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ABSTRACT: Studying the response of a climate system to perturbations has practical significance.
Standard methods in computing the trajectory-wise deviation caused by perturbations may suffer
from the chaotic nature that makes the model error dominate the true response after a short lead time.
Statistical response, which computes the return described by the statistics, provides a systematic
way of reaching robust outcomes with an appropriate quantification of the uncertainty and extreme
events. In this paper, information theory is applied to compute the statistical response and find
the most sensitive perturbation direction of different El Nifo-Southern Oscillation (ENSO) events
to initial value and model parameter perturbations. Depending on the initial phase and the time
horizon, different state variables contribute to the most sensitive perturbation direction. While
initial perturbations in sea surface temperature (SST) and thermocline depth usually lead to the
most significant response of SST at short- and long-range, respectively, initial adjustment of the
zonal advection can be crucial to trigger strong statistical responses at medium-range around 5
to 7 months, especially at the transient phases between El Nifio and La Nina. It is also shown
that the response in the variance triggered by external random forcing perturbations, such as the
wind bursts, often dominates the mean response, making the resulting most sensitive direction very
different from the trajectory-wise methods. Finally, despite the strong non-Gaussian climatology
distributions, using Gaussian approximations in the information theory is efficient and accurate for
computing the statistical response, allowing the method to be applied to sophisticated operational

systems.



SIGNIFICANCE STATEMENT: The purpose of this work is to better understand how the El
Nino-Southern Oscillation (ENSO) responds to changes in its initial state and internal dynamics
or external forcings. A statistical quantification of this response allows for the comprehension of
the triggering conditions and the effect of climate change in the occurrence frequency and strength
of each type of ENSO event. Such a study also allows to detect the most sensitive perturbation
directions, which has practical significance in guiding anthropogenic activities. The approach used
to study the response in this work is through the framework of information theory, which allows for
an unbiased and robust assessment of the statistical response that is not affected by the turbulent

dynamics of the system.

1. Introduction

El Nino-Southern Oscillation (ENSO) is the dominant interannual variability over the equatorial
central to eastern Pacific Ocean (Philander||1983; Ropelewski and Halpert|1987; Klein et al.[|1999;
McPhaden et al.[|[2006), which is characterized by its irregular and quasi-periodic anomalies in
atmospheric wind and sea surface temperatures (SST). While the immediate effects are observed in
the tropics and subtropics, ENSO has a significant impact on the climate, ecosystems, economies,
and societies around the globe via atmospheric pathways (Ropelewski and Halpert 1987} Klein
et al. [1999), making it a global climate phenomenon leading to tropical cyclones, floods, and
droughts. Under the classical viewpoint, ENSO is regarded as a climatological phenomenon with
oscillatory behavior between two roughly mirror phases based on its features during its mature
phase in the eastern Pacific (EP) (Jin/[1997)). In the warming phase of the SST, it is known as El
Nino, while in the cooling phase, it is known as La Nifia. In recent decades, many El Nifio events
have been observed to occur in the central Pacific (CP) area. Therefore, the El Nifio phenomenon
is further divided into the EP and CP types (Ashok et al.|2007} |Yu and Kao/[2007; Kao and Yu
2009), where the most significant SST anomaly (SSTa) is located near the coast of South America
and the dateline, respectively (Yu and Kao 2007; Kao and Yu|[2009). This is known as the ENSO
diversity (Capotondi et al.2015). Although ENSO was initially viewed as an essentially symmetric
phenomenon with oscillatory and quasi-periodic behavior, it demonstrates significant asymmetric
spatial patterns and irregularities, as well as diverse characteristics in its temporal evolution and

peak intensities. The former usually leads to different ENSO categories, including EP El Nifio, CP



El Nifio, mixed EP-CP events, and La Nifia. The latter consists of standard single-year moderate
ENSO events, multi-year events (Yu and Fang 2018)), extreme El Nifos (Chen et al.[|2015}; [Levine
et al.|2016; Capotondi et al.|2018; Sun and Yu|2009) and delayed El Nifios (Hu and Fedorov|2016,
2017). These spatiotemporal irregularities are called ENSO complexity (Timmermann et al.|[2018;
Hayashi and Watanabe|[2017; Boucharel et al.|[2021).

Due to the strong connections with other climate variabilities, it is of practical importance to
compute the response of each ENSO event to various perturbations of the climate system. On
the one hand, predicting the corresponding spatiotemporal patterns of an ENSO event due to the
perturbed initial state helps understand its precursors and analyze the triggering conditions of the
event. For example, calculating the response of the SST field due to the perturbed wind stress
field is one of the most essential practical topics. Such a study is vital in advancing an improved
understanding of ENSO predictability. It also facilitates discovering the formation mechanisms of
extreme El Nifios and thus provides possible guidance to prevent or cope with the associated natural
hazards. On the other hand, a perturbation of either the internal dynamics or the external forcing
will also lead to a change in the resulting ENSO spatiotemporal patterns. Such a perturbation
can be caused by potential climate change and may result in regime switching. The perturbed
system may bring about a different occurrence frequency for each type of ENSO event. It may
also increase the strength of extreme events and enhance the probability of generating multi-year
events. With an appropriate climate model, a natural way to study these two types of perturbation
problems is to compute the model response to the perturbed initial conditions and model parameters,
respectively. Particularly, detecting the most sensitive perturbation directions, namely the fastest-
growing perturbations, has practical significance in guiding anthropogenic activities.

A hierarchy of approaches has been developed to study the response to these perturbations. One of
the simplest methods for studying the initial perturbation is to approximate the nonlinear governing
equation by the tangent linear model and then apply a linear singular vector to find the fastest-
growing perturbation (Lorenz|1965; Samelson and Tziperman|2001). To take into account crucial
nonlinear features in computing the model response, methods based on the nonlinear singular
vector have been built (Mu/[2000; Mu and Wang 2001). The approaches were later extended to
the development of conditional nonlinear optimal perturbation for studying the response of the

ENSO and other climate phenomena (Mu and Duan|2003; |Duan and Mu/2018). In addition, many



studies exploited intermediate or global circulation models to carry out numerical experiments that
compare the model realizations under various perturbations (Cai et al.|2020; Mayer et al. 2016;
Toniazzo et al.|2008; (Callahan et al.|2021). Most existing methods aim to study the trajectory-
wise difference caused by perturbations. These methods provide valuable insights for short-
term behavior and lead to many successful results. However, since nature is turbulent, applying
trajectory-wise methods for studying the response may not always be an optimal approach. One
of the fundamental issues in many complex turbulent systems is model error, which is inevitable
in practice. Due to the turbulent nature, model error can easily be amplified after a very short
term (Chen/2023). Consequently, model error dominates the intrinsic dynamics in driving the
time evolution of the model trajectory. In other words, a large portion of the computed response is
attributed to the model error. Furthermore, as stochastic parameterizations have been incorporated
into many climate systems (Palmer et al.[2009; Berner et al.[2017; |Franzke et al.|2015)), each single
model trajectory contains randomness, which raises difficulties in using standard trajectory-wise
approaches to evaluate the response.

Statistical response, which computes the deviation of the model statistics instead of trajectories,
provides an alternative way to study the model response due to the perturbation of the initial state
or parameters (Majda and Q12018 2019). One significant advantage of the statistical response is
that although each model trajectory is chaotic, the time evolution of the statistics is deterministic
and more predictable (Gardiner et al.||1985; (Chen/|2023). These statistics are also robust to the
random noises in the underlying system. As a result, a small model error will not substantially
impact the response of the statistics, which is fundamentally different from its trajectory-wise
counterpart. Notably, the statistical response not only describes the shift of the mean state but also
measures the increase or decrease of the level of uncertainty. The latter can be roughly reflected
in the variance or, more precisely, characterized by the probability density function (PDF) of the
state variables (Billingsley|2017). Understanding the corresponding change of the uncertainty as
a response to perturbations is essential in studying the predictability in ensemble prediction and
advancing the probabilistic forecast of extreme events (Fang and Chen 2023). Although several
statistical methods have been utilized to assess prediction skill, intrinsic predictability, and model
error (DelSole[2004; DelSole and Tippett 2007; [Kleeman| 201 1; Majda et al.|[2005), analyzing the

statistical response of ENSO complexity has not been systematically studied.



In this paper, a mathematical framework for computing the statistical response of a complex
system is developed, where information theory is utilized to measure the strength of the response.
The method is then applied to study the response of different ENSO events, namely the ENSO
complexity, to the perturbations of initial conditions and model parameters. It is also used to find
the most sensitive perturbation direction for each ENSO event. The focus is on highlighting the
advantage of the statistical response over the trajectory-wise approaches, especially for computing
the response in characterizing the uncertainty and extreme events. A recently developed conceptual
multiscale stochastic model is utilized to describe the ENSO complexity (Chen et al.|2022). The
model can reproduce many crucial observed dynamical and statistical features, including the non-
Gaussian climatology statistics. It has also been the building block for developing an intermediate
coupled stochastic dynamical model for the ENSO complexity (Chen and Fang|[2023)). Therefore,
the conceptual model is an appropriate choice as a first path for exploring the statistical response
of different ENSO events. In addition to the direct numerical algorithm based on the definition,
several approximate schemes are derived to facilitate the practical calculations of the statistical
response. These methods are applicable to more sophisticated operational models. The conceptual
model will serve as a testbed to validate these computationally efficient methods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The general framework of the statistical response
and the associated computationally efficient approximate schemes are introduced in Section[2] The
observational data set and the conceptual multiscale stochastic model for the ENSO complexity are
described in Section[3] The results of the statistical response to initial value and model parameters

are presented in Section 4l The paper is concluded in Section

2. Methods

a. Standard trajectory-wise response

Let us start reviewing the standard trajectory-wise methods for computing the model response.
Denote by x, the state variable x at time ¢ from the original model. Denote by x? the corresponding
variable once a perturbation ¢ is imposed on either the initial conditions or the model parameters.
Note that, although the superscript ¢ in xf is written in the scalar form for notational simplicity,

the perturbation 6 is usually a vector. The response of the system at time ¢ to such a perturbation



can be defined as the distance between these two vectors (Samelson and Tziperman/[2001), namely
d(x),x,) = 1% =%/ ||, (1)

where a standard Euclidean norm is taken to obtain a scalar value of the distance.
Due to the chaotic nature of the system, one fundamental issue is that model error can dominate
the intrinsic dynamics after a short term. Therefore, it remains unclear in many situations if the

computed distance is attributed to the actual response or the model error.

b. Statistical response and the associated information measurement

Different from using the trajectories as the quantity for measuring the model response, the
statistical response focuses on the change in the model statistics as a response to the perturbations.
To this end, denote by p(x;) the PDF of x; for the original unperturbed system and p°(x;) the
corresponding PDF after the perturbation. The moments, such as the mean and the variance, can
be easily obtained from the PDF. Unlike the case with two vectors where the point-wise difference
as in (T)) can be naturally used as the distance, such a direct discrepancy between the two PDFs
will significantly underestimate the role of extreme events corresponding to the tail probability.
Information theory provides a practical way to characterize the distance between the two PDFs via

the following relative entropy (Majda and Gershgorin/2010; [Majda et al.|2005; Kleeman|[2011)),

)
P(p° (%), p(x;)) = / p°(x)log (l; ((;’)))dxz, 2)

which is also known as Kullback-Leibler divergence or information divergence (Kullback and
Leibler| 1951} Kullback|1987,1959). The ratio between the two PDFs inside the logarithm function
quantifies the gap in the tail probability, resulting in an unbiased way of characterizing the statistical
difference. It allows the relative entropy to be widely utilized to quantify model error, predictability,
and prediction skill (Majda and Gershgorin/2010, 2011; Majda and Branicki |2012; |Branicki and
Majda 2012, 2014; [Kleeman| 2011, 2002; |DelSole| 2004; Branicki et al. 2013} Branstator and
Teng|2010). Despite the lack of symmetry, the relative entropy has two attractive features. First,
P(p(x;),p(X;)) > 0 with equality if and only if p®(x;) = p(x;). Second, P(p°(x,), p(x,)) is

invariant under general nonlinear changes of variables. These provide an attractive framework for



assessing the discrepancy between the two statistical quantities. A larger value of P (p°(x,), p(X;))
means the statistical response to the perturbation is more significant.

Since the relative entropy # in (2) is unbounded, it is practically useful to introduce a rescaled
version defined as

E=1-exp(-P), 3)

It rescales the original relative entropy # to the interval [0, 1). The rescaled relative entropy &
takes the value of O if and only if = 0. It approaches 1 when # becomes infinity. The rescaled
relative entropy & remains a monotonically increasing function in terms of the difference between
the two PDFs. The rescaled relative entropy & will be used in all the numerical results shown in
this work.

Given a perturbation, the strength of the corresponding statistical response is computed from
the relative entropy in (2). However, unless the distributions have desirable features, numerical
integration is needed to calculate the relative entropy, which is a computationally challenging issue.
Furthermore, in the situation of seeking the most sensitive perturbation directions, an exhaustive
search of the entire state space of x; is needed based on the direct definition of the relative entropy
in (2). This becomes computationally prohibitive when x; is high dimensional (Robert et al.[2010;
Kuo and Sloan|[2005). The following subsection aims to provide alternative ways to accelerate the

calculations.

c¢. Practical numerical approaches for computing the statistical response
1) GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION

One practical setup for utilizing the framework of information theory in many applications arises
when both the distributions are Gaussian so that p°(x,) ~ N'(X%,R%) and p(x,) ~ N (X;,R,). In the
Gaussian framework, P (p°(x;), p(x;)) has the following explicit formula (Majda and Gershgorin
2010; Majda and Wang 2006)

P (0 (50, p(0) = |5 (8 ~%)T(R)™ (% - %)

“4)

1 1
+ —Elogdet(RfR,_l)+§(tr(Rth_1)—Dim(x,)) ,




where Dim(x;) is the dimension of x,. The first term in brackets in (4]) is called ‘signal’, reflecting
the information gain in the mean but weighted by the inverse of the model variance, R;, whereas
the second term in brackets, called ‘dispersion’, involves only the covariance ratio, RfR,‘l. The
signal and dispersion terms are individually invariant under any (linear) change of variables which
maps Gaussian distributions to Gaussians.

For non-Gaussian PDFs, a Gaussian fit using the mean and covariance can always be adopted
to build the approximate Gaussian distributions. Then the explicit formula in (]) is used to find
the approximate statistical response. It is worth highlighting two things. First, the Gaussian
approximation in (@) is very different from using a linear approximation of the original dynamics,
such as the linear tangent model. The full nonlinear model is still utilized to obtain the non-
Gaussian PDF as the first step. Only the Gaussian statistics of the non-Gaussian distribution are
used in the explicit formula (d)). Therefore, the statistical response still reflects the nonlinear
features of the underlying dynamics. Second, although the Gaussian approximation may lead
to errors in approximating the PDF itself, it may become a valuable surrogate for finding the
most sensitive perturbation direction, corresponding to the strongest statistical response at a given
forecast lead time. Therefore, one task below compares the statistical response computed from the
explicit formula with a Gaussian approximation with the exact value. The conclusions based on

the conceptual model tests can provide valuable guidelines for more sophisticated models.

2) LEADING-ORDER APPROXIMATION VIA FISHER INFORMATION

Recall that ¢ is the perturbation vector, which can be the perturbation of a subset of the state
variables for the initial values or a few selected parameters, and assumed to be an N dimensional
vector. It is assumed that the possible range for the perturbation is within physical meanings
and that it is further standardized as for 6 = 0 to correspond to the unperturbed climatological
system. Since the perturbation is usually small, the perturbed PDF can be written as a function
of 6. Applying a Taylor expansion of p°(x;) with respect to § in computing the relative entropy
under the tacit assumption that the PDF is differentiable with respect to the perturbation 6 (Majda
et al.|2009; Majda and Wang 2010; Hairer and Majda 2010), yields the following leading-order

approximation of the response to the perturbation (Majda and Chen|[2018}; Majda and Gershgorin



2011)),
P(p (5, p(x0) = 58-1(p ()6 + O(13["), ©

where the first term on the right-hand side of (9) is the quadratic form in & defined by the N x N

Fisher information matrix (Williams|2001}; [Cover|/1999)),

_ 2
5 1(p(x))8 = / %dxt, ©)

where the gradients are evaluated at the unperturbed state.

One significant advantage of the quadratic form in (6)) is that the most sensitive perturbation
direction, namely the strongest statistical response at ¢, occurs along the unit direction associated
with the largest eigenvalue of the matrix /(p(x;)). Such an eigenvalue can be easily computed once
the gradients of p(x;) along the directions of the basis vectors of § are calculated, which requires
only a small number of evaluations. In contrast, the computationally expensive brute-force search
algorithms, computing the response at all possible directions, have to apply when the exact formula
in (2) or its Gaussian approximation (@) is used to achieve such a goal. Therefore, the Fisher

information provides an efficient and systematic way in finding the most sensitive perturbation.

3) FISHER INFORMATION WITH COARSE-GRAINED STATISTICAL MEASUREMENTS

In many situations, the observed climatology data are used to compute unperturbed statistics. Yet,
it is worth noting that, due to the limited amount of data and the possible measurement noise, these
data can usually estimate the first few moments accurately, but the higher-order moments are very
sensitive to the small noise. Therefore, instead of calculating the exact PDF, the measured leading
few moments are typically used to reconstruct the least biased PDF using the so-called maximum
entropy principle (Majda and Wang [2006; Bajkoval|1992). It is then used as an approximation of
p(x;) in (6) to compute the most sensitive perturbation direction. See [Majda et al|(2005), Majda
and Wang (2006), and Majda and Gershgorin| (2010) for more details.

Denote by E; (x;) = (E1(X;),...,Er(X;)) the L statistical quantities from the observational mea-
surements or model simulation, for example, the mean, the covariance and up to the L-th moment.
The least biased PDF obtained from the maximum entropy principle is denoted by p‘z (x;). Further

denote by E; = (E1,...,Er)T, where each component E; is given by E; = fxt E (%) p§ (X,)dx,.
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The notation ‘overline’ represents the statistical average with respect to the perturbed PDF, and
the resulting E; is a number that depends on the perturbed dynamics. Then the quadratic form of

6-1(p(x;))d in (3) can be approximated by (Majda and Gershgorin/2010)
— Tolo =
§-1(pL(x))6 =8 ((VoE1) 'C™'VsEL )6, ™

where C is the L X L climate correlation matrix

C=(EL(x)—Er)(EL(x)—Ep)T, (8)

and VsE; is the gradient of each component in E; with respect to the perturbation vector 6 that
gives an L X N Jacobi matrix with standard element (VaﬁL)j:llif = g—gj and with the Jacobian
of the statistical average being evaluated at the unperturbed state of § = 0. Note that E;(x;) is a
function of the state variable x, while its statistical average E; is a number. For example, if the mean
and the variance are adopted as the first two components of the measurements, then E;(x;) = X;
and E»(x;) = (X, — X;)2. Correspondingly, E, (x;) =X, and E, (x;) = (x; —X;)2. The associated first

four entries of C in (8] are given by

Cii = (x—X,)?, Ci2=Co1 = (x,—X;)3, and Co = (% —%)* = ((x, —%,)2)%.

Finally, it is also practically useful to compute the compressed quadratic form involving fewer

measurements, L’ < L,
8- 1(pL(x))6 =8~ ((VoEr) 'C7'VoEL ), ©)

where E;/ (x;) = (E1(X;),...,E;/(x,),0,...,0))T. That is, the first L’ entries of E;/(x,) are the
same as those in E; (x;) but the remaining entries are zero. The compressed quadratic form in
() is relevant in determining the important practical information regarding whether, for example,
changes in the mean climate statistics alone determine the most sensitive directions of climate

change.
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d. Summary

In the following, the exact formula of computing the statistical response in (2) and its two
approximations, namely the Gaussian approximation (4) and the approximation via the Fisher
information with the quadratic form (G))—(6) will be applied to compute the statistical response.
Three different computational approaches will be adopted using the Fisher information with the
quadratic form to find the most sensitive perturbation direction. They are the exact PDF as in (5)—(6)
(hereafter “exact quadratic form™), the quadratic form with measuring only the mean and covariance
(7)—(8) (hereafter “quad form w/ mean and variance”) and the compressed quadratic form involving
only the mean (9)) (hereafter “quad form w/ mean only”). In Section] the intercomparison between
these five different computational methods will be carried out.

Note that, although the quad form w/ mean and variance utilizes the Gaussian statistics, it differs
from applying the Gaussian approximation () to the exact formula. The quadratic form via the
Fisher information (6] is already an approximation in computing the statistical response since
the Taylor expansion of the relative entropy in (9) is utilized. Building upon this, the first two
moments are adopted to replace the full PDF as a second approximation. Nevertheless, it is worth
highlighting that the methods exploiting the quadratic form facilitate determining the most sensitive
perturbation direction by finding the unit eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of
the matrix /(p(x;)) or I(pr(X;)), hereafter named the maximal eigenvector.

The statistical quantities in this work are computed from an ensemble simulation. It is based on
a Monte Carlo simulation with 3000 ensemble members. Such an ensemble size is large enough
to reproduce the strong non-Gaussian climatology PDFs for the 6-dimensional conceptual model
described in Section[3] The computational cost of using 3000 ensemble members remains low for
such a conceptual model. Therefore, it provides an accurate reference solution of the statistical
response using the exact formula. It further allows us to compare the result with those using the
Gaussian approximations and the quad form w/ mean and variance. Note that a small ensemble size
is usually sufficient to reach reasonably accurate results when applying the Gaussian approximation
or the Gaussian statistics in the quadratic form. Therefore, these approximate methods can compute
the statistical response using more sophisticated and higher-dimensional operational systems. The
unperturbed initial value is always given by a Gaussian distribution, centered at the observational

values and equipped with a tiny variance of 10™* along each direction. Adding such a small
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uncertainty to the initial value facilitates the numerical calculation of the relative entropy within
a very short lead time. Other advanced techniques, such as the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
(Mayda et al.|2005; [Kubo|1966), can be embedded into the above methods to compute the statistical
response more efficiently. These methods are helpful for more complicated systems but are not
adopted here since the direct Monte Carlo simulation with 3000 ensemble members is sufficient for
the 6-dimensional conceptual model. Finally, when calculating Vsp(x;) in (6), where p(x;) is the
unperturbed distribution, the derivative is approximated by a second-order accurate centered finite
difference. This is achieved by adding a small numerical perturbation € with ||€|| < ||d]|| to the
initial conditions or model parameters, and then computing the associated PDF at time ¢. Notably,
the amplitude of the numerical perturbation € is required to be small to maintain the accuracy of
computing the derivative and guarantee the dominant role of the actual perturbation § in computing
the response. Likewise, we compute another PDF at time ¢ corresponding to the perturbation —e.

These two PDFs are then used to approximate the derivative numerically as

pe(x;) —p~€(x)
2€ )

The primary issues to be addressed in this work are the following:

1. Study the statistical response of different ENSO events, namely the ENSO complexity, to the
perturbations of initial conditions and model parameters. Find the most sensitive perturbation

direction for each type of ENSO event.

2. Since the quad form w/ mean only resembles the deterministic trajectory-wise response, its
difference compared with other methods can be utilized to reveal the crucial role of the

uncertainty in affecting the model response.

3. Exploit the skill of the computationally efficient methods involving Gaussian statistics that

apply to operational systems.

Note that the focus of analyzing the responses to the perturbations of initial conditions and model
parameters can be different. Since the initial value perturbation will have an immediate impact at
short- and medium-range lead times, studying the difference in the response of each single ENSO

event will be highlighted. In contrast, the short-term behavior of the system may not be affected
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by a sudden change in the parameter values. Therefore, parameter perturbation focuses more on

long-term behavior that affects the climatology.

3. Observational Data Sets, Definitions of Different Types of ENSO Events and the Multiscale

Model

a. Observational data sets

In most of the studies in this work, the monthly ocean temperature and current data are from the
GODAS reanalysis dataset (Behringer and Xue|2004). The thermocline depth along the equatorial
Pacific is approximated from the potential temperature as the depth of the 20°C isotherm contour.
The analysis period is 36 years, from the start of 1982 until the end of 2017. Anomalies presented
in this study are calculated by removing the monthly mean climatology of the whole period. In
this work, the Nifio 4 (7¢) and Nino 3 (Tg) indices are the averages of the SSTa over the CP
(160°E-150°W, 5°S-5°N) and EP (150°W-90°W, 5°S-5°N) regions, respectively. The Ay index
is the mean thermocline depth anomaly over the western Pacific region (120°E-180°, 5°S-5°N),
while the u index is the mean mixed-layer zonal current in the CP region. In the last subsection
of the results, the ERSSTv5 data (Huang et al.|[2017), which has a longer period, is utilized to
compute the number of each type of ENSO event. This longer period of observed SST data allows
us to compute the number of ENSO events in Table 1 while minimizing the statistical biases. The
36-year observational period defined by the GODAS dataset may cause more errors in the statistics
of interest.

The daily zonal wind data is measured at 850 hPa and is taken from the NCEP-NCAR reanalysis
(Kalnay et al.[[1996). It is used to describe the wind bursts in the intraseasonal scale. Removing
the daily mean climatology, the anomalies are averaged over the WP region to create the wind
burst index. Note that the wind lies in a faster time scale than all other state variables (daily
than monthly). Although a single daily value of the 7 index describing the wind anomalies has
a minor effect on the SST variables, the accumulated wind over time will modulate the SST
variations. Jumping up to the decadal time scale, Walker circulation strength index data are also
included to illustrate the modulation of the decadal variation on the interannual ENSO characters.
It is defined as the sea level pressure difference over the CP/EP (160°W-80°W, 5°S-5°N) and the
Indian Ocean/WP (80°E-160°E, 5°S-5°N) (Kang et al.[|2020). The monthly zonal SST gradient

14



between the WP and CP region highly correlates with this Walker circulation strength index (with
a simultaneous Pearson correlation coefficient of around 0.85), suggesting the significance of the
air-sea interactions over the equatorial Pacific. Since the latter is more directly related to the
zonal advective feedback strength over the CP region, the decadal model state variable (/) mainly

illustrates this quantity.

b. Definition of different types of ENSO events

The definitions of different ENSO events are based on the average SSTa during boreal winter
(DJF). The CP region is defined as 160°E-150°W, 5°S-5°N, with the former indicating the longitude
(with 180° being the Prime Meridian) and the latter the latitude (with 0° being the Equator), and
the EP region as 150°W-90°W, 5°S-5°N. Using the definitions of (Kug et al.[|2009), when the EP
is warmer than the CP and the EP SSTa, T, is greater than 0.5°C, it is classified as an EP El
Nifo. Based on the classification in (Wang et al.2019), an extreme EP El Nifio event corresponds
to when the maximum of the EP SSTa from April to the following March is larger than 2.5°C.
Accordingly, when the CP is warmer than the EP and the CP SSTa, T¢, is larger than 0.5°C, it is
defined as a CP El Nino. Finally, when either the T¢ or T anomalies are cooler than —0.5°C, it is

defined as a La Nina event.
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¢. The multiscale stochastic dynamical model for the ENSO complexity

The model used to study the statistical response is a recently developed stochastic conceptual

model for the ENSO complexity (Chen et al.|2022):

du Tc+Tg .
== —ru—=4, +Bu(DT+0,W,, (10a)
dhw Tc+Tg .
T: —I’hw—5h +ﬁh(1)T+O'hWh, (IOb)
dT¢ _
P (re—ci1(t,Tc))Tc+{cTg +ychw+o(Du+Cy+Be(I)T+0ocWe, (10c)
dTg .
e (re—c2(t)Tg — {eTc+yehw+Be(I)T+0gWE, (10d)
dr )
S o TOW, (100
dI _
E: —/l(I—m)+0'1(I)W1. (10f)

The dimensional units and the parameters in the coupled model are summarised in Table 2 in the
Appendix.

The dynamical core of the model is a deterministic three-region interannual linear model with
zonal advective feedback (Fang and Mu|[2018). It extends on the classical two-region recharge
oscillator model (Jin/|1997) and implements the air-sea interactions over the entire WP, CP, and
EP regions. It also incorporates the ocean content discharge and recharge process controlling the
occurrence of El Nifio and La Nina events via the thermal layer and the ocean zonal advection.
In the model, T¢ and Tg are the SSTa in the CP and EP regions, respectively, while u is the
mean zonal current anomaly in the CP region and Ay is the mean thermocline depth anomaly
in the WP region. In addition to these interannual variabilities, two processes, describing the
intraseasonal wind bursts 7 and the decadal variability in the background Walker circulation 7, are
further incorporated into the model. The intraseasonal variability T accounts for several important
atmospheric ENSO triggers, such as the westerly wind bursts (WWBs), the easterly wind bursts
(EWBs), and the convective envelope of the Madden-Julian Oscillation (MJO) (Chen et al. 2015
Hu and Fedorov| 2016; Puy et al. 2016; Vecchi et al|2006). Its strength is given by a state-
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dependent (multiplicative) noise that depends on the SSTa (Jin et al.2007; Bianucci et al. 2018;
Chen and Zhang [2023)), where a warmer SSTa leads to stronger wind burst activities. As for
the decadal variability in the state variables through 7, it stems from the observation that since
1870, through several detailed El Nifio-type classification methods, the EP and CP El Nifio events
are alternatively prevalent every 10 to 20 years (Yu and Kim|2013; Dieppois et al. [ 2021). This
oscillation between EP-dominant and CP-dominant regimes indicates that the decadal variability
plays an important role in the underlying dynamics, which is parameterized through a simple linear
stochastic differential equation with multiplicative noise (10f)), with no explicit dependence on the
state variables in the faster time scales (Yang et al. 2021). They, together with additional small
Gaussian white noise o,W,,, 0,Wy, occWc, o0gWg, characterize the irregularity and multiscale
features of the ENSO complexity (Timmermann et al.|2018;; Fang and Xie 2020).

It has been shown in the original work (Chen et al. 2022) that the model can reproduce many
observed properties of the ENSO statistics and ENSO diversity. In terms of statistics, the model
can reconstruct the observed power spectrums in both the CP and EP regions. It perfectly recovers
the climatological PDFs of the SSTa indices with their strong non-Gaussian statistics. It also
captures the observed seasonal phase-locking features. As for the ENSO complexity with respect
to spatiotemporal patterns, the model can reproduce roughly the same ratio of EP to CP events
and the intensity of these events, including the amplitude and frequency of the extreme ones, as
in observations. The model can also produce delayed super El Nifio and mixed CP-EP events.
Furthermore, the model generates multi-year events with more multi-year La Nifia than multi-year
El Nifo, consistent with observations (Fang and Yu|2020).

In the following, the non-dimensional form of the model in (10) is utilized to compute the
responses. In the non-dimensional form, the six state variables have comparable maximum ampli-
tudes. This means the strength of the components in the 6-dimensional column vector describing
the eigenvector of the quadratic form can be used to intuitively tell the most sensitive direction.
Nevertheless, the results for the evolution of the statistics with or without the perturbation are

shown in the dimensional form that facilitates the physical explanations.
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4. Results

a. Statistical response to the perturbations of initial values

Figure [I] shows the statistical response of T to the initial value perturbations for events with
distinct starting dates and at different lead times, where a 30% perturbation is added to the initial
value of each of the six state variables.

The following conclusions can be made from the result using the exact formula (2)) (Panel (a)).
Overall, the statistical response at future time instants heavily relies on the initial state of the
system. The initial perturbation has the most far-reaching impact on the subsequent evolution
of the system when the initial phase is at the peak of strong EP events, where the response can
remain considerable even after two years. This is unsurprising as a strong initial value can be
easily amplified for a chaotic system as time goes on (Fang and Chen|2023). The responses from
the extreme El Nifios of 1982-1983 and 1997-1998 are the strongest among the different events.
The initial perturbations of the other two significant El Nifios, in 1987-1988 and 2015-2016, also
have a long-range impact. The finding implies that the increased strength of El Nifio events under
the climate change scenario not only affects the environment of those years but also has direct
subsequent impacts over a long period. In contrast, if the initial state lies at a La Nina event,
the statistical response is only significant for a very short period. After that, the system follows
the discharge mechanism, which is more predictable (Sharmila et al. 2023). In such a case, the
difference in the initial value, namely the perturbation, is often damped quickly. Furthermore, if
the system is initially in a neutral state, then the amplitudes of different state variables are all near
zero. Consequently, the perturbation, which is a percentage of the initial value, is insignificant and
the subsequent response becomes negligible. Qualitatively similar results are found in 7%, although
the response becomes more significant for 7 when the perturbation is imposed at the initial phases
of strong EP events. Finally, the phase-locking properties are preserved in the statistical response.

In addition to the general conclusion of the statistical response to initial perturbations, the
intercomparison between different methods in Figure[I| provides the following two crucial findings.
First, the statistical response using the Gaussian approximation (Panel (e)) leads to nearly the same
results as that using the exact formula (Panel (a)). At first glance, this may look controversial

as the Gaussian approximation cannot capture the strong non-Gaussian climatology statistics.
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However, despite missing the information in the higher-order moments, the Gaussian approximation
may remain accurate in computing the relative entropy if the information gap between the two
non-Gaussian distributions behaves similarly to that in the low-order Gaussian statistics. The
comparable patterns in Panel (a) and Panel (e) indicate that the statistical response can be effectively
computed using the much cheaper Gaussian approximation, which facilitates the use of more
sophisticated models in practice. Second, the three approximations with the quadratic form (Panels
(b)—(d)) overall lead to similar results as that using the exact formula. This is strong evidence
indicating that the leading-order expansion of the relative entropy with the Fisher information
in (5)—(6) is appropriate in computing the statistical response. Yet, the exact quadratic form
(Panel (b)), which uses the full PDF in computing the gradients (6), gives noisier patterns. This
is because taking the numerical gradient of the full PDF can be sensitive to small errors in the
tail of the estimated distribution that affect the accuracy of the numerical method in Section [d|
Therefore, an appropriate practical strategy involves utilizing the low-order moments, e.g., the
Gaussian statistics, as approximations. This becomes especially helpful when seeking the most
sensitive perturbation directions, as shown below. It is worth noticing that the quad form w/ mean
only gives similar response patterns as the exact formula within a short time range (less than 6
months). It results in more significant errors at long lead times and for those years with larger
uncertainties (e.g., 1983-1984, 1987-1989, etc). Such a result indicates that the mean response is
the dominant component in the total response to initial value perturbations for short lead times.
This justifies using the standard trajectory-wise method in studying the response. As the lead
time increases, some differences can be found between these two methods at medium-range lead
times, which implies that the variance and higher-order moments take over the role of accounting
for the statistical response. The following case studies will demonstrate such a feature. Finally,
the statistical response decays to zero at a longer period as the chaotic system only has a finite
memory length. Note that the findings here are very different from the scenario with the parameter
perturbation (see below), where the response in the change of climatology is primarily attributed
to the variance and high-order moments.

Figure [2] utilizes the principal coordinate direction (PCD) to demonstrate the most sensitive
direction of perturbation at different lead times computed from the quad form w/ mean and

variance. Note that the exact direction is given by a 6 X 1 vector consisting of the components
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Fic. 1. The statistical response of T¢ to the initial value perturbations for events with different starting dates
and at different lead times, where a 30% perturbation is added to the initial value of each of the six state variables.
Different rows show the resulting statistical response amplitude measured by the relative entropy using different
methods. In each row, the x-axis is the starting date on the first day of each month across the 36 years, and the
y-axis is the lead time (months). The horizontal lines above the x-axis indicate the event type of that year based
on the DJF SSTa.

for the state variables (u, hw,T¢c,Tg,7,1). Yet, for the convenience of presentation, only the most
significant component (in absolute value) in this 6-dimensional vector is used. This is named PCD.
Later, the full eigenvector will be used to describe the most sensitive direction in the case studies.
It will be seen in the case studies that several variables may all have non-negligible contributions
at lead times ranging from 3 to 15 months. Typically, 7z and Ay will both contribute to the
response of Tg while T¢, hy, Tg and u will all impact the response of T¢. The exact percentages
of the contributions from each variable vary for different events. As was mentioned at the end
of Section [c| the calculation is based on the non-dimensional system where the amplitudes of
all the state variables are roughly the same. Thus, the largest component in this vector indeed
reflects the dominant direction. Panels (a)—(b) show the PCD for all events across the 37-year
observational period at different lead times when the statistical responses of the T¢ and Tg are
evaluated, respectively. Panels (d)—(e) summarize the schematic structures of the PCD for different
events. Despite some inter-event differences, the overall patterns of each type of ENSO event are

similar. As shown in Panel (d), perturbing 7 always gives itself the strongest response at a short
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lead time, usually within three months. Yet, before the El Nifio events, especially the strong EP
events, thermocline depth becomes the predominant component that triggers the strongest response
of Tc. A stronger thermocline depth strengthens the recharge mechanism and changes the SST
patterns, affecting the EP and the CP regions. The direction along the thermocline depth is also
the choice for the initial perturbation to maximize the response in the future at the interannual time
scale. Next, if the perturbation is imposed when a La Nifia event transits to an El Nifio one, the
zonal advection can play an essential role in the response at around five months lead time. This is
unsurprising as the advection helps accelerate the recharge process and modify the patterns at such
a time scale (An et al.[[1999; [Tao et al.[|2023)). The most complicated scenario is the multi-year
La Nina events, for example, 1999-2000, where T¢ and hy alternate as the most sensible variable
from 5 to 15 months lead time, depending on when the perturbation is imposed. In contrast, as is
shown in Panel (e), when the statistical response of T is considered before an EP El Nifio event,
perturbing Tg gives the strongest response of itself for a short lead time. The PCD becomes Ay
as lead time increases. This simple structure is changed at the phase when an EP El Nifio transits
to a La Nifa, where the advection again becomes important around a lead time of 5 months. For
multi-year La Nina events, Tr and hy alternate at different starting months as the most crucial
variable to perturb that triggers the strongest response of 7g. Finally, Panel (c) shows the PCD
based on the statistical response of Tx but using the quad form w/ mean only method. The patterns
in Panels (b) and (c) are similar for lead times of less than 6 months. Some differences can be seen
around 7 to 9 months. The difference becomes more significant for longer ranges after 14 months,
though the amplitude of the response is negligible since the initial effect almost goes away at such
a long range.

Next, Figures [3H4] present the seasonal statistical response by perturbing the initial conditions
along the most sensitive direction of either Tx (Figure [3) or T¢ (Figure [)). Using Figure 3] as an
example, the procedure for generating such a figure is as follows. First, the statistical response is
computed for different dates and lead times. This will give a plot similar to that in Panel (a) of
Figure |1} The difference compared with Figure [1|is that in Figure |3} the most sensitive direction
for T at the k-month lead is used to determine the initial perturbation direction when computing
the response PDF at such a lead time. In other words, starting from the same date, different

initial perturbations are adopted to calculate the response at different lead times. Then, the relative
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Fic. 2. The most sensitive direction of perturbation. In Panels (a)—(b), the directions are computed using
the quad form w/ mean and variance. Each point in the plot represents the variable associated with the largest
component in the 6-dimensional eigenvector, namely the principal coordinate direction (PCD). It approximates
the most sensitive perturbation direction if a perturbation is imposed on the corresponding starting date (its
x-axis value) that leads to the response at a given lead time (its y-axis value). The two panels show the cases
when the statistics of T¢ and Tg are adopted, respectively, in computing the relative entropy. Panel (c) shows the
PCD based on the statistical response of Tg using the quad form w/ mean only. Panels (d)—(e) summarize the

schematic structures of the most sensitive direction for different ENSO events corresponding to the findings in
Panels (a)—(b).

entropy between the response PDF and the unperturbed one is calculated. Finally, the relative
entropy values are averaged over the dates with the same initial month and lead time to reach the
plots. Panels (a) and (d) in these two figures show that similar to the spring prediction barrier

(Lopez and Kirtman![2014; Duan and Wei [2013; [Zheng and Zhu/2010), there is a spring barrier

for the response. Such a spring barrier is consistent when adding the initial perturbation based on

the most sensitive direction of Tg or T¢. The spring barrier is related to the overall weak initial
strength of the signal in the boreal spring. However, compared with the spring barrier for the

standard trajectory-wise prediction, the spring barrier for the statistical response is less significant.
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To understand such a difference, Panels (b)—(c) and (e)—(f) show the response corresponding to
the signal and dispersion components, respectively. It is seen that the spring barrier is significant
in the signal part. Note that the signal part, defined in (@), is based on the mean time series,
which can be regarded as a surrogate of a trajectory and is thus more consistent with the standard
trajectory-wise-based spring prediction barrier. On the other hand, the dispersion part, which is
based on the variance, shows no apparent spring barrier. This weakens the overall spring barrier
in the statistical response. The insignificant spring barrier in the variance response is possibly
due to the weak interaction between the mean and variance, so the time inhomogeneous behavior
in the mean response does not affect the variance too much. The findings here indicate that the
model response can behave differently in different statistical measurements regarding the spring
barrier. The spring barrier affects the path-wise prediction but may not significantly influence the
propagation of the overall uncertainty.

Seasonal statistical response by perturbing the initial conditions using the MSD based on TE
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Fic. 3. Seasonal statistical response by perturbing the initial conditions using the most sensitive direction
(MSD) based on Tg. Panels (a)—(c): The response of T¢, including the total response and the response in the
signal and the dispersion, respectively. Panels (d)—(f): The response of Tg.
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Seasonal statistical response by perturbing the initial conditions using the MSD based on Tc

(a) Total statistical response - Te

Initiation month

=
5]
<

1 3 5 7 9 1" 13 15 17 19 21

Lead month

&
w
(9]
~
©

(b) Signal part - Te

:-

(c) Dispersion part - Te

Dec

Initiation month

Initiation month
ZEZ8

-
o)
o

1 3 5 7 1" 13 15

9
(e) Signal part - TE

(f) Dispersion part - Te

17 19 21 23

Initiation month
< >
2588

'r|
@
=3

gzo?d
56§28

Initiation month
>
<

-
@
o

11 183 15 17 19 21 23
Lead month
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b. Statistical response to the perturbations of model parameters

Figure [5| shows the PCD and the statistical response to the perturbations of model parameters.

Note that when the parameters are perturbed, they will remain unchanged afterwards. Thus, the

long-term statistics (i.e., the climatology distribution) will become different from the unperturbed

system. This is distinct from the initial value perturbation that lasts only for a finite period due to

the finite memory of the system.

The vector containing the parameters for perturbation is 10 X 1 dimension. The following

parameters are considered:

1.

10.

op: The average SSTa feedback in the thermocline depth equation.

c1(t,T¢c): The damping coefficient in the 7¢ equation, representing the nonlinear parametriza-
tion of the subsurface structure as well as the discharge behavior of the SSTa in the CP

region.

. {c: The feedback coeflicient of T in the T equation.

. vc: The thermocline feedback coeflicient in the T¢ equation.

o (I): The decadal variability coupling parameter (zonal ocean current coupling coefficient).

Bc(I): The wind stress coefficient in the T¢ equation; also related to the increase or decrease

of the MJO or the tropical cyclones in the CP region.
ve: The thermocline feedback coeflicient in the Tr equation.

c2(t): The damping coefficient in the T equation, representing the nonlinear parametrization

of the subsurface structure as well as the discharge behavior of the SSTa in the EP region.
{g: The feedback coeflicient of T¢ in the Tg equation.

BEe(I): The wind stress coefficient in Tr dynamics; also related to the increase or decrease of

the MJO or tropical cyclones in the EP region.

It is seen from Panels (a)-(b) that the wind burst coefficients B¢ and Sg are the dominant

parameter that leads to the strongest response in the statistics of T¢ and Tg, respectively. These

results are as expected, since strengthening the wind activities will significantly increase the SST

25



amplitude and change the resulting statistics. The coefficient yg in front of the thermocline depth
hw and the coefficient {r in front of the CP SSTa 7¢ in the equation of Tg are also shown to
be important intermittently in affecting the statistical response of Tr. The parameter (g and the
coeflicient ¢, in front of the SST feedback in the Ay equation both affect the response of 7¢. One
notable finding by comparing Panel (b) and Panel (c) is that the most sensitive perturbation direction
using the quad form w/ mean only gives a significantly different result than that using the quad
form w/ mean and variance. It reveals that the uncertainty, reflected by the variance, plays a crucial
role in determining the statistical response. The strengthening of the wind activity may not change
the mean response but will significantly increase the variance of the response. Subsequently, it
enhances the probability of the occurrence of extreme events. Section|c|will include more detailed
studies. Finally, as shown in Panels (d)—(e), Similar to the initial value perturbation, the calculated
responses using the exact formula and the Gaussian approximation are similar, which again justifies

utilizing the latter to improve the computational efficiency in practice.
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Fic. 5. The most sensitive direction (in the form of the PCD) and the statistical response to the perturbations of
model parameters. Panels (a)—(b) show the most sensitive directions for the response in 7¢ and Tg, respectively,
using the quad form w/ mean and variance. Panel (c) shows that in Tg using the quad form w/ mean only. Panels
(d)—(e) show statistical response of Tg by perturbing all the variables by 10% using the exact formula and the
Gaussian approximation.
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c. Case studies
1) RESPONSE TO INITIAL VALUE PERTURBATIONS FOR DIFFERENT ENSO EVENTS

Figure 6] shows the statistical response of the 1997 extreme EP El Nifio event (Columns (a)—(b))
and the 1987 moderate EP El Nifio event (Column (c)). For the time evolution of the mean and
variance responses shown in the first two rows, the starting date is 4 months before the event
peak. The perturbation at the initial time corresponds to the one that triggers the most sensitive
perturbation at a lead time of 4 months, namely at the event peak, for 7¢ (Column (a)) and Tg
(Columns (b)—(c)), respectively. The associated coordinate of the maximal eigenvector is used as
the perturbation added to the initial condition. The third row of this figure shows the most sensitive
perturbation direction at different lead times, where the lead time of 4 months corresponds to the
event peak. Similar representations of the results are adopted in Figures and Note that
the results are robust within a certain range to the choice of the initial perturbations in terms of the
lead time.

For the 1997 extreme event, perturbing 7¢ and T results in the strongest responses for themselves
at a short lead time, respectively. This is as expected since the SST variables do not have time to
respond to the perturbation of other variables within such a short time. At long lead times, the
most sensitive direction is predominated by the thermocline feedback, which is the crucial variable
for amplifying the discharge-recharge mechanism (Jin and An|1999). The zonal advection u plays
a vital role in the medium-range lead time from 3 to 9 months when considering the statistical
response of T¢. It does not significantly impact the statistical response of T¢. This is consistent
with a recent finding in (Tao et al. 2023), which suggests the zonal current error has the most
substantial impact on the western and central tropical Pacific. Regardless of whether T¢ or Tk is
used to assign the initial perturbation, the time evolution of the mean and the variance responses
are similar, as is seen in the first two rows of Columns (a) and (b). In both cases, the mean response
dominates the time evolution of the statistical response for 7¢. Starting from July 1997, the mean
response is also the main contributor to the statistical response of Tr for a short lead time, but
the variance becomes equally essential in the total explained response from January to May 1998.
A stronger response in the variance indicates a higher probability of triggering extreme events,
which is never seen in the mean response time series that goes toward the neutral state. The 1987

moderate EP El Nifio event has a similar profile of the statistical response. The only difference is
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that the mean response quickly disappears, but the variance response lasts much longer until the
follow-up La Nifia event. This means the perturbation of the precursor of the El Nifio event can

have a far-reaching impact on the subsequent years and affect the associated discharge phase of the

cold event.
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Fic. 6. Statistical responses of the 1997 extreme EP El Nifio event (Columns (a)—(b)) and the 1987 moderate
EP El Nifio event (Column (c)). The first two rows show the time evolution of the mean and variance. The starting
date is 4 months before the event peak, where the event peak is marked by a black arrow. The perturbation at the
initial time corresponds to the one that triggers the most sensitive perturbation at a lead time of 4 months, namely
at the event peak, for 7¢ (Column (a)) and Tg (Columns (b)—(c)), respectively. The blue and red curves show the
time evolution of the statistics associated with the unperturbed and the perturbed initial conditions, respectively.
The dashed black curve in the panels of the mean time series shows the single true trajectory. The third row
shows the most sensitive perturbation direction at different lead times, where the starting date is the same as the
first two rows.

Figure [7] shows the statistical response of the 2014-2015 delayed El Nifio event (Allan et al.
2020; [Ludescher et al.|2014; [Santoso et al.|[2017). The initial perturbation is imposed on June
2014, 4 months before the first peak of the event (first and third rows), and on July 2015, 4 months

before the second and the strong peak of the El Nifo event (second and fourth rows). The initial
perturbation for the time series in the first two rows corresponds to the strongest response at a lead
time of 4 months using 7r while that in the last two rows uses the response of 7¢. The following

conclusions can be made by comparing the responses in the first and the third rows. Starting from
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June 2014, along the most sensitive perturbation direction of 7 (first row), the response in the
mean of 7¢ and Tr dominates the total response while the response in the variance is negligible.
In contrast, the overall statistical response is relatively weak along the most sensitive perturbation
direction of T¢ (third row). Next, it can be seen from the second and the fourth rows that the
situation becomes very different when the starting date becomes July 2015. Both the mean and
the variance will contribute to the statistical response regardless of using 7¢ or Tg as the variable
for determining the most sensitive perturbation direction. Notably, when the direction causing
the strongest response of 7¢ at the lead time of 4 months is utilized as the initial perturbation
direction (the fourth row), the time evolution of the statistical response is significant for both the
SST variables, especially in the variance response. This is similar to the 1997 extreme event shown
in Figure[6] The results imply that their statistical response remains the same despite the intrinsic
differences in the formation mechanisms of these two strong El Nifio events. It is also worth
remarking that wind bursts are crucial for each realization of the events (Chen et al. 2015} |Hu and
Fedorov |2016; |[Levine and McPhaden|2016; Chen et al.|2017; Thual et al. 2019, 2016)), not only
in observations but also in the model utilized here. Nevertheless, the wind burst activity does not
appear to trigger strong statistical responses of the SST variables. This is because the intraseasonal
wind bursts occur in a much faster time scale than the SST variables. Therefore, their statistical
contribution is averaged out. This also illustrates a fundamental difference in studying the El Nifio
events using trajectory-wise and statistical methods.

Figure [8|includes the cases of the 1992 mixed CP-EP event (Columns (a)—(b)) and the 1995 CP
El Nifio event (Column (c)). For the mixed CP-EP event, the first two rows in Column (a) show
the time evolution of the mean and variance for the unperturbed and perturbed initial conditions.
The initial perturbation corresponds to the direction of the strongest response of T¢ at the lead time
of 4 months. With the first 5 months, the mean response of 7¢ outweighs the variance response
while the response in 7 is negligible. However, at the range of the 6- to 14-month lead times,
both the mean and variance responses become significant for 7¢ and 7. Note that the unperturbed
system predicts a 50% possibility of a La Nifia event in October 1992 (since the mean value is
—0.5?C), though the true signal does not exceed this threshold. With the perturbation, the statistical
forecast indicates that a La Nifa event will almost surely occur. Thus, such an initial perturbation

is critical since it drives the dynamics from a possibly neutral state to a La Nifia event at a lead
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Fic. 7. Statistical responses of the 2014-2015 delayed El Nifo event. The first four columns show the time
evolution of the mean of T, variance of T, mean of Tk, and variance of Tk, respectively. The last column shows
the PCD (as a surrogate for the most sensitive perturbation direction) at different lead times, where the starting
date is the same as the corresponding first four rows. The first and the third rows show the results when the initial
perturbation is imposed on June 2014, 4 months before the first peak of the event. The second and the fourth
rows show the results when the initial perturbation is imposed on July 2015, 4 months before the second (and the
strong) peak of the El Nifio event. The initial perturbation for the time series in the first two rows corresponds to
the strongest response at a lead time of 4 months using Tr while that in the last two rows uses the response of T¢.

time of around one year. Column (b) shows that if the initial perturbation is imposed based on
the strongest response of Tr at the lead time of 4 months, then the perturbation has almost no
influence on the statistical evolution of 7¢ and the dominant component of the response in Tg
is in the mean. The comparison between these two columns implies the role of different initial
perturbations in modulating the dynamics. In addition, the mean and variance responses are not
always synchronized, especially for long lead times, which further indicates the importance of
utilizing the entire PDF or at least considering the variance in calculating the response. Finally,
by imposing the initial perturbation along the direction of the strongest response of 7T¢ at the lead
time of 4 months, the time evolution of the statistical response of the 1995 CP El Nifio in Column
(c) is similar to the CP-EP event in Column (a). That is, both the mean and the variance responses
are significant for lead times up to 14 months.

Figure[9]demonstrates the time evolution of the entire PDF and that of the skewness and kurtosis

of T¢ of the 1992 mixed CP-EP event. The initial perturbation corresponds to the direction of
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Fic. 8. Statistical responses of the 1992 mixed CP-EP event (Columns (a)— (ll:))) and the 1995 CP
El Nino event (Column (c)). The caption description is similar to Figure|[6]

the strongest response of 7¢ at the lead time of 4 months. This figure supplements Column (a) of
Figure[8] A strong response in the PDF of T¢ happens at the end of 1992, which is consistent with
that in the leading two moments in Figure[§] Notably, the PDF associated with the perturbed initial
condition can show even more non-Gaussian features than the one with the unperturbed initial
condition. Nevertheless, since the skewness and kurtosis peak at the same time as the variance,
the result justifies that the Gaussian approximation is appropriate for finding the most sensitive
perturbation direction.

Finally, Figure [10] shows the case studies of the 2010-2011 multi-year La Nifia event
and Watanabe]2021; [Luo et al.[2017) and the 1988 single-year La Nifia event. For the 2010-2011

multi-year La Nina event, initial perturbations are imposed on two different dates, October 2010

and November 2011. The two dates are 4 months before the peak of the first and second year La
Nifa. For the single-year La Nifia event, the perturbation is imposed 4 months before the peak
time. As in the previous figures, the initial perturbation corresponds to the direction of the strongest
response of T¢ or Tg at the lead time of 4 months. For these La Nina events, the mean response is
the dominant component of the statistical response. This indicates that the initial perturbation is

dissipated over the discharge phase, which explains the longer predictability of the La Nifia events.
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FiG. 9. Time evolution of the statistics of T¢ of the 1992 mixed CP-EP event when the perturbation is imposed
on December 1991. The initial perturbation corresponds to the direction of the strongest response of T¢ at the
lead time of 4 months. This figure supplements Column (a) of Figure [§] The first two rows show the time
evolution of the PDFs associated with the unperturbed (blue) and perturbed (red) initial conditions. The third
row shows the time evolution of the third and fourth moments, namely the skewness and kurtosis, representing
the non-Gaussian features.
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FiG. 10. Statistical responses of the 2010-2011 multi-year La Nifia event and the 1988 single-year
La Nifia event. The caption description is similar to Figure
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2) RESPONSE TO MODEL PARAMETER PERTURBATIONS

Figure[I T|shows three case studies about the statistical response to model parameter perturbations.
In all cases, perturbation is imposed 4 months before the event’s peak. The direction of the
perturbation is determined by triggering the largest perturbation of either 7 (Column (a)) or T¢
(Columns (b)—(c)) at the event peak using the quad form w/ mean and variance method.

Column (a) shows the case of the 1987 moderate EP El Nifio. The most sensitive perturbation
direction in terms of the statistics of 7Tk at the lead time of 4 months completely follows the direction
of perturbing the wind stress coeflicient S in the Tr equation. Since the wind stress coeflicient
only changes the amplitude of the wind but not the preferences of the WWB or the EWB, the mean
response is zero. However, because of the strengthening of the wind forcing, the response in the
variance of Tg significantly increases. Consequently, the probability of the occurrence of extreme
events becomes large. Note that despite the coupling between T¢ and T, the resulting variance
response of ¢ is only significant for about a year after the initial perturbation.

Column (b) shows the case of the 1995 CP El Nifio, where the most sensitive perturbation
direction is determined by maximizing the statistical response of 7¢ at the lead time of 4 months.
As a symmetry to Column (a), the most sensitive direction is entirely given by the wind stress
coeflicient B¢ in the T¢ equation. Again, the perturbed statistics are mainly due to the change of
the variance rather than the mean, which triggers more variabilities in the subsequent SST.

Column (c) shows the case of the 1998 La Nifia. Since the wind burst is very weak during the
La Nifna phase. The wind stress coefficient is no longer the major contributor to a strong statistical
response. The perturbation of the parameter (¢, representing the feedback from Tr in the T¢
equation, is the one that triggers the strongest response in the dynamics of 7¢ in the medium range
within 4 to 7 months. In contrast, the feedback coefficient ¢, accounting for the feedback from 7¢
and Tg to the dynamics of Ay is the one that triggers the most significant response for the 8 to 13
months lead time. Finally, the wind stress coefficient B¢ becomes the dominant factor for a longer
range after the system leaves the La Nifia phase.

It is worth highlighting that when computing the most sensitive perturbations with parameter
perturbations, the response in the variance is much more significant than that in the mean. A strong
response in the variance and higher-order statistical moments implies the increased probability of

extreme events and the enhancement of the uncertainty from the model output. This indicates
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the fundamental difference between statistical and traditional trajectory-wise methods in studying
the model response and seeking the most sensitive direction. It is also remarkable that the
parameter perturbation will change the climatology. Notably, when the difference mainly lies
in the variance and higher-order moments, the response can be insignificant when applying the
trajectory-wise methods. This indicates the necessity of using the statistical response computed

from the information theory.
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Fic. 11. Statistical response to parameter perturbations. The first two rows show the time evolutions of
the mean and variance using the unperturbed (blue) and perturbed (red) initial condition. The perturbation is
imposed 4 months ahead of the event peak. The direction of the perturbation is determined by triggering the
largest perturbation of either T (Column (a)) or 7¢ (Columns (b)—(c)) at the event peak using the quad form w/
mean and variance method. The third row shows the PCD at different lead months starting 4 months ahead of
the event peak. Columns (a)—(c) show the cases of the 1987 moderate EP El Niio, the 1995 CP El Nifio, and the
1988 La Nifia events, respectively.

Finally, Table [T] shows the occurrence frequency of different ENSO events in observations (first
row), original system (second row), and the perturbed systems by perturbing each listed parameter
by 30% (third to seventh rows). The observational period is from 1950 to 2020, totaling 71
years. The results here indicate the responses of the climatology to the change of these parameters.
When perturbing Sr and B¢, the EP and CP El Nifio events will become more frequent. Note

that the number of extreme EP events is significantly increased when the wind stress or the wind

amplitude is amplified, corresponding to an enhanced Sg. It also triggers more multi-year La
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Nifna events. Increased occurrences of the strong El Nifio and multi-year La Nifia are related
to the global warming scenario (Geng et al.[2023} |Ca1 et al. 2015). Next, when perturbing c,
the feedback coefficient of Tg in the T¢ equation, the system tends to increase the number of
CP events and decrease the number of EP events, pushing more activities toward the CP region
due to the strengthening of the feedback. A decrease of 9, the average SSTa feedback in the
thermocline depth equation, will increase the chance of multi-year El Nifo events. Finally, recall
that ¢ is the damping coefficient in the TC equation, representing the nonlinear parametrization
of the subsurface structure as well as the discharge behavior of the SSTa in the CP region. If
such a parameter is decreased, then the number of CP events will dramatically increase due to
the more active response in the CP region (Zhao et al.|2021)). It will also trigger more multi-year
El Nifio events but fewer multi-year La Nina events. We would like to mention here that similar
results are obtained when instead of the ERSSTvS data we use the GODAS dataset to calculate the
number of ENSO events over the 36-year observational period of 1982-2017 (where in this case 60
non-overlapping segments are used, with each one being 36 years long). The choice of the longer
observational period provided by the ERSSTvS dataset rests solely on the fact that the results are
more robust in the statistical sense, due to the minimization of any biases that may occur when

using a shorter time period.

ENSO Events Occurrence Frequency
El Nifio (EN) EP EN CPEN Extreme EP | Multi-year EN | La Nifia (LN) | Multi-year LN

Observations 24 14 10 4 5 24 8
Original system 22.6+2.8 13.4+£2.4 9.2+2.1 45+1.7 4.0x1.5 29.9+3.0 7.5+1.8
Perturbing Bg (1) (T) 24.4+2.8 17.0£2.9 7.4+2.7 9.3+2.4 5.4+£1.5 33.8+£3.0 10.0+2.1
Perturbing B¢ (1) (T) 22.2+3.3 12.2+2.4 | 10.0+£2.6 4.3+2.0 3.8+1.9 31.0+£3.0 8.2+2.3
Perturbing {c (T) 22.3+2.8 11.6+1.8 | 10.7£1.9 4.1+1.6 3.9+1.8 30.8+3.4 7.5£2.5
Perturbing &5, (1) 22.5+3.0 13.7+£2.9 8.8+2.8 4421 4.6+1.9 29.8+4.2 7.8+2.4
Perturbing ¢ (t,T¢) (l) 26.8+2.9 12.6£2.0 | 14.2+2.4 4.1+1.8 5.3x1.7 31.1£2.5 6.4+£2.0

TaBLE 1. The occurrence frequency (i.e., the number of the events) of different ENSO events in observations
(first row), original system (second row), and the perturbed systems by perturbing each listed parameter by
30% (third to seventh rows). The observational period is from 1950 to 2020 (based on the data included in the
ERSSTvS dataset), totaling 71 years. 30 non-overlapping segments, each being 71 years long as to be consistent
with the length of the observations, are simulated. The mean occurrence frequency numbers (per 71 years, i.e.
over these 30 runs), plus and minus the corresponding standard errors of these segments, are shown.
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5. Conclusion

In this paper, a mathematical framework for computing the statistical response of a complex
system is developed, where information theory is utilized to measure the strength of the response.
The method is then applied to study the response of different ENSO events to the perturbations of
initial conditions and model parameters. It is also utilized to find the most sensitive perturbation

direction for each ENSO event. The main conclusions are summarized as follows.

* Depending on the initial phase and the time horizon, different state variables contribute to the
most sensitive perturbation direction. While initial perturbations in SST and thermocline depth
usually lead to the most significant response of SST at short- and long-range, respectively,
initial adjustment of the zonal advection can be crucial to trigger strong statistical responses
at medium-range around 5 to 7 months, especially at the transient phases between El Nifio

and La Nina.

* Despite the mean response dominating the total response with a short range for the initial
value perturbation, the variance and higher-order moments contribute to the response at

medium-range lead times.

» The spring barrier in the statistical response is overall weaker than that in the standard
trajectory-wise prediction. Notably, the spring barrier is only significant in the signal part
of the response PDF (corresponding to the mean) but is not apparent in the dispersion part

(corresponding to the variance or uncertainty).

* The response in the variance triggered by external random forcing perturbations, such as the
wind bursts, often dominates the mean response at long range in the parameter perturbation
scenario, making the resulting most sensitive direction very different from the trajectory-wise

methods.

* Despite the strong non-Gaussian climatology distributions, using Gaussian approximations in
the information theory is efficient and accurate to compute the statistical response, allowing
the method to be applied to more sophisticated systems, such as the intermediate coupled

models in (Chen and Fang|[2023; |Geng and Jin|2022) or operational systems.
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It is worth emphasizing the different considerations when studying the two types of perturba-
tions analyzed in this work: The initial conditions and the model parameters. The initial value
perturbation will immediately impact each single ENSO event at short- and medium-range lead
times. Since the role of the initial condition weakens as a function of the lead time, the long-term
statistics are not affected by the initial value perturbation. In contrast, the parameter perturbation
may not have a major impact at a short lead time. The response will become more significant as
time evolves. It can also permanently change the climatology and is, therefore, more related to
climate change. Despite this discrepancy in the goals, the response can be computed for both types
of perturbations.

The study in this work highlights the response in the statistical sense. The most sensitive
perturbation direction corresponds to the most influential perturbation that leads to the largest
difference in the statistical forecast of the ENSO. Such difference is quantified using the information
measurement, e.g., the relative entropy in Figure (Il From a broader viewpoint, both the statistical
method developed here and the trajectory-wise approaches aim to find the optimal precursors that
trigger the most significant change in future states. However, the statistical framework differs from
many existing methods based on computing the error in the trajectories, which do not highlight
the role of the uncertainty, such as the variance. Since ENSO and many other natural phenomena
are chaotic and contain uncertainty, it is essential to study the difference in the optimal precursors
using a single trajectory and statistics. Understanding the types of events for which the most
sensitive perturbation direction will strongly depend on the variance and the higher-order moments
is also extremely helpful. The most sensitive perturbation direction can also be used to improve
our understanding of ENSO physics. The variables that contribute the most to these significant
perturbations can be explored to discover the triggering conditions of the corresponding event and
understand the gap between events in the same category but with different strengths and amplitudes.

There are a few other topics that remain as potential future work. First, as Monte Carlo methods
are needed to compute the statistics, the computational cost can be increased significantly when a
large number of sample points is required for operational systems. The quadratic form provides a
relatively cheap practice method by computing only the leading two moments. Overall, this study
shows that the resulting response using such an approximation has a similar behavior to that of

using the full distribution. Yet, a more rigorous quantification of the potential errors introduced in
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the approximation can be an interesting topic. Second, the implication of the statistical response on
the statistical forecast can be further explored. Particularly, it is interesting to study the relationship
between the long-term statistical response and the potential predictability of the ENSO. Third, the
statistical response can be utilized in the multi-model scenario, potentially advancing the model

selection and quantifying the model error.
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APPENDIX

Parameter values and characteristic scales

In Table |A1|we include the model parameters in the standard run (i.e., unperturbed system), and

the characteristic scales appearing in the three-region multiscale stochastic model (10a)—(10f).

Maximum entropy principle and coarse-grained statistical measurements

When studying a stochastic dynamical system we are interested in some statistical quantities
which we can measure through a family of L functionals that represent different statistics of the
dynamics through x;, which we denote by E; (x;) = (E1(X,),...,Er(x;))T. Ateach lead time, we
can extract L measurements observed from the present dynamics or simulated by the model that
correspond to our measurement functionals of interest, which we denote by E, = (El, ... ,EL) T.
This measured information of the dynamics acts as a restriction, with E; imposing L constraints

that are defined through the functionals E (x;), with each component defined as

El = / El(Xt)p(S(Xt)dX[, l: 1,...,L.

Xy
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© (scaling factor) 0.65
bo 2.5 u 0.5
) 0.06250 a 0.125¢0
[u] 1.5ms™! [A] 150m
[T] 7.5°C [7] 5ms™!
[¢] 2 months d- 2
r 0.250 rc 0.75bouo/2
rE 3rc =2.25boup/2 | A 2/60
Su a1bou Sn 28, = apbou
{c 0.75bopo/2 e 0.75bppo/2
Yc 0.750 YE 0.750
Cy 0.030 m 2
o (I To/5 Be(I) | 0.15(1-0.21)yo
Bu(l) -0.28(I) Br (1) —0.4BE (1)
Bc ) 0.88e (1) ou 0.04y/0
on 0.02yo oc 0.04yo
oE 0 o (I) Vaa-n1
o (t,Tc) 0.9[tanh(7. 5Tc)+1]><[1+0 3005( +2?”)]
e1(t,Tc) [ZS(TC+°7755) +0.9(x [1+0.3sin (221 - £ )|
(1) 1.49[1+O.3s1n(7”1 %)+o 2591n(T” %”)]

TaBLE Al. Parameters of the stochastic conceptual model for the ENSO complexity (10).

A natural choice for E;(x;) is the multivariate centralised moment of x; of order [/ = 1,..., L given
by

s L lxdl p(x)dx, =1
Mg =
/Xz |Ix; —itlllp‘s(x,)dx,, [>2,

where X; = E, [x;] and the expectation is taken with respect to the (true) unperturbed dynamics.
As such, E|(x;) = ||x¢|| and E;(x;) = ||x; —§,||l,l > 2. In the main text we had E1(x;) = X; = x/
and E;(x;) = (X, —i,)z. This vector exponentiation can be equivalently interpreted as either the
Euclidean norm raised to said power (as above), or as the product of the elements of the vector when
applying that exponent element-wise. For either choice the quantities retrieved are equivalent, i.e.

each measure can bound the other via a constant depending only on /, choice of norm, and Dim(x;)

(Stuart and Keith|2010).
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For 7 being a PDF we define its differential entropy as

S(n) = —/n(x) log(m(x))dx.

By empirical information theory (Jaynes |1957; Majda and Wang|2006), we can then construct at
each lead time the unique least biased PDF under the Maximum Entropy Principle (MEP), péL,
which is the PDF that maximizes the differential entropy under the constraints of the L observed
measurements E; . For general L constraints imposed by E; and defined by the functionals E; (x;),
we have that the maximum entropy distribution is a member of the L-parameter exponential family
of distributions (Majda and Wang||2006), given as

P(Z(Xt) — e—a’()—a'L'EL(Xt)’

where a; = a; (1) = (((1),...,ar(t))T are the L Lagrange multipliers chosen such that

E, - / EL(x,)e 0Bt gy
X

while ag = a(t) is determined via the normalisation condition

eaoz‘/e_a'L‘EL(Xr)dXt.
Xt

Under the information theory-based framework, P (p°(x;), p(x;)) precisely quantifies the sta-
tistical response of a turbulent system due to the effects of a perturbation imposed on the initial
state, internal fluctuations, or external forcings driving the dynamics. This quantification implic-
itly assumes the full statistical knowledge of the unperturbed dynamics and the availability of
the perturbed densities. Such an assumption is unfeasible both practically and theoretically, thus
making the need to use coarse-grained measurements, either observed or model-simulated ones, in
conjunction with the MEP, necessary to construct the least-biased PDF under these constraints. For
the unperturbed dynamics we can use py (X;), constructed by the MEP and the observational data
from the unperturbed dynamics, as a surrogate, while for p°(x;) we can use the density constructed

by the MEP and L’ model-averaged measurements from a perturbed simulation instead, where
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L’ < L, which we denote by p%"s (x;). This is because, in practice, the model density is determined
by no more information than that available in the observations. In this case, we can then see that

the hurdle of insufficient knowledge can be circumvented to produce the following relation
P (%, pLx)) = (S (P)?) =S (p°)) +2 (P10 0. pLX) )

A proof of this fact in the setting of predictability and model error can be found in p.
3-4 of Majda et al.| (2005); Here we instead use the relation /xt po(x)log(pr(x;))dx; =
/X t p%’é(X,)log(p L(x;))dx,. This expression conveys that the difference between the theoreti-
cal and computable (via a surrogate model) statistical response of a perturbation is precisely equal
to the difference between the differential entropies of the model and true perturbed densities.
This entropy difference quantifies the intrinsic model error, indicating the information barrier in
approximating the perturbed dynamics.

We end this exposition by proving (7). Since the observed statistics E; determine the perturbed
MEP density p5L, with the Lagrange multipliers a; and normalisation constant «, by differentiating

the MEP density with respect to § we then have that

(6-Vsp® (x1))

S ((8-Vs) (@o+ar-Er(x,)))* p5(x),
L\t

where we use the fact that the family of measurement functionals in question does not depend on
the perturbation (under some regularity assumptions). The gradients above are calculated at the
unperturbed state of 6 = 0. Further differentiating «( with respect to 6 and using a bit of vector

calculus yields

Vaag = e~ / Vi (e7o ) ) ax,
Xt
) / Vs (—ar Ep (%)) e B0 dy,

X

:—(V,ga’L)T/EL(Xz)péL(Xt)dxt

= —(VdaL)TEL,
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) ) ) i oa
As for the L X N Jacobian matrix Vg, with standard element (Vsa L){_l1 relV —l, we can get

=1,..., L o6
_ J
an expression for it implicitly by differentiating E; with respect to 8, to end up with

VsEL = Vs ( / EL(xt)p‘z(xt)dxt)
_ / Ey (x,) (~Vsao - Vs (@1 -Er(x))T p2 (x,)dx,

= —/ EL(x) (—(VaaL)TEL+ (V(ﬁa'L)TEL(Xt))Tp(z(Xt)dXt

Xt

Vsap

= [/X E;(x;) (EL(X,) —EL)TpéL(Xz)dXz

Vsap

=— [/X (EL(X,) —EL) (EL(X,) —EL)Tde(Xt)dXz

=-CVsayr.
If we now assume invertibility of the (climate) correlation matrix C we have,
Vsar = —C_IV(sEL.

Plugging in the expressions above for Vsag and Vs into ((8 - Vs) (2o +ar - EL(X/)))? p‘z (x;) and
using the definition of the Fisher information matrix and symmetricity of the correlation matrix C
and its inverse, we then have the following series of equalities, where all gradients are calculated

at the unperturbed state of § =0,

0-1(p(x;))6=0" (/ (=Vsao—Vs(ar-EL(x))) (=Vsao - Vs (ar 'EL(XZ)))TPi(XI)dXz) 0

_ _ T _
5- ( [ sEL)e ! (Brtx) -Er (Euix) - C'lvaELp‘z(x,)dx,)a
X
=6 ((VsEL)'CT'VoEL) 5,
which proves (7). The result and proof of this theorem generalise mutatis mutandis to the case
of models with complex-valued processes and complex-valued statistical quantities of interest, by

replacing the regular transpose with the conjugate transpose, since the climate correlation matrix

(and by extension its inverse) is, in general, Hermitian.
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