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After careful consideration, the Nobel Committee has decided that physics has now reached a 

sufficient level of maturity where there are no more discoveries that merit the award of the Nobel 

Prize.  The Committee has therefore decided to widen the scope of the award to include 

pseudoscience.  The award for pseudoscience will acknowledge outstanding achievement in 

pseudoscientific nonsense as measured by the monetary value involved.  Accordingly, the Nobel 

science medal has been redesigned to reflect this change. The side of the medal with the image of 

Alfred Nobel will remain the same.  However, the image on the reverse side has been changed to 

indicate pseudoscientific value.  The motto has also been changed to include ‘Caveat Emptor’ and 

‘Taurus Excretum Invictus’. 

 

 
The new design of the reverse side of the Nobel science medal 

 

The first person nominated for the new Nobel award was Syukuro Manabe, for an outstanding 

contribution to climate pseudoscience.  He provided the pseudoscientific foundation for the climate 

models that led to the multitrillion dollar climate fraud that we have today.  Physical reality in 

climate science had already been abandoned in favor of mathematical simplicity.  This started in 
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the nineteenth century with the use of the equilibrium climate assumption.  The Second Law of 

Thermodynamics had already been eliminated.  In his classic 1967 paper with Wetherald, (M&W), 

Manabe built on the equilibrium climate pseudoscience established by Arrhenius and constructed 

the first generally accepted pseudoscientific computer climate model.  This created global warming 

directly as a mathematical artifact of the input modeling assumptions.  It was really just a 

mathematical platform for the development and evaluation of radiative transfer and related 

algorithms. He began with the mathematical construct of a 24 hour average absorbed solar flux 

that had to exactly match the long wave IR (LWIR) flux returned to space at the top of the model.  

The surface was a partially reflecting blackbody surface with zero heat capacity.  The model had 

9 or 18 atmospheric layers with a fixed relative humidity (RH) distribution.  When the atmospheric 

CO2 concentration was increased in this simplistic model, the surface temperature had to increase, 

by definition, based on the equilibrium assumption.  Furthermore, since the RH was fixed, the 

increase in surface temperature was amplified by the increase in water vapor concentration.  This 

created a ‘positive feedback’ that increased the downward LWIR flux and amplified the surface 

heating.  This is the basis of the ‘water vapor feedback’ that is still in use today.  The model of 

course is pseudoscientific nonsense that has no relationship to planet earth.  In particular, the 

effects of the surface LWIR exchange energy have been ignored.  In the real world, the downward 

LWIR flux from the lower troposphere to the surface ‘blocks’ most of the upward LWIR flux from 

the surface.  In order to dissipate the absorbed solar heat, the surface warms up so that the excess 

heat is removed by moist convection.  This is a mass transport process.  The coupling of the 

convection to the gravitational field and rotation of the earth produce the Hadley, Ferrel and Polar 

convective cells, the trade winds and the ocean gyre circulation that drive the earth’s basic weather 

patterns.  The atmospheric LWIR flux is fully coupled to the convection and the two should not 

be separated and analyzed independently of each other.  The small changes in LWIR flux produced 

by the observed increase in CO2 concentration cannot couple to the climate system in such a way 

that can cause any climate change.   

 

The 1967 M&W paper created two pseudoscientific bandwagons.  First, the radiative transfer 

algorithms could be improved with better spectroscopic constants and more greenhouse gases.  

Second, the M&W model could be incorporated into a general circulation model (GCM) with well 

over a thousand M&W ‘units’ coupled together within a modified weather forecasting model to 

make ‘improved’ climate ‘predictions’.  None of this required any change to the underlying M&W 

pseudoscience.  Within a decade, an additional 11 ‘minor’ IR species had been added to the M&W 

model.  M&W opted for the second bandwagon and spent the next 8 years incorporating their 1967 

assumptions into a crude GCM that had to create global warming as the CO2 concentration 

increased.  Furthermore, they conveniently overlooked their model instabilities.  In 1963, Lorenz 

demonstrated that a simple convective model with just 3 nonlinear equations was unstable.  A 

GCM weather forecast model became unreliable after about 10 days.  The M&W model had 

thousands of coupled non-linear equations and had no predictive capabilities whatsoever over the 

much longer time scales needed for climate ‘prediction’.   
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The climate bandwagon 

 

The importance of Manabe’s contribution to climate pseudoscience can only be fully understood 

when the later developments that built on his foundation of mathematical modeling artifacts are 

also considered.  In 1979, the climate pseudoscience developed by M&W was ‘sanctified’ by the 

Charney report.  The reviewers simply accepted the underlying equilibrium assumption and failed 

to recognize the nature of the mathematical artifacts involved.  They concluded that a warming of 

3±1.5 C from a ‘doubling’ of the atmospheric CO2 concentration was likely.  This was based on 

little more than accepted equilibrium climate dogma and the results from the five rather crude 

GCMs that were available at the time, 3 from Manabe’s group and 2 from Hansen’s group.   

 

In 1981, an additional layer of pseudoscience was added to the M&W model by Hansen’s group.  

A ‘slab’ ocean was added that introduced heat capacity but little else to the M&W model.  The 

coupling of the ocean evaporation to the LWIR flux was ignored.  An equilibrium modeling ritual 

was created where a hypothetical ‘doubling’ in the CO2 concentration produced temperature 

changes that propagated successively through the stratosphere and the troposphere and then 

changed the land and ocean temperatures.  The mathematical artifacts of warming and cooling 

produced by other ‘greenhouse gases’ and by various aerosols introduced into an M&W model 

were presented as though they were part of a real climate.  Then a ‘bait and switch’ change was 

made from the model equilibrium temperature to the weather station temperature measured at eye 

level above the ground.  No changes were made to the M&W model.  The output was simply 

relabeled.  The real physics of the surface energy transfer was ignored.  By 1981, the foundation 

of computerized climate pseudoscience had been established with the forcings, feedbacks and 

climate sensitivities that have been used in all of the IPCC climate assessments. 
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The ‘bait and switch’ transition from equilibrium to meteorological surface air temperature 

 

Manabe’s greatest achievement is that his pseudoscientific nonsense has fooled so many people 

for so long.  The dogma of equilibrium climate pseudoscience has degenerated into the Imperial 

Cult of the Global Warming Apocalypse.  The mathematical warming artifacts that he created have 

been exploited by many different groups.  Climate modeling has become a lucrative source of 

research funds.  The equilibrium climate model has been copied by different groups around the 

world.  By 2019 there were at least 49 modeling groups and 100 equilibrium climate models 

contributing to the CMIP6 ensemble.  None of the modeling groups has performed any 

investigation into the validity of their models or the effects of Lorenz instabilities.  The NASA 

climate models have never been subjected to Technology Readiness Level Review.  For high level 

public policy analysis, they should be at TRL8/9.  The climate models have simply been ‘tuned’ 

to match the global average climate record.  This is dominated by the recent warming phase of the 

Atlantic Multi-decadal Oscillation (AMO).  Additional warming has been created by the process 

of ‘homogenization’ used to create the global climate averages.  Earlier AMO cycles have been 

ignored.  There can be no ‘sensitivity’ to CO2.   

 

 
The pseudoscientific climate sensitivities of the CMIP6 climate models.  This is the increase in ‘average’ 

surface temperature created by each model for a doubling of the CO2 concentration. 
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In reality, a ‘radiative forcing’ is a change in flux that produces a change in the rate of heating or 

cooling.  It does not directly produce a change in temperature.  A doubling of the CO2 

concentration produces a maximum increase in the rate of heating in the troposphere of 

approximately 0.08 K per day.  Similarly, over the oceans, within the ±30° latitude bands, the 

nominal 2 W m-2 increase in downward LWIR flux to the surface produced by the increase in CO2 

concentration since the start of the industrial revolution is dissipated by an increase in wind speed 

of about 15 cm s-1.  Over land, the weather station temperature is reset each day by the convection 

transition temperature.  Air compression heating effects such as those produced by downslope 

winds and ‘blocking’ high pressure systems can produce temperature changes of 10 C over a few 

days or less.  The average annual increase in downward LWIR flux to the surface from CO2 is 

approximately 0.034 W m-2.  This cannot produce any increase in ‘extreme weather’.  The 1.5 or 

2 C temperature limit incorporated into the Paris Climate Accord is pseudoscientific nonsense.  

There is no climate crisis.  The peer review process in climate science has been replaced by blatant 

cronyism that perpetuates the equilibrium climate pseudoscience.  Our so called ‘climate scientists’ 

have been trapped in a web of lies of their own making.   

 

 
The climate web of lies 

 

Various political and environmental groups have exploited Manabe’s warming artifacts to further 

their own agendas.  They have successfully disrupted the world’s energy supply through ridiculous 
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claims of ‘global warming’ and ‘climate change’.  There is no cost or technical justification for 

utility scale ‘alternative energy’ or the expanded use of electrically powered vehicles.  Main stream 

politicians have used Manabe’s warming artifacts to justify energy policies that have caused major 

harm.  Millions of people around the world are suffering from ‘energy poverty’.  Over two hundred 

people died of cold in Texas in the 2020 winter freeze because ‘alternative energy’ could not meet 

power demand.  Manabe has built the pseudoscientific foundation for the most successful scam 

since the use of indulgences by the late medieval church.   
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