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Abstract. Some issues which are relevant for themestate in climate modeling have
been considered. A detailed overview of literan@lated to this subject is given. The concept
in modeling of climate, as a complex system, skeough the Godel's Theorem and Rosen’s
definition of complexity and predictability is disssed. It is pointed out to occurrence of
chaos in computing the environmental interface naoire from the energy balance equation
given in a difference form. A coupled system of &tpns, often used in climate models is
analyzed. It is shown that the Lyapunov exponenstiyohas positive values allowing
presence of chaos in this system. The horizontatggnexchange between environmental
interfaces, which is described by the dynamics rofeth coupled oscillators, is analyzed.
Their behavior and synchronization, when a pertiwhais introduced in the system, as a
function of the coupling parameter, the logisticgmaeter and the parameter of exchange, was
studied calculating the Lyapunov exponent undeukitions with the closed contour &f =
100 environmental interfaces. Finally, we have erga possible differences in complexities
of two global and two regional climate models usihgir output time series by applying the
algorithm for calculating the Kolmogorov complexity
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1 Introduction

Among the most interesting and fascinating phenanikat are predicted/predictable
are the chaotic ocean/atmosphere/land system caedher and its long time average -
climate. While weather is not predictable beyoni@wa days, aspects of the climate may be
predictable for years, decades, and perhaps IdagjeFhese two phrases clearly summarise
the current opinion and state in climate modelingmmunity that deals with the
aforementioned subjects. However, the questiothefweather and climate modeling and
predictability has been initiated in early sixtigsthe 20" century, which was elaborated in
pioneering works by Edward N. Lorenz [2-5]. He wilas first person in the scientific world
who explicitly pointed out the following points atéd to the nonlinear dynamics in
atmospheric motion: (i) question of prediction apdedictability, (i) importance of
understanding the nonlinearity in modeling proced(ri) demand for discovery of chaos and
(iv) careful consideration of sensitivity of diffartial equations in modeling system on initial
conditions. Subsequent three decades after apmearah these papers, have been
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characterised by strong interest for predictabiifyweather and climate on theoretical and
practical level. The following topics have beenisethe focus: (1) dynamics of error growth;
(2) linear and nonlinear systems (normal modes @ptinal modes, nonlinear geophysical
systems and scale selection in error growth); (8fliptability of systems with many scales;
(4) limit of predictability; (5) weather predictdity (growth of errors in General Circulation
Models (GCMs) based on Lorenz’s analysis); (6) mtedility from analogs (targeted
observations); (7) climate predictability (predlmtay of time-mean quantities, predictability
of the second kind) and potential predictability) 6easonal mean predictability and (9) El
Nifio-Southern Oscillation (ENSO) chaos, predicigbibf coupled models and decadal
modulation of predictability [6-18]. Because thecds of our paper is complexity and
predictability in climate modeling, we finish thaserview with the comment by Orell (2003):
“Prediction problems have been described by Loesnfalling into two categories. Problems
that depend on the initial condition, such as shorimedium-range weather forecasting, are
described as predictions of the first kind, whitelgems that depend on boundary rather than
initial conditions, such as, in many cases, thgyéorierm climatology, are referred to as
predictions of the second kind. Both kinds of pcedn will be affected by error in the model
equations used to approximate the true system2[19-

Earth’s atmosphere has evolved into a complex syatewhich life and climate are
intricately interwoven. The interface between Eadhd atmosphere as a “pulsating
biophysical organism” is a complex system itselieTermcomplex systeme use in Rosen’s
sense (Rosen, 1991) as it was explicated in ther@rhby Colier (2003): “In Rosen’s sense
a complex system cannot be decomposed non-triviiadty a set of part for which it is the
logical sum. Rosen’s modeling relation requires.t@ither notions of modeling would allow
complete models of Rosen style complex systemsthHmitmodels would have to be what
Rosen callsanalytic that is, they would have to be a logical proddaitonomous systems
must be complex. Other types of systems may be lexppand some may go in and out of
complex phases” [22, 23]. Also, we will explainwhich sense the termomplexitywill be
used in further text. Usually, th&g an ambiguous term, sometimes used [22] to refer
systems that cannot be modeled precisely in aflects. However, following Arshinov and
Fuchs (2003) the term “complexity” has three levetsmeaning [24]: (1) there is self-
organization and emergence in complex systems (25;omplex systems are not organized
centrally, but in a distributed manner; there asynconnections between the system’s parts
[25, 26], (3) it is difficult to model complex sgshs and to predict their behaviour even if one
knows to a large extent the parts of such systerdgslae connections between the parts [25,
27]. The complexity of a system depends on the raunab its elements and connections
between the elements (the system’s structure). oo to this assumption, Kauffman
(1993) defines complexity as the “number of comiftig constraints” in a system [26],
Heylighen (1996) says that complexity can be chareed by a lack of symmetry (symmetry
breaking) which means that “no part or aspect @bmplex entity can provide sufficient
information to actually or statistically predictetlproperties of the others parts” [28] and
Edmonds (1996) defines complexity as “that propefta language expression which makes
it difficult to formulate its overall behavior, enevhen given almost complete information
about its atomic components and their inter-retetid29]. Aspects of complexity are things,
people, number of elements, number of relations)-lImearity, broken symmetry, non-
holonic constraints, hierarchy and emergence [30].

Generally, predictability refers to the degree thabrrect forecast of a system’s state
can be made either qualitatively or quantitativdfpr example, while the second law of
thermodynamics can tell us about the equilibriurat th system will evolve to, and steady
states in dissipative systems can sometimes bdcfedd there exists no general rule to
predict the time evolution of systems far from diQuium, i. e. chaotic systems, if they do not



approach some kind of equilibrium. Their predicligpiusually deteriorates with time. To
guantify predictability, the rate of divergence yfstem trajectories in phase space can be
measured (Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy, Lyapunov expbs)e

Lorenz (1984) discussed several issues in the qiedality of weather systems
[31]. According to him predictability is defined #se degree of accuracy with which it is
possible to predict the state of weather systenthen near and also the distant future
(predictability in Lorenz’s sense). In this papens assumed that weather predictions are
made on the basis of imperfect knowledge of a veathistem's present and past states. This
rather general statement is comprehensively eléxbiay Hunt (1999) [20]. He described the
fundamental assumptions and current methodolodiéseawo main kinds of environmental
forecast (i.e., weather forecast); the first isd/ébr a limited period of time into the future
and over a limited space—time “target”, and is é&ygletermined by the initial and preceding
state of the environment, such as the weather tutjom levels, up to the time when the
forecast is issued and by its state at the edgdseakgion being considered; the second kind
provides statistical information over long perialgime and/or over large space—time targets,
so that they only depend on the statistical averagfethe initial and “edge” conditions.
Environmental forecasts depend on the various watsmodels are constructed. These range
from those based on the “reductionist” methodoldgg., the combination of separate,
scientifically based, models for the relevant psses) to those based on statistical
methodologies, using a mixture of data and scieatlf based empirical modeling. For
example, limitations of the predictability in theokld of atmospheric motions are concisely
discussed in paper by James (2002) [32]. In thggepat is numerically considered the
predictability of a forced nonlinear system, pragbdy Lorenz, as a compelling heuristic
model of the mid-latitude global circulation.

The above insight of the predictability underlinead the context of the
“environmental predictability” (primarily linked tthe climate change issues), we finish with
the questionCan we significantly “improve” the weather/climapgedictions comparing to
the level they currently reach@d’he answer can not be strictly elaborated witteeyesor
no. An optimistic and acceptable attitude, that petgtionyes is concisely written down by
Hunt (1999) as the phrase: “We concluded that pbphical studies of how scientific models
develop and of the concept of determinism in s@eace helpful in considering these
complex issues” [20]. If we give advantage to tp&an no then we do not close the door for
the first option. It only means that there existsitation of the modeling attempts on an
epistemological level. To show that, we will use tBddel’'s Incompleteness Theorem about
Number Theory [33]. Basically it says that no matiew one tries to formalize a particular
part of mathematics, syntactic truth in the formation does not coincide with the set of
truths about numbers. In other word Goédel's Theostiows that formalizations are part of
mathematics, but not all of mathematics. Therenaa@y ways to look and “read” Godel's
Theorem. One exclusive way is offered by Rosen319®4]. According to him the first thing
to bear in mind is that both Number Theory and fmmgnalization of it are both systems of
entailment. It is theelation between them, or more specifically, the extenwtoch these
schemes of entailment can be brought into congrmjetiat is of primary interest. The
establishment of such congruencies, through th&ipgf referents in one of them for
elements of the other, is the essence ofribdeling relationIn a precise sense, this theorem
asserts that a formalization which all entailmensyntactic entailment is tampoverished in
entailmentto be congruent to Number Theory, no matter howtkyeto establish such
congruence. This kind of situation is terneanplexityby Rosen (1977) [35]. Namely, in this
light, Godel's Theorem says that Number Theory isrencomplex than any of its
formalization, or equivalently, that formalizatiorgoverned by syntactic inference alone, are
simpler than Number Theory. To reach Number Theory frosmfdrmalizations, or more



generally, to reach a complex system from simplee, aequires some kind of limiting
processes.

Let us return to the question we were asking ouesehfter we had shortly considered
climate modeling (i.e., predictability) beyond tlmemplexity. To our mind there is a
significant space for “improvement” of models ariekit capabilities to provide good
forecasts. It can be done only if the modelingmaftes are directed towards the following
steps: from structures and states to processedumations; from self-correcting to self-
organizing systems; from hierarchical steeringddipipation,from conditions of equilibrium
to dynamic balances of non equilibrium; from singigectories to bundles of trajectories;
from linear causality to circular causality; fromegdictability to relative chance; from order
and stability to instability, chaos and dynamigsni certainty and determination to a larger
degree of risk, ambiguity and uncertainty; fromuettbnism to emergetism and from being to
becoming.

In this paper we address three issues that, tonond, are important for further
improvements in designing the climate models. (i¢ phenomenon of chaos in computing
the environmental interface temperature from thergy balance equation which will be
considered through the question how to replacengtliferential equations by appropriate
difference equations in climate simulations? (SecR). (2) The synchronization of energy
exchange between environmental interfaces in deypmedon perturbation of environmental
parameters (Section 3) and (3) complexity analgsithe climate model output time series
which is elaborated in Section 4. In Section 5 we goncluding remarks.

2. Energy balance equation: Occurence of chaosin computing the environmental interface
temperature

2.1 Background

Traditional mathematical analysis of physical sysetacitly assumes that integers
and all real numbers, no matter how large or hovellsnare physically possible and all
mathematically possible trajectories are physicptigsible [36]. Traditionally, this approach
has worked well in physics and in engeneering lbutldes not lead to a very good
understanding of chaotic systems, which, as is koewn, are extremely important in the
study of real world-phenomena ranging from weatbdsiological systems. In this paper we
deal with one issue in modeling pathways in metegsoas well as in physics, biology and
chemistry, i.e. environmental sciences in theiradest context [37], in particular in
autonomous dynamical systems, which are commoresubpder consideration in climate
modeling. Namely, we consider how to replace giddferential equations by appropriate
difference equations in environmental modelling #ng in climate simulations [38].

According to van der Vaart many models for envirental problems have been and
will be built in the form of differential equatior® systems of such equations [38]. With the
advent of computers one has been able to find ¢gxppate) solutions for equations that used
to be intractable. Many of the mathematical techegjhave been used in this area to replace
given differential equations by appropriate diffeze equations. So a huge effort has been
invested into choice of appropriate difference ¢igna whose solutions are “good”
approximations to the solutions of the given deferal equations. This question includes a
requirement for better understanding of the fundaaleproblem: interrelations between
classical continuum mathematics and reality ineddht sciences. For many atmospheric
phenomena the “continuum” type of thinking, thatighe basis of any differential equation,
is not natural to the phenomenon, but rather cutef an approximation to a basically
discrete situation: in much work of this type thefihitesimal step lengths” handled in the



reasoning which lead us to the differential equmti@re not really thought of as
infinitesimally small, but as finite; yet, in thedt stage of such reasoning, where the
differential equation rises from the differentialsese “infinitesimal” step lengths go to zero:
that is where above-mentioned approximation come&/nder this kind of circumstances, it
seems more naturtd build the modehs a discrete difference equation from the stattiout
going through the painful, doubly approximative gess of first, during the modeling stage,
finding a differential equation to approximate asibally discrete situation, and then, for
numerical computing purposes, approximating thdtewintial equation by a difference
scheme [36].

In this section we analyze the energy balance exquat procedure of computing the
environmental interface temperature and the despelayer temperature commonly used in
climate models. The environmental interface is rdedi asinterface between two biotic or
abiotic environments that are in relative motiordaxchange energy, matter and information
through physical, biological and chemical processisctuating temporally and spatially
regardless of space and time scgB9]. There are a lot of examples of environmental
interfaces in the nature, but here we deal with,gtound surface, where there exist all three
mechanisms of energy transfer; incoming and outgoadiation, convection of heat and
moisture into the atmosphere and conduction of imatdeeper soil layers of ground (Figure
1) [40]. Parameterization of these processes ggedt importance for environmental models
of different spatial and temporal scales, and ttiusate ones. In the paper by Mihailéwand
Mimi¢ (2012) it is shown that ground surface is treag@ complex system in which chaotic
fluctuations occur while we compute its temperafdtd. This system, as an actual dynamic
system, is very sensitive to initial conditions arfitrarily small perturbation of the current
trajectory that may lead to its unpredictable babraun the aforementioned paper the lower
boundary condition, i.e. the deeper soil layer terajure was constant, but it can also vary in
time making with the energy balance equation a lemlipystem of equations. That system,
often used in environmental models, is of intetedie analyzed by the methods of nonlinear
dynamics.

reference level P
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net radiation latent heat sensible heat
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Figure 1. Terms in energy balance equation.



Having in mind those facts, in this section we:p@form a nonlinear dynamical analysis of
coupled system for computing the environmentalriate temperature and the deeper soil
layer temperature and (ii) examine behavior ofdbgpled system in dependence on the main
system parameters, in order to show the possiltarence of the chaos in computing the
environmental interface temperature. Firstly, wenstder difference form of the energy
balance equation and deeper soil layer temperaguation transforming them into the
coupled system with the corresponding parametedsthen we analyze behavior of the
solutions of the coupled system and we have examawmmains of stability using the
Lyapunov exponent.

2.2 Physical background and derivation of the ced@ystem

One of the most important conditions for functianpiof any complex system is a
proper supply of the system with energy. Dynamiterergy flow is based on the energy
balance equation [40As we mentioned before, environmental interfaca @c®@mplex system.
General difference form of energy balance equation the ground surface as an
environmental interface is

AT
C,—*=R,-H-\E-G (1)
At

whereTy is the ground surface temperatul,is the time step, £is the soil heat capacity,
Rnet is the net radiatiort is the sensible heat fluxk is the latent heat flux ard is the heat
flux into the ground. First, we assume that theradiation is given as in [42], i.e.

Re = Cu(T,=T) (2)

whereT, is the air temperature at some reference levelGinid the coefficient for the net
radiation term. Second, we make expansion of tlpomantial term in the expression for
latent heat flux

iE:CLd{b(TQ T )+% T -T 5] 3)

where C_ is the water vapour transfer coefficiert=0.06337 C', dis parameter which
occurs in expanding the series [43]. Further, thiedaction of the heat into the soil can be
written in the form

G:CD(Tg 'Td )’ (4)

whereCp is the coefficient of the heat conduction whilgis the temperature of the deeper
soil layer. The sensible heat flux can be parameterized as

H=Cy (Tg -T) (5)

whereCy is the sensible heat transfer coefficient. Theypostic equation for temperature of
the deeper soil layély is

AT, 1
= (T,-T,) , (6)
At T




wherer =86400s. After collecting all terms (2)-(6), the couplegstem takes the form

AT
C —g=cR(Tg—Ta)—CH(Tg— W-CabT- 1

. ()
*— g~ T)°1- Co(Ty= T
Sty ®

More details about the nature and the range ofipalyparameter€r, C., Cp andCy can be
found in [44]. Now, using the time scheme forwandtime (n indicates the time step) and
dividing both sides of Egs. (7) and (8) with thes@ant temperaturg, (for example, value of

mean Earth temperature, ifg= 288K ) we get

Tgn+l_Tan_Tgn_T;+AtC Tgn_Tan_At C Tg;_ T;?_ At C bd Tgn_ -I;‘n
- "~ YR £+ A YHT o+ T A ™
To To G T G b G b )
2 T Tn -I-n _Tn
CLdTOb(ng) AtCD Atq)d N
cg 2 T, T Cy B
n n
T T T, AT T At - T (10)

Ty Ty T Ty T Ty

Finally, introducing replacementsx=(T -T,)/T, andy=(T,-T,)/T,, where x is the

dimensionless environmental interface temperatmekyais the dimensionless deeper soll
layer temperature, we reach the coupled system

X1 = Axn - B)ﬁ +Cyn (11)
Yoe1 = DXn +(l' D)ynl (12)

At b?At C At .
WhereA:1+C—(CR—CH—CLbd— G), B=C.df . C:AtC—D and p=—. Introducing the

9 9 9 T
replacement, , = Ax,/ B, wherex; is the modified dimensionless environmental integfa

temperature and,, = y,, we can write

CB
Xine1 = Axl,n(l “Xyn )+7 X 2r (13)

DA
X2,n+1 = ?Xl,n-l_ (1 - D)X 2, (14)

Analysis of values of parametess, B, C and D, based on a large number of energy flux
outputs from the land surface scheme runs, indicétat their values are ranged in the
following intervals: (i) A[0,4] and (ii) B, C and D are ranged in the interval [0,1]. Thus,

is the logistic parameter, which from now will bendted withr. All other groups of
parameters in the system (13)-(14) have the vatukee same interval [0,1]. Let us underline



that under some circumstances those parametensecaqual. Correspondingly, we replaced
all of them by introducing the coupling parameter

Finally, system (13)-(14) can be written in thenfioof coupled maps, i.e.,

Xl,n+1 = er,n(l - X1,n )+ CX 2,n (15)

Xz,n+1 = C(Xl,n + X2,n) ) (16)

Now we analyse the stability of physical solutiafscoupled maps (15)-(16), using
the Lyapunov exponent, which is a measure of cqyerare or divergence of near trajectories
in phase space. Sign of Lyapunov exponent is ctersiic of attractor type and for stable
fixed point is negative, although for chaotic attoa is positive.Calculating Lyapunov
exponent for the coupled system (15)-(16) with galwf parameters(1(0.05,0.1 and
r 0(3.6,3.8), because we thought that will be interesting teegtigate behavior of the system
for small values of coupling parameter and highugalof logistic parameter, we got results
depicted in Figure 2 [45]. It is shown that the pyaov exponent mostly has positive values
approving presence of chaos in this system, butthee still some strait regions where the
Lyapunov exponent is negative and where the solsitad the coupled system are stable, i.e.
domains of stability.
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Figure 2. Lyapunov exponent of the coupled systEB)-(16), which shows presence of strait regionstalbility
in highly developed chaos.

3. Horizontal energy exchange between environmental interfaces

3.1Background

There are three major sets of processes that neusbisidered when constructing a
climate model: (i) radiative (the transfer of radaia through the climate system, e.g.
absorption and reflection); (ii) dynamic (the hortal and vertical transfer of energy, e.g.
advection, convection and diffusion) and (iii) s process (inclusion of processes
involving land/ocean/ice, and the effects of alheztnissivity and surface-atmosphere energy
exchanges). If the nonlinearities in these processe treated improperly then in designing
the model, the complexity, and thus its reliabjlitgll not be retained in the highest degree. In
Section 2 we have considered surface-atmosphenmg\emeechanges with cadence on the
phenomenon of a possible occurrence of the chasslving the energy balance equation for



calculating the environmental interface temperatureclimate models. Here, relying on

Section 2 and using paper by Mihailowt al. (2012) we analyze the horizontal energy
exchange between environmental interfaces whictlescribed by the dynamics of driven
coupled oscillators [46]. In order to study theahlavior, when a perturbation is introduced in
the system, as a function of the coupling paraméterlogistic parameter and the horizontal
energy exchange intensity (parameter of exchamgiyriher text), we considered dynamics
of two maps serving the diffusive coupling [46].

As noted above, the horizontal exchange of eneegywden environmental interfaces
is considered as diffusion-like process. The dywranof energy exchange behavior on
environmental interface are typically expressea #&sgistic mapgb(x) = rx(1- x), wherex is
the dimensionless temperature of environmentalfaxte andr is a logistic parameter [45,
46]. However, we use an alternative form of thispmahich includes a parametgr that
represents the horizontal energy exchange inte(fSigyire 3). By introducing this parameter
we formalize an intrinsic property of the enviromtad interfaces, which depends on the
nature of the interfaceThe environmental interface dynamics are expredsa@ as a
difference equation, so we avoid the double appnation of (i) finding a differential
equation to approximate an essentially discreteqe® (during the modeling stage) and then
(i) approximating that differential equation bydédference scheme for numerical computing
purposes [36, 38], i.e.

B(x,) = L (L= X5 (17)
The dynamics of this map (E(.7)) are governed by two parametegs,andr , which express

intrinsic property of the environmental interfacasd the influence of the environment,
respectively.

reference level X,

o

T

environmental interface 1  x; environmental interface?  x,

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of horizontal energyxcharge between two environmental interfaces.
Parameterp andr express intrinsic property of the environmentaeifaces and the influence of

the environment, respectively.



Since these and many other processes on enviroamiaterface are defined as
diffusion-like, we will explore (i) how these pra&ses can be better represented in climate
models by introducing parameter of excharmen the diffusive coupling associated with the

horizontal energy exchange; and (ii) how the hariabenergy exchange intensity dynamics
are affected by the perturbation of parametersrdg@esent the influence of the environment,
environmental interface coupling and horizontalrggexchange intensity.

In considering these problems we have to includseofational heterarchy, a
challenging topic when dealing with complex systeissentially, observational heterarchy
reveals that it is impossible to unambiguously deiee to which subsystems an element
belongs [47]. Therefore, the dynamics of the comglgstem are articulated in terms of two
kinds of dynamics, Intent and Extent dynamics, #mal interaction between them, where
Intent corresponds to an attribute of a given phesmon and Extent corresponds to a
collection of objects satisfying that phenomenon][4

3.20bservational heterarchy and horizontal energy excje between environmental
interfaces

Observational heterarchy consists of two setstodilayer maps, called Intent and Extent
perspectives, and inter-layer operations satisfitiregfollowing conditions: (1) the inter-layer
operations inherit the mixture of intra- and inl@yer operations and (2) there is a procedure
by which the inter-layer operation can be regardsdan adjoint functor. If the inter-layer
operation satisfies the conditions (1) - (2), it&led a pre-functor [47]. Preserving the above
mentioned composition occurs as follows: A pre-fonc(F): Int - Ext is mapping a set,

X, to a set(F)X , and map®d to a map,f " ®f ,where f"f(x) = x for all x in f(X) with

f(X):(FYX - X. In this sense we calf” pseudo-inverse df. Because applying a pre-
functor to a map is expressed as composition ofsmiagatisfies the conditions (1) and (2).
The approximation is defined by the assumption thats a one-to-one onto map. If one
accepts the approximatiorf,” = f * holds, then a pre-functor can become a functorei
two maps®p,¥: X - X

(FY®)F)(W) = (f of )(fWf) = fO(ff)Wf =

(18)
= FE(ff YW = fTOWF = (F)(Of).

It implies thatF preserves the composition of mags,andy .
The time development of the environmental surfageachicsx ,, for two interfaces,

is expressed as
X i = (1= C)P(%,)+ F(®(X,)), (19)

where: n is the time iterationj, j =1,2, x ,0[0,1], ¢ the coupling parameterf the map
representing the horizontal energy exchange between environmental intedgfatesne of
maps in the paif¥,®) whose composition is preserved by a pre-fungtey. Here, we
apply the framework of an observational heterarchy to the two enwemaminterface
systems. If Intent and Extent are denoteddbyand¥ , respectively, the time development of



the concentration is expressed a§,,,=@1-c)®(x,)+¥(%,). In this expression, if

W(X)= f(®(x) then it can be reduced to Eq. (19).

We perform our analysis following the procedure described in [4i7$t, An this
section we address the synchronization of the passive coufdmgwo environmental
interfaces given by Egs. (19) and (17), and then, in the next seet® will show that
perturbation can modify the dynamics and enhance robust beha@anuiti-environmental
interface system of active coupling. Synchronization is well-knoaltective phenomenon in
various multi-component physical as well as the climate syste&5(Jy The exchange of
information (coupling) among the components can be either globatal. Here, we consider
that chaotic systems are synchronized only when the largestngapuponent of the driven
system is negative. It was calculated by approach proposed]iMVis studied the stability of
the fixed point by linearzingn=2 component coupled system, and obt&jp, =¢,Z , where

¢, is the Jacobian of this system evaluatedQr0,... ,0) and {, = (X, X, s---» Xy.n) - BY

iterating we obtain
e @

and thus we get Lyapunov exponent

n- oo

A=Ilim {In

rj Cs ]/n. (22)
Figure 4 depicts the diagram of normalized frequency of synchroniatigA <0) for

system of two environmental interfaces passively coupled (E@safid (19)), as a function
of parameter of exchange averaged over all values of the coupling paramet&nd logistic

parameterr . The value of the normalized frequency of synchronizakprs calculated as

- D N, (A<0)
PN IN,(A<0)+ D> N (A>0)’

(22)

where N, (1<0) and N, (4>0) are numbers of negative and positive values of the

Lyapunov exponent, respectively. These numbers were calculatedefdixed value op,
while ¢ andr changing in interval0,1) and (1,4) respectively, with the step of 0.05. From

this figure it is seen that aftgqs >0.2, F | becomes lower, indicating a decrease of number of
states, which are synchronized.
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passively coupled (Egs. (17) - (19)) as a funcodrparameter of exchange. An averaging was
done over all values of coupling parame@and logistic parametér.

3c Simulations of active coupling in a multi-envinoental interface system

Here, we address the behavior of active coupling [47], and estimataevia coupled
map system described above can achieve synchronization under infldgmeeudbations.
The dynamics of two-environmental interface system called active cguplif}, used for
simulations, is expressed as

X = @=C)P (X)W (X,) (23a)
W =fd ff (23Db)
o =fW (23¢)
P, (%0) = DX (L= X5). (23d)

We note, that the dynamical system defined by Egs. (23a) adl iR&alled the passive
coupling, and that is a usual coupled map system. The actipérapuan be approximated to
passive coupling, where the approximation is defined by adpmatr the equivalence
between Intent and Extent. Compared with passive couplingetevior of active coupling
is much more complex [47]. In Egs. (23a) - (23d), because of a pseverse mapf ", all
calculations are defined to be approximations. In simulations, lbtent map was a
discontinuous map, expresseddpy, = f'W ..

In order to see how perturbation enhances robust behavior in the framefvork
observational heterarchy in a multi-environmental interface system refesey closed
contour of coupled environmental interfaces exchanging the energy fitatiyo Then the
system of coupled difference equations fddr environmental interfaces exchanging the
energy, can be written in the form of matrix equation



XN1=(A +B)e* XN. (24a)
The elements in matrices in Eq. (24a) are

XN:I'i,n+l = x,n+1' an = )l(n’

(24b)
A,k =(1- C)an(x,n)di,k
W (X, k=i+li<N
0 kzi+1i<N
B, = . (24c)
' W (X%, k=Li=N
0 kz1i=N

wherei =1,2,... N andg,, is the Kronecker symbol.

Simulations with the active coupling, defined by Eqgs. (2823d), were performed
with and without perturbation given as in [47]. The resulitsimulations are shown in Figure
5. In this figure Lyapunov exponehtis plotted against coupling parameterfor active
coupling with perturbation (black line) compared to the passive liogured line), for
different values of the parameter of exchapgend the logistic parametar. Simulations

were performed with the closed contour f=100 interfaces. The Lyapunov exponent was
calculated using Egs. (20) - (21) and the Jacobian of the system lgyvEqgs. (24b)- (24c) is
representing this contour.

In calculatingd, for eachc from 0.0 to 1.0 with step 0.008,0° iterations were
applied for an initial state, and then filsl® steps were abandoned. In order to see how the
active coupling modifies the synchronization of horizontal energghange between
environmental interfaces, we performed two kinds of simulatiomstl{iwe usedr =4.0and
the fixed value of the parameter of exchamyé€Figures 5a - 5c); secondly, we used a
randomly chosenp and a logisticr parameter with the values of 4.0, 3.82 and 3.6,

respectively (Figures 5d - 5f). Figures 5a - 5c¢ depict that in thetichagime ¢ =4.0),
regardless of the valyg the Lyapunov exponent is always positiveX0) and therefore the
process of the horizontal energy exchange in a multi-environmerdebicg system is always
unsynchronized. However, the stormy perturbation disturbs dfiaite (Figures 5a - 5c).
Although the logistic parameter is settled at 4.0 for chaotic behavior, the coupling
parameterc tunes interaction and leads to synchronization in some intepats;ularly for
p=1.0 andp=0.5. This behavior is more pronounced in Figures 5d - 5f whprds
randomly chosen; here the process of horizontal energy exchange iri-eminbnmental
interfaces exhibits a strong tendency towards the synchronizatiem though the logistic
parameter is in chaotic regioni(=4.0, 3.82 and 3.6).
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Figure 5. Diagram of Lyapunov exponent, against coupling paramet&r for the fluctuated active coupling
defined by Egs. (23a - 23d) - P (black line) coradato passive coupling - N (red line) for
different values of parameter of exchanpeand logistic parametér. In (a)-(c) P takes the fixed
values (1.0, 0.5, 0.2), while = 4. In (d)-(f) p is randomly chosen, whilé takes values 4.0, 3.82, and

3.6 respectively. Simulations were performed witle closed contour ofN = 100 environmental
interfaces.

4. How to face the complexity of climate models
4.1 Background

In the introduction we have considered the complex ocean/ateraegigimd dynamical
system, called weather and its long time average climate, as aesoor@. This system is
modeled by climate models having different levels of sophisticatiome increasing
complexity of those models is a growing concern in the moglelimmunity. They are used
to integrate and process knowledge from different parts of the syatehin doing so allow
us to test system understanding and create hypotheses abotltehsystem will respond to
the virtual numerical experiments. However, if we strive to designnmmgdels to be more
“realistic”’, we have to include more and more parameters and processas. Within this
approach the model complexity increases, thus we are less abdmagenand understand the
model behavior. Obviously, the question about model complewitild be considered from
the standpoint of a practitioner who sees it as a compromise betoseplexity and



manageability. His\her question is basically very simple: “Hmam | check if this model is
appropriate to study this problem with this data set?” AccgrdmBoshetti (2008): “ As a
result, the ability of a model to simulate complex dynamiasoisnore an absolute value in
itself, rather a relative one: we need enough complexity to realigtioaldel a process, but
not so much that we ourselves cannot handle” [52].

Clearly, an answer to the above question requires: (i) a definitiora andasure of
complexity and (ii) that this measure is equally applicable to tbdemand to the data,
because some sort of comparison is necessary. It is a hard task tbafindeasure even
approximately. However, intuitively we can put a cadence on a efesomplexity which is
more related to a model’'s dynamical properties, rather than itseatchig. Thus, we can say
that in developing tools, which an advantage will be givea tool which gives answers on
the questions: (i) what is the maximal dynamical complexitiwangmodel can generate? and
(i) what kind of different dynamical behaviors can a given modekgate? as it is underlined
by Boshetti (2008). For our consideration we will rely on iBxs (2008) who defined the
complexity of an ecological model as the statistical complexith@foutput it produces that
allows a direct comparison between data and model complexity f/62hng the many
different measures of complexity available in the literature, for thatogerphe adopted the
statistical complexity defined in [53].

4.2 An example of comparison between complexitiagytobal and regional model

In this subsection we will illustrate an example of comparisiwden complexities of
global and regional model. Here, we do not deal with statistaralplexity of the global and
regional models. Our intention is just to show possilitier@nces in complexities of time
series of precipitation as well as air temperature for both models, rgphe algorithm for
calculating the Kolmogorov complexity.

We have calculated the Kolmogorov complexity following Lempel and24] who
developed an algorithm for calculating the measure of complexitanltoe considered as a
measure of the degree of disorder or irregularity in a time seriesalfoisthm performs the
Kolmogorov complexity analysis of a time sefie}, i=1,2,3,4,..N in the following way.

Step 1:Encode the time series by constructing a sequeoicthe characters 0 and 1
written ags(i)}, i1=1,2,3,4,... N, according to the rule

s(i)={f o (2

Here x. is a chosen threshold. We use the mean value of the time sebedhe threshold.

The mean value of the time series has often been used as the thfgShd&pending on the
application, other encoding schemes are also used.

Step 2:Calculate the complexity counter(N). Thec (N) is defined as the minimum
number of distinct patterns contained in a given character sequerceofiplexity countec
(N) is a function of the length of the sequerideThe value ofc (N) is approaching an
ultimate valueb (N) asN approaches infinity, i.e.

o(N)= O(b(N)), b(N)= log’]\' < (26)

Step 3 Calculate the normalized complexity measy@l) , which is defined as

C.(N)= E?I:B - (:(N)'Ogl\zl N 27)



ThecC, (N) is a parameter to represent the information quantity containetinme series, and

it is to be a O for a periodic or regular time series and to bi@alrandom time series,Nfis
large enough. For a non-linear time seriggN) is to be between 0 and 1.

In order to calculate complexities of model time series we have usedir (i)
temperature and (ii) precipitation time series which are outputs dhomate simulations for
Belgrade and Novi Sad in Serbia [56, 57]. The Belgrade datéos¢he period 2071-2100,
was derived from: (a) the SINTEX-G which is a coupled atmosphere-ogeaaral
circulation model [58] and (b) Eta-POM regional model [56¢ TWovi Sad data set, for the
period 2020-2050, was derived from: (a) the ECHAM5 which is theggneration of the
ECHAM general circulation model [59] and (b) RegCM regional maial.

We have calculated the Kolmogorov complexity for each time series ethtaihen
each sample, in the original time series, is used as a thrgaield0800 for Belgrade and
N =11323 for Novi Sad). The results are depicted in Figure 6. We halge calculated
Kolmogorov complexity (KL) and its maximal value (KLM) of time ssrifrom Figure 6.
Results of those calculations are given in Table 1.
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Figure 6. Kolmogorov complexity for the (a) pretgtion and (b) air temperature time series for Balg and
(c) precipitation and (d) temperature for Novi SedSerbia, obtained from climate simulations gsin
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From Figure 6a it is seen that there is no difference between exitigd of the
precipitation time series for Belgrade obtained by both modelddbISBINTEX-G and
regional Eta-POM) over all amplitudes in time series. Moreabver, SINTEX-G model has
slightly higher complexity. In contrast to that, Figure dpicts that the Eta-POM model
mostly has the higher complexity than the SINTEX-G onelferair temperature time series.
From Table 1 we can see that for air temperature time series the Klef&takPOM model
(0.207) is higher than for the SINTEX-G model (0.176), wiiile KLM values are practically
the same (0.331 and 0.326). Note that all of these complearggsronouncedly low. Further
inspection of this table clearly shows that the precipitatiore tseries obtained by the
SINTEX-G model, has higher complexities (KL - 0.705 and KLMD.834) than those
obtained by the Eta-POM model (KL - 0.671 and KLM - 0.793jis analysis indicates the
SINTEX-G and Eta-POM models, in particular for precipitation; happroximately the
same level of complexity.

Now, we analyze the air temperature and precipitation time seriedlder Sad
obtained by the global ECHAMS5 and regional RegCM models. Ffigure 6¢ it is seen that
there is a large difference between complexities of the precipitation ganies over all
amplitudes in time series. Moreover, the RegCM model has proadlynhigher complexity.
Figure 6d depicts that the RegCM and ECHAMS models mostlye haery similar
complexities for the air temperature time series. From Table 1 wesearthat for air
temperature time series the KL for the RegCM model (0.251) is higaerfor the ECHAMS
model (0.241) and also for the KLM values - 0.354 and 0.3spectively. Similarly, as for
the above analyzed models, these values of complexity arestilFlather inspection of this
table clearly shows that the precipitation time series obtainetiebfCHAMS model, has
lower complexities (KL - 0.265 and KLM - 0.289) than thos&aoted by the RegCM model
(KL - 0.871 and KLM - 0.935). This analysis indicates the A®3 and RegCM models
have approximately the same level of complexity in simulation efdin temperature. In
contrast to that, there is a large difference in capabilities theselsnta simulate the
participation. To our knowledge this complexity analysisr@sbeen used for analyzing the
complexity of climate models.

Model
Global Regional

Quantity Measure SINTEX-G | ECHAMS | ETA-POM | RegCM
Temperature KL 0.176 0.207

(Belgrade) KLM 0.326 0.331
Temperature KL 0.241 0.251
(Novi Sad) KLM 0.318 0.354
Precipitation| KL 0.705 0.671

(Belgrade) KLM 0.834 0.793
Precipitation| KL 0.265 0.871
(Novi Sad) KLM 0.289 0.935

Table 1. Kolmogorov complexities (KL and its maximu— KLM) values for the precipitation and air
temperature time series for Belgrade and Novi 8a&erbia, obtained from climate simulations using
different models.



5. Concluding remarks

We have considered some issues which are relevant for climate modtéérgave a
detailed overview of literature related to this subject. Then, weidenesl the climate
modeling through the light of Gddel's Theorem that says Nhamnber Theory is more
complexthan any of its formalization; further we clearly underlined theeR'@sdefinition of
complexity and predictability. We have emphasized three issues.

Firstly, we have pointed out on occurrence of chaos in computagrivironmental
interface temperature from the energy balance equation when the giveantiffieequation
is replaced by a difference equation. For that purpose we have analgpegled system of
equations, often used in climate models. It is shown thatyhpunov exponent mostly has
positive values approving presence of chaos in this systemhéng are still some strait
regions where the Lyapunov exponent is negative and where ti@sslof the coupled
system are stable.

Secondly, we have analyzed the horizontal energy exchange between reewvitain
interfaces which is described by the dynamics of driven coupledatecsl] To study their
behavior and synchronization, when a perturbation is introductteisystem, as a function
of the coupling parameter, the logistic parameter and the parametecluinge, we have
considered dynamics of two maps serving the diffusive couplingn,Tle have performed
simulations, calculating the Lyapunov exponent, with the edosontour of N = 100
environmental interfaces.

Finally, we have explored possible differences in complexities ofglafoal and two
regional climate models using their output time series for theigptation and air
temperature. We have applied the algorithm for calculating the Kalraegcomplexity on
those time series. We have found differences in the level of compéawritng models.
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