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Abstract We used the Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) global two-dimensional (2D) atmospheric
model to investigate the stratospheric ozone response to a proposed geoengineering activity wherein a
reduced top-of-atmosphere (TOA) solar irradiance is imposed to help counteract a quadrupled CO2 atmo-
sphere. This study is similar to the Geoengineering Model Intercomparison Project (GeoMIP) Experiment
G1. Three primary simulations were completed with the GSFC 2D model to examine this possibility: (A) a
pre-industrial atmosphere with a boundary condition of 285 ppmv CO2 (piControl); (B) a base future atmo-
sphere with 1140 ppmv CO2 (abrupt4xCO2); and (C) a perturbed future atmosphere with 1140 ppmv CO2

and a 4% reduction in the TOA total solar irradiance (G1). We found huge ozone enhancements through-
out most of the stratosphere (up to 40%) as a result of a large computed temperature decrease (up to 18 K)
when CO2 was quadrupled (compare simulation abrupt4xCO2 to piControl). Further, we found that ozone
will additionally increase (up to 5%) throughout most of the stratosphere with total ozone increases of
1–2.5% as a result of a reduction in TOA total solar irradiance (compare simulation G1 to abrupt4xCO2).
Decreases of atomic oxygen and temperature are the main drivers of this computed ozone enhancement
from a reduction in TOA total solar irradiance.

1. Introduction

Several geoengineering activities have been proposed as possible techniques to help counteract the
ongoing climate change caused by the increase in anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions [e.g., Kravitz
et al., 2011]. Some geoengineering techniques involve carbon dioxide removal (CDR) while others involve
solar radiation management (SRM). SRM techniques include reduction of solar radiation via stratospheric
sulfate aerosols [e.g., Crutzen, 2006] and a space-based “sunshade” located at the Lagrange point (L1)
between the Earth and the Sun [e.g., Angel, 2006]. The Geoengineering Model Intercomparison Project
(GeoMIP) has coordinated an effort involving a large number of climate models to investigate the impact
of possible techniques to help counteract environmental climate change. Two recent studies resulting
from GeoMIP activities [Schmidt et al., 2012; Kravitz et al., 2013] investigated the impact of a reduction of
the top-of-atmosphere (TOA) solar radiation on the Earth’s climate in an enhanced CO2 environment.

Kravitz et al. [2013] focused on Experiment G1 of GeoMIP, which requires a global surface radiative balance
for the climate response to an abrupt quadrupling of CO2 via a globally uniform reduction in TOA solar
radiation. The 12 models participating in the Kravitz et al. [2013] investigation showed that reductions of
TOA solar radiation in the range 3.5–5% were required to balance the dramatic CO2 enhancement. These
computed solar radiation reductions are in reasonable agreement with earlier studies [3.6% in Govin-
dasamy et al., 2003; 4.2% in Lunt et al., 2008; and a range of 3.5–4.7% from the four models participating
in Schmidt et al., 2012]. Four papers [Govindasamy et al., 2003; Lunt et al., 2008; Schmidt et al., 2012; Kravitz
et al., 2013] investigated various surface and tropospheric changes as a result of GeoMIP Experiment G1.
As pointed out in Schmidt et al. [2012], some climate parameters were not addressed in these previous
studies of G1. This included modifications to the stratosphere and mesosphere.

In this paper, we investigate the stratospheric ozone impacts of the solar reduction by approximating
GeoMIP Experiment G1 with the use of a two-dimensional (2D) atmospheric model that has a compre-
hensive stratospheric and mesospheric chemistry representation (described in the following section).
Specifically, we invoke a TOA solar radiation reduction in a quadrupled CO2-modified atmosphere
and investigate the impact on the stratosphere, primarily focusing on constituents and temperature.
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GeoMIP Experiment G1 requires a balance of the forcing at the Earth’s surface from CO2 within ±0.1 W/m2

[e.g., see Schmidt et al., 2012; Kravitz et al., 2013]. However in the present study, we approximate G1 via
forcing a TOA solar radiation reduction of 4%, which is in the range of the previous GCM studies cited
above.

This paper contains four primary sections, including the introduction. The 2D chemistry-climate model is
discussed in section 2. The model simulations and results are discussed in section 3 and the conclusions
are given in section 4.

2. Model Description

The latest version of the Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) 2D (latitude vs. altitude) atmospheric model
was used to predict the stratospheric ozone effects of a TOA reduction of 4% in total solar irradiance
(TSI) following a quadrupling of the CO2 concentration. This model was first discussed over 20 years ago
[Douglass et al., 1989; Jackman et al., 1990], and the coupled chemistry-radiation-dynamics version of the
model used in the present study was originally discussed in Bacmeister et al. [1995]. The model has been
applied to chemistry-climate coupling studies of the middle atmosphere (stratosphere and mesosphere),
and has undergone extensive improvements over the years [e.g., Considine et al., 1994; Jackman et al.,
1996; Rosenfield et al., 1997, 2002; Fleming et al., 1999, 2007, 2011]. These recent studies have shown that
the residual circulation framework used in the 2D model provides realistic simulations of stratospheric
transport on long timescales (>30 days), as the model simulations show good overall agreement with a
variety of observations in reproducing transport-sensitive features in the meridional plane. The model
uses a chemical solver described in Jackman et al. [2005] and Fleming et al. [2007, 2011]. The photochem-
ical gas and heterogeneous reaction rates and photolysis cross sections are from the latest Jet Propulsion
Laboratory recommendations [Sander et al., 2010]. The vertical range of the model, equally spaced in log
pressure, is from the ground to approximately 92 km (0.0024 hPa), with ∼1 km grid spacing; the latitude
grid spacing is 4∘.

Some of the 2D model components are very similar to the Goddard Earth Observing System 3D
chemistry-climate model (GEOSCCM). The GEOSCCM couples the GEOS-5 general circulation model
with stratospheric chemistry [e.g., Stolarski et al., 2006; Pawson et al., 2008; Newman et al., 2009] and has
been evaluated in CCM intercomparisons [e.g., Eyring et al., 2006, 2007, 2010]. The common model com-
ponents include the infrared (IR) radiative transfer scheme [Chou et al., 2001]; the photolytic calculations
[Anderson and Lloyd, 1990; Jackman et al., 1996]; and the microphysical model from polar stratospheric
cloud (PSC) formation [Considine et al., 1994]. Also, the 2D model accounts for CO2 –induced changes in
surface temperature (including sea surface temperature), latent heating, and tropospheric water vapor by
parameterizing these quantities using the CO2 ground boundary condition and sensitivity factors derived
from the GEOSCCM simulations [Oman et al., 2010]. The resulting CO2 –induced tropospheric warming,
stratospheric cooling, and acceleration of the stratospheric Brewer-Dobson circulation (BDC) in the 2D
model were shown to be very similar to the GEOSCCM [Fleming et al., 2011], as was the response to solar
flux perturbations [Swartz et al., 2012]. Therefore, we expect the 2D and GEOSCCM models to give very
similar stratospheric responses to the CO2 and solar flux perturbations addressed in this paper. Oman et al.
[2010] relies on the AR4 integrations of the National Center for Atmospheric Research (NCAR) Community
Climate System Model, Version 3 for sea surface temperatures in future GEOSCCM simulations. Neither the
GEOSCCM nor the 2D model can be used to predict surface temperature changes caused by a reduction
in TOA solar radiation.

3. Model Simulations and Results

For this study, 30-year steady state primary simulations were made for (1) the pre-industrial atmosphere
(piControl), (2) CO2 quadrupled from the pre-industrial atmosphere (abrupt4xCO2), and (3) CO2 quadrupled
plus a 4% reduction in TOA solar flux at all wavelengths which approximates GeoMIP Experiment G1 (G1).
The primary simulations are summarized in Table 1. We also completed four other 30-year steady state
sensitivity simulations: (4) the pre-industrial atmosphere with a 4% reduction in TOA solar flux (piCon-
trolG1), (5) CO2 quadrupled plus a 4% reduction in TOA solar flux at wavelengths <242 nm (G1< 242nm),
(6) CO2 quadrupled but with the temperature fixed (abrupt4xCO2fT), and (7) CO2 quadrupled plus a 4%
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Table 1. Description of GSFC 2D Primary Simulations

Simulation

Designation

CO2 Ground

Boundary Condition

Solar Flux

Reduction

Wavelengths

Affected

piControl 285 ppmv No -

abrupt4xCO2 1140 ppmv No -

G1 1140 ppmv Yes All (−4%)

Table 2. Description of GSFC 2D Sensitivity Simulations

Simulation

Designation

CO2 Ground

Boundary Condition

Solar Flux

Reduction

Wavelengths

Affected

Other

Information

piG1 285 ppmv Yes All (−4%) -

G1< 242nm 1140 ppmv Yes <242 nm (−4%) -

abrupt4xCO2fT 1140 ppmv No - Fixed Temperature

G1fT 1140 ppmv Yes All (−4%) Fixed Temperature

reduction in TOA solar flux at all wavelengths, but with the temperature fixed (G1fT). These sensitivity sim-
ulations are summarized in Table 2. Unlike 3D CCMs, the 2D model has negligible interannual variability.
The model’s steady state prediction of atmospheric composition is in a seasonally repeating condition
wherein the composition changes daily but repeats annually [e.g., see Jackman et al., 1998]. The results
presented in this paper are from the final year of the steady state simulations.

The piControl ground boundary conditions are set at 1850 values for the GHGs [Hansen and Sato, 2004]:
285 parts per million by volume (ppmv) for CO2, and 275 parts per billion by volume (ppbv) and 790 ppbv
for N2O and CH4, respectively. Anthropogenically produced CFCs and halons are set to zero. Naturally
occurring CH3Cl and CH3Br are set to 440 parts per trillion by volume (pptv) and 5 pptv, respectively [But-
ler et al., 1999]. For the quadrupled CO2 atmosphere (abrupt4xCO2), the ground boundary condition for
CO2 is set to 1140 ppmv, with all other gases set to the piControl conditions (see Table 1).

Quadrupling CO2 in the atmosphere and holding the solar constant fixed (compare simulation
abrupt4xCO2 to simulation piControl) results in substantial cooling throughout the stratosphere and
lower mesosphere (100–0.1 hPa), as shown in Figure 1 (top left). The largest cooling (∼17–18 K) occurs
near the polar stratopause (∼1 hPa). This computed upper stratospheric cooling is similar to that predicted
by Govindasamy et al. [2003] using Version 3 of the Community Climate Model (CCM3) for a quadrupled
CO2 scenario.

The predicted reductions in temperature (T) above 100 hPa caused ozone increases throughout most of
the stratosphere and lower mesosphere (see Figure 1, top right). These results were not surprising since
such ozone enhancements caused by CO2-induced stratospheric cooling have been computed before
[e.g., Haigh and Pyle, 1979; Rosenfield et al., 2002; Shepherd and Jonsson, 2008; Li et al., 2009; Fleming et al.,
2011]. The largest ozone enhancements (30–40%) in Figure 1 are predicted in the upper stratosphere
(1–5 hPa). Many of the reaction rates involved in ozone destruction are highly temperature dependent,
with lower temperatures resulting in slower loss rates [e.g., k = 8× 10−12 exp(-2060/T) is the reaction rate
for O+O3 →O2 +O2, a key reaction governing ozone loss]. Since the rate determining steps of the other
ozone loss cycles have only modest temperature dependences, the T decreases drive most of the ozone
increases [also, see Rosenfield et al., 2002].

The predicted decreases in ozone in the lower tropical stratosphere (∼20–100 hPa, ∼40∘S–50∘N, see
Figure 1, top right) are mainly due to the acceleration of the BDC caused by the CO2 increases, and are
common features among CCMs [e.g., Garcia and Randel, 2008; Li et al., 2009; Fleming et al., 2011; World
Meteorological Organization (WMO), 2011]. The enhanced tropical upwelling of the accelerated BDC
advects ozone-poor air upwards from the tropical troposphere. The corresponding descending branch
of the BDC advects ozone-rich air downwards from the middle stratosphere in the extratropics, leading
to ozone increases in the lower stratosphere at mid-high latitudes [Li et al., 2009]. The tropical lower
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Figure 1. Annual average computed Temperature (K) (top left), ozone (%) (top right), and age-of-air (years) change (bottom) from
GSFC 2D model simulation piControl to abrupt4xCO2 (see Table 1). Contour intervals for Temperature and age-of-air are 2 K and 0.2
years, respectively. Contour levels for ozone change are −50, −40, −30, −20, −15, −10, −5, 0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 30, and 40%.

stratospheric ozone decreases in Figure 1 (top right) are also likely caused in part by the “self-destruction”
of ozone, whereby enhancements in upper stratospheric ozone allow less ozone-producing ultraviolet
(UV) light to penetrate to lower altitudes. This process is basically the inverse of ozone self-healing,
wherein ozone decreases in the middle and upper stratosphere lead to ozone enhancements in the lower
stratosphere. Ozone self-healing has been discussed in some detail in the literature [e.g., Mills et al., 2008].

Stratospheric water vapor increases by 20–30% between simulation piControl and abrupt4xCO2. These
changes are primarily driven by the use of GEOSCCM tropospheric water vapor values in the 2D model
(see discussion in section 2).

The resulting changes in total column ozone are shown in Figure 2. Large increases greater than 10% are
predicted at middle and high latitudes (>40∘) in both hemispheres when CO2 is quadrupled. More modest
total ozone increases (<10%) are computed at lower latitudes (15∘–40∘) in both hemispheres. Near the
equator, small decreases (up to ∼3%) are predicted in the total column, as the ozone reductions in the
lower stratosphere outweigh the ozone increases in the middle and upper stratosphere seen in Figure 1
(top right). The annually averaged global total ozone (AAGTO) is computed to increase by 6.8% between
simulations piControl and abrupt4xCO2 (see Table 3).

Acceleration of the BDC in an increasing CO2 environment also leads to a reduction in the stratospheric
age-of-air computed in CCMs, as discussed in previous studies [e.g., Austin and Li, 2006; Garcia and Randel,
2008; Oman et al., 2009]; the 2D model age-of-air change through the 21st century using the IPCC A1B
scenario [Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 2000] was shown to be very similar to the
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Figure 2. Computed total column ozone (%) change from GSFC 2D model simulation piControl to abrupt4xCO2 (see Table 1) as a
function of month and latitude. Contour intervals are 3%.

Table 3. Annually Averaged Global Total Ozone (AAGTO) Comparisons

Simulations Differenced AAGTO Change (%)

abrupt4xCO2 – piControl 6.8

G1 – abrupt4xCO2 1.6

G1< 242nm – abrupt4xCO2 −0.2

G1fT – abrupt4xCO2fT 1.1

piG1 – piControl 1.8

GEOSCCM [Fleming et al., 2011]. For the abrupt4xCO2 simulation, the 2D model age-of-air change from the
piControl simulation due to the quadrupling of CO2 is shown in Figure 1 (bottom). Age-of-air is decreased
significantly throughout the stratosphere, with maximum reductions of 1.4–2 years in the upper strato-
sphere globally and in the SH extratropical lower stratosphere. This represents a change of 30–40% in
these regions where the age-of-air in the piControl simulation is computed to be a maximum of 5–6 years.

GeoMIP Experiment G1 involves a comparison of two simulations with a quadrupled CO2: (1) base solar
flux (abrupt4xCO2), and (2) a 4% reduction in TSI (G1). The ozone, O(3P), HOx (H+OH+HO2), and Temper-
ature changes from simulation abrupt4xCO2 to simulation G1 are given in Figure 3. Ozone (Figure 3, top
left) is enhanced throughout most of the stratosphere and lower mesosphere as a result of a 4% reduction
in TSI. Large ozone increases are predicted to be >5% from ∼2 to 0.7 hPa between 60∘S and 60∘N lati-
tude. There is also a region of decreased ozone in the tropical lower stratosphere (∼20–100 hPa), which
is primarily caused by the ozone “self-destruction” mechanism discussed above. This feature is likely not
caused by changes in the BDC, since the lower tropical stratospheric upwelling changes between sim-
ulations abrupt4xCO2 and G1 are extremely small. Total ozone (Figure 4) is predicted to increase at all
latitudes over the course of the year with enhancements of 1–1.5% in the tropics and 2–2.5% at polar
latitudes. The AAGTO is computed to increase by 1.6% between abrupt4xCO2 and G1 (see Table 3).

Previous studies have generally shown that there is a positive correlation between solar flux perturba-
tions (e.g., the 11-year solar cycle and 27-day solar rotation) and the corresponding stratospheric ozone
response [e.g., WMO, 2007, 2011; Swartz et al., 2012; and references therein]. This is primarily due to the
enhanced photolysis of O2 and subsequent production of ozone with increased solar flux at wavelengths
<242 nm. To explore this relationship in the present study, simulation G1< 242nm reduces the TOA solar
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Figure 3. Annual average computed ozone (%) (top left), ground state atomic oxygen, O(3P), (%) (top right), HOx (%) (bottom left),
and Temperature (K) (bottom right) change from GSFC 2D model simulation abrupt4xCO2 to G1. The G1 simulation has the total solar
irradiance reduced by 4% (see Table 1). Contour intervals for ozone, O(3P), and HOx are 1%. Contour intervals for Temperature are
0.2 K.

flux by 4% only at wavelengths< 242 nm (Table 2). The resulting AAGTO is computed to decrease by 0.2%
from abrupt4xCO2 to G1< 242nm (see Table 3). Given this correlation between solar shorter wavelength
UV flux decrease and ozone decrease, it was somewhat surprising to compute an ozone increase (Figures 3
and 4) caused by a 4% reduction in the solar flux at all wavelengths (i.e., TSI). We next focus on various
photochemical components from the GSFC 2D model to help explain these results.

When solar flux is reduced at all wavelengths, atomic oxygen, both ground state [O(3P)] and excited state
[O(1D)], is decreased throughout most of the 100–0.1 hPa region due primarily to the reduction in ozone
photolysis (O3 + h𝜈(<1100 nm)→O2 +O). Stratospheric O(3P) is computed to decrease by 2–7% (see
Figure 3, top right), with similar reductions computed for O(1D).

Many of the catalytic cycles controlling ozone and odd oxygen (Ox =O3 +O, which is >99% ozone in
the stratosphere and lower mesosphere), are two step processes, wherein the second reaction involving
ground state atomic oxygen, O(3P), is called the “rate-limiting” step. Consider the HOx reaction sequence,
which results in the destruction of odd oxygen (Ox):

OH + O3 → HO2 + O2 (1)

HO2 + O → OH + O2 (2)

Net∶ O3 + O → O2 + O2
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Figure 4. Computed total column ozone (%) change from GSFC 2D model simulation abrupt4xCO2 to G1 as a function of month and
latitude. The G1 simulation has the total solar irradiance reduced by 4% (see Table 1).

Throughout most of the stratosphere, reaction (2) is the slower, or “rate-limiting,” step in this HOx loss
process. The speed of this Ox loss process in much of the stratosphere is ultimately dependent on the con-
centration of O, thus a reduction in O will result in an increase in ozone. Adding to the ozone enhancement
is the fact that the abundance of reactive HOx constituents H, OH, and HO2 has been reduced because of
the decrease in the atomic oxygen excited state, O(1D). The main reaction generating HOx,

H2O + O
(

1D
)
→ OH + OH,

does not proceed as rapidly. Also, stratospheric H2O is slightly reduced (up to −0.55%) primarily due to
decreases in the stratospheric oxidation of CH4 [reaction with OH or O(1D)] from the 4% reduction in TSI.

HOx constituents are predicted to decrease by 1–6% in the stratosphere (see Figure 3, bottom left). Less
OH and HO2 molecules ultimately mean that the catalytic cycle to destroy ozone represented by reactions
(1) and (2) is slower and ozone will be increased with the reduction in TSI.

As a caveat, we need to add that not all reactive constituents are decreased throughout the stratosphere
in the reduced TSI environment. Some NOx, ClOx, and BrOx constituents responsible for ozone loss are
modestly enhanced (up to 5%) at some levels (primarily at pressures <10 hPa) due to slight increases
in the source gases responsible for their production. Although the surface boundary conditions for the
source gases do not change, slight increases in the atmospheric concentrations of the source gases N2O,
CH3Cl, and CH3Br are caused by reduced photolysis and O(1D) loss as a result of the 4% reduction in TSI.
However, the computed total Ox photochemical loss is reduced throughout the 100–0.1 hPa range, thus
there is a general ozone enhancement.

To reiterate: the primary factor contributing to the stratospheric ozone increase is the reduction in atomic
oxygen (both O(3P) and O(1D)). Another factor contributing to this stratospheric ozone increase is the
positive feedback effect caused by the associated temperature changes. The TSI decrease reduces the
rate of ozone photolysis, which is the main source of heating in the stratosphere, and therefore causes a
small cooling throughout the stratosphere (see Figure 3, bottom right). The computed temperature reduc-
tions are largest in the tropical upper stratosphere (1–1.2 K). As stated before, many of the reaction rates
involved in odd oxygen destruction are highly temperature dependent (lower temperatures cause less
ozone destruction), thus these T decreases also add to the computed ozone increase.
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To investigate the significance of the temperature changes on our results, we ran two additional sim-
ulations with temperature not coupled to the chemistry changes (i.e., fixed temperature simulations:
abrupt4xCO2fT and G1fT). Both simulations use the same set of specified temperatures which change
daily and repeat yearly. We found that AAGTO increased by 1.1% from abrupt4xCO2fT to G1fT (see Table 3).
Thus, the computed temperature change from abrupt4xCO2 to G1 was responsible for about one-third of
the increase in AAGTO.

To investigate the impact of the background atmosphere on our results, we ran an additional sensitiv-
ity simulation with the TOA TSI reduced by 4% in the pre-industrial atmosphere (piG1). We found that
the AAGTO increased by 1.8% from piControl to piG1 (see Table 3). Thus, this somewhat different back-
ground atmosphere with higher stratospheric temperatures (see Figure 1) resulted in a slightly larger
ozone increase when the TOA TSI was reduced, compared to imposing the TOA TSI reduction on the
quadrupled CO2 atmosphere.

The total column ozone increase (see Figure 4) from the 4% TSI decrease is predicted to lead to an
additional solar UVB flux decrease at the Earth’s surface. The magnitude of this change is dependent on
latitude and season. For example at tropical latitudes, the annually averaged UVB flux in wavelengths
280–315 nm at the Earth’s surface is computed to decline between 12% (280 nm) and 4.4% (315 nm).
Most of the change in the 315–350 nm band in the tropics is due to the 4% TSI decrease, however, larger
changes are computed at higher latitudes due to the stratospheric ozone enhancements. The solar flux
at wavelengths >350 nm is primarily influenced by the 4% TSI decrease and not significantly by the
overhead ozone change, thus is reduced by about 4% at the Earth’s tropical surface.

4. Conclusions

We used the GSFC 2D atmospheric model to investigate the stratospheric response to a proposed geo-
engineering activity wherein a reduced TOA TSI is imposed to help counteract a quadrupled CO2 atmo-
sphere. We found huge ozone enhancements throughout most of the stratosphere (up to 40%) as a result
of a large computed temperature decrease (up to 18 K) when CO2 was quadrupled from 285 to 1140 ppmv.
Total ozone increased outside the equatorial region (>±15∘) in both hemispheres when CO2 was quadru-
pled. We found that a 4% reduction in the TSI at the TOA results in an additional ozone increase through-
out most of the stratosphere in this quadrupled CO2 atmosphere. Total column ozone was computed to
increase by 1–2.5% as a result of this 4% reduction in TSI at the TOA. A reduction in atomic oxygen and
temperature are the main drivers of these computed ozone enhancements. Thus, both a quadrupled CO2

atmosphere as well as an atmosphere with a 4% reduction in TSI at the TOA result in computed enhance-
ments in total column ozone outside of the tropics (>±15∘).

Although the 4% reduction was selected because it is within the range of earlier GCM studies (3.5–5%),
the exact solar reduction imposed will slightly change the quantitative results, but not the over-
all conclusions, of the paper. Other previous studies of GeoMIP Experiment G1 with fully coupled
atmosphere-ocean-general circulation models investigated latitudinal surface temperature differences,
Arctic sea ice loss, precipitation and convection changes, and plant productivity changes [Govindasamy
et al., 2003; Lunt et al., 2008; Schmidt et al., 2012; Kravitz et al., 2013]. As indicated in section 2, the 2D
model used in this study does not predict solar flux-induced surface temperature changes, thus the
inclusion of ozone photochemistry in future fully coupled GCM simulations of GeoMIP Experiment G1 is
recommended to investigate possible stratospheric feedbacks on the troposphere.
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