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Figure S1: Same as Figure 3 in the main manuscript, but for the largest possible period available 
for each intercomparison project. Some of the models did not provide the data for the complete 

period, causing a slightly smaller number of models considered for this time window. 
 

Figure S2: Same as Figure 5-6 in the manuscript, but for DJF 1979-1988. Considering that we do 
not have AMIP1 data for this time window, it has been excluded from the analysis. 

 
Figure S3: AMIP vs CMIP comparison where only the models having both a coupled and 
atmosphere-only versions have been retained for DJF 1979-1988. Negligible differences are 
observed when larger time windows are adopted. 
 
Table S4: Summary for the Multi Model Mean over the Euro-Atlantic and Pacific region (defined 
between 26.25 W - 41.25 E and 116.25 E - 213.75 E respectively) of the different intercomparison 
project for the DJF 1979-1988. A direct comparison has been performed between each datasets 
using a Welch t-test in order to assess the significance of the difference (taking into consideration 

thus the model spread within each intercomparison project). In bold are marked the datasets that 
show a difference between the MMM with a 5% significance level. 
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Figure S2: Same as Figure 5-6 in the manuscript, but for DJF 1979-1988. Considering that we do 
not have AMIP1 data for this time window, it has been excluded from the analysis. 

  

10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0242.s1 DAVINI AND D’ANDREA

3



 
Figure S3: AMIP vs CMIP comparison where only the models having both a coupled and 
atmosphere-only versions have been retained for DJF 1979-1988. Negligible differences are 
observed when larger time windows are adopted. 
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MIPs Sector Mean 1 Mean 2 P-Value 

AMIP1 vs AMIP3 Euro-Atlantic 8.91 8.61 0.918 

Pacific 8.8 14.21 0.013 

AMIP3 vs AMIP5 Euro-Atlantic 8.66 9.29 0.615 

Pacific 14.21 16.38 0.258 
AMIP1 vs AMIP5 Euro-Atlantic 8.91 9.86 0.87 

Pacific 8.8 16.38 0 

CMIP3 vs CMIP5 Euro-Atlantic 8.19 9.86 0.136 

Pacific 14.49 19.08 0.006 
AMIP3 vs CMIP3 Euro-Atlantic 8.66 8.19 0.719 

Pacific 14.21 14.49 0.882 
AMIP5 vs CMIP5 Euro-Atlantic 9.29 9.86 0.578 

Pacific 16.38 19.08 0.091 
 

Table S4: Summary for the Multi Model Mean over the Euro-Atlantic and Pacific region (defined 
between 26.25 W - 41.25 E and 116.25 E - 213.75 E respectively) of the different intercomparison 

project for the DJF 1979-1988. A direct comparison has been performed between each datasets 
using a Welch t-test in order to assess the significance of the difference (taking into consideration 

thus the model spread within each intercomparison project). In bold are marked the datasets that 
show a difference between the MMM with a 5% significance level. 
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