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Abstract Observational analyses of running 5 year ocean heat content trends (Ht) and net downward
top of atmosphere radiation (N) are significantly correlated (r~0.6) from 1960 to 1999, but a spike in Ht in
the early 2000s is likely spurious since it is inconsistent with estimates of N from both satellite observations
and climate model simulations. Variations in N between 1960 and 2000 were dominated by volcanic
eruptions and are well simulated by the ensemble mean of coupled models from the Fifth Coupled Model
Intercomparison Project (CMIP5). We find an observation-based reduction in N of � 0.31 ± 0.21Wm�2

between 1999 and 2005 that potentially contributed to the recent warming slowdown, but the relative roles
of external forcing and internal variability remain unclear. While present-day anomalies of N in the CMIP5
ensemblemean and observations agree, this may be due to a cancelation of errors in outgoing longwave and
absorbed solar radiation.

1. Introduction

The recent slowdown in the rate of global surface temperature rise [Easterling and Wehner, 2009, Knight et al.,
2009] has highlighted a need for a better quantification of Earth’s energy imbalance [Hansen et al., 2011;
Katsman and van Oldenborgh, 2011; Balmaseda et al., 2013; Trenberth et al., 2014] and improved understanding
of the flow of energy in the climate system [Trenberth, 2009; Meehl et al., 2011; England et al., 2014]. Earth’s
energy imbalance is defined here as the net downward radiative energy flux (N, expressed in Wm�2 averaged
over the entire surface of the Earth) through the top of the atmosphere (TOA), representing the residual
between incoming solar radiation and outgoing reflected (mainly short-wavelength visible) and emitted
(mainly long-wavelength infrared) radiation. N varies naturally on all timescales due to internal variability of the
climate system, volcanic eruptions, and variations in incoming solar radiation. However, increased levels of
greenhouse gases initially increase N by reducing outgoing longwave radiation, driving climate change until
radiative equilibrium is restored and N returns to zero on average. Humans also influence N by changing
outgoing shortwave radiation through emissions of aerosol particles and changes to land usage which affect
surface albedo. Furthermore, subsequent changes in N in response to initial perturbations may be amplified or
reduced by feedbacks within the climate system [Boucher et al., 2013; Myhre et al., 2013]. Quantifying the time
mean and variability of N is therefore fundamental for understanding climate variability and change [Trenberth,
2009; Hansen et al., 2011; Stephens et al., 2012; Trenberth et al., 2014].

Allan et al. [2014] produced a homogenized satellite data set of N covering the period since 1985. Satellites
provide reasonably accurate estimates of interannual variations in N [Loeb et al., 2012], but absolute values
cannot be determined accurately [Stephens et al., 2012]. However, on multiyear timescales, N is expected to be
largely balanced by changes in global ocean heat content [Palmer et al., 2011; Palmer and McNeall, 2014], since
changes in energy of the atmosphere, land, and cryosphere are much smaller [Levitus et al., 2001; Hansen et al.,
2011; Trenberth et al., 2014]. Observations of trends in ocean heat content (hereafter Ht) therefore potentially
enable the satellite observations to be anchored to obtain absolute values [Loeb et al., 2012; Allan et al., 2014], as
well as providing independent estimates of variations inN. However, the subsurface oceanwas poorly observed
historically, with less than 20% of 1° latitude by 1° longitude regions sampled yearly in the upper 700m before
1990 [Abraham et al., 2013], and estimates of Ht from different ocean analyses appear to show little consistency,
at least on interannual timescales [Trenberth et al., 2014]. Observational coverage increased to 30–40% of 1°
regions after 1990, but observation-based estimates of Ht for the period 1998 to 2008 vary by a factor of 2, from
0.31 (full depth ocean [Church et al., 2011]) to 0.64Wm�2 (upper 700m only, [Lyman et al., 2010]). Even in the
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period since 2005 in which more than 70% of 1° regions are sampled by Argo floats [Roemmich et al., 2009],
estimates of Ht in the upper 700m range from 0.16 to 0.39 Wm�2 over the period 2005–2012 [Abraham et al.,
2013]. Furthermore, annual values of Ht appear to be inconsistent with satellite observations of N in some years
[Trenberth et al., 2014], suggesting that Earth’s energy budget cannot be closedwith observations even over the
relatively well-observed period since 2005 [Trenberth and Fasullo, 2010].

Here we investigate Earth’s energy imbalance over the period since 1960 in observations, atmospheric models
forced by observed sea surface temperatures and radiative changes (Atmosphere Model Intercomparison
Project, AMIP), and fully coupled model simulations (Coupled Model Intercomparison Project, CMIP5). We build
on Allan et al. [2014] by including estimates of Ht and developing an observation-based record of N extending
back to 1960. We show that two reanalyses of Ht in the early 2000s are inconsistent with satellite observations
and AMIP simulations of N and are therefore likely unreliable, helping to explain our inability to close the
energy budget. However, prior to 2000 variations in Ht in ocean reanalyses are in reasonable agreement with
observation-based estimates of N and with CMIP5 models, as Earth’s energy imbalance was dominated by
volcanic eruptions over this period. We also highlight an observation-based reduction in N that likely
contributed to the recent slowdown in surface warming.

2. Data and Methods

Observational estimates ofN since 1985 are based on the Clouds and the Earth’s Radiant Energy System (CERES)
instruments since 2000 and the Earth Radiation Budget Satellite (ERBS) wide field of view nonscanning
instrument from 1985 to 1999 [Allan et al., 2014]. These two data sets were homogenized, and gaps filled, using
the ERA Interim reanalysis [Dee et al., 2011] and high-resolution atmosphere model simulations driven by
observed sea surface temperatures and sea ice concentrations (see Figure S1 in the supporting information and
Allan et al. [2014] for full details). This satellite-basedN is adjusted to be 0.58Wm�2 over the period July 2005 to
June 2010 [Loeb et al., 2012] based on ocean heat content changes (Ht) of 0.47 Wm�2 in the upper 1800m
obtained from a linear fit through Argo data [following Lyman and Johnson, 2008] and 0.07 Wm�2 below
1800m [Purkey and Johnson, 2010], plus 0.04Wm�2 estimated for heating andmelting of ice and heating of the
land and atmosphere.

We also use N from AMIP model simulations form (i) the UPSCALE project [Mizielinski et al., 2014] over the
period 1986 to 2011 and (ii) multimodel simulations of the climate of the twentieth century project (C20C)
[Scaife et al., 2009] for the period 1950 to 2002. Three of the 16 C20C models were eliminated from our study
due to unrealistic anomalies of N. AMIP simulations cannot provide absolute values of N because the sea
surface temperature (SST) forcing potentially provides unrealistic sources or sinks of energy. The AMIP fluxes
were therefore anchored to the Allan et al. [2014] analysis with a constant adjustment to make their global
means equal during overlapping periods.

AMIP simulations are in good agreement with satellite observations (r> 0.6) for monthly deseasonalized
variability in N over the period 1986 to 2011 (Allan et al. [2014] and Figure S1), showing that SST observations
provide useful additional constraints on N. We therefore create an extended observation-based estimate of N
(hereafter No) by averaging the satellite observations with the ensemble means of the C20C and UPSCALE
simulations (with each data set given an equal weight where available). We use No even when satellite data
are available since errors are likely to be reduced by including independent information from the SST
observations (via the AMIP simulations). We compute uncertainties from differences between UPSCALE,
C20C, and satellite data (0.12 Wm�2) as well as the average spread of the C20C simulations (0.09 Wm�2)
added in quadrature to the 1 sigma anchoring uncertainty (0.24 Wm�2) estimated in Allan et al. [2014] to
obtain a total uncertainty on No of 0.28 Wm�2.

Ocean heat content trends (Ht) are computed from the slope of a least squares regression using annual
time series of heat content and expressed as a flux relative to the total surface area of the Earth [following
Lyman and Johnson, 2008]. We compute Ht over 5 year periods and compare with rolling 5 year mean N,
thereby smoothing out interannual variability related to El Niño. Absolute values of N cannot be determined
accurately from satellite observations [Stephens et al., 2012]. We therefore also assess rates of change of Ht

and N (Htt = dHt/dt and Nt = dN/dt, again computed with least squares regression over 5 year periods), since
Nt does not depend on absolute values.
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Ocean data are taken primarily from the Met Office statistical ocean reanalysis (hereafter MOSORA, updated
from Smith and Murphy [2007]; see supporting information). Several published analyses of Ht for the upper
700m appear to capture signals associated with major volcanic eruptions, but the timing is not always
consistent, and there is little agreement at other times [Trenberth et al., 2014]. However, the ORA-S4 analysis,
in which temperature and salinity observations are assimilated into a dynamical ocean model [Balmaseda
et al., 2013], was found to be in reasonable agreement with model simulations of volcanic impacts and also
simulated plausible changes in Ht associated with El Niño [Trenberth et al., 2014]. For these reasons, and
because full-depth values are available, we also include ORA-S4 in our study.

Time-varying biases in expendable bathythermographs (XBTs) and mechanical bathythermographs were
corrected inMOSORA based on an average of adjustments proposed byWijffels et al. [2008], Levitus et al. [2009],
and Ishii and Kimoto [2009]. MOSORA uses global covariances to interpolate between observations (Table S1).
This approach was tested, and uncertainties estimated, by performing data withholding experiments for the
data-rich period 2007–2013, which was not used for the covariances. In these experiments, analyses created
using all available observations were taken as the reference and compared with analyses created using
subsampled observations at locations typical of historical periods. A total of 12 tests were performed using data
locations from 1950 to 1956, 1955 to 1961, 1960 to 1966,…, 2005 to 2011. Patterns of Ht reconstructed with
historical observations agree well with the reference (Figure 1). For example, the spatial correlation is 0.88
and 0.76 using the 1990s and 1960s observations, respectively (compare Figure 1b with Figures 1d and 1f).

Figure 1. Assessment of Met Office ocean reanalysis. (left) Total number of temperature observations at 1000m depth
during the period 2008 to 2012 using (a) all data and subsampled data typical of (c) the 1990s and (e) the 1960s. (right)
Patterns of ocean heat content trends (Ht, Wm�2) for the period 2008 to 2012 computed using (b) all observations and
subsampled observations typical of (d) the 1990s and (f) the 1960s.
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Uncertainties (which we quote as 1 sigma
throughout) in global heat content range
from around 28 ZJ (ZJ = 1021 J) using
1950–1956 observations to 8 ZJ using
2005–2011 observations, corresponding
to uncertainties in Ht of 0.7 to 0.2 Wm�2

(Table S1). We stress that these estimates
only assess uncertainties arising from
the observational coverage relative to
the recent Argo era and do not include
unknown instrument errors or the
potentially large contributions from
regions not sampled adequately by
Argo floats, such as the shelf seas,
ice-covered regions, and ocean below
2000m [e.g., von Schuckmann et al.,
2014]. Furthermore, our subsampling
experiments suggest that the magnitude
of Ht is not fully captured using the
historical data, especially in the Southern
Ocean (Figure 1f) so that Ht might
be underestimated in the historical
period prior to Argo, as suggested by
Durack et al. [2014].

We compare observational estimates of
Ht and N with 21 CMIP5 coupled model
simulations (Taylor et al. [2012] and Table
S2) driven by observed variations in
greenhouse gases, aerosols, solar
radiation, and land use until 2005 and
following representative concentration
pathway (RCP4.5) thereafter. There are
long-term drifts in the CMIP5 models
because the preindustrial control
simulations were not necessarily in

radiative equilibrium [Sen Gupta et al., 2013]. We therefore compute anomalies in the historical and RCP4.5
simulations relative to preindustrial control simulations (using at least 100 years of the control simulations).

3. Observation-Based Estimates

Global ocean heat content, Ht and Htt from MOSORA and ORA-S4 are in good agreement (r=0.94, 0.80, and
0.82 respectively for running 5 year averages) over their overlapping period (compare red and dashed
magenta curves in Figure 2), despite the lack of historical ocean observations and additional uncertainties
involved in computing derivatives for Ht and Htt. Furthermore, over the period 1960–1999, Ht and Htt are
in broad agreement with N (r=0.58 and 0.56 between MOSORA and ORA-S4 and No) and Nt, (r= 0.63 and
0.69). These correlations are significantly greater than zero with 99% confidence based on bootstrapping in
5 year blocks to take serial correlation into account [e.g., Goddard et al., 2012].

After 2000, Ht and Htt show pronounced variability that is not present in N and Nt (Figure 2, second and third
panels). This is largely caused by the rapid increase in ocean heat content between 2001 and 2004 resulting
in a peak Ht in 2002 followed by a trough in 2006–2007 in both MOSORA and ORA-S4 (Figure 2, second
and third panels). A peak in Ht around 2002 is also evident in other ocean analyses [Trenberth et al.,
2014]. However, such an increase in heat content is not supported by thermosteric sea level observations,
because total sea level increased at a fairly constant rate [Church et al., 2013] while freshwater input from

Figure 2. Observed energy budget. (first panel) Annual mean total ocean
heat content anomalies (relative to 1961–2010, ZJ = 1021 J) from
MOSORA (red) [Smith and Murphy, 2007] and ORA-S4 (dashed magenta)
[Balmaseda et al., 2013]. Black asterisks showMOSORA omitting Argo data.
(second panel) Five year running mean ocean heat content trends (Ht, red
andmagenta) and net incoming radiation (N) at the top of the atmosphere
from satellites [Allan et al., 2014] (blue curves) and atmosphere models
driven by observed surface temperatures for the climate of the twentieth
century (C20C) [Scaife et al., 2009] (cyan) and UPSCALE [Mizielinski et al.,
2014] (blue shading) projects. (third panel) Trends in Ht (Htt, red
and magenta) and N (blue and cyan). Red shading shows uncertainties
(1 sigma) in MOSORA arising from observational coverage (see text and
Table S1). Grey shading highlights potentially spurious ocean reanalyses
(see text), with significant differences (90% level) between MOSORA and
N shown by black squares. In Figure 2 (second to third panels) the year
represents the center of the time period used to compute trends.
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glaciers and ice sheets likely increased [Marzeion et al., 2012; Shepherd et al., 2012; Church et al., 2013],
implying a reduction in the rate of thermosteric sea level rise (and hence ocean heat content trend)
over the period 2001 to 2004. Although interpretation of sea level changes is complicated by the nonuniformity
of thermal expansion coefficients, warming is not consistent with a reduction in thermosteric sea level
trends. Given this, and the agreement between independent estimates of N (and Nt) from satellite
observations and AMIP simulations (Figure 2), and from forced ocean model experiments (Figure S2), we
suggest that there are likely to be errors in the observational reanalysis of ocean heat content between
2001 and 2007 (grey-shaded region in Figure 2). Cheng and Zhu [2014] drew similar conclusions from
a different approach, suggesting that these errors are caused by the transition from XBT to Argo data.
However, this does not appear to be the sole cause in our study since MOSORA shows a similar peak in Ht

in 2002 even when Argo observations are omitted (Figure 2, black asterisks), although the subsequent
trough is reduced. Further work is therefore needed to understand the cause of these errors in ocean
reanalyses. Possible explanations include inadequate vertical or horizontal sampling and/or unresolved
biases in the instruments themselves.

Figure 3. Earth’s energy imbalance. (a) Time series of 5 year runningmeanN andHt (as Figure 2, second panel) for 21 CMIP5
coupled model simulations (N in green, Ht in orange, ensemble mean in thick lines) compared with Ht from MOSORA (red)
and No (blue, see text). Black squares (diamonds) show where differences between MOSORA and No (CMIP5) are significant
with 90% confidence. (b) N averaged over different periods in No (blue, with 1 sigma uncertainties) compared to the CMIP5
models (green, box showing the mean ±1 sigma and whiskers showing the range) and estimates from the IPCC fifth
assessment (red) [Rhein et al., 2013, Box 3.1]. Numerical values are given in Table S3.

Geophysical Research Letters 10.1002/2014GL062669

SMITH ET AL.
©2015 Crown copyright. Geophysical Research Letters published by Wiley, Inc., on behalf of the American Geophysical Union.

This article is published with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen’s Printer for Scotland. 1209



4. Comparison With CMIP5 Model Simulations

CMIP5 coupled models simulate variations in N and Ht that are in good agreement with observations (r=0.82
between 5 year running mean CMIP5 ensemble mean and No, and 0.68 with MOSORA excluding the period
after 2000, Figure 3a). Since internal variability is largely removed in the ensemble mean of the CMIP5 models,
this agreement suggests that much of the multiyear variability in Earth’s energy imbalance from 1960 to 2000
was externally forced by the volcanic eruptions of Agung (1963), El Chichon (1982), and Pinatubo (1991), as
noted by Trenberth et al. [2014]. Furthermore, the CMIP5 models do not simulate a peak in Ht in 2002, and the
observed peak is significantly different from the CMIP5 models, consistent with our earlier conclusion that
estimates of Ht based on ocean analyses between 2001 and 2007 (grey shading in Figure 2) are likely unreliable.

Averaged over different periods, No is in broad agreement with the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) estimates [Rhein et al., 2013, Box 3.1] and the CMIP5 models (Figure 3b), but it is difficult to
draw firm conclusions because uncertainties in the absolute values of No are large. These uncertainties are
dominated by the anchoring estimate of Ht and could potentially be reduced by averaging Ht over longer
periods. We do not attempt this because ocean observations in the early 2000s are potentially unreliable
(as discussed above), historical analyses do not capture the full magnitude of Ht, especially in the Southern
Ocean (Figure 1) [Durack et al., 2014], and uncertainties are evident even in the most recent 5 year means
which show a decrease in No but an increase in Ht (Figure 3a). We therefore investigate changes in N and
anomalies relative to the period 1960–2011 since these are less affected by anchoring uncertainties.

In general, there is good agreement between the CMIP5 ensemble mean and observation-based anomalies
of N (r= 0.82 for 5 year running means) and its components, absorbed shortwave (ASR, r= 0.87) and outgoing
longwave (OLR, r= 0.80) radiation (Figure 4). The CMIP5 ensemble mean therefore appears to simulate a
realistic magnitude of variability associated with volcanic eruptions. The largest discrepancy betweenmodels
and observations occurs during the 1970s (Figure 4). The mid-1970s shift in the Pacific Decadal Oscillation
[Mantua et al., 1997; Power et al., 1999] may have contributed to No. However, an increase in N is also apparent
in the CMIP5 ensemble mean in the late 1970s (especially in ASR; red curves in Figure 4), suggesting that
external forcing may have played a role. Further work is therefore needed to understand these apparent
differences between models and observations.

Models and observations both show a rapid increase in N during the recovery from the eruption of Mount
Pinatubo, reaching a peak in the late 1990s. However, there is a subsequent decline of�0.43 ± 0.21 Wm�2 in
No between 1999 and 2005 in the early part of the global warming slowdown which is larger in magnitude

Figure 4. Components of radiative fluxes. Time series of 5 year running mean anomalies (relative to 1960 to 2011) of
TOA-absorbed shortwave radiation (ASR, red), outgoing longwave radiation (OLR, green), and net radiation (N = ASR-OLR,
blue) in No (dashed) and the CMIP5 models (solid, with thick line showing the ensemble mean).
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than the model ensemble mean (�0.12 ± 0.06 Wm�2) and at the lower end of individual models (+0.38 to
�0.32 Wm�2). Both the satellite observations and the AMIP simulations show a decline over this period
(Figures 2, middle, 2 bottom, and S3), showing that the observed signal is not an artifact of our averaging
procedure. It is also not caused by the transition from ERBS to CERES satellites since all six UPSCALE AMIP
simulations show reductions, ranging from 0.30 to 0.52 Wm�2. Furthermore, a similar decline in surface flux
between 1999 and 2005 is simulated in forced ocean model experiments (Figure S2). However, the maximum
decline in No could be subject to noise. We therefore compute the difference averaged over 2004–2006
minus 1998–2000, giving a reduction of �0.31 ± 0.21 Wm�2 between the late 1990s and mid-2000s.

5. Summary and Conclusions

We find significant correlation (r~0.6, p< 0.01) between rolling 5 year mean ocean heat content trends (Ht) in
two ocean analyses and net incoming radiation at the top of the atmosphere (N) from satellite observations
and AMIP model simulations over the period 1960 to 1999. Ocean reanalyses of this historical period are
therefore potentially useful for further studies of the physical processes of ocean heat uptake. However, ocean
reanalyses of Ht in the early 2000s are inconsistent with observation- and model-based constraints on N. This
helps to explain our inability to close Earth’s energy budget [Trenberth and Fasullo, 2010; Trenberth et al., 2014]
and suggests that observed estimates of Ht covering this period [e.g., Lyman et al., 2010, Levitus et al., 2012,
Abraham et al., 2013; Rhein et al., 2013] should be treated with caution. It also calls into question whether ocean
reanalyses can be used to robustly attribute increased Ht below the ocean mixed layer in the early 2000s as an
explanation for the onset of the recent slowdown in surface warming [Guemas et al., 2013].

We create an observation-based estimate of N (No) extending back to 1960, using satellite data and AMIP
model simulations, and compare with 21 CMIP5 coupled climate model simulations. Variations in N over
this period are dominated by the volcanic eruptions of Agung in 1963, El Chichon in 1982, and Pinatubo in
1991 [Trenberth et al., 2014], with good agreement (r=0.82) between No and the CMIP5 ensemble mean.
Absolute values of No are in broad agreement with the models, but uncertainties are large and improved
estimates of Ht are needed to provide a more accurate anchor for satellite observations [Loeb et al., 2012].

We find a reduction of 0.31 ± 0.21 Wm�2 in No between the late 1990s and the mid-2000s which may have
contributed to the recent slowdown in global surface warming. This is consistent with minor volcanoes
[Solomon et al., 2011; Fyfe et al., 2013; Haywood et al., 2014; Santer et al., 2014], an extended and deeper solar
minimum [Lean, 2009; Kaufmann et al., 2011], and possible nitrate and indirect aerosol effects [Shindell et al.,
2013; Bellouin et al., 2011] that were not included in the CMIP5 models [Flato et al., 2013, Box 9.2; Schmidt
et al., 2014; Huber and Knutti, 2014]. However, the reduction in No is caused by an increase in OLR rather than a
reduction in ASR which would be expected from these factors (compare green and red dashed curves in
Figures 4 and S3), though ASR may have been reduced relative to the models. Internal variability may also
reduce N during cooling decades [Katsman and van Oldenborgh, 2011; Palmer and McNeall, 2014; Brown et al.,
2014], but the CMIP5 ensemble mean does simulate a weak reduction (�0.12± 0.06 Wm�2, mainly in ASR),
suggesting a potential role for external forcing. Further work is therefore needed to unravel the relative roles of
internal variability and external factors on Earth’s energy imbalance during the recent warming pause.

While present-day anomalies in N in the CMIP5 ensemble mean are in good agreement with observations,
this is potentially achieved through a cancelation of errors (in models and/or observations) since both ASR
and OLR are larger in almost all of the models than the satellite observations (Figures 4 and S3). Both ASR and
OLR are projected to increase further over the coming decades, with anomalies in ASR about twice as large as
those in OLR on average (in agreement with CMIP3 models [Trenberth and Fasullo, 2009]). Further analysis of
the roles of forcing and feedback on these signals is needed, along with continued satellite and in situ
observations of Earth’s energy imbalance to monitor future climate variability and change.

References
Abraham, J. P., et al. (2013), A review of global ocean temperature observations: Implications for ocean heat content estimates and climate

change, Rev. Geophys., 51, 450–483, doi:10.1002/rog.20022.
Allan, R. P., C. Liu, N. G. Loeb, M. D. Palmer, M. Roberts, and D. Smith (2014), Changes in global net radiative imbalance 1985–2012, Geophys.

Res. Letts., 41, 5588–5597, doi:10.1002/2014GL060962.
Balmaseda, M. A., K. E. Trenberth, and E. Kallen (2013), Distinctive climate signals of recent global heat content, Geophys. Res. Letts., 40,

1754–1759, doi:10.1002/grl.50382.

Acknowledgments
This work was supported by the joint
DECC/Defra Met Office Hadley Centre
Climate Programme (GA01101), the EU
FP7 SPECS project, and the Natural
Environment Research Council (NERC)
DEEP-C grant NE/K005480/1. Thanks to
Jeff Knight for supplying the C20C data.
Thanks to Magdalena Balmaseda for
supplying ORA-S4 data and for
comments on the manuscript. We
acknowledge the World Climate
Research Programme’s Working Group
on Coupled Modelling, which is
responsible for CMIP, and we thank the
climate modeling groups for producing
and making available their model
outputs. For CMIP, the U.S. Department
of Energy’s PCMDI provided coordinating
support and led development of
software infrastructure in partnership
with the Global Organization for Earth
System Science Portals. The authors
thank two anonymous referees for their
thoughtful comments.

The Editor thanks two anonymous
reviewers for their assistance in
evaluating this paper.

Geophysical Research Letters 10.1002/2014GL062669

SMITH ET AL.
©2015 Crown copyright. Geophysical Research Letters published by Wiley, Inc., on behalf of the American Geophysical Union.

This article is published with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen’s Printer for Scotland. 1211

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rog.20022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL060962
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/grl.50382


Bellouin, N., J. Rae, A. Jones, C. Johnson, J. Haywood, and O. Boucher (2011), Aerosol forcing in the Climate Model Intercomparison Project
(CMIP5) simulations by HadGEM2-ES and the role of ammonium nitrate, J. Geophys. Res., 116, D20206, doi:10.1029/2011JD016074

Boucher, O., et al. (2013), Clouds and aerosols, in Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the
Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., 571–657, Cambridge Univ.
Press, U. K., and New York.

Brown, P. T., W. Li, L. Li, and Y. Ming (2014), Top-of-atmosphere radiative contribution to unforced decadal global temperature variability in
climate models, Geophys. Res. Lett., 41, 5175–5183, doi:10.1002/2014GL060625.

Cheng, L., and J. Zhu (2014), Artifacts in variations of ocean heat content induced by the observation system changes, Geophys. Res. Lett., 41,
7276–7283, doi:10.1002/2014GL061881.

Church, J. A., N. J. White, L. F. Konikow, C. M. Domingues, J. G. Cogley, E. Rignot, J. M. Gregory, M. R. van den Broeke, A. J. Monaghan, and I. Velicogna
(2011), Revisiting the Earth’s sea-level and energy budgets from 1961 to 2008, Geophys. Res. Lett., 38, L18601, doi:10.1029/2011GL048794.

Church, J. A., et al. (2013), Sea level change, in Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., 1137–1216, Cambridge Univ. Press,
U. K., and New York.

Dee, D. P., et al. (2011), The ERA-Interim reanalysis: Configuration and performance of the data assimilation system, Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc., 137,
553–597, doi:10.1002/qj.828.

Durack, P. J., P. J. Gleckler, F. W. Landerer, and K. E. Taylor (2014), Quantifying underestimates of long-term upper-ocean warming, Nat. Clim.
Change, 4, 999–1005, doi:10.1038/nclimate2389.

Easterling, D. R., and M. F. Wehner (2009), Is the climate warming or cooling?, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L08706, doi:10.1029/2009GL037810.
England, M. H., S. McGregor, P. Spence, G. A. Meehl, A. Timmermann, W. Cai, A. S. Gupta, M. J. McPhaden, A. Purich, and A. Santoso (2014),

Recent intensification of wind-driven circulation in the Pacific and the ongoing warming hiatus, Nat. Clim. Change, 4, 222–227,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2106.

Flato, G., et al. (2013), Evaluation of climate models, in Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to
the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., 741–866, Cambridge Univ. Press,
U. K., and New York.

Fyfe, J. C., K. von Salzen, J. N. S. Cole, N. P. Gillett, and J.-P. Vernier (2013), Surface response to stratospheric aerosol changes in a coupled
atmosphere-ocean model, Geophys. Res. Lett., 40, 584–588, doi:10.1002/grl.50156.

Goddard, L., et al. (2012), A verification framework for interannual-to-decadal predictions experiments, Clim. Dyn., 40, 245–272, doi:10.1007/
s00382-012-1481-2.

Guemas, V., F. J. Doblas-Reyes, I. Andreu-Burillo, and M. Asif (2013), Retrospective prediction of the global warming slowdown in the past
decade, Nat. Clim. Change, 3, 649–653, doi:10.1038/nclimate1863.

Hansen, J., M. Sato, P. Kharecha, and K. von Schuckmann (2011), Earth’s energy imbalance and implications, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11,
13,421–13,449, doi:10.5194/acp-11-13421-2011.

Haywood, J. M., A. Jones, and G. S. Jones (2014), The impact of volcanic eruptions in the period 2000–2013 on global mean temperature
trends evaluated in the HadGEM2-ES climate model, Atmos. Sci. Lett., 15, 92–96, doi:10.1002/asl2.471.

Huber, M., and R. Knutti (2014), Natural variability, radiative forcing and climate response in the recent hiatus reconciled, Nat. Geosci., 7,
651–656, doi:10.1038/NGEO2228.

Ishii, M., and M. Kimoto (2009), Reevaluation of historical ocean heat content variations with time-varying XBT and MBT depth bias
corrections, J. Oceanogr., 65, 287–299.

Katsman, C. A., and G. J. van Oldenborgh (2011), Tracing the upper ocean’s “missing heat,” Geophys. Res. Lett., 38, L14610, doi:10.1029/
2011GL048417.

Kaufmann, R. K., H. Kauppib, M. L. Mann, and J. H. Stock (2011), Reconciling anthropogenic climate change with observed temperature
1998–2008, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 108, 11,790–11,793.

Knight, J., J. J. Kennedy, C. Folland, G. Harris, G. S. Jones, M. Palmer, D. Parker, A. Scaife, and P. Stott (2009), Do global temperature trends over
the last decade falsify climate predictions? [in “State of the Climate in 2008”], Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 90, S22–S23.

Lean, J. (2009), Calculations of solar irradiance. [Available at http://go.nature.com/VbldYY.]
Levitus, S., J. L. Antonov, J. Wang, T. L. Delworth, K. W. Dixon, and A. J. Broccoli (2001), Anthropogenic warming of Earth’s climate system,

Science, 292, 267–270.
Levitus, S., J. I. Antonov, T. P. Boyer, R. A. Locarnini, H. E. Garcia, and A. V. Mishonov (2009), Global ocean heat content 1955–2008 in light of

recently revealed instrumentation problems, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L07608, doi:10.1029/2008GL037155.
Levitus, S., et al. (2012), World ocean heat content and thermosteric sea level change (0–2000 m), 1955–2010, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, L10603,

doi:10.1029/2012GL051106.
Loeb, N. G., J. M. Lyman, G. C. Johnson, R. P. Allan, D. R. Doelling, T. Wong, B. J. Soden, and G. L. Stephens (2012), Observed changes in

top-of-the-atmosphere radiation and upper-ocean heating consistent within uncertainty, Nat. Geosci., 5, 110–113, doi:10.1038/
ngeo1375.

Lyman, J. M., and G. C. Johnson (2008), Estimating annual global upper-ocean heat content anomalies despite irregular in situ ocean
sampling, J. Clim., 21, 5629–5641, doi:10.1175/2008JCLI2259.1.

Lyman, J. M., S. A. Good, V. V. Gouretski, M. Ishii, G. C. Johnson, M. D. Palmer, D. M. Smith, and J. K. Willis (2010), Robust warming of the global
upper ocean, Nature, 465, doi:10.1038/nature09043.

Mantua, N. J., S. R. Hare, Y. Zhang, J. M. Wallace, and R. C. Francis (1997), A Pacific interdecadal climate oscillation with impacts on salmon
production, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 78, 1069–79.

Marzeion, B., A. H. Jarosch, and M. Hofer (2012), Past and future sea-level changes from the surface mass balance of glaciers, Cryosphere, 6,
1295–1322.

Meehl, G. A., J. M. Arblaster, J. T. Fasullo, A. Hu, and K. E. Trenberth (2011), Model-based evidence of deep-ocean heat uptake during
surface-temperature hiatus periods, Nat. Clim. Change, 1, 360–364.

Mizielinski, M. S., et al. (2014), High resolution global climate modelling; the upscale project, a large simulation campaign, Geosci. Model Dev.
Discuss., 7, 563–591, doi:10.5194/gmdd-7-563-2014.

Myhre, G., et al. (2013), Anthropogenic and natural radiative forcing, in Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., 659–740,
Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, U. K., and New York.

Palmer, M. D., and D. J. McNeall (2014), Internal variability of Earth’s energy budget simulated by CMIP5 climate models, Environ. Res. Lett., 9,
034016, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/9/3/034016.

Geophysical Research Letters 10.1002/2014GL062669

SMITH ET AL.
©2015 Crown copyright. Geophysical Research Letters published by Wiley, Inc., on behalf of the American Geophysical Union.

This article is published with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen’s Printer for Scotland. 1212

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL060625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL061881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011GL048794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009GL037810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/grl.50156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-012-1481-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-012-1481-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1863
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-13421-2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/asl2.471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/NGEO2228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011GL048417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011GL048417
http://go.nature.com/VbldYY
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008GL037155.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL051106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo1375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo1375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2008JCLI2259.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09043
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmdd-7-563-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/9/3/034016


Palmer, M. D., D. J. McNeall, and N. J. Dunstone (2011), Importance of the deep ocean for estimating decadal changes in Earth’s radiation
balance, Geophys. Res. Lett., 38, L13707, doi:10.1029/2011GL047835.

Power, S., T. Casey, C. Folland, A. Colman, and V. Mehta (1999), Interdecadal modulation of the impact of ENSO on Australia, Clim. Dyn., 15,
319–324, doi:10.1007/s003820050284.

Purkey, S. G., and G. C. Johnson (2010), Warming of global abyssal and deep southern ocean waters between the 1990s and 2000s:
Contributions to global heat and sea level rise budgets, J. Clim., 23, 6336–6351, doi:10.1175/2010JCLI3682.1.

Rhein, M., et al. (2013), Observations: Ocean, in Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., 255–315, Cambridge Univ. Press, U. K., and
New York.

Roemmich, D., G. C. Johnson, S. Riser, R. Davis, J. Gilson, W. B. Owens, S. L. Garzoli, C. Schmid, and M. Ignaszewski (2009), The Argo program:
Observing the global ocean with profiling floats, Oceanography, 22, 34–43, doi:10.5670/oceanog.2009.36.

Santer, B. D., et al. (2014), Volcanic contribution to decadal changes in tropospheric temperature, Nat. Geosci., 7, 185–189, doi:10.1038/ngeo2098.
Scaife, A. A., et al. (2009), The CLIVAR C20C project: Selected 20th century climate events, Clim. Dyn., 33, 603–614.
Schmidt, G. A., D. T. Shindell, and K. Tsigaridis (2014), Reconciling warming trends, Nat. Geosci., 7, 158–160, doi:10.1038/ngeo2105.
Sen Gupta, A., N. C. Jourdain, J. N. Brown, and D. Monselesan (2013), Climate drift in the CMIP5 models, J. Clim., 26, 8597–8615.
Shepherd, A., et al. (2012), A reconciled estimate of ice-sheet mass balance, Science, 338, 1183–1189.
Shindell, D. T., et al. (2013), Radiative forcing in the ACCMIP historical and future climate simulations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 2939–2974,

doi:10.5194/acp-13-2939-2013.
Smith, D. M., and J. M. Murphy (2007), An objective ocean temperature and salinity analysis using covariances from a global climate model,

J. Geophys. Res., 112, C02022, doi:10.1029/2005JC003172.
Solomon, S., J. S. Daniel, R. R. Neely III, J.-P. Vernier, E. G. Dutton, and L. W. Thomason (2011), The persistently variable “background”

stratospheric aerosol layer and global climate change, Science, 333, 866–870.
Stephens, G. L., J. L. Li, M. Wild, C. A. Clayson, N. Loeb, S. Kato, T. L’Ecuyer, P. W. Stackhouse, M. Lebsock, and T. Andrews (2012), An update on

Earth’s energy balance in light of the latest global observations, Nat. Geosci., 5, 691–696.
Taylor, K. E., R. J. Stouffer, and G. A. Meehl (2012), An overview of CMIP5 and the experiment design, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 92, 485–498,

doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-11-00094.1.
Trenberth, K. E. (2009), An imperative for adapting to climate change: Tracking Earth’s global energy, Curr. Opin. Environ. Sustain., 1, 19–27.
Trenberth, K. E., and J. T. Fasullo (2009), Global warming due to increasing absorbed solar radiation, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L07706,

doi:10.1029/2009GL037527.
Trenberth, K. E., and J. T. Fasullo (2010), Tracking Earth’s energy, Science, 328, 316–317.
Trenberth, K. E., J. T. Fasullo, and M. A. Balmaseda (2014), Earth’s energy imbalance, J. Clim., 27, 3129–3144, doi:10.1175/JCLI-D-13-00294.1.
von Schuckmann, K., J.-B. Sallée, D. Chambers, P.-Y. Le Traon, C. Cabanes, F. Gaillard, S. Speich, and M. Hamon (2014), Consistency of the

current global ocean observing systems from an Argo perspective, Ocean Sci., 10, 547–557, doi:10.5194/os-10-547-2014.
Wijffels, S., J. Willis, C. M. Domingues, P. Barker, N. J. White, A. Gronell, K. Ridgway, and J. A. Church (2008), Changing expendable

bathythermograph fall rates and their impact on estimates of thermosteric sea level rise, J. Clim., 21(21), 5657–5672, doi:10.1175/
2008JCLI2290.1.

Geophysical Research Letters 10.1002/2014GL062669

SMITH ET AL.
©2015 Crown copyright. Geophysical Research Letters published by Wiley, Inc., on behalf of the American Geophysical Union.

This article is published with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen’s Printer for Scotland. 1213

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011GL047835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s003820050284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JCLI3682.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2009.36
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2105
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-2939-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005JC003172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-11-00094.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009GL037527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-13-00294.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/os-10-547-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2008JCLI2290.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2008JCLI2290.1


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


