of an eruption,
such as that associated with major climatic modes
including, e.g., El Niño Southern Oscillation (ENSO) or
the Quasi-Biennial Oscillation (QBO), and the presence
of additional forcing factors crucially determine how the
climate system responds to the volcanic forcing (Zhong
et al., 2010; Zanchettin et al., 2012, 2013a; Berdahl and
Robock, 2013; Swingedouw et al., 2015; Pausata et al.,
2016). Fig. 1 (after Zanchettin et al., 2013a) shows the
role of background conditions for the case of Arctic sea
ice response to the 1815 Tambora eruption simulated in
three ensembles in which the volcanic forcing is the same
but background climate state and histories are different.
Results show that a significant increase in Arctic sea
Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

ice cover is consistently diagnosed after the eruption in
all ensembles but the average anomalies differ in both
magnitude and duration. The inter-ensemble differences
in the Arctic sea ice response reflect substantial
differences in the decadal feedback mechanisms activated
in the coupled atmosphere-ocean-sea-ice system after
the eruption.
This dependency on the background climate state can
partly explain the different, often contrasting, results
found for simulated and reconstructed post-eruption
decadal variability from different volcanic eruptions
(Zanchettin et al., 2013a,b). This concept also allows
understanding how the timing between subsequent
volcanic eruptions can deterministically influence the
response in the case of a volcanic cluster. Specifically,
if two eruptions are roughly paced at one period of the
above-mentioned decadal mechanism (roughly two
decades), they will interfere constructively, as they will
occur around the same phase of internal modes of oceanic
variability. In contrast, if they are paced at half the period
of the mechanism (a decade or so), they will interfere
destructively (Swingedouw et al., 2015). Intriguingly, both
cases apply to the most recent strong volcanic eruptions:
Agung in 1963 and El Chichón in 1982 are paced at
roughly two decades (constructive interference), while El
Chichón and Pinatubo in 1991 were paced at roughly one
decade (destructive interference). This finding widens
margins for long-term predictability of decadal climate
impacts by strong volcanic eruptions.
Opportunities for progress
A series of research initiatives are currently contributing
to building the scientific basis for reaching such an
ambitious objective by filling major gaps of understanding.
A first goal of current research is robust characterization,
by means of climate models with interactive stratospheric
aerosols, of the forcing generated by a given eruption
based on the estimated amount of gaseous sulphur
species it injects in the stratosphere. The WCRP/SPARC
Stratospheric Sulfur and its Role in Climate (SSiRC)
initiative (http://sparc-ssirc.org/ssirc.html, Timmreck
et al., 2016b) coordinates the international activities
on stratospheric aerosol research aiming at better
understanding and hence modeling of the stratospheric
aerosol layers and their controls. SSiRC will help study
why the characterization of the volcanic aerosol cloud and
the radiative forcing generated by state-of-the-art global
aerosol models for a certain sulphur injection remain
highly uncertain (e.g., SPARC, 2006; Zanchettin et al.,
2016). Focus will be in particular on model inconsistencies
related to the treatment of aerosol microphysics and
climate physical processes, such as stratospheric
circulation and stratosphere-troposphere coupling.
In addition, unpredictability of timing and magnitude
of volcanic eruptions is a major source of uncertainty
and the climate community should be prepared for such
Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

an eventuality. Therefore, a new SSiRC initiative called
VolRes ("Volcano Response Plan after the next major
eruption") has been launched aiming at developing a
scientific plan to prepare observational and modelling
tools and strategies to be readily applied for the next
major volcanic eruption. Characterization of the potential
climatic impact of an eruption in the more distant future
(such as envisaged for end-of-the-century warming
scenarios) bears additional uncertainties related to the
dependence of dynamics of the eruption plume on the
atmospheric stratification and tropopause height, in turn
subject to global temperature changes (Aubry et al., 2016).

Finally, the “Model Intercomparison Project on the
climatic response to Volcanic forcing” (VolMIP)
(Zanchettin et al., 2016) has been created as part of the
Coupled Model Intercomparison Project phase 6 (CMIP6),
to define a coordinated protocol for idealized volcanicperturbation experiments to improve comparability of
results across different climate models. Interest is on
various aspects of volcanically-forced climate variability,
with specific sets of experiments designed to investigate
both the seasonal-to-interannual atmospheric response
and the interannual-to-decadal response of the coupled
ocean-atmosphere-sea-ice system. Through systematic
and consistent (across the different models) sampling of
internal variability (e.g., ENSO, QBO), VolMIP will allow
the identification of robust response mechanisms to
volcanic forcing or explain the lack thereof.

VolMIP will also foster investigation of simulated
Southern Hemispheric responses to volcanic forcing,
currently an overlooked topic due to the known severe
climate model biases in the Southern Hemisphere (e.g.,
Simpson et al., 2012; Salleé et al., 2013; Turner et al.,
2013). More generally, if volcanically-forced decadal
climate variability can be understood through the
excitation by volcanic forcing of internal modes of climate
variability, confidence must be built on the accurate and
robust simulation of such modes. Current climate models,
however, have difficulties in reproducing the observed
spatial pattern, time scales and teleconnections of
dominant modes such as ENSO (e.g., Zou et al., 2014) or the
Atlantic Multidecadal Oscillation (Kavvada et al., 2013).
Only a few studies specifically focused on the quantitative
assessment of volcanic forcing impacts on decadal climate
predictions and potential predictability (Collins, 2003;
Shiogama et al., 2010; Timmreck et al., 2016a). Overall,
in the presence of strong natural climate variability on
the one hand and because of different magnitude and
frequency of volcanic eruptions on the other hand, it
is difficult to assess the potential predictability from
volcanoes of regional climates. Improvements of decadal
climate prediction systems concerning implementationof
volcanic forcing (e.g., LeGrande et al., 2016) and bias
estimation and correction (e.g., Hawkins et al., 2014)
are milestones toward robust prediction of volcanicallyCLIVAR Exchanges No. 72, June 2017
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forced decadal climate variability. Along this long-term
goal, within CMIP6, a joint decadal climate prediction
experiment between VolMIP and the Decadal Climate
Prediction Panel (Boer et al., 2016) will be conducted
to address the climatic implications if a Pinatubo-like
eruption would have occurred in 2015.

In conclusion, there is emerging evidence that volcanic
forcing can significantly affect decadal climate variability
through mechanisms that are increasingly better
understood. Milestones on the road toward robust
prediction of volcanically-forced decadal variability
include improved understanding and implementation
of aerosol forcing in decadal prediction systems and
improved simulated representation and estimation of
internal decadal climate variability.

References
Aubry, T. J., A. M. Jellinek, W. Degruyter, C. Bonadonna,
V. Radić, M. Clyne, A. Quainoo, 2016: Impact of global
warming on the rise of volcanic plumes and implications
for future volcanic aerosol forcing, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos.
121, 13,326–13,351, doi:10.1002/2016JD025405

Berdahl, M., and A. Robock, 2013: Northern Hemispheric
cryosphere response to volcanic eruptions in the
Paleoclimate Modeling Intercomparison Project 3 last
millennium simulations, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 118,
12,359–12,370, doi:10.1002/2013JD019914
Boucher, O., D. Randall, P. Artaxo, C. Bretherton, G.
Feingold, P. Forster, V.-M. Kerminen, Y. Kondo, H. Liao, U.
Lohmann, P. Rasch, S.K. Satheesh, S. Sherwood, B. Stevens
and X.Y. Zhang, 2013: Clouds and Aerosols. In: Climate
Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F.,
D. Qin, G.-K. Plattner, M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A.
Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.M. Midgley (eds.)], Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New
York, NY, USA

Boer, G. J., D. M. Smith, C. Cassou, F. Doblas-Reyes, G.
Danabasoglu, B. Kirtman, Y. Kushnir, M. Kimoto, G. A.
Meehl, R. Msadek, W. A. Mueller, K. E. Taylor, F. Zwiers,
M. Rixen, Y. Ruprich-Robert, and R. Eade, 2016: The
Decadal Climate Prediction Project (DCPP) contribution
to CMIP6, Geosci. Model Dev., 9, 3751-3777, doi:10.5194/
gmd-9-3751-2016
Bittner, M., H. Schmidt, C. Timmreck, and F. Sienz, 2016:
Using a large ensemble of simulations to assess the
Northern Hemisphere stratospheric dynamical response
to tropical volcanic eruptions and its uncertainty,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(17), 9324-9332.
Collins, M., 2003: Predictions of climate following volcanic
eruptions, In: Robock A., Oppenheimer C. (eds) Volcanism
29

CLIVAR Exchanges No. 72, June 2017

and the Earth’s atmosphere, Washington, DC: AGU; 283-300

Colose, C.M., A. N. LeGrande, A.N., and M. Vuille, 2016:
Hemispherically asymmetric volcanic forcing of tropical
hydroclimate during the last millennium, Earth Sys. Dyn.,
7(3): 681-696, doi:10.5194/esd-7-681-2016

Gleckler, P. J., K. AchutaRao, J. M. Gregory, B. D. Santer, K. E.
Taylor, and T.M. L. Wigley, 2006: Krakatoa lives: the effect
of volcanic eruptions on ocean heat content and thermal
expansion, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33(17):L17702

Graf, H.-F., and D. Zanchettin, 2012: Central Pacific El
Nino, the subtropical bridge, and Eurasian climate, J.
Geophys. Res., 117, doi:10.1029/2011JD016493

Graf, H.-F., D. Zanchettin, C. Timmreck, and M. Bittner,
2014: Observational constraints on the tropospheric
and near-surface winter signature of the Northern
Hemisphere stratospheric polar vortex, Clim. Dyn., 43:
3245, doi:10.1007/s00382-014-2101-0

Gregory, J. M., 2010: Long-term effect of volcanic forcing
on ocean heat content, Geophys. Res. Lett., 37, L22701,
doi:10.1029/2010GL045507
Hawkins, E., B. Dong, J. Robson, R. Sutton, and D. Smith,
2014: The interpretation and use of biases in decadal
climate predictions. J. Climate, 27:2931-2947, doi:http://
dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-13-00473.1
Ineson, S., and A. A. Scaife, 2009: The role of the
stratosphere in the European climate response to El
Niño, Nature Geosci., 2, 32–36

Kavvada, A., A. Ruiz-Barradas, A., and S. Nigam, 2013:
AMO’s structure and climate footprint in observations and
IPCC AR5 climate simulations, Clim. Dyn., doi:10.1007/
s00382-013-1712-12013.
Khodri, M., T. Izumo, J. Vialard, C. Cassou, M. Lengaigne,
J. Mignot, E. Guilyardi, N. Lebas, Y. Ruprich-Robert, A.,
Robock, and M. J. McPhaden, 2017: How tropical explosive
volcanic eruptions trigger El Niño events, Nature Comm.,
in press.

LeGrande, A. N., K. Tsigaridis, and S. E. Bauer, 2016:
Role of atmospheric chemistry in the climate impacts of
stratospheric volcanic injections, Nature Geosci., 9, 652–
655, doi:10.1038/ngeo2771
Lehner, F., A. P. Schurer, G. C. Hegerl, C. Deser, and T. L.
Frölicher, 2016: The importance of ENSO phase during
volcanic eruptions for detection and attribution, Geophys.
Res. Lett., 43, 2851–2858, doi:10.1002/2016GL067935
Mignot, J., M. Khodri, C. Frankignoul, and J., Servonnat,
2011: Volcanic impact on the Atlantic Ocean over the last
Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

millennium, Clim. Past, 7, 1439–1455, doi:10.5194/cp-71439-2011
Otterå, O.H., M. Bentsen, H. Drange, and L. Suo, 2010:
External forcing as a metronome for Atlantic multidecadal
variability, Nature Geosci., doi:10.1038/NGEO995

Pausata, F. S. R., L. Chafik, R. Caballero, R., and D. S. Battisti,
2015: Impacts of high-latitude volcanic eruptions on
ENSO and AMOC, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 112, 13784–
13788, doi:10.1073/pnas.1509153112

Pausata, F. S. R., C. Karamperidou, R. Caballero, and
D. S. Battisti, 2016: ENSO response to high-latitude
volcanic eruptions in the Northern Hemisphere:
the role of initial conditions, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
doi:10.1002/2016GL069575
Robock, A., 2000: Volcanic eruptions and climate, Rev.
Geophys., 38, 2: 191-219

Sallée, J.-B., E. Shuckburgh, N. Bruneau, A. J. S. Meijers, T. J.
Bracegirdle, and Z. Wang, 2013: Assessment of Southern
Ocean mixed layer depths in CMIP5 models: Historical
bias and forcing response, J. Geophys. Res.-Oceans, 118,
1845–1862, doi:10.1002/jgrc.20157
Shiogama, H., S. Emori, T. Mochizuki, S. Yasunaka,
T. Yokohata, M. Ishii, T. Nozawa, M. Kimoto, 2010:
Possible Influence of Volcanic Activity on the Decadal
Potential Predictability of the Natural Variability in
Near-Term Climate Predictions, Adv. Meteorol., 657318,
doi:10.1155/2010/657318
Sicre M. A., M. Khodri, J. Mignot, J. Eiriksson, K. L.
Knudsen, U. Ezat, I. Closset, P. Nogues, and G. Massé,
2013: Sea surface temperature and sea ice variability in
the subpolar North Atlantic from explosive volcanism of
the late thirteenth century, Geophys. Res. Lett., 40 (20),
5526-5530. doi: 10.1002/2013GL057282.
Simpson, I., P. Hitchcock, T. Shepherd, and J. Scinocca,
2012: Southern Annular Mode Dynamics in Observations
and Models. Part 1: the Influence of Climatological Zonal
Wind Biases in a Comprehensive GCM, J. Clim., 26, 3953—
3967, doi:10.1175/JCLI-D-12-00348.1

SPARC, 2006: SPARC Assessment of Stratospheric Aerosol
Properties (ASAP), L. Thomason and Th. Peter (Eds.),
SPARC Report No. 4, WCRP-124, WMO/TD - No. 1295,
available at www.sparc-climate.org/publications/sparcreports/
Stenchikov, G., A. Robock, V. Ramaswamy, M. D.
Schwarzkopf, K. Hamilton, and S. Ramachandran,
2002: Arctic Oscillation response to the 1991 Mount
Pinatubo eruption: effects of volcanic aerosols and
Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

ozone depletion, J. Geophys. Res., 107(D24): 4803,
doi:10.1029/2002JD002090
Stenchikov, G., K. Hamilton, R. J. Stouffer, A. Robock,
V. Ramaswamy, B. Santer, and H.-F. Graf, 2006: Arctic
oscillation response to volcanic eruptions in the IPCC
AR4 climate models, J. Geophys. Res., 111: D07107,
doi:10.1029/2005JD006286
Stevenson, S., J. T. Fasullo, B. L. Otto-Bliesner, R. A. Tomas,
and C. Gao, 2017: Role of eruption season in reconciling
model and proxy responses to tropical volcanism, P. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA, doi:10.1073/pnas.1612505114
Swingedouw, D., P. Ortega, J. Mignot, E. Guilyardi, V.
Masson-Delmotte, P. G. Butler, M. Khodri, and R. Seferian,
2015: Bidecadal North Atlantic ocean circulation
variability controlled by timing of volcanic eruptions,
Nature Comm., 6, 6545, doi:10.1038/ncomms7545

Timmreck, C., 2012: Modeling the climatic effects of large
volcanic eruptions, WIREs Clim. Change, 3: 545–564,
doi:10.1002/wcc.192

Timmreck, C., G. W. Mann, V. Aquila, C. Brühl, M. Chin,
S. S. Dhomse, J. M. English, R. Hommel, L. A. Lee, M.
J. Mills, R. Neely, A. Schmidt, J.-X. Sheng, M. Toohey
and D. Weisenstein, 2016b: ISA-MIP: A co-ordinated
intercomparison of Interactive Stratospheric Aerosol
models, Geophys. Res. Abstr., 18, EGU2016-13766, EGU
General Assembly 2016
Timmreck, C., H. Pohlmann, S. Illing, and C. Kadow,
2016a: The impact of stratospheric volcanic aerosol on
decadalscale climate predictions, Geophys. Res. Lett., 43,
834–842, doi:10.1002/2015GL067431

Toohey, M., K. Krüger, M. Bittner, M., C. Timmreck, and
H. Schmidt, 2014: The impact of volcanic aerosol on
the Northern Hemisphere stratospheric polar vortex:
mechanisms and sensitivity to forcing structure, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 14, 13063–13079, doi:10.5194/acp-1413063-2014
Turner, J., T. J. Bracegirdle, T. Phillips, G. J. Marshall, and
J. S. Hosking, 2013: An initial assessment of Antarctic Sea
ice extent in the CMIP5 models, J. Clim., 26: 1473-1484

Zambri, B., and A. Robock, 2016: Winter warming and
summer monsoon reduction after volcanic eruptions
in Coupled Model Intercomparison Project 5 (CMIP5)
simulations, Geophys. Res. Lett., 43, 10,920-10,928,
doi:10.1002/2016GL070460

Zanchettin, D., 2017: Aerosol and solar irradiance effects
on decadal climate variability and predictability, Curr.
Clim. Ch. Rep., 3: 150, doi:10.1007/s40641-017-0065-y
CLIVAR Exchanges No. 72, June 2017

30

Zanchettin, D., O. Bothe, C. Timmreck, J. Bader, A. Beitsch,
H.-F. Graf, D. Notz, and J. H. Jungclaus, 2014: Interhemispheric asymmetry in the sea-ice response to
volcanic forcing simulated by MPI-ESM (COSMOS-Mill),
Earth Syst. Dynam., 5, 223–242, doi:10.5194/esd-5-2232014

Zanchettin, D., C. Timmreck, H.-F. Graf, A. Rubino, S.
Lorenz, K. Lohmann, K. Krueger, and J. H. Jungclaus, 2012:
Bi-decadal variability excited in the coupled ocean–
atmosphere system by strong tropical volcanic eruptions,
Clim. Dyn., 39:1-2, 419-444, DOI:10.1007/s00382-0111167-1
Zanchettin, D., O. Bothe, H.-F. Graf, S. J. Lorenz, J.
Luterbacher, C. Timmreck, and J. H. Jungclaus, 2013a:
Background conditions influence the decadal climate
response to strong volcanic eruptions, J. Geophys. Res.
Atm., 118(10): 4090-4106, doi:10.1002/jgrd.50229
Zanchettin D., C. Timmreck, O. Bothe, S.J. Lorenz, G. Hegerl,
H.-F. Graf, J. Luterbacher, and J.H. Jungclaus, 2013b:
Delayed winter warming: a robust decadal response to
strong tropical volcanic eruptions?, Geophys. Res. Lett.
40, 204–209 doi:10.1029/2012GL054403

Zanchettin, D., M. Khodri, C. Timmreck, M. Toohey, A.
Schmidt, E. P. Gerber, G. Hegerl, A. Robock, F. S. R. Pausata,
W. T. Ball, S. Bauer, S. Bekki, S. S. Dhomse, A. N. LeGrande, G.
W. Mann, L. Marshall, M. Mills, M. Marchand, U. Niemeier,
V. Poulain, E. Rozanov, A. Rubino, A. Stenke, K. Tsigaridis,
and F. Tummon, 2016: The Model Intercomparison
Project on the climatic response to Volcanic forcing
(VolMIP): experimental design and forcing input data for
CMIP6, Geosci. Model Dev., 9, 2701-2719, doi:10.5194/
gmd-9-2701-2016
Zhong, Y., G. H. Miller, B. L. Otto-Bliesner, M. M. Holland,
D. A. Bailey, D. P. Schneider, and A. Geirsdottir, 2010:
Centennial-scale climate change from decadally-paced
explosive volcanism: a coupled sea ice-ocean mechanism,
Clim. Dyn. 23:5–7, doi:10.1007/s00382-010-0967-z

Zou, Y., J.-Y. Yu, T. Lee, M.-M. Lu, and S. T. Kim, 2014: CMIP5
model simulations of the impacts of the two types of El Niño
on the U.S. winter temperature, J. Geophys. Res. -Atmos.,
119(6):3076–3092. doi:10.1002/2013JD021064

31

CLIVAR Exchanges No. 72, June 2017

Past Global Changes Magazine, Volume 25, No. 1

