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The MRES plotis We unify all multidecadal ocean We convolve a box filter F1 with two _ From 1950 t0 1950 - iope = 0.4 The two parameters in assumption 3 are computed directly from = of ocean oscillations and the observability of Hansen delay in the global
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SAW and AGW. full strength as below) > : v Isolate HA to show the AR4 notion gf transient climate response based on an increase of 1% a
It's essentially all that's 1h that octave. CONCLUSION year, the Arrhenius law would cancel that out and surface temperature
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