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Ecological responses to climate changes and
their applicability to ecosystem predictions?

1. provides a basis for decadal predictability of
biophysical environment since the KE and PMM both
exert significant influences on SST and regional water

mass formation and transformation processes in the
North Pacific.

2. suggests the amplified linkage between KE-PMM under anthropogenic forcing that leads

to stronger decadal fluctuations of biophysical quantities (e.g., salinity, oxygen, chlorophyll-A) in
the North Pacific
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Q. Can the transition of PMM be reconstructed by the KE modulation?
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