Stratosphere Troposphere Coupling: the influence of volcanic eruptions
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In both models, surface NAM response is less than one
simulations: Krakatau (August 1883, ~30 Tg SO,), El Chichdn (April would expect based on observations, perhaps due to
1982, ~7 Tg SO,), and Pinatubo (June 1991, 17 Tg SO,). too-weak stratosphere troposphere coupling.




