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7|5 sto A o) EEA A olgk 7] HTket 1
P, oI5 dfekal Agshe AAA QL wA o
A dx ZAol tste] eks] BrE A A o A
S oJujdtr}, 7]& IPCC (Intergovernmental
Pannel on Climate Change) B1AES AuR
9, ni R s 7o) At Ade Ut
Wi glen, 53] 7]2/4459] Fol sfuitt o A
A ATFS Uy 9ok, 3k 20079 IPCC
Az} 3142 SRES (Special Report Emission
Scenarios)o A 2013¢ 53E 314 2] RCP
(Representative Comcentration Pathway)®
HAEHA 7|29 7|53} Adit= o E F
Fe U7 = skgleh. 7153t FaFg 7ol A
L= BE&AUE] 2, GCM(Global Climate Model),
RCM(Regional Climate Model), A7, 4=
T, FFEIE W ol 9AZE dHHe
2 p3d B0k ozt 7 AR omek ALt

gle, ©y, 7Y, W 52 A-8sl=Alol uet
o ohefst A7t UeUA o, Table 15 4F
HEH uE A 2 SRS des
7|5H3 dtEo] paE oy Aot 3 A
ol QlofA vl thefe)l AES AL Sl
gl(e1474 5, 2012), o= 2t AR Z7] thE
HiEAIUR e, 2y, 7SS 2851517 diol
t}, ol=gt vt aaEo] 7| %3t BT
AolA EHEAE 771 ddlolet & 4= 9L
o}, 53], $AR EofollAl wlel A9 E8hA o
Atk A v 7| $ste] tE Al
S Eetol SlojA Aedt ks AAls]
of#H A ofmettt. &, Sl et H7t
+ AESH slE=Ent oyt FA9A, 8-
AL HACE WA AdAe] ok, E3F 4
o] el AR, e, v 52 ARE]e) g
ZB7re] oA, Abe] A 7He] BACHE AR A
WS 7 ER Fasit, 397 giof 7]+
37t Aol MRl PR AbE, A, 8
I} AT FoFd BRE R ® 220
glE]ojof 3 Z a7} Qo (U g, 2008).
715 R3; FFg ol Ao Eehal ol et A
FAFE0 AUE AuEH, B3 F T8
A GCMell ofgt Eehag (o dn 23h e
2 d#A th(Wolock et al., 1999; Wilby et
al., 2006; Kay et al., 2009; Prudhomme and
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Davies, 2009). 7|¥Hs} g&F7Ivt A2y 35 =4 272 7HEstk] ol HugeR
= et v 715 Alve|e9] Zololw(IPCC, M 7|SHete] Eetdde el Qltk(Kay et

§ 2007), ©] & GCM = ojZzte] EgHi/do] 7 al. 2009). wheka] 7] $wske] S844dS A=t
§~ 7] gZof ojHg GCMS ARE-dF-1fo] et ﬂoﬂ 0101/\1 A AA o] 2L A Q] Aeksl 2w
é njef AR Ao g e A kb ] o 52 7|30t ERAAE At Al#E
3 o} 7]E U9 71$Rs B AE2 7l & Xﬂﬁi AA 8= A7} vl E @ sict,
SRS JFEY ePdAEE B2 3_ 8 webh 2 Aol A ot 2 HAo®
Fofoto] 7| oHste] S-S Uehle o FE oo, AA, 7|E 7SS FIFETA
So] AL Mo|ch(Katz, 2001; Kay et a1 Aot B3 o] Mutsle= 3 Al Fetaat
2009; Prudhomme et al., 2009). d|& o], & 3t} Ex), 7|TW3} GFg 7oA YAsH= &

A 7)Eet BRAAS ARsist] AAST 9 SIS Bk R PSS dohstas
€ UTEE 71 U BT QUL SUA Uk oo R LS STl By
[e]
E

d ot whet I oiE] vl Aol

Table 1. Comparison of precipitation projections of each climate change study in the Korean Peninsula

Item A B C D E F G H
Basin Guem Yongdam whole whole Guem Yongdam | Yongdam whole
GCMs YONU YONU
(RCMs) 4 GCMs CGCM 4GCMs | 7GCMs CGCM ECHO-G | RegCM3
optial eise g > 4 x5 05°x05°
resolution ~38
pDeE:itj g 2000-2100| 2030-49 |2071-2100| 2041-50 | 2030-49 | 2030-49 | 2021-50 |2001-2090
Emission 1C02, 1C0O2, A1, A2 BT, BT, 1C02,
sceanrio 2C02 2C02 ATB B2 A1B 2C02 A2 B2 A2
Temporal .
resoulation Monthly | Monthly | Monthly | Monthly | Monthly | Monthly Daily Monthly
L Cn o
Precipitation | 139, | 1g-700| 179% | 1072°%| 1259 0~30% | 5-10%
projection (summer)

2. =X SO J|ZEHHT YTEIt W3 244 Huk(cascade of uncertainty,
Ealy 118 uncertainty explosion, uncertainty propagation)

7} AFE7] A1ZSE 2 m(Schneider, 1983;

2.1 Sstald mot Henderson—Sellers, 1993), Jones(2000)7} 7]
SRt JFFItA AP AEE S34

7|SHE; Atof QoA 1980 Y 713 A Hu}(uncertainty explosion, uncertainty

74| S0y



SXIR 20 7| s FErmlel 2aaly Fiet mzst [

propagation)7} /A AHE=Aof tiste] A 7oA LAYsh= B2 EAEE 594
AgH HE Qe E3E IPCC 37F HA{(200D)90lH o2 FAE= Ao] okye} H(previous) TA7F
Jones(2000)9] AF-U-8-& wrgsto] 7]gHste]  thi(next) DAl e F= dEHA e B
A ZEEAE SR R T Aup EjolER A —r°}3‘% |E 2ol fsiA 7=

Sl UeH(Fig. 1 =), o] AtelA  ofof qith. uhehr] 715} JF 7ol =2
715 W} SRy duke] Fadt 7lEEe 71 A AES 9 2400 B 2% Av=2 Fig. 1%
FE7F sadA o] mE E2dAe 71 ol AAlEofoF it

s
5
o
8
%
o
3
S
f=
=3
=
(0]

SRR E3F o] A A = =
T A" 7 AR = AREtel Al ARl 7HE Al Zlosks v l J% =2+
AEle Zo] ohd 715 wst JRFg7h SadAE o) FRkA A7), 715Hs G TE A agelA

uy a}% UMl AAAOR Sk o BIAYO) Ay o um st

? ? ? ?
emission carbon global regional range of
scenarios cycle climate climate change possible
response sensitivity scenarios impacts
22 SEHIY Hst FRERY, 9FH 7} TR FREE tﬂ 2t
7

N

1593t AtollA 71 iste] B of SRR

2 *e‘é_‘&iii W2 A7b o] FolA A EeE, o] WskeS o]gste] ZF T %Je‘*é—%
7129] 7|58}t B ARt A4 71T W At wol aE Y Ve dFsS A
FollA] AAiksls MeEol tiste] 27127 o) HEWH, Maurer(2007) wl=t Ae|E o] 47)
3 WSl HeEe] BEIAAGS BAske A §9S deE 2709 HiE AluE|2(A29) BY),
7} 3= 9 cH(Murphy et al., 2004; Stainforth — 117]9] GCM A|UE| 25 o] &3}e] Hj& AUz 2
et al., 2005). T3t 7| $H3}t FFE7= wiEAl W, GOM Alute] 2R 1A (19619 ~19904) o
U2, 7|35 (GCM or RCM), A7, 7 H] w2 (2011 ~20404, 20418 ~2070, 2071
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W~21009)9) €9 A=, 712, A9FY BIE Y cdfE APk, oA div] vl 95 % 2
ol-gsto] TAE E8HA4 o:% A5G Kay et ‘T‘th’] cdfo] WskeS Hluwste] GCM Alute] e
al.(2009) F=¢] 27)f af-2el tisto] A of o g3t Bl 7MY F5 BRIt Zhang et
Hl vl F4Hlze) HakES ofgste] 2 @Al al (2011)2 7HuThe] = 7 e o= 27
g 2SS ARt GOM Alve] o] o3k & RCM}F A1 5 shel 2709] weather
E3AAo] 7P Ackal AAGEE Prudhomme  generatorE ©]-83ko] 144 (19718 ~20004) T
et al.(2009(a), 2009(b))=e HEZIAIR G=12] 3 H] B (20419 ~20709)<] 4~ERizte] thateq
N o] diste] GCM Alutg] e, AAshE 2Ask9len, A8-5k= RCM &= AFAlek7 R 9
(AR Wt F95H] W), FERPY 5wt HFAne A0 g 4 des Al

5
=3
o
o
-
o
g
m
c
=
=
©

o uj7fs=e] thste] 7t AR BP (S W AlStth E3 skt RCMo|U AAAIE S A
H)S HIfeHA vjE HEd FHHIES o8 8ok ARths tre ROMI} A HE A
shof AR BEAUNS FFTRIAON, A7) G Zol vjefel e BHUNS B ¢ BH
Aot PR 2 GCM Aldte]| 2o ot B3 & 4= Q)53 AlAISHSITh Table 2= A4 7%
#30] 7V 2k AN}, Chen et al@01) 3} JFE7l WA Aeubyst o] et 74
2 271 wjEAIYEl 2, 670 GCM Alvele, 47 2 EEA 84 AAsk Qi)
AAEIH, 37 RS ol8ste] 95 % Z
Table 2. Existing studies for the climate change uncertainty
Emission . Hydrological Natural
Study scenario GCM/RCM Downscaling model variability
Jenkins et al. 0
(2003) - 7 GChs SD/DD (IC in RCM)
Wilby et al. 2(structural)
(2006) A2, B2 4 GCMs Sb@ (included HP)
Kay et al. 5 GCMs 2(structural) 0
(2009) A2 (included 1C) sLne (included HP) (resampling)
Prudhomme et al. 2(structural) 0
(2009b) 5 Gl Sb /DD (included HP)  [(black resampling)
Chen et al. 6 GCMs 3(structural)
(2011) A2 BT (included 1C) Sbi) (included HP)
Poulin et al. modified climate : 2(structural)
(2011) condition (included HP)
Zhang et al.
(2011) 2 RCMs SD(2) 1
Dessai et al. 9 GCMs
(2011) A2 B2 2 RCMs ! 0

*|C: Initial Condition, SD: Statistical DS, DD: Dynamic DS, HP: HM parameter
** Grey box: a step is a main contributor to total uncertainty in climate change assessment
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M
]
re,
-
|rt
o

e
o, HHE*]‘«MP—QH gﬁ“‘ Juke] A4 H|
W= ohA] ERloh B4, 718 A (Murphy
et al., 2004; Stainforth et al., 2005; Maurer,
2007; Kay et al., 2009)& B84l BAS =
‘LJ—XJ oz _/’:sﬂo}z] EE]—IL o] Ou:] ]71-

}-rl
o HII
1

(sensitivity analysis)ol M¥2 11 T}, o
9] g HAE skl b E dAE 50 ¢
o] cAlol gt HAR(F, FF 5)Y ¥
H 9] (H=A (variability), ‘:'/}_P(Varlance) o4t
(average) 5)& |83t ESAHLS 4%@}8
Ak AA, 71E A4 7 1_74]”;1 2l

7|= BlaE F8f AlAlskL 9l A
(total uncertainty)©] ©]= A= EHE=x
2 AAISHA = ek Qlot, npAete ® )&
S AR %Qgﬂo] o EA Huf]=%]
upotely] et dE 71513} gkt
o] 7+ HAE AXHA 01“ Zélz-— A7|& STk
A5 AASHA] Skl Qlek, w3t 7] HI
AA SIS ARt & 7 dA|9 A =
Aol A717F GupjlA] 4% o] of7] of
ol ZF ©A| ] At A vt ks st

2 AollA= 2. 18004 AAZE 7| $ 3} GFF
Bl o] A AukE 7RO slof B3
e At 3 HES avlskaar gk A

ARt 82 thaa Z.

_IlN

O

2.2.1 Maximum entropyS 0|28 S8l X2k
Entropy+ Shannon (1948)0] 47§13t ‘A x o]
Z(information theory) oA AA|Egom, F

2X18 20} 7

Suist FEmll Bat

o]Z A X (information)o] 2J3 WA= AH
F(information context)ol] tjgt o= E71sA
(unpredictability) &2 SIS HFHoz
FAY ¢ e RleR Ha‘ AREE|o] gt} o
o g Yo o AE 4 Qs AR %
7} e e e FolAA ", od %
B} 35| wrAishd, 1 AR FHEL 19]
] GRS 00] F Aolr, &, ojd FE7F Ay
o ghgo| Ak AR A Aoln, FHY
aAskEo] Zrhn AWERe 2 Aolch ofw A
H7}b shas] dARtohd, 1 A H | SHE2 10] &
] GRS 00] F Zolrh, &, ofd FE7}F A
o gEo] A HHEFS 31% Aol AJH o]
BRAskE o] ZchH AR S I Aolt) IE p=
7R = 2] M4 (random vanable) X5 AR
2t shH, AEEF [(X)= ot ZoH(Shannon,
1948).

O
O

ﬂO_L,O_L,l'U

1(X)=-Inpx(x) @

(1E]

=

9Jot & YHEol| thsto] HatAQl Mde =
ASHA =, AHEFF [(X)%= Xof ofsf F2k9] M4
7} B oA AF3t entropy 9] 7]EAS ohea}

o] BT 4 et

HX)= - pxXnpx (0= Y px(01(X)=
EI(X) ©

Maximum entropy+~ Shannon (1948)©] A|A]
3t entropy ©|2& HIEO & Jaynes (1957)0] 2
R o] 2olH, ofE HE7} FojFS wf o] E HE
Foz 2SS g} sk SET ‘EQ¢%
A sstet, Maximum entropy+ S2HAS
iz 71 e entropy S «IUIOM ojuj 7
B AGFE HovE Ay Hgk ak 2agh b
7} o1& 749 maximum entropy distribution
2 uniform distribution®]™, [a, b] -7 WollA

[o
VR )
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N ESTHEAN

LE AP Y] HAEELS FAdlt) ©]F entropy
HX)Z e ofje} ZtHGay and Estrada,
2010).

H(X)=— fbe(m)lan(m)dmZ'

—fb 1 In 1 de=—1In(b—a) 3)
s0b—a b—a

Maximum entropy & AMEste] ZF THAE B2
A Agshidt ohdet £ AutabdS
A 24 = Uck(Lee, 2016), ¢4 2E 7
Fof| gt f=F AATE B AT &
Bzt oh= @A 19 By (Ee AU, 7
JO)O ot = AGANES Hdigh} 2
&= 22 a, b= A5t entropy Hij& AR
o}, o] IS K= j@)el =Eol sto] HijE& R
T F ol5S Butvte] WA 19 ARF e T
gt & S0, AAIR7IH TA 9] AAIEE
of 3jFsh= entropyE 87| fleliAl= AA
F AYATE 5 RS A AE
o] o, 2|42 entropy H=hE AASIL, °l&
M7 #20l RSl E THE entropy H=h,
£ o] o5 Wt p=(h,+h)/27F F 7HY
AN L) et B2 glol Bl Aot

71& 7150t JeFErE S0 At o
T vlael] & uf, o] AtollA] AQket Hel &
A okt Aok A, ARk e BE
of AA FU3t AT entropys U UA
ot Qltk, ey 7E Ats 5 4R 4
Avpct M2 o 9ol A= mm/h,

aF

2o o
b o o

~
5

i
>

8

4 o 8 & ood & rlo

20l gt A ARG wE AN
S48 71 WA wehl g Fslal
2 37} WA} A 4
Aot gEg v R el 4 9k 71E o
SolHe 54 wiE 2

78 | S 02y

5] whee] BAE 1) AdmE 22 4 ¢
o Al WA o] AelA A BUA AY
o] 153t Hju, olo] wel AR BEA L]

7} WA B34 ulgsoto] b5 st

2.2.2 Hawkins & Sutton IS 0|25t 22talyd
st
Hawkins and Sutton (2009)7} A|¢Fat v
(0% H&S ®H)2 7| 3H3st g7t <3|
Aot 22AAE 3 Al e EFAAde
TFEstGow, ZF B st HuFst
= Arstct A HA B 7]

]_

=

=

Bl =

B2 YHo] HEAl(internal variability)
of

b

2 W% (natural fluctuation) oju|3tch +
A S84 Bof o3t B84 (model
uncertainty) L 2A] 7|3 Ry $EEF Sof 9
g mojAae} AA| IEgke ztolo) 7141t £
AE oueitt, wiAjur S8/ viE Al
Qo oJ3t B34 (scenario uncertainty) 2 2 A
ofd HjE AUl s 7|Hte g u|gE AYsl=
7holl whet gepR= AgAate] ot ESHAAS
Uepdit}, 7F S-S Aol A2 ohaat
ZreH(Hawkins and Sutton, 2009).

1AL R WA o3t BEkaA

V= E Wmvars,t(Em,s,t) (4)

M(t) = —=YJvary (2, ) 5)

oHjE AlE] Lo o3t =2hA

S(t)zvar(z Wmmm&t) (6)



LRI 20t 7|SHE Farmyte| EatalN Moot st | I

A7|A 5, m, t= ZFZF HE AlYEle, B & Fig 29 Zo] YER 4 th(Hawkins and

A7He 9 ]o}ﬂi W= 7+ =39 7}2%], N&  Sutton, 2009). Fig. 2(a) 20004 AJZto2
Adg 2ol 5 Yedth x= 2o (raw 1009 ¢ A3 AA e} Hnu] o] tfste] 7] §
prediction)-& ﬂ?‘]’“c’ ol-gsto] &3 smooth — FH3F FEFF7Ie] o AT 71FALH Y] §-
fitting)dt gt ovlst, = oA IS F9 tﬂ%‘é"ﬂ ozt B, mol o3t & é
(reference variable value), e= ZxHresidual) A4, HIE Ay 2ol 95t E3A4S el 5

£ 9ujgit}, moJoS X= th&at o] AgdElel AL Qltt, Fig, 2(b)> A AA| el thste] Hat A

AUret. FH 25 olgsto] 7 E2AA tisto] A

H717%e] whet of @A Hlgo] FEpAlEA] YER

B TN S 10) 2L 9tk 53| of7|A= F2 28 (fractional

uncertainty, 5 =S A5 BHoE
9 HYe Foto AFstE 24 AN & GDS ol8ste] FAddteksich

Global, decadal mean surface air temperalure

(b)

@) [T o

o
kY
2

Total variance [€]
o
@

o
r

0.1

Internal variability

0 20 40 80 B0 16(: [/} 20 &O eo 80 10C
Lead time [years from 2000] Lead time [vears from 2000]

Fig. 2. The relative importance of each source of uncertainty in climate change impact assessment: (a) Uncertainty
changes significantly with region, forecast lead time, and the amount of any temporal meaning applied, (b)

Fractional uncertainty in decadal mean surface air temperature prediction for global mean.

3. 7| Y BEHIONAM ELHEY B FFH AFAGE LR sialen, v Ay
TEUEH 717 (projection period)S 20304 1€+ 2059
A 12¥97H4], 3A 712717 (reference period)

L 7¥4e0] 749 1970 195E 20109 12%, &
2ro] 74%- 1986 1€ 20109 1297179 ¢

2 AN E A AR 7|1 5HsE Gy ARl wiEAIYE| 2= IPCC 42} BalA ofA
SAE BESHAAS ARFSlel] Ysto] viEAlue]  AlEshe A29F Bl HjEAIUE 2, GCM 2E2 4
QHY PEEFTA] A HOMW 493 7] 7je GOM ® o) Z3HCSIRO, ECHAM5, MIUB—
A 7153} gL dAE BF =8skgitk. ECHO-5, MRI-CGCM2.3.2)& A7gstsict. 4
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AgIHE SAA AR F et 7l B A ESHIAS 5.660E TAE 3y stHA
bilinear regression} ANN 7|, sERFog  EI3FAAo] HH =7l Ao &2 YEryth &
= 27AEY abed 2P} GR2M 2F2 o8 3 7t dAE ESHA S7HFS o] §dte] 7 o

7}
W ESAA HES BY, W& AUE e @
= 3.23(57.07 %), GCMs $H1+= 1.50(26.50 %),
AA|EE 719 Sl 0,45(7.95 %), $E2E A
£ 0.48(8.48 1) 2A & AUt e A &3
2 AollAEs ohA AFe F 7k BEEAY Aol M 2 AoR YR 7|E A aEat
AFsiiyo g EFAANS Hristnk, A W A oE A3E AASG o= oHd wiE
A= Maximum Entropy(ME)E ©]-§3t At AU 25 AAsk=1fol ulet wjef =2xdgo]
Table 3%} 201 o5 EASHH thaat Zeh, 7t wf Febd 4= QLSS ouigitt, wiEA Y s
A MES AHEY, ujE Ave|e Aol Add 2y (ke W)Y BN E 71E
Bt MEE 3.230]9, GCMs GAolA B ME  A723ket 5YsHA GOMse] E8H44do] 71
£ 4.730% Yeigtt, AAIs 718 dAolA 3 2 A0E e Fig. 3 ZF 9AE ME -
o MEE 5182 Uetgtom npxato g 4iu  yepdyl FAlo] GAE AXHA E844d0] 4
g dAoA ME= 56602 Uetyth HFHe 2 F7RRS Yehdd,

5
=3
o
o
-
o
g
m
c
=
=
©

6=

Table 3. Uncertainty quantification in each step of the climate change impact assessment using the Maximum

entropy
Procedure Average o Incremental Ratio (%)
Maximum entropy
Emission scenarios 3.23 - 57.07
GCMs 4.73 1.50 26.50
Downscaling techniques 5.18 0.45 7.95
Hydrological models 5.66 0.48 8.48
Total 5.66 - 100.00
Hydrological model
) uncertainty
Il’l‘;:’::t‘::t';g 0.09(1.59%)
0.35(6.18%),— ¥ | 1
GCMsuncertainty I

1.90(33.57 %)

Emissiunscenariu[ | = Total

uncertainty J- uncertainty
,,,,,,,,, - 5.66 (100 %)

3.32(58.66 %)
1 .
i__ v

GCMs Downscaling Hydological
model

Emission

Procedure: A

Fig. 3. Uncertainty quantification and propagation in climate change procedure
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Th 0= H&S 2 o]8-sto] 7] Ha} g3k
B7El A sk ©AE B AdRslelel
o, 23 RSk H&S oA AAIRE Al
THA] S 1 FAI2E YEO] HE Aol ofgt
E3HA, Bl o3t B2, HiE AldE e
of o5t Bl sl Ag7Iztol thet 3
w2} 2060%1 HAG7IZE F7 AlY) i =S4
A(fractional uncertainty)< A3t Table
45 ARy A A7)z gt Bt 7t
HAERE 7| SAI A RO HE Ao ot Kt
A2 0,12, B0l 9t £ 0.37,
HjE Ajube] o] o3t B4 0,502 YElgt
on AA 2L 0.882 APFE L T
B vES HH, HiE Alve| el £
A4 vl&o] 50.08%, 2y E2HlAdo] 37.13%,
W5 HaA ol S8hdAdo] 12,0724 vi& Alve]
Qo ozt EstAAo] M A Ykt E
20609 AY7| F7 Al 2 GAE ESAUAS
A EA 7] SA ALY 5] sl ot
+ ESHAS 0122 AJAbste] 11302 Ws)
om, wgof o B2 0.4894 0.26, vl
& Ay o] ot B8AL tha St WE
Ao FLH 0.125 7153kt A7
TE A 7 gAY S vEolME wiE
U] e o] Eehal/dol 1.13(75.23%) & 7Hd A

-

S
“

R

> N rlo o

2X18 20} 7

el ME Zjoh sz R uje) gl
A o Al o.0) Aol ij$ Fate Bels)
ok, Fig, 4% Amug, 47|70 v 7}
A8 SIS ekl Glc. AY7|7te] Lol
W42 W ALl o) ofF BaHAlYe] by 2
A Uehtha glon], AgIzhe] weh my B3t
! asit W Al eo) Bl

>~
oX
lo
R
R
ol

afle
A& J4s] S7Pe Ao YEith E3 U]
o HE/gol SRt B2 A7l wet =
w9 e lout 7o 2 MY oM &
Aste] 715 Al L|of ofste] 7|5t E2dA
o] Z TS WA W= A= YET

4. BE

& d7olMe 71 715 et 937 =2
A AFARe] EAdE AT o e MR
A A WS Agekslen, o of
&3t 7|5 Het ¥ 4 ©AE 28
& ZHOoR AFvela +AE 22U
o A EE S, & AFolA 3T
A8 tefs] AuEd, A, 71E 715H
oF FEFH7re 2244 A 24 245
Rew, Aghe =244 dukel V2 d e Al

Table 4. Uncertainty quantification in each step of the climate change impact assessment using the H&S method

Suist gmylol ety et st |l

Fractional uncertainty e Fractional uncertainty in e
FoGEalE on average for a lead time Ratio (%) 2060 Ratio (%)
Emission 0.50 5008 113 7523
scenarios
Internal 0.12 1207 012 008
variability
Models
(GCMs+DS+HM) 0.37 37.13 0.26 17.20
Total 0.88 100.00 1.51
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1.2
= Model uncertainty ’
= « «[Internal variability F
=3 = = Scenario uncertainty - =
@ - -
2, 7/
g £ oos vl
m ]
g £ -
g i .
o § 0.6 7/
-
-
: .-
i r=
= -
£ 0.4 /
- _\\,
0.2 B I
-l = "/'\»_ L e T A
0
2030 2035 2040 2045 2050 2055

Lead time (vear)

Fig. 4. The variation of fractional uncertainty to the three sources of uncertainty over lead time

At e M2 22Hdd At e Al L9 2234 vEo] 50.08%= 71 AA| U
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