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Figure 8: Daily-averaged ocean mass distribution. western boundary current

Figure 2: Daily-averaged ocean mass distribution.

Introduction and Research Question

* Normalised dynamical sea level trend with respect to nf trend (Figure 9).
 Region 1 is below-averaged and region 2 is below-averaged (Figure 10).

* Normalised dynamical sea level trend with respect to nf trend (Figure 3).
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- Region 1 is above-averaged and region 2 is below-averaged (Figure 4). Global sea level rise threatens coastal regions'.

« Regions experience above-averaged or below-averaged sea level rise?,
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 Changes in n are related to a weaker overturning circulation (Figure 11).
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« Changes in n are related to a weaker overturning circulation (Figure 5).
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Figure 1: Observed sea level rise trend, normalised to
the global averaged sea level rise trend (= 3 mm year ).
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