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ABSTRACT

In the present tropical atmosphere, precipitation typically exhibits noisy, small-amplitude fluctuations about an average. However, recent
cloud-resolving simulations show that under a hothouse climate, precipitation can shift to a regime characterized by nonlinear oscillations.
In this regime, intense precipitation events are separated by several dry days. This raises questions about what triggers the shift from
a quasi-equilibrium state of precipitation to nonlinear precipitation oscillations and what factors determine the characteristics of these
oscillations. To address these questions, we present a low-order model that includes two nonlinear ordinary differential equations, one
for precipitation and the other for convective inhibition (CIN). We derive the precipitation equation based on the momentum equation
of a convective plume. Three ingredients govern the development of precipitation: a convective trigger that enhances precipitation, a
self-limiting mechanism that reduces intense precipitation, and the effect of CIN in suppressing precipitation. Our CIN equation involves
an increase in CIN due to compensating subsidence caused by convection and exponential decay over time due to radiation. In our model,
the time-mean CIN (CIN*) is an important parameter. If we slowly increase CIN*, the precipitation shifts from quasi-equilibrium to a
nonlinear oscillation via a supercritical Hopf bifurcation. In the high CIN* limit, our model reduces to predator-prey dynamics, with CIN
as the predator and precipitation as the prey. Here, the nonlinear oscillation’s amplitude (maximum precipitation) grows with CIN*, and
its period increases with the oscillation amplitude. A suite of cloud-resolving simulations are consistent with these predictions from our
low-order model. Our low-order model highlights the role of convective triggering and inhibition in regulating precipitation variability.
The model’s success points to potential pathways for improving convective parameterizations in climate models.

1. Introduction

Observations and cloud-resolving simulations suggest
that convection is nearly in statistical equilibrium with its
environment in the present-day tropics (Arakawa and Schu-
bert 1974; Emanuel et al. 1994). This quasi-equilibrium
paradigm of convection relies on weak convective inhi-
bition (CIN), so that deep convection can be frequently
triggered and thereby efficiently reduce convective avail-
able potential energy (CAPE), a measure of atmospheric
instability, generated by slow, large-scale processes, such
as radiation and surface fluxes. For illustration, see pre-
cipitation time series from cloud-resolving simulations of
the reference climate in Figure 1a. During the simulation
period, CIN remains small and precipitation occurs contin-
uously. The domain-mean, time-mean precipitation rate is
about 3 mm/day; precipitation fluctuates around this mean
with an amplitude smaller than the mean precipitation.
We will refer to this type of precipitation as quasi-steady
or quasi-equilibrium. Convective parameterizations used
in climate models to simulate the present and future cli-
mate are based on the quasi-equilibrium approximation
(Arakawa and Schubert 1974; Emanuel et al. 1994).

∗Corresponding author: Da Yang, dayang@uchicago.edu

Recent studies have shown that deep convection can
be much more intermittent and energetic in a warmer
climate than what we would expect based on quasi-
equilibrium thinking (Seeley and Wordsworth 2021;
Spaulding-Astudillo and Mitchell 2023; Song et al. 2023;
Dagan et al. 2023). This can be seen in the nonlinear, oscil-
latory pattern of precipitation in a cloud-resolving model
(CRM) simulation with a surface temperature of 318-K
(Fig. 1b). In this simulation, the maximum precipitation
rate repeatedly reaches 20 mm/day, nearly 7 times the typ-
ical value in the reference climate shown in Figure 1a.
Such intense precipitation events are often followed by dry
spells that persist for about 1 day. Figure 1c shows a CRM
simulation for an even warmer climate, with a surface tem-
perature of 324 K, where the precipitation oscillation be-
comes more prominent. Precipitation occurs abruptly and
lasts only a few hours. The maximum precipitation rate re-
peatedly reaches 100 mm/day, followed by dry spells that
persist for multiple days before the next precipitation event
occurs. This oscillating precipitation pattern allows for the
gradual accumulation and sudden release of CAPE in a sin-
gle explosive event, a distinctive characteristic of triggered
convection (Emanuel 1994; Yang and Ingersoll 2013, 2014;
Yang 2021). Following Dagan et al. (2023), we calculate
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Fig. 1. Time series of precipitation rate (mm/day) and convective inhibition (CIN, J/kg) in cloud-resolving simulations with (a) 300-K, (b) 318-K,
and (c) 324-K sea surface temperatures (𝑇𝑠). (d) Precipitation oscillation index 𝜂 versus 𝑇𝑠 , where 𝜂 = standard deviation of precipitation/mean
precipitation. Orange color represents simulations with 𝜂 ≤ 1.

a precipitation oscillation index: 𝜂 = standard deviation of
precipitation/mean precipitation, such that 𝜂 ≈ 1 is a sign
of large oscillations in precipitation (Fig. 1d).

Figure 1b & c also show oscillatory behavior in CIN
related to the precipitation pattern. Deep convection and
precipitation excite gravity waves and generate compen-
sating subsidence, which adiabatically warms the lower
troposphere and increases CIN to 100 J/kg in a few hours.
Convection is then suppressed until CIN slowly decreases
to a modest level. When the next cycle of deep convec-
tion occurs, it lasts for a few hours, rapidly increasing CIN
before dissipating. The cycle then enters another period
with enhanced CIN. This sequence of changes in precipi-

tation and CIN suggests that precipitation oscillations may
arise from an interplay between deep convection and CIN
(Seeley and Wordsworth 2021, Fig. 12 in Song et al. 2023).

This qualitative mechanism makes intuitive sense, but
it does not provide a full, quantitative description of the
cyclic behavior of precipitation and CIN. Important ques-
tions remain, such as: does the shift from quasi-steady
to oscillatory precipitation represent a bifurcation? If it
does, what criteria define this bifurcation? Additionally,
what sets the oscillation’s period and amplitude? In Sec-
tions 2 and 3, we present a low-order model of the afore-
mentioned mechanism designed to address these questions
quantitatively. Subsequently, we conduct cloud-resolving
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Fig. 2. A schematic diagram of thermodynamic profiles in the lower
troposphere. The horizontal axis represents potential temperature 𝜃 ,
and the vertical axis represents altitude. The solid black line represents
an environmental 𝜃 profile, with a lapse rate of Γ. The dashed black
line represents a more stable potential temperature profile. The blue
line represents a parcel profile following a moist adiabat. The area
between the blue and black lines represents convective inhibition (CIN).
𝑧0 represents the lifting condensation level (LCL), 𝑧1 represents a typical
level in the inhibition layer, and 𝑧2 represents the level of free convection
(LFC).

simulations to validate our low-order model’s predictions
in Section 4. We discuss limitations and implications of
our results in Section 5.

2. A low-order model

We construct a low-order precipitation model focusing
on how convective inhibition controls precipitation vari-
ability. In particular, this model will consist of two prog-
nostic equations, one for precipitation and one for CIN,
and the simulation results will rely on the fast generation
and slow decay of CIN. Our model therefore belongs to
the class of non-equilibrium models of CIN’s control of
convection (Mapes 2000; Bretherton et al. 2004; Kuang
and Bretherton 2006). This view of convection differs sig-
nificantly from boundary-layer quasi-equilibrium models
that require CIN to maintain a statistical steady state (Ray-
mond 1995). In the process of constructing the low-order
model, we will focus on the most essential ingredients and
will inevitably make assumptions and approximations. We
will clearly lay out these assumptions, provide justifica-
tions, and discuss caveats. Our analysis predominantly
focuses on the lower troposphere, particularly examining
the dynamics within the inhibition layer (Fig. 2).

The area-averaged precipitation rate is given by

𝑃 ∼ 𝜎𝜌𝑤𝑢𝑞, (1)

where 𝑃 represents precipitation, 𝜌 represents air density,
𝑤𝑢 represents the speed of cloud updrafts, 𝜎 represents the
area fraction of updrafts, and 𝑞 represents specific humid-
ity. Equation 1 has units of mass/area/time. If we want to
convert it to mm/day, we need to divide it by the density

of liquid water. In the oscillating precipitation regime, the
precipitation rate can vary by three orders of magnitude,
from less than 0.1 mm/day to about 100 mm/day. How-
ever, 𝑞 only varies by 𝑂(10 %), suggesting that we can
approximate 𝑞 as constant. Furthermore, using an updraft
speed threshold of 0.1 m/s, we find that 𝑤𝑢 is highly cor-
related with precipitation, while 𝜎 varies by about 50% in
the inhibition layer. We therefore also assume that 𝜎 is
constant. With the above assumptions, precipitation rate 𝑃
scales linearly with updraft speed 𝑤𝑢.

The governing equation for updraft speed in convective
plumes is

𝜕𝑡𝑤𝑢 +𝑤𝑢𝜕𝑧𝑤𝑢 = −𝜖𝑤2
𝑢 +𝐵, (2)

where 𝐵 represents buoyancy, and the quadratic term ac-
commodates all types of drag: form drag, wave drag, and
entrainment drag, with 𝜖 being an inverse length scale
(Romps and Öktem 2015). This equation is the standard
vertical velocity equation for convective plumes (De Roode
et al. 2012, and references therein), except that we have in-
cluded a time tendency. In the inhibition layer (Fig. 2), the
buoyancy of updrafts is negative. If 𝐵 has a simple vertical
structure, CIN will be proportional to 𝐵 (𝐵 ∝ 𝐼, where 𝐼

represents CIN). Therefore, both terms on the right side
inhibit deep convection and precipitation. We can write
the vertical advection term as

𝑤𝑢𝜕𝑧𝑤𝑢 =
1
2
𝜕𝑧𝑤

2
𝑢 ≈

𝑤2
𝑢 −𝑤2

0
2𝑑

, (3)

where 𝑤0 is the vertical velocity at the cloud base, and 𝑑

is the vertical distance from the cloud base. Substituting
Equation (3) into (2), we get

𝜕𝑡𝑤𝑢 =
𝑤2

0
2𝑑

− (𝜖 + 1
2𝑑

)𝑤2
𝑢 +𝐵. (4)

The first term on the right-hand side represents triggers
of convection. According to Bretherton et al. (2004), 𝑤2

0
is the vertical component of sub-cloud layer turbulent ki-
netic energy (TKE), which is enhanced due to precipitating
downdrafts and cold pools. Therefore, we will approximate
the trigger as linearly proportional to 𝑃.

Given the relationship between 𝑃 and 𝑤𝑢 in Equation (1)
and subsequent assumptions, we can derive a precipitation
equation of the following form,

𝑑𝑃

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛼𝑃(1− 𝑃

𝜅
) − 𝛽𝐼. (5)

Because inhibition, 𝐼, cannot reduce precipitation below
zero, we introduce a switch function,

𝑓 (𝑃) = 𝑃

𝑃+𝑃0
. (6)

This function increases smoothly with 𝑃 from 0 and satu-
rates at 1 when 𝑃/𝑃0 > 1, mimicking a switch. Therefore,
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the precipitation equation becomes

𝑑𝑃

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛼𝑃(1− 𝑃

𝜅
) − 𝛽

𝑃 · 𝐼
𝑃+𝑃0

. (7)

The first term on the right-hand side represents the ef-
fect of convective triggers, the second term represents the
self-limiting effect of precipitation that originates from the
quadratic momentum damping in Equation (4), and the
third term represents the effect of CIN modulated by the
switch function, 𝑓 (𝑃).

Figure 2 shows a schematic diagram of potential tem-
perature profiles in the lower troposphere. The blue line
represents a parcel from the boundary layer lifted along
a moist adiabatic profile and the black line represents the
environmental profile. The closed area between the two
profiles corresponds to the magnitude of CIN. For illustra-
tive purposes, this diagram does not consider the buoyancy
effect of water vapor (Emanuel 1994; Yang 2018b), which
can affect atmospheric stability significantly in the current
and a warmer climate (Yang and Seidel 2020; Yang et al.
2022; Seidel and Yang 2020). We model the evolution of
CIN based on its generation and decay processes,

𝑑𝐼

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛿𝐺 −𝛾𝐼, (8)

where 𝛾 represents the decay rate of 𝐼 and is an inverse
timescale, and 𝐺 represents the generation of CIN. Ra-
diation tends to relax the air temperature profile toward
radiative equilibrium, which is unstable to convection, and
surface sensible and latent heat fluxes have a similar ef-
fect by increasing the buoyancy of near-surface air. Both
radiation and surface fluxes therefore help to reduce CIN.
Motivated by the exponential decay of CIN in CRM simu-
lations (e.g., Fig. 1c), we model their collective effect as a
slow linear relaxation, analogous to Newtonian cooling.

When CIN becomes small, intense precipitation can
occur and cause strong compensating subsidence, which
adiabatically heats the inhibition layer and increases CIN
(Kuang and Bretherton 2006; Chaboureau et al. 2004).
Therefore, the generation of CIN is associated with −𝑤𝑠Γ

in the inhibition layer, where 𝑤𝑠 represents the subsi-
dence speed, and Γ = 𝜕𝑧𝜃 represents the potential tem-
perature lapse rate. According to mass conservation,
−𝑤𝑠 =𝑤𝑢𝜎/(1−𝜎), where we ignore the small density dif-
ference between convective plumes and the environment,
so we have 𝑤𝑠 ∝ 𝑃. We also know that Γ measures the
stability, and CIN increases with Γ (Fig. 2). Therefore, a
simple form of 𝐺 is given by 𝐺 = 𝑃 · 𝐼. We substitute this
relationship to Equation (8) and get

𝑑𝐼

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛿𝑃 · 𝐼 −𝛾𝐼. (9)

Equations (7 & 9) serve as our governing equations. They
belong to the generalized Lotka–Volterra equations that
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Fig. 3. A schematic diagram of the underlying mechanism of nonlin-
ear precipitation oscillations. This diagram is centered on deep convec-
tion and the precipitation it causes. Cycle 1 shows a replication cycle
of convection and precipitation. Cycle 2 shows a self-limiting effect of
convection due to momentum damping. Cycle 3 shows how convec-
tion generates convective inhibition, which then suppresses convection.
The three cycles correspond to the three terms on the right-hand side
of Equation (7) and describe the evolution of precipitation. In addition,
convective inhibition is also governed by a slow decay (Equation 9). This
diagram pictures a predator-prey relationship, in which convective inhi-
bition is the predator, and precipitation is the prey. This predator-prey
relationship emerges in high convective inhibition situations, leading to
a pattern of oscillating precipitation.

describe the predator-prey relationship in ecological sys-
tems, where CIN is the predator, and precipitation is the
prey. These equations represent the minimum recipe nec-
essary to simulate the transition from quasi-equilibrium
to oscillating precipitation. In developing this minimal
model, we have included only the essential ingredients, in-
tentionally neglecting other factors such as the effects and
variability of moisture, CAPE, and updraft fraction. If our
model successfully simulates the transition, it may indicate
that these neglected factors are not critical for the transition
from quasi-equilibrium to oscillating precipitation.

Figure 3 shows a schematic diagram for the low-order
model. Cycle 1 corresponds to the first term on the right-
hand side of Equation (7) and represents a replication cy-
cle of precipitation–the prey. Cycle 2 corresponds to the
second term on the right-hand side of Equation (7) and
represents a self-limiting effect–carrying capacity–due to
momentum damping for convective updrafts. Cycle 3 rep-
resents the nonlinear interaction between precipitation and
CIN–predation–and involves the third term on the right-
hand side of Equation (7) and the first term of Equation
(9). Cycle 3 and the decay of CIN are the only ingredients
that earlier studies emphasized (e.g., Fig. 12 in Song et al.
2023). Although there are only two prognostic variables,
our model has included additional physical processes that
would lead to successful simulations of both steady and
oscillating precipitation patterns, which are separated by a
Hopf bifurcation.

To the best of our knowledge, although predator-prey
models have been formulated to study convection and
clouds (e.g., Koren and Feingold 2011), our system of
equations has not previously been used to study atmo-
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spheric convection. The closest analogy might be Colin
and Sherwood (2021), who presented a predator-prey
model for convection involving two ODEs. However, their
prognostic variables, nonlinearities, mathematical deriva-
tion, and physical intuition all differ from ours.

Steady-state values of precipitation (𝑃∗) and CIN (𝐼∗)
can be found by setting 𝑑𝑃/𝑑𝑡 = 𝑑𝐼/𝑑𝑡 = 0, leading to the
following non-trivial solutions,

𝑃∗ =
𝛾

𝛿
, (10)

𝐼∗ =
𝛼

𝛽
(1− 𝑃∗

𝜅
) (𝑃∗ +𝑃0). (11)

𝑃∗ and 𝐼∗ are of the same order of magnitude as the time-
mean precipitation and inhibition in our model, so we will
refer to them as the mean climatology of the model. It is
important to note that our model does not assume a quasi-
equilibrium of CIN, but the time-mean precipitation rate
is still controlled by a balance of CIN (Equation 9). As 𝐼∗
depends on 𝑃∗ (Equation 11), radiation also influences the
time-mean CIN. To match the CRM’s climatology, we ask
𝑃∗ ∼𝑂 (2−4) mm/day, and 𝐼∗ ∼𝑂 (10−20) J/kg.

We will now estimate parameter values. It should be
noted that these estimates represent reference values only.
Later, we shall extensively vary the parameter values to
assess the robustness of our findings. We first estimate 𝛼,
𝛾, 𝜅, and 𝛿:

• 𝛼 is an inverse timescale, and𝛼−1 should represent the
typical lifetime of cold pools that trigger convection.
Individual cold pools last for about 𝑂(30 min - 2
hour) (Romps and Jeevanjee 2016), so 𝛼 ∼ 𝑂 (10−
50) day−1.

• 𝛾 is an inverse timescale, and 𝛾−1 is the e-folding
decay timescale of CIN. In CRM simulations, this e-
folding timescale is about a few days. Therefore, we
estimate 𝛾 ∼𝑂 (1) day−1.

• 𝜅 originates from the damping effect of entrainment
in Equation (2). It acts as a carrying capacity, similar
to those in ecological systems, thereby limiting the
growth of precipitation. Using Equations (1, 4, 7),
we can derive

𝜅 ∼ 𝜌

𝜌liquid

𝛼𝜎𝑞

𝜖
. (12)

Assuming 𝜎 ∼ 𝑂 (0.05), 𝜖 ∼ 𝑂 (1− 2 km)−1 (Romps
and Öktem 2015), and 𝑞 ∼𝑂 (10−40 g/kg), yields 𝜅 ∼
𝑂 (5−100 mm/day). Here, we have used the fact that
saturation vapor pressure increases exponentially with
air temperature, resulting in a doubling of specific
humidity for every 10 K increase in air temperature.
Keeping other factors constant, we would expect 𝜅

to increase with warming. According to Equation

(11), this increase in 𝜅 with warming will increase 𝐼∗,
which can shift precipitation regimes.

• 𝛿 measures the generation of CIN and, together with
𝛾, controls 𝑃∗ (Eq. 10). We require that 𝑃∗ equals the
mean precipitation rate in CRM simulations, which is
about 2 - 4 mm/day, so that 𝛿 ∼ 0.5 mm−1.

Finally, to ensure that in the oscillating regime 𝐼∗ equals
the mean CIN in CRM simulations (≈20 J/kg in Song
et al. 2023), we take 𝛽 = 40 mm day−2 J−1 kg and 𝑃0 = 10
mm/day.

Our low-order model is capable simulating both the
steady and oscillating precipitation patterns from the CRM
(Fig. 4). Beginning with low 𝜅, the simulation shows a
steady precipitation pattern (Fig. 4a). As 𝜅 gradually in-
creases, precipitation oscillation emerges (Fig. 4b & c).
The success of our model in reproducing the basic fea-
tures of CRM simulations suggests it captures the essen-
tial physics of the oscillating precipitation regime. In the
following section, we will present analytical analyses and
perform simulations with a wide range of parameter values
to study the underlying physics.

3. Linear analysis and nonlinear simulations

a. Non-dimensional equations

We first non-dimensionalize the equations and identify
independent parameters. There are 6 parameters in the
governing equations with three dimensions: precipitation,
CIN, and time. According to the Buckingham-Pi theorem
(Buckingham 1914), there are only three non-dimensional
parameters. Taking 𝑃0 as the characteristic scale for 𝑃,
𝑃0𝛼𝛽

−1 as the characteristic scale for 𝐼, and 𝛾−1 as the
characteristic timescale, we have

�̂� =
𝑃

𝑃0
, 𝐼 =

𝐼 𝛽

𝑃0𝛼
, 𝑡 = 𝑡𝛾, (13)

where �̂� represents a non-dimensional variable. We sub-
stitute Equation (13) into Equations (7 & 9) and get

𝑑�̂�

𝑑𝑡
= �̂��̂�

(
1− �̂�

𝜅
− 𝐼

�̂�+1

)
, (14)

𝑑𝐼

𝑑𝑡
= (𝛿�̂�−1)𝐼 . (15)

The non-dimensional equations have three free parameters:
�̂� = 𝛼/𝛾, 𝜅 = 𝜅/𝑃0, and 𝛿 = 𝛿𝑃0/𝛾. The fixed point now
becomes

�̂�∗ =
1
𝛿
, (16)

𝐼∗ = (1− �̂�∗

𝜅
) (�̂�∗ +1). (17)

Again, Equation (17) shows that increase of 𝜅 with warm-
ing (Eq. 12) can lead to an increase of time-mean CIN, the
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b

c

Fig. 4. Time series of precipitation and CIN from two simulations
with the same initial conditions using our low-order model. Blue:
precipitation (mm/day); Orange: CIN (J/kg). (a) Steady precipita-
tion. Parameter values are: 𝛼 = 40 day−1, 𝛽 = 40 mm day−2 J−1kg,
𝛿 = 0.5mm−1, 𝛾 = 1 day−1, 𝜅 = 6 mm day−1, and 𝑃0 = 10 mm day−1.
(b) Oscillating precipitation with an intermediate amplitude. Parameter
values are identical to those in (a), except for 𝜅 = 30 mm day−1. (c)
Oscillating precipitation. Parameter values are identical to those in (a),
except for 𝜅 = 60 mm day−1.

key to transitioning to oscillatory precipitation in warmer
climates.

Before we proceed to analyze the stability of the fixed
point, we introduce a useful property – the time-mean
budgets for precipitation and CIN are fully described by
the fixed points. To show this, we first integrate Equation
(15) over time:

0 =

∫ 𝑇

0

𝑑 ln 𝐼
𝑑𝑡

𝑑𝑡 =

∫ 𝑇

0
(𝛿�̂�−1) 𝑑𝑡, (18)

where the integration is performed over a whole period of
the oscillation 𝑇 . This means the time-mean precipitation
¯̂𝑃 is equal to �̂�∗:

¯̂𝑃 =
1
𝛿
= �̂�∗. (19)

We then integrate Equation (14) over a whole period of the
oscillation 𝑇 :

0 =

∫ 𝑇

0

𝑑 ln �̂�
𝑑𝑡

𝑑𝑡 =

∫ 𝑇

0
�̂�(1− �̂�

𝜅
− 𝐼

�̂�+1
) 𝑑𝑡, (20)

We use Equation (19) and find

𝐼

�̂�+1
= 1− �̂�∗

𝜅
=

𝐼∗

�̂�∗ +1
. (21)

Thus, the time-mean budgets for precipitation and CIN are
fully described by the fixed points. We will soon use this
property to understand the stability criterion.

b. Stability analysis

Following Strogatz (2018), we then linearize the equa-
tions around the fixed point and get

𝑑x̂
𝑑𝑡

= Mx̂, (22)

where x̂ represents (�̂� − �̂�∗, 𝐼 − 𝐼∗)𝑇 and M represents a
stability matrix and is given by

M =

(
�̂��̂�∗𝐼∗

(1+�̂�∗ )2 − �̂��̂�∗

𝜅
− �̂��̂�∗

�̂�∗+1
𝛿𝐼∗ 0

)
. (23)

We assume solutions of the form x̂ = x̂0𝑒
𝜆𝑡 and substitute

into the linearized equation to get

Mx̂ = 𝜆x̂,

where 𝜆 is the eigenvalue of M. Non-trivial solutions for
x̂ exist when Det(M−𝜆I) = 0. This leads to the following
quadratic equation for 𝜆,

𝜆2 − �̂��̂�∗
( 𝐼∗

(1+ �̂�∗)2
− 1
𝜅

)
𝜆+ �̂�𝛿�̂�∗𝐼∗

(1+ �̂�∗)
= 0, (24)

where the two solutions have the form of 𝜆1,2 = 𝜇± 𝑖𝜎 and
satisfy

𝜆1 +𝜆2 = 2𝜇 = Tr(M) = �̂��̂�∗
( 𝐼∗

(1+ �̂�∗)2
− 1
𝜅

)
, (25)

𝜆1 ·𝜆2 = 𝜇2 +𝜎2 = Det(M) = �̂�𝛿�̂�∗𝐼∗

(1+ �̂�∗)
. (26)

If Re(𝜆) = 𝜇 < 0, then the fixed point is stable, correspond-
ing to the quasi-equilibrium regime. If 𝜇 > 0, then the
fixed point is unstable, corresponding to the oscillating
precipitation regime. The transition or bifurcation occurs
when Tr(M) = 0. Therefore, the condition for oscillating
precipitation is given by

𝐼∗ >
1
�̂�
(1+ �̂�∗)2 =

(1+ �̂�∗)2

2�̂�∗ +1
≡ 𝐼𝑐, (27)
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where we have used Equation (17).
We rearrange the above equation and get

𝐼∗

1+ �̂�∗
>

1+ �̂�∗

�̂�
>

�̂�∗

�̂�
. (28)

According to Equations (19 & 21), the left-hand side rep-
resents the time-averaged effect of CIN on suppressing
precipitation over an oscillation period, while the right-
hand side represents the effect of momentum damping
on convective updrafts suppressing precipitation. There-
fore, this inequality suggests that nonlinear precipitation
oscillation will only occur when the overall effect of CIN
significantly exceeds that of precipitation’s self-limiting
mechanism over an oscillation period. In this situation,
all three cycles in Figure 3 can operate together to form
an active predator-prey system, driving a population oscil-
lation. Gradually reducing 𝐼∗ would decrease the overall
influence of CIN on precipitation. In the small-𝐼∗ limit, the
time-averaged precipitation budget would become nearly
independent of CIN (Equation 20). Then only Cycles 1
& 2 in Figure 3 would operate, and the small “predator”
population can no longer effectively influence the “prey”
population. Therefore, significant predator population is
key to driving a predator-prey population oscillation in our
model.

Before presenting the nonlinear simulation results, we
want to put the theoretical analysis within the context of re-
cent literature. In our low-order model, 𝐼∗ is given by Equa-
tions (11 & 17). As 𝑃∗ varies slowly with climate change,
𝐼∗ increases with climate warming because 𝜅 rises with the
increase of water vapor (Equation 12). Then this elevated
𝐼∗ leads to the transition to oscillating precipitation. This
physical picture broadly agrees with the CRM results of
Seeley and Wordsworth (2021). They showed that in a
hothouse climate, it is also the increase in water vapor that
fundamentally elevates CIN, though by modulating atmo-
spheric radiation. However, the mechanism for increasing
CIN is not unique. Dagan and Eytan (2024) showed that
introducing absorbing aerosols into the lower troposphere
can also increase the time-averaged atmospheric stability
or CIN, leading to oscillating precipitation.

c. Nonlinear simulations

Figure 5 displays the results of simulations with our low-
order model across varying parameter values, confirming a
transition from steady to oscillating precipitation patterns
at the predicted parameter thresholds. At given �̂�∗ and
�̂� values, the maximum precipitation rate increases when
inhibition exceeds its critical value, indicating the onset of
an oscillating precipitation regime. As predicted by Equa-
tion (27), while �̂�∗ raises 𝐼𝑐 and consequently postpones
the transition, �̂� has no significant effect on the bifurcation
point. Moreover, the influence of �̂� on the amplitude of
precipitation is negligible. The oscillation period increases

with an increase in 𝐼∗ − 𝐼𝑐 for a given value of �̂�∗ and �̂�,
whereas it decreases with an increase in �̂�. These results
suggest that while the timescale of the convective trigger
does not affect the transition to the oscillating precipitation
pattern, it influences the oscillation period. Subsequently,
by plotting the oscillation period against the maximum
precipitation rate, we observe that the oscillation period
increases with the oscillation amplitude when 𝐼∗ is varied.
Based on Equation (27), we plot 𝐼∗𝑐 at a given �̂�∗ and 𝐼∗

(Fig. 5d). The collection of these critical points, 𝐼∗𝑐, de-
lineates a bifurcation boundary, dividing the domain into
two distinct regions: the left for 𝐼∗ < 𝐼∗𝑐 indicating steady
precipitation, and the right for 𝐼∗ > 𝐼∗𝑐 suggesting an os-
cillatory regime. The nonlinear simulation results confirm
the predicted bifurcation at the boundary, thus supporting
our theoretical analysis.

We further show that the transition from quasi-
equilibrium to oscillating precipitation is a Hopf bifurca-
tion (Figure 6). To achieve this, we first calculate the eigen-
values for given parameters using Equation (24). Then we
plot the eigenvalues in the complex plane, where the ab-
scissa represents the real part of the eigenvalue, and the
ordinate represents the imaginary part of the eigenvalue
(Figure 6). The imaginary parts are mirrored across the
abscissa, indicating the eigenvalues are complex conjugate
pairs for a given set of parameters. Additionally, as 𝐼∗

increases, Re(𝜆) shifts from negative (indicating a stable
fixed point) to positive (indicating an unstable fixed point).
Thus, the transition from steady to oscillating precipitation
is a Hopf bifurcation (see Fig. 8.2.4 in Strogatz 2018).

4. Cloud-resolving simulations

To test the predictions of the low-order model, we per-
form cloud-resolving simulations using the System for At-
mospheric Modeling (SAM) (Khairoutdinov and Randall
(2003)). Before we proceed, it is essential to clarify our
expectations for this comparison: our focus should be on
qualitative trends rather than quantitative details. For ex-
ample, our low-order model does not account for precipita-
tion variability in the steady regime, such that �̂�𝑚𝑎𝑥 = �̂�∗.
In contrast, in the CRM simulations, precipitation fluctu-
ates around the mean value with a small amplitude in the
steady regime, so the difference between maximum and
mean precipitation is not zero. Furthermore, the CRM re-
sults may not follow a single curve (e.g., the curve along
all circles in Fig. 5a-d). As 𝑇𝑠 increases in Fig. 1, it is not
guaranteed to alter only the CIN while keeping all other
parameters constant. Consequently, it is plausible for the
CRM results to shift from one trajectory (e.g., circle) to
another (e.g., triangle or cross).

We employ a doubly periodic model domain of size 96
km by 96km in the horizontal, with a horizontal grid spac-
ing of 1 km. The vertical grid spacing is 400 m between
4 km and 22 km of altitude, 500 m between 22 km and 37
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Low-order model

c da b

Cloud-resolving model

g he f

Fig. 5. Phase-space analyses of our low-order model and cloud-resolving simulations. The first row presents results from the low-order model,
and the second row presents results from the cloud-resolving model (CRM). Each marker represents one simulation result. We have performed
150 simulations using the low-order model and 16 CRM simulations. In these simulations, we have varied key parameters widely to explore the
transition behavior from steady to oscillatory precipitation patterns. (a) Maximum precipitation versus 𝐼∗. (b) Oscillation period versus 𝐼∗. (c)
Period versus maximum precipitation. (d) Bifurcation boundary calculated using Equation (27). In the low-order model simulations, the markers
denote the bifurcation boundary in the nonlinear simulations. Circle: �̂� = 80, �̂�∗ = 0.1; Triangle: �̂� = 40, �̂�∗ = 0.1; Cross: �̂� = 40, �̂�∗ = 0.3.
(e) Maximum precipitation minus time-averaged precipitation versus time-averaged CIN. (f) Oscillation period versus time-averaged CIN. (g)
Oscillation period versus the maximum precipitation. (h) Time-averaged precipitation versus time-averaged CIN. A bifurcation boundary is evident
in the CRM simulations as in the low-order model. In the CRM simulations, blue represents the simulations with 𝜂 > 1, and orange represents the
simulations with 𝜂 ≤ 1.

km, and 1000 m from 37 km to the model top at 60 km.
A sponge layer occupies the upper 18 km of the model do-
main. The surface pressure is held fixed at 1008 hPa. We
employ the Rapid Radiative Transfer Model (RRTMG) for
radiation calculations Mlawer et al. (1997). Solar radiation
and radiatively active gases are prescribed according to the
Radiative Convective Equilibrium Model Intercomparison
Project, except that carbon dioxide is set at 280 ppm Wing
et al. (2018). We perform the simulations using a fixed,
prescribed ocean surface temperature ranging from 300 K
to 320 K in intervals of 2 K, and from 321 K to 325 K in
intervals of 1 K.

We present the CRM results using the same format as
in Fig. 5e-h and find that CRM results corroborate the
findings from our low-order model. In Fig. 5e, the SST in-
creases monotonically from the left to the right, suggesting
that the time-averaged CIN increases with warming. This
CRM result agrees with our low-order model (Equation
12), which proposes an increase of specific humidity with
warming leads to an increase of CIN. Figure 5e shows that
the maximum precipitation increases sharply when time-
averaged CIN (CIN) reaches about 9 J/kg. This behavior is

similar to that in Fig. 5a, consistent with a transition from
quasisteady precipitation to oscillatory precipitation. We
then perform a Fourier transform of the precipitation time
series from each CRM simulation and identify the period
corresponding to the spectral peak, which is shown in Fig.
5f. The period also sharply increases when CIN reaches
9 J/kg, further suggesting a transition from the steady pre-
cipitation regime to oscillatory precipitation regime. Fig-
ure 5g shows that the oscillation period increases with
the oscillation amplitude, which agrees with the low-order
model (Fig. 5c). We then plot the time-averaged precip-
itation against time-averaged CIN in Figure 5h. Steady-
precipitation simulations are on the left, and oscillatory-
precipitation simulations are on the right, with a critical
value of CIN separating them, as in the low-order model.
In summary, the CRM simulations agree well with the low-
order model, suggesting that our low-order model captures
the essential physics.
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Fig. 6. Hopf bifurcation. The abscissa represents the real part of
the eigenvalue 𝜆, and the ordinate represents the imaginary part of the
eigenvalue. Each marker represents one simulation result, with the color
scheme identical to that in Fig. 5. For a given set of parameter values,
there are two eigenvalues, which are the complex conjugates of each
other. When gradually increasing 𝐼∗, the imaginary part remains roughly
the same, but the real part switches from negative to positive values,
indicating a Hopf bifurcation (Fig. 8.2.4 in Strogatz 2018). Circle:
�̂� = 80, �̂�∗ = 0.1; Triangle: �̂� = 40, �̂�∗ = 0.1; Cross: �̂� = 40, �̂�∗ = 0.3.

5. Conclusion and Discussion

This paper presents a minimum recipe for understanding
the transition from quasi-equilibrium precipitation in the
current climate to oscillating precipitation in a hot-house
climate. Our model contains ODEs for precipitation and
CIN. We derive the precipitation equation based on the
mass flux equation of a convective plume. Three ingredi-
ents govern the development of precipitation: a convective
trigger that enhances precipitation, a self-limiting mecha-
nism that reduces intense precipitation, and the suppressing
effect of CIN on precipitation. CIN increases due to the
compensating subsidence caused by convection and decays
exponentially over time. In our model the time-mean CIN
(𝐼∗) can be viewed as the parameter that controls system
behavior. If we slowly increase 𝐼∗, the precipitation shifts
from quasi-equilibrium to a nonlinear oscillatory pattern
via a Hopf bifurcation. Given that the oscillation amplitude
gradually increases with 𝐼∗, we suspect that this behavior
corresponds to a supercritical Hopf bifurcation within the
parameter regimes that we have explored. In the high-
𝐼∗ limit (hothouse climate conditions), our model reduces
to predator-prey dynamics, with CIN as the predator and
precipitation as the prey (Fig. 3). Here, the nonlinear oscil-

lation’s amplitude (maximum precipitation) grows with 𝐼∗,
and its period increases with the oscillation amplitude. We
then perform a suite of CRM simulations from 300-K SST
to 325-K SST to test the qualitative understanding we build
with our low-order model. We analyze the CRM results
both in the physical domain (Fig.1) and the phase space
(Fig. 5) and find that the CRM results are consistent with
predictions from our dynamical system model. Although
the gradual increase in maximum precipitation appears to
be consistent with a supercritical Hopf bifurcation, we have
not ruled out the possibility of other instability mechanisms
in the CRM simulations.

In our low-order model, time-averaged CIN or 𝐼∗ is given
by Equations (11 & 17) and increases with warming fun-
damentally due to the increase of water vapor (Equation
12). Then this elevated 𝐼∗ leads to the transition to oscil-
lating precipitation. This physical picture broadly agrees
with Seeley and Wordsworth (2021), who also showed that
the increase in water vapor can cause radiative heating,
rather than cooling, in the lower troposphere, thereby en-
hancing CIN. However, the mechanism for increasing CIN
is not unique. Dagan and Eytan (2024) showed that in-
troducing absorbing aerosols into the lower troposphere
can also increase the atmospheric stability, inhibiting con-
vection. Consistent with our predator-prey hypothesis and
phase diagram (Fig. 5d), oscillating precipitation emerges
regardless of the mechanisms by which CIN is elevated
(Dagan and Eytan 2024; Song et al. 2023).

Within the climate modeling community, the debate be-
tween quasi-equilibrium convection and triggered convec-
tion has been ongoing for over five decades, mainly fo-
cusing on tropical precipitation variability under current
climate conditions. Recent CRM simulations have shown
that in warmer climates, precipitation would become more
intermittent and energetic (Seeley and Wordsworth 2021;
Song et al. 2023; Dagan et al. 2023). These characteris-
tics are more consistent with triggered convection, where
elevated CIN plays a critical role in controlling precip-
itation variability. In such scenarios, relying solely on
diagnostic closures based on CAPE or moisture might not
be sufficient, as demonstrated by Spaulding-Astudillo and
Mitchell (2023). Alternatively, our model uses a prog-
nostic equation for convection that fully describes the
non-equilibrium nature of warm climate convection. Our
model’s success points to potential pathways for improv-
ing convective parameterizations in climate models by ac-
counting for the departure of quasi-equilibrium.

The transition to triggered convection may impact the
dynamics of convectively coupled circulations. For ex-
ample, the development of convective self-aggregation
in the current climate is known to depend on radiative
feedbacks (Fig. 1 in Yang 2018a). However, Yao and
Yang (2023) found that convective aggregation can spon-
taneously emerge even in the absence of radiative feed-
backs in climates where SST exceeds 310 K. Their find-



10 AMS JOURNAL NAME

ings suggest that convectively coupled circulations, includ-
ing tropical cyclones and the Madden-Julian Oscillation,
may develop more easily and independently of radiative
feedbacks in warmer climates due to the more intermittent
and energetic nature of convection (Reyes and Yang 2021;
Yang et al. 2024).

To derive a minimum model for the oscillating precip-
itation pattern, we have only included the effect of CIN
on controlling precipitation variability. The underlying as-
sumption is that CAPE and moisture are less effective in
triggering and suppressing precipitation. That is, when
CIN is low, there is always sufficient moisture and CAPE
for convection to be readily triggered. Additionally, we de-
rived the precipitation equation based on the updraft speed
in the lower troposphere, deliberately omitting upper tropo-
spheric influences. While these simplifications are crucial
for constructing this low-order model, they also represent
potential limitations. For instance, in the CRM, CIN re-
duces to a modest level and stabilizes for a considerable
period before precipitation is triggered, suggesting that the
interval between consecutive precipitation events is influ-
enced by factors beyond the slow decay of CIN, which our
low-order model does not account for. In future research,
incorporating the effects of moisture and CAPE may lead
to more comprehensive and realistic simulations, although
at the expense of simplicity and comprehensibility.
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