Notes from the Oct. 17 telecom.

Input comprised of two rough white paper outlines from Bindschadler and Parizek.  Discussion of those outlines brought up a number of points:

The forcing associated with experiments should not be “over-prescribed” lest key internal processes be unable to influence the outcome.

Set up complexity will tend to be dictated by the lowest common denominator of the suite of models.  This may lead to very simplistic initial experiments, but may have to be relaxed for later experiments even if some models are not able to participate in the later experiments.

Model intercomparison experiments, as contrasted with model simulations of the real world, are likely unavoidable.  (This repeats a point made in past telecoms).  These would require all models to start with identical geometry and impose identical boundary forcings.  Bueller’s analytical verification suite could be well suited for this purpose.  

Spin-up will probably require something like running a full glacial cycle.  Johnson will write up a short description of an appropriate initialization scheme.

To facilitate an easy-to-grasp guide to the models to be used, a comparison matrix was proposed where a set of descriptors (such as thermodynamic treatment, surface mass balance treatment, basal boundary treatment, etc.) are specified for each model.  Bassis will propose a set of these descriptors.

Bindschadler will attempt to merge the two offered outlines into a common framework.

The next telecom will be Tuesday October 28, 2008 at Noon EDT.  (1-866-692-3582; pwd 5552356).

Attendees: Jeremy Bassis, Robert Bindschadler, Dan Goldberg, David Holland, Jesse Johnson, Bill Lipscomb, Byron Parizek, Ryan Walker, WeiLi Wang

