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ABSTRACT

Mean sea level rise and climatological wind speed changes occur as part of the ongoing climate
change and future projections of both variables are still highly uncertain. Here the Baltic Sea's
response in extreme sea levels to perturbations in mean sea level and wind speeds is investigated
in a series of simulations with a newly developed storm surge model based on the nucleus for
European modeling of the ocean (NEMO)-Nordic. A simple linear model with only two tunable
parameters is found to capture the changes in the return levels extremely well. The response to
mean sea level rise is linear and nearly spatially uniform, meaning that a mean sea level rise of 1 m
increases the return levels by a equal amount everywhere. The response to wind speed
perturbations is more complicated and return levels are found to increase more where they are
already high. This behaviour is alarming as it suggests that already flooding prone regions like the
Gulf of Finland will be disproportionally adversely affected in a future windier climate.

©2018 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd on behalf of The Chinese Society of Theoretical and

Applied Mechanics. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).

Extreme sea levels and how those are affected by climate
change is a major issue for coastal communities around the
globe. Our focus here is on the Baltic Sea, a semi-enclosed and
brackish basin that is connected to the North Sea via the narrow
Danish Straits. Large parts of the Baltic sea coast is densely pop-
ulated and its drainage area is home to 85 million inhabitants
[1]. Moreover, several major cities are situated on the Baltic Sea
coast including the capitals of Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Esto-
nia and Latvia. Large property values as well as invaluable his-
torical buildings are therefore increasingly at risk from flooding
as the sea rises.

Tides and North Atlantic storm surges are quite efficiently
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filtered by the Danish Straits and the sea level variability in the
Baltic Sea is consequently primarily wind driven [2]. Much of the
earlier work on sea level variability in the Baltic Sea has focused
on quantifying and understanding its driving forces and accoci-
ated time scales [3-6]. Our focus here is on extreme sea levels
and how those are affected by climate change. Some earlier work
on that topic includes a study by Meier et al. [7] who looked at
changes in the 99% quantiles of sea level and a study by Grawe
and Burchard [8] who looked at the changes in return levels in
the Western Baltic Sea, both using a combination of different cli-
mate scenarios and sensitivity experiments. Most earlier work on
the response in extreme sea levels to climate change have fo-
cused primarily on analysing dynamical downscalings of cli-
mate simulations ran with different emission scenarios. Our aim
here is to take a more direct approach. Instead of perturbing key
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climate parameters like the greenhouse gas forcing we will dir-
ectly perturb key parameters for sea level extremes. The most
prominent such parameters for the Baltic are wind speeds and
mean sea level rise [2]. This more direct approach is a good com-
plement to the aforementioned, since it allows us to quantify the
sensitivity of sea level extremes to its key drivers. This is nor-
mally not possible when using climate scenarios because of the
inherent complexity in the response of, for example, wind
speeds to increases in greenhouse gas forcing. Our aim here is
thus not to predict the return levels in a possible future climate,
but rather it is to understand how the return levels change as a
function of their forcing. Such sensitivity experiments have
proven invaluable for understanding a vast range of physical
phenomenon such as the meridional overturning circulation,
the oceanic heat transport and double diffusive convection to
name but a few (see Refs. [9-11]). However, sensitivity experi-
ments on extreme sea levels are in short supply and as a con-
sequence so is our understanding of the physics that govern
them.

The most ambitious sensitivity experiments yet undertaken
for return levels in the area are those for the Western Baltic Sea
by Griawe and Burchard [8], where they probed the effects of
raising the mean sea level by either 0.4 or 0.8 m and in a separ-
ate run increasing the wind speeds by 5%. Together with a con-
trol run this makes a total of four experiments. We have conduc-
ted a total of 16 sensitivity experiments where the mean sea level
is increased between zero and one meter and the wind speeds
between zero and 15%. These 16 experiments are then used to
calibrate a simple linear model with only two tunable paramet-
ers that accurately estimates the effects of wind speed increases
and mean sea level rise on return levels throughout the Baltic
Sea.

Our experiments are done using a barotropic version of the
nucleus for European modeling of the ocean (NEMO)-Nordic
model [12]. This type of model is, due to its cheap computation-
al cost, often used for sea level modelling [13-15]. Our model set-
up is identical to that used in Ref. [2], where more info on the
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model performance and parameter choices are given. The hori-
zontal resolution is two nautical miles and the model grid covers
the Baltic Sea and parts of the North Sea. The model is forced
with a dynamically downscaled ERA40 forcing [16]. The down-
scaling is done using RCA4 [17, 18] to a resolution of 11 km for
the years 1961 to 2005. River run-off data comes from the hYdro-
logical predictions for the environment (HYPE) model [19]. The
open boundary condition consists of 9 tidal harmonics and
wind-driven sea level from a simple coarse resolution barotrop-
ic storm surge model covering a large part of the North East At-
lantic. Instantaneous sea level data is stored every hour.

Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological Institute (SMHI)
operates several long term sea level observation stations along
the Swedish Baltic Sea coast where hourly sea level observations
are made. To evaluate the model's performance against observa-
tions we have chosen the period between the years 1996 and
2005 during which we have continuous hourly data from 14 dif-
ferent stations. The location of these stations as well as a map of
the model bathymetry are shown in Fig. 1(a), and the station
names are given in Table 1. The right panel shows a nondimen-
sional Taylor diagram comparing observed and modelled sea
levels at the 14 stations. All stations are highly correlated with
the observations, and the standard deviation of the modelled sea
level is generally around 90% of the observed one. The Taylor
diagram gives a good integrated view of the model performance
but are not particularly informative on the performance for ex-
treme sea levels.

To evaluate the performance for extremes we have calcu-
lated 10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 year return levels from the model and
the observations. To get accurate return level estimates one
needs long datasets and we have therefore chosen to do this
comparison at the seven observation stations that have data cov-
erage for the full 1961-2005 period. Return levels are estimated
using the annual maxima method ' [8, 20], where a generalized
extreme value distribution [21] is fitted to the time series of an-
nual maxima. The return levels are then calculated from the in-
verse cumulative distribution function using software from Mat-
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Fig. 1. Bathymetry with depths in meters and the location of the sea level measurements stations (a) and nondimensional Taylor diagram of
the sea level performance at the stations (b). The names of the stations numbered 1-14 are found in Table 1. The nondimensionalization of the
model's rms error and standard deviation is achieved through division by the observed standard deviation at the respective station.

1 Here we use a climatic year (a year that begins July 1 and ends June 30).
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Table 1 The names of the measurements stations shown with
numbers in Fig. 1.

Station number Station name

1 Simrishamn

2 Kungsholmsfort
3 Oskarshamn

4 Olands Norra Udde
5 Visby

6 Marviken

7 Landsort

8 Stockholm

9 Forsmark
10 Spikarna
11 Skagsudde
12 Ratan
13 Furuégrund
14 Kalix

lab's statistics toolbox. Table 2 shows the 10 and 50 year return
levels derived from the model run and the observations. The av-
erage model error, assuming the observationally based estimate
is flawless, in the 10 year return level is less than 4 cm, while that
in the 50 year return level is less than 7 cm. The 20, 30, and 40
year return levels have model errors that are intermediate
between these two. The model produces nearly as many over- as
underestimates of the return levels and there is a good overlap of
the confidence bounds at all stations. In fact, the model estim-
ates of the return levels are within the confidence bounds of
their observationally based counterparts for all return levels and
stations with the exception the 50 year return level at Stockholm,
where the model estimate is 2 cm below the confidence bound
of the observational estimate.

A total of 16 simulations are performed, with four different
initial area averaged sea levels, and four different factors mul-
tiplying the wind speeds in the forcing fields. Our experiments
thus perturb the wind speed, but not its direction. For extreme
sea levels this means that we model the conditions that would

occur if storms were stronger than they are in today's climate,
but still occur with similar frequencies and spatial distributions
as they do today. The simplicity of these perturbations is essen-
tially what differs our forcing from a climate scenario, and this
difference is absolutely key for understanding the relationship
between extreme sea level and their forcing.

The nomenclature used for our simulations is as follows: A,
B, C, and D are used for the initial sea level perturbations and
correspond to a sea level rise of 0, 0.33, 0.66, and 1 m. The wind
speed perturbations are dubbed 1, 2, 3 and 4 and correspond to
the multiplication of the wind field by a factor, Wy, equal to 1,
1.05,1.10 or 1.15. Our simulation called Al is thus the unper-
turbed version, while the run called D4 is initiated with 1 m of
extra water and have wind speeds increased by 15%.

Figure 2 shows the difference in the 20 year return levels in
our different experiments. We can see from the Al panel that
there is a general pattern of smaller return levels over much of
the Swedish east coast, and larger ones in the bay of Bothnia, the
gulf of Finland and the gulf of Riga. This general pattern is in
good agreement with Ref. [7], and the spatial pattern is consist-
ent also for the 10, 30, 40 and 50 year return levels. It is also con-
sistent with what we know about the sea level dynamics in the
Baltic since these areas of high return values correspond to
known antinodes of Baltic Sea seiches [3, 22].

The first column of Fig. 2 shows the return level changes in-
duced by just a mean sea level change, and it is clear that the re-
sponse is very nearly linear with a spatially constant coefficient
of proportionality equal to one. That is, increasing the mean sea
level by 1 m gives a very similar increase in the return level
everywhere. The Study by Grawe and Burchard [8] also found a
linear response to mean sea level changes, but with spatial dif-
ferences in their coefficient of proportionality of up to 10% in
their study in the Western Baltic. Our more uniform response is
likely a consequence of the courser resolution in our model, de-
viations from unity in the coefficient of proportionality are there-
fore expected only in shallow or narrow areas beyond the reach
of our current configuration.

The response to wind speed perturbations is also nearly lin-
ear, however, here we find large spatial differences in the coeffi-
cient of proportionality. Linear regressions of the return level
separately on the windspeed and mean sea level perturbations
in each gridbox gives a coefficients of determination, r?, that is
very close to one everywhere (r? > 0.997 for wind speed per-
turbations and r? > 0.99998 for mean sea level perturbations) so
a large majority of the variance is explained by these linear mod-

Table 2 10 and 50 year return levels from observation and the model. Values in square brackets are likelihood-based 95% confidence intervals.
The subscript on RL indicates which return level it is and the superscript whether the value is calculated from the model or the observations.

RIod RL{® RLIod RLZ®
Furudgrund 1.21[1.11,1.35] 1.23[1.12,1.38] 1.46 [1.30, 1.86] 1.51[1.35,1.89]
Kungsholmsfort 1.01 [0.92, 1.14] 0.99 [0.94, 1.07] 1.25[1.11, 1.79] 1.09 [1.03, 1.27]
Landsort 0.76 [0.71, 0.84] 0.80 [0.74, 0.88] 0.86 [0.80, 1.01] 0.92 [0.85, 1.07]
Oskarshamn 0.84[0.79, 0.92] 0.88 [0.82, 0.96] 0.96 [0.89, 1.15] 0.99 [0.93, 1.12]
Ratan 1.14 [1.05,1.27] 1.12[1.02, 1.26] 1.36 [1.23, 1.57] 1.38[1.23,1.67]
Stockholm 0.80 [0.75, 0.87] 0.86 [0.79, 0.95] 0.90 [0.85, 1.02] 1.01 [0.92, 1.15]
Visby 0.75 [0.70, 0.84] 0.70 [0.65, 0.76] 0.88 [0.80, 1.01] 0.80 [0.74, 0.90]
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20 year return levels
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Fig. 2. Difference in 20 year return levels from our different experiments. The label Al indicates that it is the return level from the unperturbed
run, and A2-Al indicates that we see the return level from the Al subtracted from that in A2 and so forth. Contours are drawn every 0.1 m.

els. The linearity of the response can be used to approximate the
return level at any given location in the Baltic Sea as a function of
wind speed and mean sea level perturbations according to

RL(x,y) = RL°(x,y) + kssuASSH + kyina(x,y)(Wy — 1), (1)

where RL (x,y) is the return level at a given location, RL?(x,y) is
its unperturbed value, ks and kying(x,y) are the coefficients of
proportionality, ASSH is the increase in mean sea level and Wy
the factor multiplying the wind speed. While Eq.(1) can be
useful in itself, its usefulness is somewhat restricted by the fact
that kying varies with location. However, the spatial pattern of
Kwind is very similar to that of RL. That is, the response to wind
speed perturbations is large where extreme sea levels are high.
Moreover, linear regression of RL® on kying gives r? = 0.992 so
this linear model captures more than 99% of the variance. It is
therefore convenient to parametrize kyingas Kkwina = aRL,
where a is a constant to be determined. By minimizing the sum
of the absolute errors between RL and its linear approximation
using a simple brute force algorithm we find kgg;=[1.016, 1.015,
1.014, 1.014, 1.014] and a = [1.85,1.89,1.91,1.92,1.93] for the
10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 year return levels respectively. Using the
average of these coefficients give the following approximation

for the return levels
RL = RL°[1 + 1.90(W; — 1)] + 1.015ASSH. (2)

The relative errors in the 20 year return levels, defined as the
difference between the return level calculated from the model
data and that given by Eq. (2) divided that calculated from the
model data, is shown in Fig. 3. There is a tendency of the linear
model to underestimate high- and overestimate low return
levels, albeit with very modest relative errors typically smaller
than 1%. The largest errors are found in the A4 panel where the
average of the modulus of the relative error equals 1.6% and the
average of the modulus of the error is 3 cm. The error
distribution is dependent on the cost function and our choice to
minimize the sum of absolute errors is one of many possible
choices. One can, for example, easily create a linear model that
performs better in specific locations by creating a cost function
that penalizes errors more strongly at those. An obvious such
option is to improve coastal return levels on the expense of open
sea values. However, the errors of the current linear model are
already small enough that the estimated return levels are
typically well within the confidence bounds of those derived
from the model and we have hence not pursued using
alternative cost functions.
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Relative errors in 20 year return levels
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Fig. 3. Relative errors in 20 year return levels given by the linear model. Contour intervals are 0.005.

The Baltic Sea's response in extreme sea levels to perturba-
tions in mean sea level and wind speeds were examined in a
large suite of sensitivity experiments. Our main finding is the
simple and accurate parametrization of the return levels. The
strength of this expression lies in its universality and simplicity.
The universality stems from the fact that the spatially dependent
Kwing can be accurately parametrized as a linear function of RL?.
Plainly speaking this means that return levels increase more with
increasing wind speeds at locations where they are already large.
This alarming behaviour is particularly problematic in the Gulf
of Finland where high return levels are found in the vicinity of
the major cities Saint Petersburg and Helsinki. Moreover, it may
affect the life time of the Saint Petersburg Dam [23] as an effect-
ive flood protection if our future climate turn out to be windier
than our present.

The near linearity in the response to mean sea level rise is
likely quite universal, in the sense that we would expect a simil-
ar response in many other ocean environments. Whether the
nearly linear response to wind speed perturbations is universal
ismore questionable. The wind stress that goes into the mo-
mentum equations typically depends on the wind speed squared
or even cubed [24-26], so departures from linearity will certainly
be seen for large enough perturbations. The most interesting
question of universality is whether the key result for the Baltic

Sea, that the spatial dependence kyinq can be accurately para-
metrized as a linear function of RL?, holds true also in other
areas. The sea level variability in the Baltic Sea is dynamically
simple compared to that in many other ocean environments, be-
ing mostly wind driven and governed by standing waves [3, 22,
27], 50 kwind could certainly behave differently elsewhere. An ob-
vious and important next step is therefore to see whether this
type of parametrisation is applicable also outside of the Baltic
Sea in coastal areas around the world.

We believe that our simple parametrisation can prove useful
for future coastal planing as a complement to the more tradi-
tional approaches based on climate scenarios [28]. Both the
wind speeds and the mean sea level are highly uncertainty in cli-
mate projections for the 22nd century [29-31]. The parametrisa-
tion could therefore be used to create simplistic high or low end
return level projections based on the range of wind speed and
mean sea level changes seen in the climate projections. The lin-
earity in the response to mean sea level rise is also useful be-
cause the Scandinavian Peninsula is still experiencing a signific-
ant and spatially varying post glacial rebound. This means that
realistic mean sea level rise scenarios will affect different parts of
the Baltic Sea coast differently, but post glacial rebound is not in-
cluded in the current generation of climate models and the lin-
ear response makes it easy to correct for that omission posthum-
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ously.
Acknowledgements

The work has received funding from the project “Future
flooding risks at the Swedish Coast: Extreme situations in
present and future climat”, Ref. No. P02/12 by
Lénsforsakringsbolagens Forskningsfond, and through the
Swedish Civil Contingencies Agency (MSB) through the project
“Hazard Support: Risk-based decision support for adaptation to
future natural hazards”.

References

[1] C. Rénnberg, E. Bonsdorff, Baltic sea eutrophication: area-spe-
cific ecological consequences, Hydrobiologia 514 (2004)
227-241.

[2] M. Hieronymus, J. Hieronymus, L. Arneborg, Sea level model-
ling in the baltic and the north sea: The respective role of differ-
ent parts of the forcing, Ocean Modell. 118 (2017) 59-72.

[3] M. Samuelsson, A. Stigebrandt, Main characteristics of the
long-term sea level variability in the Baltic Sea, Tellus 54A
(1996) 76-88.

[4] M. Carlsson, A coupled three-basin sea level model for the balt-
ic sea, Cont. Shelf Res. 18 (1998) 10151038.

[5] H. C. Andersson, Influence of long-term regional and large-
scale atmospheric circulation on the Baltic sea level, Tellus 54A
(2002) 76-88.

[6] S.M. Barbosa, Quantile trends in Baltic sea level, Geophys. Res.
Lett. 35 (2008) 1-6.

[7] H.E.M. Meier, B. Broman, E. Kjellstrém, Simulated sea level in
past and future climates of the Baltic Sea, Clim. Res. 27 (2004)
59-75.

[8] U. Grawe, H. Burchard, Storm surges in the Western Baltic Sea:
the present and a possible future, Clim. Dyn. 39 (2012) 165-183.

[9] G. K. Vallis, R. Farneti, Meridional energy transport in a
coupled atmosphere-ocean system: Scaling and numerical ex-
periments, Q. J. R. Meteorol. Sox. 135 (2009) 1643-1660.

[10] M. Nikurashin, G. Vallis, A theory of deep stratifaction and the
overturning circulation in the ocean, J. Phys. Oceanogr. 41
(2011) 485-502.

[11] M. Hieronymus, J. Carpenter, Energy and variance budgets of a
diffusive staircase with implication for heat flux scaling, J. Phys.
Oce. 46 (2016) 2553-2569.

[12] R. Hordoir, L. Axell, A. Héglund, et al., Nemo-nordic 1.0: A
nemo based ocean model for baltic & north seas, research and
operational applications, Geoscientific Model Development
Discussions 2018 (2018) 1-29.

[13] K. Dé6s, J. Nycander, P. Sigray, Slope-dependent friction in a
barotropic model, J. Geophys. Res. 109 (2004) C01008.

[14] A. Pascual, M. Marcos, D. Gomis, Comparing the sea level re-
sponse to pressure and wind forcing of two barotropic models:
Validation with tide gauge and altimetry data, J. Geophys. Res.
113 (2008) C07011.

[15] F. M. Calafat, E. Avgoustoglou, G. Jorda, et al., The ability of a
barotrophic model to simulate sea level extremes of meteorolo-
gical origin in the Mediterranean Sea, including those caused
by explosive cyclones, J. Geophys. Res. 119 (2014) 7840-7853.

[16] S. M. Uppala, P. W. Kallberg, A. J. Simmons, et al., The ERA-40
re-analysis, Quaterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Soci-
ety 131 (2005) 2961-3012.

[17] P. Samuelsson, C. Jones, U. Willén, et al., The rossby centre re-
gional climate model rca3: model description and perform-
ance, Tellus 63A (2011) 4-23.

[18] P. Berg, R. Déscher, T. Koenigk, Impacts of using spectral
nudging on regional climate model RCA4 simulations of the
Arctic, Geoscientific Model Development 6 (2013) 849-859.

[19] C. Donnelly, J. C. Andersson, B. Arheimer, Using flow signa-
tures and catchment similarities to evaluate the e-hype multi-
basin model across europe, Hydrological Sciences Journal 61
(2016) 255-273.

[20] N. Bernier, K. Thompson, J. Ou, et al., Mapping the return peri-
ods of extreme sea levels: Allowing for short sea level records.
seasonality, and climate change, Glob. Planet. Change 57
(2007) 139-150.

[21] S.Coles (Ed.), An introduction to statistical modeling of ex-
treme values, 1st Edition, Springer, Berlin, 2001.

[22] B. Jonsson, K. D66s, J. Nycander, et al., Standing waves in the
Gulf of Finland and their relationship to the basin-wide Baltic
seiches, J. Geophys. Res. 113 (2008) C03004.

[23] S. V. Ivanov, S. S. Kosukhin, A. V. Kaluzhnaya, et al., Simula-
tion-based collaborative decision support for surge floods pre-
vention in st. petersburg, J. Comp. Sci. 3 (2012) 450-455.

[24] TJ.R. Garatt, Review of drag coefficients over oceans and contin-
ents, Mon. Wea. Rev. 105 (1977) 915-929.

[25] G. Guan, L. Xie, On the linear parameterization of drag coeffi-
cient over sea surface, J. Phys. Oceanogr. 34 (2004) 28472851.

[26] S. Peng, Y. Li, A parabolic model of drag coefficient for storm
surge simulations in the South China Sea, Nature, Sci. Rep. 5
(2015) 15496.

[27] E. A. Kulikov, 1. P. Medvedev, Variability of the baltic sea level
and floods in the gulf of finland, Oceanology 53 (2013) 145-151.

[28] M. I. Vousdoukas, L. Mentaschi, E. Voukouvalas, et al., Extreme
sea levels on the rise along europe’s coasts, Earth’s Future 5
(2017) 304-323.

[29] G. Nikulin, E. Kjellstrém, U. Hansson, et al., Evaluation and fu-
ture projections of temperature and wind extremes over Europe
in an ensamble of regional climate simulations, Tellus 63A
(2011) 41-55.

[30] J. Church, P. Clark, A. Cazenave, et al., Sea level change, Tech.
rep., In: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Con-
tribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York,
NY, USA. (2013).

[31] R. M. DeConto, D. Pollard, Contribution of Antarctica to past
and future sea-level rise, Nature 531 (2016) 591-597.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:HYDR.0000019238.84989.7f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2017.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-011-1185-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.v135:644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2010JPO4529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JPO-D-15-0155.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-2018-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JC010360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.04.176
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-849-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2015.1027710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2006.11.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1977)105&amp;lt;0915:RODCOO&amp;gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0001437013020094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eft2.2017.5.issue-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17145

	The effects of mean sea level rise and strengthened winds on extreme sea
levels in the Baltic Sea
	Acknowledgements
	References




