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Abstract A framework for analyzing and benchmarking climate model outputs is built upon 𝛿-MAPS,
a recently developed complex network analysis method. The framework allows for the possibility of
highlighting quantifiable topological differences across data sets, capturing the magnitude of interactions
including lagged relationships and quantifying the modeled internal variability, changes in domains
properties and in their connections over space and time. A set of four metrics is proposed to assess and
compare the modeled domains shapes, strengths, and connectivity patterns. 𝛿-MAPS is applied to
investigate the topological properties of sea surface temperature from observational data sets and in a
subset of the Community Earth System Model (CESM) Large Ensemble focusing on the past 35 years and
over the 20th and 21st centuries. Model ensemble members are mapped in a reduced metric space to
quantify internal variability and average model error. It is found that network properties are on average
robust whenever individual member or ensemble trends are removed. The assessment identifies biases in
the CESM representation of the connectivity patterns that stem from too strong autocorrelations of
domains signals and from the overestimation of the El Niño–Southern Oscillation amplitude and its
thermodynamic feedback onto the tropical band in most members.

1. Introduction
Earth's climate exhibits a range of recurrent spatiotemporal patterns (“modes of variability”) that interact
with each other on several spatial and time scales. Their investigation is inherently challenging, but may
be greatly aided by Knowledge-Discovery through Data-mining methodologies (Fayyad et al., 1996). Com-
plex network analysis characterizes the topological properties of a given (climate) field by identifying sets of
nodes that dominate the exchange of information across the system and by quantifying their connections,
so-called “links” or “edges” (Barabási, 2016; Newman, 2010). In the context of climate science, nodes usu-
ally represent geographical locations, while links capture local or nonlocal interactions (“teleconnections”)
among them.

Applications of complex network analysis to climate science dates back to 2004, when Tsonis and Roebber
(2004) applied graph theory to the analysis of global geopotential height data. Since then, many studies
based on network analysis focused on topics ranging from the prediction of El Niño episodes (Ludescher
et al., 2013) and its influence on global scale (Wang et al., 2009; Yamasaki et al., 2008), to the importance of
Rossby waves in the transport of information around the globe (Wang et al., 2013). Attempts to switch from
correlation-based networks to causal ones have been made by Runge et al. (2015), Ebert-Uphoff and Deng
(2017), and Hlinka et al. (2017), and methodologies have been proposed to study nonlinear interactions
(Donges et al., 2009a).

In climate network analysis, the standard approach is to construct networks using gridded data and con-
sidering each grid cell as a node. Two nodes are connected if some measure (such as Pearson correlation
and mutual information) is found greater than a preselected value; otherwise, the link is pruned. However,
cell-level pruning causes a loss of robustness in the final network, so that slightly different data sets, for
example different reanalyses of the same climate field, may produce significantly different links, limiting
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the applicability of cell-pruning methods to intercomparison studies (Fountalis et al., 2014, 2015). Commu-
nity detection and clustering algorithms have also been used for dimensionality reduction purposes (Kawale
et al., 2011, 2012; Steinhaeuser et al., 2010), but they usually do not include information about the sign of
the links or their relative importance. Moreover, these algorithms may identify clusters that are not spatially
contiguous and typically not overlapping.

Here we introduce and apply to the analysis of climate fields a recently developed network methodol-
ogy named 𝛿-MAPS (Fountalis et al., 2018) able to characterize connectivity patterns in highly complex
spatiotemporal systems and compare them in different data sets without the above limitations. 𝛿-MAPS
identifies the underlying fundamental components (referred to as “domains”) of a spatiotemporal system,
and their links. Domains are represented as potentially overlapping, spatially contiguous regions charac-
terized by highly correlated temporal activity. A weighted and potentially directed network is then inferred
between domains: the weights take into account the magnitude and sign of the interactions and the link
direction takes into account the temporal ordering of events. An important characteristic of climate time
series is the presence of strong autocorrelations (Guez et al., 2014) that require separation from dynamical
links. 𝛿-MAPS accounts for this problem in the network inference process using the appropriate statistic.

Our goal here is to present this methodology and one possible application to the analysis of climate fields,
and unveil the network structure of sea surface temperature (SST) in two data sets (HadISST, Rayner et al.,
2003; and COBEv2, Hirahara et al., 2014) and in 30 members of the Community Earth System Model Large
Ensemble (CESM-LE) (Kay et al., 2015). Attention is given to differences between modeled and observed
networks stemming from model biases and internal variability of the system. We also investigate changes
in the modeled climate networks as a function of the detrending method. The analysis spans first 35 years,
from 1980 to 2015, and then expands to 1920–2100 for some of the model integrations, with a focus on the
evolution of the tropical domains. Four metrics, one developed by the authors (netCorr), and three adopted
from the network analysis literature, aid the comparison, allowing to quantify similarities and differences
across all SST networks and the internal variability of the CESM ensemble.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes 𝛿-MAPS and the metrics adopted: Normalized Mutual
Information (NMI; McDaid et al., 2013), domain strength and signal (Fountalis et al., 2018), Similarity (S)
built upon Fountalis et al. (2015) and the new netCorr metric. The different data sets analyzed are introduced
in section 3. The SST network in the two observational data sets is then presented (section 4). In sections
5–7 we evaluate the network structure of 30 members of the CESM-LE. Section 8 focuses on the temporal
evolution from 1920 to 2100. Summary and discussion conclude the work.

2. Methodology
A detailed description of 𝛿-MAPS is given in Fountalis et al. (2018). We note that 𝛿-MAPS differs from the
method developed in Fountalis et al. (2014), while building on similar premises, and is therefore a dis-
tinct methodology requiring different metrics. As mentioned in Fountalis et al. (2018), 𝛿-MAPS provides a
dimensionality reduction strategy and it is similar, in its main objective, to other clustering, network com-
munity detection, functional network inference, or multivariate statistical methods. Among those, Principal
Component (PC) or Empirical Orthogonal Function (EOF) methods are widely used in climate science.
Using synthetic data, Fountalis et al. (2018) have shown that 𝛿-MAPS is advantageous, compared to EOF
and several other reduction algorithms such as clustering, community detection, or Independent Compo-
nent Analysis, for identifying the distinct semiautonomous components of a spatiotemporal system and to
infer their (potentially lagged and weighted) connections. Here we present briefly the methodology and, in
details, the metrics—not discussed in Fountalis et al. (2018)—with the specific aim of climate applications,
and we summarize the outcomes of the comparison of 𝛿-MAPS and other reduction methodologies.

2.1. 𝜹-MAPS
𝛿-MAPS is a network analysis method suitable for the investigation of spatiotemporal data sets. First,
𝛿-MAPS identifies the underlying components in a spatiotemporal system, which we refer to as domains;
domains are spatially contiguous, possibly overlapping, functionally homogeneous sets of grid cells. Then it
infers a functional network between the identified domains, represented as a weighted and directed graph.
The weight of a link captures the magnitude of the interaction between two domains; links can have either
positive or negative weights, and the sign of a link captures different types of interactions. Each link has also
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a time lag or a range of time lags; these lags determine link direction and give information about the tempo-
ral ordering of events. In the following we describe the two stages of 𝛿-MAPS, namely, domain identification
and network inference.

The 𝛿-MAPS software can be obtained in https://github.com/FabriFalasca/delta-MAPS.
2.1.1. Domain Identification
A domain is a spatially contiguous region whose grid cells somehow participate in the same dynamic effect or
function. It follows that domains should have epicenters or cores where the local homogeneity is maximum.
The first step is therefore to identify such cores, and the second is to expand those cores to identify the full
extent of a domain.

More formally, each grid cell i is associated with a time series xi(t) of length T. Linear trends are removed
from the time series using a least squares fit. We verified that using the Theil-Sen estimator for trend removal
(as done in Fountalis et al., 2015) to reduce sensitivity to outliers does not affect the results. We assume that
xi(t) is stationary, and we denote its mean and variance as �̂�i and �̂�2

i , respectively. The similarity between the
functional activity of two grid cells i and j is then captured by the Pearson correlation at zero lag (but any
other correlation measure could be used instead):

ri,𝑗 =

T∑
t=1

(xi(t) − �̂�i)(x𝑗(t) − �̂�𝑗)

T
√

�̂�2
i �̂�

2
𝑗

. (1)

To identify the cores of the spatiotemporal field, we first construct a local homogeneity field that captures
the similarity between the time series of any given grid cell with its spatial neighbors by defining the K
neighborhood of a grid cell i, 𝛤K(i), that includes the grid cell i and its K nearest neighbors according to
an appropriate distance metric (here geodesic distance). The local homogeneity at cell i is defined as the
average pairwise correlation of the cells in 𝛤K(i)

rK(i) =

∑
m≠n∈ΓK (i)

rm,n

K(K + 1)
. (2)

We will use a similar notation for the homogeneity of a set of grid cells A

r(A) =

∑
m≠n∈A

rm,n

|A|(|A| + 1)
, (3)

with |A| being the cardinality of the set.

We then identify the cores such that rK(i) is a local maximum and is larger than a predetermined threshold
𝛿. Therefore, a grid cell i is a core if rK(i) > 𝛿 and rK(i) > rK(j), j ≠ i,∀j ∈ 𝛤K(i).

Cores are then iteratively expanded and merged to identify domains. The total number of domains, denoted
by m, depends on 𝛿, and their minimum size is set by K. Domains are spatially contiguous, might overlap
and might include more than one core. Also, grid cells may not belong to any domain.

The proposed domain identification relies on two parameters, the neighborhood size K and the threshold 𝛿.
As K decreases, the local homogeneity field becomes noisier and the number of core grid cells increases; as K
increases, the local homogeneity field becomes smoother, removing seeds and potentially hiding domains.
In section A.1 we propose a heuristic to select the “optimal” K. 𝛿 is the minimum degree of homogeneity
required for a set of grid cells to form a domain and affects both the number of core grid cells and the size
of the domains. The larger is 𝛿, the fewer cores are identified, and the larger are the domains. A statistically
based heuristic to select 𝛿 is proposed in section A.2.
2.1.2. Network Inference
Once m domains are identified, a functional network is constructed among them. To this end, for each
domain a signal XA(t) is defined as the cumulative anomaly of the grid cells over the domain's scope such
that

XA(t) =
|A|∑
i=1

xi(t) cos (𝜙i), (4)
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with 𝜙i being the latitude of grid cell i.

The correlations over a lag range −𝜏max ≤ 𝜏 ≤ 𝜏max between any two domains A and B are then estimated
as

rA,B(𝜏) =

T−𝜏∑
t=1

(XA(t) − 𝜇A)(XB(t + 𝜏) − 𝜇B)

T
√

�̂�2
A�̂�

2
B

. (5)

The next step is to examine the statistical significance of the 2 × 𝜏max + 1 correlations between each domain
pair A and B.

Given that two uncorrelated signals can still produce significant correlations if they have a strong autocor-
relation structure, we choose a statistical significance test that accounts for autocorrelations and adopt the
Bartlett's formula (Box et al., 2011).

Two domains, A and B, are connected with a link if there exists at least one significant correlation at lag
𝜏 ∈ [− 𝜏max, 𝜏max]. If two or more significant correlations exist, then a link may be associated with more
than one lag value. Specifically, we first consider the lag value 𝜏* that maximizes the correlation in absolute
sense and denote r∗A,B as the corresponding correlation. We then associate to each link the range of lags
RA,B(𝜏) that (a) have significant correlations and (b) are within 1 STD (computed by the Bartlett's formula)
from |r∗A,B| . If RA,B(𝜏) includes the zero lag, then the link between A and B is undirected. If RA,B(𝜏) has strictly
positive lags, then a directed link is formed and domain A is a temporal predecessor of domain B. If RA,B(𝜏)
is strictly negative, the link is directed and A is a temporal successor of B. We emphasize that link direction
does not imply causality, but simply temporal ordering.

Finally, a weight is assigned to each link to capture the magnitude of the interactions between domains. To
account for the signal strength of each domain, the weight of a link is computed as the covariance between
the signals of domains A and B

w(A,B) = Cov[XA(t),XB(t)] =
√

�̂�2
A�̂�

2
Br∗A,B. (6)

Link weights can be positive or negative, depending on the sign of r∗A,B, representing different functional
relationships between two domains. Instead of r∗A,B, an average correlation value could be adopted instead.

Every network presented in this work has been inferred using monthly time series and 𝜏max = 12 months.

2.2. Metrics
We propose a set of four metrics to ensure a comprehensive comparison between networks: the NMI that
quantifies similarities and differences in shape and size of domains, the domain strength that establishes
the relative importance of a domain in the network, the Similarity metric that quantifies the distance of two
networks in terms of their domains' strength, and the newly developed netCorr that estimates differences
in the topology of two networks.
2.2.1. Normalized Mutual Information
The NMI is well known in the network literature (Lancichinetti et al., 2009; McDaid et al., 2013). Within the
𝛿-MAPS framework the NMI quantifies the similarity of two networks N1 and N2 in terms of their domains.
This metric accounts for the possibility that domains may overlap, and it is therefore chosen against the
adjusted rand index (Hubert & Arabie, 1985; Steinhaeuser et al., 2012) adopted in Fountalis et al. (2014,
2015).

It is calculated by assigning a label to each grid point in the data sets under investigation as function of the
domains it belongs to, generating a probability distribution that a randomly selected node may belong to
a domain D in each network, P(DN1

) and P(DN2
), along with the joint probability P(DN1

,DN2
) and finally

defining the mutual information as

MI =
∑

DN1 ,DN2

P(DN1
,DN2

)log2

P(DN1
,DN2

)
P(DN1

)P(DN2
)
. (7)
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Every pair of grid points that belong to the same domain(s) in both partitions contributes positively to the
MI, and vice versa for any pair of nodes that belong to one or more domain in one partition, but to different
ones in the other network. The NMI is the normalized version of the MI in equation (7) so that it varies
between 0 (complete disagreement between the domains of the two networks) to 1 (identical set of domains).
Different normalizations have been proposed in the literature; here we adopted the algorithm proposed by
McDaid et al. (2013).
2.2.2. Domain Strength
The link weight w between any two domains is computed as the covariance between their respective domain
signals (see equation (6)). Given a network N, the strength sN (A) of domain A is then defined as the sum of
the absolute weights w of all links of that domain as

sN (A) =
∑

i
|wi|. (8)

The strength of a domain ignores link direction and intuitively informs about its relative importance in
establishing the connectivity pattern of the network.
2.2.3. Similarity
Building upon the Distance metric proposed in Fountalis et al. (2015), we adopt a Similarity metric, “S,” to
compare two networks in terms of their domains' strength.

For a given field, a set of identified domains along with their respective strengths defines its strength map
(i.e., see Figure 1). Every grid point i is associated to the value 0 if it does not belong to any domain, or to the
strength s if it belongs to a domain with strength s. Whenever the grid cell belongs to two or more domains
with different strength values, the highest is chosen. Following Fountalis et al. (2015) given two networks
N1 and N2 their Distance “D” is defined as

D(N1,N2) =

n∑
i=1

|sN1
(i) − sN2

(i)|
n∑

i=1
|sN̂1

(i) − sN̂2
(i)|

. (9)

Here n is the number of nonmasked grid points (grid cells in the ocean in the case of SSTs); sN1
(i) is

the strength assigned to the grid cell i in the the network N1 and similarly for sN2
(i). The network N̂

is a randomized instance of network N in which the grid points have been randomly permuted on the
underlying grid.

If D(N1,N2) = 0, then there is complete agreement between N1 and N2 in terms of domains strengths and
vice versa if D(N1,N2) ∼ 1.

S is simply defined as
S(N1,N2) = 1 − D(N1,N2), (10)

so that S(N1,N2) ∼ 0 represents a complete disagreement in domains' strengths between N1 and N2 and vice
versa for S(N1,N2) = 1.
2.2.4. netCorr
S(N1,N2) enables the comparison of two networks in terms of the strength of their domains; however, it
does not quantify differences in their network structure (topology). Colocated domains in two different net-
works could have similar strengths but different connectivity patterns and, therefore, a different topological
role. Here we propose a new metric, named “netCorr,” that evaluates the connectivity pattern between all
domains, expressed through an adjacency matrix, and compares it between networks.

Given a data set with n nonmasked grid points and its network N, the adjacency matrix MN element (k, l)
encodes the links of the domains as follows:

1. If the grid point k does not belong to any domain di, then it is not playing any role in the climate network
and its connectivity is zero. A value of zero is given to all entries in the kth row of the matrix MN ;

2. If k belongs to a domain di, its relation with another grid point l is described by one of the following:
• If the grid point l does not belong to any domain or if it belongs to a domain not connected to di, then

the element (k, l) is zero;
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• If l belongs to a domain dj connected to di with a correlation r∗i,𝑗 , then the value of r∗i,𝑗 is assigned to the
position (k, l) whenever the link is such that di → dj (di is leading dj) or di ↔ dj (their lag range include
zero). In the case of dj overlapping with one or more domains also connected to di, the chosen value for
the element (k, l) is the one that maximizes the correlation in its absolute value. The metric therefore
records the strongest connections (positive or negative). Additionally,

• if l belongs to a domain dj connected to di with a correlation r∗i,𝑗 , but di ← dj (di is led by dj), then
(k, l) = 0. With this choice the metric tracks the temporal ordering of the network.

3. If k belongs to two (or more) overlapping domains di and dj, we consider it as belonging to the strongest
one and proceed as described for k belonging to one domain. The element (k, k), however, is a nonzero
entry and contains the value of the connection that the strongest domain has with the one it is overlapping
with. In the case of multiple overlappings, the element (k, k) will be set equal to the largest correlation in
absolute sense.

Given two networks N1 and N2 we then define netCorr as the two-dimensional correlation between their
matrices MN1

and MN2
:

netCorr = Corr[MN1
,MN2

]. (11)

The computation of the netCorr using synthetic data is exemplified in Appendix B.
2.2.5. Comparison With Other Methods
The 𝛿-MAPS presents several advantages against existing approaches for dimensionality reduction and net-
work inference. Here we present a brief summary; an extensive, quantitative comparison based on synthetic
data is presented in Fountalis et al. (2018).

The most popular approach to dimensionality reduction in climate science is PC or EOF analysis. For a given
data set, EOFs are defined as the eigenvectors of the covariance matrix and they define patterns, by defi-
nition orthogonal to each other, where most of the variance is concentrated. The eigenvalues of the matrix
(PCs) define the variability in time of their corresponding EOF. The orthogonality constraint, however, com-
plicates the interpretation of the results making it difficult to distinguish a physical mode from a purely
statistical one (Dommenget & Latif, 2002). To overcome this issue, it is common to rotate the EOFs, but this
is sensitive to the rotation criterion, number of rotated EOFs, and their normalization (Tantet & Dijkstra,
2014; von Storch & Zwiers, 2001). The domains identified by 𝛿-MAPS, on the other hand, are not subject
to orthogonal constraints, and the components with low variance are not masked (Fountalis et al., 2018).
EOFs cannot identify functional components that have lagged interactions, but a climate mode can play an
important role in the connectivity pattern of the system while having a statistically nonsignificant variance
at lag 𝜏 = 0.

Given the known drawbacks of PC analysis, in recent years several methods based on unsupervised cluster-
ing have been proposed for dimensionality reduction purposes (Baldassano et al., 2015; Blumensath et al.,
2012; Craddock et al., 2012; Fountalis et al., 2014; Heuvel et al., 2008; Kawale et al., 2013; Lu et al., 2003;
Thirion et al., 2014). These algorithms have the following in common: the identified clusters may not be
spatially contiguous, almost every grid cell must belong to a cluster, and in most cases the number of clus-
ters is an input parameter. Moreover, none of these methods accounts for spatial overlapping. The common
approach when inferring a climate network is to consider grid points as nodes of a spatially embedded graph
(Donges et al., 2009b; Feng & Dijkstra, 2016; Kittel et al., 2017; Ludescher et al., 2013; Tsonis & Roebber, 2004;
Wang et al., 2009, 2013; Yamasaki et al., 2008). This is a powerful approach, but less useful for intramodel
or intermodel comparison purposes since grid cells are not distinct semiautonomous components of the
underlying system. Another method consists in inferring networks using known climate indices as nodes
(Swanson & Tsonis, 2009; Tsonis et al., 2007; Wang et al., 2009), but it cannot be used to identify unknown
spatiotemporal patterns of climatic relevance and has limitations if applied to (imperfect) models whenever
the indices are derived from the observed system.

At least three frameworks stemming from network analysis and different from 𝛿-MAPS have been proposed
in the recent literature for model intercomparison purposes (Feldhoff et al., 2014; Steinhaeuser & Tsonis,
2014; Tantet & Dijkstra, 2014). Feldhoff et al. (2014) construct a cell-level network and apply it to evaluate
the performance of two regional models in representing South American climate. They compute all pairwise
correlations between grid cells and retain only the positive values. The network is then represented as a
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binary graph, where correlations below a certain fixed threshold are pruned. Steinhaeuser and Tsonis (2014)
evaluate an ensemble of CMIP3 models inferring networks by computing correlations at zero lag between
all grid cells; correlations with absolute value less than 0.5 are pruned. The network is then represented as a
binary graph, used as input for a community detection algorithm (Clauset et al., 2004), and model outputs are
compared in terms of their community structure. A similar approach is proposed also in Tantet and Dijkstra
(2014), where the structure of the identified communities is then investigated in terms of the spatiotemporal
variability of the observed SST field. All three methodologies are limited in their applicability by the pruning
at the cell level and/or by the selection of correlations of a given sign, as shown in detail in Fountalis et al.
(2014, 2015).

Given the objective of this work, that is, to compare climate models and observational data sets both on the
level of spatial representation of modes of variability and their connectivity patterns, 𝛿-MAPS presents sev-
eral advantages. They can be summarized as follows: (i) the possibility to infer a weighted and eventually
directed network, where link weights and their directionality quantify the magnitude and temporal ordering
of climate teleconnections; (ii) the definition of positive and negative links, so that functional relationships
in the system are preserved and considered; and (iii) the domain identification method that separates com-
munities that are not spatially contiguous and have different roles in the global climate system, which is not
achieved by most community detection algorithms (Fountalis et al., 2018 provides one such example).

3. Data Sets
In this work we analyze and compare networks of SST for two data sets, HadISST (Rayner et al., 2003) and
COBEv2 (Hirahara et al., 2014), and 30 members of the CESM Large Ensemble (Kay et al., 2015). For the most
part, data sets are analyzed at a resolution of 1.25◦ × 1◦ and over the latitudinal range [60◦S, 60◦N] to avoid
regions covered by sea ice in parts of the year. All networks are computed using linearly detrended monthly
anomalies. We perform most analyses over the period 1980–2015 during which in situ SST measurements
are integrated with satellites data. In section 8 we extend the analysis to 1920–2100 using, in the case of
CESM, the historical integrations forced by best estimates of natural and anthropogenic contributions up to
2005, and then the integrations forced according to the concentration pathway 8.5 (RCP8.5; Kay et al., 2015).

Trend maps for COBEv2 and HadISST are shown later on (section 5). Here it is worth noting that pat-
terns of warming and cooling are similar, but a stronger warming is found in COBEv2. Positive trends are
found in the North Atlantic, Indian Ocean, and subtropical Pacific, with limited cooling mostly in the El
Niño–Southern Oscillation (ENSO)-impacted area of the Tropical Pacific and in the Southern Ocean. The
trend patterns during the satellite era are reminiscent of the “global warming pause” or “hiatus” observed
between 1998 and 2012, and have been the subject of numerous investigations. Various causes have been
proposed for such patterns, ranging from weaker than normal solar forcing, increased low level cloud cover-
age, large aerosol loadings and increased water vapor in response to increased CO2 (Kaufmann et al., 2011;
Lockwood, 2008; Medhaug et al., 2017; Regayre et al., 2014; Thorne et al., 2015; Zhou et al., 2016) to inter-
nal variability (Dai et al., 2015; Dong & Zhou, 2014; England et al., 2014; Kosaka & Xie, 2013; Mann et al.,
2014; Yao et al., 2016). It is likely that a combination of multiple factors contributed to the observed spa-
tial distribution of warming and cooling. The CESM ensemble allows us to unravel the internal variability
component—under the assumption that the model is reasonably representing it—and investigate network
differences as function of the removed trend. Additionally, we explore the link between ENSO and the trop-
ical band and its representation in CESM using air temperature data from the model ensemble and from the
MERRA-2 project (Molod et al., 2015).

4. The Observed SST Network
The SST strength maps for the observational data sets are presented in Figures 1a and 1c. Each domain
is colored according to its strength. Strong domains are robustly identified with similar shape and size in
both COBEv2 and HadISST and cover the ENSO region (E), the South (TAS) and North Tropical Atlantic
(TAN ), the Pacific horseshoe pattern area, with one branch extending from the South Pacific Convergence
Zone through Indonesia (horseshoe pattern south HSS) and the other from Indonesia northeastward into
the North Pacific (horseshoe pattern north HSN ), the Indian Ocean (IO) and the South Eastern Pacific (SP).
Similarities between weaker domains are also present, especially in the North Atlantic and around the Gulf
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Figure 1. Strength maps for COBEv2 (a) and HadISST (c), and networks between seven strongest domains in COBEv2 (b) and HadISST (d). In panels (a) and
(c), the strength of the E domain is reported atop of each panel. In panels (b) and (d) the color of the links quantifies the corresponding cross correlation and
the arrows indicate the links' directionality. The lag ranges associated with some connections are also reported in the parenthesis. Lags are expressed in months.

Stream and the Kuroshio extension. Larger differences are found in the Southern Ocean, where the two
datasets have low correlations.

Domains can exchange information through oceanic processes, atmospheric teleconnections, and coupled
atmospheric-ocean dynamics. These exchanges result in complex connectivity patterns (“connections”), as
shown in Figures 1b and 1d focusing on the links between the seven strongest domains for clarity. Connec-
tions to/from the E domain are captured with similar correlations and weights in the two data sets, and this
translates in analogous value of E strength, 1.56 × 106 in HadISST and 1.61 × 106 in COBEv2. Generally,
however, the domains in COBEv2 are slightly weaker than in HadISST. Given the similarities in shape and
size of the domains, these differences arise primarily from the correlations between the domains signals.
Few of the connections shown are lagged.

Known atmospheric teleconnections such as those between the E and the basin-wide Indian Ocean (IO)
domains and the horseshoe pattern are captured (Alexander, 2002; Chowdary & Gnanaseelan, 2007; Klein
et al., 1999); intense correlations are also found between the E and South Pacific (SP) domains. 𝛿-MAPS
identifies also a 7 to 10 months lead of the TAS domain on E, in agreement with several recent studies (Ding
et al., 2012; Ham et al., 2013; Keenlyside & Latif, 2007; Rodriguez-Fonseca et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2010),
with maximum anticorrelation of ∼ −0.46 in both HadISST and COBEv2. This lead originates from an
atmospheric bridge linking the SST variability of the equatorial Atlantic with that in the eastern Pacific. As
shown in Rodríguez-Fonseca et al. (2009), anomalous warming in the equatorial Atlantic locally enhances
convective activity over the basin and atmospheric Rossby waves transfer the signal to the Pacific basin.
The Rossby waves strengthen the upward branch of the Walker circulation cell in the Atlantic and induce
surface divergence in the eastern/central Pacific. Consequently, the westward winds strengthen causing
enhanced upwelling along the coast of South America. The outcome is cooler waters in the eastern Pacific
and a reinforcement of the Bjerknes feedback favoring La Niña conditions. The opposite holds whenever
the equatorial Atlantic is cooler than average.

Domains are homogeneous regions of the spatiotemporal field under study and their cells have a variabil-
ity in time similar enough that the overall averaged correlation is greater than 𝛿. The similarity between
domains can be tested by looking not only at the shape and size of their respective domains but also at
their signal, as shown in Figure 2 for three among the strongest domains (E, TAN , and IO). The correla-
tions between the respective domain signals is 0.98 for the E domain, 0.96 for the TAN , and 0.91 for the IO.
These high correlations, despite small but nonzero differences in shape and size of the domains, imply that
domains embed regions where the signal originates that are smaller than their whole size. For example, in

FALASCA ET AL. 1486



Journal of Advances in Modeling Earth Systems 10.1029/2019MS001654

Figure 2. Signals (see equation (4) in the main text) of (a) the E, (b) the TAN , and (c) IO domains, for the HadISST and
COBEv2 at monthly resolution. All signals are normalized using their respective standard deviation. In (a), the first
global PC for COBEv2 is also reported.

the E domain the dominant signal emerges from the equatorial band, in the TAN from the tropics, and in
the TAS again from the equatorial region (Bracco et al., 2018).

Differences in the time variability of the domains are reflected in the network structure. For instance, a
statistically significant link between TAN and IO is found in HadISST and not in COBEv2 because correla-
tions at lag 0 in the two data sets are 0.38 and 0.26, above and below the significance threshold, respectively.
This translates in a similarly shaped correlograms of the TAN and IO signals but in a statistical significance
inferred only for HadISST.

For comparison purposes we computed the first three EOFs for the COBEv2 data set. The first EOF explains
only ∼20.4% of the total variance, implying that the SST field is too complex to be described by the first
mode. The second and third EOFs explain, respectively, the ∼7.4% and ∼4.4% of the total variance. Sim-
ilarities between the EOF analysis and 𝛿-MAPS are expected, and in Figure 2 the first PC in COBEv2 is
plotted against the normalized E signals. The correlation between the first PC and the E signal is higher than
0.97 independently of the data set. Moreover, also the spatial pattern of the first EOF (not shown here, see
Fountalis et al., 2018 or Tantet & Dijkstra, 2014) is well captured by the strong negative (positive) link
weights between the E domain and domains in the Pacific horseshoe (Indian Ocean) regions. Therefore, the
first EOF mode is essentially contained in our framework.

A key benefit of 𝛿-MAPS, compared to EOF analysis or our previous network framework (Fountalis et al.,
2014, 2015), stems from the inclusion of lagged relationships across domains. For example, the region corre-
sponding to the TAS domain has low variance in the principal components and was not captured in its link
to ENSO by the previous network method (Fountalis et al., 2014, 2015), despite having a robust temporal
leading on the strongest domain of the network.
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Figure 3. Mean sea surface temperature (SST) climatological bias computed against the COBEv2 data set
(CESM-COBEv2) for the period 1980–2015. CESM = Community Earth System Model.

The identified domains in Figure 1 share qualitative similarities with the communities identified by
Tantet and Dijkstra (2014). We emphasize that domains differ quantitatively from communities in terms
of their spatial contiguity; moreover, connections between domains can be analyzed in terms of their sign,
magnitude, and directionality.

5. CESM Climate Networks
Before delving in network analysis of the CESM-LE, we briefly present the model climatological biases and
its linear trends (Figure 3).

The modeled climatologies are very similar across the ensemble, resulting in nearly identical maps across
members over the period of interest. The modeled climatology is characterized by anomalously warm SSTs
in the major upwelling systems (eastern boundaries and Southern Ocean), and in correspondence of the
North Atlantic Current and Kuroshio extensions, and colder than observed SSTs in the equatorial Pacific,
Indian Ocean, North Tropical, and Southern Western Atlantic.

Despite the similar climatologies, the runs differ substantially in their linear trends, with few members (8,
10, 14, and 25) reproducing several features of the observed one. In Figure 4 we show the linear trends
for the two observational data sets and four different members (member 8, 12, 13, and 22), together with
the ensemble mean trend and ensemble trend STD. Trend maps for all 30 runs are found in the appendix
(Figure D1). In the observational data sets the trend patterns are similar but generally stronger in COBEv2
than in HadISST, reminiscent of a negative PDO signal in the Pacific and characterized by a widespread
warming in the North Atlantic and in the Indian Ocean. Overall, linear trends in CESM appear closely
related to dominant modes of variability, as to be expected given the length of the period considered. Dif-
ferences between members and the ensemble trend STD (see Figure 4h) highlight the internal variability of
the system (Deser et al., 2012). For example, members 8 and 13 have trends dominated by opposite phases of
the PDO pattern, while member 12 displays a negative PDO pattern and warming in the equatorial Atlantic
over the region of influence of the Atlantic Niño (Keenlyside & Latif, 2007; Zebiak, 1586). Member 22, on
the other hand, is characterized by warming limited to the equatorial eastern Pacific and Kuroshio extension
region, with a pattern similar to that of the ensemble mean trend, but more intense. Noticeably, none of the
runs reproduces the observed cooling south of 50◦S. The ensemble mean trend is characterized by a gener-
alized warming except for the cold blob south of Greenland (Drijfhout et al., 2012; Rahmstorf et al., 2015)
that is however absent in the observations. The warming is more intense in the equatorial Pacific, equato-
rial Atlantic, Kuroshio extension, southern Atlantic Ocean, the Indian Ocean along the African coast, and
in the North Atlantic especially along the coast of Canada.

In the following we will explore the role that the variability in linear trend plays in determining the networks
by presenting domains and their connections whenever individual trends or the ensemble mean trend are
removed using the metrics introduced earlier: NMI, strength, S, and netCorr. The ensemble mean trend rep-
resents the forced component linked to increased concentrations of greenhouse gases under the assumption
that 30 members are sufficient to sample the internal variability of the system.
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Figure 4. Linear trends for the period 1980–2015 in COBEv2 (a), HadISST (b), and members 8, 12, 13, and 22 (c–f). Ensemble mean trend (g) and ensemble
mean standard deviation (h). SST = sea surface temperature; CESM = Community Earth System Model.

In Figure 5 the strength maps for the four members (8, 12, 13, and 22) are shown after removing the indi-
vidual or the ensemble mean trends (maps for all ensemble members are presented in the appendix, in
Figures C1 and C2). Independently of the trend removal, the strongest domain is always E. Its shape varies
from being equatorially confined, as in the case of member 12, to resembling more closely the PDO pattern
(members 8, 13). These differences do not depend on the 𝛿 treshold and are robust. The eastern equatorial
dynamics in the Pacific determines most of the variance of the E signal, so that differences in the E shape
play a minor role in the network inference.

The distribution of domains in the tropical areas resembles the observed one. Independently of the detrend-
ing method, 𝛿-MAPS identifies a strong Indian Ocean domain (IO) extending over the western portion of
the basin and, in some members, a much weaker domain in the eastern part. This is indicative of a known
overestimation of the Indian Ocean Dipole in CESM (Cai & Cowan, 2013). All runs have domains in the
horseshoe region that are strongly anticorrelated to E, even if their shape and size vary. The identification of
the domains in the tropical Atlantic region, on the other hand, depends on the detrending choice for several
ensemble members. Whenever the ensemble mean trend, with its band of equatorial warming, is removed,
the tropical domains north and south of the equator merge in about 50% of the cases (e.g., members 12 and
22 in Figure 5). Incidentally, if the CESM ensemble trend is removed in HadISST and COBEv2, the merging
of the tropical Atlantic domains is recovered in these data sets as well.
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Figure 5. Strength maps for members 8, 12, 13, and 22 after removing the individual trend (left panels a, c, e, g) and the ensemble mean trend (right panels b,
d, f, h). CESM = Community Earth System Model.

In Figure 6 the networks inferred between the seven domains corresponding to the strongest in the HadISST
and COBEv2 are shown for the same four members as before, with all others in the appendix (see Figure C3).
Here TAS identifies whichever Atlantic domain comprises the equator; if the horseshoe pattern is composed
of multiple domains, the strongest ones to the north and south of the equator are chosen as HSN and HSS,
respectively.

Figure 6 reveals a strong internal variability in the inferred networks whenever individual trends are
removed, despite similarities in the correlograms of the signal of most domains in the different members.
This indicates that the network differences result from the strength of some modeled connections, which
are near the statistical significance level. Overall, in all members correlations from the E domain tend to be
overestimated (see Figure C3). Previous work (He et al., 2017) suggests that this bias may be caused by an
overestimation of the thermodynamic response of the tropics to ENSO in CESM. A more in-depth analysis
on this bias is presented in section 7. While shape and size of domains do not depend significantly on the
trend removed (individual vs. ensemble) except for the tropical Atlantic region, more positive links are cap-
tured by the networks if the ensemble mean trend is subtracted in all members (Figures 6). It is instructive
to compare changes for members 8 and 13. The first is characterized by a linear trend similar in pattern and
intensity to the observed one; its network is also similar to that of the observational data sets, as quantified
in the next section. When the ensemble mean trend is removed, fewer and less intense negative links are
identified. The linear trend of member 13, on the other hand, is characterized by a pattern reminiscent of
the PDO in its positive phase. When this pattern is subtracted, the Pacific variability is modified and fewer
links from the E domain are found. By removing the ensemble mean trend, positive correlated links such as
the one from E to the TAN and SP domains are restored.
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Figure 6. Networks between strong tropical domains for members 8, 12, 13, and 22 after removing the individual trend
(left panels) and the ensemble mean trend (right panels). CESM = Community Earth System Model.

Finally, we focus on the link between the TAS and the E domains in the case of individual trend removal.
All members but one display opposite to the observed or no connection between these two domains. Only
member 26 has a link with similar sign and lag to HadISST and COBEv2, even if weaker than in the observa-
tions. The correlogram between E and TAS domains reveals a strong internal variability (not shown). While
nearly all connections can be regarded as robust within the ensemble, this important link appears fragile.
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Figure 7. Normalized Mutual Information (NMI) versus S and NMI versus netCorr when removing the individual
trend (panel a and b) or the ensemble mean trend (panel c and d), respectively. All networks are compared to COBEv2.
The NMI, Similarity, and netCorr metrics compare networks respectively in terms of shapes and sizes of their domains,
their strength maps, and network topology. Continuous lines indicate the ensemble mean of the metric of interest, and
dashed lines delimit the ensemble standard deviation.

6. Ensemble Evaluation
The metrics introduced earlier are used to quantitatively compare the modeled and observed networks. In
Figure 7 the SST networks for all ensemble members, along with that of HadISST, are compared to the
network obtained using COBEv2 in the (S, NMI) and (netCorr, NMI) spaces. Differences across members
can only be due to the internal variability of the (modeled) climate system. The areas defined by 𝜎NMI · 𝜎S
or 𝜎NMI · 𝜎netCorr quantify such variability in CESM.

In the case of individual trend removal, the NMI of the HadISST network is inside the range defined by
⟨NMICESM⟩ + 𝜎NMICESM

, indicating that, on average, the CESM model reproduces well the spatial extent and
shape of the observed domains. Large differences between the modeled and observed climate arise from the
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Figure 8. Differences in network properties for each member whenever the individual or ensemble mean trends are
removed. NMI (a), S (b), and netCorr (c). Continuous black line indicates the ensemble mean of the metric of interest
while dashed black lines delimit the ensemble standard deviation. Continuous red line indicates the values of NMI, S,
and netCorr for observational data sets (HadISST vs COBEv2). NMI = Normalized Mutual Information.

connectivity properties of the network. Discrepancies are indeed evident when comparing the networks in
terms of domain strengths with the S metric and further increase when using netCorr.

Members 3, 25, 16, 4, 18, and 11 are among the ones with greater S. Being E as the dominant domain in the
SST network, it is expected that in runs with large S the E strength compares well to observations. This is
indeed the case as shown in Figure 9. Having similar domains' strengths is a necessary but not sufficient
condition for two networks to have comparable structure, and indeed, these members span different values
of netCorr, not always close to the ensemble mean ⟨netCorr⟩. It is instructive to look more closely at member
4, which is characterized by a low netCorr but high S. Connections between the strongest domains are not
well captured by it (see Figure C3), and the E domain has too few links; the relatively large value of E
strength is achieved through a large STD of the E signal itself. There are also members with low S but large
netCorr such as 1, 17, and 24. For these members the similarity bias derives from an overestimation of the
strengths of the strongest domains. Indeed, the CESM ensemble members that closely capture the observed
network structure tend to have domains that are too strong compared to both observational data sets, as
further discussed in section 7. The netCorr is therefore a powerful metric when comparing modeled and
observed network structures and should always be used to complement the Similarity one.

If the ensemble mean trend is removed, all three metrics deteriorate slightly in the comparison with
COBEv2, as to be expected. Differences in NMI originate, for the most part, from the identification of a single
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Figure 9. Comparison between the E strength after removing the individual (black) or the ensemble mean trend (red).
Dashed blue and red lines indicate the E strength value for COBEv2 and HadISST, respectively.

tropical Atlantic domain. The shape and size of the other domains is generally robust and independent from
the detrending choice (see Figures C1 and C2). Again, greater differences are found in the network struc-
tures. When removing the ensemble mean trend we obtain, on average, more positive links associated with
the warming residual common to several of the strongest domains. As a result, the anticorrelation between
E and the HSN and HSS domains is statistically significant in fewer members, masked by the residual trend
that has the same sign across the whole tropical Pacific (see Figure 6).

The impact of the choice of trend removal on the final network is further investigated through the evaluation
of the changes in each metric for all members (Figure 8).

The NMI, when comparing networks for the same member with different detrending strategies, is high
(⟨NMI⟩ = 0.60) and the spread across the ensemble is contained (𝜎NMI = 0.06). For reference, the NMI
obtained comparing the HadISST and COBEv2 networks was NMIHadISST = 0.39. The S metric and netCorr
have mean values of ⟨S⟩ = 0.70 and ⟨netCorr⟩ = 0.53, only slightly lower than those found comparing
HadISST and COBEv2 (SHadISST = 0.72 and netCorrHadISST = 0.55), but the spread across the ensemble is
more substantial than for the NMI metric (𝜎S = 𝜎netCorr = 0.11). The topology of (CESM) SST networks
is then, on average, independent of the trend removal method. However, relatively large 𝜎S and 𝜎netCorr are
indicative of the removal of some internal variability at the level of single-ensemble members. Therefore,
in some cases removing the individual trend on a time scale of 35 years can coincide with the removal of
a portion of the climate variability signal. For example, in ensemble member 13 differences are evident: its
linear trend (Figure 4) is reminiscent of a strong positive ENSO/PDO pattern, and its removal impacts the
network connectivity in the Pacific. Given the heterogeneity in trends though, a cause-effect relation of the
individual versus ensemble mean trend removal common to all members cannot be identified. The strongest
difference in netCorr is found for member 4; for this run the removal of the ensemble mean trend results
in a network with a strong tropical Atlantic domain (Figure C2) in correspondence of an intense residual
warming confined in the equatorial Atlantic.

Finally, we quantify how the strengths of the strongest domain, E, vary depending on the detrending choice
(Figure 9). For most members, the E strength is nearly independent of it. It is worth noting, however, that
whenever the individual trend has a pattern similar to the observed one (for example, in the case of members
8, 10-same sign, and 13-opposite sign), then the strength the E domain increases slightly when the ensemble
mean trend is removed.

7. Biases in the Modeled Network Properties
In this section we investigate biases in the SST network structure of the CESM ensemble when compared to
that of observational data sets. Biases are robust—across members—differences the model and the observa-
tions, as opposed to differences that may be linked to the model internal variability. We verified that results
are, on average, independent of the detrending method and discuss only the case of individual trend removal,
which is consistent with the detrending applied to the observational data sets. We focus on connections and
statistical properties of the E, TAN , and IO domains, but the analysis holds for all tropical domains.

7.1. Overestimation of the Thermodynamic Feedback to El Niño Events
Positive correlations between E and tropical domains are always overestimated in CESM (see Figure C3).
This bias stems from an overly strong thermodynamic response of the tropics to El Niño episodes (Chiang &
Sobel, 2002; Chiang & Lintner, 2005; Saravanan & Chang, 1999) and is common to all ensemble members. As
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Figure 10. Maps of lag correlation coefficients between the E signal (as computed by the sea surface temperature networks) and the air temperature-detrended
anomalies integrated from 900 to 200 mbar (tropospheric temperature anomalies). Each column refer to the reanalysis (MERRA-2) or ensemble member (12,
13, and 22). Each row indicates the lag 𝜏 in months. For instance, 𝜏 = 2 indicates a 2-month leading of the E signal on tropospheric temperature anomalies.
CESM = Community Earth System Model.

discussed also in Bracco et al. (2018), tropical SST variability is linked to that of the eastern Pacific through
a thermodynamic response following El Niño events. During an El Niño episode, the heat transferred from
the ocean to the atmosphere in the tropical eastern Pacific is transported to the east by Kelvin waves and
to the west by Rossby waves (Gill, 1980; Matsuno, 1966). This Gill-Matsuno-type response to SST warm
anomalies in the E domain induces a more stable atmospheric column in the tropical troposphere, inhibiting
convection and causing mixed-layer warming in tropical oceans away from the equatorial eastern Pacific.
This is captured by the SST networks in terms of positive weight links between the E domain and the TAN
and IO domains.

This equatorial heat-induced wave response is quantified in Figure 10. Here we computed the lag correla-
tions between the E signal and monthly air temperature-detrended anomalies integrated from 900 to 200
mbar for the reanalysis data sets (SSTs from COBEv2, but identical results are obtained for HadISST, and
air temperature fields from MERRA-2) and three ensemble members (12, 13, and 22). Members 12 and 22
are among those with the strongest leadings of the E domain on tropical domains in the SST networks (see
Figure C3). Member 13 instead has relatively (to CESM) weak link weights associated with the E domain.
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Figure 11. Correlograms between the E and (a) the TAN and (b) the IO signals in HadISST, COBEv2, and 30 members
of the CESM. The CESM envelope includes results from all ensemble members. The solid line indicates the ensemble
mean. Correlograms are computed from −12 to 12 months. CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large
Ensemble.

Following Chiang and Sobel (2002), the response can be split in three different phases: a growing phase
(from 𝜏 ∼ − 4 to 𝜏 ∼ 0 months), a mature phase (from 𝜏 ∼ 0 to 𝜏 ∼ 4 months), and a decaying phase (from
𝜏 ∼ 4 to 𝜏 ∼ 10 months). The growing phase corresponds to a large heat transfer to the troposphere dur-
ing the development of an El Niño and the resulting generation of equatorial wave fronts transporting the
eastern Pacific anomalous heating to other tropical areas. The mature phase corresponds to an increase in
magnitude of the correlation between the E signal and the tropospheric temperature in the tropical band
and is associated to a uniform heating of the tropical regions impacted by El Niño. Finally, in the decay phase
we see a gradual loss in correlations between the E signal and the tropics.

All three members differ from the reanalysis in the growing phase: even if the correlation pattern is reminis-
cent of the observed “dumbbell shape” (Chiang & Sobel, 2002) in the eastern Pacific, stronger than observed
values are present in the tropical Atlantic and central Africa at 𝜏 = −2. This suggests a faster than observed
propagation of the eastern Pacific signal by wave dynamics in CESM. During the mature phase the correla-
tions are overestimated and more uniformly distributed across the tropical belt in members 12 and 22, while
member 13 is closer to MERRA-2 in the response magnitude but nonetheless overestimates the signal over
the Indian Ocean, Atlantic Ocean and Africa. Finally, an important difference is found in the decay phase
that is too long in the model. Specifically, even after lags as large as 𝜏 = 10 months strong correlations
remain in the equatorial band, and this holds also for member 13, notwithstanding the lower intensity.

The overestimation of this specific dynamical teleconnection can be quantified by the correlograms between
E, TAN , and IO domains in all model members and reanalyses, as shown in Figure 11. The E lead into other
tropical domains depends indeed strongly on the strength of the thermodynamic link. Values significantly
higher than in the reanalyses are found in CESM for the E connection with the TAN domain. Positive links
from E to the IO are generally closer to those in the observations for the lag range 𝜏 = [− 3, 0] but are
overestimated for 𝜏 < −3 months.

7.2. Overestimation of Tropical Domains Strengths
Consistently with the overestimation of the thermodynamic link, the strengths of the tropical domains are
too strong in CESM compared to the HadISST and COBEv2, as shown in Figure 9 and in Figure 12 for the
E, TAN , and IO domains. In the case of the TAN and IO domains, this is not due to an overestimation of
the STDs of their own signals (Figures 13b and 13c), but to the overestimation of the STDs of the modeled
E. Additionally, the relative strengths of E, TAN , and IO covary across members. Indeed, the correlation
coefficient between the strengths of the E and IO domains for members 1 to 30 is c.c. = 0.79, and those
of E and TAN is c.c. = 0.83. Taken together with the robust leading of the E domain, this implies that the
strength of the TAN and IO domains is controlled by the links with the eastern Pacific.
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Figure 12. Strength of the (a) TAN and (b) IO domains for 30 CESM members, HadISST, and COBEv2. CESM =
Community Earth System Model.

Figure 13. Standard deviations of the (a) E, (b) TAN , and (c) IO signals for 30 CESM members, HadISST, and COBEv2.
CESM = Community Earth System Model. STD = standard deviation.
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Figure 14. Autocorrelations of the (a) E, (b) TAN , and (c) IO signals for 30 members of CESM-LE, HadISST, and
COBEv2. The correlogram envelope embeds all values found in the ensemble. The solid line indicates the ensemble
mean. Autocorrelations are computed for the lag range 𝜏 ∈ [− 12, 12] months. CESM-LE = Community Earth System
Model Large Ensemble.

7.3. Overestimation of Domains Signals Autocorrelations
Lastly, the autocorrelations of the E, TAN , and IO signals across all model members are biased toward very
large values, as shown in Figure 14 where autocorrelations are computed for a lag range 𝜏 ∈ [− 12, 12]
months. Values are as high as ∼0.6 for lags as long as 10 months (see Figure 14a). Only five members (2, 9,
12, 18, and 21) have the autocorrelation of the E signal that compares well with the observations. For these
members, the power spectrum of the E signals is also similar to the observed ones. In all other members the
ENSO episodes repeat with a well-defined periodicity, resulting in strong autocorrelations.

The overestimation of the autocorrelations impacts the inferred networks. For example, the networks for
members 5 and 10, both with very high autocorrelations, have few statistical significant links once the
autocorrelations are accounted. These results are largely independent on the detrending strategy. For com-
pleteness, correlograms between E, TAN , and IO domains along with their autocorrelations, for the case of
ensemble mean trend removal are shown in the appendix in Figures E1 and F1.

8. Climate Networks in Time
In recent years, a few number of studies investigated the temporal evolution of climate networks. The focus
of these works ranges from the temporal variability of surface air temperature networks (Radebach et al.,
2013) to new methods to characterize the evolution of climate networks (Tupikina et al., 2014), to the study
of their temporal stability (Berezin et al., 2012). The majority of these contributions focus on reanalyses data.

Here, we evaluate the evolution in time of the SST climate networks in the observational data sets and in a
subset of 10 members of the CESM ensemble. We focus on the evolution of single-network properties (i.e.,
domains strengths) and in changes in time of specific connections. We then attribute differences between
observations and models either to model biases or internal variability.

Networks are inferred over periods of 51 years and computed with a sliding window of 2 years for observa-
tional data sets from 1920 to 2015, and 3 years for the ensemble members from 1920 to 2100. All data sets
are analyzed at the lower resolution of 2.0◦ × 2.5◦, and in each period the SST data are detrended. We have
shown in section 7 that network changes in the most recent period are, on average, not strongly affected by
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Figure 15. Ensemble mean trend and trend standard deviation for periods 1920–1970 (a,b), 1965–2015 (c,d), and 2049–2099 (e,f). CESM = Community Earth
System Model; STD = standard deviation.

the detrending choice (i.e., whether the ensemble mean or single-member trend is removed). Differences
quantified in Figure 8 between networks with individual member or ensemble trend removed are on aver-
age analogous to those between the HadISST and the COBEv2. Furthermore, we verified that, for periods
of 51 years, the pattern of the ensemble mean trend and its STD do not change much over time (Figure 15).
The mean trends are characterized by an overall global SST warming, as to be expected given the evolu-
tion in radiative forcing, which is more uniform than what was obtained when considering the most recent
35 years. The STD of the ensemble trend is also similar across periods and smaller than during 1980–2015.
The variability is generally stronger in the North Pacific and North Atlantic regions and smaller elsewhere.
Noticeably, there is an increase in STD in the equatorial Pacific over time. This result is in agreement with the
analysis performed by Liguori and Di Lorenzo (2018) on the same model ensemble, and suggests a possible
increase in strength in the coupling between tropical and extratropical decadal variability in the Pacific in
response to a more energetic North Pacific Meridional Mode; the Pacific tropical variance, however, remains
contained. We consider it therefore reasonable to analyze network changes over time only in the case of
individual trend removal.

The size and shape of domains are found to be largely independent of the period analyzed in all data sets
considered (see Figure 17 later in this section). The networks, however, vary in their mean strengths, mainly
in response to changes in the amplitude and variance of the E signal. This is quantified considering the time
evolution of the STD of the E signal for each period and of the tropical mean strength (TMS), computed as
the weighted averaged strength of all domains over the latitudinal range [30◦S, 30◦N] (Figure 16).

In both HadISST and COBEv2 there is a linear positive trend in E signal STD, but significant only for
HadISST according to a Student's t test with 95% confidence level. Differences between the two observational
data sets are larger in periods before 1940–1990 and smaller thereafter. From 1920–1970 to 1971–2021 the
CESM ensemble mean E STD have a positive trend similar to that of HadISST, but the E signals are gener-
ally overestimated. In this time span, the trend is statistically significant, again according to a t test, in seven
members along with the ensemble mean. After the 1971–2021 period, eight out of the 10 members have no
significant trend, and the STD of the E signal continues to grow steadily only in two runs (members 3 and 5).

Recently, Zheng et al. (2018) investigated changes in ENSO amplitude in the CESM-LE and the role of inter-
nal variability by computing the 50-year running STDs of the Niño 3 index. They found a strong internal
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Figure 16. Time evolution of tropical mean strength for 10 members of the CESM-LE, HadISST, and COBEv2. The
years on the x axis denote the last in the 51-year periods analyzed. CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large
Ensemble

variability in the amplitude of the ENSO signal and argue that a minimum of 15 ensemble members should
be considered to decouple the role of internal variability and forced response to ENSO changes. Differing
from their study, here we consider SST anomalies over a larger region, specifically the E domain identified
by 𝛿-MAPS, and the STD spread is contained. We verified that 10 members are sufficient to characterize
the projected evolution of the E amplitude by removing one or two members chosen randomly from the 10
considered.

Focusing on the TMS evolution, a small but significant trend is found in the HadISST data set, in which the
correlation between the time series of the STD of the E signal and the TMS is 0.80. In COBEv2 no significant
trend is present and the correlation drops to 0.63. In CESM eight of the members analyzed, along with
the ensemble mean, have a statistical significant trend over the 1920–1971 to 1971–2021 period, and the
TMS trend is much stronger than in the HadISST or COBEv2 by the end of the historical integrations in all
members. Afterward, the positive trend remains significant in five members, along with the ensemble mean.

The overestimation in the amplitude of the E signal STD in CESM, due to the overestimated thermodynamic
response of the tropics to the E variability (see section 7), translates in an even larger overestimation of
the TMS, which evolves, amplified by the other tropical domains, following the E signal. For the members
analyzed the average correlation between the E STD and TMS is 0.78 with a STD of 0.20.

As previously discussed, changes in tropical mean strength are not related to changes in shapes and sizes
of the domains, but rather to changes in their connectivity. Figures 17a–17d show the E link maps for the
first and last 51-year-long periods in HadISST and COBEv2. There is no qualitative change in the overall
structure of domains and links to/from the E domain, except for those between the E and South Tropical
Atlantic domains that lack in robustness. In the HadISST case there is a moderate increase in the link weight
with the domains in the horseshoe region, particularly in the Southern Hemisphere, and with the Indian
Ocean moving from the first to the last periods. Link maps are shown also for CESM members 1 and 3. In
member 1 the STD of the E signal and the TMS follow broadly the evolution of the ensemble mean. There
is a general strengthening between the first and second periods considered, and then link weights remain
stable. Member 3, on the other hand, is one of the two for which the E signal STD continues to grow in the
future, with a peak in the projections for 2019–2069, shown in the figure. Links, both positive and negative,
strengthen during the whole integration.
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Figure 17. E domain link maps. The color of each domain quantifies the weight of its connection with the E domain. CESM = Community Earth System Model.

The changes in connectivities from the E domain over time are further visualized by showing the correlo-
grams of the E domain from/to the IO, TAN , and TAS domains. In the case of the observations (Figure 18), for
which the correlograms are similar across the data sets, the leading of E to the IO domain is the most robust
link, with the E domain always leading the Indian Ocean one (see Figures 18a and 18b). Leading positive,
but weaker, correlations are also found between the E and TAN , with the E lead being stronger between the
periods 1926–1976 and 1950–2000, and weaker thereafter (Figures 18c and 18d). Interestingly, Figures 18e
and 18f show that in the observations the lead of the South Tropical Atlantic on the eastern Pacific is time
dependent and active only in certain decades, in agreement with the analysis by Martín-Rey et al. (2014).

The correlograms for two CESM members, numbers 1 and 3 are shown in Figure 19. Due to the thermody-
namic bias, the leadings of E on the IO, TAN , and TAS domains are robust, especially for the first two links,
and always overestimated. In the case of member 3 correlations with IO and TAN grow during most of the
21st century. The relation between E and TAS, on the other hand, displays greater variability in time, and
a lead of the TAS domain on E is apparent during some decades especially in member 1. In the historical
period 1980–2015 we found that only one member (number 26) captured the leading of TAS on E, while all
others showed no link or an E lead. This last analysis suggests that the dynamic teleconnection between
the TAS and E domains is captured, at least partially, by CESM, notwithstanding the masking caused by
the overestimated thermodynamic teleconnections from E onto all tropical domains, but is highly variabile
in time. Therefore, the lack of this specific link in most members cannot be attributed to a specific bias. A
more detailed investigation of this last point along with the analysis in time of all 30 ensemble members (as
suggested by Maher et al., 2018) is left for future studies.

9. Summary
A new framework to analyze and compare climate fields is presented and applied toward the investigation
of SST fields in observational data sets and climate models outputs. The framework is built upon 𝛿-MAPS
(Fountalis et al., 2018), a network methodology that aims at identifying the spatially contiguous components
of a system that contribute in an essential way to its dynamics. 𝛿-MAPS then infers the connections between
those components or domains, and in doing so it accounts for autocorrelations (Guez et al., 2014). Com-
pared to previous work (Fountalis et al., 2014), major improvements of 𝛿-MAPS, besides the care taken to
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Figure 18. Correlograms in time between E and IO (a, b), TAN (c, d), and TAS (e, f) signals in HadISST and COBEv2.
Correlograms are computed from −12 to 12 months (x axis) and from period 1920–1970 to 1965–2015 (y axis). The
colors quantify the cross correlations between signals.

account for autocorrelations, include domains overlapping, the possibility of capturing lagged relationships,
and the identification of grid cells that do not belong to any domain. We emphasize that this framework does
not provide informations on dynamics and/or causality. However, topological differences between observed
and modeled networks can be used to uncover and track model biases due to the poor representation of
dynamical processes. A set of four metrics complements the data mining package and allows for character-
izing the domains properties and their connectivity patterns. These metrics are adopted from the literature
or developed with the goal of allowing the comparison of domains and their connections in climate stud-
ies (see section 2.2). Differences in domains shape and size are quantified using the NMI, the distance in
domains strength between two networks is quantified by the Similarity metric, and the time evolution of
each domain is characterized by its strength. Furthermore, the newly developed netCorr allows to quantify
differences in network structures, accounting for temporal ordering and domains overlapping.

A major objective of 𝛿-MAPS is to infer linkages across domains in the same climate field and eventually
across different components of the climate system through analysis of multiple fields and linkages across
networks. It represents a scalable framework to quantify differences across data sets and evaluate the impact
of perturbations in forcing agents on the topological properties of climate fields. Here we have focused on
one of these applications; additional examples can be found in Bracco et al. (2018). We tested the robustness
of 𝛿-MAPS on two observational data sets, HadISST and COBEv2, focusing on the period 1980–2015. As to
be expected, the strongest domain identified, the E domain, corresponds to the ENSO mode of variability
and has a signal extremely well correlated with the first principal component of the global SST field. Known
teleconnections, such as the positive correlation of the E domain with the Indian Ocean and negative corre-
lations with the Pacific horseshoe pattern (Alexander, 2002) are captured, and their relative strength easily
quantified. The important lagged leading of the South Tropical Atlantic on E that has characterized the last
few decades (Rodriguez-Fonseca et al., 2009) is also captured as a key component of the network.
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Figure 19. Correlograms in time between the E and the IO (a, b), the TAN (c, d), and the TAS (e, f) signals in members
1 and 3. Correlograms are computed from −12 to 12 months (x axis) and from period 1920–1970 to 2049–2099 (y axis).
The colors quantify the cross correlations between signals. CESM = Community Earth System Model.
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To exemplify how the proposed framework can be used to quantify differences across data sets, we compared
the network structure of the observational data sets and that of 30 members of the CESM-LE . Networks for
the CESM integrations were constructed removing the individual or the ensemble mean trend. The detrend-
ing choice does not significantly affect shapes and sizes of the identified domains, as quantified by the NMI
metric. For the majority of the ensemble members, the choice of detrending has a negligible impact on the
inferred networks: average differences, quantified by the average Similarity (⟨S⟩) and netCorr (⟨netCorr⟩)
metrics, are found to be as large as between the two observational data sets considered. Differences in the
networks as function of the detrending choice arise mostly in the tropical Pacific, where negative links such
as those between the E and HSN , HSS may weaken if the ensemble trend is removed, due to the warming
trend in both the E and horseshoe regions.

Independently of the trend removed, the domains identified in the CESM-LE for the period 1980–2015 are
similar to those found in HadISST and COBEv2. The connectivity properties, however, differ between the
model and observational data sets, as quantified by the Similarity and netCorr metrics. By interpreting the
differences in these two metrics, we identified: (i) an overestimation of the STD of the E domain signal, (ii) an
overestimation of the thermodynamic response of the tropics to E variability, and (iii) very large autocorrela-
tions of the strongest domains signals. The first and second biases imply stronger than observed correlations
from the E domain to the other domains identified in the tropics, greater link weights for domains in this
region, and stronger than observed tropical strengths. At the same time, an ENSO signal that is temporally
“too periodic” implies greater autocorrelations and lower than observed statistical significance for some con-
nections in about half of the simulations. It is worth noting that a network may have the “right” topology,
despite overestimating all domains strengths. This would result in small Similarity but high netCorr val-
ues. For this reason, when comparing networks from different data sets, the Similarity and netCorr metrics
should be used jointly.

Finally, we investigated changes in network properties over time in 10 members of the CESM-LE, from 1920
to 2100, and observational data sets, from 1920 to 2015, to highlight another possible application of 𝛿-MAPS.
In HadISST and in seven ensemble members, the STD of the E domain signal increases over time with a
statistically significant trend that, in most runs, lasts until 2020. Only two integrations continue to have a
growing STD trend through the 21st century. An increase of the STD of the E signal broadly corresponds to a
statistically significant increase in tropical mean strength, or, in other words, to an increase in connectivity
among domains across the tropics. We conclude that while the influence and amplitude of ENSO increased
in the last century, according to one observational data set and most model runs, CESM projects a weak-
ening of such trend after 2020, despite the continuous increase in greenhouse gas forcing in the scenario
considered.

Focusing on the representation of the three major tropical connections, we found that in observations the
most stable over time is the lead of E on the IO. The E lead on the TAN is also robust but weaker. CESM
captures both, but overestimates the correlations without differentiating in their amplitude. The observed
leading by the South Tropical Atlantic on the E domain is time dependent (Martín-Rey et al., 2014) and
absent in the observations before the period 1944–1994. CESM members overestimate the positive, thermo-
dynamically driven link from the E domain into the TAS one, but capture, during certain decades and in few
runs, the dynamic link from the TAS to E. 𝛿-MAPS would provide a useful tool to investigate more in depth
the variability and origin of this connection.

In conclusion, the domain identification algorithm of 𝛿-MAPS enables to reduce the complexity of large
climate data sets in an automated way, with several advantages when compared to more traditional
dimensionality reduction methods (Fountalis et al., 2018 provides a detailed comparison).

The novelty and utility of the proposed framework consists in allowing for comparing and ranking climate
model ensembles in a common, compact, reduced metric spaces (e.g., (NMI, S) and (NMI,netCorr)). This
ultimately leads to a simultaneous quantification of model differences in their average error, variability, and
representation of teleconnections (origin, strength, relative importance, and time evolution). This informa-
tion can then be translated into simple visualizations of tradeoffs and mismatches between models, at both
global and regional scales, in terms of the spatial distribution and shape of domains and of the topological
role of each domain in the network. Moreover, this methodology can be used to compare the same cli-
mate model integrated using different parameters, parameterizations or forcing fields, to establish linkages
between perturbations to the modeled climate system and its response.
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Currently, 𝛿-MAPS uses a simple correlation metric among grid cells to define domains and their linkages.
In the future we envision generalizing it to include the analysis of nonlinear phenomena and causal rela-
tionships adopting metrics such as the mutual information (Lancichinetti et al., 2009; McDaid et al., 2013)
and Granger causality (Granger, 1969).

Appendix A: Heuristics for the K Parameter and 𝜹 Threshold
In this appendix we discuss the heuristic for selecting the K parameter and the 𝛿 threshold.

A.1. The K Parameter
One of the underlying concepts in 𝛿-MAPS is that the identified domains have epicenter(s) of activity. To
identify such epicenters, a local homogeneity field is computed based on the K-neighborhood of each grid
cell. The K-neighborhood of a grid cell i, 𝛤K(i) includes the grid cell and its K nearest neighbors. The
local homogeneity of grid cell i is simply the average Pearson correlation between grid cells in 𝛤K(i) or
r̂K(i) =

∑
m≠n,∈ΓK (i)rm,n

K (K+1)
. If the local homogeneity of a grid cell is larger than 𝛿 and a local maximum in the local

homogeneity field, then the grid cell and its local neighborhood are a seed for a domain. Thus, K is a lower
bound to the size of a domain. If K is too small, then the local homogeneity field will be noisy (too many
epicenters might be identified for a single domain). If K is too large the local homogeneity field will be too
smooth and candidate domain epicenters may go undetected. To select an optimal K value, we propose the
following: first, we construct domains for a range of K values; then we use the NMI metric (see section 2.2)
to construct a pairwise similarity matrix (Figure A1 shown for the COBEv2 data set); finally, we select a K
for which (a) the NMI is large and (b) the NMI is large for neighboring values of K to ensure that our results
are not sensitive to fluctuations around the proposed K. With the proposed heuristic we set K = 16 for
COBEv2 and members of the CESM-LE and K = 22 for HadISST. For the lower-resolutions data sets used
in section 8, the optimal K is 4, which is the smallest K that considers neighbors in all directions.

A.2. Heuristic for 𝜹
The threshold 𝛿 defines the minimum degree of homogeneity required to form a domain. It represents the
minimum required average pairwise Pearson correlation between the grid cells of a domain; the higher the
threshold, the higher the required homogeneity, and therefore the smaller the size of a domain.

The parameter 𝛿 is selected as follows. For each pair of grid cells i, j in the data set under investigation, we
compute the Pearson correlation at zero lag ri,j and we assess the significance of each correlation using the
Bartlett's formula (Box et al., 2011). Under the assumptions that the time series of i and j are stationary with
independent and normally distributed errors and of no coupling, ri,j has zero mean and its variance can be

Figure A1. Normalized mututal information and its dependency on the K parameter for COBEv2.
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estimated as

Var[ri,𝑗] =
1
T

T∑
𝜏=−T

ri,i(𝜏)r𝑗,𝑗(𝜏), (A1)

where T is the length of the time series and ri,i(𝜏) the autocorrelation of the time series of grid cell i at lag 𝜏.
The scaled values zi,𝑗 = ri,𝑗√

Var[ri,𝑗 ]
approximately follow a standard normal distribution. Thus, significant

cross correlations can be found applying a one-sided z test for a given level of significance 𝛼. In this work
we always set 𝛼 = 0.01.

The threshold 𝛿 is then chosen to be the average of all significant correlations. Intuitively, a domain is a set
of spatially contiguous grid cells and therefore the minimum degree of homogeneity has to be greater than
the mean significant correlation of a set of randomly picked grid cells. 𝛿 depends on the significance level
𝛼, the autocorrelation structure of the time series and the correlation distribution of the field under study.

Appendix B: Adjacency Matrix of a Network Between Functional Domains and
netCorr Metric: A Simple Example
The netCorr metric is computed as a two-dimensional correlation between the adjacency matrices of two
networks. Differently from common approaches in the network science literature (Barabási, 2016; Newman,
2010), in our framework the entities of the system are not point-like structures but functional domains. The
sizes, shapes, and number of these spatially embedded structures depend on the data set under investiga-
tion. Therefore, encoding their network in an adjacency matrix comparable across data sets is a nontrivial
procedure. Using synthetic data, here we elucidate the steps to construct such a matrix.

Figure B1. (a) Six domains on a spatial grid. Domains overlapping are shown in black. (b) The functional network
between domains. Links colors indicate the corresponding cross correlations, arrows indicate temporal ordering of the
interactions. Given the limited size of the network we also report all cross correlations.

Table B1
Domains' Coordinates and Strengths

Domain (Row, column) Strength
A ((1,3), (2,2), (2,3), (2,4), (3,3)) sN (A) = 2.25
B ((2,2), (3,1), (3,2), (3,3), (4,2)) sN (B) = 1.35
F ((3,3),(4,3),(5,3)) sN (F) = 1.35
C ((1,7),(2,6),(2,7),(2,8),(3,7)) sN (C) = 1.3
E ((3,5),(3,6),(3,7)) sN (E) = 1.6
D ((3,7),(4,6),(4,7),(4,8),(5,7)) sN (D) = 1.35
G ((5,5),(5,6)) sN (G) = 0
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Figure C1. Strength maps for 30 members of the CESM-LE. The E strengths are indicated atop of each panel.
Networks were computed after removing the individual trend to each member. CESM-LE = Community Earth System
Model Large Ensemble.
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Figure C2. Networks identified between seven strong domains in 30 members of the CESM-LE. Link colors indicate the corresponding cross correlations and
the arrows indicate the link directionalities. The lag ranges associated with some connections are reported. The networks were computed after removing the
individual trend to each member. CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large Ensemble.

We consider six domains on a 8 × 5 spatial grid. Domains and their functional network N are shown in
Figure B1. For clarity, all grid points belonging to each domain di along with domain strength sN (di) are
shown in Table B1.

The number of nonmasked grid points is n = 40. For each of the n cells in the grid, we want to generate a
n dimensional vector encoding the links of the domain it belongs to. This results in the computation of an
adjacency matrix MN of n rows and n columns.

It is useful to assign a label to every grid point (i, j) and use these labels as indices (k, l) of the adjacency
matrix. For instance, label k = 1 corresponds to the grid point with coordinates (1, 1), k = 2 to point (1, 2),
k = 9 to point (2, 1), and so on until the last, k = 40, in position (5, 8).

We consider each k and compute the adjacency matrix following instructions in section 2.2.4. Here we focus
on few specific grid points and explain how to apply the rules described in section 2.2.4.
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Figure C3. Strength maps for 30 members of the CESM-LE. The E strengths are indicated atop of each panel.
Networks were computed after removing the ensemble trend to each member. CESM-LE = Community Earth System
Model Large Ensemble.
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Figure C4. Networks identified between strong domains in 30 members of the CESM-LE. Link colors indicate the corresponding cross-correlations and the
arrows indicate the link directionalities. The lag ranges associated with some connections are reported. The networks were computed after removing the
ensemle trend to each member. CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large Ensemble.

We can group grid points k in two main categories:

1. k does not belong to any domain. In this case, a value of zero has to be set to all n entries in the kth row of
MN . For example k = 1 does not belong to any domain and its contribution to the connectivity pattern
of the system is zero. All n entries in the first row of this adjacency matrix will be set equal to zero, and
similarly for k = 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 13, 20, 24, 25, 28, 29, 33, 34, 36, and 40. Additionally, if k belongs to a
domain with zero strength, it also does not have a role in the connectivity pattern of the system. This is
the case of k = 37 and k = 38, which belong to domain G with strength sN (G) = 0 (see Table B1). All n
entries of rows 37 and 38 in the adjacency matrix are set to zero.

2. k belongs to a domain di with strength sN (di) > 0, as in the case k = 7. This k belongs to domain C. The
7th row of the adjacency matrix is computed as follows:

• All entries l that do not belong to any domain are set to zero. These entries are l = 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 13, 20,
24, 25, 28, 29, 33, 34, 36, and 40.

• All entries l that belong to domains not connected to C are set to zero. These entries are l = 21, 22, 27,
and 35.
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Figure D1. Linear trends of 30 members of the CESM-LE (Community Earth System Model Large Ensemble).

• All entries l that belong exclusively to domain C are set to zero (given that self loops are excluded in our
framework). These entries are l = 7, 14, 15, and 16.

• If l belongs to a domain dj connected to C with a correlation r∗C,𝑗 , the value of r∗C,𝑗 is assigned to the l entry
if C is leading dj or if their lag range include zero. Because of this choice, entries l = 17, 18, and 26 in this
row are set to zero even if these points belong to domain B connected with C. In the case of dj overlapping
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Figure E1. Correlograms between the E and TAN (a) and IO (b) domains whenever the ensemble trend is removed.
CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large Ensemble.

with other domains, the value that maximizes |r∗C,𝑗 | is chosen. For k = 7 an additional test would have to
be performed for entries l = 10 and l = 19 that coincide with the overlapping of domains A and B, both
connected with C. In this case |r∗C,A| > |r∗C,B| so that entries l = 10 and l = 19 in the seventh row of the
adjacency matrix should encode values of r∗C,A. Similarly, the overlapping entry l = 23 is set equal to r∗C,D.

• Finally, in point k = 23 (coordinates (3,7)) there is the overlapping of three domains (see Table B1).
When filling row 23 of the adjacency matrix, this point is considered as part of the strongest domain E (see
Table B1) and then treated as in the case k = 7.

Given two networks N1 and N2, and their adjacency matrices MN1
and MN2

the netCorr metric is given by
the two-dimensional correlation of the two matrices. The two-dimensional correlation is computed in two
steps: first the two n by n matrices are cast in two vectors of dimension n2, and then a correlation between
these two vectors is computed.

Appendix C: Modeled Networks
Strength maps and networks for all the 30 members of the CESM-LE are reported here, both in the case of
individual trend (Figures C1 and C2) and ensemble trend removal (Figures C3 and C4).

Appendix D: Trends
Linear trends of all the 30 members analyzed are reported here in Figure D1.

Appendix E: Correlograms E–TAN and E–IO Whenever the Ensemble Trend is
Removed
Correlograms between the E and TAN (Figure E1a) and IO (Figure E1b) domains whenever the ensemble
trend is removed are reported here.

Appendix F: Autocorrelations of the E, TAN , and IO Signals Whenever the
Ensemble Trend is Removed
Autocorrelations of the E (Figure F1a), TAN (Figure F1b), and IO (Figure F1c) signals whenever the
ensemble trend is removed are reported here.
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Figure F1. Autocorrelations of the E (a), TAN (b), and IO (c) signals whenever the ensemble trend is removed.
CESM-LE = Community Earth System Model Large Ensemble.
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