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The overall structure and various ocean-atmosphere dynamical and thermodynamical feedback terms agree well in all the reanalyses
On the other hand, there are substantial differences in the details of the spatial structures and strength of the ocean-atmosphere
coupling related to ENSO

Main Results

1. Motivations: 4. Dynamical Processes (Not include thermocline, advection, Ekman feedbacks) 6: A Synthesis of Dynamical and
Thermodynamical Feedbacks
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