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Upcoming Meetings 

Isotopes of Carbon, Water, and 
Geotracers in Paleoclimate Research 
Bern, Switzerland, 26 – 28 August 2013 
 
Fall Meeting of the CESM Paleoclimate Working Group 
Bern, Switzerland, 28 August 2013 



Discussion:  

• What should be the high-level Science Targets (~5) for CESM2 
(~2016)? 

• What model biases could limit progress? 
• What metrics would be useful to assess progress? 

• Science targets: 
 Relevant to several Working Groups 
 Paleo data and modeling can contribute to assessment 

• Some possible Science targets: 
1. Improvement in projections of ‘Global’ Monsoons 
2. Improvement in projections of Sea Level 
3. More extensive understanding of Biogeochemical Cycles 
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