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Abstract: Based on the new global surface temperature data set CMST (China merged surface tempera-
ture), we systematically evaluated the historical climate simulation results of the 27 global climate models
which are participating in the International Coupling Model Comparison Plan Phase 5 (CMIP5) from 1900
to 2017. Historic model simulations for the period of 1900— 2005 and projections for the 3 different repre-
sentative concentration pathways (RCP2. 6, RCP4.5, RCP8.5) for 2006 —2017. According to the compari-
son of various parameters in Taylor diagram, 9 models with better simulation results (MT9) are selected

to present the models ensemble simulations. Compared with the ensemble average of mean all models
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(MAM), under any of the three RCPS, MT9 is significantly closer to the observed value (MAM overesti-

mates the temperature change) in both spatial distribution and time variation .

On this basis, this paper

uses the prediction results of MT9 to analyze the amplitude of Asia surface air temperature rises during

2018—2099. The result showed that MT9 is expected to have smaller temperature warming than those of
MAM under all the RCPs in the Asian region, which is about 0. 08 C for RCP 2.6, 1. 20 C for RCP4. 5 and
3.54°C for RCP8. 5. These results are all smaller than those from the MAM ensembles, thus are more rea-

sonable, In addition, this paper also analyzed the spatial distribution of the surface temperature anomalies

in Asia based on the MT9.
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Table 1 Description of the 27 models selected in this paper

w5 RALH HEER AHAEC) i S 173 RCPZ.‘fﬂﬁimiCPﬂc. 5 RCPS. 5

1 BCC-CSM1. 1 [ 64 X128 185001201212 200601230012 200601230012 200601230012
2 BCC-CSM1. 1(m) [ 160 X320 185001201212 200601210012 200601210012 200601209912
3 BNU-ESM [ 64 X128 185001—200512 200601—210012 200601—210012 200601—210012
4 CanESM2 JIEPN 64 X128 185001—200512 200601—230012 200601—230012 200601—210012
5 CCSM4 % H 192 X288 185001200512 200601230012 200601229912 200601230012
6 CESM1(CAM5) % | 192 X288 185001200512 200601-—230012 200601-—230012 200601-—210012
7 CNRM-CM5 ¥ 128 X256 185001200512 200601-—210012 200601-—230012 200601230012
8 CSIRO-MKk3. 6.0 K F] 96 X192 185001—200512 200601—210012 200601—230012 200601—230012
9 FGOALS-g2 [ 60128 185001200512 200601210112 200601227512 200601210112
10 FIO-ESM [ 64 X128 185001—200512 200601—210012 200601—210012 200601—210012
11 GFDL-CM3 EgE| 90X 144 186001—200512 200601—210012 200601—210012 200601—210012
12 GFDL-ESM2G EE| 90X 144 186101-—200512 200601—210012 200601—210012 200601-—210012
13 GFDL-ESM2M ESJEs| 90X 144 186101—200512 200601-—210012 200601—220012 200601-—220012
14 GISS-E2-H ESJEs| 90X 144 185001200512 200601230012 200601230012 200601230012
15 GISS-E2-R FH 90X 144 185001—200512 200601—230012 200601—230012 200601—230012
16 HadGEM2-A0 () 145X192 186001—200512 200601-—210012 200601—210012 200601—210012
17 HadGEM2-ES e[ 145X192 185912—200511 200512—229012 200512—229912 200512—229912
18 IPSL-CM5A-LR 7% 96 X 96 185001—200512 200601—230012 200601—230012 200601—230012
19 IPSL-CM5A-MR PPES| 143X 144 185001—200512 200601—210012 200601—230012 200601—210012
20 MIROCS P 128X 256 185001—201212 200601—210012 200601—210012 200601—210012
21 MIROC-ESM-CHEM H A 64128 185001200512 200601210012 200601210012 200601210012
22 MIROC-ESM 1 [] 64 X128 185001200512 200601210012 200601230012 200601210012
23 MPI-ESM-LR 1k ] 96 X192 185001—200512 200601—230012 200601—230012 200601—230012
24 MPI-ESM-MR H A 96 X192 185001200512 200601210012 200601-—210012 200601210012
25 MRI-CGCM3 Ei/199 160 X320 185001200512 200601210012 200601-—210012 200601-—210012
26 NorESM1-ME £330 96 X144 185001200512 200601—210112 200601-—210212 200601-—210012
27 NorESM1-M w2 Wy 96 X144 185001—200512 200601—210012 200601—230012 200601—210012

O # Ho 41l : http: / www. ncl. ucar. edu/Applications/Data/cdf/landsea. nc
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B R B R R K R I RN 3 A kA T B
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R A PR B 5 BB A5 8 P 0 5B TH T IE 1 8
A v 2 R E 45 ERSSTvS (Huang et al,
2017), C-LSAT %4l 4 78 W Y b X, I I J2 S0 9 i
bt DX 3 2 T A L 36 R Y 4 K il TR
B AR 77 HOB A B R 8Os T (X et al,
2018;Yun et al. 2019), 4= Bk ¥ ¥ 3¢ 1 36 5 B
ERSSTv5 >R Al 17 5 A o 1 97 5 008 18 O 37 1E 2K
Y T DA R 92 5000 A R 0 A5 R X S I e DX 2
T U FE PR A O o B R 1 S ) 43 BE RO 57 X
57 IR IRy 1900 4F 1 A, H AT 38 2 2017 48
12 H.

2 VM DX T iR R 1 I ] A A

P 1 25t R TR S A S 18 B P18 B[] 3 28 4
fiE s e A B 4 B F AR MAM (mean all
models) , #5235 WM 2Z 18] L K 45420 22 (/1 78 20 i
4l 60 R ZH A 2 SRR L2 5 — B A BT
WE . b, 20 48 20—40 AF AL S2 B 0L f) IR BE
WAL TS B4 L D ) ] i 2 5 L A g A 3 1 Ui
BERCHE CHE i HadSST3, COBE) A L ERSSTV5 W
AL (Huang et al,2017),

55 H A B AR AL, R FH 28 5 1] (Taylor, 2001)
1 75 305 8 TP AR 25 B S A 1) 25 5. AR A
YR 22 Hp 0 485 2 2 O AR R 22 (3155 5 i I Taylor

O R ZHudl : https: // cera-www. dkrz. de/ WDCC/ui/cerasearch/

(2001) JFNAH 5 2 500 A . 28 390 AT DL ) 22 58 1 45
P05 000 2 ] 7 DG 1 5 DA T L O b iz e 2 A A
PIRE S1 Ke i b 2z Al B 22 5. 18 2a 2 19002005 4F
Py S A48, B 2b~2d 43 52 1900—2017 4= RCP fff
PR (G rp . 19002005 48R ] Py s #8548, 2006 —
2017 4% 43 A FHAS [m) HE AR 5 kD o B AT LA
B BR A LA R o A 2 s B AL FT RCP
TEr B A AR VEE D 22 0 0. 2~ 0. 4, 55 WL 1 bk o
i 26 A0 22 0. 15 B0 45 SR A 28 SR LA /N L 2 H0pe
27 SRR RCP A7 42 8 400 1 w0 488 5K 38 O AR 5%
ZETE 0.2~0. 3 {HFF 45 19 J2& . RCP 7 42 155 400 1) A
25 UL 4 A DG DL T g s A5 40 (i 5 A DR = 8K 0. 6
~0.9,J5§# 0.3~0.9), I H . 5% & F A8
L, AE D7 S B P R B AE RCP #7285 80 &, MAM
Bz WA . N 3R 2 B R L 3 2006—
2017 S AL B 5 - CMIPS A5 5K 58 07 4 07 B 5
b J52 S P b DXL ST ) i 3 AR A AR AE

FEZR )y [ Hp o A3 A0 o O A 38 R iR 25 R
B 1155 00 DU 42 S0 R B L A /N S R R A 0L
B2 T (Taylor, 2001) . B LA, FR AT oo A2 2 3
TR ZE (7 AL LA B RCP #4245 80D HEFE L %1
Heza i H B RE AR ie (R 2) . RG-St 451
FAE 7 SR RCP 42 45 400 v, o0 B34 O i
R 2ZEHEFEHT T AR B . TCIE S i s AR 0L 2 1T 2 5
P AP ROR AR AT A R R AR A Y X
P 3 e TSI Wt DXk 8 K 10 A8 A 1 A 400 I AH %o
PO . M A 2, 28 kB =3 i B Ut 9
A~ BCC-CSM1. 1, FGOALS-g2, FIO-ESM, GFDL-
ESM2M. GISS-E2-H. GISS-E2-R. MPI-ESM-MR
NorESMI1-M #I CESM1(CAMS5) , ¥ 3% 9 M T
A Top9,

4 Top9 #EX M E G F¥EICH MT9 (mean
top 9 models) . 435I 7E I3 LA F RCP 157 422 45 40
T AW 5 MT9, MAM 45 i 8] 5 51 =22 8] (49 3 )7
MR 22 CTF 53 07 25 L 5K 22 55 FR i 1 (2011) ] F3
Y RF R 2 A R O R R 25, DU E
i A MT9 . MAM 55 300 0 09 AR U TH 5345 SR 0L
3. fEP AR RCP i el . 5 MAM
b  MTO {459 5 AR 58 25 /s 0. 04, - 359 46 X 5% 22
/N 0. 03 247 o AH G R B e i , it LA ] )5 31

O AR S A 45 SR 389 ]y B A BR 4 SRR TE AN, 3 LA 19611990 4E1E N 2 % 1 1,
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Fig.1 Time series of 27 models, MAM and observation temperature

anomalies in Asia from 1900 to 2005
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</ IPSL-CM5A-LR ¥ IPSL-CM5A-MR % MIROC-ESM-CHEM 4+ MIROC-ESM © MIROCS

% MPL-ESM-LR ] MPI-ESM-MR MRI-CGCM3 /\ NorESMI-ME </ NorESMI-M

/< BCC-CSMI. 1(m) 4+ BCC-CSMI.1 MAM

[ 2 4EF 20 8 B ST 78 7 5 ASE UL AS () 8 ) 5k 2 A T SO0 1) 2 ey A
(a) i B4, (b)RCP2. 6 6 2 48L , () RCPA. 5 6 A48 L (D RCPS. 5 {7 5 K
O A A 21 AU ED
G = 7 SR : 1900—2005 4 p A2 L4 s RCP A7 A48l - B 1900—2017 4R g8 xUBLHLL L o 1900—2005 4
i DT SR A AL, 2006—2017 4E 43 514 F§ RCP2. 6 .RCP4. 5. RCP8. 5 T i 1% 5 ifdi » T )
Fig. 2 Taylor diagram of annual average temperature anomalies under historical and different RCPs scenarios”
(a) historical simulation, (b) RCP2. 6 scenario, (¢) RCP4. 5 scenario, (d) RCP8.5 scenario
(Red dot on the abscissa represents observation)
(Note: The historical simulation is from 1900 to 2005. And the RCP scenarios are from 1900 to 2017 in which 1900—2005
is historical simulation and 2006 —2017 are the forecasting from RCP2. 6, RCP4. 5, and RCP8. 5, the same below)

Sy Mok A - MTO 550000 {E Y — Bobk B 4f 5 i ob 14 3% 7 R R 22 1T 23 26 X ¢ 22 B2/ RCP4L 5 19 Al
MTO LB I RIR 22 HE MAMUNGRTE LR SRR BB R A ] RCP 7 45 45480 2 T8] 19 22 53¢ AR
H/N 0,02 Z2 A7) AR FT I A0 AT AT R A AR R /N BT AU 3 R H AR UL Y TR (E 25 S B L S0
P UAE [ v MTO BB 360 T LI ME CEI ) s X A Il o 2

[i] RCP fi # B 0L MT9, 54K RCP2. 6 F1 RCP4. 5 FAN1900—20054F fy s A 40 A9 I 2 o 25 0
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x2 BEEPERSTHEBIARE RCP THEEMMW D ORI AIRRE(BA:C)
Table 2 The centered pattern RMS (root-mean-square) difference (unit;C ) of

annual average temperature anomalies under historical and different RCPs scenarios

o LA I T AR R 22 HERFEEST
B i s B4 RCP2. 6 RCP4. 5 RCPS. 5 HEZ 1T i KL
BCC-CSM1. 1 0.181 0.180 0.186 0.199 4
FGOALS-g2 0.219 0.219 0.220 0.215 4
FIO-ESM 0.227 0.232 0.231 0.227 4
GFDL-ESM2M 0.227 0.222 0. 220 0. 225 4
GISS-E2-H 0.233 0.230 0. 230 0. 233 4
GISS-E2-R 0.229 0.232 0.230 0.232 4
MPI-ESM-MR 0.198 0.242 0.213 0.218 4
NorESM1-M 0.230 0.233 0.234 0.233 4
CESMI1(CAM5) 0.241 0. 247 0.242 0.239 3
IPSL-CM5A-LR 0.231 0.248 0. 240 0. 256 2
MIROC-ESM 0.243 0.244 0. 245 0.243 2
CNRM-CM5 0.244 0.249 0. 239 0. 244 1
BCC-CSM1. 1(m) 0.253 0. 259 0. 266 0. 257 0
BNU-ESM 0.297 0.314 0. 336 0.313 0
CanESM?2 0.245 0. 260 0. 245 0.251 0
CCSM4 0.256 0. 255 0. 260 0. 250 0
CSIRO-MK3. 6. 0 0.296 0. 289 0. 294 0.298 0
GFDL-CM3 0. 335 0.328 0.329 0.332 0
GFDL-ESM2G 0.267 0. 257 0. 257 0.263 0
HadGEM2-AO 0. 315 0.314 0.313 0.312 0
HadGEM2-ES 0.312 0. 305 0.298 0. 306 0
IPSL-CM5A-MR 0. 257 0. 266 0.269 0.268 0
MIROCS 0.312 0.312 0. 307 0. 308 0
MIROC-ESM-CHEM 0.275 0.277 0.267 0. 280 0
MPI-ESM-LR 0.246 0.254 0.271 0. 250 0
MRI-CGCM3 0.247 0. 254 0.259 0.258 0
NorESM1-ME 0.258 0.251 0.259 0.251 0
#£3 MO MAM EFEHEEBRFHPLOEXIATRREE HARIRE.
FH@MITRE (BA:C)FMEXRE
Table 3 The centered pattern RMS difference, root mean square error,
mean absolute error (unit: ‘C ), and correlation coefficient of
the annual average temperature anomalies of MT9 and MAM
T3 s B4
R ) T AR AR 22 ¥yl 2 - 2y o X iR 22 P
MT9 0.139 0. 150 0.120 0. 888
MAM 0.158 0. 189 0.153 0.853
RCP2. 6
B TR R 2 Yo7 MR 22 - 2y e % 1% 22 LIESEX
MT9 0. 140 0.173 0.136 0.922
MAM 0. 156 0. 189 0.152 0.912
RCP4. 5
OB O IR AR 2 Yo7 MR 22 S B4y 2t o) i 2 T R H
MT9 0.138 0.196 0. 149 0.914
MAM 0.158 0.192 0. 156 0.910
RCPS. 5
LR TR IR 22 ¥R 2 85y o X 1R 2 TR R E
MT9 0.141 0.197 0.148 0.912

MAM 0.158 0.192 0.156 0. 909
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£ 4 1900—2005 F£F1 1900—2017 F&ERX MTI.MAM &M EEHEB[EAEA.C «» (10a) ']
Table 4 Temperature linear trends of 27 models, MT9 and MAM from 1900 to 2005,
and from 1900 to 2017 [unit; C « (10 a)™ ']

124 R 1900—2005 1900—2017
BNU-ESM 0.12+0.009 0.146=+0.009
CCSM4 0.091+0. 008%* 0.112+0.007
CESM1(CAM5) 0.049+0.007 0.06970.007
CNRM-CM5 0.03740.007 0.05740.007
CSIRO-MKk3. 6.0 0.017240.007 0.042740.007
CanESM2 0.05340. 008 0.08940.009%
FGOALS-g2 0.074+0.006%% 0.091+0. 006% %
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IPSL-CM5A-MR
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0.075+0.008%%
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0.01340. 009

0.097+0.008%

0.070+0. 008%*
0.050£0.007

MIROC-ESM 0.048+0.007
MIROC5 0.016=+0. 007
MPI-ESM-LR 0.1060.007
MPI-ESM-MR 0.1034+0.007
MRI-CGCM3 0.051+0.006
NorESM1-ME 0.05440. 007
NorESM1-M 0.05340.007
BCC-CSM1. 1(m) 0.10340.008
BCC-CSML1. 1 0.095+0.007%
MAM 0.0610.005
MT9 0.0707+0. 004

0.095+0. 007%%
0.068-0.005
0.063740.006
0.0530.009
0.05440.009
0.12240. 008

0.101+0. 008% %
0.076+0.007
0.07+0.007
0.04140.007
0.129-40.007
0.12740. 007
0.0624+0.005
0.07640.007
0.07440.007
0.12240.007
0.11540. 006
0.08540. 005
0.090740. 005
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Note: “y¥¥¢” indicates that the temperature trend of the model is closer to observation than MT9 and MAM;

“$%” indicates that the temperature trend of the model is closer to observation than MAM.
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Fig. 4 Spatial distribution of correlation coefficient between the MT9 (a, ¢, e, g) and MAM (b, d, f, h)

simulated and observed annual average temperature anomalies in Asia

(a, b) historical,

(cy d) RCP2.6, (e, ) RCP4.5, (g, h) RCP8.5

75 100 125 150 175°E 175 100 125

150 175°E 75 100 125

|
|
150 175°E 75 10 125

—-1.8 -1.5-1.2 =0.9 =0.6 —0.3

0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5 1.8°¢C

Pl 5 S KOOI () A0 MT9(bod. ) \MAM( e, e, @) BTG 9 20062017 4F5F- 1 ik BE 1 F-
(b,o)RCP2.6,(d,e)RCP4.5,(f,g)RCP8. 5
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