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Table 1. Models and experiments used in the NAO calculations in the main text. The “x” denotes experiments available

for each model.
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Figure S1: North Atlantic Oscillation (NAO) regression patterns. The mean sea level pressure (SLP) at each latitude
and longitude is regressed onto the standardized NAO index, defined using the difference between the SLP in the two boxes
(southern minus northern), for (a) DJF and (c) JJA. In (b) and (d), the NAO is instead computed as EOF1 of the SLP field in the
domain. The figure shows the multi-model mean regression pattern obtained from preindustrial (PI) control runs.
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Figure S2: Comparison between modeled and reanalysis NAO patterns. The multi-model mean PI control regression
patterns are shown in (a) for DJF and (c) for JJA. (b) and (d) show equivalent maps but using ERAS5 reanalysis over (b)
1979/80-2023/24 and (d) 1979-2023.
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Figure S3: Individual model DJF NAO regression patterns using the PI control experiments.
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Figure S4: Individual model JJA NAO regression patterns using the PI control experiments.
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Figure S5: Change in extreme NAO events at 4 x CO, using a threshold of 1.50. Extreme (a) NAO— and (b) NAO+ events
for DJF (first set of bars) and JJA (second set of bars). The total change (gray) is decomposed into contributions due to shift in
NAO mean (red), standard deviation (blue) and due to the non-normality of the distribution (green).

77



