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Abstract

Ocean dynamics plays a crucial role in driving global weather and climate pat-
terns. Accurate and efficient modeling of ocean dynamics is essential for improved
understanding of complex ocean circulation and processes, for predicting cli-
mate variations and their associated teleconnections, and for addressing the
challenges of climate change. While great efforts have been made to improve
numerical Ocean General Circulation Models (OGCMs), accurate forecasting of
global oceanic variations for multi-year remains to be a long-standing challenge.
Here, we introduce ORCA (Oceanic Reliable foreCAst), the first data-driven
model predicting global ocean circulation from multi-year to decadal time scales.
ORCA accurately simulates the three-dimensional circulations and dynamics
of the global ocean with high physical consistency. Hindcasts of key oceanic
variables demonstrate ORCA’s remarkable prediction skills in predicting ocean
variations compared with state-of-the-art numerical OGCMs and abilities in cap-
turing occurrences of extreme events at the subsurface ocean and ENSO vertical
patterns. These results demonstrate the potential of data-driven ocean models
for providing cheap, efficient, and accurate global ocean modeling and predic-
tion. Moreover, ORCA stably and faithfully emulates ocean dynamics at decadal
timescales, demonstrating its potential even for climate projections. The model
will be available at https://github.com/OpenEarthLab/ORCA.

Keywords: Ocean Modeling, Multi-year Prediction, Deep Learning

1ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

15
41

2v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
ao

-p
h]

  2
4 

M
ay

 2
02

4

https://github.com/OpenEarthLab/ORCA


1 Introduction

The global oceans encompass over 70% of the Earth’s surface and stand as the main
component of Earth’s hydrosphere. A significant portion of incoming solar radiation
is absorbed by the oceans, constituting considerable energy storage. Ocean currents
act as global-scale conveyor belt to distribute this energy from the tropics to the polar
regions, driving weather patterns and teleconnections around the globe. Moreover, the
oceans contribute substantially to the global water cycle. The oceans hence play a
crucial role in the Earth’s energy and water balance, as well as multi-year to decadal
climate variations and associated teleconnections, making them an indispensable part
of the climate system.

Over the past decades, complicated ocean general circulation models (OGCMs)
have been developed to simulate ocean currents, temperature, salinity distributions,
and other physical processes by numerically integrating the governing partial differen-
tial equations on discretized spatial grid [1]. However, due to the computational costs
of solving these equations numerically, the spatial resolution remains coarse and many
small-scale yet highly relevant processes cannot be explicitly resolved. Consequently,
predictions made by OGCMs remain subject to substantial uncertainties [2, 3].

Recently, deep learning (DL) [4] methods have shown remarkable advances in simu-
lating complex atmospheric circulation systemsin weather forecasting up to about two
weeks in advance [5–9]. Notably, these DL-based models exhibit improved forecasting
skills compared to state-of-the-art atmospheric GCMs [10, 11] while being compu-
tationally orders of magnitude more efficient. These advancements have also opened
new avenues for ocean modeling. Although there have been some previous attempts
at ocean modeling, such as the utilization of a Fourier Neural Operator (FNO) [12]
based model to simulate the baroclinic double gyre for multi-decadal timescales [13],
the existing works primarily concentrate on either the regional ocean [14], specific vari-
ables [15, 16], relatively short timescales [17, 18], or some combination thereof [19].
Long-term modeling of the global oceans has yet to be extensively explored.

Here, we present ORCA (Oceanic Reliable foreCAst), the first data-driven model
for multi-year to decadal predictions of the global ocean circulation and states.
Built on an encoder-fusion-decoder scheme and leveraging a time-based Mixture-of-
Experts (MoE) [20] attention block and a novel atmosphere condition fusion module,
ORCA stably and accurately simulates the global oceans dynamics for three dimen-
sions and multiple key variables (e.g., salinity, potential temperature, and velocity)
from multi-year to decadal timescales. Using reanalysis data for the past four decades,
we compare ORCA’s predictions of key oceanic variables with other available dynam-
ical global forecast systems. ORCA produces physically consistent results, exhibits
exceptional prediction skills, and strongly outperforms other numerical OGCMs. In
particular, ORCA shows excellent modeling capabilities at multi-year timescales, as
evidenced by the skillful forecast of key oceanic variables. The remarkable predic-
tion of subsurface heatwaves and highly consistent vertical patterns further prove
its proficiency in three-dimensional ocean modeling. Additionally, a decadal predic-
tion experiment demonstrates the stability of ORCA in long-term emulation. These
results underscore the potential of data-driven and artificial intelligence methods to
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revolutionize ocean modeling for improved predictions of ocean dynamics and asso-
ciated teleconnection patterns up to decadal time scales, and promise substantial
improvements in the computational efficiency of climate models.

2 Results

ORCA can realistically simulate multi-level global ocean dynamics, with monthly
forecasting horizons ranging from one month to years. It can skilfully predict global
ocean fields with one-degree spatial resolution and up to 1000 meters below sea level.
The simulated oceanic fields include two surface variables, i.e., sea surface tempera-
ture (tos) and sea surface height above the geoid (zos), and four multi-level oceanic
variables, i.e., salinity (so), potential temperature (thetao), zonal velocity (uo), and
meridional velocity (vo). In addition to these six oceanic variables, the zonal and merid-
ional surface wind stress (tauu and tauv) are also incorporated as the atmospheric
forcing variables for air-sea coupling processes. To examine our model’s performances,
data from the NCEP Global Ocean Data Assimilation System (GODAS) [21] is used
as observational ground truth in order to evaluate the skills.

2.1 Multi-year Forecast Skills

Fig. 1 presents the global forecasts skills of our ORCA model in comparison with sev-
eral state-of-the-art ocean-atmosphere coupled general circulation models, including
SINTEX-F [22], NUIST-CFS1.2 [23], and seven models of the North American Multi-
Model Ensemble (NMME) [24]. Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) (Fig. 1 A-F) and
Anomaly Correlation Coefficient (ACC) (Fig. 1 G-L) are assessed here with assess-
ment period spanning from 1985 to 2018 (skills for multi-level variables are averaged
over depth, see Supplementary Fig. S1 and Fig. S2 for skills at each depth). As can
be observed, ORCA demonstrates superior forecasting skills compared to the dynami-
cal coupled models, maintaining better overall performance throughout the 24-month
forecast period. ORCA ’s forecasting skill at the 24-month lead is even better than
most dynamical models at the 12-month lead, thus effectively doubling the forecast
horizon.

2.2 Oceanic Variation Emulation

As the first data-driven AI model for multi-year to decadal ocean forecasts, ORCA
displays the advantage of capturing evolved oceanic signals compared with state-of-
the-art dynamical models. Here, we show that ORCA not only accurately captures
occurrences of extreme events at subsurface oceans, but also ensures exact ocean
behaviors in mesopelagic zone at 200-1000m depth in Niño3.4 region. These results
further demonstrate the ability of ORCA to detect irregular climate oscillations.

Subsurface Marine Heatwaves Forecast.Marine heatwaves (MHWs) are often
tracked and forecasted at the surface due to the widespread availability of surface
temperature fields [25, 26]. However, considering the significant impacts of MHW
below the ocean surface [27, 28], there is a growing recognition of the need to improve
subsurface MHW forecasts. Here, monthly-scale subsurface MHWs are defined based
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Fig. 1 The comparison of the forecasting skill for six oceanic variables. The testing period
spans from 1985 to 2018. The x-axis represents the forecast lead time with an interval of one month.
(A-F) The global average of the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) between predictions and observa-
tions for the anomalies of six variables on each grid (the lower the better). (G-L) As in (A-F), but
for the Anomaly Correlation Coefficient (ACC) skill (the higher the better).

on ocean heat content following previous works [29] (please refer to Section 4.4 for the
detailed definition and see Supplementary Fig. S3 for the results of surface MHWs).
We use the Symmetric Extremal Dependence Index (SEDI) [30] as the metric, which is
commonly used for extreme events forecast evaluation and higher SEDI means better
performance.

Fig. 2 E shows the frequency distribution of MHWs calculated using the GODAS
data. While a few regions have a high frequency of MHWs occurrence, the majority
of regions have a frequency around ten percent, which corresponds to the 90 per-
cent threshold (cf. Section 4.4). Fig. 2 B-D and F-I illustrate the subsurface MHWs
forecast performance for seven regions with a relatively high frequency of occurrence,
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Fig. 2 Forecast skills of subsurface marine heatwaves. (A-D, F-I) The average SEDI for
global and seven regions with a relatively high frequency of heatwave occurrences, the higher the
better. The x-axis represents the forecast lead time. (E) Global distribution of the frequency of heat
wave events based on GODAS. The area in the gray box corresponds to the surrounding subgraph
identified by the black letter.

including the Berling Sea, Northeast Pacific, Mediterranean Sea, NorthWest Atlantic,
South Indian Ocean, Tasman Sea, and Southwest Atlantic. ORCA exhibits the high-
est performance up to 24 months for all the regions considered, surpassing SINTEX-F,
NUIST-CFS1.2, and the persistence forecast. This result further reinforces ORCA’s
strong modeling capabilities in the subsurface layer, indicating its effectiveness in
forecasting extreme temperature events below the ocean surface.

ENSO Vertical Pattern. The ability of the model to predict the structure below
the surface serves as an indicator of its accuracy in modeling ocean dynamics. There-
fore, we further investigate the vertical potential temperature patterns in the Niño3.4
region (170°-120°W, 5°S-5°N), which is a critical ocean area that has been extensively
applied for ENSO studies [31, 32].

Fig. 3 depicts the temporal evolution of the Nino3.4 area-averaged potential tem-
perature anomalies from surface to 1000m depth. The surface anomalies exhibit an
alternating pattern of warm and cold phases, which indicate El Niño or La Niña events
[31]. It is noteworthy that both ORCA and NUIST-CFS1.2 capture the alternating
phases of warm and cold anomalies in the Niño3.4 region at different lead months (see
also Supplementary Fig. S4 regarding the results of Niño3.4 Index prediction). How-
ever, the depth-average RMSE and ACC skills, as shown in Fig. 3 C-D, indicates that
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Fig. 4 Long-term rolling forecast of sea surface temperatures (SST). (A) The 8-year rolling
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Temporal Correlation Coefficient. (B-C) The spatial distribution of 8-year mean SST from GODAS
and ORCA forecast, respectively. (D) The difference between ORCA forecast and GODAS (i.e. ORCA
forecast minus GODAS).

ORCA exhibits superior forecasting capabilities compared to NUIST-CFS1.2. This
suggests that ORCA performs better in representing the temperature patterns below
the surface.

It is also evident from Fig. 3 E that NUIST-CFS1.2 encounters a significant fore-
casting barrier at approximately 300m depth and nearly loses its predictive skill.
Additionally, a spurious temporal shift is observed. Prior to the year 2000, pre-
dominantly cold anomalies are prevalent, while after the year 2000, predominantly
warm anomalies are observed. This bias further confirms the mediocre performance
of NUIST-CFS1.2 as shown in Fig. 1 G. In contrast, ORCA still demonstrates good
performance at both surface and deep layers, revealing that OCRA learns physically
meaningful ocean dynamics.

2.3 Towards Decadal Prediction

To investigate the possibility of conducting long lead forecast by ORCA, we conduct
long-range rolling predictions spanning 8 years and starting from the initial field of
January 1980 (the first available time for GODAS). This experiment allows us to
assess the model’s performance over an extended period and evaluate its consistency
and accuracy in capturing long-term trends and variations.

While many dynamical models often suffer from instability [33, 34], our results show
that ORCA runs stably over this decadal time scale. Fig. 4 A depicts the variation
of global average surface temperature with forecast lead months. It can be observed
that the ORCA forecast exhibits a slight cold bias during approximately the first 5
years and then gradually shifts towards warmer temperatures. Nevertheless, there is a
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remarkable consistency between the forecast of ORCA and GODAS observations, as
evidenced by a Temporal Correlation Coefficient (TCC) of 0.73.

The 8-year average sea surface temperature on each grid cell is illustrated in Fig. 4
B-C. Despite the cold or warm biases in different regions, as shown in Fig. 4 D, it
is noteworthy that there remains a high spatial consistency, as indicated by a small
global mean RMSE of 0.76°C. The biases in the forecasted sea surface temperature
are generally smaller compared to many of current dynamical models [35, 36].

3 Discussion

In this paper, we present the first data-driven global ocean circulation forecasting
model ORCAfor multi-year to decadal predictions. By training with historical simu-
lations from 20 models in the CMIP6, ORCA exhibits an extraordinary forecast skill
almost for all considered variables, except for slightly inferior ACC skills for the salin-
ity when the lead time exceeds eleven months. One possible reason is that salinity
exhibits relatively small variations compared to other variables, making the persis-
tence model a strong baseline. The performance of ORCA in capturing subsurface
dynamics underscores its potential for accurately predicting and monitoring subsur-
face variations. Furthermore, a decadal forecast of global surface temperature with
high spatial-temporal consistency demonstrates the ORCA’s ability to emulate ocean
variations. In particular, this result shows that ORCA can run stably over a decade,
making it a promising candidate also for climate projections.

Due to the insufficient observed monthly data, we had to train ORCA on simu-
lated data from a large ensemble of state-of-art climate models, which exhibit biases.
Therefore, there is still room for further development of more effective transfer learning
approaches, tailored to the specific requirements of such a large model. In addition, we
are particularly interested in incorporating external constraints such as carbon dioxide
concentrations and physical laws into deep learning models in our future studies.

4 Methods

4.1 Datasets

Historical simulations from 20 models that participated in the Coupled Model Inter-
comparison Project phase 6 (CMIP6) [37] are adopted for training (see Supplementary
Table S1). And the data before 1980 from reanalysis datasets Simple Ocean Data
Assimilation (SODA) [38] and Ocean Reanalysis System 5 (ORAS5) [39] are used
for model evaluation and parameters tuning. After training, we conduct independent
testing of ORCA with reanalysis data produced by NCEP Global Ocean Data Assimi-
lation System (GODAS) [21] from 1980 to 2023. Hindcast results from SINTEX-F [22],
NUIST-CFS1.2 [23] and seven models of the North American Multi-Model Ensemble
(NMME) [24] are used for performances comparison.

For easier modeling, all data mentioned above are interpolated into the regular
gird (63.5°S - 63.5°N, 0.5°- 359.5°E) with the resolution of 1°(128 ×360 grid points).
Also, the multi-level variables are interpolated into pre-defined depths, including 16
layers in depth (see Table 1).
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Vertical Level Variables
Surface tos, zos, tauu, tauv
16 layers in depth thetao, uo, vo, so

Table 1 Variables modeled by ORCA. Abbreviations are given as follows. tos: surface
temperature, zos: surface height above the geoid, tauu (tauv) zonal (meridional) wind stress,
thetao: potential temperature, uo and vo: zonal and meridional velocity, so: salinity. Sixteen layers
in depth include 10m, 15m, 30m, 50m, 75m, 100m, 125m, 150m, 200m, 250m, 300m, 400m, 500m,
600m, 800m, and 1000m.

4.2 Problem Formulation

ORCA is a skillful data-driven climate model that aims to predict the future ocean
states based on the current ocean and atmosphere states. Formally, given the input
ocean variables Ot ∈ RNo×Nlat×Nlon , atmosphere variables (e.g, wind stress) At ∈
RNa×Nlat×Nlon , lead time ∆t, and ocean-land mask M, ORCA is trained to produce
the future ocean states Ôt+∆t, as shown in the Eq. 1,

Ôt+∆t = ORCA(Ot, At,∆t,M), (1)

where No denotes the number of ocean predictands, Na denotes the number of atmo-
sphere variables, Nlat and Nlon denote the number of grids in latitude and longitude
directions. In this study, we set No = 66, Na = 2, Nlat = 128, Nlon = 360,
∆t ∈ {1, 2, ..,K}, where K is the maximum number of step during the model traing-
ing and the time interval is one month. Since the model becomes more difficult to
converge when K gets larger, we set K = 6 during the model training phase. To gen-
erate forecasts with a lead time larger than K steps, we feed the model with the latest
outputs Ôt+K to get Ôt+K+∆t during inference, as shown in Eq. 2. In this way, we
can autoregressively predict oceanic states at any number of steps.

Ôt+K+∆t = ORCA(Ôt+K , At,∆t,M). (2)

4.3 Metrics

RMSE (Root Mean Square Error) is a commonly used metric for evaluating how close
a prediction is to the observation. Given the predicted values Ôt+∆t and the observed
values Ot+∆t, the RMSE can be calculated as follows:

RMSE(v,∆t) =

√
1

Nlat ×Nlon

∑
i,j

(Ôt+∆t
v,i,j −Ot+∆t

v,i,j )2, (3)

where v denotes the specific variable or layer of multi-level variables.
ACC (Anomaly Correlation Coefficient) is a statistical measure used to evaluate how
well a model is able to capture and reproduce the patterns and phases of observed
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anomalies. The ACC of the prediction on a specific grid can be computed as follows:

ACC(v, i, j,∆t) =

∑
t(Ô

t+∆t
v,i,j − Ĉ

mt+∆t

v,i,j )(Ot+∆t
v,i,j − C

mt+∆t

v,i,j )√∑
t(Ô

t+∆t
v,i,j − Ĉ

mt+∆t

v,i,j )2
∑

t (O
t+∆t
v,i,j − C

mt+∆t

v,i,j )2
, (4)

where Ĉ and C denote the forecast and observed climatology, mt+∆t denotes the
month corresponding to the time t+∆t. To obtain the ACC value for a region, we
simply average the ACC of each grid within the region.
SEDI (Symmetric Extremal Dependence Index) [30] is a measure for rare binary event
forecast with several advantages, including non-degenerate, base-rate independent,
asymptotically equitable, and so on. In this study, we use SEDI to assess the forecast
performance of subsurface marine heatwaves. It is defined as follows:

SEDI =
logF − logH − log(1− F ) + log(1−H)

logF + logH + log(1− F ) + log(1−H)
, (5)

where H is the hit rate (true positive rate) and F is the false alarm rate (false positive
rate). SEDI has a range from −1 to 1, and a higher value indicates better performance.

4.4 Subsurface MHWs Definition

In this study, subsurface MHWs are defined with ocean heat content (OHC) following
that of [29]. The OHC can be calculated as follows:

OHC = cpρ

∫ z2=300m

z1=0m

T (z)dz, (6)

where cp is the specific heat capacity of seawater (3996 J/(kg.C)), ρ is the density
(1026 kg/m3), and T (z) is the potential temperature at the depth z. We first calculate
the OHC anomalies from 1985 to 2018 and the seasonal 90th percentile during the
first 30 years. Then, an MHW event is identified when the anomalies are greater than
the 90th percentile [26, 40, 41].

4.5 Model

Inspired by FengWu [9], ORCA is established on an encoder-fusion-decoder scheme
as illustrated in Fig. 5. The input ocean variables Ot and atmosphere variables At

are respectively encoded by Ocean Encoders and an Atmosphere Encoder. Then, the
encoded hidden states are fused by a Fusion Module. Finally, Ocean Decoders decode
the fused hidden states into the predicted ocean states.
Ocean Encoders and Decoders consist of several ocean variable specific encoders
and decoders. As ORCA treats each ocean variable as a modality, each variable corre-
sponds to an encoder and decoder module similar to FengWu. For each variable, the
encoder module first patchifies it with a patch embedding module, which is a com-
mon operation in computer vision [42]. Several consecutive local attention blocks then
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Fig. 5 Architecture of the ORCA model. (A) ORCA consists of several ocean encoders, an
atmosphere encoder, a fusion module, and several ocean decoders (skipping connections between each
encoder module and decoder module are not shown for brevity). The inputs include current ocean and
atmosphere variables Ot and At, ocean-land mask M, and lead time ∆t. The outputs are future ocean
states specified by ∆t. (B) Structure of the encoder module. (C) Structure of the fusion module. (D)
Structure of the attention block. Local and global attention blocks share the same structure, but only
with the difference in window size. (E) Structure of the decoder module.

extract the high-level information. To capture features at different spatial scales while
saving memory, down-sampling is conducted after every attention block except the
last one following the implementation in Swin Transformer [43]. The decoder module
has an inverse process like the encoder.
Fusion Module takes the merged ocean hidden states encoded by all encoder mod-
ules, atmosphere hidden states encoded by the atmosphere encoder, and the lead time
∆t as inputs. Inspired by the commonly used Rotary Position Embedding (RoPE) [44]
in natural language processing, we transfer the position encoding to time encoding
and propose the Time Rotary Fusion Module.

Let xo, xa ∈ Rd denotes the hidden states vector of a single grid in ocean and
atmosphere hidden states respectively, where d is hidden dims. We can get the rotated
atmosphere vector x′

a = Rd
Θ,∆txa, where Rd

Θ,∆t is the rotary matrix with pre-defined
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parameters Θ = {θi = 10000−2(i−1)/d, i ∈ [1, 2, ..., d/2]} defined as follows:

Rd
Θ,∆t =



cos θ1∆t − sin θ1∆t 0 0 · · · 0 0
sin θ1∆t cos θ1∆t 0 0 · · · 0 0

0 0 cos θ2∆t − sin θ2∆t · · · 0 0
0 0 sin θ2∆t cos θ2∆t · · · 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · cos θd/2∆t − sin θd/2∆t
0 0 0 0 · · · sin θd/2∆t cos θd/2∆t


(7)

Then, the fused hidden vector xf can be calculated as follows:

xf = xo + ⟨xo,x
′
a⟩ · xa, (8)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes the inner product. When ∆t gets larger, the relation between xo

and xa gets weaker, quantified by ⟨xo,x
′
a⟩ in Eq. 8 (see also the original paper [44] for

a detailed theoretical demonstration). With the Time Rotary Fusion Module, we can
fuse the current input ocean hidden states and the initial atmosphere hidden states
(current and initial conditions can be at a different time when doing autoregressive
forecast), which avoids the challenging forecast of the wind stress [45].

In order to further facilitate the model in extracting global information, position
embedding [42] and several consecutive global attention blocks are added after fusion.
Attention Block is mainly based on Swin Transformer [43]. It contains two successive
sub-blocks. The first sub-block employs window-based multi-head self-attention (W-
MSA) to capture the local information, while the subsequent sub-block uses shifted
W-MSA (SW-MSA) for interactions across the windows. We introduce the ocean-land
mask M to force the model to focus only on the ocean realm, similar to XiHe [17]. To
reduce the forecast steps, we replace the single MultiLayer Perceptron (MLP) module
with a group of MLPs like the prevailing module Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) [20] used
in natural language processing and use the lead time ∆t to index which MLP to use,
which alleviates the accumulation of errors and saves the memory cost. The overall
attention block is computed as follows:

Ẑl = W-MSA
(
LN(Zl−1), M

)
+ Zl−1,

Zl = MLP∆t

(
LN(Ẑl)

)
+ Ẑl,

Ẑl+1 = SW-MSA
(
LN(Zl), M

)
+ Zl,

Zl+1 = MLP∆t

(
LN(Ẑl+1)

)
+ Ẑl+1, (9)

where LN denotes the Layer Normalization [46], M is the ocean-land mask, Ẑl and
Zl represent the output features of the (S)W-MSA and MLP for block l, respectively.
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The attention used inside the (S)W-MSA is defined as follows:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = SoftMax(QKT /
√
d+M)V, (10)

where Q, K, and V represent the query, key, and values vectors, and d is the hidden
dims. Instead of using the relative position bias [43], we employ the RoPE [44] to
implicitly learn the relative position information. Moreover, the ocean-land mask M
is added to the attention matrix to mask the land realm.
Atmosphere Encoder shares the same structure with the ocean encoder module but
only uses one MLP in the attention sub-block as we do not forecast the atmosphere
variables but employ the Time Rotary Fusion Module as mentioned above.

4.6 Training Details

ORCA is implemented with the Pytorch framework and trained with 4 Nvidia A100
GPUs within 12 hours using a total batch size of 32. The RMSE loss is used as the
optimization target, which is defined as follows:

LRMSE =

√
1

No ×Nlat ×Nlon

∑
v,i,j

(Ôt+∆t
v,i,j −Ot+∆t

v,i,j )2. (11)

We adopt the Adam [47] as the optimizer using the following parameters: β1 = 0.9,
β2 = 0.95, ϵ = 1e−6 and L2 weight decay of 0.1. The learning rate is warmed up with
a ratio of 0.1 to a maximum value of 2e−4, after which the cosine annealing is applied.
Moreover, in order to realize the ensemble forecast, ten identical models are trained
only with the difference of initial random seeds.
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Supplementary

Dataset Details

Simulated data from twenty CMIP6 models are selected for training ORCA . The
model name and corresponding institution are listed in Table S1. For each model, only
one member is selected, i.e., member r1i1p1f3 is used in HadGEM3-GC31-MM, and
r1i1p1f1 is used in the others.

Source ID Institution

BCC-CSM2-MR Beijing Climate Center
CAS-ESM2-0 Chinese Academy of Sciences

CIESM Department of Earth System Science, Tsinghua University
CMCC-CM2-HR4 Fondazione Centro Euro-Mediterraneo sui Cambiamenti Climatici
CMCC-CM2-SR5 Fondazione Centro Euro-Mediterraneo sui Cambiamenti Climatici
CMCC-ESM2 Fondazione Centro Euro-Mediterraneo sui Cambiamenti Climatici
E3SM-1-0 E3SM-Project
E3SM-1-1 E3SM-Project
E3SM-2-0 E3SM-Project
EC-Earth3 EC-Earth Consortium

EC-Earth3-Veg EC-Earth Consortium
FGOALS-f3-L Chinese Academy of Sciences
FIO-ESM-2-0 First Institute of Oceanography, Ministry of Natural Resources /

Qingdao National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology
HadGEM3-GC31-MM Met Office Hadley Centre

INM-CM4-8 Institute for Numerical Mathematics, Russian Academy of Science
INM-CM5-0 Institute for Numerical Mathematics, Russian Academy of Science

MPI-ESM1-2-HR Max Planck Institute for Meteorology / Deutscher Wetterdienst
/ Deutsches Klimarechenzentrum

MRI-ESM2-0 Meteorological Research Institute
SAM0-UNICON Seoul National University

TaiESM1 Research Center for Environmental Changes, Academia Sinica

Table S1 CMIP6 models used for training.

The periods for each dataset used in this work are listed in Table S2. Specifically,
the reanalysis data from SODA2 and ORAS5 before 1980 is used for validation in
order to avoid data leakage with the testing data.

Data Period

Training CMIP6 1850-2014

Validation
SODA2
ORAS5

1871-1979
1958-1979

Testing GODAS 1980-2023

Table S2 Datasets used in ORCA.
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High-Frequency Regions of Subsurface MHW

The ranges of seven regions used for subsurface MHW forecast are listed in Table S3.

Region Range

Bering Sea 45°N-60°N, 170°E-170°W
Northeast Pacific 35°N-60°N, 160°W-125°W
Mediterranean Sea 25°N-50°N, 0°E-40°E
Northwest Atlantic 20°N-40°N, 80°W-30°W
South Indian Ocean 40°S-20°S, 60°E-100°W

Tasman Sea 50°S-30°S, 150°E-170°E
Southwest Atlantic 50°S-30°S, 60°W-20°W

Table S3 The range of each region considered for
subsurface MHWs forecast.

RMSE/ACC Skills in Depths

Fig. S1 and Fig. S2 depict the RMSE and ACC skill for four multi-level ocean variables
(thetao, uo, vo, and so), respectively. ORCA performs the best at each depth, which
further demonstrates the extraordinary three-dimensional modeling capability.
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Fig. S1 The global averaged RMSE of thetao, uo, vo, and so (from top row to bottom
row) at each depth (the lower the better). The x-axis and y-axis represent the forecast lead
time and depth, respectively. The filled color represents the RMSE. From left to right, each column
represents the result from ORCA, NUIST-CFS1.2, and SINTEX-F, respectively.
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Fig. S2 The global averaged ACC of thetao, uo, vo, and so (from top row to bottom
row) at each depth (the higher the better). The x-axis and y-axis represent the forecast lead
time and depth, respectively. The filled color represents the ACC. From left to right, each column
represents the result from ORCA, NUIST-CFS1.2, and SINTEX-F, respectively.

As shown in Fig. S1, the RMSE decreases with the increasing of depth for all
models, possibly due to smaller values at deeper levels. The ACC shown in Fig. S2
exhibits a different mode. For thetao and so, ACC increases with depth, while for
velocity, it reaches the best at middle depths and then decreases. The relatively poor
performance of shallow velocity prediction may be due to greater uncertainty and
lower predictability influenced by the atmosphere. The reason for poor performance
at depth may be the poor data quality. Overall, ORCA still outperforms other models
at almost all lead time.

Surface MHWs Forecast

Fig. S3 E shows the frequency distribution of surface MHWs (the definition is similar
to the subsurface, except that the surface temperature is used) using the GODAS
data. It is not much different from Fig. 2 E, except for the North Central Pacific
region. Fig. S3 A-D and F-I illustrate the SEDI skills for global and seven regions
with a relatively high frequency of occurrence. ORCA shows the highest performance
in almost all cases, especially at long lead time.

Niño3.4 Index Prediction

Based on the predictions of surface temperature, the Niño3.4 index can be calcu-
lated. In Fig. S4 A, we present the prediction skills for Niño3.4 index up to 24
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Fig. S3 Forecast skills of surface marine heatwaves (defined by surface temperature).
(A-D, F-I) The average SEDI for global and seven regions with a relatively high frequency of heat-
wave occurrences, the higher the better. The x-axis represents the forecast lead time. (E) Global
distribution map of the frequency of heat wave events from GODAS. The area in the gray box cor-
responds to the surrounding subgraph identified by the black letter. The range of Northeast Pacific
and North Central Pacific are (30°N-60°N, 160°E-120°W) and (0°- 30°N, 150°E-90°W), respectively.
Other regions keep the same as in Table S3.

months. ORCA outperforms other models by a large margin, especially at the long
lead time. Fig. S4 B-D show the ACC skills for prediction of Niño3.4 index targeted to
each season. Compared to NUIST-CFS1.2 and SINTEX-F, ORCA exhibits significant
advantages across all seasons.
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Fig. S4 Niño3.4 prediction. (A) The ACC skills for Niño3.4 prediction of ORCA and several
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