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Low-order climate models can play an important role in understanding low-frequency variability in the atmospheric
circulation and how forcing consistent with anthropogenic climate change may affect this variability. Here, we study
a conceptual model of the mid-latitudes’ atmospheric circulation from the perspective of nonautonomous dynamical
systems. First, a bifurcation analysis is carried out under time-independent forcing in order to identify different types
of behavior in the autonomous model’s parameter space. Next, we focus on the study of the nonautonomous system
in which the cross-latitudinal heat flux varies seasonally, according to insolation changes. The forward attractor of the
seasonally forced model is compared with the attractor of the autonomous one. The seasonal forcing results in a clear
change of the attractor’s shape. The summer attractor loses its periodicity, and hence predictability, when the forcing is
seasonal, while the winter attractor favors energy transport through one of the model’s two wave components. Climate
change forcing produces several remarkable effects. Thus, the analysis of the model’s snapshot attractor under climate
trends suggests that the jet speed does not always follow the sign of the change in equator-to-pole thermal contrast,
while the change in the energy transported by the eddies does. Chaotic behavior can be completely suppressed in
favor of a regular periodic one and vice-versa. Circulation patterns can change, suddenly disappear, and rebuild. The
model’s snapshot attractor proves to be a robust tool to study its changes in internal variability due to climate trends,
both positive and negative.

Edward N. Lorenz introduced a conceptual model of the
mid-latitude atmospheric circulation (Lorenz, 1984) to in-
vestigate the temporal irregularity of the atmosphere and
to study the effects of spatially symmetric and asymmet-
ric forcing upon it. This model is far from being a de-
tailed and exact representation of the atmosphere, but it
has helped test existing theories about the general behav-
ior of the atmospheric circulation in time and space; it has
also provided an impetus to study new aspects of this be-
havior, as done in the present paper.

I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Lorenz (1984) analyzed the autonomous case of a low-
order, mid-latitude atmospheric model and characterized its
behavior by imposing a perpetual season, either summer or
winter, through the forcing acting on the system: certain val-
ues of the parameters led to coexisting, intransitive periodic
solutions, while others induced a chaotic behavior of the sys-
tem, unveiling the existence of a strange attractor.
Given its conceptual simplification of the extratropical atmo-
spheric circulation, this model (L84 from now on) plays a
metaphoric role. Nevertheless, dynamical system tools, when
applied to such low-order models, prove to be helpful both

in characterizing the model’s behavior from a merely mathe-
matical perspective and in advancing general insights and an
understanding of the processes explaining this behavior.
Since the publication of the original paper, the L84 model
has been studied extensively in both the climate literature and
the mathematical one. Lorenz (1990) introduced a nonau-
tonomous, seasonal forcing into the L84 model to study the
interactions of chaos and intransitivity in the mid-latitude at-
mospheric circulation.
Further extensive work by others focused on the bifurca-
tions, the stability and the predictability of the L84 model
(Shil’nikov, Nicolis, and Nicolis, 1995; Broer, Simó, and Vi-
tolo, 2002; Freire et al., 2008). Researching these mathemati-
cal properties to characterize the L84 model’s behavior proved
to be surprisingly interesting for its applications to the study
of the atmospheric circulation. Van Veen, Opsteegh, and Ver-
hulst (2001) used the L84 model coupled to a low-order box
model for the ocean to study the multiple feedbacks between
the atmosphere and the ocean, with the atmosphere acting on
a fast time scale and the ocean on a slow one.
Mangiarotti et al. (2012) compared the L84 model’s attrac-
tor to that of a model of cereal crops cycles in semiarid re-
gions. These authors found that the toroidal structure of the
L84 attractor shares certain features with the attractor of their
global model for a normalized differential vegetation index.
Beside highlighting geometric similarities, the study of the
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L84 model could thus help one understand the presence of
rich dynamics in other areas of applications as well.
The reasons to study the L84 model are thus multiple and di-
verse, each of them focusing on a different perspective on the
problem. The system’s dynamical properties are quite well
understood by now, as far as the autonomous case is con-
cerned. In spite of considerable work over the years and in-
creasing attention to the nonautonomous case, though, there
are still many open problems.
Section II below describes the L84 model from a dynamical
systems perspective, touching upon the autonomous case and
focusing on the nonautonomous one. We outline why the L84
model is well suited to study low-frequency climate variabil-
ity, such as subseasonal-to-seasonal (S2S) variability, also re-
ferred to as intraseasonal variability (Ghil et al., 2019).
Lorenz (1984) and Lorenz (1990) have already provided fine
arguments for this usefulness in more process-oriented cli-
mate studies. Here, the spotlight is on the effects of seasonal
forcing on the S2S variability by using classical dynamical
systems tools, such as bifurcation analysis in Section III, as
well as more recent concepts and methods from the theory
of nonautonomous dynamical systems. Most important and
helpful among the latter being the pullback attractor (PBA)
and the snapshot attractor used in Section IV.
Initial applications of the PBA concept to the climate sciences
are due to the work of Michael Ghil and collaborators (Ghil,
Chekroun, and Simonnet, 2008; Chekroun, Simonnet, and
Ghil, 2011). It turns out that one can also define a generaliza-
tion of forward attraction under certain limiting assumptions
on the properties of the time-dependent forcing (Caraballo and
Han, 2016; Kloeden and Yang, 2020). This restricted form of
forward attractors has been called snapshot attractor in the
physical literature (Namenson, Ott, and Antonsen, 1996) and
applications thereof to the climate sciences have been initi-
ated in the work of Tamás Tél and collaborators (Bódai and
Tél, 2012; Tél et al., 2020); see Appendix A.
In addition to the seasonal forcing arising from the insola-
tion changes introduced by Lorenz (1990), the main purpose
of this work is to subject the L84 model to different climate
trends that may resemble the effects of global warming and
to study the effects of this forcing on the mid-latitude at-
mospheric circulation and wave patterns. As simple as it is,
the system represents an idealized version of this circulation
whose main driver, namely the equator-to-pole temperature
gradient, will very likely be affected by climate change.
The westerly winds between 30◦ and 60◦, both north and
south of the equator, are expected to be altered by a trend in
the cross-latitudinal temperature gradient. Different effects,
though, are observed and predicted at different altitudes in
the atmosphere (Stendel et al., 2021): the Arctic amplifica-
tion would lead to a reduction of the temperature gradient,
as the polar temperatures would warm more than the equato-
rial ones near the surface. This effect, though, may be quite
shallow, concerning only the first few kilometers of the tro-
posphere, and affect only the near-surface meridional temper-
ature gradient. On the other hand, a higher warming due to
latent heat release is expected around the tropopause in the
tropics, leading to the opposite behavior for the meridional

temperature gradient (Stendel et al., 2021). The latter phe-
nomenon would specifically affect the extratropical jets in the
upper troposphere, as opposed to the surface westerlies.
Keeping in mind these considerations and the conceptual na-
ture of the model, both alternatives — increasing and decreas-
ing cross-latitudinal temperature contrast — will be consid-
ered. Three different scenarios altogether will be studied: sea-
sonal forcing only, as well as this natural forcing combined
with either of two different plausible climate trends. We com-
pute the snapshot attractors for each of the three scenarios.
The concept of pullback attraction relies on the fact that mea-
surements happen at the present time, when the forcing has a
specific value. When the forcing has been changing, though,
over time, past values have to be taken into account; see Ap-
pendix A. It is interesting then to compare the present-time
snapshot of the nonautonomous system with the one corre-
sponding to the usual forward attractor for the autonomous
case, in which the forcing was held fixed at the same value
for the entire evolution of the system. This comparison will
clarify the effects of time-dependent forcing on the climate
system in general and on its S2S variability in particular.
Lastly, a summary of the main results appears in Section V,
along with final remarks and comments on future work that
takes the issues and methods presented here one step further.

II. THE L84 MODEL AND SEASONAL EFFECTS

Lorenz (1984) proposed a system of three ordinary differ-
ential equations that conceptually represents the mid-latitude
atmospheric circulation. While in Lorenz’s work the model is
derived from physical considerations on the mid-latitude at-
mosphere’s climatological and synoptic dynamics, it is possi-
ble to obtain the same system from the analytical approxima-
tion of a two-layer quasi-geostrophic flow model (Van Veen,
2003). In this section, we summarize both the model deriva-
tion and the main processes captured by the L84 model. Fur-
thermore, we define both the model’s autonomous and nonau-
tonomous versions, in order to support its use in the study of
atmospheric variability.

A. Model derivation

The analytical derivation of the L84 model (Van Veen,
2003) starts with an approximation of the equations for a
quasi-geostrophic flow applied to a 2-layer model written in
terms of its barotropic streamfunction Ψ and its baroclinic
streamfunction Θ in a cartesian geometry with the (x,y)-axes
pointing East and North, respectively; see, for instance Ghil
and Childress (1987) or Kalnay (2003). Ghil and Lucarini
(2020) place this type of fairly simple, idealized model into
the more general perspective of a hierarchy of models in the
climate sciences (Ghil, 2001; Held, 2005).

The main step of the L84 model derivation consists of a
Galerkin projection of the equations onto Fourier modes.
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Ψ(x,y, t) = ∑
m,n

ψ(m,n, t)exp[i(mkx+nly)], (1a)

Θ(x,y, t) = ∑
m,n

θ(m,n, t)exp[i(mkx+nly)], (1b)

where (m,n) stand for the zonal and meridional wavenumber,
respectively. After the projection, Van Veen (2003) obtained
a six-equation model by only using wave numbers (0,1) and
(1,1). The three-equation L84 model is then obtained by keep-
ing only the equations governing the baroclinic streamfunc-
tion Θ(x,y, t). The three-equation model reads as follows:

dX
dt

=−Y 2 −Z2 −aX +aF, (2a)

dY
dt

= XY −bXZ −Y +G, (2b)

dZ
dt

= bXY +XZ −Z. (2c)

Here, X represents the intensity of the zonally symmetric
globe-encircling westerly winds, while Y and Z represent the
cosine and sine phases of a chain of superposed large-scale
eddies, or waves. These waves are crucial in the poleward
heat transport (Lorenz, 1967) and, in the model, this transport
occurs at a rate proportional to the square of their amplitudes,
Y 2 +Z2.

B. Autonomous case

All the variables are scaled so that the unit of time t is 5
days, roughly the time scale for the eddies to damp. There-
fore, by tuning the parameter a in Eq. (2a), it is possible to
determine whether the westerlies damp more or less rapidly
than the eddies. The parameter b in Eqs. (2b, 2c) defines the
time scale of displacement of the eddies due to the current,
while F and G are external forcing terms, namely the cross-
latitude external heating contrast and the asymmetric forcing
arising from land-ocean heating contrast, respectively. Note
that, for G = 0, the model is perfectly symmetric with respect
to an interchange between Y and Z.
The model is clearly of the forced-dissipative type, like the
Lorenz (1963) convection model, and has a globally attract-
ing set (Ghil and Childress, 1987); see Appendix B for de-
tails. The linear terms are dissipative and the quadratic ones
conservative. The dissipation balances the forcing and the ir-
regularity arises from the fight between the forcing and the
dissipation within a finite volume in phase space, in the pres-
ence of instability.
In the model, it is the thermal forcing F that acts to change
the equator-to-pole temperature gradient X . When F does not
depend on time, the system is said to be autonomous. In the
autonomous case, the forcing value F = 6 models a perpetual
summer season, with a weaker jet intensity X , while F = 8
corresponds to a perpetual winter, with a stronger jet (Lorenz,
1984).

C. Nonautonomous case

In fact, though, the meridional temperature gradient varies
smoothly according to the change of the seasons, from being
higher in winter to being lower in summer. Therefore, one has
to consider its explicit dependence on the time to study sea-
sonal and climatological effects. When F explicitly depends
on the time t, the system is said to be nonautonomous. In the
latter case, the forcing term appears as:

F(t) = F0 +Acos(ωt), ω = 2π/ϑ . (3)

Here A is the amplitude of the seasonal oscillation, while ϑ

equals one year, so that ϑ = 73 since the model’s time unit is
five days, and the year is taken to have exactly 365 days.
Note that no thermal inertia is taken into account in this model
and the solar heating is the direct source of energy, with the
maxima and the minima of the forcing assumed to occur at
the start of the year and in the middle. In reality, it is the
underlying ocean and land that are the main source of heat,
and a lag exists between the solstices and the maxima of heat
provided by the land and the oceans.
To take a global climate trend into account, we add a linear
term to the constant term F0. This additional term added to
Eq. (3) will be linearly decreasing when focusing on the near-
surface flow, where a moderate westerly wind exists. To the
contrary, we add a linear increase to F0 when considering the
higher altitudes at which the jet streams develop, with their
higher wind velocities.
Specifically, for climatic trends, F0 in Eq. (3) will be replaced
by F1 = F1(t), as follows:

F1(t) =


F0, t < 10ϑ ;

F0 ±α
(t −10ϑ)

T
, t ≥ 10ϑ .

(4)

At t = 0, the starting value is F1 = 7 and T = 100 years. The
value of the slope, α = 2/T , was chosen to be high enough to
guarantee that the forcing will assume values consistent with
different types of model behavior. In the expression (4), a 10-
year time span is left for the system to reach a stationary cli-
mate. Although one could argue that a longer pre-industrial
time interval should be prescribed, Drótos, Bódai, and Tél
(2015) have shown that the L84 model’s convergence time to
its attractor equals roughly 5 years.
For the sake of completeness, one could consider additional
types of forcing that also change seasonally. For instance,
G, which depicts the heat contrast between land and ocean,
could also be time dependent but, throughout this work, we
have used G = 1, to avoid unnecessary complications at this
stage. The other parameters are also kept fixed at their tra-
ditional values, a = 0.25 and b = 4, except in Section III,
where the dependence of the system on the prescribed but
time-independent value of a is investigated.
The model’s parameter values differ slightly from those based
on observations and used in more detailed models. Neverthe-
less, the main physics described by the model is true to that
found in high-end model simulations, and all the model vari-
ables are just a scaled version of the variables from the orig-
inal truncated system: for instance, the forcing F is a scaled,
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FIG. 1. Final 2 years of a 20-year simulation with a seasonal forc-
ing of F(t) = F0 +Acos(ωt), ω = 2π/τ . The parameter values are:
F0 = 0,A = 2,a = 0.25,b = 4, and G = 1. These values were chosen
in order to achieve different model behavior between the seasons:
summers are roughly periodic and winters are chaotic. (a) Jet inten-
sity X = X(t) over time. Two different types of behavior arise for the
summer season, active for the first year and inactive for the second
year. (b) Energy ETOT of the system over time. The active summer
displays energy fluctuations with higher amplitudes and lower fre-
quency, while the opposite happens for the inactive summer).

nondimensional version of the observed cross-latitudinal tem-
perature gradient.
In addition, a comparison between the bifurcation diagrams
of the original quasi-geostrophic model and the L84 model
confirms that the latter provides a good qualitative represen-
tation of the underlying phenomenon it synthesizes, namely,
the interaction between westerly jets and the superimposed
baroclinic waves. The inescapable limitations imposed by low
resolution in such a comparison are discussed, for instance, in
Ghil and Childress (1987, Sec. 5.3).
Keeping in mind the time scaling of the variables, numeri-
cal simulations have been carried out to explore the behavior
of the model over time. Specifically, we used a fourth-order
Runge-Kutta numerical scheme with a time step δ t = 0.025,
which corresponds to 3 hours in dimensional time, to integrate
the system. Typical results of a 20-year–long model simula-
tion with seasonal forcing are shown in Fig. 1.

The zonal-wind variable X = X(t) is shown in Fig. 1(a).
The figure shows two consecutive years of a 20-year simu-
lation, starting from the winter solstice, with initial condi-
tions X(t = 0) = (2,1,0), where X = (X ,Y,Z)T is the coor-
dinate vector in phase space. Recalling the convention of no
lag in the seasons with respect to the forcing, and no transi-
tion seasons, summers last roughly from t = n+1/4 years to

t = n+3/4 years.
As noted by Lorenz (1990), the system exhibits a bimodal be-
havior during the summer seasons, with the flow displaying
either slow oscillations with high amplitude or faster oscilla-
tions of smaller amplitude. The two types of behavior have
been labeled "active" and "inactive" summers. It is the am-
plitude of the oscillations during a season that distinguishes
between the two.
It is interesting to relate this bimodality to the behavior of
the waves and of the total energy of the system, defined as
ETOT = 0.5(X2 +Y 2 +Z2). Figure 1(b) shows the energy of
the system over the same time interval. Note that, during the
active summer, the energy of the system undergoes higher-
amplitude oscillations than in the inactive one, as is the case
for the zonal winds.
The figure shows that the two possible types of behavior take
turns over the years. At the same time, it is possible for one of
the two types of summer to prevail for many consecutive years
(not shown). It is the chaotic winter that randomly resets the
initial conditions for the following summer and that leads to
interannual variability.
This means that, during an active summer, the interaction of
the zonal flow with the waves is stronger and waves are con-
stantly pumping and extracting higher quantities of energy
from the flow. During the inactive summers, there is little en-
ergy in the system and the interaction between the waves and
the zonal flow is much faster, leading to smaller oscillations
with higher frequency: in fact, the number of oscillations is
almost double that during the active summer. Therefore,one
can look at the amplitude of the total energy fluctuations as an
index of eddy activity.
Moreover, it is important to highlight that the oscillations in
X(t) have a mean period of roughly 20–30 days, although the
behavior is chaotic, especially during the winter.
The frequency of these oscillations suggests that the L84
model, within certain parameter ranges, could be a suitable
candidate to investigate the effect that climate change may
have on atmospheric S2S variability. This type of variabil-
ity is generally associated with periodicities that span a range
from a few weeks to one or two months (Ghil et al., 2019;
Vitart and Robertson, 2019). Specifically, for the extratropi-
cal, mid-latitude flows, the dominant period of the variability
is about 40–50 days, which is somewhat longer than what is
found for the L84 model, but still broadly compatible; see also
Ghil and Lucarini (2020, Sec. E.3).

III. AUTONOMOUS SYSTEM BEHAVIOR AND ITS
PARAMETER DEPENDENCE

We study in this section the dependence of the autonomous
model’s behavior on the parameters a and F . The L84 model’s
bifurcation tree has been studied before (Shil’nikov, Nicolis,
and Nicolis, 1995; Broer, Simó, and Vitolo, 2002; Van Veen,
2003). Here, the steady states of the system are studied along
with the transient behavior.



Intraseasonal atmospheric variability under climate trends 5

FIG. 2. Graph of the cubic polynomial f (X) = a(F −X)(1− 2X −
(1+b2)X2)−G2 for different values of the control parameter a, with
F = 6 and G = 1. The graph’s intercepts with the abscissa coincide
with the X-coordinate of the system’s steady states. When a crosses
the critical value ac, the number of steady states changes from 3 to 1,
which indicates the occurrence of a saddle-node bifurcation.

A. Steady states and bistability

The steady states of the system are found by setting the
right-hand side of equations (2a,b,c) equal to zero. The result-
ing equations are:

Y = (1−X)G/(1−2X − (1+b2)X2), (5a)

Z = bXG/(1−2X − (1+b2)X2), (5b)

a(F −X)(1−2X − (1+b2)X2)−G2 = 0. (5c)

By solving first equation (5c) for X , it is straightforward to ob-
tain the remaining two coordinates from Eqs. (5a, 5b). When
a is the control parameter, F is kept fixed at the value F = 6,
which corresponds to perpetual summer, although any other
value would yield an analogous result (not shown). Recall
that G ≡ 1 and b ≡ 4 throughout this paper.
The cubic polynomial f (X) = a(F − X)(1 − 2X − (1 +
b2)X2)− G2 is plotted in Fig. 2 for different values of the
wave damping coefficient a, while F ≡ 6. The figure shows
that the system goes from having 3 to only 1 real steady state
as the parameter a crosses a threshold ac. A more detailed
analysis shows that ac marks one of the two critical thresholds
of a double-fold — or back-to-back saddle-node — bifurca-
tion, the other one being a = ad = 0.00189. We also find that,
for a = aH = 0.0113, a Hopf bifurcation occurs.
Given the shape of the curve, one can analytically compute
the value for which the minimum of f (X) changes sign and,
therewith, find the critical value ac. Computing the derivative
of f (X) and setting it equal to zero yields:

f ′(X) =X2(−3−3b2)+

X(2F +2b2F +4)−2F −1 = 0,
(6)

where a cancels out. The solution for the minimum is Xc =
0.06 for F = 6 and, from Eq. (5c), it then immediately follows

that

ac =
G2

(F −Xc)(1−2Xc +(1+b2)X2
c )

= 0.179. (7)

B. Successive bifurcations, Lyapunov exponents, and basins
of attraction

The bifurcation analysis of the autonomous system in this
section is carried out with respect to the control parameters
a and F , separately, by using two different procedures. The
first procedure, when keeping the forcing F fixed, is analo-
gous to that of Broer, Simó, and Vitolo (2002): 1 000 values
of {ak = k∆a : k = 1, . . . ,1 000}, with ∆a = 1/1 000, have
been selected in the parameter interval [0,1].
A numerical simulation is then carried out for each value of
the damping parameter a and the last 100 points of the tra-
jectory of X(t) are shown in Fig. 3. In this case, the initial
condition for the first value of a was W(t = 0) = (2,1,0), and
the final point of each simulation was set to be the starting
condition for the following one. The figure confirms a change
of behavior for the value ac = 0.179 found analytically in (7).
This procedure allows one to track a branch of steady-state

solutions but it is not best suited to capture all possible types of
behavior. Therefore, in the case of F being the control param-
eter, we used an ensemble of initial conditions, in order to cap-
ture multiple types of behavior. The initial conditions are cho-
sen randomly without replacement in the cube D⊂R3 defined
as D = {(X ,Y,Z)|−3 ≤ X ≤ 3,−3 ≤Y ≤ 3,−3 ≤ Z ≤ 3}. In
this case, we had no analytical results for additional types of
bifurcations, so that only the results of the numerical study are
reported herewith.
These results are shown in Fig. 4a. The figure clearly indicates
that different types of solutions exist for the same value of F .
Specifically, one also finds oscillatory behavior and we inves-
tigate the existence of Hopf bifurcations that could generate
such limit cycles. To do so, we linearize the system (2) around
the steady state of interest at a given F-value (Kuznetsov,
1995; Dijkstra, 2013) and track a pair of conjugate eigen-
values as their real part crosses the value zero (Guckenheimer
and Holmes, 1983; Ghil and Childress, 1987). Our bifurca-
tion analysis indicates that such a Hopf bifurcation, at which
the steady state loses its stability and transfers it to a limit
cycle, occurs when F crosses the critical value FH = 1.28 at
a = 0.25, in agreement with previous work (Shil’nikov, Nico-
lis, and Nicolis, 1995; Van Veen, 2003).

To validate these results we implemented a second proce-
dure, using the continuation algorithms provided by Bifurca-
tionKit.jl (Veltz, 2020), which confirmed the presence of a
Hopf bifurcation at FH along with a double-fold bifurcation
with critical thresholds at F1 = 1.19 and F2 = 4.31. The re-
sults are shown in Fig. 5.

The dependence of the autonomous system’s largest Lya-
punov exponent on the damping parameter a and the forcing
parameter F is shown in Figs. 3b and 4b, respectively, for the
region of the parameter space where the system has been pre-
viously studied. Recall that the values F = 6 and F = 8 have
been associated heretofore with a regular, periodic summer
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FIG. 3. Partial bifurcation diagram for the autonomous case of the
L84 model, with a as the control parameter and F = 6. (a) Here
a assumes 1 000 equidistant values in the interval [0,1]. For each
value of a the last 100 points of the time series of X are shown. A
dashed vertical line highlights the a = ac value at which the saddle-
node bifurcation highlighted in Fig. 2 happens. (b) Largest Lyapunov
exponent for each a-value.

and a chaotic winter, respectively. In general, the system starts
to display an oscillatory behavior around F ≃ 2, depending on
the value of a. Figure 3b clearly shows that irregular behavior
can only occur in summer for a limited range of a values, with
strong instabilities in an even more limited range.
Intervals of regular periodic and chaotic behavior alternate as
the forcing F changes in Fig. 4b. Overall, instabilities are
much stronger and extend over a larger parameter range than
in Fig. 3b, essentially starting at F ≃ 4 for a = 0.25.
It is also important to highlight the existence of multiple at-
tractors for specific values of F . Figure 6a shows the coex-
istence of two separate closed orbits for F = 6. To study the
system’s basins of attraction, we used again an ensemble of
initial conditions in the cube D ⊂ R3, as we did in Fig. 4.
Figure 6(a) shows two limit cycles obtained for perpetual
summer (F ≡ 6), one with a purely elliptic structure, a smaller
amplitude, and a shorter period (red closed curve) than the
other one (blue closed curve). This result is in agreement with
those of Lorenz (1990), as well as with those in Fig. 1 herein,
and contributes to a better understanding of both. The periods

FIG. 4. Partial bifurcation diagram for the autonomous L84 model
with F as a control parameter and a = 0.25. (a) Here F assumes
1 000 equidistant values in the interval [0,10]. In this case, for each
value of F , we use 100 runs, each of which starts with a random
initial condition in the cube D ⊂ R3, and it is the last 100 points of
the 100 runs that are shown in the figure. The inset focuses on the
coexistence of a stable stationary solution and a stable limit cycle
near the first saddle-node bifurcation and the Hopf bifurcation. (b)
Largest Lyapunov exponent for each F-value.

are 7.3 days for the red limit cycle and 35.1 days for the blue
one. For orientation purposes, 7 days is comparable to the life
cycle of baroclinic eddies in the atmosphere (Kalnay, 2003),
while 35 days is comparable to the periodicity of barotropic
mid-latitude intraseasonal oscillations (Ghil et al., 2019).
The basins of attractions of these two limit cycles are shown
in Fig. 6(b). In this case, as well as for lower values of F , each
of the two limit cycles in the figure’s panel (a) has an attractor
basin with an apparently fractal structure (Grebogi, Ott, and
Yorke, 1987). On the other hand, when the system exhibits a
chaotic behavior for perpetual winter F ≡ 8, a single global at-
tractor, and consequently a single basin of attraction, is found.
The libraries DynamicalSystems.jl and Attractors.jl (Datseris,
2018; Datseris, Rossi, and Wagemakers, 2023) were used for
the computation of the Lyapunov exponents in Figs. 3 and 4,
as well as of the system’s attractor basins in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 5. Bifurcation diagram for the autonomous L84 case with F
as the control parameter and a = 25. The two blue points denote a
saddle-node bifurcation each, while the red one marks a Hopf bifur-
cation.

IV. PULLBACK AND FORWARD ATTRACTION IN THE
PRESENCE OF TIME-DEPENDENT FORCING

In the study of nonautonomous dynamical systems, the tra-
ditional concept of forward attraction does not work in cer-
tain cases, as the limit t →+∞ is not well defined, especially
when the forcing pushes the system to blow up in this limit
(Caraballo and Han, 2016; Kloeden and Yang, 2020). A
new concept has to be proposed to replace it: the attraction is
considered after the integration of a large ensemble of initial
conditions that converges to a snapshot attractor (Namenson,
Ott, and Antonsen, 1996; Drótos, Bódai, and Tél, 2015) or
to a pullback attractor, hereinafter PBA (Crauel and Flandoli,
1994; Ghil, Chekroun, and Simonnet, 2008).

A. Pullback, forward and uniform attractors

The key property of a PBA is that, rather than observing
the asymptotic state of the system in the remote future,
t → +∞, the observation occurs at the present instant t,
supposing that the system has evolved from an ensemble of
initial conditions set at a remote initial time t0 = s → −∞.
In numerical practice, the initial state does not need to be
asymptotically far in the past (Chekroun, Simonnet, and Ghil,
2011; Pierini and Ghil, 2021; Charó, Ghil, and Sciamarella,
2023). More is said about PBAs, snapshot and uniform
attractors in Appendix A.
Within the setting of the random version of PBAs, also called
random attractors, Flandoli, Pappalettera, and Tonello (2022)
have shown that there is a rigorous way of defining two
time scales, a "macroscale" corresponding to climate, and a
"microscale" that corresponds to weather. In the case of the
L84 model, we shall take the microscale to be simply t, while
the macroscale τ , say, will be that of a month, so that one can
still have the climate of the model change within a season, as
well as from one year to the next.
Note that using the PBA concept requires the use of an

FIG. 6. Numerical simulation with 104 random initial conditions in
the cube D ⊂ R3 used in Fig. 4, for a perpetual summer with F ≡ 6
and with a = 0.25. (a) Axonometric projection of two separate limit
cycles, blue and red. (b). (X ,Y )-plane cross section of the attractor
basins of the two limit cycles.

ensemble of initial conditions, rather than using a single
realization, as done in this paper up to this point. Moreover,
Drótos, Bódai, and Tél (2015) have shown that the snapshot
attractor for the L84 model with purely seasonal forcing
becomes periodic after a sufficiently long convergence time
of tc ≃ 5 years (Drótos, Bódai, and Tél, 2015). Therefore,
the choice of which year to use when studying the periodic
attractor for sufficiently large t > tc is arbitrary.
As explained in Appendix A, one can use the snapshot
attractor approach to study the L84 model’s seasonal forcing,
as done previously by Drótos, Bódai, and Tél (2015). But
it would become necessary to use the pullback approach to
study monotonically increasing or decreasing forcing and the
combination of the seasonal and monotonic forcing if we
were really interested in pursuing the monotonic forcing all
the way to very large times.
Fortunately, Anguiano and Caraballo (2014) have discussed
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the possibility of the L84 attractor’s being uniform (Haraux,
1991; Vishik, 1992), given its uniform dissipativity for a
constant, and for a bounded forcing of a fairly general kind.
As we are not pursuing herein the climate system’s forward
limit all the way to blow up, we may assume that the attractor
is uniform, having checked that, numerically, the pullback
and forward approach yield the same results. This equality
is a necessary but not sufficient condition for the existence
of a uniform attractor. To distinguish the nonautonomous
forward attractor from the autonomous one, we adopt here
the snapshot terminology used in the physical literature
(Namenson, Ott, and Antonsen, 1996; Tél et al., 2020).
The numerical tests we conducted were for periodic, as
well as for aperiodic but bounded forcing. In these tests,
the attractor of the L84 model was computed at fixed t
starting from compact sets of initial data at s < t with |t − s|
increasing; see Appendix A herein and Charó, Ghil, and
Sciamarella (2023, Fig. 4), as well as Ghil, Chekroun, and
Simonnet (2008, Fig. 7).
These tests confirmed the similarity of the attractors obtained
using this PBA approach with those obtained using the
simpler snapshot approach of Drótos, Bódai, and Tél (2015).
In particular, our results confirmed the convergence time of
tc ≃ 5 years of the latter authors. Given the less laborious
character of the snapshot methodology — which only requires
forward integration once convergence of initial ensembles to
an attractor has been confirmed — we have preferred to use
the latter throughout the rest of the paper.
In order to study the snapshot attractor of the L84 model, an
ensemble of NR random initial conditions was initialized in
the cube D ⊂ R3 again, as done in obtaining Fig. 4. Every
simulation was carried out with these same initial conditions
and the starting time at s = 0, while the parameter values
were set as before to be a = 0.25, b = 4 and G = 1.
When considering only the seasonal cycle, the forcing is
given by Eq. (3), and NR = 5 · 104. The climate trends are
accounted for by the additional terms in Eq. (4) and, in this
case, we used a smaller ensemble of NR = 104, since much
longer runs were needed.
In the following subsections, we focus on the comparison
between the autonomous version of L84 and the nonau-
tonomous one, in order to understand the effects of external
time-dependent forcing. We compare specifically the model
response to a fixed, constant forcing and to a forcing that
explicitly depends on time. In particular, the attractor for the
nonautonomous case — once with seasonal forcing alone
and once with a linear trend added — is compared with the
forward attractor of the autonomous case.
For the purposes of such a comparison, specific snapshots
of the uniform attractor have to be chosen. In the case with
seasonal forcing alone, two different instants are considered,
namely at the observation time t1 at which F(t1) = 6 and at
t2 at which F(t2) = 8. Recall that in the autonomous case,
in which a perpetual forcing is imposed, these values of
the forcing correspond to a periodic and a chaotic behavior,
respectively. In the nonautonomous case, this cannot neces-
sarily be stated only by visual inspection of the time series,
since the two types of behavior seem to interlace and so a

more careful study was carried out.
Note that, in fact, F = 6 and F = 8 are not the extremal values
of the forcing in Eq. (3). It would be equally reasonable
to take any other time instant with different values of the
forcing in the comparison with periodic forcing. These two F
values were chosen because the autonomous model behavior
had been explored extensively at these values. For the case
of a climate trend being imposed, several instants within a
seasonal cycle were used to obtain a set of snapshots. In this
case, the effect of a climate trend is reflected in a change of
the attractor’s structure, as shown below.

The snapshot attractor contains all the information needed
to study the “climate” of the model, and it suffices for our
purposes herein to inspect its projection onto the (Y,Z)-plane
for a comparison between different cases. This projec-
tion is plotted in the following figures as a heat map or
two-dimensional histogram (Wilkinson and Friendly, 2009;
Riechers et al., 2022) that records the number of points of the
attractor that fall within a pixel on this plane. To be precise,
the heat map is built as a two-dimensional histogram over the
square {−3 ≤ Y ≤ 3,−3 ≤ Z ≤ 3}, with 500 or 600 bins in
each direction, i.e., a total of 2.5 ·105 or 3.6 ·105 pixels; when
tested, the difference in resolution does not seem to make
much of a difference in the resulting histogram.
An alternative analysis could be carried out by determining
the Poincaré maps that arise from the intersection of the
trajectories on the attractor with a well chosen plane in the
model’s phase space. The choice of visualizing the invariant
measure on the attractor as the heat map of a planar projection
follows an example in Riechers et al. (2022). The projection
of the attractor on the (Y,Z)-plane is stroboscopic when
only seasonal forcing acts on the system, given the periodic
recurrence of the same pattern. In practice, the heat maps of
projections onto the (Y,Z)-plane herein are obtained simply
by counting all the points with given (Y,Z) coordinates at
a prescribed epoch or within a prescribed time interval, as
described in the caption of the figure of interest.

B. Seasonal forcing

Recall that, in the autonomous case, the L84 model exhibits
either a periodic or a chaotic behavior, for the perpetual sum-
mer forcing of F ≡ 6 or winter forcing of F ≡ 8, respectively.
When a time-dependent seasonal forcing is included, this fea-
ture becomes less obvious. The picture changes for the sum-
mer, cf. Fig. 7, while it remains generally true for the winter
season, cf. Fig. 8.
During perpetual summer (F ≡ 6), the heat map in Fig. 7(a)
corresponds simply to a projection of the two limit cycles
in Fig. 6(a) onto the (Y,Z) plane and it is clearly one-
dimensional, i.e, a simple line. In the presence of seasonal
forcing, though, the chaotic character of the winters "thick-
ens" the heat map during the summers, too, since the model
behavior at the times t1 and nearby becomes chaotic as well,
as first observed by Lorenz (1990) and illustrated in our
Fig. 7(b). In simple meteorological terms, chaotic winter sea-



Intraseasonal atmospheric variability under climate trends 9

FIG. 7. Summer heat map (a) of the forward attractor for F ≡ 6; and (b) of the snapshot attractor at the time t1 = 48.6 time units into the year,
when Ft1) = 6. The heat maps in panels (a) and (b) were made using 5 · 104 points that are the intercepts at t = t1 of the trajectories in the
ensemble. The initial conditions for the ensemble were chosen at random in the same cube D ⊂ R3 as in Fig. 4. To capture the two attractors
sufficiently accurately, we had to let the ensemble evolve for a time larger than the convergence time of τc ≃ 5 years.

FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 7 but for the winter season, (a) with F ≡ 8; and (b) with t1 = 12 time units, when F(t1) = 8.

sons disrupt the more regular summer circulation and induce
less regular variability in the summers as well. Thus, peri-
odicity and regularity are lost, and higher dependence on ini-
tial conditions leads to lower predictability on S2S time scales
during summers, too.
When F = 8, although the behavior is still chaotic in both pan-
els of Fig. 8, there is a clear change in the shape of the attractor
from the autonomous case in panel (a) to the nonautonomous
one in panel (b). The autonomous case shows greater unifor-

mity in the high-intensity area of the heat map, with a near
symmetry between the two components, Y and Z, of the ed-
dies. Overall, the area of the heat map shrinks in the nonau-
tonomous case, while a region with significantly higher values
of Z is visited by the system, which appears as the brighter
fiber in Fig. 8(b), and corresponds to a stronger activity of the
Z-wave component. Although it is bounded, the energy of the
L84 model can change over time and it is not conserved in the
nonautonomous case. Here, the wave contribution increases
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and extreme values are more frequently assumed.

C. Climatic trends

We next used the L84 model to study both qualitatively and
quantitatively the effects of climatic trends in the meridional
heat contrast on the mid-latitudes’ atmospheric circulation.
This aspect is the fundamentally novel one of our L84 model
investigation. Both periodic and monotonic forcing were con-
sidered and their combined effect was analyzed. Moreover,
either a positive or a negative linear trend were applied to the
forcing F(t) in order to capture the effect of climate change
on the lower and upper levels of the atmosphere, respectively.

Generally, by applying an aperiodic forcing to the system,
one expects the attractor to deviate from a stationary or peri-
odic state and to change shape in time. The visual changes in
the attractor were also analyzed quantitatively by determining
the change in the first four moments of the distributions of the
prognostic variables X ,Y and Z, namely their mean, variance,
skewness and kurtosis.
The full months of January and July are taken as references for
the effects of climate trends. One could also consider longer
intervals, like a full three months for summer and winter, to
monitor anthropogenic effects on climate. Whether summer
or winter, the attractor described in this subsection is a collec-
tion of the snapshots of every moment t for either interval, be
it one month or longer.
Figures 9(a,b) show the attractor for January and July, respec-
tively, in the absence of any trend in the forcing. The heat map
in panel (a) illustrates chaotic behavior that is in accordance
with the choice of the parameter range for the winter season,
while panel (b) is more regular, as expected for the summer
season. Still, chaotic features — indicated by a more diffuse
heat map in Fig. 9(b) than in Fig. 7(b), i.e., in monthly mean
map than in a single snapshot — are visible, too, as expected
from the perturbing effects of the winter circulation on that of
the summers, cf. Lorenz (1990) and section IV B herein.
As stated above, the forcing F(t) here follows equation (4),
with no periodic component. To properly capture the effects
of the trend on the attractor, the trendless heat maps in Fig. 9
are visually compared with three distinct years within the in-
terval wherein the trend is active, specifically the 5th, 50th, and
100th year of climate change.
Figures 10 and 11 show the changes in the winter and the
summer attractor, respectively, during 100 years of a climate
change interval in the forcing. In each figure, panels (a–c)
follow the negative trend, while panels (d–f) correspond to a
positive one. The slope of the trend is α = 2/100 year−1, so
that F decreases or increases by 2 nondimensional units per
century.
The attractor is affected but little by the forcing 5 years af-
ter the trend has started, in all four cases, whether winter
or summer and for a trend that is negative or positive; see
Figs. 10(a,b) and 11(a, b), respectively. Substantial changes,
though, appear after 50 years (panels (b, e)) and especially af-
ter 100 years ((panels (c, f))). By the end of the 100th year,
the L84 model displays a much more regular behavior for the

month of January, as well as July, in three of the four cases, the
exception being July with a positive F-trend, i.e., Fig. 11(f).
In the latter case, the waves (Y,Z) are both more vigorous
and more irregular than at present, before the positive forc-
ing trend started. To the contrary, for summer and a negative
trend, the behavior reduces to a periodic wave propagation
with a very small amplitude; see Fig. 11(c).
The quantitative changes of the distribution of the westerly
wind X and the wave energy EY Z = (Y 2 + Z2)/2 are shown
in Fig. 12, which reports the dependence of the first four sta-
tistical moments of these two variables on time, for January
and for July, including both a negative and a positive trend.
As far as the mean wind velocity is concerned (black curves),
no major change in the moments is observed for the month of
January all the way to the end of the century (Figs. 12(a,c)),
while in July for the negative trend there is a sharp drop at
roughly 50 years and strong fluctuations afterwards, with a
return to a smooth evolution towards the end of the interval
(Fig. 12(e)).
The variances of the mean and wave components (yellow
curves) are both quite flat, in summer and in winter, except
for a smooth decrease in the first half-century for the wave
component in summer, given a negative climate trend (panel
(f)), and a sharp decrease in the last decade for the mean wind,
for the same situation (panel (e)).
The skewness of both distributions (blue curves) does not ex-
hibit considerable changes during the whole century of cli-
mate trends, except a smooth decline along with the vari-
ance in the same time interval and situation as the variance,
i.e., negative trend for July (panel (e)). Thus, the skewness
is mostly close to 0, meaning that the distribution is fairly
symmetric. This indicates that the energy tends to be equally
distributed between the two wave components, as expected
from the L84 model’s symmetry in Y and Z; see comment in
Sec. II B.
The kurtosis of the distribution of the wave energy EY Z varies
substantially in both winter and summer, as well as for both
negative and positive trends. These variations are quite dis-
tinct from each other: uniform decrease in winter for a nega-
tive trend (panels (a,b)); sharp drop at roughly 60 years, fol-
lowed by continued decrease to the end of the century in win-
ter for EY Z and a positive trend; smooth decrease in the first
half century and flat to the end for the wave energy in summer
with negative trend (panel (f)); and decrease during roughly
60 years followed by a sharper increase in panel (f).
This variability is quite interesting, since large kurtosis means
the distribution is heavy tailed and small kurtosis means that
the opposite holds. Thus the distribution of extremes tends to
change, and change in different ways, for summer vs. win-
ter and for distinct trends in the anthropogenic forcing we are
simulating.
The evidence illustrated in Figs. 10–12 is at variance with a
simple, direct relation between the thermal response of the
mid-latitude atmosphere to climate change and its effects on
its mean intensity, its eddy activity and its extremes. We will
return to a discussion of these complexities in jet and wave
changes in Sec. V.
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FIG. 9. Projection of the attractor on the (Y,Z)-plane for the months of January and July, before climate change.

D. An extreme effect of time-dependent forcing

We now illustrate a case in which the time-dependent forc-
ing that includes both a seasonal and a trend component gives
a particularly striking result. Figure 13(a) shows the projec-
tion of the autonomous forward attractor onto the (Y,Z)-plane
for an ensemble of initial conditions that were forced with a
value of F ≡ 1.99 that happens to correspond to the forcing
of the system at the beginning of July of year 150 of climate
change with a negative trend.
This heat map shows that, for F = 1.99, the system exhibits
two separate attractors, namely a limit cycle (red circle in the
figure) and a fixed point (Y ∗,Z∗). In this case, with the ensem-
ble initialized in the same cube D ⊂R as before, around 98 %
of the trajectories are attracted to the fixed point, to which the
white arrow points.
Figure 13(b) shows the snapshot of the month of July for
year 150 after climate change began. Here, the fixed point at
(Y ∗,Z∗) has disappeared, while the limit cycle has thickened
since it attracts all the orbits over the entire month of July.
Since nature does not reset itself, we are not given the chance
to observe the state of the system at the same epoch t multiple
times. On the other hand, continuous time-dependent effects
on the system’s evolution do occur. While the forward at-
tractor of the autonomous system only reproduces the asymp-
totic state for perpetual, constant forcing, the snapshot attrac-
tor allows us to observe the effects of the past evolution on the
present state, including forcing effects that change with time.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FINAL REMARKS

The conceptual model of the mid-latitude atmospheric cir-
culation of Lorenz (1984, 1990) has already made important

contributions to the applications of dynamical systems the-
ory to the climate sciences (Shil’nikov, Nicolis, and Nicolis,
1995; Van Veen, Opsteegh, and Verhulst, 2001; Broer, Simó,
and Vitolo, 2002; Freire et al., 2008), as well as to additional
areas (Mangiarotti et al., 2012). Herein, we have focused on
the way in which this model can help to better understand the
effects of time-dependent seasonal forcing and anthropogenic
forcing trends on climatic systems with intrinsic variability
(Ghil and Lucarini, 2020).
To start, we have applied bifurcation analysis to the time-
independent, autonomous model and compared our results
with those of previous work. Using both the cross-latitude
forcing F and the damping parameter a as control parameters,
we found similar results in both cases: the system undergoes
first a double-fold bifurcation that leads from a single to two
stable steady states, separated by an unstable one, and then a
Hopf bifurcation giving rise to a stable limit cycle; see Figs. 2–
5. Coexistence of a stable fixed point with such a cycle is also
possible, as are more complicated modes of behavior that fol-
low (Figs. 3 and 4).
For perpetual summer-level forcing of F = 6, we did confirm
the crucial finding of Lorenz (1990) that two oscillatory solu-
tions coexist (Fig. 6(a)), one with a period of 7 days, roughly
comparable to that of the life cycle of baroclinic instabili-
ties, the other with a period of 35 days, roughly compara-
ble with that of mid-latitude intraseasonal oscillations (Ghil
et al., 2019). Using advanced tools from the open-access Ju-
lia ecosystem (Datseris, 2018; Datseris and Parlitz, 2022),
we were able to delineate the attractor basin boundaries of
the two corresponding limit cycles, which appear to be fractal
(Fig. 6(b)).
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FIG. 10. Projection of the attractor on the (Y,Z)-plane for the month of January of years (a,d) 5, (b,e) 50 and (c,f) 100 during a climate trend
that is negative in panels (a–c), and positive in panels (d–f); the trend has the slopes α =∓2/100 year−1, respectively

FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 10, but for the month of July.
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Proceeding to the time-dependent, nonautonomous case
that really motivated this study, we introduced first the various
types of attractors that have been studied in this context:
pullback, snapshot, and uniform, as distinct from the forward
attractors that are more widely known in the autonomous
context; further mathematical details are provided in Ap-
pendix A.
The first finding, as suspected, was that the time-invariant,
forward attractor for a perpetual summer, at F = 6, or a
perpetual winter, at F = 8, is not the same as a snapshot of a
nonautonomous forward attractor at a time that matches the
same F-value from a model version with seasonal forcing.
These comparisons were made using the heat maps
of ensembles started with 5 · 104 randomly se-
lected initial conditions in a cube D ⊂ R3 defined as
D = {(X ,Y,Z)| − 3 ≤ X ≤ 3,−3 ≤ Y ≤ 3,−3 ≤ Z ≤ 3}. In
the summer case, the heat map of the snapshot in Fig. 7(b)
is just slightly noisier than that of the perpetual summer
in Fig. 7(a). The comparison for the winter case shows a
much more strongly reduced footprint of the heat map for
the snapshot, in Fig. 8(b), and a substantial distortion with
respect to Fig. 8(b).
The most striking results were obtained when imposing a
linear trend in the forcing (Figs. 10–12) or such a trend
combined with seasonal forcing (Fig. 13). In this situation,
the comparisons were made between heat maps based on
an entire month of January or July, in accordance with the
two-timing introduced into nonautonomous dynamics studies
by Flandoli, Pappalettera, and Tonello (2022): a month can
be taken as the time unit of the slow time τ , while a time
unit of the fast time t is just several days, as gotten from a
nondimensional analysis of the model.
What is expected for the mid-latitude atmospheric circulation
when changing the pole-to-equator temperature gradient is
a quasi-geostrophic response with jet intensity X roughly
proportional to or, at least, positively correlated with the
forcing intensity F (Stendel et al., 2021). Our results are
much more complex.
We chose to impose fairly strong trends of α =
±2/100 year−1, i.e., over a century, summer can be-
come present-day winter, and vice versa, so as not to require
integration times that are too long. Still, not much that
is observable with certainty happens in 5 years, but quite
noticeable changes in the heat maps do occur within 50
years, and the changes over 100 years are most impressive in
looking at Figs. 10 and 11.
The change in the mean intensity of the westerlies in Fig. 12
is not consistent from one case to another, and it shows
a sharp drop for January and a negative trend (panel (e)),
followed by strong oscillations and a return to the initial
values at the end of the century. In parallel, the mean wave
energy EY Z = Y 2 + Z2 does follow roughly the trend of the
forcing, but the most striking changes are in its kurtosis,
which falls with a strong and uniform slope in panel (b),
even faster for the first 50 years in panel (f) and then flattens
out, and finally drops and then rises again in panel (h). The
surprising changes in kurtosis are fairly remarkable, since
they imply quite significant changes in the distribution of

extreme events.
Clearly, using the concepts and methods of nonautonomous
dynamics to study the combined effect of the seasonal forcing
and the climate change trend have much more to teach us.
In the interests of concision, we have limited ourselves to an
illustration of this combined effect in Fig. 13. In its panel (a),
the forward attractor for a perpetual summer with F = 1.99
for the month of July in year 150 of a negative trend shows
pronounced bistability between a fixed point that attracts 98%
of the orbits and a limit cycle. It the figure’s panel (b), the
combination of the trend and seasonal forcing only leaves the
limit cycle, which attracts all the orbits. The addition of the
seasonal cycle thus leads to a complete shift from a prevalent
steady state to a slightly diffuse set of nearly periodic orbits.
Given the simplicity of the model, these results have to
be taken with considerable caution and tested with more
detailed climate models in the hierarchy (Ghil, 2001; Held,
2005). For instance, the L84 model’s waves are not Rossby
waves and thus the model cannot tell us much about how the
occurrence and duration of blocking events might be affected
by anthropogenic forcing trends, a topic of considerable
current interest (Ghil et al., 2019; Ghil and Lucarini, 2020;
Stendel et al., 2021). Still, the present results alert us
to the fact that the methods of nonautonomous dynamics
emphasized herein lead to results that are quite distinct from
those of the autonomous dynamics applied so far, mostly if
not exclusively, to the problems of climate change.
Finally, from the mathematical viewpoint, we found in Ap-
pendix B that the combination of chaotic intrinsic variability
with fairly general but still bounded forcing can lead to
unique, albeit rather complex global attracting sets. Within
such a set, local attractors can coexist or disappear. Such
numerical results do certainly need, as well as encourage,
more rigorous examination.
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FIG. 12. Statistical moments on the attractor over time for (a,c,e,g) the westerly flow X (left column); and for (b, d, f, h) the wave energy
EY,Z = Y 2 +Z2 (right column). Rows are: (a,b) January, negative trend; (c,d) January, positive trend; (e,f) July, negative trend; and (g,h) July,
positive trend. Legend: black (mean), yellow (variance), blue (skewness), green (kurtosis). All vertical axes are in nondimensional units.
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FIG. 13. Projection of the attractors on the (Y,Z)-plane in the case of a combined seasonal and trend forcing: (a) forward attractor for a
perpetual summer at F ≡ 1.99; and (b) snapshot attractor for the month of July at year 150 of climate change with a trend of α =−2/100 year−1

in the meridional heat contrast; the instantaneous thermal forcing in panel (b) also equals F = 1.99 at the beginning of the month.
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APPENDIX A. PULLBACK, FORWARD AND UNIFORM
ATTRACTORS

This appendix provides a more detailed mathematical set-
ting for the concept of pullback attractors (PBAs) in the con-
text of nonautonomous dynamical systems, and for clarifying
the relation between PBAs, on the one hand, and forward and
uniform attractors, on the other. The notation follows Ghil,
Chekroun, and Simonnet (2008) and Charó, Ghil, and Scia-
marella (2023).
The system under consideration is:

ẋ = f(t,x), x ∈ X , (A1)

where x defines the state of the system in the phase space X ,
the dot indicates differentiation with respect to time, and f de-
termines the evolution of x over time. We look for the general
solution ϕ(s, t)x of the initial value problem given by (A1)
and the initial condition x(s) = x0.
For deterministic autonomous dynamical systems, i.e., when
∂ f/∂ t ≡ 0, only the interval t ′ = t − s matters for the system’s
evolution, since it determines completely its state at time t,
given uniqueness of solutions for smooth f and prescribed x0.
Thus, in the autonomous case, the operator ϕ(s, t) provides a
one-parameter description of the system’s evolution, since s
is arbitrary but fixed. When the system’s dynamics, though,
depends explicitly on time, as in (A1), the full solution ϕ(s, t)

becomes a two-parameter operator, depending on both the ini-
tial time s and the observation time t.
A new type of attraction can then be defined, and the result is
a new object, the PBA, which satisfies the following
Definition. The indexed family of objects A = {A(t)}t∈R,
where each snapshot A(t) ∈ A is a compact subset of the
phase space X , is a pullback attractor (PBA) if, for all t:

(i) A(t) is invariant with respect to the dynamics:
ϕ(t,s)A(s) = A(t) for every s ≤ t; and

(ii) lim
s→−∞

dist(ϕ(s, t)B,A(t)) = 0 for every bounded subset

B ⊂ X and dist is the Hausdorff semi-distance between
sets.

Further details can be found in Caraballo and Han (2016) and
Kloeden and Yang (2020).
The random version of a PBA is called a random attractor. Its
definition and study preceded actually the deterministic ver-
sion above (Crauel and Flandoli, 1994) and were used in the
climate literature by Ghil, Chekroun, and Simonnet (2008)
and Chekroun, Simonnet, and Ghil (2011). Since the con-
cepts and methods involved are more complicated than those
required in the deterministic case treated herein, we do not
present them in this appendix.
In the physical literature, a snapshot attractor is simply de-
fined as “the pattern formed by a cloud of orbits at a fixed
time" when the forcing is time dependent (Namenson, Ott, and
Antonsen, 1996) and it does not require an explicit pullback
s →−∞. This looser concept has been effectively used in the
climate literature as well (Drótos, Bódai, and Tél, 2015; Tél
et al., 2020). The snapshot attractor concept corresponds in
the mathematical literature to the generalization of a forward
attractor to time-dependent forcing (Caraballo and Han, 2016;
Kloeden and Yang, 2020). We have chosen to retain the name
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of snapshot attractor here, rather than the longer mathematical
formulation of "nonautonomous forward attractor."
Forward attraction, though, becomes more difficult to apply in
a nonautonomous case as simple as

ẋ =−αx+σt, x(0) = x0, (A2)

where both α > 0 and σ > 0. In this case, there are no
bounded solutions for t > 0 and no limit sets in the usual for-
ward sense. Hence there seems to be no good definition in the
snapshot sense of what a future climate might look like if an-
thropogenic greenhouse gas emissions keep rising. The pull-
back definition, though, yields the simple straight-line PBA
A(t) given by

A(t) =−σ

α

(
t − 1

α

)
; (A3)

see Ghil (2021) for details and a graphic illustration.
A forced and dissipative system for which it is immediate to
show that forward and pullback attraction both work and how
they differ is the following:

ẋ =−αx+bsin t, (A4)

with the initial condition x(s) = x0, where t ≥ s. The limit for
t →+∞ and s fixed is discussed in Caraballo and Han (2016,
Sec. 3.2.1) and illustrated there in Fig. 3.2.
On the other hand, the limit for s → −∞ is well defined in
the pullback sense above, and it is illustrated in Fig. 14 here
and in Caraballo and Han (2016, Fig. 3.1). Namely the dif-
ference between any two solutions will decrease as s → −∞

and the particular solution to which the common behavior of
all solutions tends as s →−∞ is given by

A(t) =−b(α sin t − cos t)
a2 +1

, (A5)

which is the corresponding PBA (Caraballo and Han, 2016).
Riechers et al. (2022) provide a similar PBA example for pe-
riodic forcing that is relevant to the orbital forcing of the Qua-
ternary glaciations.
Cases in which forward attraction can be defined — although
the forcing is no longer purely periodic but still bounded —
exist and are described with mathematical rigor by Kloeden
and Yang (2020, Ch. 10–12). The condition of boundedness
of the forcing, though, seems to be necessary for snapshot at-
tractors to exist. Furthermore, even when they do exist, they
may not be unique.
When the limit (ii) in the Definition of a PBA above is uni-
form in t and a similar property for the equivalent definition
of a forward attractor holds with respect to s, one speaks of a
uniform attractor. For such an attractor, the two concepts, of
forward and pullback attraction, hold and are equivalent. This
is the case for more general systems under periodic forcing
than that of Eq. (A4) (Caraballo and Han, 2016; Kloeden and
Yang, 2020). It is also true, in particular, for the seasonal forc-
ing of the L84 model (Anguiano and Caraballo, 2014).
Haraux (1991) and Vishik (1992) developed a theory of uni-
form attractors, which does apply for the seasonal forcing

FIG. 14. Solutions of Eq. (A4), each starting at a different initial time
s. The convergence to the periodic PBA improves as |s| increases,
i.e., as one pulls back from the observation time t. Parameter values
here are α = 0.3,b = 1 and initial value x0 = 1.

of the L84 model (Anguiano and Caraballo, 2014; Drótos,
Bódai, and Tél, 2015) but not to a monotonically increasing
forcing that imitates anthropogenically unbounded changes in
greenhouse gas emissions.
Clearly, the pullback limit s→−∞ is not achievable in a finite-
time numerical integration. When computing an approximate
PBA in practice, it depends on the parameters of the prob-
lem — in particular the dissipativity, which is given by α in
Eqs. (A2) and (A5) above — how far one has to "pull back."
In many practical problems, like in Fig. 14, it suffices to pull
back a small multiple of the characteristic times of the model
(Chekroun, Simonnet, and Ghil, 2011; Pierini and Ghil, 2021;
Charó, Ghil, and Sciamarella, 2023).

APPENDIX B. DISSIPATIVITY AND GLOBALLY
ATTRACTING SET

Consider the system (2), which we rewrite for convenience
here as

Ẋ =−Y 2 −Z2 −aX +aF, (B1.a)

Ẏ = XY −bXZ −Y +G, (B1.b)

Ż = bXY +XZ −Z, (B1.c)

where Ẋ ≡ dX/dt and so on. Note that this system has the
general form

Ẋi = Ai jkX jXk −Bi jX j +Ci, i = 1,2, . . .N, (B2)

where we use the summation convention for repeated in-
dices. Here X = (X1,X2, . . . ,XN) is an N-vector, while A =
(Ai jk),B = (Bi j) and C = (Ci) are constant tensors of appro-
priate dimensions, with 1 ≤ i, j,k ≤ N.
In the present case, like for the Lorenz (1963) convection
model and for many other models from fluid dynamics and
elsewhere, the coefficients (Ai jk),(Bi j) satisfy the following
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two important conditions,

Ai jkXiX jXk = 0, (C)
Bi jXiX j > 0, (D)

which hold for arbitrary values of the Xi’s, with X ̸= 0 in (D).
Property (C) states that, in the absence of the other terms,
B = 0, C = 0, system (B1) would be conservative. Indeed,
defining the energy as E = (X2+Y 2+Z2)/2, and multiplying
each of the equations in (2) by X ,Y and Z, respectively, one
has Ė = 0, i.e., E = const.
Property (D) is equivalent to the matrix B being positive defi-
nite. Physically, it means that the system contains a dissipative
mechanism. Indeed, for the full system,

Ė =−Bi jXiX j +CiXi. (B3)

This shows that B causes the energy of the system to decrease,
if (D) holds.
The rate of change Ė of E(X) along a system trajectory X =
X(t) is given by (B3). On any energy surface in phase space,
E = const., this rate attains its algebraically largest value for
X pointing in the direction of the vector C, which achieves
max{CiXi}= cx, where c2 =CiCi and x2 = XiXi = 2E. Thus

Ė ≤−β1x2 + cx, (B4)

where β1 = min{x=1} Bi jXiX j > 0 is the lowest eigenvalue of
the matrix B. Clearly Ė = xẋ will be negative for any x> c/β1.

It follows that trajectories of a forced-dissipative system
(B2) that satisfies conditions (C) and (D) will all eventually
enter a ball B = {X : x ≤ c/β1}, never to leave it again. In the
absence of forcing, C = 0, this ball is reduced to a point, the
origin X = 0. It is the competition between the forcing C and
the dissipation B that renders the behavior of these systems in-
teresting. Part of the interest, both physical and mathematical,
derives from the fact that this competition has to be played out
within the bounded ball B.
In particular, for system (B1), B is diagonal with elements
{a,1,1} on the diagonal and β1 = min{a,1}, while C =
(aF,G,0). Hence the globally attracting set for the for-
ward orbits of the autonomous system is the ball B of ra-
dius r = (a2F2+G2)1/2/min{a,1}. A typical radius then, for
F = 6,a = 1, and G ≡ 1 is r =

√
37 ≃ 6.1. In the autonomous

case, the two limit cycles of Fig. 6(a) fit easily into this much
larger ball.
The more interesting case is that of a time-dependent F , es-
pecially one for which the autonomous attractor is not just a
fixed point, and for which F is not purely periodic or a mild
generalization thereof, like the cases treated in Anguiano and
Caraballo (2014, Figs. 1–6). Examining Fig. 12, we see that
the means (black line) of both the jet intensity X and of the
wave energy E = Y 2 +Z2 in the figure’s two columns hover
close to a value of 1. Strikingly, this is even so in panel (e), in
which X(t) undergoes sharp fluctuations.
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