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Abstract. 
During the last 4 decades or so, there has been a considerable year to year 

variation in the circulation patterns over Iceland and the rest of Scandinavia. These 
notes describe this variation in some detail and explore the relationship between the 
circulation patterns and the climate of this area during this period. This is then put in 
the context of climatic change. 
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Circulation parameters. 
There are some well known circulation parameters, the best known, without 

doubt, the circumpolar zonal index (discussed e.g. in Lamb, 1972 or Barry and Perry, 
1975). In the following, the emphasis will be on similar parameters defined for small 
regions in a very simple way. The particular parameters were first used by Hovm¢ller 
(1979) as a part of a weather classification scheme for Iceland. 

On the average Iceland is situated on the eastern fringe of a cold trough at 
SOOhPa over E-Canada (fig. 1, from Mysak et al., 1990). This trough maintains an 
average WSW-Iy wind at this level over Iceland. A much weaker trough is situated 
over E-Europe. The flow over Scandinavia is on the average more zonal than over 
Iceland. 

There are three conceivable modes of variations in this average field at any 
given location: 

a) the strength of the field can change (gradient changes)
 
b) the direction of the flow can change
 
c) the height of the SOOhPa level can change
 

In the following, references will be made to SOOhPa and 1000hPa height values in the
 
grid shown in fig.2.
 

The SOOhPa height in pS will be referred to as the height (H). The 1000/SOOhPa
 
thickness in pS will be referred to as the thickness (0).
 
The zonal component is defined from the heights (in gdm) at the points as follows:
 

A = (p7 + p8 + p9) - (p 1 + p2 + p3) 

The "unit" of A is thus gdm, but expressed as this sum of differences. In the following 
this rather arbitrary flow strength unit will be called H-units after E. Hovmoller, but he 
was the first to suggest the use of these parameters in his weather classification 
scheme for Iceland. 

And the meridional component is defined similarly as: 

B = (p3 + p6 + p9) - (p 1 + p4 + p7) 

A negative "B" thus indicates a northerly flow. From this it is also possible to define 
an overall strength and direction by simply transposing to polar coordinates. 

At other pressure levels the zonal and meridional components are defined by the same 
procedure and the thickness gradient components easily computed. In the following 
capital letters refer to the SOOhPa level (A=zonal, B=meridional, H=height), lower 
case letters to the 1000hPa level (a=zonal, b=meridional, h=height) and Greek letters 
to the thickness (a=A-a (zonal), ~=B-b (meridional), o=H-h (at pS)). 

A similar grid is employed at two other locations. Over S-Norway, (pS at 600N,lOOE) 
and over Finland (pS at 6soN,300E). The same notation is used, but with a F (for 
Finland) and N (for Norway) in parenthesis following the component letter (ex. A(N), 
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the zonal component at 500hPa over Norway, b(F): meridional component at 1000hPa
 
over Finland.
 
In this way the fields are parameterized into a few simple components. This can be
 
done on a daily, monthly or an annual basis.
 

All these parameters form a parameter space. The climate is mapped into this space.
 

The relation of weather and parameter values since 1949. 

Precipitation in S-Norway. 
Fig 3. shows 7-year running means of annual precipitation in Samnanger in W­

Norway and 7-year running means of the zonal component of the westerlies over S­
Norway, A(N). The units of A(N) are the Hovmoller units described above. As seen 
there is a fairly obvious relationship between the two. The precipitation at this station 
is very dependent on the strength of the zonal westerlies. This is also very evident if a 
simple linear relationship is calculated between the actual annual values of the two 
parameters. This dependency is in good agreement with the results of Han (1992). 

But an impressive relationship, like in the case of the Samnanger precipitation, 
is rather an exception than the rule. The relationships are in most cases much more 
subtle. An example of this kind is e.g. the relationship between the circulation 
parameters and the precipitation in Nord-Odal in E-Norway (fig 4). Here we see that 
the estimate is a rather poor one. An explanation for this could be the yearly variation 
of the precipitation. During the summer one would expect the precipitation to be 
dominated by convectivity but this convectivity is more or less suppressed during the 
winter. The variance of the estimate is much, much lower than the actual variance. If 
we, however, look on the terms in the relationship (under the figure) one sees that an 
increased westerly flow (i.e. larger A(N)) tends to reduce the precipitation at this 
station (andlor vice versa increased easterly flow increases the precipitation), an 
increased southerly flow (larger B(N)) increases the precipitation and a fall in the 
500hPa height also increases the precipitation. All of this is, as a matter of fact, as 
expected. Changes in the zonal and meridional flow influence manifestations of the 
orographic effects. The 500hPa changes reflect the convectivity in the area. This 
analysis would probably benefit from a focus on individual months rather than the 
annual values. This is not certain however. 

The precipitation is more difficult to analyze than the temperature. This of 
course has to do with the different statistical properties of the two parameters. One 
day with very heavy precipitation can often have a considerable weight in a monthly 
total, whereas the same day can not offset monthly means of the temperature or the 
circulation parameters in the same way. A way to circumvent this problem is to use a 
weather type classification scheme based on the circulation parameters. This will be 
pursued in another monograph. 

Similar relationships have been calculated for the precipitation in Sodankyla in 
Finland and deBilt in the Netherlands (with somewhat better results than for Nord­
Odal, but not as impressive as for Samnanger) as well as for Stykkish6lmur (W­
Iceland) and Teigarhom (E-Iceland). 
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Temperature and thickness. 
In fig.5 one can see the temperature in Stykkish6lmur (W-Iceland) versus the 

500/1000hPa thickness 1949 - 1990. A relationship is apparent, and some features are 
worth pointing out. There are two points outside the main sequence to the lower right. 
One of the two is connected to heavy sea-ice at the coasts of Iceland. There is often an 
inversion in the lower layers associated with the sea ice, with low temperatures 
confined to the lowest 1-2km of the troposphere. A similar effect is seen at the top 
right. The year with the highest thickness (1987) is only the third highest in actual 
temperature. This is probably also due to the relative cooling effect of the sea around 
Iceland. It can possibly be inferred from this that the sea would supress a general 
tropospheric warming (due to an enhanced greenhouse effect) somewhat. The opposite 
can possibly be seen at the lower left. The coldest year (1979) is possibly relatively 
high in the main sequence because of a warming from the sea. A pronounced 
tropospheric cooling would thus be counteracted somewhat by a warming from the sea 
(as the case in a normal winter month) unless it was so large that sea ice would form. 

It is interesting to compare this relationship in Stykkish6lmur with a similar 
one for SodankyHi in Finland (not shown). What immediately catches the eye is that 
the interception of 0° and the thickness is much higher in Finland than in 
Stykkish6lmur (about 533gdm compared to ca. 524 in Stykkish6Imur). The value for 
Stykkish6lmur is not far from the theoretical value for a neutral lower troposphere. 
During the winter there is not much room for a larger lapse rate than experienced at 
present in Stykkish6lmur. In SodankyHi the winter climate is dominated by intense 
inversions at lower levels. Enhanced mixing would thus alone increase the winter 
temperature in Finland, but nothing much would happen in Iceland. During the 
summer months there is room for a larger lapse rate over Iceland, inversions are very 
common during the summer over the relatively cold sea. Similar relationships are 
evident in Iceland for individual months, admittedly rather weak in June and August, 
but strong for all other months. This can be used with some confidence to calculate 
500hPa heights over Iceland month-by-month backwards to the last century. (This has 
been done, with some interesting results). 

Temperature estimated by the use of circulation parameters. 
In fig.6 one can see annual average temperatures in Stykkish6lmur versus 

estimated ones. It is fairly obvious that the estimates are generally rather good (in spite 
of individual large errors). The temperature rises with higher values of the meridional 
(southerly flow), (B), it also rises with the 500hPa level, but falls slightly if the zonal 
component (A) increases in strength. The variance is suppressed. This suppression 
could in principle be counteracted by "inflating" the estimate. It is not done here, 
however. In Finland (fig 7) the temperature increases with an increase in the zonal 
component (A(F», and increases sharply with the 500hPa height. It also incereases 
slightly with the m~ridional component (B(F), not shown here). Iceland is situated to 
the west of the Gulfstream and winds from the west often bring cold weather to the 
country. The westerly winds reaching Finland in winter are considerably warmer than 
the easterly. 

The estimates are generally good for all months except June, July and August, 
(in August these estimates are more or less worthless, at least during this period of 
time). The September relationship can be seen in fig.8. The estimates very clearly 
discriminate between cold and warm months, but the variance is slightly suppressed. 
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It is of some interest to calculate the coldest and warmest estimates "possible" 
assuming that the three 500hPa parameters are independent (orthogonal) of each other. 
It is not, at the time being, certain if this assumption holds in the long run. If it holds, 
every combination of parameter values has a probability simply equal to the product 
of the three parameter probabilities. A complicating fact is that there are variations on 
the decadeal scale (and longer scales too) in the time series, so the mean values do not 
seem to converge and the standard deviation just tends to become larger as the time 
window gets longer. If one uses simply the lowest and the highest values of the 
parameters during the time period 1949 - 1990 as an input one gets 1.8D C and 5.7 D C as 
the respectively highest and lowest annual averages in Stykkish6lmur. This is lower 
and higher than temperatures experienced during this period, but the parameters have 
never taken these extreme values concurrently. A much more extreme case would be 
values of the parameters at 3 standard deviations from the mean, the three high values 
occurring concurrently and the low also concurrently, one gets extremes of -1.40 as 
the lowest, but 6.7 as the highest. This of course is very, very unlikely to happen all at 
once. In addition one has not used the moderating influence of the sea at all. 

These estimate relationships can be used as an aid in the analysis of past 
climates, both in conjunction with the thickness/temperature relationship and without 
it. This is especially valuable when it is done in a fairly large area (like the NACD­
region) so that the consistency of the information can be checked. (Of special interest 
in the past are e.g. blocking frequencies and the behavior of the Icelandic low). 

Extension by use of daily values of the circulation parameters. 
Monthly and annual means of the circulation filter out a great deal of 

information about the climatic system. The variance of the daily values of the 
circulation parameters is much larger than the monthly variance. The estimates of 
temperature inside this rather narrow range of parameter values are quite convincing, 
but there are of course great uncertainties about what happens outside the present 
range and in other epochs of time. 

The different variance of daily and monthly values is illustrated in figs. 9 
(montly means) and 10 (daily values). If one calculates temperature estimates for the 
daily values in November for this much greater range one gets very similar estimate 
coefficients. Fig 11 illustrates this point. The station in this case is Reykjavik. The 
estimate formula for the daily values is: 

T(est) =-3.39 + 0.05*B + 0.15*(H-500) - 0.01 *A 

and for the monthly values (in Stykkish6Imur): 

T(est) =-3.24 + 0.07*B + 0.14*(H-500) - 0.01 *A 

This similarity greatly enhances the confidence in results of estimates outside 
the present monthly range. The main pit to watch for, when analyzing earlier epochs, 
is the influence of the sea (especially if there is sea ice or not) and the resulting 
variability of the lapse rates. 

The parameter climate of Iceland 1949 - 1991. 
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This section will focus on the variability of the climate of Iceland during the 
period 1949 - 1991. In a bit wider context it is instructive to take a look at fig. 12 
which illustrates the temperature variations in Stykkish6lmur since the l820s. The 
first 15 years of 1949 - 1991 is a warm period, albeit not as warm as the 1930s. There 
is a cold period starting in 1965. This cold period is not quite as cold as the cold 
period covering the 1860s towards 1920. There are a few years in the 1970s that are 
slightly warmer but a return to colder conditions in 1979. The last years have again 
been warmer. 

Fig. 13 is a blow-up of the period 1949 - 1991, illustrated by the use of 12­
month running means. One clearly sees the cold periods of 1965 to 1971, 1979 and 
1981 - 1983. The warm years of 1987 and 1991 are not quite as warm as the warmest 
years before 1965. 

The temperature should reflect changes in the meridional component (B) and 
the 500hPa height and it is instructive to look at these also (fig. 14, Band fig.15 the 
height). In fig.16 one sees that the southerly flow is very weak during the cold period 
of 1965 - 1971. It is also weak during the later cold period, but not quite as weak. The 
500hPa level is generally much lower during the later period than the earlier one. The 
sea level pressure is also higher during the earlier period (fig. 16). The coldness of the 
first period can be attributed to an increase in northerly winds, but in the later period 
to the extension of the polar vortex towards the east. This extension was very much 
felt in Greenland around 1983. 

There is a general decrease in the zonal thermal gradient in the area 
(a(I),(fig.17» and an increased variance after 1970. This can be attributed to either a 
relative warming in the north or a cooling in the south, or both. 

The "Great salinity anomaly" of the 1960s and later. 
As mentioned above the East Greenland sea ice returned to the coast of Iceland 

in 1965 after being more or less absent since the early 1940s. The extent of ice cover 
was again similar to what it was before the beginning of the warming in the 1920s. 
The ice was accompanied by cold water masses with a low salinity (Dickson et al., 
1988). As seen above there was also a drop in temperature of the order of 10 or more 
in Stykkish6lmur and more at the Nand E coasts at the same time. Remarkably one 
could then follow this low salinity anomaly for more than a decade, first to Greenland, 
then to Newfoundland, and even east again to Ireland and the W coast of Norway, but 
eventually of a decreasing amplitude. The origin of this anomaly is somewhat 
controversial, but it seems to have started in 1962 or 1963 in the Spitzbergen area. 
During these years this area already experienced a temperature drop, similar to the one 
in 1965 in Iceland. 

It is very probable that the "Great salinity anomaly" (to use the same name for 
the phenomenon as Dickson et al. do), the temperature drop and the weakening of the 
southerly meridional transport around Iceland are somehow connected. It is likely that 
this is also connected to the generally high pressure in the Iceland area during this 
period. This can be seen in figs.16 and 18. The month-by-month pressure is plotted in 
fig.18 without any filtering, most of the variance is due to the annual variation of 
pressure (high in spring, low around newyear). But one can also see three very 
abnormal months in the 1960s. These are: March 1962, January 1963 and February 
1965. The question remains: Were these months so abnormal that they could have 
initiated the whole episode? This should be investigated more closely. 
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It is also very clear one looks at the two figures 16 and 18 that there is another 
abnormality towards the end of the series, namely the very low pressure of especially 
1989 and 1990. If this will influence the oceanic circulation in these waters remains to 
be seen. 

During earlier epochs there have been similar high (and low) pressure episodes 
in this area. It will be interesting to see if and how they are connected to the oceanic 
circulation. 

The so- called North Atlantic oscillation (NAO) has received some attention 
lately, as well as a possible interdecadal arctic climate cycle. If these are exactly the 
same phenomena as the one informally described above or not is still not quite clear. 
(Rogers, 1984; van Loon and Rogers, 1978; Lamb, lP and Peppler, 1987; Mysak et 
al., 1990). The importance of the northern oceans in the climate system is becoming 
more and more evident, not at least the role of the North Atlantic as a major deep 
water formation area (Manabe et. aI., 1991; Manabe and Stouffer, 1988; Marotzke and 
Willebrand, 1991; Washington and Meehl, 1989; Mikolajewicz et aI., 1990). 

Circulation parameters and climatic change. 
General circulation model experiments indicate that the climate will warm 

during the next decades (e.g. Manabe et aI., 1991). There is some disagreement on 
how large this warming will be. The models are also lacking in regional detail. There 
is also some doubt on how well the models simulate the present climate (control runs) 
(e.g. Boer et aI., 1992). It is possible to test model results against the parameter 
climate. The models should be able to simulate the observed means and variance of 
the circulation parameters. The results of equilibrium and transient runs of the models 
can also be used as an input to the simple linear regression temperature estimates 
above. It will be very interesting to see what changes in the parameters the models 
predict. One could indulge oneself in an informal speculation as the one below. 

How would a general tropospheric warming of 3°C be felt in the Iceland area 
(the 3° is close to the zonal average warming of the lower troposphere at 65°N in as 
depicted in fig 16, p.801 in Manabe (1991)). This indicates approx. a 6gdm increase in 
the thickness. If one takes the thickness/temperature relationship from above at face 
value one could calculate the expected temperature in Stykkish61mur by use of the 
formula T(est) =004*(0 - 523.5). At the present the average thickness is 532.5gdm and 
the corresponding temperature 3.6°e. A thickness rise of 6gdm would give a new 
average of 6.0°, a temperature rise of 2A°e. Considering the great heat capacity of the 
ocean it is not unlikely that the slope of the linear curve will decrease rather than 
increase as a response to a warming aloft, so that possibly one should be using a lower 
factor than 004. An inversion over the ocean is probably more difficult to mix up than 
inversions over land due to the aforementioned heat capacity. 

It is rather unlikely that a thickness change of 6gdm will be accompanied by a 
fall of pressure in the Iceland area, (but not impossible, a pressure fall in the Iceland 
area would, however, result in a stronger westerly flow in over Europe, with 
consequences for the climate in that area). It is more likely that this thickness change 
will be felt as a rise in the 500hPa level. Changes in the zonal and meridional flow are 
more open to question. If we use the B-H-A relationship, with unchanged A and B, 
but a 6gdm rise in H we get a new average temperature according to the relation T(est) 
=f(B,H,A) of 4.7°C or a temperature rise of 1.1 °C only. The interesting difference 
between the results from the two methods is open to question. 
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In Finland a positive change in the lapse rate is very possible under a general 
warming of 6gdm in the 500/1 OOOhPa layer and there is more room during the winter 
for a larger warming than in Iceland (remember the very high thickness value at 00 

). 

There is thus room for both a translation of the relation line towards higher 
temperatures as well as a change of slope, whereas in Iceland a translation of the 
relation line is very unlikely. 

A direct calculation ofT(est) from the B-H-A-relation would give a 
temperature rise of 1.9°C with no change in A(F) and B(F) (compared with the 1.1 DC 
in Iceland). If A(F) gets larger as well as the heights changes, the temperature rise 
would be still greater. 

Acknowledgments: 
The author is indebted to Raino Heino, A. van Engelen and Eirik F¢rland for 

supplying the temperature and precipitation data from Finland, Netherlands and 
Norway. 

This work has been financed in part by the EC (DG-XII) Env. Programme 
Contract (EVSV CT93-0277), the Nordic Council of Ministers and the Icelandic 
Science Fund. This support is acknowledged. 

References: 

Boer, G.J., and 13 others, 1992, Some Results From an Intercomparison of the 
Climates Simulated by 14 Atmospheric General Circulation Models. JGR, vol.97 NO. 
D12, p.12,771 - 12,786. 

Barry, and Perry, 1975, Synoptic Climatology 

Dickson, R R, Malmberg and Lee, 1988. The "Great Salinity Anomaly" in the 
Northern North Atlantic 1968 - 1982. Prog. Oceanogr., 20: p. 103-151 

Han, Zou, 1992: Report 1. The Characteristics of precipitation in Southern Norway. 
Meteorology report series, University of Bergen 5 - 1992. 

Hovm¢ller, E., 1979. A weather type classification for Iceland. An unpublished 
manuscript. 

Lamb, H.H., 1972. Climate, present, past and future vol. 1., Methuen & Co., London, 
1972. 

Lamb, P.J., and Peppler, 1987. North Atlantic Oscillation: Concept and an 
Application. Bulletin American Meteorological Society Vol. 68, No. 10 p.1218­
1225. 

Manabe, S., and Stouffer, 1988. Two Stable Equilibria of a Coupled Ocean­
Atmosphere Model. Journal of Climate, voU, p.841-866. 

Manabe, S., Stouffer, Spelman and Bryan, 1991: Transient Responses of a Coupled 
Ocean Atmospheric Models to Gradual Changes of Atmospheric C02. Part I: Annual 
Mean Response. Journal of Climate volA, p. 785 - 818 

l 



t 
J ,
 
r 
t 

f 

l 
~ 

l 

~ 

I 
I 
I 

p 

•
~ 

~ 

r
 
~ 
~ 

•
 
.,

,,
I 

~ 
It 

Marotzke, J., and Willebrand, 1991. Multiple Equilibria of the Global Thermohaline 
Circulation. Joumal of Physical Oceanography, vol.21, p.1372-1385. 

Mysak, L., Manak, Marsden, 1990. Sea-ice anomalies observed in the Greenland and 
Labrador Seas during 1901 - 1984 and their relation to an interdecadal Arctic climate 
cycle. Climate Dynamics (1990) 5: p. 111-133. 

Mikolajewicz, D., Santer, Maier-Reimer, 1990: Ocean Response to Greenhouse 
Warming. Max-Planck-Institut fur Meteorologie. Report no.49, Hamburg. March 
1990. 

Rogers, J.e., 1984. The Association between the North Atlantic Oscillation and the 
Southern Oscillation in the Northern Hemisphere. Monthly Weather Review, vol.ll2, 
p.1999-20 15. 

van Loon, H and Rogers, 1978. The Seesaw in Winter Temperatures between 
Greenland and Northern Europe. Part 1: General Description. Monthly Weather 
Review, vol. 106, p.296-31 O. 

Washington, W.M., and Meehl, 1989. Climate Sensitivity due to increased C02: 
Experiments with a coupled atmosphere and ocean general circulation model. Climate 
Dynamics, vol. 4, p.1-38 . 



50 KPA 

WINTER CLIMATOLOGY 

1951-1980 

~ . 1. 

ti 
~ 

,!
~ 

t~;·. ~ 

-:8; 

120· • 

co' -'UR INT[RVAL: 5.00 

f.i 
584 

. ·-i·l 

JO> • 

~ 

~ 

~ Precipilation in Samnanger vs. slrenglh of zonal parameler
f 

al 500hPa over \V-Norway 1949-1990t J 
7-year running means 

45 II i I I I I I I I I 4500 

I
 
I 
! 

,
 

~. (solid line) 

I 
42 

f 39I 
f 
i, 36 

33 
t ,t 30 

f 
H-unils 27 

t , , I • I I I I mm 
(broken 

, I , I I.- __ .. 4200 line) 

.. . - ... . - ,. - . -, . . - , . 3900 

3600 

. " 

, fit,; \ 

. . ~ \ 3300, , , 

"I' 
r .' - .,- 3000I' \ 

\' ,
:... " 

_ _ L _ _ .' _ • '. _ _ J _ •• ' _ • _ I. • _ .' • _ _'. 2700 

Nord-Odal (E-Norway) 195019551960196519701975198019851990 
Estimaled v. measured precipilation

!q 1949 - 1990 
: 1200Iii i 

~asured)mm/ 

1000 - . -­
o , 

, Q 

800 1-. - . - ,. - . . - .. 
".: ..~to~ 

&:"tiYr: 0 
o 06'o~
 

600
 ':' .:o~.:-
, 0 

, ,._._.- .. -. ,400 . . 

200f-··········'· - - • .' - • - • .! - • - • 

o I I I I I I I 
o 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 

R(esl) mm/year
 
R(esl) = 1415 - 2.747'A(N) + 7.724'B(N) -11.99'h(500)
 



• • 

Annual average lemperalure in Slykkish61murS" 
1949-1990 

t v. lhickness (500/1000hPa) 
5.0 ,! I I 

5.5 ~ .. " , , ~ . 

- - ., - . - . - -, ... - . , - -­5.0 
00 

, , o 
. . ,. . " . ',' . 0 - '0" ..... ; . ­4.5
 

: 88 :0
 
. ... 0' - ..4.0 1- .. :. 

000 ~oooo: 
0' 00 ' . . ;Q' ','0- o' . " . 

'6 0 00, 
3.5 

3.0 1- .. '... , .. '.. 8· 00.0.....' ..... : .. 
, • • I I 

2.5 f-. . :. . . . . .:- 0' .0. .'. . . . . .' . . . . . : 
0 

20EJ----------'-----,t • I I I 

, , ' , . 
1.5 .. '...... '......' ......' ..... J 

, ,
 
, ,
 

1.0 

Slykkish61mur 1949-1990 
~. Eslimaled lemperalures v. measured lemp. 

T(measured) 'C 

6.0 I i 

5.5 

5.0 

4.5 

4.0 

3,5 

3.0 

2.5 

2.0 

1.5 

- - ... - - ,. - - I· - •• - - -,. - ., - - ., • • ., - - , - • 

o '0 
, ,0 , , , 

. - .. •• " • ',' ().,~. " •• " •• T • , 

:00: \) : : 
........ 0' ..... , .
 

OC? 809-,' : : 
o 'co ,(f, , ,
••• E) •• , •••••••••••
'00" , . , . 
, DOO cJ 

. - . - ·~8·:·· -: ...: ...: .. : .. 

...00.. 9,. .'. .'.
0: 

, , ,.. .. . - . 

_ . _ _ . _ .1 _ .' _ .' _ _ J __ J 

534 536 gdm528 530 532 
1.0 I I I I I I I I	 I 

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3,5 4.0 4.5 5.0 5,5 6,0 T(csl) 'C 

I T(csl) = -1.96 + O,09°S + O,15°h(500) - 0.03°A I 

~ 
Sodankylii 1949 -19901· 

Eslimaled v. measured lemperalure 
3 ! I	 I 

as) 2 -----------, , , - . - . . - - . . . ., , , 
o 

..... , . . . .. '0-:'"o :abo 0:- . 
, , , O:(ll), ¢ ,

o 1-. . .,. . . • . . . " . . .,. . ~, . . . ,. . . ., ... Slykkish6lm u r (W - Iceland)Cb 0 , 
'0 ,0 ,0 & Eslimaled v. measured lemperalure 

I ' , , ~Q 0' , ,- 1 r' . . . . . . . . . .0- . . . '" , . . . . . . . . .
 Seplember 1949 - 1991I I I '( I I 

, , , l\)o 
1.3o '0 ' T(measured) 'C I I2 f-. . .'. . . .' . . . '. . .0-0- . . J • • • '. • .'. • 

12 1-. ." . ,. . ,. . ,. ., . ., . .,. ."."­:ooo~ 

- .- - - - I E) - - , - - • ,. - • ., - - ­-3 1 1 1-. . ~ . " . " . ,. " . ., . ',"""" 
0' , 0 

.: 9 ',' .,..,..
- -.- • ,. - • • I-- .. ---------­ 10-4 

9 1-. . :. . .:. . .:. . .:. 0 ':'0- .:. • .: . • ~ . . ;	 . .
-5 I I I I I I I I I , , , :0: cfJ : , , ,-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 23°C 8 1- .. .- .. " . ',' .. ,G • 0,8 0 ',' • " •• " •• ; •. 

T(esl)= -16.7+0.07°A(F') +0.33°(H(F)-500) T(esl) , , 'rl ,0 , , 
, • ,0 , , 

,
, , 

,
, ,7 1-. . . . . . . .. <to o	 ­

10 0'0'j I	 I I I 

: : 0: oeo : : : : :6 1- 0 ·o~	 . , , '(9' , , , , , 
, 6 ' , , . , , , 

5 1-. . :. . .Q- 00 ~. . .:. . ,:. . .:. . .: . . ~ . . ~ . . 

4 L. . '. . '. . '. . ' . .' . .' . .'.. J • • J • • 

3 I ; I I I I i I I I I 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12	 1.3 
T(esl) 'C 

T(esl) = 0.46+0.05S+0.15h(500)-0.02A 



l.J. Monlhly values of [j and II over Iceland /0 Daily values of l3 and Hover lceland 
in November 1958 - 1991 

IhPa 
~hl 

10 

100 

80 ., .. - - . "" . - - . 

60 t- .•.. " . " 
- . . .,. . - -, 

40 

201-------­

._o_:~ __:_ 
~o'&'<D ,

'2001& 0: 
o 00.­0 

, 

. ' .. - . -'~- - - .' - -
, 0 0 ' 

­

a - - .'. - .. .! - - - • 

-20 I I I I I 

in November 1958 - 1991 

500hPa 
heighl 
-500 

100 

80 L - - -

60 
I, , 

.. 
.'~ 

... 

40 L_ -

' ••0, 

201-----­
:. ' 

I 

o 

-20 I I 

' 

t 

~~~~.::.~-~.~ 
.' 

I 

.: -.' 

I 

~ - .. 

I I 

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150 
Meridional gradienl Hovm-unils Meridional gradienl (8) Hovm-un 

If. 
Eslimaled V o daily lemperalure in Reykjavik in Nov. 1958 - 1990 

Eslimale from 8. H and A 
~ 15 /2I Meoalhili i Slykkish6lmi 1823 - 1991 

T(meas) asaml 7-ara keojumeoallali (breioari lina) 

6 I I I10 °C 

5 
5 

4 
o 

3 
-5 

2 
-10 

-, 

- - - - - - - -- . . .. 
° 

• '. '- .' - .! - '. -. ­
-15 I I I I I I I 

-15 -10 -5 a 5 10 15 T(esl) 
°C 

, , , . - .. . - . - - . -

.! 

!,:~ 
, ., 

T(esl) = -3.04+ 0.05·8+0.13· (H - 500) -0.0 1•A o I I I I I I I I ... 18301860 1890192019501980 

/1. 
Temperalure in Slykki'sh6lmur (W-Iceland) 1949 - 1991 

12-monlh running means 

°C 
I i7 

---------_ .... -----.--.-_.-­
I I • I I •6 

5 

4 

.3 

• '. • • _ • '. .. _ .. _ 1 .. .. .. _ p'21--·---·---- -' ­
r 

o r- - - - . ; - . - - -: . - - - -, - - - - -,- - - - -.- - - - - ; . - - - -, - - - ­
1984 

-1 I 
19;54 19:64 1~74 

I I I 

60 120 180 240 .300 .360 420 480 
Months from Jan. 1949 



40 
H-units 

35 

30 

25 - . . - i . . - - ., - - . - -, - - . - - ,- - . - - ,. . . . - j - - • • ., - - - - .,­

20 

15 

10 

5 

I , , I0 - - - . - - - . - - - - . - - - - - ­

-5
 - - - _ L .' • _ ••• ' '. ' 1 ' •• '_
 

19p4 19:64 19;74 1984t· 
-10J
 

• 
hPa 

1024 

1022 

1020t 
1018 

1016 

1014 

1012 

1010 

1008 

1006, ~ 

1004 
, 1002 

1000 

998 

996 I 

60 120 180 240 300 360 

Months from Jan. 1949 

lb 
S.l. 

III 

Meridional gradient at 500hPa over Iceland 1949 - 1991 
12- month running means in H-units. 

- - ~ - .. - - - ~ -t· - - - . I ~ - - - - ... - • __ .... __ ., • _ • •• , __ 

- - - - ., - - - - ., •• - - - I- • - - - ,- - - • - r - - - - ., - - - - -t - ­

- ... - -._. -- - _. - .- .- - -- - _. --­46 I I • • I I I I I I , I I , , • 

44 

42 

40 

38 

36 

34 

32 

- I _ .! _ '. .' _ _ '. _ I _ ~ _ I _ .' _ '. .'. !. • ' • .! _ '. .' _ _30 

28 .- - -- --- .- - -. - - ..... - . _. -.­
I I I. " I , I I I I I I I 

26 

1949 1954 1959 1964 1969 1974 1979 1984 1989 

pressure in Stykkish6lmur (W- Iceland) 1949 - 1991 

12-month running means 

- - - - , - - - - ... - - - - ., - - - - • ,. • - • • I· • - - - r - - • • , 

- - - • r - - • - ., - - - • ••• • - • • ,. - - - - ,. - • - - r - - - - -, 

-.-----------.------------------- ...I , 1 

. _ . . l . _ _ . _' _ _ _ _ _' _ _ _ 

• • ~ • t _ _ _ • _I _ _ _ _ .'. _ _ 

1954 . 19~4 
_ •• _ L _ •• _ oJ _ •• • _, _ • _ 

1 I I 

60 120 180 

Months from Jan. 1949 

H-500gdm 
50 I 

--I . I48 

, , , 1 

_ . 1_ _ _ _ _ '_ _ _ • • !. • • • _ _' 

_ _ 1_ _ _ _ _ '_ • • • _ 1 _ • _ • .J 

420 480 

l~ 

500hPa heights over Iceland 1949 
12-month running means 

- 1991 

• -­ I •---­ I -. , - •-­ I . I-­ I -­ I I .. - I- • _. , --­

- - • • -,­

• • - - .,­

_-- ... , 

_ • _ • .' __ 

_ • • • .1_ 

. 1974 . 1984 ' 
•• '_ • _ • _ I. __ • _ L • __ • oJ •••• _I •• 

I I I I I I 

240 300 360 420 480 



~!i"""" 

It 
Zonal thermal gradient (500/1000hPa) over 

12-month running mean 

60 

Iceland 

i 

1949 -

I 

1991 

I 
H-units 

55 t- ••••••• - • " •••• -0' - - • - ,- •••• ~ • - - - ••• - - " • - - • ',' 

50 r-' . - - , - .. - , - .. - " - - .. - " - . - . ,. - . - . , . - - . , ••.. ',' . 

45
 

40
 

35
 

30
 

25 t .. . .. .~ :-~. ~ l . -:. . 

20 - - . - ; . . - - .: . . . . .:. - . - _:. . - . . :. - - . - ; - - - - ~ - - . . .:. ­

15 1- •• - - 1 - • - ••' - •••• ' - - - •• '_ • _ - • '__ • __ 1 J _ - ••• '_ 

- -;.... .... -:. --.:- .. -- -;.-- --
198419~4 19:64 1S,74 

10 I ! ! I I I , ! 1 I 

60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 

Months from Jan. 1949 

I~ . 
Month-by-month average s,1. pressure in Stykkish6lmur (W-Iceland) 

1949 - 1991 
1040 , , , , , ! 0 ! , 0 ! , , , , ! , , , , ! , , 0 ! ,', , , ! , , , 0 i , , , , , , , , 

.--.----_.--_ .. _--------------_ .... _---.-----­1030 I , • I I I I • I I I I • , I • , I I I • I , I I I I I I I •• I • I I I I • I I I I 

1020 

1010 

1000 

:~ ~I mn1~ WI 1'1:1j!:'ltrIIII~ IIrlU1JF;;"1;:..
990 

, 0 0 , , , 0 , 0 0 , , 0 0 , , 0 , 0 , ,1' 0

980 ~,. r ,. r T T ., , , ., ., '\ "\ "\ ., ., ., ., ., -, -, -, -, -," -, - I .. , I .. I I" I" ,. ,t- ,. 

970 

960 I , , , ,I "I I I" ' I , ' , , I I , I I 

1949 1954 1959 1964 1969 1974 1979 1984 1989 


