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ABSTRACT

Geophysical systems are inherently complex and span multiple spatial and temporal scales, making
their dynamics challenging to understand and predict. This challenge is especially pronounced for
extreme events, which are primarily governed by their instantaneous properties rather than their
average characteristics. Advances in dynamical systems theory, including the development of local
dynamical indices such as local dimension and inverse persistence, have provided powerful tools for
studying these short-lasting phenomena. However, existing applications of such indices often rely
on predefined fixed spatial domains and scales, with limited discussion on the influence of spatial
scales on the results. In this work, we present a novel spatially multiscale methodology that applies a
sliding window method to compute dynamical indices, enabling the exploration of scale-dependent
properties. Applying this framework to high-impact European summertime heatwaves, we reconcile
previously different perspectives, thereby underscoring the importance of spatial scales in such
analyses. Furthermore, we emphasize that our novel methodology has broad applicability to other
atmospheric phenomena, as well as to other geophysical and spatio-temporal systems.
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1 Introduction

Since the seminar contributions by Lorenz [1} 2], it is well-know that as a result of the chaotic and multiscale nature of
the atmospheric flow, the atmosphere has a limited horizon of predictability. It is also well know that such predictability
is very strongly-state dependent: certain configurations of the atmospheric flow are associated with higher instability
than others, so that, at practical level, the skill of weather forecast often results to be more limited [3| 14]]. Lyapunov
exponents (LEs) provide a powerful framework for studying the overall stability properties of a complex system and of
how well we can predict its evolution on average [5]]. In addition, The celebrated Kaplan-Yorke formula allows one
to link the spectrum of LEs of a dynamical system to a notion of dimension of its attractor [6l [7]. Yet, again, such a
notion lacks information on the local properties of the attractor. To address the local properties of the attractor, the
finite-time versions of LEs - FTLEs - were introduced [§]. These convey a measure of the local (in the phase space)
stability properties of the system. Indeed, in the case of the atmosphere, the local variations in the instability of the flow
can be quantified by looking at the fluctuations of the individual finite-time Lyapunov exponents and at the geometry of
the tangent space [9, 110} [11]. However, approaches based on LEs, including FTLEs, are more suitable for problems
where an equation-based model (or its approximation) is explicitly known.

Recent advances in dynamical systems theory have provided a mathematically rigorous, and purely data-driven
framework (without the need to know the underlying equation-based model of the system) for analyzing local,
instantaneous, state-dependent dynamical properties of complex systems. The data-driven framework is achieved by
looking at the statistics of close recurrences of the orbit with respect to a reference state of interest [12, [13]]. This
has led to an data-efficient way to estimate the local dimension d, which, roughly speaking, provides local geometric
information about the system’s complexity by quantifying the number of active degrees of freedom deducible from
the observations. Additionally, the analysis of recurrences has led to introducing a second index: the inverse of the
persistence time (), which estimates the reciprocal of the local persistence time near the reference state.

Given their local nature in the phase space, they are particularly well-suited for studying transient behaviors, such as
extreme events in geophysical systems. Indeed, these two indices have been applied to several geophysical problems,
providing insightful analysis for temperature extremes and their atmospheric drivers [[14} (15 [16]], the life cycles and
transitions of weather regimes [17, 18} |19]], ocean variability [20] and earthquake dynamics [21]].

The works just mentioned address the different phenomena they target looking at the system’s dynamical behavior on a
single and fixed spatial domain that is of interest to the specific study. This implies that the indices adopted for each
study only ‘see’ one single and fixed spatial scale, approach that does not fully capture the possibly multiscale nature of
several of these and other real-world dynamics. Indeed, many geophysical and other spatio-temporal systems exhibit
dynamics that span a wide range of scales, both spatially and temporally; choosing a fixed region (i.e., spatial domain)
might not fully account for these multiscale physical processes. In addition, pre-selecting a fixed spatial domain requires
prior knowledge of the studied system and its dynamics, and may fail to account for dynamical processes originating in
regions afar from the fixed domain selected (e.g., teleconnections in the context of atmospheric dynamics).

In fact, the limitations of the fixed-domain approach just outlined were also noticed by [22] in the study of tropical
cyclones, where a Lagrangian perspective was proposed to better capture their dynamics. To address similar challenges,
empirical mode decomposition (EMD) was recently applied to decompose a given system into components at different
temporal scales, prior to calculating the local indices d and 6 [23] 24]. This approach reveals both the systems’
scale-dependent dynamical characteristics and the interactions between different scales [23]]. However, the application
of EMD to systems with multiple spatio-temporal scales remains challenging, especially if the systems are high-
dimensional. At the same time, another study on the dynamics of slow earthquakes divided the spatio-temporal system
into multiple subsections based on predefined physical quantities, with the dynamical properties of each subsection
characterized individually [25]]. Despite various efforts in the existing literature to account for the multiscale nature of
real-world systems, these methods are often tailored to specific systems, thereby calling for a more systematic approach.

In this work, we seek to overcome the above-mentioned limitations by developing a spatial multiscale approach that is
able to uncover dynamical properties at different spatial scales. The new approach is tailored to complex spatio-temporal
systems, and based on the framework of local dynamical indices d and 6 [12}[13]. We show that our approach is able
to provide new dynamical insights for practical real-world complex problems. To this end, we apply our approach to
European summertime heatwaves, that are high-impact events that have been extensively studied in the literature, thus
providing an ideal testbed for our approach [26| 27} 28} [15, 29} 30]]. In particular, we show how two diverging views
can be reconciled using our approach.



2 A new approach to reveal scale-dependent dynamics

Grounded at the intersection of dynamical systems theory and extreme value theory, the two instantaneous dynamical
indices which we adopt here were developed by [12] and [[13] to characterize local dynamical properties of complex
systems. Within this framework, for each given state of interest ¢, two indices—termed local dimension (d) and inverse
persistence (6), can be computed based on the recurrences of ¢ (i.e., when the system visits states neighboring ¢ in
the phase space). The local dimension d can be considered a proxy for the number of active degrees of freedom of
the system locally around (. It therefore reflects the complexity of the dynamics near the state (; if a system has more
active degrees of freedom, its complexity is greater. The inverse persistence (6) is derived from the extremal index,
which is defined in extreme value theory to measure the clustering of extremes. For a given state (, 6 can be interpreted
as a measure of the inverse of the system’s persistence time near that state and is defined between O and 1. A high value
of # indicates that the system will quickly leave the neighborhood of (, while a value of 6 close to 0 suggests that the
system will persist in states resembling ¢. Both d and 6 can be related to the intrinsic predictability of the system at a
specific time [31]]. States with high local dimension (d) and high inverse persistence (#) are usually considered less
predictable due to their complex and fast dynamics. This has been partly confirmed by [32] for both idealized and
real-world datasets through a new instantaneous index that directly measures predictability within the same theoretical
framework. In atmospheric applications, these dynamical indices can be computed for each instantaneous state of the
atmosphere, as represented by one or more variables (e.g., a given sea-level pressure map over a given geographical
domain). A more detailed description of these indices can be found in the SI Section 1, with the full mathematical
derivation provided in [33]. However, it is important to acknowledge that the computation of these dynamical indices
relies on assumptions that are not fully respected by the data we use, such as stationarity and hyperbolicity. The effect
of this is difficult to quantify, since the framework we adopt is problematic to falsify [34].
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration of the computational framework for scale-dependent dynamical indices. (a)
An example of the 500hPa geopotential height map from 2022/11/10, with bounding boxes showing sliding windows
spaced at uniform stride size. (b) Zoomed-in view of a sliding window and its associated idealized schematic phase
space illustration. The orange dot { represents the state in the specific sliding window and the orange circle corresponds
to neighborhood of ( in the phase space, which is used to define recurrences and compute dynamical indices (see
Materials and Methods). (c) The map of inverse persistence 6. The edges of the figure are left blank because the center
of the sliding windows do not extend to those regions.

Here, we propose a novel spatially multiscale approach that computes dynamical indices using a moving window
scheme, as depicted in Fig. [T} Unlike the traditional approach that considers the entire spatial domain (i.e., the entire
geographical map in the case of weather applications, such as the one depicted in Fig. [T) as a state in the phase space,
we treat each small map within the sliding window separately (Fig. [Th), and compute the associated dynamical indices



(Fig.[Ib) for each small map. Therefore, instead of obtaining one numerical value for d and one for 6 for the whole
map, we obtain numerical values for each sliding window map for both d and 6. By assigning these values to the center
of the sliding window map, and considering sliding windows covering the whole region of interest, we obtain spatial
maps of the dynamical indices (Fig. [Ik). This makes the dynamical indices not only ‘local’ in the phase space (i.e.,
instantaneous in time) but also spatially (i.e., geographically) ‘local’, features that can provide valuable insights. While
we acknowledge that these subsystems are not strictly independent, we proceed with this division as these dynamical
indices have proven effective for relatively localized systems [31]].

In Fig. [T} we use a window size of 40° longitude by 20° latitude as an example, while emphasizing that the window
size can be customized to capture dynamics at different scales of interest. Similarly, our use of the Euro-Atlantic
region here is for illustration purposes only — our method can be extended to the entire globe, enabling the study
of e.g., teleconnections in the context of weather and climate applications. It is worth noting that our framework
shares structural and objective similarities with convolutional kernels from computer vision [35], which are also widely
used in atmospheric dynamics studies [36} 137, 38]]. Both approaches employ a sliding window technique to extract
scale-dependent information from data, with one grounded in dynamical system theory and the other in machine
learning.

3 A Real-World Case Study

3.1 European Summertime Heatwaves

To show the advantages of the new approach, we focus on European summertime heatwaves. These complex phenomena
can pose a substantial threat to society and ecosystems [39,40], and it is critical to enhance our understanding of their
dynamics for improving prediction capabilities and mitigating their impacts [41,42]]. European summer heatwaves
are driven by different processes and show significant inter-regional differences [28]. In higher-latitude regions,
European summer heatwaves are often associated with atmospheric blocking, which results in adiabatic warming
from subsidence and clear-sky conditions [42] 43 [30]. At lower latitudes, European summer heatwaves are linked
to persistent subtropical ridges, a configuration that weakens zonal flow and strengthens meridional flow, facilitating
the southerly advection of hot air into southern Europe [44]]. From a traditional meteorological dynamics perspective,
both blocking and subtropical ridges are highly persistent atmospheric configurations [45]. However, recent studies
based on dynamical systems theory have only found a weak to moderate connection between anomalously persistent
circulation patterns in the mid-troposphere and summertime heatwaves, and few significant persistence anomalies of
the surface circulation patterns [[15)]. Meanwhile, earlier studies based on dynamical indices [13 46], along with other
research [47, 48], have argued that blocking is a transient feature of the atmospheric system, characterized by high
instability and low predictability. These conclusions differ markedly from the traditional meteorological perspective
and call for a reconciliation of these divergent views. In section[d] we show how our new approach can address these
divergent views and enrich our dynamical understanding of these phenomena.

3.2 Data

In this study, we used state-of-the-art ERAS reanalysis daily mean data from 1979 to 2022 [49]. The scale-dependent
dynamical indices analysis is performed on both sea level pressure (SLP) and 500-hPa geopotential height (Z500),
two variables extensively used to analyze circulation patterns associated with temperature extremes [[15 150, 51]]. We
have computed the dynamical indices for the entire Northern Hemisphere (180°W-180°E, 0° to 90°N), with the data
downsampled from the original resolution of 0.25° to 0.5° to reduce computational costs. The stride size for the
sliding window is set to 0.5° in both the longitude and latitude directions. In the main text, we present results using
a window size of 40° longitude by 20° latitude, while the results for a smaller window size (20° longitude by 10°
latitude) are provided in the Supplementary Information. Previous studies have shown that the dynamical systems
metrics are dependent on the studied domain and also exhibit a strong seasonal cycle [[13]. Recognizing this, we
deseasonalize and standardize both dynamical indices before further interpreting the results. The seasonal cycle is
calculated as the mean of a 31-day moving window centered on each calendar day, while standardization is performed
on a grid-point-by-grid-point basis. For all mean values of standardized anomalies presented in this paper, we assess
statistical significance using the 95% confidence interval generated by a bootstrap test with 1,000 resamples (with
replacement). To control the multiple-testing issue in spatial maps, we apply the Benjamini-Hochberg procedure
following [52]].

We define regional summertime heatwaves over the British Isles, Scandinavia, central Europe (Germany), Iberia, and
the central Mediterranean for extended summer season (JJAS), following the bounding boxes used in [28]. We then
identify heatwave occurrences using the procedure outlined in [29]], with the detailed steps provided in Supplementary
Information.



4 Results

4.1 Scale-dependent circulation dynamics during heatwaves

In Fig.[2] we present the composite maps of the standardized anomalies of dynamical indices for the onset days of
European summertime heatwaves (we will use heatwaves hereafter, for the sake of brevity, when referring to European
summer heatwaves). We computed the dynamical indices using SLP (Fig.[2] rows 1 and 2) and Z500 (Fig.[2] rows 3
and 4) separately to show the distinct dynamical behavior of the surface-level and mid-level troposphere, following [15]].
The composite maps of the standardized anomalies of the dynamical indices derived from the two observables reveal
clear differences in both magnitude and spatial configuration, with the Z500-based indices generally showing stronger
anomalies.
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Figure 2: Composite of standardized anomalies of dynamical indices for the onset days of European summertime
heatwaves. Composite of standardized anomalies for the local dimension d (rows 1 and 3) and the inverse persistence 6
(rows 2 and 4) that were computed using both SLP (rows 1 and 2) and Z500 (rows 3 and 4). Each column represents
heatwaves over a specific region, with the affected area indicated by a colored solid bounding box. The dashed
bounding boxes in the last row highlight regions utilized in the analysis presented in Fig.[4] The regions studied are as
follows: British Isles (blue; solid box: 49°N-59°N, 10°W-2°E; dashed box: 36°N-62°N, 40°W-10°E), Central Europe
(black; solid box: 45°N-55°N, 4°E-16°E; dashed box: 30°N-60°N, 30°W-20°E), Iberian Peninsula (orange; solid
box: 36°N—44°N, 10°W-3°E; dashed box: 30°N-53°N, 38°W-5°E), Mediterranean (purple; solid box: 36°N—44°N,
10°E-25°E; dashed box: 28°N-54°N, 25°W-25°E), and Scandinavia (green; solid box: 57°N-65°N, 25°E-20°E;
dashed box: 40°N-67°N, 30°W-24°E). Cross-hatching indicate statistical significance.

In the mid-level troposphere, significant negative 6 anomalies (Fig. 2} row 4) are observed for Z500 slightly west of the
target regions. This suggests that during the onset days of heatwaves, the upstream atmospheric configuration of the
affected regions is unusually persistent, but other regions in the Euro-Atlantic sector do not have increased persistence.
Indeed, less persistent atmospheric configurations with relatively smaller spatial extent can be found over the Atlantic
Ocean for all studied regions (except Iberia). We note that the results presented in Fig. 2] are robust with respect to the

sliding window size, as similar spatial anomaly patterns are observed when a smaller sliding window is applied (see SI
Fig. S1).

In addition, the local dimension (d) of Z500 (Fig. |I[, row 3) shows some negative anomalies that are co-located with,
but weaker than, the negative anomalies of inverse persistence (6). Other regions display relatively weak or near-zero
anomalies, except for British Isles heatwaves, that exhibit a strong positive anomaly over the Atlantic. Such results
suggest that Z500 patterns display reduced dynamical complexity during heatwave onset days near the affected regions.
The results for 6 and d on Z500 together support the view that European summertime heatwaves are accompanied
by persistent and low-dimensional atmospheric configurations in the mid-troposphere from a dynamical systems
perspective.



At the surface level, we note that the standardized anomalies are less pronounced, yet still reveal some coherent patterns
(Fig.[2). For heatwaves occurring outside Iberia, we observe significant negative anomalies in both local dimension
(d) and inverse persistence () near the affected regions, similar to those in the mid-level atmosphere, although much
weaker. In Iberia, no such significant anomalies are observed for 6 over the entire domain. It is particularly noteworthy
to observe distinct dynamical properties at the surface and mid-level troposphere, as also noted by [15], especially since
these differences are not evident in the composite anomaly maps of the raw variables (see SI Fig. S2). This is also
consistent with meteorological perspectives, as heat lows can develop during heatwaves [53]], exhibiting dynamics that
differ significantly from the mid-tropospheric flow. At the same time, previous studies have shown that blocking events,
which are frequently associated with heatwaves, are primarily reflected at the mid- or upper-level flows [54, 55]].

Considering the importance of blocking and the non-systematic link between heatwaves and blocking, we further
extend our analysis to blocking events to enhance the completeness of this study, particularly given previously noted
contrasting perspectives on their dynamical properties. From a meteorological perspective, blocking events are
persistent atmospheric configurations by definition [43] 154, |55]. However, recent studies grounded in dynamical
systems theory propose a differing view, suggesting that blocking regimes are not inherently persistent atmospheric
configurations [[13|[17]]. In order to reconcile differing these views, we apply a blocking detection algorithm to examine
the dynamical properties of blocking following [56], with detailed steps provided in SI Text S3. We find that, regardless
of their location, blocking events are associated with geographically localized more persistent (low #) and less complex
(low d) mid-level tropospheric flows — see SI Fig. S5, where the second and third rows represent the anomalies of
d and 6 for the blocking events identified by the blocking algorithm adopted. Yet, regions surrounding the blocking
center are less persistent (high 8) and more complex (high d), and may be less predictable as also shown in operational
forecasts [55], and in agreement with the theoretical arguments set in [47]. This further analysis on blocking, bridges
the two seemingly different views that were present in the literature, thereby showing how the new approach can capture
relevant informative features of atmospheric dynamics.

A further fascinating aspect emerges when looking at the temporal coherence of the anomaly fields of the dynamical
indicators (as well as the meteorological fields themselves) as we approach the onset of the heatwaves and as we observe
its decay, see Figs. S3-S5 in the SI. In [57, 58] it was argued, on the basis of large deviation theory, that persistent
extreme events like heatwaves and cold spells are characterized by dynamical typicality. This means that the occurrence
of the extreme event or interest - e.g. heatwave in the British isles - requires a very special large-scale configuration of
the atmospheric fields, which to a very good degree of approximation repeats itself, thus defining a class of analogues,
for different individual occurrences of the event. In other terms, Such a configuration is atypical with respect to the
overall statistics of the fields, but becomes typical when we focus on the days associated with the heatwave of interest.
Additionally, it was argued that special large-scale structures coherently evolve in the period leading to the onset of
the extreme event. A separate confirmation of this idea was given on the 2021 Pacific Northwest heatwave by [59]].
Indeed, we find that in the days preceding the onset of the heatwaves the composite fields have a rather high degree
of coherence, providing good evidence for the existence of a highway in phase space (technically associated with an
instantonic trajectory) leading to the events; see discussion in [60] and first original contribution is this direction in [61]].
Note that such coherence is largely lost after the decay of the heatwaves, because the lysis process, as opposed to the
onset, does not follow a preferential path.

4.2 A richer dynamical view

To further complement our analysis with the new framework, we conducted a comparative study following the previous
single-domain approach — treating the entire Euro-Atlantic domain as a single dynamical system. Fig. [3|presents box
plots of standardized anomalies of dynamical indices for the entire Euro-Atlantic domain during the onset days of
summertime heatwaves, with each subplot corresponding to a specific column (i.e., affected region considered) in Fig.[2]
Unlike our new approach in Fig.[2] that shows significant anomalies for both d and 6 in all regions considered, the
single-domain approach shows that significant results are achieved in only three cases (out of twenty). This suggests that
atmospheric patterns associated with heatwaves exhibit a range of different dynamical properties, that are difficult to
capture via the single-domain approach. Specifically, using the single-domain method, at the mid-level, both the British
Isles and Central Europe exhibit near-zero standardized anomalies, whereas the other three regions display negative
anomalies for both indices. However, only the inverse persistence () for the Iberian Peninsula and the Mediterranean
is statistically significant. At the surface level, no significant results are observed, except for the SLP-based inverse
persistence (), which shows positive standardized anomaly over the British Isles.

These results are consistent with [15]], showing that summertime heatwaves in Europe are not systematically linked
with more persistent large-scale circulation patterns. We do not consider this to be in conflict with the findings from our
new approach (Fig. 2); rather, it underscores the importance of incorporating different spatial scales in the analysis. Our
new approach can pinpoint the regions that exhibit the most dynamical relevance of the studied phenomena, a result that
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Figure 3: Box plots of standardized anomalies of dynamical indices for the Euro-Atlantic sector using the
single-domain approach. The dynamical indices are computed within the large-scale bounding box (20°N-80°N,
80°W—40°E), followed by standardization steps as described above. Each subplot shows the results for one studied
region, with statistically significant results highlighted in the color representing that region, as in Fig.[I] The ends of the
boxes indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles, while the whiskers extend to 1.5 times the interquartile range beyond the
box.

was not possible to achieve with the pre-selected fixed-domain approach. Indeed, based on the results shown in Fig.
we can identify bounding boxes where the mid-level atmosphere demonstrates significantly higher persistence (dashed
bounding boxes in row 4, Fig. [2). Different bounding boxes are used for heatwaves in different affected regions, as
expected due to the assumption that events in different regions may have diverse atmospheric drivers. We compute the
dynamical indices of atmospheric circulation patterns within each bounding box, and plot the standardized anomalies as
box plots for the heatwave onset days in the corresponding regions (see Fig.[d). Consistent with expectations, more
statistically significant results are observed when smaller bounding boxes are used. In particular, significantly more
persistent characteristics are displayed at the mid-level troposphere during the onset days of heatwaves for all regions.
Similarly, negative anomalies in local dimension (d) are observed across all regions, although they are statistically
significant only in the Mediterranean and Scandinavia. At the surface level, only the local dimension (d) in Scandinavia
exhibits a significant negative anomaly, while the others are not significant.

5 Discussions and conclusions

By collectively examining the results discussed above, we can recognize the importance of spatial scales in studies
based on dynamical indices. Although European heatwaves are not systematically linked with large-scale persistent
atmospheric circulation patterns, they are accompanied by significant localized dynamical characteristics, as revealed by
the new methodology introduced in this study. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the guidance provided by this method
can be combined with the fixed-domain approach to select bounding boxes better suited to the studied phenomena.

Dynamical systems theory has been extensively applied to diverse complex physical systems across various spatial
scales [33| and references therein]. However, when addressing spatio-temporal systems, past studies have computed the
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Figure 4: Box plots of standardized anomalies of dynamical indices for the dashed bounding boxes shown in
Fig. 2 using the single-domain approach. The dynamical indices are computed within the the dashed bounding boxes
shown in the row 4 of Fig.[2] followed by standardization steps as described above. Each subplot shows the results for
one studied region, with statistically significant results highlighted in the color representing that region, as in Fig. [T}
The ends of the boxes indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles, while the whiskers extend to 1.5 times the interquartile
range beyond the box.

metrics on a predefined bounding box based on prior expert knowledge. While sensitivity analyses on the boundaries of
such bounding boxes are often discussed, the influence of the bounding box’s size — namely, the considered spatial scale
— is rarely examined. To address these constraints, we propose a novel framework for applying dynamical indices to
spatio-temporal complex systems, inspired by the concept of convolutional neural networks that leverage localized
filters to extract spatially and temporally relevant features. By employing a sliding bounding box with a customizable
size, we extract the system’s dynamical properties that are ‘local’ in both time (i.e., instantaneous) and space (i.e.,
spatially specific) at the spatial scale of interest. Compared to the previous approach with only two indices as outputs,
this method generates spatio-temporal maps that allow for a more detailed analysis, providing richer insights into the
dynamical features of certain phenomena of interest.

In this work, we applied this new framework to high-impact European summertime heatwaves to demonstrate its
effectiveness. Our results offer an explanation that reconciles the previously noted discrepancy in the persistence
of heatwaves-associated circulation patterns between the meteorological view and the dynamical systems theory
perspective [[15]. In fact, the conclusions drawn from both perspectives are valid within their respective contexts, where
the glue between the two is provided by the varying dynamical characteristics of heatwaves across different spatial
scales. Although heatwaves are not systematically linked to large-scale circulation patterns with distinct dynamical
properties, they often display significant persistence and low-dimensional signatures in the regions upstream of the
affected areas. Additionally, looking at the temporal evolution of the anomaly fields of the dynamical indicators and of
the meteorological fields themselves we find further confirmation of the validity of the notion of dynamical typicality of
persistent extreme events discussed in [S7, 58]



More broadly, we extended our analysis to summertime blocking events that frequently cause heatwaves in Europe,
a phenomenon considered highly persistent by definition but, according to some recent studies employing various
methodologies — including dynamical systems theory [13}46], mathematical models [47], and ensemble forecasts [62] —
is regarded as a relatively unpredictable configuration. Similar to the findings for heatwaves, we observed that blocking
centers exhibit significantly greater persistence and predictability, while being accompanied by configurations with
contrasting dynamical properties in other regions within the Euro-Atlantic sector. This indicates that the dynamical
properties of blocking are closely tied to spatial scales, and analyses at different spatial scales have resulted in divergent
conclusions in previous studies [45] [13]]. Thus, we believe that our approach bridges the perspective of dynamical
systems theory and more conventional meteorological views, providing an explanation for the divergent result present
in the literature.

As a novel framework, we anticipate its broad application in future research rooted in dynamical systems theory, as it is
general in nature and can be applied to any region or variable in atmospheric dynamics, as well as other geophysical
systems (e.g., slow earthquakes [25]). For instance, it could be utilized to study energy cascades [63]] in turbulent flow
to better understand the transfer of energy across different scales. In atmospheric science, we believe it has the potential
to open up research opportunities for a deeper understanding of teleconnection dynamics [64], as our analysis provides
spatio-temporal dynamical information. At the same time, the temporal evolution of dynamical indices, which has been
studied in the life cycles of weather regimes [18.[17]] and extreme events [14]], can be further complemented by our
framework to provide additional insights. Moreover, it could potentially be used to identify distant dynamical precursors
of the studied phenomena — another aspect that cannot be achieved using the fixed-domain approach. This holds great
significance for advancing our understanding of their onset mechanisms and potentially enhancing predictive modeling.
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Supplementary Information

Text S1. Dynamical Indices

In this section of the supplementary text, we expand on the definition of instantaneous dimension (d) and inverse
persistence (0) used in the main text. As introduced in the main text, these two dynamical indices grounded at the
intersection of dynamical systems theory and extreme value theory, and were developed by [12] and [[13] to characterize
local dynamical properties of complex systems. For one given state of interest ¢ in the phase space, this methodology
uses its neighboring states, also known as recurrences, to derive its state-dependent dynamical properties. Specifically,
for the considered state ¢, we first calculate its negative logarithmic distances to other states:

9(¢,x(t)) = —log [dist (x(t), )], M

where x(t) is the trajectory of the studied system and the dist function can be any distance metric. Requiring a trajectory
falls within a neighborhood of ¢ (a hypersphere in the phase space) is a synonym of having the time series g[¢, x(t)]
above one threshold s(g, ¢), where s(g, ¢) is a high threshold associated with a quantile g of the series X = g(¢, x(¢))
(¢ is chosen as a high value to identify neighboring states). Then, we define a quantity called exceedance for the
neighboring states (i.e., recurrences) of ¢ as follows:

U(C) = g(c; X(t)) - S(q, C)v v g(Ca X(t)) > S(qa C) 2

According to extreme value theory, under the assumption of independent exceedances, the cumulative probability
distribution F'(u, ¢) follows the exponential form of the generalized Pareto distribution (GPD), expressed as:

u(¢)
F(u,¢) ~exp [—} . 3)
(1. 7(¢)
The scale parameter o(¢) of the distribution depends on the state ¢ and can be utilized to compute the local dimension
as d(¢) = 1/0(¢), in accordance to its definition. The local dimension d serves as an indicator of the number of active
degrees of freedom in the system in the vicinity of ¢. Consequently, it captures the complexity of the dynamics near the
state ¢: a system with a greater number of active degrees of freedom exhibits higher complexity.

For the other local index, inverse persistence 6, its definition is adopted from the extremal index in extreme value theory.
This dimensionless parameter quantifies the inverse of the clustering duration of extremes. In this context, extremes are
defined as recurrences within the neighborhood of the reference state ¢. Consequently, persistence (§~!) represents
the average number of consecutive recurrences, thereby providing insight into the system’s instantaneous persistence.
Unlike the local dimension (d), which requires exceedances for its estimation, the inverse persistence () is derived
solely from the chronological order of recurrences of the reference state . The full mathematical derivation of these
two indices can be found in [33].
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Text S2. Definition of European Regional Heatwaves

We define regional warm-temperature extremes over the British Isles, Scandinavia, central Europe (Germany), Iberia,
and the central Mediterranean for extended summer season (JJAS), following the bounding boxes used in [28]].

To this end, we first define two criteria for each individual grid point using ERAS daily maximum 2-meter temperature
data from 1979 to 2022, following [29]. The first criterion requires the daily maximum temperature to exceed a
threshold, defined as the 90th percentile of the daily maximum temperature for that calendar day, calculated using
a centered 15-day window. The second criterion requires M, > 0, where Mj; is a daily heatwave magnitude index
defined as:

Ta—Ts0y,25 :
My = TSOy,75p_%3Oyl:)25p7 ifTq > T30y’25p’ 4)
0, if Tq < T30y,25p-
with Ty being the daily maximum 2-meter temperature data and T3y 75, (I30y,25p) denotes the 75th (25th) percentile
of annual maximum temperatures within a 30-years sliding window. Subsequently, we aim to exclude events that
are either very localized or short-lived. Accordingly, we define heatwave events as those in which at least 5% of the
predefined region (see solid boxes in Figure 2) simultaneously meet the two criteria outlined above and persist for a
minimum of three consecutive days. Heatwave onset days used in this study are then identified as the first days of these

events.
Text S3. Definition of Atmospheric Blocking events

In this study, we primarily focus on the dynamical properties of atmospheric circulation patterns associated with
European summertime heatwaves from a dynamical systems theory perspective. However, we note that another
discrepancy in existing studies lies in the characterization of atmospheric blocking. While the traditional meteorological
perspective considers it a highly persistent and stable configuration [45]], conclusions derived from dynamical systems
theory suggest otherwise [13]].

We aim to address this discrepancy using analysis based on our novel framework. Nonetheless, acknowledging that
heatwaves are not systematically associated with blocking events [S5], such a conclusion cannot be drawn from the
results presented in the main text. Therefore, we employ a blocking detection algorithm to rigorously define these
events and, based on this, attempt to reconcile the aforementioned discrepancy.

We applied a standard blocking detection algorithm based on the reversal of 500-hPa geopotential height gradients, as
described by [56] and references therein. For each grid point, we first compute its geopotential height gradients to the
north (A Zy) and to the south (AZg):

A ¢ )
AZs = v

where Z represents geopotential height at 500-hPa, A¢ = 15°, and ¢ ranges from 50°N to 75°N. Instantaneous
blocking (IB) is defined at a specific grid point if the gradients simultaneously satisfy the following conditions:

AZx < —10m/(°lat); AZs > 0m/(°lat) ©)

Next, we apply spatiotemporal filtering to the IB field to extract large-scale and slow-moving events. The maximum IB
index within £4° latitude is taken to account for meridional movement. Extended IB cases are then selected if they span
at least 15° longitude, filtering out systems that are too small. Finally, blocking is defined as an extended IB persisting
within £10° longitude for at least five consecutive days, ensuring the detection of only persistent and slow-moving
systems.

Blocked days are further determined for three 30° longitude regions, namely Greenland (60°W to 30°W), North Atlantic
(30°W to 0°), and Scandinavian (0° to 30°E). A day is considered blocked in a given region if a block spans more than
half of the region (i.e., exceeds 15° of longitude within the region). Based on this, we can plot the composite anomalies
of the standardized anomalies for blocked days within the three regions, as shown in Fig. [I0]
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