Stratosphere Troposphere Coupling: the influence of volcanic eruptions
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3. Annular mode response to 4. Conclusions

w Seasorof eruption has a significant impact on the
response of stratospheric annular modes in our
coupledaerosolGCMPIinatubemagnitude eruption
simulations
¢ e.g., positivesAM response in SH sprifogind only

for Aprileruptions.
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observations and reanalysis data consistent with a negative SAM response to
volcanic forcing (Figo). Karpechkeet al. 010 found significant circulation
changes in IPPC ARiodels in SH spring (F2g) and autumn after the Ethichon

Here we examine post volcanic anomalies from recently
completedMPl ESMCMIP historical (8502009 simulations.
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