Responses to Referee #1

GENERAL COMMENT

We thank Referee #1 for their constructive review and helpful comments. We appreciate the
encouraging comments about the use of public avalanche bulletin data and the analysis of avalanche
problem type information, as well as the suggestions for alternate analysis approaches. Please see
below for our detailed responses to specific comments and suggestions from Referee #1. Additions to
the manuscript are included in our responses in quotes. In the revised manuscript, the edits are marked
with the number of the Referee comment.

RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS

1.1 Limited length of study period
Referee Comment:

Their avalanche data cover 2012-20189, clearly limited for climate research use on what the authors were
doing. They stated limitations but it mostly comes at the end and not early in the paper.

Author Response:

We completely agree with the Referee’s concern about the relatively short study period. To account for
this issue, we employed a ‘conservative’ analysis approach, and we were careful not to overinterpret
our results. To address the Referee’s concern, we included for following additional sentence at the
beginning of section 3.3 (Statistical analysis) to alert the reader of this limitation of our study right up
front.

“While a 10-year dataset is relatively short for a climatological study, our analysis approach aims to
maximize the value of the available data to provide meaningful insight into the relationship between the
combined Pacific-centered atmospheric-ocean oscillations and the AO and the nature of avalanche
hazard in western Canada at the regional scale.”

1.2. Concerns about statistical analysis
Referee Comment:

Given this limitation of a 10 year dataset, | am critical on the use of correlations and other statistics given
the sample size for confidence intervals, significance and other things. It would be better throughout to
focus on the visualization (as they do in Figure 3 very well).

Author Response:

As mentioned in our response to comment 1.1, we believe that our chosen ‘conservative’ statistical
approach is appropriate, and the resulting insights are meaningful within the existing constraints. To
maximize the value of our short data set and avoid over-interpretation we focused on regional patterns,
considered both the statistical significance and the magnitude of the observed associations in our
discussion, and related the results to physical processes responsible for the observed associations.
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The correlation analyses included in our study primarily serve to illustrate the nature of the available
dataset and justify our choices for the analysis. In other words, the correlation coefficients for the
atmospheric oscillations presented in Section 3.2 (Information on atmosphere-ocean oscillations) aim to
show the similarities of the oscillation indices during our study period (as further highlighter in Fig. 3)
and are not intended to characterize the general relationship among the oscillations. Hence, we believe
that our approach was justified, and we did not make any modification to the manuscript.

As pointed out by Referee #2, the regression analysis approach and subsequence post-hoc tests
employed in our study take sample size into account. Hence, the results presented are statistically
significant given the limitations of the dataset.

1.3 Relevance of PNA and AO
Referee Comment:

The teleconnection indices such as PNA mostly reflect very broad patterns (probably explain at most
about 60 percent of the variance in western Canada), as these specific well known teleconnections really
focus on centres of action of circulation centers at very large scales. Also, the AO impact is really more
farther north and more North Atlantic centered.

Author Response:

We agree with the reviewer that the atmosphere-ocean oscillations reflect broad patterns and general
trends. Our selection in oscillations in the present study was based on a) what was examined in existing
snow and avalanche climatology studies, and b) oscillations whose effect on the winter weather in
Western Canada has been studied. Please see our response to Referee comments 2.1 and 2.3 for our
improved descriptions of the AO and PO

1.4 Autocorrelation issues
Referee Comment:

The PDO and to some degree the AO suffers from the autocorrelation issues that can extend for several
years (see Deser et al article in J of Climate that debates the clarity of the PDO), and this is quite
problematic when connecting results with a 10 year avalanche data set.

Author Response:

We appreciate that the Referee has made us aware of additional relevant PDO literature. In response to
this comment, we included Newman et al (2016) as an additional reference in our general discussion of
the PDO.

We understand that the monthly indices of atmospheric oscillations like the PDO or AO exhibit
considerable autocorrelations. For example, Newman et al. (2016) points out that the year-to-year PDO
autocorrelation is over 0.45 in later winter and spring. However, since the seasonal snowpack largely
melts out every summer, and the snowpack structures relevant for avalanches emerge each winter
independently from the previous winter, it is not necessary to use an autoregressive model approach for
the present analysis. We added the following new paragraph in Section 3.3 (Statistical analysis) to
explain this situation to the reader.
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“It is well known that the indices of atmospheric oscillations like the PDO or AO exhibit considerable
autocorrelations. Newman et al. (2016), for example, points out that the year-to-year PDO correlation is
over 0.45 in late winter and spring. However, since the seasonal snowpack in Western Canada largely
melts out every summer, and the snowpack structures relevant for avalanches emerge each winter
independently of the previous winter, it is not necessary to use an autoregressive model approach for the
present analysis.”

Newman, M., Alexander, M. A., Ault, T. R., Cobb, K. M., Deser, C., Di Lorenzo, E., Mantua, N. J., Miller, A. J., Minobe, S.,
Nakamura, H., Schneider, N., Vimont, D. J., Phillips, A. S., Scott, J. D., and Smith, C. A.: The Pacific Decadal Oscillation, Revisited,
J. Climate, 29, 4399-4427, 10.1175/jcli-d-15-0508.1, 2016.

1.5 Averaging of teleconnection indices
Referee Comment:

On Line 229. | don’t like the idea of averaging the teleconnection indices since they have some
intercorrelation with one another, plus with the PDO’s autocorrelation and seem confusing/artificial in
meaning.

Author Response:

Due to the high correlation of the Pacific-centered oscillations within our study period, a regression
analysis that includes each of the oscillations (ENSO, PDO, PNA) as separate parameters would not be
able to properly isolate their effects. Furthermore, we would be pushing what is reasonable given our
relatively short study period. Since there are many similarities in the effects of the Pacific-centered
oscillations on the winter weather in Western Canada, averaging their indices for the present analysis
seems reasonable. In our opinion, the intercorrelations mentioned by the Referee, the shared
correlations to some common underlying process, seems to further justify the averaging of the indices.
However, to address this concern, we added the following two new sentences in the limitation
paragraph of the new discussion section:

“The associations between PO and avalanche hazard presented in this study represented the combined
effect of the Pacific-centered atmosphere-ocean oscillations. Isolating the effect of ENSO, PDO and PNA
would require a considerably longer time series of avalanche hazard assessments, which are currently
not available.”

Also see our response to Referee comment 1.4 for our discussion of the concerns around
autocorrelation issues.

1.6 Synoptic classification
Referee Comment:

It might be more conducive to employ synoptic classifications more keen to western Canada, such as
work done by lan McKendry and his group. The McKendry synoptic work also may relate much more to
how weather is connected to some of the important snowpack processes. Another suggestion is to
perhaps the authors devised their own index from circulation data from grid points off the BC coast to
reflect more specific aspects of the Pacific subtropical high, low pressure off the coast, etc.
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Author Response:

We appreciate the suggestions of alternative analysis approaches for our dataset. While we understand
the potential benefits of the suggested approaches, the objective of this study was to examine the
relationship between avalanche hazard in western Canada and well-established indices of the most
dominant atmosphere-ocean oscillations affecting the regional weather conditions. This choice was
made to build on existing research and to explore the possibilities for producing seasonal avalanche
predictions from existing seasonal forecasts of climate conditions (as highlighted by Referee #2). We will
keep the Referee’s suggestions in mind for future research.

1.7 Introduction to avalanche topic for The Cryosphere readership.
Referee Comment:

The paper is clearly a detailed snow avalanche paper. In the beginning of the paper, it should have a
paragraph to appeal more to the broad The Cryosphere readership and why avalanches are significant in
Cryosphere studies overall.

Author Response:

Avalanche safety research seems a well-established topic in TC. However, to better introduce the topic
to the TC readership, we added the following sentences at the beginning of the introduction describing
the societal impact of avalanche hazard.

“Snow avalanches are an inherent natural hazard in mountainous regions that receive substantial
amounts of seasonal snow. In these regions, snow avalanches can threaten communities, transportation
corridors, critical infrastructure (e.g., hydroelectric dams, transmission and communication lines,
pipelines) and resource extraction operations. In Western countries, most people killed in avalanches are
recreationists pursuing winter mountain activities such as backcountry skiing, mountain snowmobile
riding and out-of-bounds skiing.”

1.8 Misspellings

Referee Comment:
On Line 39. Arctic is misspelled.
Author Response:

Thank you for pointing out this typo. We have fixed the spelling.
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Responses to Referee #2

GENERAL COMMENT

We thank Referee #2 for their constructive review and helpful comments. We appreciate the
encouraging comments about the quality of our study and its contribution to the scientific literature.
Please see below for our detailed responses to specific comments and suggestions from Referee #2.
Additions to the manuscript are included in our responses in quotes. In the revised manuscript, the edits
are marked with the number of the Referee comment.

RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS

2.1 Addition information on AO impacts in mountain of Western Canada
Referee Comment:

Some additional referencing for AO impacts in the mountains of western Canada could be helpful. The
impacts of Pacific-centered circulation patterns are very well-studied there, but the AO less so. Off the
top of my head | can think of four additional examples that could be useful to cite here for additional
support. Vincent et al. (2015) mapped out statistically significant temperature and precipitation
teleconnections for much of Alberta and British Columbia to the NAO, which is closely related to the AQ.
Other examples I’'m aware of in the region are framed in terms of hydroclimatic teleconnections to the
AO specifically: Gobena et al. (2013), Fleming and Dahlke (2014), and Fleming et al. (2016).

Author Response:

We appreciate Referee #2 highlighting the additional relevant literature to us. After reviewing the
suggested papers, we included the following additional sentences in our initial description of the AO.

“Gobena et al. (2013), who studied the effect of AO on stream flows in the Columbia River Basin of
Southeastern BC, only identified effects during negative AO anomalies with cooler than average
temperatures during December, January and March, and below-average precipitation during winter and
spring. Vincent et al. (2015), on the other hand, noted a positive association of winter temperatures in
Northern BC with the North Atlantic Oscillation, a close relative to the AO (Fleming and Dahlke, 2014).
They did not find a significant signal in winter precipitation.”

While the other papers do discuss the effect of AO on weather in British Columbia, their descriptions are
more focused on summer patterns and seem therefore less relevant.

After reading about the non-monotonic response patterns in the suggested papers, we also included
references to them in our discussion of the non-existing relationship between PO and the prevalence of
persistent slab avalanche problems. References were included in both Sections 4.1 (Response to Pacific-
centered oscillations) and the limitation paragraph of the new discussion section.

Fleming, S. W., and Dahlke, H. E.: Modulation of linear and nonlinear hydroclimatic dynamics by mountain glaciers in Canada
and Norway: Results from information-theoretic polynomial selection, Can. Water Resour. J., 39, 324-341,
10.1080/07011784.2014.942164, 2014.
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Gobena, A. K., Weber, F. A., and Fleming, S. W.: The Role of Large-Scale Climate Modes in Regional Streamflow Variability and
Implications for Water Supply Forecasting: A Case Study of the Canadian Columbia River Basin, Atmos. Ocean, 51, 380-391,
10.1080/07055900.2012.759899, 2013.

Vincent, L. A, Zhang, X., Brown, R. D., Feng, Y., Mekis, E., Milewska, E. J., Wan, H., and Wang, X. L.: Observed Trends in Canada’s
Climate and Influence of Low-Frequency Variability Modes, J. Climate, 28, 4545-4560, 10.1175/jcli-d-14-00697.1, 2015.

2.2. Concerns about serially correlated observations
Referee Comment:

While the small sample size (n=10) in time is of concern when studying associations between interannual
climate variability and avalanche impacts, these concerns are mitigated by the use of statistical
significance tests as an objective basis for ascertaining the presence of associations, as these of course
account for sample size. This was done in the study, but the catch here is that the effective sample size
might be reduced by serially correlated observations. If such a lack of independence exists, it can be
handled in the statistical modeling, but | didn’t see any mention of it in the paper. This procedural detail
ought to be addressed.

Author Response:

This concern was also raised by Referee #1. Please see Referee Comment 1.4 for our response.

2.3 Description of PO impacts
Referee Comment:

The wording of lines 365-373 require some fine-tuning. The description of PO impacts provided in this
passage is accurate for southern British Columbia, but there is a spatial dipole between ENSO/PDO
teleconnections in southern BC and the Pacific Northwest vs. those in northwestern British Columbia and
southern Alaska. See the article by Fleming and Whitfield (2010) already cited in the article.

Author Response:

After reviewing the article of Fleming and Whitfield (2010) again, we expanded our description of the
impact of PO on the weather in British Columbia both in Section 2.1 (Atmosphere-ocean oscillation
affecting weather in western Canada) and Section 4.1 (Response to Pacific-centered oscillation).

We added the following sentence to Section 2.1:

“Fleming and Whitfield (2010) highlight that the positive temperature signal of EIl Nifio is weaker in
northern BC, and while El Nifio tends to bring drier conditions to the southern part of BC, it produces
wetter conditions along the northern coast.”

The edited version of the relevant paragraph in Section 4.1 now reads (additional underlined):

“These observations are consistent with the existing understanding of the effect of PO on the winter
weather in the southern parts of BC and the Pacific Northwest as the warmer temperatures experienced
during the positive phase (Shabbar and Khandekar, 1996; Shabbar and Bonsal, 2004; Bonsal et al., 2001)
generally result in a shallower and less hazardous snowpack at lower elevations. The observed pattern is
also consistent with the results of Lute and Abatzoglou (2014), who showed that La Nifia winters in the
Pacific Northwest are generally associated with above normal snow water equivalents that result from

both more snowfall days and more extreme snow fall events compared to El Nifio winters, and the
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studies of Brown and Goodison (1996) and Moore and McKendry (1996) who showed that the positive
phases of both ENSO and PNA are associated with reduced snow cover western Canada. Hence, our
prevalence values for alpine/treeline Storm slab avalanche problems exhibit the expected negative
association with PO at higher elevations (Figure 4 and 5). Consistent with the previous research, our
regression analysis indicates a homogeneous effect of PO across the study area (i.e., no significant
interaction effect), but the magnitude of the estimated difference over the observed PO index is most
pronounced in the Rocky Mountains. While Fleming and Whitfield (2010) point out that the northern
coast of BC and Alaska exhibits an inverse response pattern for precipitation with the warm ENSO phase
bringing wetter winter and spring conditions, this deviation would only affect the Coast North region of
our study area.”
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Responses to Editor

RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS

3.1 Conclusions too long
Editor Comment:

The Conclusions are somewhat lengthy and | recommend you consider, during the revision process, to
move some paragraphs into a Discussion section.

Author Response:

In response to this comment we split the original results and discussion section into two separate
sections. The revised results section now focuses on the presentation of the results of the beta
regression models. The new discussion section includes a concise summary of the results that contains
additional big-picture interpretations (previously included in conclusion section) and a detailed analysis
of the limitations of the study.
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Using avalanche problems to examine the effect of large-scale
atmosphere-ocean oscillations on avalanche hazard in western
Canada

Pascal Haegeli', Bret Shandro®?, Patrick Mair®

School for Resource and Environmental Management, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, V5T 2P9, Canada
26 Point Engineering and Avalanche Consulting, Nelson, V1L 4H5, Canada
3Dept. Psychology, Harvard University, Cambridge MA, 02138, United States

Correspondence to: Pascal Haegeli (pascal_haegeli@sfu.ca)

Abstract. Numerous large-scale atmosphere-ocean oscillations including the El Nifio-Southern Oscillation (ENSO), the
Pacific Decadal Oscillation (PDO), the Pacific North American Teleconnection Pattern (PNA) and the Artic Oscillation
(AO) are known to substantially affect winter weather patterns in western Canada. Several studies have examined the effect
of these oscillations on avalanche hazard using long-term avalanche activity records from highway avalanche safety
programs. While these studies offer valuable insights, they do not offer a comprehensive perspective on the influence of
these oscillations because the underlying data only represent the conditions at a few point locations in western Canada where
avalanches are tightly managed. We present a new approach for gaining insight into the relationship between atmosphere-
ocean oscillations and avalanche hazard in western Canada that uses avalanche problem information published in public
avalanche bulletins during the winters of 2010 to 2019. For each avalanche problem type, we calculate seasonal prevalence
values for each forecast area, elevation band and season, which are then included in a series of beta mixed-effects regression
models to explore both the overall and regional effects of the Pacific-centered oscillations (PO; including ENSO, PDO,
PNA) and AO on the nature of avalanche hazard in the study area. Even though our study period is short, we find significant
negative effects of PO on the prevalence of Storm slab avalanche problems, Wind slab avalanche problems, and Dry loose
avalanche problems, which agree reasonably well with the known impacts of PO on winter weather in western Canada. The
analysis also reveals a positive relationship between AO and the prevalence of Deep persistent slab avalanche problems
particularly in the Rocky Mountains. In addition, we find several smaller-scale patterns that highlight that the avalanche
hazard response to these oscillations varies regionally. Our study shows that the forecaster judgment included in the
avalanche problem assessments adds considerable value for these types of climate analyses. Since the predictability of the
most important atmosphere-ocean oscillations is continuously improving, a better understanding of their effect on avalanche
hazard can contribute to the development of informative seasonal avalanche forecasts and a better understanding of the effect

of climate change on avalanche hazard.
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1 Introduction

\Snow avalanches are an inherent natural hazard in mountainous regions that receive substantial amounts of seasonal snow. In

these regions, snow avalanches can threaten communities, transportation corridors, critical infrastructure (e.g., hydroelectric

dams, transmission and communication lines, pipelines) and resource extraction operations. In Western countries, most

people killed in avalanches are recreationists pursuing winter mountain activities such as backcountry skiing, mountain

snowmobile riding and out-of-hounds skiing. |Avalanche hazard conditions continuously evolve in response to the weather

conditions experienced during a winter. Much of existing avalanche research is focused on examining the short-term effects
of weather on avalanche conditions to support operational avalanche forecasting. However, examining the relationship
between longer-term variations in weather patterns and the nature of avalanche hazard can also offer valuable insight that
can lead to the development of seasonal avalanche hazard forecasts (McClung, 2013) and contribute to our understanding of
the effect of climate change on avalanche hazard.

The winter weather in western Canada is affected by several prominent large-scale atmosphere-ocean oscillations including
the El Nifio-Southern Oscillation, the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, the Pacific North American Teleconnection Pattern, and
the lArgtic Oscillation]. Since the effects of these large scale atmosphere-ocean oscillations on winter temperature and
precipitation patterns in the region are well understood (e.g., Shabbar and Bonsal, 2004; Stahl et al., 2006; Fleming and
Whitfield, 2010), it is no surprise that numerous studies have examined the effect of these weather patterns on the seasonal
avalanche hazard conditions in the area. Fitzharris (1987) was the first in Canada to consider anomalies in atmospheric
circulation patterns to explain major avalanche winters in Rogers Pass, BC. McClung (2013) found significant correlations
between avalanche activity (overall, as well as dry and wet avalanches separately) with positive El Nifio-Southern
Oscillation phase winters at Bear Pass and Kootenay Pass, British Columbia. Most recently, Thumlert et al. (2014)
confirmed these results in their study examining the correlation between large-scale climate oscillations and yearly
avalanche activity at six highway programs in British Columbia (Bear Pass, Coquihalla, Duffy Lake, Kootenay Pass,
Ningunsaw, and New Denver to Kaslo). In addition, they found a similarly significant relationship between avalanche
activity and the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, with more wet avalanches during positive/warmer phase winters and more dry
avalanches during negative/colder phase winters. Thumlert et al. (2014) also identified a positive correlation between the
North Atlantic Oscillation, a climate oscillation related to the Arctic Oscillation (Bjerknes, 1964), and the frequency of wet
slab avalanches.

While these studies offer valuable insight into the effect of atmosphere-ocean oscillations on the nature of avalanche hazard
in western Canada, they have considerable limitations. For example, since all these studies focused on avalanche
observations from highway avalanche safety programs, they only represent point observations and are unable to provide a
comprehensive perspective on the overall effect across western Canada. Furthermore, the observed patterns in avalanche
activity are difficult to conclusively attribute to changes in winter weather because the risk from avalanches along

transportation corridors is tightly managed, which makes the available avalanche observation time series vulnerable to
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changes in avalanche control practices (Bellaire et al., 2016; Sinickas et al., 2016; Jamieson et al., 2017). Furthermore, the
seasonal magnitude of avalanche activity, even if separated into dry and wet avalanches, only provides a limited perspective
on the nature of avalanche hazard.

The objective of the present study is to complement the existing research on the effect of large-scale atmosphere-ocean
oscillations on avalanche hazard in western Canada by taking advantage of information captured in public avalanche
bulletins structured according to the conceptual model of avalanche hazard (Statham et al., 2018a). This approach links the
analysis more closely to backcountry avalanche risk management and overcomes some of the shortcomings of previous

studies.

2 Background
2.1 Atmosphere-ocean oscillations affecting winter weather in western Canada

The most prominent large-scale atmosphere-ocean oscillations affecting the winter weather in western Canada and the
Pacific Northwest of the United States is the EI Nifio-Southern Oscillation (ENSO), which originates from an irregular
fluctuation between unusually warm (EI Nifio) and unusually cold (La Nifia) conditions in the Eastern South Pacific off the
coast of Peru (McPhaden et al., 2006). El Nifio and La Nifia events typically occur every two to seven years and have large
effects on the weather in numerous regions around the world. In western Canada and the Pacific Northwest, El Nifio winters
are associated with a shift towards warmer than normal temperatures, whereas La Nifia winters are colder than normal
(Shabbar and Khandekar, 1996; Shabbar and Bonsal, 2004; Bonsal et al., 2001). The signal in precipitation is less distinct.
Shabbar et al. (1997) did not identify any precipitation anomalies during EI Nifio or La Nifia winters in western Canada, but
found negative anomalies for the winters following the onset of an El Nifio, and positive anomalies following a La Nifia
event. Lute and Abatzoglou (2014) showed that La Nifia events in the Pacific Northwest are associated with more frequent
and more intense snowfall events. Numerous studies (e.g., Fleming and Whitfield, 2010; Wise, 2010; Jin et al., 2006) have
shown that these general patterns in ENSO anomalies are blurred by considerable regional differences and temporal
variabilities. Stahl et al. (2006), for example, showed that the coastal regions of British Columbia (BC) exhibit a stronger
temperature response while BC’s interior shows a stronger response in the precipitation pattems.JFleming and Whitfield

(2010)_highlight that the positive temperature signal of El Nifio is weaker in northern BC, and while El Nifio tends to bring

drier conditions to the southern part of BC, it produces wetter conditions along the northern coast. \McAfee and Wise (2016)

suggest that the effects of ENSO are stronger in late winter than early winter.
The Pacific Decadal Oscillation (PDO) \(Mantua and Hare, 2002; Newman et al., 2016)

ocean oscillation linked to changes in the seas surface temperatures in the northern mid-latitude Pacific basin, is primarily

, a primarily interdecadal atmosphere-

known for its modulating effect of ENSO related temperature anomalies. The positive temperature anomalies during El Nifio

winters are stronger and more widespread during positive PDO winters (Mantua and Hare, 2002; Bonsal et al., 2001) and

[ Commented [PH3]: Referee comment #2.3

[ Commented [PH4]: Referee comment #1.4




95

100

105

110

115

120

125

simultaneously occurring negative ENSO and PDO phases have been linked to negative temperature and increased
precipitation anomalies in western Canada (Bonsal et al., 2001; Stahl et al., 2006; Fleming and Whitfield, 2010).

The Pacific North America Teleconnection Pattern (PNA) (Leathers et al., 1991) is a climate oscillation that affects
temperature and precipitation distribution over the Pacific and North America by modulating the jet stream and storm tracks
over the region on intraseasonal and interannual time scales. Relevant for western Canada, the positive pattern is generally
associated with an anomalously deep Aleutian low and an enhanced ridge over western North America, which leads to a
more meridional flow patterns with warmer and drier air and reduced snow cover. The negative PNA pattern has a more
zonal circulation pattern, colder than average temperatures and produce higher snow accumulation (Kluver and Leathers,
2015; Brown and Goodison, 1996; Stahl et al., 2006; Wallace and Gutzler, 1981).

Another atmosphere-ocean oscillation affecting the winter weather in western Canada and the Pacific Northwest is the Arctic
Oscillation (AO; Thompson and Wallace, 1998), which is distinctly different from the Pacific orientated teleconnections
mentioned previously (Wu and Hsieh, 2004). The AO is a hemispheric-scale climate oscillations that mostly affects higher
latitudes and represents differences in atmospheric mass between the Arctic and mid-latitudes on month-to-month timescales
(Thompson and Wallace, 1998). Positive AO anomalies with lower pressure over the Arctic and higher pressure in mid
latitudes result in stronger westerly flows and higher springtime temperatures in northwestern BC, while negative phase AO
conditions have weaker meridional pressure gradients and therefore exhibit weaker westerly flows (Fleming et al., 2006;
Moore et al., 2009).jGobena et al. (2013), who studied the effect of AO on stream flows in the Columbia River Basin of

Southeastern BC, only identified effects during negative AO anomalies with cooler than average temperatures during

December, January and March, and below-average precipitation during winter and spring. Vincent et al. (2015), on the other

hand, noted a positive association of winter temperatures in Northern BC with the North Atlantic Oscillation, a close relative

to the AO (Fleming and Dahlke, 2014b). They did not find a significant signal in winter precipitation. ]

2.2 A meaningful characterization of avalanche winters

One of the challenges of existing studies examining the effect of atmosphere-ocean oscillations on avalanche hazard is the
limited insight into the character of avalanche winters provided by the frequency of avalanches and the ratio between dry and
wet avalanches. The nature and severity of avalanche problems, their distribution in the terrain and their evolution
throughout the season are much more important for avalanche risk management than the frequency of avalanches alone
(Atkins, 2004; Statham et al., 2018a). The presence of a persistent weak layer in the snowpack can dominate the nature of an
avalanche winter even if the number of associated avalanches is relatively small (Haegeli and McClung, 2007). Avalanche
professionals therefore commonly label winters according to their standout avalanche hazard characteristic (e.g., exceptional
number of surface hoar layers, early November facet-rain crust combination). Hence, examining the relationship between
long-term atmosphere-ocean oscillations and avalanche hazard meaningfully requires a more comprehensive way to describe

the nature avalanche winters.
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Avalanche hazard assessments included in public avalanche bulletins offer a more comprehensive perspective on avalanche
hazard than avalanche observations alone. When preparing bulletins, human forecasters assimilate a wide range of
observations and assessments to develop a detailed picture of the regional hazard conditions. This human contribution
circumvents some of the challenges of pure avalanche observation datasets. For example, human forecasters know that there
direct action avalanches even if poor visibility prevents the observation of these avalanches. Human forecasters can also
make informed extrapolations over space and time. However, the qualitative nature of the hazard description in avalanche
bulletins has traditionally prevented its use in systematic climate analyses.

Since the winter of 2010, public avalanche forecasters in Canada have been using the conceptual model of avalanche hazard
(CMAH; Statham et al., 2018a) to document their assessments more systematically. The CMAH identifies key components
of avalanche hazard and structures them in a systematic workflow to provide a meaningful pathway for synthesizing
available avalanche safety observations (weather, snowpack and avalanche observations), conceptualizing hazard conditions
and choosing appropriate risk treatment actions. A key component of the CMAH is the identification and characterization of
avalanche problems (Haegeli et al., 2010; Lazar et al., 2012), which represent operational avalanche safety concerns that
emerge from the preceding weather and snowpack conditions. Avalanche hazard assessments typically include one or more
avalanche problems, which are described in terms of their avalanche problem type, where they can be found in the terrain,
the likelihood of associated avalanches and the destructive size of these avalanches. The CMAH defines nine different
avalanche problem types, which represent typical, repeatable patterns of avalanche hazard formation and evolution.
Identifying the type of an avalanche problem is a critically important step in the hazard assessment process as it provides an
overarching filter that sets expectations and influences subsequent decisions about relevant types of observation and
effective approaches for risk reduction. The broad adoption of the CMAH among North American avalanche safety
practitioners and public avalanche forecasters opens new opportunities for including avalanche bulletin information in
formal research.

The CMAH-compliant avalanche problem characterizations from Canadian public avalanche bulletins were recently used by
Shandro and Haegeli (2018) to holistically characterize the nature of avalanche winters in western Canada. Using the
likelihood of avalanches and destructive size assessments of the avalanche problems, the authors first used self-organizing
maps (Kohonen, 2001) to identify typical combinations of avalanche problems, which they called hazard situations (e.g.,
hazard situations dominated by wind slab avalanche problems, hazard situations comprised of storm and persistent slab
avalanche problems). Each of the daily hazard assessments was then assigned to one of the 13 identified typical hazard
situations, and the authors then calculated the percentage of days each avalanche hazard situation was present in each

forecast area, elevation band and winter to provide a comprehensive perspective on the nature of avalanche hazard.
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3 Method
3.1 Avalanche bulletin data

The foundation for the present study is CMAH-compliant avalanche hazard assessments included in daily public avalanche
bulletins published by Avalanche Canada, Parks Canada and Alberta Parks during the winter seasons 2010 to 2019.t
Together, the three agencies provide daily avalanche forecasts for all main mountain ranges in western Canada, which
include the maritime Coast Mountains along the Pacific Coast in the west, the continental Rocky Mountains along the BC-
Alberta boarder in the east, and the Columbia Mountains that exhibit a transitional snow climate in between (McClung and
Schaerer, 2006) (Figure 1). During the first two winters (2010 and 2011), the dataset is limited to six large forecast areas of
Avalanche Canada (Northwest-BC, South Coast, North Columbia, South Columbia, Kootenay Boundary and South
Rockies). In the winter 2012, most of these regions were subdivided into subregions to provide recreationists with more
location-specific avalanche hazard information. In the same season, Parks Canada and Alberta Parks implemented the use of
the CMAH as the foundation for their avalanche bulletins. This means that for 2012 to 2019 winter seasons our data consists
of daily avalanche hazard analyses from 15 different forecast areas (Figure 1). To increase consistency among forecast areas
and winters, we only included bulletins that were published between Dec. 1 and Apr. 15. The number of avalanche bulletins
per season and forecast area is typically 136 or 137, except during the first two winters when the number was slightly smaller
(range: 92 to 131).

For the present analysis, we grouped the forecast areas into six large-scale regions: Coast-North, Coast-South, Columbias-
North, Columbias-South, Rockies-North and Rockies-South (Figure 1). The Glacier National Park forecast area was excluded
from the analysis as it is a small forecast area that is located right between Columbias-North and Columbias-South.
Furthermore, it is the only Parks Canada forecast area in the Columbia Mountains and their daily schedule for publishing the
avalanche bulletin is different from all the other areas. The complete avalanche bulletin dataset consisted of 16,867 daily
avalanche bulletins over ten seasons from 15 forecast areas grouped into six large-scale regions. Organizing the forecast
areas into large-scale regions has several advantages for our analysis. First, it allows us to include the complete dataset in the
analysis despite the splitting of some of the forecast regions after the first two winters. Second, it strengthens the relatively
short dataset by including multiple observations per region, and third, it helps to smooth out small-scale variabilities that

might be artifacts of the short dataset and difficult to interpret.

L Winter seasons are labelled with the year when the winter finishes. Hence 2010 represents the winter from Dec. 2009 to
Apr. 2010.
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Figure 1: Overview of study area with avalanche forecast areas and analysis regions. Labels of forecast areas express the
relationship between the large forecast areas from the first two winters and the smaller forecast areas thereafter (e.g., Northwest-
BC (1) to split into Northwest Coastal (1a) and Northwest Inland (1b)).

Our analysis focused on the ‘Day zero’ avalanche hazard assessment that avalanche forecasters make for the current day
based on all available information before they produce hazard forecasts for the upcoming days. To prepare the hazard
assessments for the present analysis, we calculated fractions of forecast days when a specific avalanche problem type was
present for each season, elevation band (alpine, treeline, and below treeline) and forecast region. This means that each winter
season for a forecast area and elevation band is characterized by a set of eight percentage values, one for each avalanche
problem type (Storm slab avalanche problems, Wind slab avalanche problems, Persistent slab avalanche problems, Deep
persistent slab avalanche problem, Wet slab avalanche problem, Wet loose avalanche problem, Dry loose avalanche
problem, and Cornice avalanche problem). In addition, we also computed the fractions of days when No avalanche problems
were present and the fractions of days with persistent or deep persistent slab avalanche problems as forecasters have
expressed challenges with reliably distinguishing these two avalanche problems types (Grant Statham: personal
communication). While the avalanche hazard characterization method developed by Shandro and Haegeli (2018) provides a
more integrated perspective of conditions that also includes the severity of the conditions, we chose the simpler approach of
focusing on the prevalence of individual avalanche problem types to make the results easier to interpret and simplifying the

steps for reproducing of the approach in other geographic regions.
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Table 1: Avalanche problem types (Statham et al., 2018) and summary of seasonal prevalence values for the three elevation bands
alpine (ALP), treeline (TL) and below treeline (BTL).

Avalanche problem Description (Statham et al., 2018) Seasonal prevalence values
type (median | max.)
ALP TL BTL
a) Storm slab Cohesive slab of soft new snow. Also called a direct- 35|65 36|62 25|53
avalanche problem  action avalanche.
b) Wind slab Cohesive slab of locally deep, wind-deposited snow. 57198 50 | 96 2|19

avalanche problem
c) Persistent slab Cohesive slab of old and/or new snow that is poorly 37|88 43188 26|67
avalanche problem  bonded to a persistent weak layer and does not
strengthen or strengthens slowly over time. Structure is
conducive to failure initiation and crack propagation.

d) Deep persistent Thick, hard cohesive slab of old snow overlying an 10197 1091 0|50
slab avalanche early-season persistent weak layer located in the lower
problem snowpack or near the ground. Structure is conducive to

failure initiation and crack propagation. Typically
characterized by low likelihood and large destructive
size.

e) All persistent slab Combines persistent and deep persistent slab avalanche 57| 100 63100 29|68
avalanche problem  problems.

f) Wetslab avalanche  Cohesive slab of moist to wet snow that results in 1|7 0|8 0|14
problem dense debris with no powder cloud.

g) Wet loose Cohesionless wet snow starting from a point. Also 10|27 13|33 13138
avalanche problem  called a sluff or point release.

h) Dry loose Cohesionless dry snow starting from a point. Also 5|34 3129 2|25
avalanche problem  called a sluff or point release.

i) Cornice avalanche  Overhanging mass of dense, wind deposited snow 14| 64 0140 0|0
problem jutting out over a drop-off in the terrain.

j) No avalanche Situations when no avalanche problem is present. 119 6121 37|83
problem

The prevalence values included in our dataset vary considerably among avalanche problem types, forecast areas, season and
elevation bands (Table 1 and Figure 2). During our study period Storm slab avalanche problems, Wind slab avalanche
problems, and Persistent slab avalanche problems were the predominant avalanche problems in the alpine and treeline
elevation bands. The most prevalent avalanche problems below treeline were No avalanche problems, Storm slab avalanche
problems, and Persistent slab avalanche problems, whereas Wind slab avalanche problems and Cornice avalanche problems

WEere rare.
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Figure 2: Time series of violin plots illustrating changes in the seasonal distributions of prevalence values for each avalanche
problem type. Each violin plot represents the observed prevalence values from all regions and elevation bands (18 observations in
2010 and 2011; 45 observations per winter thereafter). White dots in violin plots represent median and thick black lines show
interquartile ranges.
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3.2 Information on atmosphere-ocean oscillations

We used publicly available data from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) of the U.S.
Department of Commerce for characterizing the various atmosphere-ocean oscillations. Various indices are used to identify
the phase and describe the strength of ENSO. In this study, we used the revised version of the Multivariate EI Nifio Index
(MEI.v2; Wolter and Timlin, 2011; Zhang et al., 2019), which considers five main parameters observed over the tropical
Pacific, including sea-level pressure, surface zonal and meridional winds, sea surface temperature, and outgoing longwave
radiation for calculating the strength of ENSO. Bimonthly MEL.v2 values can be downloaded from the website of NOAA’s
Physical Science Laboratory (2020). The intensity of the PDO is described with the PDO index, which is calculated from
monthly sea surface temperature anomalies and the monthly mean global average sea surface temperature anomaly (Mantua
et al., 1997). The PNA is measured with the PNA index, which relates to anomalies in the 700 mb and 500 mb geopotential
height fields observed over Western and Eastern North America (Zhao et al., 2013), with mean flow characterized by a
trough in the Eastern-Central Pacific, and a ridge over the Rocky Mountains (Whitfield et al., 2010). The AO is described
with the AO index (Thompson and Wallace, 1998), which incorporates non-seasonal sea-level pressure variations north of
20-degree latitude. We downloaded monthly values of the PDO, PNA, and AO indices from the website of NOAA’s
National Centers for Environmental Information (2020).

JFollowing established practices in hydrological studies on the effect of atmosphere-ocean oscillations (e.g., Fleming and

Dahlke, 2014b), we calculated seasonal indices for the strength of the individual atmosphere-climate oscillations by
averaging the values of the winter months (MEI.v2: Nov./Dec. to Mar./Apr.; PNA, PDA and AO: Nov. to Apr.) for each
winter between 2010 and 2019. While the study period is limited to ten years, all four climate indices exhibited both negative
and positive anomalies and covered between 64 % and 84 % of the historical range (Table 2). Our study period includes
ENSO observations near the historical minimum (2011), and the AO index exhibited its historical minimum in the winter of
2010. Since the resulting seasonal indices for the Pacific-centered atmosphere-ocean oscillations were highly correlated
(Figure 2; MEI.v2 vs PDO: 0.71 (Pearson correlation coefficient); MEI.v2 vs PNA: 0.83; PDO vs PNA: 0.54) it would not
be possible for our analysis to isolate their individual effects in a meaningful way. \To properly include the effect of these
atmosphere-ocean oscillations in our analysis and prevent inappropriate conclusions, we calculated a seasonal climate
oscillation index for the combined strength of the Pacific-centered oscillations (POs) by averaging the ENSO, PDO and PNA
indices for each winter (Figure 3). The time series of the seasonal AO index is distinctly different from the Pacific-centered
oscillations (Pearson correlations ranging between -0.24 and 0.20) and its correlation with the combined POs index was only
0.05. This is consistent with the independence between PO and AO described in previous studies (e.g., Wu and Hsieh, 2004)

and ideal for separating the effects of the two types of atmosphere-ocean oscillations in the analysis.
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Table 2: Overview of monthly atmosphere-ocean oscillation indices (ENSO: EI Nino-Southern Oscillation; PNA: Pacific North
250 America Teleconnection Pattern; PDO: Pacific Decadal Oscillation; AO: Arctic Oscillation, PO: Averaged Pacific-centered

oscillations).
Index Historical range* Observations during study period (2010-2019)
Min Max Min Max Percentage of hist. range
ENSO (MEI.v2) -2.43 2.89 -2.04 1.94 75%
PNA index -3.07 2.66 -2.06 2.02 71%
PDO index -3.65 3.84 -2.95 1.85 64%
AO index -4.27 3.50 -4.27 2.80 84%

* MEI.v2: January 1979 to April 2019; PNA, PDO and AO: January 1950 to April 2019.
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Figure 3: Winter season (Nov. — Apr.) average climate indices during the study period (ENSO: El Nino-Southern Oscillation;
PNA: Pacific North America Teleconnection Pattern; PDO: Pacific Decadal Oscillation; AO: Arctic Oscillation, PO: Averaged
Pacific-centered oscillations).
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3.3 Statistical analysis

\While a 10-year dataset is relatively short for a climatological study, our analysis approach aims to maximize the value of

the available data to provide meaningful insight into the relationship between the combined Pacific-centered atmospheric-

ocean oscillations and the AO and the nature of avalanche hazard in western Canada at the regional scale. Whereas previous

studies employed correlation analyses to explore these relationships, one at a time, we used generalized linear mixed effects

regression models to simultaneously examine and properly isolate the effect of the two different types of oscillations, [Since

our dependent variable are prevalence values that are bound between 0 and 1 and considerably skewed towards lower values,
we chose beta regression models (Cribari-Neto and Zeileis, 2010; Smithson and Verkuilen, 2006) with a logit link function
for our analysis. As suggested by Smithson and Verkuilen (2006), we transformed our prevalence values with y,.q.s =
(Yorig(n — 1) + 0.5)/n prior to analysis to eliminate values that are exactly zero or one since they cannot be handled by the beta
regression.

It is well known that the indices of atmospheric oscillations like the PDO or AO exhibit considerable autocorrelations.

Newman et al. (2016), for example, point out that the year-to-year PDO correlation is over 0.45 in late winter and spring.

However, since the seasonal snowpack in Western Canada largely melts out every summer, and the snowpack structures

relevant for avalanches emerge each winter independently of the previous winter, it is not necessary to use an autoreqgressive

model approach for the present analvsis.\

We estimated separate mixed effects models for each avalanche problem type. Each of these models included the
atmosphere-ocean oscillation indices (POs and AO) and the large-scale regions as fixed effects. Winter season was included
in the models as a random effect to account for the intricacies of individual winters that cannot be explained by the
atmosphere-ocean oscillations included in the analysis. Due to the stronger similarity in the prevalence of avalanche
problems between the alpine and treeline elevation bands (Table 3), we combined the analysis of the two elevation bands and
estimated single models for prevalence values in the two elevation bands with elevation band as an additional fixed effect.
The models for below treeline were estimated separately. We did not estimate a below treeline model for Cornice avalanche
problems because this avalanche problem is not relevant at lower elevations. Hence, we conducted 19 different regression
model analyses in total.

Table 3: Pearson correlation coefficients for prevalence of avalanche problem types between different elevation bands
(ALP: alpine; TL: treeline; and BTL: below treeline).

Storm Wind  Persistent Deep Wet Wet Dry Cornice No

slabs slabs slabs persistent  slabs loose loose aval. aval.
slabs aval. aval. prob.

ALP-TL 0.97 0.92 0.89 0.98 0.83 0.83 0.93 0.55 0.52
ALP-BTL 0.82 0.33 0.56 0.65 0.36 0.44 0.81 0.03 -0.11
TL-BTL 0.87 0.42 0.74 0.74 0.60 0.76 0.92 0.02 0.34
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To explore the spatial patterns in the effect of the atmospheric oscillations, each of these analyses included two model
estimations. We first estimated a simple model that only included AO, PO and large-scale region as main effects. All of the
categorical variables were effects coded, so that the parameter estimates for large-scale regions capture the average
differences in the prevalence of the specific avalanche problem type across the entire study period, and the parameter
estimates for AO and PO describe the average effect of the atmospheric oscillations across the entire study area. Our second
model also included interactions between atmospheric oscillation variables and the large-scale regions to resolve potential
spatial differences in the response to AO and PO. We then used a likelihood ratio test to determine whether the second and
more complex model with interactions represented the data better than the simpler main effects model. We picked the
interaction model as the final model if the p-value of the likelihood ratio test was below 0.05, and we stayed with the simpler
main effects model if it was not.

Our preliminary analysis of the prevalence data indicated an abnormally high prevalence of Wind slab avalanche problems
in the first three seasons (Figure 2: 2010, 2011 and 2012). A closer examination revealed that this anomaly is likely related
to conditions when avalanche forecasters were simultaneously concerned about storm and wind slab avalanches. The
analysis of Shandro and Haegeli (2018) explicitly identified these types of hazard situations and labelled them as Storm &
wind slab and Storm, wind & persistent slab hazard situations. To make the avalanche problem information in their bulletins
more distinct, Avalanche Canada instituted a new internal forecasting policy at the beginning of the 2013 winter season that
discouraged forecaster from including storm and wind slabs in the same forecasts (Shandro and Haegeli, 2018). To account
for this change in forecasting practice in our analysis, we included an additional binary variable in our dataset that was set to
1 for Avalanche Canada for the first three seasons (2010, 2011 and 2012) and 0 otherwise. We then integrated the variable as
an additional fixed effect in the models for Storm slab and Wind slab avalanche problems under the assumption that policy
change may be associated with a consistent change in the prevalence values across all Avalanche Canada forecast regions.
We conducted our entire analysis in R (R Core Team, 2020) and used the g1mmTMB package (Brooks et al., 2017) to estimate
our mixed effects models. Because of the relatively small dataset, we did not only consider parameter estimates with p-
values < 0.05, but also viewed parameter estimates with p-values between 0.05 and 0.10 to be indicative of marginally
significant trends. Due to the logit link function of the beta regression, the parameter estimates are difficult to interpret
directly and converting them into odds ratios does not simplify the interpretation as they represent odds of percentages. In
addition, making sense of the combined main and interaction effects is particularly challenging in logistic regressions. To
make the interpretation of the results more tangible, we used the parameter estimates from the regression analyses for the
different avalanche problems to calculate their expected prevalence values across the value ranges of the AO and PO indices
that were observed during the study period. We then followed up with post-hoc pairwise comparisons to assess whether the
marginal mean estimates (i.e., the mean estimates of the prevalence values at the minimum and maximum values of the AO
and PO indices) were significantly different from each other for the different large-scale regions. In other words, we tested

whether the change in the prevalence of an avalanche problem expressed in percentage points was significantly different
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from zero. We performed this part of the analysis using the emmeans and pairs functions of the emmeans package (Lenth,

2019). To counteract the issue of Type | error inflation from multiple comparisons, we calculated Holm-corrected p-values.

4|Resulty

Our presentation of the results focuses on the relationship between the atmosphere-ocean oscillations and the nature of
avalanche hazard in western Canada at the regional scale. We therefore concentrate on the examination of the main effects of
AO and PO as well as their interactions with the large-scale region. The main effect of large-scale region and the random
intercept for winter season are not discussed because they only reflect the regional and seasonal variability in the average
prevalence of avalanche problem types respectively. Interested readers are referred to Shandro and Haegeli (2018) for a
detailed description of these types of variabilities.

The results of our analysis are summarized in Figure 4, which shows the effect of AO and PO on the prevalence values of
individual avalanche problem types expressed as changes in percentage points over the range of the observed oscillation
indices (i.e., difference in marginal mean estimates). For each avalanche problem type and elevation band (alpine/treeline
and below treeline) the six percentage point values are arranged to roughly represent the geographic arrangement of the
large-scale regions (Figure 1). To provide a more in-depth perspective on the relationship between the atmospheric
oscillations and the prevalence values, effects plots are used for select avalanche problem types of interest (Figures 5-8).
These plots show the logistic relationships between the mean prevalence value and the AO or PO indices together with the
95 % confidence interval for the different large-scale regions. The individual points in the figures represent observed
prevalence values.

Our presentation of the results focuses primarily on the big picture patterns that emerged from the analysis and does not
discuss each model in detail. However, interested readers are referred to the available data and analysis code for detailed
information on the parameter estimates of the final models for each of the avalanche problem types and elevation bands.
When interpreting the percentage point changes in Figure 4, it is important to realize that the presented values are a
combination of both the magnitude of the effect of the atmospheric oscillation (i.e., the size of the regression parameters) and
the average prevalence of the avalanche problem in the region over the study period. This means that the same effect will
produce smaller percentage point changes in regions with lower average prevalence values of the avalanche problem and
larger values in regions with higher prevalence values.

Overall, seven of the ten models for the alpine/treeline elevations included interactions effects for region whereas none of the
nine below treeline models did. A possible explanation of this result is that the below treeline response to atmospheric
oscillations is more homogeneous across the entire study area than at higher elevations because the warmer temperatures at
lower elevations mean that the snowpack is generally closer to the melting point and therefore more sensitive to temperature

variations. However, one also needs to remember that we can expect higher levels of significance in the alpine/treeline
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models since the available number of observations for those models is twice as large as for the below treeline model. Hence
the differences in the spatial patterns among the elevation bands should be treated with caution.

Based on the results of the models, the relationships between the prevalence of avalanche problem types and the atmosphere-
ocean oscillations can be grouped into four classes. The prevalence values of the problem types are either a) not affected by
the atmosphere-ocean oscillations (i.e., no significant main or interaction effects), b) respond consistently across the entire
study area without detectable regional variability (only significant main effects); c) respond regionally different in addition
to the overall study area wide effect (significant main and interaction effects); or d) respond regionally different without an
overall effect across the entire study area (only significant interaction effect). The effect of PO emerged as a consistent
pattern across the study area in five (26 %) of the 19 models, as a consistent pattern across the study area with regional
differences in only one (5%) model, and regional differences only in three models (16 %) (Figure 4). No effect was
observed in ten models (52 %). With respect to AO, eight of the 19 models (42 %) did not exhibit an effect at all, four
(21 %) had a consistent effect across the entire study area, in two (11 %) the consistent effect across the study area that was
superimposed with regional differences, and the remaining five models (26 %) exhibit a regional pattern without a consistent
effect across the study area. These results clearly highlight that not all avalanche problem types are affected by the
atmospheric oscillations, and that the response can vary regionally considerably. This is consistent with the results of several
studies that have shown considerable regional differences in the weather patterns related to atmospheric oscillation
anomalies in western Canada and the Pacific Northwest (e.g., Jin et al., 2006; Wise, 2010; Fleming and Whitfield, 2010).
The following sections provide an overview of the observed effects of PO and AO on the nature of avalanche hazard in the
two elevation bands alpine/treeline and below treeline. We focus on the big picture patterns and illustrate regional

differences with a few examples.
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ARCTIC OSCILLATION
(-1.75t0 0.84)
Alpine/Treeline

Avalanche Problem Types

Below treeline

PACIFIC OSCILLATIONS
(-1.24t0 1.36)

Alpine/Treeline Below treeline

a) Storm slabs 4 -8 -1 -1 0 13 -8 -17 EC 4 |
(see Fig. 5) -6 -5 -2 -1 -1 0 -11 -9 -18 -18 -15
1A only ME only ME only
b) Wind slabs -7 9 1 -8 -5 -3
(see Fig. 6) -4 6 2 -6 -4 -6 -6
1A only ME only ME and IA ME only
c) Persistent slabs -11 -11 -11 -9 -12 -2 -2 -2 -3 -4 -2
-8 -11 -11 -4 -12 -2 -2 -2 -1 -4 -3
d) Deep pers. slab -7 7 4 5 6 -12 11 -2 -2 -4
(see Fig.7) 1 3 5 -7 -9 -2 -3 -4
MEand IA ME only 1A only
e) All pers. slabs -19 3 -3 -4 -3 8 8 -14 6 -8 6
5 -6 23 -2 -4 -4 -8 7 -20 3 -8 7
1A only
f) Wet slabs 1 1 -1 2 1 -1 1 0 -1 -1 0
1 1 2 2 1 1 1 3 -1 -1 1
1A only ME only 1A only
g) Wet loose avalanches 7 8 6 -3 3 0 2 1 1 1 1
7 6 -5 -3 3 7 6 1 1 1
1A only 1A only
h) Dry loose avalanches -9 -4 -2 -5 -4 3 -7 -3 -6
-8 -6 -8 -3 -4 -4 2 -1 -7 -4 -5 -5
MEand IA ME only ME only
i i -2 -3 -2 2 1
i) Cornices Not relevant Not relevant
-4 -3 -4 2 2
i) No problems 1 1 5 5 5 2 2 22 19 23
(see Fig. 8) 2 1 5 5 5 2 2 23 19 2
ME only
Large-scale regions Magnitude of change Statistical significance
Legends CoastN CoIN RockN >10 5-10 0-5 p-value <0.05
CoastS ColS RockS <-10 -10--5 -5-0 p-value <0.10

not statistically signifcant

Figure 4: Overview of the effect of the examined atmospheric oscillations on the prevalence values of avalanche problem types
expressed as change in percentage points over the range of the observed oscillation indices (i.e., difference in marginal mean
estimates). For each avalanche problem type and elevation band (alpine/treeline and below treeline) the six percentage point
values are arranged to roughly represent their geographic arrangement. Font weight and color of the percentage point labels
describe the statistical significance of the difference: bold and black/white: p < 0.05; black/white only: 0.05 <p < 0.10; grey: not
statistically significant. The shading of the cell indicates the magnitude of any significant percentage point differences: dark blue:
< -10 pp; medium blue: -10 to -5 pp; faint blue: -5 to 0 pp; faint red: 0 to 5 pp; medium red: 5 to 10 pp; dark red: > 10 pp. The
labels underneath the boxes indicate whether the model includes significant the main (ME) and/or interaction effects (1A).
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4.1 Response to Pacific-centered oscillation

One of the prominent patterns in our results is the strong and uniform negative association between PO and the prevalence of
Storm slab and Dry loose avalanche problems below treeline (Figure 4 and 5). Both of these avalanche problem types are
less prevalent during the positive phase of the oscillation and more prevalent during the negative phase. Complementary to
this pattern, we observed a significant positive relationship between PO and the prevalence of days with No avalanche
problems (Figure 4 and 6). rThese observations are consistent with the existing understanding of the effect of PO on the

winter weather in the southern parts of BC,and the Pacific Northwest as the warmer temperatures experienced during the

positive phase (Shabbar and Khandekar, 1996; Shabbar and Bonsal, 2004; Bonsal et al., 2001) generally result in a shallower
and less hazardous snowpack at lower elevations. The observed pattern is also consistent with the results of Lute and
Abatzoglou (2014), who showed that La Nifia winters in the Pacific Northwest are generally associated with above normal
snow water equivalents that result from both more snowfall days and more extreme snow fall events compared to El Nifio
winters, and the studies of Brown and Goodison (1996) and Moore and McKendry (1996) who showed that the positive

phases of both ENSO and PNA are associated with reduced snow cover western Canada. Hence, our prevalence values for

alpine/treeline Storm slab avalanche problems gxhibit the gxpected negative association with PO at higher elevations

(Figure 4 and 5). Consistent with the previous research, our regression analysis indicates a homogeneous effect of PO across
the study area (i.e., no significant interaction effect), but the magnitude of the estimated difference over the observed PO

index is most pronounced in the Rocky Mountains. While Fleming and Whitfield (2010) point out that the northern coast of

BC and Alaska exhibits an inverse response pattern for precipitation with the warm ENSO phase bringing wetter winter and

spring conditions, this deviation would only affect the Coast North region of our study area

Another interesting widespread pattern is the also negative relationship between PO and the prevalence of Wind slab
avalanche problems across the study area (Figure 4 and 7). In the alpine/treeline elevation band, the pattern is a combination
of an overall negative effect across the study area that is further enhanced by a negative interaction effect in the Columbia-
South region. Combined, the magnitude of the estimated difference over the observed PO index is largest in the Columbia
Mountains followed by the Rockies-North and Coast-South regions. The reduction in Wind slab avalanche problems is also
observed below treeline, but it is important to remember that this type of avalanche problem is only rarely an issue at lower
elevations (Figure 7, bottom row). The observed change in the prevalence of Wind slab avalanche problems can potentially
be explained with the changes in the large-scale circulation patterns associated with the PNA. As described by Bonsal et al.
(2001) and Stahl et al. (2006), the enhanced ridge over western North America during the positive phase of the PNA results
in a weaker and more meridional flow pattern over the study area than the more zonal flow pattern during the negative phase.
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Figure 5: Calculated prevalence for Storm slab avalanche problems in relation to AO (left column) and Pacific-centered oscillations
(right column) for the alpine/treeline (top row) and below treeline (bottom row) over the range of observed index values. Lines
indicate the mean estimates and shaded areas represent that 95% confidence intervals. Individual points represent observed
prevalence values.
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Figure 6: Calculated prevalence for Wind slab avalanche problems in relation to AO (left column) and Pacific-centered oscillations
(right column) for the alpine/treeline (top row) and below treeline (bottom row) over the range of observed index values. Lines
indicate the mean estimates and shaded areas represent that 95% confidence intervals. Individual points represent observed
prevalence values.
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Furthermore, the enhanced ridge and associated northern displacement of the jet stream during the positive phase also
inhibits the formation Arctic outflow situations (Bonsal et al., 2001). Both of these effects together offer a reasonable
explanation for the observed pattern in the prevalence of Wind slab avalanche problems.

When interpreting the prevalence of Strom slab and Wind slab avalanche problems, it is important to remember the change
in forecasting practice at Avalanche Canada at the beginning of the 2013 winter season. The additional variable included in
the model to account for this change was only marginally significant for Storm slab avalanche problems in the
alpine/treeline model (-0.337; p-value = 0.093), but highly significant for Wind slab avalanche problems in the
alpine/treeline model (1.540; p-value <0.001). This indicates that Avalanche Canada forecasters included Wind slab
avalanche problems substantially more frequently in the hazard assessments and Storm slab avalanche problems slightly less
frequently before the practice change. Having explicitly accounted for this change in forecasting practices, we can be more
confident that the identified changes in the prevalence of Wind slab avalanche problems are associated with PO. In addition
to the large-scale patterns described above, we also observe several more regional patterns. First, we see a positive
relationship between PO and the prevalence of Wet slab avalanche problems in the southern regions of the study area
(Figure 4). While the absolute change is relatively small, it is partially due to the fact that wet slabs are generally forecasted
rarely (Figure 2). This observation is consistent with the results of McClung (2013) and Thumlert et al. (2014) who describe
positive relationships the percentage of wet avalanches with ENSO and PDO, but the effect in our study is substantially
smaller. This discrepancy is likely explained by the fact that McClung (2013) and Thumlert et al. (2014) defined wet
avalanches based on the recorded liquid water content of the avalanche deposit (Canadian Avalanche Association, 2016: dry,
moist or wet). This means that their percentage of wet avalanches also includes avalanches that started dry but became wet
as they reached lower elevations. A second potential reason for the lower prevalence of wet avalanches in our study is that
we limited our datasets to between December 1 and April 15, which likely prevents widespread wet avalanche cycles in the
spring to be included.

A second set of regional PO response pattern observed in our results include a negative relationship with the prevalence of
Deep persistent slab avalanche problems and a positive relationship with Wet loose avalanche problems in the
alpine/treeline models in the Rockies-South region (Figure 4). Both patterns are potentially consistent with the higher
temperatures during positive PO phases. The isolated response of the Rockies-South region is not overly surprising as the
southeast corner of British Columbia is well known for being exposed to different weather systems and having a unique
snow climate that is distinct from the surrounding areas. While the more northern parts of the Canadian Rocky Mountains
exhibit a traditional continental snow climate, the southern parts have a more transitional snow climate with warmer
temperatures and a deeper snowpack (Claus et al., 1984; Johnston, 2011; Haegeli and McClung, 2007).

Interestingly, our analysis did not reveal a substantial relationship between PO and the prevalence of Persistent or Deep
persistent slab avalanche problems, expect the local effect on Deep persistent slab avalanche problems in the Rockies-South
region. To provide context for the interpretation of this result, it is also important to remember that the logit link the beta
regression can only capture monotonic relationships between the prevalence of an avalanche problem type and the oscillation
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indices. This may be an issue for the analysis of Persistent slab avalanche problems that are most common in transitional
snow climates where we have a combination of both maritime and continental influences (Haegeli and McClung, 2007).
Analogously, neutral atmosphere-ocean oscillation conditions might be most favorable for this type of avalanche problem.
INon-monotonic response patterns to PO in western Canada have also been identified in hydrological studies such as Fleming
and Dahlke (2014b), Fleming and Dahlke (2014a) and Fleming et al. (2016)|

4.2 Response to Arctic Oscillation

One of the prominent AO response patterns in our analysis is the increase in the prevalence of Deep persistent slab
avalanche problems across a substantial part of the study area (Figure 4 and 8). While the main effect in the alpine/treeline
model is relatively weak (0.386; p-value = 0.056), significant interactions describe a stronger effect in the Rocky Mountains
and a diminished effect in the Coast Mountains. The pattern is more uniform in the below treeline model. However, it is
important to remember that the large change in the prevalence in the Rocky Mountains is a combination of the positive
interactions as well as the higher prevalence of Deep persistent slab avalanche problems in the continental snow climate in
general (Figure 8 and Shandro and Haegeli, 2018). Similar to the response to the PO, we did not identify a significant effect
of AO on the prevalence of Persistent slab avalanche problems.
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Figure 7: Calculated prevalence for No avalanche problems in relation to AO (left column) and Pacific-centered oscillations (right
column) for the alpine/treeline (top row) and below treeline (bottom row) over the range of observed index values. Lines indicate

the mean estimates and shaded areas represent that 95% confidence intervals. Individual points represent observed prevalence
values.
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Figure 8: Calculated prevalence for Deep persistent slab avalanche problems in relation to AO (left column) and Pacific-centered
oscillations (right column) for the alpine/treeline (top row) and below treeline (bottom row) over the range of observed index
values. Lines indicate the mean estimates and shaded areas represent that 95% confidence intervals. Individual points represent
observed prevalence values.

We also observe an increase in the prevalence of Wind slab avalanche problems in the alpine/treeline model, predominantly
in the Rockies-North and Columbia-South regions due to significant interactions (Figure 4 and 7). Below treeline, we
observe a minimal and only marginally significant positive increase, but wind slabs are rarely forecasted at lower elevations
anyway. The observed increase in Wind slab avalanche problems is possibly related to the more intense westerly flows
caused by the stronger meridional pressure gradient during the positive phase of AO (Fleming et al., 2006; Moore et al.,
2009). The more intense westerly and therefore onshore flow might also contribute to the observed increase in the
prevalence of Storm slab avalanche problems in the Coast-North region (Figure 4 and 5).

The increase in Deep persistent slab, Wind slab, and Storm slab avalanche problems in different parts of the study area
during the positive AO phase is potentially compensated by a concurrent decrease in the prevalence of Dry loose avalanche
problems (Figure 4). While we observe a uniform decrease across the entire study area at all elevation bands, additional
interactions in the alpine/treeline model indicate that the effect is weaker in the Columbia Mountains and particularly strong
in the Rockies-North region. This pattern is consistent with the stronger impact of AO observed in the Rockies-North region
in general.

Another regional response pattern associated with AO is a consistent significant increase in the prevalence of Wet loose dry
avalanches in the northern parts of the study area (Figure 4). This result is in line with the higher springtime temperatures in
north-western British Columbia described by Fleming et al. (2006), but most of the regions included in our study are

substantially further south than their study area. The lack of a similar pattern in the below treeline model might be due to the

21



515

520

525

530

535

540

smaller size of the dataset or the fact that higher elevations are more sensitive to temperature changes in the spring when the
lower elevations experience above freezing temperatures anyway. It is worth noting that the AO analysis of Thumlert et al.
(2014) did neither find a relationships with avalanche activity overall or dry and wet avalanches separate.

Different from the effect of PO, our analysis did not reveal a significant relationship between the prevalence of days with No
avalanche problems and AO. Furthermore, the prevalence of Cornice avalanche problems was not affected by either
oscillation.

5 Discussion

Jhe large-scale patterns emerging from our analysis agree reasonably well with the existing understanding of the effect of

the Pacific-centered oscillations on the winter weather in BC and the Pacific Northwest. The generally higher temperatures

and lower precipitation during the positive phase winters are associated with a decrease in the prevalence of Storm slab and
Wind slab avalanche problems and an increase of days with No avalanche problems below treeline. We also see a small
increase in the prevalence of Wet slab avalanche problems in the alpine/treeline models of the southern part of the study area
and potentially some unique local responses in the southeast corner of BC.

The effects of AO are generally more pronounced in the eastern part of the study area and particularly strong in the Rockies-
North region. The most prominent effects are a strong positive relationship with the prevalence of Deep persistent and Wind
slab avalanche problems, a weak but significant positive relationship with the prevalence of Wet slab avalanche problems
and a negative relationship with the prevalence of Dry loose avalanche problems. While the stronger/weaker westerly flow
during the positive/negative phase of the AO can potentially explain the changes in the prevalence of the Wind slab and Dry
loose avalanche problems, the mechanism underlying the prevalence change in the Deep persistent slab avalanche problems
is more unclear.

Overall, our analysis revealed strong relationships between the oscillations and avalanche problems types that link directly to
meteorological variables like snowfall (Storm slab avalanche problem, Dry loose avalanche problem), temperature (e.q.
Wet slab avalanche problem, Wet loose avalanche problem) or wind (Wind slab avalanche problem). Relating the
prevalence values of these avalanche problem types to the known characterizes of the PO and AO is relatively
straightforward. However, we found much fewer significant relationships with avalanche problem type that are the result of
sequences of weather events (Persistent and Deep persistent slab avalanche problems). Particularly interesting is that no
significant effects were identified for the prevalence of Persistent slab avalanche problems. Several explanations for this
observation are possible: a) the weather sequences required for the development of Persistent slab avalanche problems are
not related to the atmosphere-ocean oscillations included in this study; b) the seasonally averaged oscillation indices do not

describe the oscillations in a way that allows the relationships to emerge; or c) our monotonic analysis approach is unable to
detect the more complicated relationship,
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atmospheric oscillations and avalanche hazard in western Canada, there are several important limitations to consider. |The
550 most important limitation of our study is the short duration of our observation time series. Even though the oscillation
indices cover a substantial part of their historic range within our study period, avalanche hazard assessment time series of ten

(Avalanche Canada) and eight winters (Parks Canada) are generally too short for climatological studies. While the observed [Commented [PH13]: Referee comment 1.1

patterns seem to match well with the known effects of the included oscillations, they primarily reflect the nature of the
events experienced during the study period, and the generalizability of the results is currently uncertain. In addition, the

555 associations between PO and avalanche hazard presented in this study represented the combined effect of the Pacific-

centered atmosphere-ocean oscillations. Isolating the effect of ENSO, PDO and PNA would require a considerably longer

time series of avalanche hazard assessments, which are currently not available. Nevertheless, we believe that our current [Commented [PH14]: Referee comment 1.5

results clearly highlight the potential of our analysis approach for improving our understanding. It is also important to
recognize that Rockies-North is the only region that includes hazard assessment from Parks Canada and Alberta Parks,

560 whereas the assessment in all other regions are produced exclusively by Avalanche Canada. Hence, some of the observed
differences in the Rockies-North region may originate from organization differences. Even though we included an extra
parameter in the Storm slab and Wind slab avalanche problem models to account for the change in forecasting practices at
Avalanche Canada in 2012, it is not possible to completely eliminate the impact of this change on the results. The pattern for
these two avalanche problem types should therefore be interpreted with some caution.

565 As mentioned in the discussion of the relationship between the oscillations and the prevalence of Persistent slab avalanche
problems, the logit link the beta regression can only capture monotonic relationships between the prevalence of an avalanche
problem type and the AO and PO indices. Hence, the somewhat surprising lack of an effect may be an artefact our analysis
method. Possible approaches for examining the relationship between the prevalence of Persistent slab avalanche problems
and the AO and PO indices in more detail include a) converting the numeric oscillation indices into ordinal variables

570 (negative, neutral, positive) and interacting these with the region variable, |b) adding guadratic terms to the regression
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This study presents a new approach for providing insight into the relationship between atmosphere-ocean oscillations and the
575 seasonal character of avalanche hazard. Instead of using avalanche activity records from safety programs along
transportation corridors as done by previous studies (McClung, 2013; Thumlert et al., 2014), we used avalanche hazard
assessments published in public avalanche bulletins from Avalanche Canada (2010-2019), Parks Canada (2012-2019) and
Alberta Parks (2012-2019) to examine this relationship in western Canada. After summarizing the seasonal nature of
avalanche hazard for each forecast area with a set of ten avalanche problem prevalence values, we applied a series of beta
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mixed-effects regression models to explore the effect of the atmosphere-ocean oscillations known to affect winter weather in
western Canada. These included the Pacific-centered and tightly linked El Nifio-Southern Oscillation, Pacific Decadal
Oscillation and the Pacific North America Teleconnection Pattern as well as the more independent Arctic Oscillation.

We believe that our approach has several advantages over previous research in this area. The use of structured avalanche
hazard assessments from public avalanche bulletins circumvents some of the inherent limitations of avalanche observations.
The consistency and substantial spatial coverage of avalanche bulletins in western Canada offers a much more
comprehensive perspective of the response of avalanche hazard to atmosphere-ocean oscillations than the focus on point
locations of previous studies. Since the meteorological signal of the oscillations, particularly the precipitation signal, have
been shown to vary considerably in space (e.g., Fleming and Whitfield, 2010; Wise, 2010; Jin et al., 2006), the increased
spatial coverage is critical for beginning to understand the regional differences in the avalanche hazard response. Despite the
challenges in the application of the CMAH in public avalanche forecasts recently highlighted by Statham et al. (2018b) or
Clark (2019), we believe that the judgment process of avalanche forecasters adds considerable value to the insight gained
from such climate analyses. The focus on avalanche problems links the analysis directly to established types of avalanche
risk management concerns, which makes the results more relevant and practical for practitioners. While avalanche
forecasters might differ in their detailed characterization of avalanche problems and the level of the resulting avalanche
danger rating, the identification of the problems by itself is likely less susceptible to forecaster bias, even though differences
between agencies may still exist. A final advantage of the present study over previous research is the multivariate approach
of the analysis. While the study period was too short to examine the responses to the different Pacific-centered oscillations
independently, the regression approach has the potential to properly separate the effects from multiple oscillations, which is
not possible with the correlation measures used in previous studies.

The present study introduces a promising new approach for linking avalanche hazard to weather conditions on longer time
scales. Since the predictability of the most important atmosphere-ocean oscillations is continuously improving, a more in-
depth understanding of these relationships will provide the necessary foundation for informative seasonal avalanche
forecasts. However, more work is required to properly capitalize on this opportunity. To facilitate future research in this area,
we encourage avalanche safety agencies to further strengthen and standardize the use of the CMAH in avalanche hazard
assessments. While it is unreasonable to expect avalanche hazard assessment and mitigation practices not to change in the
future, properly documenting such changes is critical for allowing long-term studies to account for them in a meaningful
way. Future research should also include suitable weather and snowpack observations to provide more insight into the
mechanisms responsible for the changed hazard conditions. Since climate models are getting to the point where they can
reliably forecast atmosphere-ocean oscillations (e.g., L'Heureux et al., 2017; Fuentes-Franco et al., 2016), this research
direction can eventually also contribute to a better understanding of the effect of climate change on avalanche hazard in

western Canada and beyond.

24

Moved up [1]: The large-scale patterns emerging from our
analysis agree reasonably well with the existing understanding of
effect of the Pacific-centered oscillations on the winter weather ir
British Columbia and the Pacific Northwest. The generally highe
temperatures and lower precipitation during the positive phase
winters are associated with a decrease in the prevalence of Storm
and Wind slab avalanche problems and an increase of days with |
avalanche problems below treeline. We also see a small increase
the prevalence of Wet slab avalanche problems in the alpine/treel
models of the southern part of the study area and potentially som:
unique local responses in the southeast corner of British Columbi
The effects of AO are generally more pronounced in the eastern |
of the study area and particularly strong in the Rockies-North reg
The most prominent effects are a strong positive relationship witt
prevalence of Deep persistent and Wind slab avalanche problems
weak but significant positive relationship with the prevalence of \
slab avalanche problems, and a negative relationship with the
prevalence of Dry loose avalanche problems. While the
stronger/weaker westerly flow during the positive/negative phase
the AO can potentially explain the changes in the prevalence of tt
Wind slab and Dry loose avalanche problems, the mechanism
underlying the prevalence change in the Deep persistent slab
avalanche problems is more unclear.

Overall, our analysis revealed strong relationships between the
oscillations and avalanche problems types that link directly to
meteorological variables like snowfall (Storm slab avalanche
problem, Dry loose avalanche problem), temperature (e.g., Wet s
avalanche problem, Wet loose avalanche problem) or wind (Wint
slab avalanche problem). Relating the prevalence values of these
avalanche problem types to the known characterizes of the PO an
AO is relatively straightforward. However, we found much fewer
significant relationships with avalanche problem type that are the
result of sequences of weather events (Persistent and Deep persis
slab avalanche problems). Particularly interesting is that no
significant effects were identified for the prevalence of Persistent
slab avalanche problems. Several explanations for this observatic
are possible: a) the weather sequences required for the developme
of Persistent slab avalanche problems are not related to the
atmosphere-ocean oscillations included in this study; b) the
seasonally averaged oscillation indices do not describe the
oscillations in a way that allows the relationships to emerge; or c)
monotonic analysis approach is unable to detect the more
complicated relationship as discussed in the limitation section. {




660

665

670

675

680

Data and code availability

The data, code and output for our analysis and the data and code for the figures and tables included in this manuscript are
available at https://osf.io/7xsfj/.

Author contributions

PH and BS conceptualized the study. PH and BS extracted and processed the data. PH and PM analyzed the data, and PH

prepared the manuscript with contributions from all co-authors.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have not competing interest.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Avalanche Canada, Parks Canada and Alberta Parks for providing access to their avalanche bulletin

data. We also thank Simon Horton for his valuable comments on an earlier version of this manuscript.

References

Atkins, R.: An avalanche characterization checklist for backcountry travel decisions, 2004 International Snow Science
Workshop, Jackson Hole, WY, Sept. 19-24, 2004.

Bellaire, S., Jamieson, J. B., Thumlert, S., Goodrich, J., and Statham, G.: Analysis of long-term weather, snow and avalanche
data at Glacier National Park, B.C., Canada, Cold Reg. Sci. Technol., 121, 118-125, 10.1016/j.coldregions.2015.10.010,
2016.

Bjerknes, J.: Atlantic Air-Sea Interaction, in: Advances in Geophysics, edited by: Landsberg, H. E., and Van Mieghem, J.,
Elsevier, 1-82, 1964.

Bonsal, B. R., Shabbar, A., and Higuchi, K.: Impacts of low frequency variability modes on Canadian winter temperature,
Int. J. Climatol., 21, 95-108, 10.1002/joc.590, 2001.

Brooks, M. E., Kristensen, K., van Benthem, K. J., Magnusson, A., Berg, C. W., Niels, A., Skaug, H. J., Méachler, M., and
Bolker, B. M.: gimmTMB Balances Speed and Flexibility Among Packages for Zero-inflated Generalized Linear Mixed
Modeling, The R Journal, 9, 378-400, 10.32614/RJ-2017-066, 2017.

Brown, R. D., and Goodison, B. E.: Interannual variability in reconstructed Canadian snow cover, 1915-1992, J. Climate, 9,
1299-1318, 10.1175/1520-0442(1996)009<1299:1VIRCS>2.0.CO;2, 1996.

25

[ Deleted:



https://osf.io/7xsfj/

690

695

700

705

710

715

Canadian Avalanche Association: Observation Guidelines and Recording Standards for Weather, Snowpack, and
Avalanches, Revelstoke, BC, 78 pp., 2016.

Clark, T.: Exploring the link between the Conceptual Model of Avalanche Hazard and the North American Public Avalanche
Danger Scale, MRM Thesis, School for Resource and Environmental Management, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, BC,
2019.

Claus, B. R., Russell, S. O., and Schaerer, P.: Variation of ground snow loads with elevation in Southern British Columbia,
Can. J. Civil. Eng., 11, 480-493, 10.1139/184-068, 1984.

Cribari-Neto, F., and Zeileis, A.: Beta Regression in R, J. Stat. Softw., 34, 24, 2010.

Fitzharris, B. B.: A Climatology of Major Avalanche Winters in Western Canada, Atmos. Ocean, 25, 115-136, 1987.
Fleming, S. W., Moore, R. D., and Clarke, G. K. C.: Glacier-mediated streamflow teleconnections to the Arctic Oscillation,
Int. J. Climatol., 26, 619-636, 10.1002/joc.1273, 2006.

Fleming, S. W., and Whitfield, P. H.: Spatiotemporal mapping of ENSO and PDO surface meteorological signals in British
Columbia, Yukon, and southeast Alaska, Atmos. Ocean, 48, 122-131, 10.3137/A01107.2010, 2010.

Fleming, S. W., and Dahlke, H. E.: Parabolic northern-hemisphere river flow teleconnections to El Nifio-Southern
Oscillation and the Arctic Oscillation, Environmental Research Letters, 9, 104007, 10.1088/1748-9326/9/10/104007, 2014a.
Fleming, S. W., and Dahlke, H. E.: Modulation of linear and nonlinear hydroclimatic dynamics by mountain glaciers in
Canada and Norway: Results from information-theoretic polynomial selection, Can. Water Resour. J., 39, 324-341,
10.1080/07011784.2014.942164, 2014b.

Fleming, S. W., Hood, E., Dahlke, H. E., and O'Neel, S.: Seasonal flows of international British Columbia-Alaska rivers:
The nonlinear influence of ocean-atmosphere circulation patterns, Adv. Water Resour., 87, 42-55,
10.1016/j.advwatres.2015.10.007, 2016.

Fuentes-Franco, R., Giorgi, F., Coppola, E., and Kucharski, F.: The role of ENSO and PDO in variability of winter
precipitation over North America from twenty first century CMIP5 projections, Clim. Dynam., 46, 3259-3277,
10.1007/s00382-015-2767-y, 2016.

Gobena, A. K., Weber, F. A, and Fleming, S. W.: The Role of Large-Scale Climate Modes in Regional Streamflow
Variability and Implications for Water Supply Forecasting: A Case Study of the Canadian Columbia River Basin, Atmos.
Ocean, 51, 380-391, 10.1080/07055900.2012.759899, 2013.

Haegeli, P., and McClung, D. M.: Expanding the snow climate classification with avalanche relevant information - initial
description of avalanche winter regimes for south-western Canada, J. Glaciol., 53, 266-276, 10.3189/172756507782202801,
2007.

Haegeli, P., Atkins, R., and Klassen, K.: Decision making in avalanche terrain - a field book for winter backcountry users,
Canadian Avalanche Centre, Revelstoke, BC, 2010.

Jamieson, J. B., Bellaire, S., and Sinickas, A.: Climate change and planning for snow avalanches in transportation corridors
in western Canada, Geo Ottawa 2017, Ottawa, ON, 2017.

26



720

725

730

735

740

745

750

Jin, J., Miller, N. L., Sorooshian, S., and Gao, X.: Relationship between atmospheric circulation and snowpack in the western
USA, Hydrol. Process., 20, 753-767, 10.1002/hyp.6126, 2006.

Johnston, K. S.: Estimating Extreme Snow Avalanche Runout for the Columbia Mountains and Fernie Area of British
Columbia, Canada, MSc Thesis, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Calgary, Calgary, AB, 2011.

Kluver, D., and Leathers, D.: Regionalization of snowfall frequency and trends over the contiguous United States, Int. J.
Climatol., 4358, 4348-4358, 10.1002/joc.4292, 2015.

Kohonen, T.: Self-organizing maps, Springer, Berlin, Germany, 2001.

L'Heureux, M. L., Tippett, M. K., Kumar, A., Butler, A. H., Ciasto, L. M., Ding, Q., Harnos, K. J., and Johnson, N. C.:
Strong Relations Between ENSO and the Arctic Oscillation in the North American Multimodel Ensemble, Geophys. Res.
Lett., 44, 11,654-611,662, 10.1002/2017GL074854, 2017.

Lazar, B., Greene, E., and Birkeland, K.: Avalanche problems and public advisories, The Avalanche Review, 31, 14-15, 23,
2012.

Leathers, D. J., Yarnal, B., and Palecki, M. A.: The Pacific/North American Teleconnection Pattern and United States
Climate. Part I: Regional Temperature and Precipitation Associations, J. Climate, 4, 517-528, 10.1175/1520-
0442(1991)004<0517:Tpatpa>2.0.Co;2, 1991.

Lute, A. C., and Abatzoglou, J. T.: Role of extreme snowfall events in interannual variability of snowfall accumulation in the
western United States, Water Resour. Res., 50, 2874-2888, 10.1002/2013WR014465, 2014.

Mantua, N. J., Hare, S. R, Zhang, Y., Wallace, J. M., and Francis, R. C.: A Pacific Interdecadal Climate Oscillation with
Impacts on Salmon Production, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 78, 1069-1079, 10.1175/1520-
0477(1997)078<1069:APICOW>2.0.CO;2, 1997.

Mantua, N. J., and Hare, S. R.: The Pacific Decadal Oscillation, J. Oceanogr., 58, 35-44, 10.1023/a:1015820616384, 2002.
McAfee, S. A., and Wise, E. K.: Intra-seasonal and inter-decadal variability in ENSO impacts on the Pacific Northwest, Int.
J. Climatol., 36, 508-516, 10.1002/joc.4351, 2016.

McClung, D. M., and Schaerer, P. A.: The Avalanche Handbook, 3rd ed., The Mountaineers, Seattle, WA, 342 pp., 2006.
McClung, D. M.: The effects of El Nifio and La Nifia on snow and avalanche patterns in British Columbia, Canada, and
central Chile, J. Glaciol., 216, 783-792, 10.3189/2013J0G12J192, 2013.

McPhaden, M. J., Zebiak, S. E., and Glantz, M. H.: ENSO as an Integrating Concept in Earth Science, Science, 314, 1740-
1745, 10.1126/science.1132588, 2006.

Moore, R. D., and McKendry, I. G.: Spring Snowpack Anomaly Patterns and Winter Climatic Variability, British Columbia,
Canada, Water Resour. Res., 32, 623-632, 10.1029/95WR03640, 1996.

Moore, R. D., Fleming, S. W., Menounos, B., Wheate, R., Fountain, A., Stahl, K., Holm, K., and Jakob, M.: Glacier change
in western North America: influences on hydrology, geomorphic hazards and water quality, Hydrol. Process., 23, 42-61,
10.1002/hyp.7162, 2009.

27



755

760

765

770

775

780

National Centers for Environmental Information: Teleconnections: https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/teleconnections/, access: May
30, 2020.

Newman, M., Alexander, M. A., Ault, T. R., Cobb, K. M., Deser, C., Di Lorenzo, E., Mantua, N. J., Miller, A. J., Minobe,
S., Nakamura, H., Schneider, N., Vimont, D. J., Phillips, A. S., Scott, J. D., and Smith, C. A.: The Pacific Decadal
Oscillation, Revisited, J. Climate, 29, 4399-4427, 10.1175/jcli-d-15-0508.1, 2016.

Physical Science Laboratory: Multivariate ENSO Index Version 2 (MEI.v2): https://www.psl.noaa.gov/enso/mei/, access:
May 30, 2020.

R Core Team: R: A language and environment for statistical computing, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna,
Austria, 2020.

Shabbar, A., and Khandekar, M.: The impact of El Nino-Southern oscillation on the temperature field over Canada, Atmos.
Ocean, 34, 401-416, 10.1080/07055900.1996.9649570, 1996.

Shabbar, A., Bonsal, B., and Khandekar, M.: Canadian Precipitation Patterns Associated with the Southern Oscillation, J.
Climate, 10, 3016-3027, doi: 10.1175/1520-0442(1997)010<3016:CPPAWT>2.0.CO, 1997.

Shabbar, A., and Bonsal, B. R.: Associations between Low Frequency Variability Modes and Winter Temperature Extremes
in Canada, Atmos. Ocean, 42, 127-140, 2004.

Shandro, B., and Haegeli, P.: Characterizing the nature and variability of avalanche hazard in western Canada, Natural
Hazards and Earth System Sciences, 18, 1141-1158, 10.5194/nhess-18-1141-2018, 2018.

Sinickas, A., Jamieson, J. B., and Maes, M. A.: Snow avalanches in western Canada: investigating change in occurrence

rates and implications for risk assessment and mitigation, Struct. Intrastruct. E., 12, 490-498,
10.1080/15732479.2015.1020495, 2016.

Smithson, M., and Verkuilen, J.: A better lemon squeezer? Maximum-likelihood regression with beta-distributed dependent
variables, Psychol. Med., 11, 54, 2006.

Stahl, K., Moore, R. D., and Mckendry, I. G.: The role of synoptic-scale circulation in the linkage between large-scale
ocean—atmosphere indices and winter surface climate in British Columbia, Canada, Int. J. Climatol., 26, 541-560, 2006.
Statham, G., Haegeli, P., Greene, E., Birkeland, K. W., Israelson, C., Tremper, B., Stethem, C. J., McMahon, B., White, B.,
and Kelly, J.: A conceptual model of avalanche hazard, Nat. Hazards, 90, 663-691, 10.1007/s11069-017-3070-5, 2018a.
Statham, G., Holeczi, S., and Shandro, B.: Consistency and accuracy of public avalanche forecasts in western Canada,
International Snow Science Workshop, Innsbruck, Austria, 2018b.

Thompson, D. W. J., and Wallace, J. M.: The Arctic oscillation signature in the wintertime geopotential height and
temperature fields, Geophys. Res. Lett., 25, 1297-1300, doi:10.1029/98GL00950, 1998.

Thumlert, S., Bellaire, S., and Jamieson, J. B.: Relating Avalanches to Large-Scale Ocean — Atmospheric Oscillations, 2014
International Snow Science Workshop, Banff, AB, 2014.

28


https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/teleconnections/
https://www.psl.noaa.gov/enso/mei/

785

790

795

800

Vincent, L. A, Zhang, X., Brown, R. D., Feng, Y., Mekis, E., Milewska, E. J., Wan, H., and Wang, X. L.: Observed Trends
in Canada’s Climate and Influence of Low-Frequency Variability Modes, J. Climate, 28, 4545-4560, 10.1175/jcli-d-14-
00697.1, 2015.

Wallace, J. M., and Gutzler, D. S.: Teleconnections in the Geopotential Height Field during the Northern Hemisphere
Winter, Mon. Weather Rev., 109, 784-812, 10.1175/1520-0493(1981)109<0784: TITGHF>2.0.CO;2, 1981.

Whitfield, P. H., Moore, R. D., Fleming, S. W., and Zawadzki, A.: Pacific Decadal Oscillation and the Hydroclimatology of
Western Canada—Review and Prospects, Can. Water Resour. J., 35, 1-28, doi: 10.4296/cwrj3501001, 2010.

Wise, E. K.: Spatiotemporal variability of the precipitation dipole transition zone in the western United States, Geophys.
Res. Lett., 37, L07706, 10.1029/2009GL 042193, 2010.

Wolter, K., and Timlin, M. S.: El Nifio/Southern Oscillation behaviour since 1871 as diagnosed in an extended multivariate
ENSO index (MEl.ext), Int. J. Climatol., 31, 1074-1087, 10.1002/joc.2336, 2011.

Wood, S. N.: Generalized Additive Models - An Introduction with R, 2nd ed., Chapman and Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL,
2017.

Wu, A., and Hsieh, W. W.: The nonlinear Northern Hemisphere winter atmospheric response to ENSO, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
31, 10.1029/2003GL018885, 2004.

Zhang, T., Hoell, A., Perlwitz, J., Eischeid, J., Murray, D., Hoerling, M., and Hamill, T. M.: Towards Probabilistic
Multivariate ENSO Monitoring, Geophys. Res. Lett., 46, 10532-10540, 10.1029/2019GL 083946, 2019.

Zhao, H., Higuchi, K., Waller, J., Auld, H., and Mote, T.: The impacts of the PNA and NAO on annual maximum snowpack
over southern Canada during 1979-2009, Int. J. Climatol., 33, 388-395, 10.1002/joc.3431, 2013.

29



	200913_ResponseToReviewers
	GENERAL COMMENT
	RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS
	1.1 Limited length of study period
	1.2. Concerns about statistical analysis
	1.3 Relevance of PNA and AO
	1.4 Autocorrelation issues
	1.5 Averaging of teleconnection indices
	1.6 Synoptic classification
	1.7 Introduction to avalanche topic for The Cryosphere readership.
	1.8 Misspellings

	GENERAL COMMENT
	RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS
	2.1 Addition information on AO impacts in mountain of Western Canada
	2.2. Concerns about serially correlated observations
	2.3 Description of PO impacts

	RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS
	3.1 Conclusions too long


	Manuscript_0927_V06_RevisionTrackChanges

