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Anthropogenic influence
on extremes and risk hotspots

Francisco Estrada’?3", Pierre Perron* & Yohei Yamamoto>®

Study of the frequency and magnitude of climate extremes as the world warms is of utmost
importance, especially separating the influence of natural and anthropogenic forcing factors.
Record-breaking temperature and precipitation events have been studied using event-attribution
techniques. Here, we provide spatial and temporal observation-based analyses of the role of natural
and anthropogenic factors, using state-of-the-art time series methods. We show that the risk from
extreme temperature and rainfall events has severely increased for most regions worldwide. In some
areas the probabilities of occurrence of extreme temperatures and precipitation have increased at
least fivefold and twofold, respectively. Anthropogenic forcing has been the main driver of such
increases and its effects amplify those of natural forcing. We also identify risk hotspots defined

as regions for which increased risk of extreme events and high exposure in terms of either high

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) or large population are both present. For the year 2018, increased
anthropogenic forcings are mostly responsible for increased risk to extreme temperature/precipitation
affecting 94%/72% of global population and 97%/76% of global GDP relative to the baseline period
1961-1990.

Understanding how extreme events are changing in a warming world is important from a scientific perspective
and for their societal and political impacts’. High-impact extreme weather events can change risk perceptions
faced by decision-makers and the public view about climate change. Hence, it can influence climate policy and
foster more ambitious mitigation and adaptation goals*™.

Changes in precipitation and temperature patterns and the frequency and magnitudes of extreme events
are influenced by several thermodynamic and dynamic processes affected by climate change®®. For instance, as
warming increases, the capacity of the atmosphere to hold moisture increases and, accordingly, extreme rainfall
can exceed past record levels. Estimated trends in daily extreme precipitation events agree with the theory stat-
ing that a 7% increase in atmospheric moisture is predicted per degree Celsius increase in global temperature”?.
Note that this relationship is not constant and can vary depending on the timescale®. From a dynamic perspective,
differential warming across regions and feedback processes can have worldwide effects on regional weather and
climate, including temperature and precipitation extremes™!*!!. For instance, warming in the Arctic is between
twice and fourfold as the global average due to local and remote feedback processes broadly labelled as the
Arctic Amplification (AA)'2, while over the last three decades parts of the midlatitudes showed no-warming or
even cooling'*!*. This Warm Arctic Cold Continents/Eurasia (WACCE) pattern decreases the thermal contrast
between the Arctic and mid-latitudes affecting the weather and climate of the northern hemisphere’s mid-lati-
tudes through changes in storm tracks, the jet stream and planetary waves'®. These differences were associated
with increases in the occurrence of severe winters, extreme heat in summers and record-breaking precipitation
events in the northern hemisphere since the 1990s". Several studies proposed that changes in the atmospheric
circulation, in particular a weakening of the northern hemisphere’ jet stream, can produce stagnant weather
patterns and more persistent weather extremes'>!. This induces higher probabilities of atmospheric blocking
and the occurrence of persistent heat waves and extreme rainfall events'®. A recent study linked WACCE to the
spatial pattern of anthropogenic warming on temperature changes, providing an explanation for WACCE and
the observed changes in extreme events in mid-latitudes'”. Differential warming between hemispheres also has
important implications on precipitation patterns in the tropics and changes in the frequency and magnitude of
extreme events by changing key features of the intertropical convergence zone (ITCZ); e.g., location, width, and
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circulation strength'®. Changes in tropical cyclone activity and characteristics also have large impacts on total
local rainfall and extreme precipitation events'. An event-attribution study of the 2020 North Atlantic hurricane
season suggests that anthropogenic warming could account for 5%-10% increase in tropical storms and 8-11%
in rainfall rates from hurricane storms and extreme 3-day accumulated rainfall amounts®.

The properties of extreme events make their study and characterization particularly challenging. First, by
definition, they are rare and the processes are, generally, nonstationary*'-2*. Second, data limitations are present
such as small samples, incomplete spatial coverage, as well as inhomogeneities, making difficult detecting, char-
acterizing and attributing trends and other features**~*’. To address such problems, methods are being adapted
and developed to analyze extreme events time series, including extreme value theory modelling®**?, trend
testing and estimation?®°-*2, and methods to detect structural breaks®. Approaches related to optimal finger-
printing techniques, combining physical models’ output and observations, were used to infer the contribution
of anthropogenic factors to changes in extreme values®***. Concerning data availability, increases in the spatial
coverage and time span of observational records were obtained; e.g., the constant updating of international grid-
ded datasets that merge quality checked records from weather stations across the world**~%, and the growing
availability of reanalysis datasets*°.

The contribution of the Working Group I to the IPCC’s Sixth Assessment Report concludes that (a) the rise in
weather and climate extremes already led to irreversible impacts on natural and human systems, (b) it is virtually
certain that hot extremes have become more frequent and intense; (c) the same applies to heavy precipitation
over most land area since the mid-twentieth century*'. For temperature extremes, several studies showed that
significant warming trends are widespread and attributable to anthropogenic warming, with conclusions robust
to different datasets and methods®>*~%. Because of differences in local forcing factors like changes in land use
(e.g., cropland and irrigation intensification) and aerosols, as well as in circulation patterns, temperature extremes
vary across regions. These factors can alter the anthropogenic warming signal at local to regional scales**~,

Changes in the total annual 1-day and 5-day maximum precipitation (Rx1day; Rx5day) are similar over the
global, continental and regional scales with statistically significant increases over global land, North America,
Europe and Asia®®?*"*!. Changes in heavy precipitation are likely dominated by anthropogenic forcing, although
the sign and magnitude depend on location and timescales*’. Accordingly, their spatial patterns are more het-
erogeneous compared to temperature changes>®*!. This is partly due to a larger influence of local forcing factors
like aerosols and land use change over extreme precipitation, notably in urban areas®*’!. However, greenhouse
gases are considered the dominant contributor to the intensification of extreme precipitation***. At the regional
and local scales, attribution results are less robust because variability and local forcing factors induce a weak
signal-to-noise ratio*"2,

Studies found evidence about greenhouse gases and aerosol forcing effects on extreme precipitation over
North America, Eurasia, in the mid/high latitudes and the global dry regions, and that these effects are different
for the two types of forcing******. Globally, minimum temperatures are warming faster than maximum ones;
the coldest night increased about 4 °C since the mid-twentieth century, while the hottest day increased 1 °C,
compared to the 1960s-1970s period*"*®.

The attribution of changes in extreme temperature and precipitation mostly depends on climate models’
projections, making the results dependent on the models’ adequacy to reproduce climate and its extremes. The
regional performance of global climate models significantly improved, but limitations persist at the regional
level®>®. Moreover, there are differences between what extreme events represent at the grid-cell level in climate
models compared to actual observations®. A recent study established the effects of anthropogenic climate change
on extreme precipitation using global mean temperatures in an observation-based analysis?, suggesting attribu-
tion results are robust.

However, global temperatures are a composite response to changes in natural and anthropogenic forcing
and the influence of natural variability oscillations, making difficult separating the effects of anthropogenic
forcing®°. We adopt an approach using total radiative forcing as covariate in a non-stationary generalized
extreme value (GEV). The main contributions of this paper are that it allows for separation of the influence of
natural and anthropogenic factors on extreme temperatures and precipitation, and that it documents how the
changes affect the risk faced by population and Gross Domestic Product (GDP) metrics. We report maps showing
how the risk from temperature and precipitation extremes faced by global population and GDP have changed.
We separate these changes in their natural and anthropogenic components.

Results

Brief description of data and methods. The data used are yearly series obtained from the HadEX3
dataset: the temperature of the hottest day (TXx), the maximum precipitation in a given day (Rx1day) and over
5 days (Rx5day). The data are for global land in a grid with a spatial resolution of 1.875° longitude and 1.25°
latitude, for the period 1901-2018. See methods for details on the treatment of missing data and interpolations.
The results for Rx1day and Rx5day are similar; hence, we report those for Rx1day only.

The main tool used is a GEV model with time-invariant shape and scale parameters and time-varying loca-
tion parameters. All parameters can change across grids. Preliminary statistical investigation showed a good
approximation. The variation of the location parameter is a function of the main components of total radiative
forcings: greenhouse-gases, anthropogenic aerosols and natural (solar and stratospheric aerosols). This allows
for separation of the effect of each component on the measures investigated, namely: a) the probabilities that the
values in 2018 exceeds the average of the reference period 1961-1990; b) the return level defined as the prob-
ability that the value in 2018 exceeds some threshold be 0.1, from which we can infer the highest value of TXx
or Rx1day that occurs once in ten years, with some probability. We compute counterfactuals attributing changes
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Figure 1. Changes in the risks of extreme temperature and rainfall and the contributions of natural and
anthropogenic radiative forcing. Panels (A and B) show the results for extreme temperature and rainfall,
respectively. Subpanels (i) show the change in the probabilities of exceeding the 90th percentile of the annual
maximum values calculated for the reference period 1961-1990 and evaluated for 2018. Subpanels (ii) and (iii)
show the contributions of such changes induced by anthropogenic and natural forcing, respectively. This figure
was created using MATLAB R2020a (https://www.mathworks.com/).

in probabilities according to anthropogenic and natural factors. See methods for details on the estimation and
the definition of the forcing variables used.

Observed changes in the probabilities of occurrence and return levels of extreme events. The
first set of results are in Fig. 1; Panel A for temperatures (TXx) and Panel B for precipitation (Rx1day). Sub-
panels (i) show the probabilities in 2018 of exceeding the 90th percentile of the annual maximum values,
Pr(xi2018 > q.9,1961—1990) minus 0.1 for the reference period 1961-1990. If TXx and Rxlday were stationary
series, Pr (x,',zmg > q_g,l%l,lggo) — 0.1 = 0. However, the results show large increases in the risk of extreme
temperature for most of the continent land with available observations. Areas in dark red depict where these
probabilities have increased at least five-fold by 2018, relative to the base-period 1961-1990. These include most
of South and Central America, southern and northern Mexico, central and west North America, Europe, Mid-
dle East, and East Asia. A few regions in North America (eastern Canada and northeast US), South America
(Bolivia, Paraguay, and Uruguay), Russia and Southeast Asia have exceedance probabilities increasing by less
than 50% or decreasing.

Anthropogenic forcing alone has increased the risk of extreme temperature in most land regions worldwide.
For most of Europe, the Middle East, North and South Africa, Asia and Mexico, central and western US, most
of South America and Australia, the probabilities of extreme temperature at least doubled with an increase of
about 2 W/m? by 2018 in anthropogenic forcing (subpanel (ii) of Fig. 1A). Over large areas of Russia and Canada,
as well as in Norway, Sweden, Argentina and parts of Australia and China, the probabilities of exceeding the
90" percentile in TXx over the reference period increased (in some cases nearly doubled) with anthropogenic
forcing. Some exceptions with decreased probabilities induced by anthropogenic forcing include the central/
southeastern part of the US, particularly the “warming hole”, associated with the local effects of aerosols over
the regionm’“; others are parts of Eurasia, Southeast Asia and Argentina. Note, however, that the model’s coef-
ficients associated with radiative forcing in such regions are typically not statistically significant. In most regions,
the contribution of natural forcing to changes in the risk of extreme temperature is weak, if any (subpanel (iii)
Fig. 1A). Anthropogenic forcing is clearly the dominant component of total radiative forcing and the results
using the latter are similar and not reported. Figure S1 shows the yearly change in the probabilities of extreme
temperature for the period 1901-2018. Since the late 70 s, uninterrupted and widespread increases in the risk
of extreme temperature in most land regions have occurred. This period is consistent with the dates previously
identified for the climate system’s response to increases in anthropogenic forcing (particularly when natural
variability is not filtered out)>”2.
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Figure 2. Return levels of extreme temperature and rainfall and the contributions to natural and anthropogenic
radiative forcing. Panels (A and B) show results for extreme temperature and rainfall, respectively. Subpanels (i)
show the return levels for the annual maximum that occur once in ten years. Subpanels (ii) and (iii) show the
contributions to these return levels in 2018 of the anthropogenic and natural forcing, respectively. This figure
was created using MATLAB R2020a (https://www.mathworks.com/).

We now discuss results concerning extreme precipitation in Fig. 1 (Panel B). Increases in the risks of extreme
precipitation are also widespread across all global land areas although the spatial patterns are more heterogene-
ous. In all continents with sufficient observations, the probabilities of Rx1day exceeding the 90th percentile of the
reference period increased at least 50% by 2018, with many areas showing three-fold increases. Large decreases in
the risk of extreme precipitation occurred in the central-southeast of Australia, where the probability of exceed-
ance is close to zero. The contribution of anthropogenic forcing to increasing the risks of extreme precipitation
is particularly large (about three-fold) in northwestern Australia, some regions of South America (Colom-
bia, Ecuador, northwestern and southeastern Brazil, Bolivia, Paraguay and Uruguay), central and northwest of
Mexico, Eastern Europe, and some parts of South Asia (subpanel (ii) of Fig. 1B). Increases in the probabilities
of exceedance near 50% associated with the rise in anthropogenic forcing occurred for much of North America,
Europe, Asia and Australia, with much larger increases in some parts. In contrast, important reductions occurred
along the Pacific coast of South America. As in the case of extreme temperature, the contribution of natural forc-
ing to changes in the risk of extreme precipitation is small and mostly negative and the probabilities of extreme
precipitation increased since the late 70 s in a widespread manner (Figure S2).

An important feature of these results is that due to nonlinear effects, the total changes in risk in both extreme
temperature and precipitation is much larger than those attributable to anthropogenic and natural forcing alone.
Hence, large changes in risk can occur with even small increases in anthropogenic forcing, which can amplify
the effects of variations in natural factors. With a higher level of anthropogenic forcing, variations in natural
factors can trigger even more extreme events.

Subpanels (i) of Fig. 2 shows the estimated return levels of extreme temperature and rainfall, defined as the
highest value of TXx or Rx1day occurring once in ten years (see Methods). The highest return levels in TXx
are mostly in tropical and subtropical regions of the northern hemisphere and in Australia, while in the case of
Rx1day they occur in South America, tropical cyclone, and monsoon regions. The contribution of anthropogenic
forcing (Subpanels (ii)) to these return levels is spatially heterogeneous, particularly in the case of rainfall. The
largest increases in TXx associated with anthropogenic forcing (3-5 °C) are near the Amazon rainforest, Bolivia,
Peru, and Brazil, as well as near the Arctic and in the high latitudes of North America. For Central and Eastern
Europe, Northern Africa and some parts of Eastern Asia the evidence also shows important contributions of
anthropogenic forcing to the return values of TXx (about 2.5 °C). For Rx1day, these occur in the northeastern
part of Australia, Southeast Asia, South America, central and northern Mexico, the east of the US and Canada,
and in Eastern Europe. The contribution of natural forcing to changes in the return levels of both types of
extremes is near zero (Subpanels (iii)).
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Population (million) GDP (billion US dollar)
A. Temperature
‘World total 7380 | - ‘World total 92,835
Data available 5912 | (100.0%) | Data available 82,453 | (100.0%)
Area of increasing risk from 1961-90: Area of increasing risk from 1961-90:

5584 | (944%) [ 79912 [ (96.9%)
Area of increasing risk by forcing: Area of increasing risk by forcing:
Total forcing 4281 | (72.4%) Total forcing 63,337 | (76.8%)
Natural forcing 1547 | (26.2%) Natural forcing 18,562 | (22.5%)
Anthropogenic forcing 4281 | (72.4%) Anthropogenic forcing 63,337 | (76.8%)
Population (million) GDP (billion US dollar)
B. Rainfall
World total 7380 | - World total 92,835 | -
Data available 5478 | (100.0%) | Data available 76,895 | (100.0%)
Area of increasing risk from 1961-90: Area of increasing risk from 1961-90:

3958 | (722%) [ 58442 [ (76.0%)
Area of increasing risk by forcing: Area of increasing risk by forcing:
Total forcing 3719 | (67.9%) Total forcing 55,030 | (71.6%)
Natural forcing 1386 | (25.3%) Natural forcing 17,273 | (22.5%)
Anthropogenic forcing 3715 | (67.8%) | Anthropogenic forcing 55,003 | (71.5%)

Table 1. World population and GDP with increasing risk of extreme temperature and rainfall. Sections A

and B show the estimates of world population and GDP facing increasing risk from extreme temperature and
rainfall, respectively. The first part in each panel shows the amount of population and GDP in grid cells for
which there was sufficient data to perform the analysis. The second part summarizes the absolute numbers and
the proportions of population and GDP exposed to higher risk from extreme temperature and rainfall. The
third part presents estimates of the absolute numbers and the proportions of population and GDP with higher
risk associated to natural and anthropogenic forcings.

Hotspots of changes in risk of extreme temperature and precipitation and high levels of expo-
sure. Of interest when studying how climate change alters extreme events are the societal impacts**>¢*,
Changes in extreme events affect disaster risk, but the interaction with exposure and vulnerability patterns drives
disasters and socioeconomic losses'. To better understand the potential consequences of the reported changes
in the probabilities of extreme values of TXx and Rx1day, we use global population and GDP maps to represent
exposure. We evaluate the locations of the socioeconomic indicators subject to increasing levels of risk associ-
ated to anthropogenic climate change (Table 1; see Methods). The population and GDP data used are for the
year 2018.

In the case of extreme temperature (TXx), about 80% of the global population in 2018 (7380 million people)
were located in grid cells with sufficient information to fit the GEV model. About 5,912 million people, 94.4% in
2018 faced an increased risk from extreme temperature in comparison with the reference period (1961-1990),
and about 72% in areas with increasing risk associated with rise in anthropogenic forcing. In contrast, only 26%
of the population faced increased risk from temperature related to changes in natural forcing. About 89% of global
GDP in 2018 was located in grid cells where the GEV model could be estimated. From this group, approximately
97% were exposed to increasing risk from temperature, with about 77% and 23% of global GDP facing higher
risk associated with changes in anthropogenic and natural forcings, respectively. The majority of global popula-
tion and the highest share of GDP experienced increasing risks from extreme rainfall. About 74% and 83% of
global population and GDP in 2018 were located in grid cells that had sufficient Rx1day data for the analysis.
About 72% and 76% of global population and GDP, respectively, faced higher risk from extreme precipitation
in 2018 compared to the 1961-1990 reference period. The proportions of population and GDP with higher risk
from extreme rainfall associated with anthropogenic forcing are 68% and 72%, respectively, with only 25% and
23% related to natural forcing.

Figure 3 shows risk hotspots, defined as regions with large changes in the probabilities of both extremes
and risk exposure. They consist mostly of large cities worldwide. They account for more than 50% of the global
population and 80% of global GDP®>®, In the case of extreme temperature/population, hotspots are large cities
in South America (Rio de Janeiro, Lima, Santiago), the US (California and Chicago), Europe (Paris, London),
China (Shanghai), Japan and Indonesia. Hotspots of extreme temperature/ GDP are more common and include
most large cities in Europe, the US northeast and California, Japan, and Brazil. There are almost no hotspots
with decreasing probabilities of extreme temperature. Extreme hotspots of rainfall population/GDP are mainly
located in Mexico (Mexico City, Guadalajara), the US (California, Houston, and cities in the northeast), Europe
(Amsterdam, Helsinki, Bucharest), and China (Shanghai). There are some locations with high levels of exposure
for which the risk of extreme precipitation has decreased, such as in South America (Buenos Aires, Santiago),
Europe (Madrid, London), Japan (Osaka), and Australia (Sydney).
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Figure 3. Risk hotspots of increased probabilities of exceedance in extreme temperature and rainfall and high
population and GDP exposure. Bubbles are shown for grid cells for which large changes in risk and high levels
of population and GDP are present. The size of the bubble represents the amount of population or GDP exposed
in the grid, while the color depicts how risk has changed (probability in 2018 minus 0.1) with respect to the
1961-1990 reference period. Panel (A) shows the results for extreme temperature, where light blue represents
decreases in risk, while pink, red, and dark red indicate moderate (0-20%), high (20-40%) and extreme (>40%)
increases in risk, respectively. Panel (B) shows the results for extreme rainfall, where light blue represents
decreases in risk, while pink, red, and dark red indicate moderate (0-10%), high (10-20%) and extreme (>20%)
increases in risk, respectively. This figure was created using MATLAB R2020a (https://www.mathworks.com/).

Discussion

Anthropogenic influence with the climate system has already altered central characteristics of extreme events,
including their frequency and intensity. Our results show that the risks of extreme temperature and precipita-
tion events has increased in most of land up to five- and three-fold in the case of TXx and Rx1day, respectively.
Moreover, such increases in risks have risen since the late 70 s and very rapidly over the past three decades.
Nonlinear effects characterize the total changes in risk in both extreme temperature and precipitation and can
produce large changes in risk even for small increases in anthropogenic forcing or changes in natural factors. This
is particularly worrisome since, as our results show, high population and GDP exposure areas tend to correspond
with increases in risk from temperature and precipitation. Such areas are mainly urban where local factors such
as the Urban Heat Island effect (UHI) are likely contributing to the increasing trends in extremes. The synergy
between global and local (due to UHI) climate change in cities can exacerbate socioeconomic losses and con-
tribute to more severe heat waves and precipitation events®>**”%_ Given the socioeconomic importance of these
findings, it would be valuable to extend the proposed methodology to study the attribution of extreme events at
the city scale and to evaluate the relative contribution of UHI effects®. The results presented here provide further
support for adopting strategies to reduce the UHI effect, as they can be low-cost risk reduction instruments for
large shares of global population and GDP with increasing risks from climate change.
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Methods

Data. The extreme temperature and precipitation indices TXx, Rx1day and Rx5day were obtained from the
HadEX3 dataset® (available at https://www.metoffice.gov.uk/hadobs/hadex3/). This dataset contains 29 indices
of temperature and precipitation” for global land in a grid with a spatial resolution of 1.875° longitude and 1.25°
latitude, for the period 1901-2018. The indices were interpolated to a 0.5°x0.5° grid that matches the population
and GDP maps obtained from the CLIMRISK integrated assessment model”!~7>. These socioeconomic scenarios
are consistent with the SSP5 scenario’ and the estimates used in this paper represent population and GDP
(US$2005) in year 2018. Radiative forcing time series are from the Goddard Institute for Spatial Studies (GISS)
and were produced for NASA's CMIP6 simulations” (https://data.giss.nasa.gov/modelforce/). All radiative forc-
ing variables are expressed in W/m? and encompass the historical period (1850-2014) extended to 2018 using
the SSP2-4.5 scenario. The dataset contains estimates of the well-mixed greenhouse gases (WMGHG; CO,, CH,,
N,O, CFC-12, and CFC-11, plus a radiative equivalent of 38 other long-lived GHGs); natural forcing (NAT;
solar, volcanic aerosols, orbital); the total radiative forcing (WMGHG, NAT, O3, the direct and indirect effects of
aerosols, land use and irrigation). We define anthropogenic forcing as the sum of WMGHG and the direct and
indirect effects of tropospheric aerosols.

Statistical methods for detection and attribution of climate change. The use of observation-
based and time series methods in detection and attribution studies is frequent in the literature®”’¢-8!. These
methods do not depend on the accuracy and performance of complex climate models, but attribution does
require invoking a physical model that may be implicit in the statistical framework used®. The present analysis is
grounded on a zero-dimensional energy balance model*”** and on the generalized extreme value (GEV) model
to estimate the probabilities of extreme events®"34,

Previous work provided the basis for the use of time series models to analyze the relationships between radia-
tive forcing and temperature®>®. A basic representation of these time series models is:

Ty =a+ yFi + ¢, (1)

where T} is global temperature, F; is a measure of the change in radiative forcing, o and y are the intercept and
slope parameters, respectively, and ¢ is a stochastic noise process that represents natural variability>’. A simple
two-compartment climate model®”#*#¢%” can provide a representation of the structural model supporting Eq. (1).
This climate model has an upper compartment (U) and a lower compartment (L). The first mainly represents
the atmosphere and the upper ocean, and the latter the deep ocean. These components are thermally coupled
as follows®:

drT,
CUTtU =F— ATy — B(ATy — ATY) @)
dTy,
CLW = B(ATy — ATy) (3)

where Cy and Cy, represent the heat capacity of the upper and lower compartments, respectively, while ATy and
AT/ are the changes in temperature in the respective compartments. F is the external forcing, and /4 and 8 are
the climate response and heat exchange coefficients. The heat capacities differ greatly between compartments,
being much larger in the lower than in the upper compartment. This is also the case for the time constant of their
responses to changes in radiative forcing. In the case of the upper compartment the time constant is about 4 to
9 years, while for the lower compartment it ranges from 400 to 580 years®*%. A large fraction of time series and
observational methods for attribution focus on the transient climate response (TCR) which characterizes the
response of the upper compartment to sustained changes in the external radiative forcing. The TCR is defined
by Sir = (k + A)™ " were k is the heat uptake coeflicient of the climate system. This coeflicient relates the time-
dependent changes in surface temperature and external forcing via AT (t) = S;F(t) and it is represented by y in
Eq. (1)*”. The response of surface temperatures to external radiative forcing is dominated in the observed period
by the short time constant of the upper compartment and the TCR®"#*%7_ This provides a physical explanation for
why temperatures and external forcing share a common nonlinear trend and common features such as co-breaks.

Changes in global temperature have been linked to changes in extreme temperature and precipitation events
by using global temperatures as a covariate in the location parameter of a GEV model as follows?.

Wiy = ag; + b1; Ty (4)

where T} is global mean temperature, and j; is the location parameter (see next subsection). As was proposed
in previous studies using co-trending methods®”¢>”*#!, F, in Eq. (1) provides a representation of the warming
trend that is free from the high- and low-frequency natural variability. Imposing &; = 0 into Eq. (1) and substi-
tuting in (4), we have:

Wi = ag; + bi(a + yFy) = po,i + p1,iFy (5)

which is used in this paper to investigate the contributions of different components of F; to changes in the prob-
abilities of extreme events.

Description of estimation of the generalized extreme value model. We use the GEV model to
estimate probabilities of extreme events for each geographical grid i in year t. Under certain conditions, the
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sample maximum of continuous random variables has only three possible families of asymptotic distributions,
Gumbel, Fréchet, and Weibull®. The standard stationary GEV distribution unifies these three families and pro-
vides a distribution function of the sample maximum x given by

exp{— [1 + E(’C;J)]_l/s}ifé #0
exp{—exp[—(%)]}ifﬁ;‘ =0

defined on the set {x : 1 + g(x — 1) > 0} %8 The GEV distribution is characterized by three parameters: the
location p and the scale o normalize x, the shape parameter & specifies the tail behavior. In this study, we assume
that the scale and shape parameters, o; and &;, are specific to the geographical grid i but are time-invariant. The
location parameter j4; is also specific to the geographical grid but may change over time in relation to the global
level of total radiative forcing (Fy;) so that

G(x) = (6)

Wit = o + p1,iFr (7)

where the total forcing is the sum of the natural (NAT) and anthropogenic forcings, the latter being the sum of
the greenhouse gases (GHG;) and the effects of aerosols (AER;). Hence,

F; = NAT; + GHG; + AER, (8)

This is a typical formulation in the literature to account for the nonstationarity of the extreme values?'. See
Supplementary Information for a more detailed description of the models and approach used.

Data availability
Data used are publicly available from the original sources https://data.giss.nasa.gov/modelforce/ and https://
www.metoffice.gov.uk/hadobs/hadex3/.

Received: 15 July 2022; Accepted: 28 December 2022
Published online: 02 January 2023

References
1. Field, C. B. et al. Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change Adaptation: Special Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change
Adaptation: Special Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (2012).
2. Zahran, S., Brody, S. D., Vedlitz, A., Grover, H. & Miller, C. Vulnerability and capacity: Explaining local commitment to climate-
change policy. Environ. Plan. C Polit. Sp. 26, 544-562 (2008).
3. Borick, C. P, Rabe, B. G. Personal Experience, Extreme Weather Events, and Perceptions of Climate Change. Oxford Research
Encyclopedia of Climate Science (Oxford University Press, 2017).
4. Peterson, L. Silver lining to extreme weather events? democracy and climate change mitigation. Glob. Environ. Polit. 21, 23-53
(2021).
5. Lehmann, J., Mempel, E & Coumou, D. Increased occurrence of record-wet and record-dry months reflect changes in mean rainfall.
Geophys. Res. Lett. 45, 13468-13476 (2018).
6. Fischer, E. M. & Knutti, R. Anthropogenic contribution to global occurrence of heavy-precipitation and high-temperature extremes.
Nat. Clim. Chang. 5, 560-564 (2015).
7. Pall, P, Allen, M. R. & Stone, D. A. Testing the Clausius-Clapeyron constraint on changes in extreme precipitation under CO,
warming. Clim. Dyn. 28, 351-363 (2007).
8. Westra, S., Alexander, L. V. & Zwiers, F. W. Global increasing trends in annual maximum daily precipitation. J. Clim. 26, 3904-3918
(2013).
9. Lenderink, G. & Van Meijgaard, E. Increase in hourly precipitation extremes beyond expectations from temperature changes. Nat.
Geosci. 1,511-514 (2008).
10. Cohen, J. et al. Recent Arctic amplification and extreme mid-latitude weather. Nat. Geosci. https://doi.org/10.1038/nge02234
(2014).
11. Suarez-Gutierrez, L., Miiller, W. A., Li, C. & Marotzke, J. Dynamical and thermodynamical drivers of variability in European
summer heat extremes. Clim. Dyn. 54, 4351-4366 (2020).
12. Rantanen, M. et al. The Arctic has warmed nearly four times faster than the globe since 1979. Commun. Earth Environ. 3, 1-10
(2022).
13. Cohen, J., Pfeiffer, K. & Francis, J. A. Warm Arctic episodes linked with increased frequency of extreme winter weather in the
United States. Nat. Commun. 9, 869 (2018).
14. Cobhen, J. et al. Divergent consensuses on Arctic amplification influence on mid-latitude severe winter weather. Nat. Clim. Chang.
10, 20-29 (2020).
15. Coumou, D., Di Capua, G., Vavrus, S., Wang, L. & Wang, S. The influence of Arctic amplification on mid-latitude summer circula-
tion. Nat. Commun. 9, 2959 (2018).
16. Stendel, M., Francis, J., White, R., Williams, P. D. & Woollings, T. The jet stream and climate change. in Climate Change: Observed
Impacts on Planet Earth, 3 Edn. 327-357 (Elsevier, Netherlands, 2021).
17. Estrada, E, Kim, D. & Perron, P. Spatial variations in the warming trend and the transition to more severe weather in midlatitudes.
Sci. Rep. 11, 145 (2021).
18. Byrne, M. P, Pendergrass, A. G., Rapp, A. D. & Wodzicki, K. R. Response of the intertropical convergence zone to climate change:
Location, width, and strength. Curr. Clim. Chang. Reports 4, 355-370 (2018).
19. Knutson, T. R. et al. ScienceBrief Review: Climate change is probably increasing the intensity of tropical cyclones. Crit. Issues Clim.
Chang. Sci. 1, 1-8 (2021).
20. Reed, K. A., Wehner, M. E. & Zarzycki, C. M. Attribution of 2020 hurricane season extreme rainfall to human-induced climate
change. Nat. Commun. 131(13), 1-6 (2022).
21. Coles, S. An Introduction to Statistical Modeling of Extreme Values (Springer-Verlag, 2001).
22. Wilks, D. S. Statistical Methods in the Atmospheric Sciences (Elsevier Academic Press Publications, 2011).
23. Stott, P. A. et al. Attribution of extreme weather and climate-related events. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Clim. Chang. 7, 23-41 (2016).

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:35 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9 nature portfolio


https://data.giss.nasa.gov/modelforce/
https://www.metoffice.gov.uk/hadobs/hadex3/
https://www.metoffice.gov.uk/hadobs/hadex3/
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2234

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Cowtan, K. & Way, R. G. Coverage bias in the HadCRUT4 temperature series and its impact on recent temperature trends. Q. J.
R. Meteorol. Soc. 140, 1935-1944 (2014).

Toreti, A. et al. A note on the use of the standard normal homogeneity test to detect in homogeneities in climatic time series. Int.
J. Climatol. 31, 630-632 (2011).

McKitrick, R. R. & Michaels, P. J. Quantifying the influence of anthropogenic surface processes and in homogeneities on gridded
global climate data. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 112, 24-33 (2007).

Morice, C. P, Kennedy, J. J., Rayner, N. A. & Jones, P. D. Quantifying uncertainties in global and regional temperature change using
an ensemble of observational estimates: The HadCRUT4 data set. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 117, D8 (2012).

Sun, Q., Zhang, X., Zwiers, F, Westra, S. & Alexander, L. V. A global, continental, and regional analysis of changes in extreme
precipitation. J. Clim. 34, 243-258 (2021).

Min, J. L. J. & Halim, S. A. Rainfall modelling using generalized extreme value distribution with cyclic covariate. Math. Stat. 8,
762-772 (2020).

Robinson, A., Lehmann, J., Barriopedro, D., Rahmstorf, S. & Coumou, D. Increasing heat and rainfall extremes now far outside
the historical climate. NPJ Clim. Atmos. Sci. 4, 1-4 (2021).

31. Dunn, R.J. H. et al. Development of an updated global land in situ-based data set of temperature and precipitation extremes:
HadEX3. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 125, €2019]D032263 (2020).

32. Meehl, G. A, Tebaldi, C. & Adams-Smith, D. US daily temperature records past, present, and future. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A.
113, 13977-13982 (2016).

33. Sarkar, S. & Maity, R. Global climate shift in 1970s causes a significant worldwide increase in precipitation extremes. Sci. Rep. 11,
1-11 (2021).

34. Zhang, X., Wan, H., Zwiers, E W, Hegerl, G. C. & Min, S. K. Attributing intensification of precipitation extremes to human influ-
ence. Geophys. Res. Lett. 40, 5252-5257 (2013).

35. Zwiers, F. W,, Zhang, X. & Feng, Y. Anthropogenic influence on long return period daily temperature extremes at regional scales.
J. Clim. 24, 881-892 (2011).

36. Donat, M. G. et al. Updated analyses of temperature and precipitation extreme indices since the beginning of the twentieth century:
The HadEX2 dataset. . Geophys. Res. Atmos. 118, 2098-2118 (2013).

37. Morice, C. P. et al. An updated assessment of near-surface temperature change from 1850: The HadCRUTS5 data set. J. Geophys.
Res. Atmos. 126, €2019]D032361 (2021).

38. Osborn, T.]. et al. Land surface air temperature variations across the globe updated to 2019: The CRUTEMS5 data set. J. Geophys.
Res. Atmos. 126, €2019]JD032352 (2021).

39. Hersbach, H. et al. The ERAS5 global reanalysis. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 146, 1999-2049 (2020).

40. Gelaro, R. et al. The Modern-Era Retrospective Analysis for Research and Applications, Version 2 (MERRA-2). J. Clim. 30,
5419-5454 (2017).

41. IPCC. Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. (Cambridge University Press, 2021).

42. Wan, H., Zhang, X. & Zwiers, E. Human influence on Canadian temperatures. Clim. Dyn. 52, 479-494 (2019).

43. Wang, Z., Jiang, Y., Wan, H., Yan, J. & Zhang, X. Detection and attribution of changes in extreme temperatures at regional scale.
J. Clim. 30, 7035-7047 (2017).

44. Seong, M. G., Min, S. K., Kim, Y. H., Zhang, X. & Sun, Y. Anthropogenic greenhouse gas and aerosol contributions to extreme
temperature changes during 1951-2015. J. Clim. 34, 857-870 (2021).

45. King, A. D. Attributing changing rates of temperature record breaking to anthropogenic influences. Earth’s Futur. 5, 1156-1168
(2017).

46. Mueller, N. D. et al. Cooling of US Midwest summer temperature extremes from cropland intensification. Nat. Clim. Chang. 6,
317-322 (2016).

47. Thiery, W. et al. Warming of hot extremes alleviated by expanding irrigation. Nat. Commun. 11, 1-7 (2020).

48. Wehner, M. et al. Early 21st century anthropogenic changes in extremely hot days as simulated by the C20C+ detection and
attribution multi-model ensemble. Weather Clim. Extrem. 20, 1-8 (2018).

49. Min, S. K., Zhang, X., Zwiers, F. W. & Hegerl, G. C. Human contribution to more-intense precipitation extremes. Nature 470,
378-381 (2011).

50. Zhang, Y. et al. Regional patterns of extreme precipitation and urban signatures in metropolitan areas. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 124,
641-663 (2019).

51. Argiieso, D., Di Luca, A. & Evans, J. P. Precipitation over urban areas in the western Maritime Continent using a convection-
permitting model. Clim. Dyn. 47, 1143-1159 (2016).

52. Li, W, Jiang, Z., Zhang, X. & Li, L. On the emergence of anthropogenic signal in extreme precipitation change over China. Geophys.
Res. Lett. 45, 9179-9185 (2018).

53. Sillmann, J. et al. Extreme wet and dry conditions affected differently by greenhouse gases and aerosols. NPJ Clim. Atmos. Sci. 2,
1-7 (2019).

54. Paik, S. et al. Determining the anthropogenic greenhouse gas contribution to the observed intensification of extreme precipitation.
Geophys. Res. Lett. 47, e2019GL086875 (2020).

55. Altamirano del Carmen, M. A., Estrada, F. & Gay-Garcia, C. A. new method for assessing the performance of general circulation
models based on their ability to simulate the response to observed forcing. J. Clim. 34, 5385-5402 (2021).

56. Flato, G. et al. Evaluation of climate models. In Climate Change 2013 the Physical Science Basis: Working Group I Contribution
to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (eds. Stocker, T. F. et al.) 741-866 (Cambridge
University Press, 2013).

57. Estrada, E, Perron, P. & Martinez-Lopez, B. Statistically derived contributions of diverse human influences to twentieth-century
temperature changes. Nat. Geosci. 6, 1050-1055 (2013).

58. Swanson, K. L., Sugihara, G. & Tsonis, A. A. Long-term natural variability and 20th century climate change. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
106, 16120-16123 (2009).

59. Wu, Z., Huang, N. E., Wallace, J. M., Smoliak, B. V. & Chen, X. On the time-varying trend in global-mean surface temperature.
Clim. Dyn. 37,759-773 (2011).

60. Banerjee, A., Polvani, L. M. & Fyfe, ]. C. The United States “warming hole”: Quantifying the forced aerosol response given large
internal variability. Geophys. Res. Lett. 44, 1928-1937 (2017).

61. Mascioli, N. R., Previdi, M., Fiore, A. M. & Ting, M. Timing and seasonality of the United States ‘warming hole’ Environ. Res. Lett.
12, 034008 (2017).

62. Kim, D., Oka, T., Estrada, F. & Perron, P. Inference related to common breaks in a multivariate system with joined segmented
trends with applications to global and hemispheric temperatures. J. Econom. 214, 130-152 (2020).

63. Hsiang, S. M., Burke, M. & Miguel, E. Quantifying the influence of climate on human conflict. Science 341, 1235367 (2013).

64. Botzen, W.J. W,, Deschenes, O. & Sanders, M. The economic impacts of natural disasters: A review of models and empirical studies.
Rev. Environ. Econ. Policy 13, 167-188 (2019).

65. Munich Re Group. Megacities: Megarisks: Trends and Challenges for Insurance and Risk Management. Miinchener Riickversi-
cherungs-Gesellschaft, Munich (2004).

Scientific Reports | (2023)13:35 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9 nature portfolio



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

66. Dobbs, R. et al. Urban world: Mapping the economic power of cities. J. Monet. Econ. 36, 49 (2011).

67. Estrada, E, Botzen, W. J. W. & Tol, R. S. J. A global economic assessment of city policies to reduce climate change impacts. Nat.
Clim. Chang. 7, 403-406 (2017).

68. Weber, S., Sadoff, N., Zell, E. & de Sherbinin, A. Policy-relevant indicators for mapping the vulnerability of urban populations to
extreme heat events: A case study of philadelphia. Appl. Geogr. 63, 231-243 (2015).

69. Estrada, E. & Perron, P. Disentangling the trend in the warming of urban areas into global and local factors. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci.
1504, 230-246 (2021).

70. Zwiers, F. W. & Zhang, X. Guidelines on Analysis of extremes in a changing climate in support of informed decisions for adaptation,
WCDMP-No. 72. Climate Data and Monitoring File Attachment (2009).

71. Estrada, E & Botzen, W. ]. W. Economic impacts and risks of climate change under failure and success of the Paris agreement. Ann.
N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1504, 95-115 (2021).

72. Griibler, A. et al. Regional, national, and spatially explicit scenarios of demographic and economic change based on SRES. Technol.
Forecast. Soc. Change 74, 980-1029 (2007).

73. Riahi, K. ef al. The shared socioeconomic pathways and their energy, land use, and greenhouse gas emissions implications: An
overview. Glob. Environ. Chang. 42, 153-168 (2017).

74. van Vuuren, D. P. & Carter, T. R. Climate and socio-economic scenarios for climate change research and assessment: Reconciling
the new with the old. Clim. Change 122, 415-429 (2014).

75. Miller, R. L. et al. CMIP6 historical simulations (1850-2014) with GISS-E2.1. . Adv. Model. Earth Syst. 13, 02034 (2021).

76. Tol, R. S.]. & de Vos, A. E. Greenhouse statistics-time series analysis. Theor. Appl. Climatol. 48, 63-74 (1993).

77. Kaufmann, R. K. & Stern, D. I. Evidence for human influence on climate from hemispheric temperature relations. Nature 388,
39-44 (1997).

78. Estrada, F. & Perron, P. Detection and attribution of climate change through econometric methods. Boletin la Soc. Matemdtica
Mex. 20, 107-136 (2014).

79. Estrada, F. & Perron, P. Extracting and analyzing the warming trend in global and hemispheric temperatures. J. Time Ser. Anal.
38,711-732 (2017).

80. Pretis, F, Mann, M. L. & Kaufmann, R. K. Testing competing models of the temperature hiatus: assessing the effects of conditioning
variables and temporal uncertainties through sample-wide break detection. Clim. Change 131, 705-718 (2015).

81. Estrada, F, Kim, D. & Perron, P. Anthropogenic influence in observed regional warming trends and the implied social time of
emergence. Commun. Earth Environ. 2, 31 (2021).

82. Bindoff, N. et al. Detection and attribution of climate change: From global to regional. In Climate Change 2013 the Physical Sci-
ence Basis: Working Group I Contribution to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change vol.
9781107057 pp. 867-952 (Cambridge University Press, 2013).

83. Schwartz, S. E. Determination of Earth’s transient and equilibrium climate sensitivities from observations over the twentieth
century: Strong dependence on assumed forcing. Surv. Geophys. 33, 745-777 (2012).

84. Fisher, R. A. & Tippett, L. H. C. On the estimation of the frequency distributions of the largest or smallest member of a sample.
Proc. Camb. Philol. Soc. 24, 180-190 (1928).

85. Gregory, J. M. & Forster, P. M. Transient climate response estimated from radiative forcing and observed temperature change. J.
Geophys. Res. Atmos. 113, D23105 (2008).

86. Held, I. M. et al. Probing the fast and slow components of global warming by returning abruptly to preindustrial forcing. J. Clim.
23,2418-2427 (2010).

87. Gregory, J. M. Vertical heat transports in the ocean and their effect on time-dependent climate change. Clim. Dyn. 16, 501-515
(2000).

88. Von Mises, R. La distribution de la plus grande de n valeurs Selected papers. Am. Math. Soc. 271 294 (1954).

89. Jenkinson, A. E The frequency distribution of the annual maximum (or minimum) values of meteorological elements. Q. J. R.
Meteorol. Soc. 81, 158-171 (1955).

Author contributions
EE., PP.and Y.Y. contributed equally to this work.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to EE.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:35 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9 nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27220-9
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Anthropogenic influence on extremes and risk hotspots
	Results
	Brief description of data and methods. 
	Observed changes in the probabilities of occurrence and return levels of extreme events. 
	Hotspots of changes in risk of extreme temperature and precipitation and high levels of exposure. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	Data. 
	Statistical methods for detection and attribution of climate change. 
	Description of estimation of the generalized extreme value model. 

	References


