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Abstract

The design and implementation of a mid-latitude coupled climate model is described.
The basic model consists of a quasi-geostrophic channel atmosphere coupled to a simple,
rectangular quasi-geostrophic ocean. Heat and momentum exchanges between the ocean and
the atmosphere are mediated via mixed layer models and the system is driven by latitudinally
dependent incident solar radiation.

1 Introduction

In this document we describe the formulation of an intermediate complexity mid-latitude coupled
climate model. The model uses quasi-geostrophic (QG) dynamics in both ocean and atmosphere
so that the momentum equations can be solved quickly, while non-linear dynamics and high
resolution in the ocean can be retained.

Quasi-geostrophy is known to be a robust approximation to ocean and atmosphere mesoscale
dynamics, explicitly involves relative vorticity and eddies, and is much more dynamically trans-
parent than the primitive equations. Further, such a model stands on some twenty odd years of
experimentation in ocean-only and atmosphere-only settings and thus represents a logical next
step in the continued use of quasi-geostrophy for process modelling. However, QG models are
not naturally suited to be run in coupled scenarios because of the poor representation of vertical
fluxes of heat, and advection of temperature. An exception is ECBIlt (Opsteegh et al., 1998), a
3 layer QG atmosphere model which has been coupled to an ocean model; however the evolution
of temperature at the ocean-atmosphere boundary and representation of diabatic processes is
oversimplified. Kravtsov and Robertson (2002) describe a coupled QG model which includes an
oceanic mixed layer to better represent ocean heat transport. We extend this concept by includ-
ing mixed layers in both ocean and atmosphere components of a layered QG model. The mixed
layers allow the communication of stress and the flux of heat between ocean and atmosphere.
The coupling of an atmosphere QG model to an ocean QG model then involves the connection
of two symmetric models which use the same equations but different governing parameters. In
this way we can model a channel atmosphere coupled to a box ocean, and use this model to
simulate a mid-latitude climate system driven by latitudinal variations in incoming radiation.
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Figure 1: Schematic of (a two-layer version of) the Quasi-Geostrophic Coupled Model. This meridional
slice through the model shows the interface dividing the two QG dynamical layers in both the ocean
and the atmosphere. The mixed layers, shown by the shading which respresents temperature, act to
distribute heat and momentum between the two domains. The model is driven by latitudinally varying
solar forcing, and by redistribution of heat by longwave radiation in the atmosphere.

A two layer version of the Quasi-Geostrophic Coupled Model (Q-GCM) is shown schematically
in figure 1.

2 Quasi-Geostrophic equations

Begin with the equations for conservation of momentum in a rotating fluid,

U + Uy + vy + wuy — fo = —py + Kugy + Kuyy + Ku,., (2.1a)
U + uvy + vy + wu, + fu = —py + Kvgy + Kvyy + Ko, (2.1b)
Wy + vwy + vwy + ww, = —p, — g + Kwye + Kwyy + Kw,., (2.1c)

where we have used u = (u,v,w) for velocity, and subscripts to represent partial derivatives.
The pressure p has been rescaled by mean density p and we represent viscosity using a constant
diffusion coefficient K. The Coriolis parameter has been represented by f and gravitational
acceleration by g. The other equations required here are the continuity equation

Uy + vy +w, =0, (2.2)
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and the mass conservation equation which we write as
pt +upy +vpy +wp, = Kypre + Kppyy + Kvp... (2.3)

To derive the quasi-geostrophic equations which govern the model dynamics, we simplify
(2.1)—(2.3). This could be done rigorously by first non-dimensionalising, and then by scaling
away less important terms, but it will suffice for now to do this informally. We begin by assuming,
for the purposes of finding the zeroth order equations, that

1. Vertical velocity is small compared with horizontal velocities;

2. The Coriolis parameter is represented by the frozen g-plane approximation f(y) = fo+ By
where fy represents the zeroth order effect of rotation;

3. Diffusion of momentum is dominated by pressure gradients.

The zeroth order equations in which pressure balances rotation are then

fov1 =1y, (2.4a)
four = =p1y, (2.4b)
“p1, = —g, (2.4¢)
and the continuity equation is

YUty + “vly =0 (2.5)

which is automatically satsfied by (2.4a) and (2.4b). Vorticity is given by

V2 apl
a a H

Vig — Uly = . 2.6
€z Yy fO ( )

The notation used here indicates that we are referring to layer 1 (subscript 1) in the atmosphere
(superscript a). Subscript m is used to represent the mixed layer. The same notation is used for
quantities which refer to interface properties, with the ocean-atmosphere boundary defined as
interface 0. In the atmosphere (ocean), interface 1 is defined to be on the upper (lower) boundary
of layer 1 (that is, in both domains we number away from the ocean-atmosphere boundary).

We can now compute the first order quantities (signified by * in the equations below) for the
horizontal momentum and continuity equations which include zeroth order horizontal velocity
terms and first order pressure and rotation terms,

“upy 4wy ur + “01"ury, — folvit — Bytvr = —pil — “Ag Vi u, (2.7a)
“wig + “ur®vig + vy + folur" + Bytur = —%p1y — *Ag Vi, (2.7b)
“ury + vy, + w1l =0, (2.8)

where we have introduced a fourth-order horizontal viscosity scheme (the coefficient * Ag is pos-
itive for energy dissipation). First order pressure terms can be eliminated by cross-differentiating
(2.7a) and (2.7b), giving

“Utgy + (“uruiy)y + (“v1%uty)y — fo'viy — (By 1)y + “Ag Vi u,

= Wi + (U1 1)e + (“0191,)s + folurl + (By*ur)z + “Ag Vi v, (2.9)

and rearranging:

2 a 2 a 2 a
(52 00) < ([T ) o [T
0 ¢ Jo . fo y

v2a . 0 s u
(auliv + avly> ( H pl + ﬁy) + fo(aulx + vly) = - AHV%I (

V%{apl
0

- ) (2.10)
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Insert (2.5) and (2.8) to eliminate zeroth order divergence terms and first order velocities, leaving
an equation which depends only upon zeroth order terms

(vH 2 +ﬁy> + (aul [VH n +ﬂy]> + <aU1 [VH h + By ]) = fo'wi; — 7AHVH “p1.
Jfo ¢ Jo v Jo Y Jo
(2.11)

We now integrate (2.11) over the layer depth. Note that it is assumed that ®p;, “u; and *v;
are effectively layer-averaged quantities, so that integration between zero and ¢ H; simply gives

Vi‘p o VH° p1> <a <VH P1 >> _ Jo("wi® —"wn*)  "An
< fo )ﬁ(ul f )P0 \Ts ), “H, Fo VP
(2.12)

which is an equation for the evolution of potential vorticity in the layer. Evaluation of vertical
velocity at the layer boundaries (“w;* and *w,,*) requires knowledge of the flux between layers
(which we call e for net entrainment velocity through the boundary of the layer). Vertical
velocity is a first order quantity and thus incorporates variable layer thickness ®hq, giving

“wl* = ahlt + (aulahl)x =+ (avlahl)y + ael. (213)

The lower boundary of the atmosphere is solid; however vertical velocity due to Ekman pumping
(derived below) makes a contribution; *w,,* = *w.,. We can now write an equation for the lower
atmospheric layer dynamics,

fo("er — "wex)  “An

a a, a a, a _ 6 a
a1+ (“wiq), + (‘v1"q), = H, To Vip1, (2.14)
where layer potential vorticity is defined as
Vip Jo"m
a Y H Pl
Q= + By — ) 2.15
Jo Y @Hy (2.15)

and the perturbation interface height, *n; = *hy — *Hy = “p 1; pz Equivalent equations can be
derived for each layer in the model. For other layers in the n- layer atmosphere these are:

@A
Qe+ ("urqr)z + (k" qr)y = afo (Cer — “er_1) — — VS py, (2.16)

Hy, fo

where
V3%p

“qr = I}o + By — J;_[ ("M — “Mr—1) (2.17)
ay, = Pk Pk for k=1,N—1 2.18
Nk = T7 or g =1,V — (2.18)

For an N-layer ocean, the equations are

°Ay
( ex—1 — ‘ex) — TVH Dk fork=1,N (2.19)

where the vertical velocities at the top and bottom of the ocean are given by °ey = °w,; and
eny = 2‘3 VHOpN as will be discussed in §3.1, and

%y + (Cur’qr)z + (Ck°qr)y = oH,

_ Vi'pk fo
‘qr = o + By + oM, (“m — “nk—1), for k=1,N (2.20)
0p O
g = — A PEEL L for k=1, N 1 (2.21)
9n
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and °ny = °ny = 0 in the absence of topography.
All of the model equations can be written more generally in matrix form
An

q; + (uq),; + (vq)y, = Be — WV%IL (2.22)

foa — foByl = VEp — f3Ap, (2.23)

where the matrix A has the same structure for the ocean and atmosphere cases, and the structure
of B differs only by a sign (see §5.1 for details of the matrices). Note that e is a vector of length
N + 1 which is yet to be determined.

The boundary conditions in the model are mixed conditions following Haidvogel et al. (1992).
The conditions are applied to the pressure field, and are written for the example of the north
and south boundaries of the lower atmosphere to be

apl = afl (t), (2.24)
aplnn = _aaapln? (225)
ap14n = _aaaplf}n) (226)

where the coefficient ®« is zero for free slip and large for no-slip boundary conditions and
subscript n represents the outward normal derivative. The function ®fi(t) is determined using
constraints on mass and momentum, after McWilliams (1977), and will be different on the
northern and southern boundaries in the atmosphere depending upon the net flow in the layer.
These conditions are derived in appendix B.2. The east and west boundaries are periodic. The
ocean boundaries are treated using the same mixed boundary conditions described by (2.24)—
(2.26), with the x-derivative of pressure used on the east and west boundaries. The value of
°f1(t) is constrained by mass conservation and is the same for all boundaries.

3 Mixed layers

Quasi-geostrophy describes, to first order, the dynamics of both ocean and atmosphere, but
cannot handle the fluxes of heat and momentum between these two domains which are required
for a coupled model. Q-GCM avoids this difficulty by embedding mixed layers within layer 1 of
both ocean and atmosphere. In its current form the mixed layers do not include parameterisation
of humidity in the atmosphere or salinity in the ocean, and therefore exchanges of these quantities
are not modelled. Nonetheless, the most fundamental processes — transfer of momentum from
atmosphere to ocean, and flux of heat in both directions — are included.

3.1 Mixed layer stress

We first derive the stress at the ocean-atmosphere interface by finding the atmospheric mixed
layer velocities. The distinction between mixed layer and layer 1 velocities is that the mixed layer
is thin enough that the vertical flux of horizontal momentum is significant. The zeroth order
momentum equations can be found by including the vertical flux of momentum by a dynamic
stress (rescaled by mean density %p)

—fo"vm = —"p1, + 977, (3.1a)

foaum = —aply + aTg. (31b)
Assuming a fixed atmospheric mixed layer thickness and zero stress at the upper boundary of
the mixed layer, we substitute (2.4a,b) and integrate over mixed layer depth *H,, to give
(lTIII

THo (3.2a)

avm — avl +
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ary

@ me’
where it is implied that stress is a layer-averaged quantity. We assume stress is a quadratic
function of the ageostrophic mixed layer velocity (Pedlosky, 1987),

(3.2b)

Uy = “uy —

(“7%,%7Y) = Cp[*um|(“um, “vm), (3.3)
Cp being a dimensionless drag coefficient. Substituting (3.3) into (3.2a,b) gives
C a a
U = "1 + - D(’L U Ly (3.4a)
me
C a a
Uy = uq — M (3.4Db)
me
which allows us to write, with some algebraic manipulation,
o CoPuml®u] [ (CoPum\T]
v . — | |1+ | , 3.5a
" a me Il ( @ me ) ] ( )
[ CplPum|*v1] | Cpl*um|\?] B
7 g — ———| |1+ () , 3.5b
" e me Il a me ] ( )
allowing direct calculation of stress provided one has calculated
vaop\ Colrun |\ 2
[PUm| = VU ? + %2 = D —1+4/1+4 (Dl) . (3.6)
“Hpm fo *Hm fo

A second distinction between mixed layer and layer 1 velocities exists because the ageo-
strophic mixed layer velocities have a divergent component which produces vertical Ekman
velocities. Ekman pumping is calculated using the continuity equation (2.2) integrated from 0
to “H,p,

“Wet, = =" Hp “Umg — “"Hp " Uy, (3.7)
where we use “w,,(0) = 0 and *w,,(*H,,) = weg. Substitute velocity from (3.2a,b),
a,]_y _arz
ey = —— Y (3.8)
Jfo
the familiar expression for Ekman velocity as a function of stress.
The ocean mixed layer is essentially an inversion of the atmospheric mixed layer. The

difference here is that stress in the oceanic mixed layer is passive, depending entirely on wind
stress and the atmosphere to ocean density ratio,
a
P
o
T =0T, (3.9)
P
where £ is an order 1 stress multiplier and is designed to take into account the poor vertical

resolution of the atmosphere in the boundary layer. Ekman pumping in the ocean surface layer
can be calculated from stress in the same way as (3.8) to give

07_21:/ _0rZT

Y
—" (3.10)

It is relevant at this stage to note that momentum must also be lost from the ocean, and
that this occurs via drag due to a no-slip condition at the ocean floor. We calculate this by

o —
Wel, =



HoGa, BLUNDELL, DEWAR & KILLWORTH

assuming an Ekman layer of prescribed thickness d. = 1/ K/ fy and proceed as above. On this
occasion there is no need to calculate stress explicitly, and so we determine the Ekman pumping
directly from pressure. Velocity in the Ekman layer will be given by

o €T
o PNg T
UN = + , 3.11a
fO 6ef0 ( )
o
o pNy 7Y
uy = — — . 3.11b
fo defo ( )
We use linear stress,
K
(r*,7Y) = 5—(OuN, ‘UN), (3.12)
e
so that o
oy = ENz 4oy (3.13a)
fo
°PN
ouy = ——2 — ‘. (3.13b)
fo
Combining these two we can write separate equations for each component of velocity,
Io) o
o PN PNy
/UN = — T 3.143
2fo  2fo ( )
o o
o PNy PNz
UN = — — . 3.14b
2fo  2fo ( )
This can be substituted into (2.2) and integrated across the Ekman layer:
o 53 20
wN = 5 -VHE DN- (3.15)
2o

This vertical velocity on the lower boundary of the ocean alters the vertical velocity in ocean
layer N but has no impact on the heat flux (as there is no temperature gradient).

3.2 Mixed layer evolution

The mixed layers also act to transfer heat between atmosphere and ocean. To allow this, we
need to explicitly calculate the evolution of temperature in the mixed layer. As before we
integrate over the mixed layer thickness, but for the purposes of temperature evolution we allow
perturbations *n,, = *h,, — *H,, to mixed layer height in the atmosphere only. The variable
mixed layer height is needed in the atmosphere because of an observed instability which occurs
due to large vertical heat transports in regions where there is a coherent pattern of upwelling
and cold mixed layer temperatures.
To find the evolution of mixed layer height, we again integrate the continuity equation, this
time from 0 to ®h,,,
Wi (“him) = =" Uz — “hp Uy (3.16)

Now we write an equation for the mixed layer height, analogous to (2.13),
Wi (“hm) = “himg + YU Pamg + U Ry + “em. (3.17)

Combining these gives the evolution equation for mixed layer height, which implicitly includes
the Ekman divergence terms,

ahmt + (aumahm):v + (avmahm)y = —%em. (318)

This equation is solved with ®h,,, = “H,, on the north and south boundaries.
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The evolution of mixed layer temperature comes from a heat equation,

a

Tt + “tm Tz + U Trny + “Wi Trnz = “Ka V3 Trn — “KaV T — pFC (3.19)
P

where “C), is the specific heat capacity and Ky a diffusion coefficient. This equation includes
a fourth-order diffusion term with coefficient *K, for numerical stability. We have chosen to
retain the horizontal diffusion terms, while writing the vertical diffusion as the vertical gradient
of a flux *F of heat energy. Note that flux is defined so that a positive vertical velocity will act

to cool the layer in a stably stratified fluid. Integrate (3.19) between 0 and ®h,y,,

_aFm + G‘FO
apacpahm

“Wer "I

="KV, — K V5T, +
aHm

ot + (Y “Tin) 2+ (‘v  Ton )y + . (3.20)
The fluxes at the top of the mixed layer (“F},,) and at the surface (*F{)) are derived in §4 below.
There is no heat flux on the north and south boundaries.
In the ocean, we use a constant thickness mixed layer, and the equivalent equation to (3.20)

is
wer T, —°F, 4+ °F
_Yek tm “ o™ Fmo (3.21)

on opocpon
This is solved with zero heat flux on east, west and north boundaries. The southern boundary
condition uses °T}, = °Tg, a specified constant. This condition is necessary because advection
and diffusion of warm tropical water from the south are not explicitly included in the model. A

similar boundary condition is not required in the north because convection is active there.

Tt + (“wn“Tin)a + (“0mTin)y — = °KyV3°T,, +

4 Flux between layers

Q-GCM includes flux of heat between each layer due to a number of different processes. We
derive each case below, and write heat flux as the superposition of a mean and a first order
perturbation quantity, so that fluxes are linearised about a mean state in which the model is in
radiative balance.

4.1 Incoming solar flux

The incoming solar radiation is written as a heat flux Fg = Fy + F!(y). The atmosphere is
transparent to incoming shortwave radiation which is deposited directly in the oceanic mixed
layer. Over land, incoming shortwave is absorbed by the land and immediately re-emitted as
longwave radiation into the atmospheric mixed layer. Heat flux is defined so that positive fluxes
denote an upwards movement of heat energy, so that F, is defined negative. We choose the
perturbation to radiation so that it integrates to zero over the domain,

Fl(y) = — ‘FS” Cos (%) , (4.1)

where *Y is the latitudinal atmospheric domain size.

4.2 Radiative fluxes

Each atmospheric layer, and the oceanic mixed layer, radiates and absorbs heat depending upon
its temperature and optical depth. We use the general radiation function

Bi(z) = 5 (Ti+ T/ —72)’ (42)

where ~ is the adiabatic lapse rate and T}, T;'are the mean and perturbation potential temper-
atures of a layer. The emitted longwave radiation is either absorbed, transmitted or partially
transmitted by neighbouring layers. The absorption and emission of each layer is given as below,
and details of how these values are derived can be found in appendix A.
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Oceanic Mixed Layer absorbs all downgoing longwave radiation (as well as incoming short-
wave radiation) which passes through the atmospheric mixed layer. Emits radiation ac-

cording to
Fl = Bo(0) = 0 (7T + °T/) " . (4.3)
We linearise this by writing o
F} ~ F} + D{°T, (4.4)
where L
Fl =0Ty, (4.5)
D] = 40°T},". (4.6)

Atmospheric Mixed Layer absorbs all downgoing and upgoing longwave radiation. Linear-
ised radiation is derived in Appendix A where we have defined the optical depths z; at
each interface. Radiation is written

Fl ~ F} + Bl %y, + D] oT,, (4.7)
Fl ~ FL 4+ Dlor,’ (4.8)
where
R o aHm 4 _aH',ﬁfz
Fl =" (T, —v2) e =m dz (4.9)
2Zm 0

0 4 o [ gp— g —Hm=z
BTTn = — (T, —v*Hp)" — / (“Tm — ’yz) e m dz (4.10)
2Zm 0

Zm
Dl = 2—? o (“T, — 72)3 6_% dz (4.11)
Zm Jo
Bl = —%@4 (4.12)
D} = —20T;,° (4.13)

Lower Troposphere is more complicated as partial absorption of incoming radiation and par-
tial emission of the outgoing mixed layer radiation occurs:

F ~ F} + Al*g, + Bl*y,, + D]°T;,)! (4.14)
Fr~ FF 4 Alag, 4 Bl 4.15
1Ry AT M+ B (4.15)
where .
- _ 1 CH -2z
FlT ~ anv'f + U/ (“Ty — yz)te” S dz (4.16)
221 S Hom
FTT o o “H _H -z
Al =2 “T—“H4—/ Ty —z)le” T d 4.17
1 - +221( 1 — 7" Hi) 222 aHm( 1—7z)e 1 odz (4.17)
E), o
Bl =7/ (m + Bl - 7 (‘T - yaHm)‘*) (4.18)
Z1 Al
D! =D 7] (4.19)
J— J— o *Hq CHpp—2
Fl =Fir} — — (“Ty —vz2)e =n  dz (4.20)
2Zm GHm

10
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! 1 Fi2L 1 9 a a 4
Ab=rf (-2 + A5 — —(°Ty — " H)) (4.21)
Zm 2zm
ETL o o “Hy THm—z
Bl — -2 + a _ A 4 / ATy — ~z 4@ o dz 4.22
1 Zq——z 22’7—7‘2( ! 7 m) 22;_7/2 “Hy, ( ! ! ) ( )

Upper Troposphere also has partial absorption and emission,

F2T ~ F2T + A;am + B;“nm + D;“Tm’ (4.23)
Ff =~ Fy + Asnp, (4.24)
where o py
- J— T CH—2z
R —Flr+ -2~ (OTy —y2)te %2 dz (4.25)
222 aH,
T_ FTT T_ 9 4
Ay=1y | — + A — —(“Ta —"Hy) (4.26)
Z9 22’2
B; = BITQT (4.27)
D; = DITQT (4.28)
J— “Hrp CHy—z
F=_-Z (OTy — y2)te 1 dz (4.29)
221 aHl
! g 1 “Hr 4 IHy -z 4
Ay = — (-/ (“Ty —vz)e = dz+ (“Ty —~v*Hy) > (4.30)
221 21 aHy

4.3 Sensible and latent heat flux

Sensible and latent heat flux from the oceanic to the atmospheric mixed layer is represented by

F\=X°Ty — “Th), (4.31)
or in perturbation form
F\=F\+ \°T,) —°T».)), (4.32)
where
F\ = \°T,, — “T,). (4.33)

4.4 Entrainment heat flux

Layers 1 and 2 have constant (but different) potential temperatures. Therefore, the combined
heat content of the two layers can only change when the interface dividing the layers changes its
height. The entrainment “e; therefore implies a vertical heat flux into or out of the QG layers.
This heat flux is written as a double-sided flux (see McDougall and Dewar, 1998), so that in the
atmosphere

G —CFTT = —%pCy%e1 AT, (4.34)

where A{T is the change in temperature across the interface and “Ff* (“Ff™) is the heat flux
on the upper (lower) side of the interface. This allows a divergence of heat flux at the interface,
but not within the layers.

In the atmosphere we assume no entrainment at the top of the domain:

GRS =0, (4.35)

11
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Heat conservation equations in the two layers are

aF§_+aF2T=“Ff++aF2l+aF1Tv (4.36)
ape= pap) yopl —apet papl popt (4.37)

We can then find entrainment at the layer interface by combining these two equations;
| 1 T
o — aFﬁ;r"i‘aFl +aFm _aF2 ‘
apeCpLA$T
At the mixed layer interface we assume that entrainment is maintained by turbulence on
either side of the interface. In other words, assume

a

(4.38)

a ,a a
+ _ P Cp
a a a
"Fy =By - R (4.40)
m
where F, is an export heat flux (a constant added heat flux), and
a a
M1 Hm
= . 4.41
aHl _ aHm aHm ( )
We linearise the above equations to give
a Ha a
+ _ T PCp
a a a a
- — P Up HUm Tim
CReT —afeT — i <l—aHm>. (4.43)
Then ag
m
aem ~ Wanm, (4..44)
where . ar a
a J— p P ,Um
Om = EETTRCEE (4.45)
In the model we then use the perturbation forcing
ELT=0Fn A+ Yom i, (4.46)
CRet = afg. (4.47)
In the ocean we assume that the deep layers do not exchange heat so that
°F{” =0, (4.48)
and heat flux between other layers is zero,
%er, =0, k>1 (4.49)
From (4.34) we write
OFfT = —°p°CLle1 AST. (4.50)

In the oceanic mixed layer, where there is no variation in mixed layer depth, entrainment is
solely driven by Ekman pumping,

%em = “Wek- (4.51)
Using a centred difference model for entrainment there, we find
OFCT = —0.5%p°Cp A%, T Wk, (4.52)
°F5 =0.5°0°Cp A} T we. (4.53)
Therefore we can write
2A9T '
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5 Layer equations

We are now in a position to put together equations for each layer. A schematic of the model
which includes radiative fluxes, entrainment velocities and momentum coupling is shown in
figure 1.

5.1 QG layers

The QG equations are written from (2.22) and (2.23) as follows,

Ap

q: + (uq); + (va)y = Be — FV%E (5.1)
foa — foByl = Vip — fAp. (5.2)
For both ocean and atmosphere we can write
- 1 -
Hig} Hig]
-1 1 (L 4 L) ~1
Hagy Ha2 \ g} g4 Hagl,
A= . ) (5.3)
o 1
L Hngn_1  Hngn_i |

while B differs from atmosphere to ocean,

1 -1
H Hy
o,
°B=fo o (5.4)

1 =1
Hy Hy
and ®B = —°B. Note that B is a N x N + 1 matrix. The entrainment vectors are given by
- owes :
AT
T2AT Wek
° 0

25 VPN |

and
awek:
cpet Pl FL—F)
apaCp AT

(5.6)

0

The entrainment equations will be altered if convection occurs.

5.2 Ocean mixed layer

From (3.21),

Owekon
OHm

e Y

_ 2
= "KuVy"Tm + °p°Cp0Hp,

Tt + (OUmOTm)x + (Ovmon)y -

13
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where total oceanic mixed layer forcing is given by
°Fy = —F\—F) — F} — Fi, (5.8)

and we have retained the entrainment flux as a separate term in (5.7). Note that the advective
terms here use the mixed layer velocity which is modified by stress, rather than the geostrophic
velocity used in (5.1).

5.3 Atmosphere mixed layer
From (3.18) and (3.20) we get

“hing + ("um hm)x + (avmahm)y = —%em. (5.9)
“Wer"Tim
aHm

where atmospheric mixed layer forcing above and below the mixed layer are respectively given
by

—F,, +*F,

_ 2 4
= “KuVi"Tn—"K4Vy T+ i Cyihuy

a mt+(aumaTm)I+(avmaTm)y+ R (510)

°F, = F) + F} +9F¢” (5.11)

- {Fq% + B\ + Fg over ocean, (5.12)

—F! over land.

5.4 Convection

Convection will occur when unstable stratification forms and will act to change temperature in
the mixed layers in a way which conserves heat. In the atmosphere, when *T,,, exceeds 17 we
adjust the layer 1 entrainment as follows,

R (VT — “T0)

5%, =
“ QAUAIT

(5.13)

and set T, = “I}. Likewise, in the ocean, when °T,, < °T} we alter layer 1 entrainment by

—H,,(°T) — °T)
2ALAT

5% = , (5.14)

and set °T,, = °T;.

6 Mean state

The mean state is defined by the solution of the above equations when F, = F,. In this
state there will be no motion, so that pressure gradients, vorticity gradients and entrainment
disappear. Our full equation set then reduces to a radiation balance between the atmosphere
and the oceanic mixed layer. From (5.6) we get a heat balance in the upper atmosphere

“FST+ Fl 4+ Bl — Fl =0, (6.1)
(5.10) gives us the heat balance in the atmospheric mixed layer
~Fh— F} —Fy + [Fh+ B+ Fj] =0, (6.2)
and (5.7) can be used for the heat balance in the ocean mixed layer,
—Fy— F) — iy — By +°F5a =0, (6.3)
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where °F¢t = 0 and “e,,, = 0. These equations can be manipulated to write
F} = -F,, (6.4)

which yields @7, provided one has knowledge of temperature, transmissivity and layer height
in the atmosphere. Equation (6.3) can be written as a quartic equation in °T,, to give oceanic
mixed layer temperature. The value of ®u,, (and hence “uq) are prescribed, and export heat
fluxes are adjusted to satisfy (6.2).

7 Final equation set

The full set of equations for the two layer version is now written in the order in which they are
solved in the model. The equation numbers used here are referred to in comments in the code.
Specified parameters are shown in Tables 1 and 2, along with derived radiation coefficients in

Table 3.

Parameters Value Description
(*X,%Y) (15360, 7920) km Domain size
(*Hy,*H>) (4000, 6000) m Layer heights
“H,, 1000 m Mean mixed layer height
(“11,%T>) (330, 350) K Potential temperature structure
Az 120 km Horizontal grid spacing
A% 5 min Timestep
ap 1 kg/m? Density
°Cy 1000 J/kg/K Specific heat capacity
ag 2 m/s? Reduced gravity
Chb 1.6 x 1073 Drag coefficient
“Ag 2 x 10 m*/s Horizontal viscosity coefficient
‘o 10 Mixed boundary condition coefficient
‘Ky 2.7 x 10* m?/s Horizontal temperature diffusion coefficient
“Ky 3 x 10" m*/s Horizontal 4th order diffusion coefficient
K, 8 x 10* m?/s Horizontal diffusion coefficient for “np,
Om 0.08 W/m? Relaxation rate for mixed layer height
o 5.6704 x 107® W/m?/K* Stefan—Boltzmann constant
~y 0.01 K/m Adiabatic lapse rate
Fy -210 W/m? Mean incoming radiation
|F!| 75 W/m? Amplitude of variable incoming radiation
A 35 W/m?/K Sensible and latent heat flux coefficient
20 0m Optical depth at the base of the mixed layer
2 200 m Optical depth just below the M. L. interface
2t 30 000 m Optical depth just above the M. L. interface
21 20 000 m Optical depth in layer 1
29 40 000 m Optical depth in layer 2

Table 1: Specified default atmospheric parameters for Q-GCM.

At the start of each ocean timestep we find the atmospheric stress from (3.3), (3.5a) and

(3.5b):
Cpl|? Cpl? Cp|?
(aTa:’aTy) _ D| um| <aul B aD| um‘a L% — aD| unl|a,ull)7 (71)
X me me
where
1
(“u1,av1) - % (_aplyyaplac) 5 (72)
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Parameters Value Description
(°X.°Y) (3840, 6000) km  Domain size
(°Hy, °Hs, °Hs)  (300,1100, 2600) m Layer heights
°Hp, 100 m Mixed layer height (fixed)
(°T1,°T%,°T3) (278, 268, 258) K Potential temperature structure
A°x 10 km Horizontal grid spacing
A°t 30 min Timestep
°p 1000 kg/m3 Density
°Cp 4000 J/kg/K Specific heat capacity
°g (0.05, 0.025) m/s?> Reduced gravity
Oc 1m Bottom Ekman layer thickness
°Ag 1.0 x 100 m*/s Horizontal viscosity coefficient
‘o 5x 107 Mixed boundary condition coefficient
°Kg 320 m?/s Horizontal temperature diffusion coefficient
fo 1x107% st Mean Coriolis parameter
Ié] 2x 107" (ms)™'  Coriolis parameter gradient
& 1.0 Atmosphere—ocean stress multiplier

Table 2: Specified default oceanic parameters for Q-GCM.

Parameters Value Description
FOT 468.5 W /m? Mean upward flux from surface
F -236.2 W/m? Mean downward flux from mixed layer
F, 210.6 W/m? Mean upward flux from surface
Fll -66.2 W/m? Mean downward flux from layer 1
FlT 215.4 W/m? Mean upward flux from layer 1
FQl -47.2 W/m? Mean downward flux from layer 2
F2T 210 W/m? Mean outgoing flux
A{ 5.09 x1073 W/m3  Perturbation to downward layer 1 radiation (%)
AI -7.46 x10~* W/m?® Perturbation to upward layer 1 radiation (%n;)
A% 1.07 x1072 W/m?®  Perturbation to downward layer 2 radiation (%1;)
A; -1.64 x1073 W/m? Perturbation to outgoing radiation (%)
B, -2.07 x1072 W/m? Perturbation to upward mixed layer radiation (%n,,)
B% 7.70 x1073 W/m?3  Perturbation to downward layer 1 radiation (%7,,)
BI -1.74 x1072 W/m?® Perturbation to upward layer 1 radiation (%1,,)
B; -1.50 x1072 W/m?® Perturbation to outgoing radiation (%7,,)
Dg 6.22 W/m?/K Perturbation to upward surface radiation (°T},’)
D}, -3.13 W/m?/K Perturbation to downward mixed layer radiation (*T,")
D), 2.86 W/m?/K Perturbation to upward mixed layer radiation (“T},")
DI 2.47 W/m? /K Perturbation to upward layer 1 radiation (“T},’)
D; 2.12 W/m?/K Perturbation to outgoing radiation (*T},,")
Ts 29.6 K Derived relative Southern boundary temperature

Table 3: Default derived radiation parameters for Q-GCM. Perturbation coefficients include (in brackets)
the variable by which they are multiplied to produce heat flux.
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2
|aum|:*/§CD 1+\/1+4( Cp > (7.3)

aHpm fo @Hp, fo

a 2
Y=1+ (CMUI“'> . (7.4)
@ me

and

We use this to find the ocean stress from (3.9)
a
T = fo—paT, (7.5)
p

which requires interpolating stress onto the oceanic pressure grid and multiplication by the
constant “p/°p. The Ekman velocities can then be calculated (naturally on the temperature
grid, and then averaged onto the pressure grid) from (3.8) and (3.10)

1

“Wepp = %(aTg = 7)) (7.6)
o 1 o,y o T
Wek = %( Tz — Ty)' (77)

The radiative flux at the atmospheric mixed layer boundaries is determined at this stage from
(5.10)

“F, = A{“m + (“Pm + BIn + Bf)“nm + D;naTmla (7.8)
u DLeT, + D(T)OTm/ + AT —T,,) over ocean,
—F over land.
In the ocean,
°Fy = DL.oT + DTy + ATy’ — °T,,)) + F.. (7.10)

The next stage is to determine the evolution of the oceanic mixed layer using (5.7),

o o o / o
r_ / / 2 / wek( Ty + Ty, ) F()
Tt = —(Cum®Trn )z — Com®Tin')y + KV 5Ty + ol oG, (7.11)

This involves integrating forward in time. Note here that oceanic layer temperatures are defined
relative to °T}, so that terms including the mean temperature disappear. The entrainment at
the interface between layers 1 and 2 is written as,

AnT,
AT ek

061:

(7.12)

After timestepping (7.11), if °T,, < °T}, convection will occur. This requires a correction to the

interfacial entrainment which is handled by adding

—°Hp, (°Th — °T)
20°tAT

(5061 = (7.13)
to the existing entrainment °e;. We then correct mixed layer temperature by setting °T,,, = °T}.

Next we are in a position to step the QG equations in all parts of the domain except for the
boundaries using (5.1)

A
a: = —(uq), — (va), — f{v%p +Be, (7.14)

Note that the vorticity equation does not apply on boundary points, and the boundary conditions
we use are formulated in terms of pressure. Pressure is determined by writing the vorticities in
modal form. The modes are determined by numerically finding the eigenvalues of (5.2),

foa — foByl = Vip — f3Ap. (7.15)
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The techniques and routines used for the modal decomposition are described in §8.3. The
decomposition allows direct solution of modal pressure from modal vorticity using a Helmholtz
solver (see §8.4 for details). It is at this time that the ocean mass constraints are included
(see Appendix B.1). Layer pressures are recovered from modal pressures. Boundary values of
vorticity are recovered from the pressure field using boundary constraints (see Appendix C).

We are then ready to timestep the atmosphere internal points. As in the ocean case we begin
by calculating (7.6) on the temperature grid, and from (5.9) and (5.10) we get

Y Om  Nm

Pt = = (U P ) — (avmahm)y + Knqu“hm N apanA?nT’

(7.16)

where an extra diffusive term has been added for numerical stability, and

awekaTm/ _aFm + aFO
aHm apacpahm :
(7.17)

aTmt/ = _(aumaTm/)x - (avmaTm,)y + aKHvl%IaTm/ - aK4vjlanm/ -

Entrainment at the top of layer 1 in the atmosphere is given by

(A} — A + (B} + Bjy — B})*nm + (Dl — D))°T,!
prCp AT '

aelz

(7.18)

Convection will occur when, after timestepping “T5,,” > %17, in which case we adjust the entrain-

ment at the top of layer 1 by adding

ahm(aTl o aTm)
2AAIT

5a€1 = (7.19)
and then set the temperature to be %7}, = *T3.

Finally we step the atmosphere QG equations (7.14). As before, the pressures are found by
writing the vorticity in modal form (see §8.3), using a Helmholtz solver, and the momentum con-
ditions described Appendix B.2 are applied. Layer pressures are recovered from modal pressures,
and boundary values of vorticity found from the pressure field.

8 Numerical formulation

Having derived the continuous equations which are the basis of the model, we must now formulate
finite approximations to them in order to produce a computable solution. This chapter gives a
brief account of the numerical methods used.

8.1 Discretisation in space and time

The domains are constructed so that (in the current version) there are 8 ocean gridlengths
within each atmosphere gridlength, and the ocean occupies an integral number of atmosphere
gridlengths (see figure 2). The other major difference between the atmosphere and ocean is
that atmospheric velocities are much higher, and therefore, despite the larger grid cells, the
atmosphere requires a smaller timestep. In this version of the model there are 9 atmosphere
time steps within each ocean timestep. To conserve heat and momentum, forcing terms cannot
be re-computed every atmosphere timestep: instead these terms are computed before each ocean
timestep, and are held constant during the 9 atmosphere timesteps.

Both atmosphere and ocean variables are discretised horizontally on an Arakawa C-grid
(Arakawa and Lamb, 1977) as shown in figure 2. The grid is Cartesian, with the same resolution
in both z- and y-directions. Pressure and vorticity are tabulated at the same points (referred
to consistently as p points), and temperature and mixed layer thickness are tabulated at the
temperature (T) points. These are the prognostic fields; other quantities can be diagnosed from
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them at the appropriate gridpoints as required. When it is necessary to interpolate quantities
from the coarse atmospheric grid to the finer oceanic grid, we use a simple and efficient bilinear
interpolation scheme which is conservative.

il I |
LAND \ * OCEAN
¢ ¢ e e
p <
o  aaaaaar . o
|« B
o  aaaaaar . & \
|« B
@ @ . @ @

Figure 2: Cutaway section showing the grid used in the implementation of the model near the land-
ocean boundary. The atmosphere grid is the larger grid, with e showing the pressure grid points and x
showing the temperature gridpoints. The ocean grid is also shown, with eight ocean gridlengths to every
atmosphere gridlength. The ocean pressure gridpoints are at the vertices of the grid shown, and ocean
temperature points indicated by -.

The advective terms in mixed layer evolution equations such as (7.11), (7.16) and (7.17)
are formulated in the usual manner for C-grid models, in which the advective velocities are
computed at the centres of the faces of the cell containing a T gridpoint. This ensures that the
advection scheme is conservative, and that unlike some more sophisticated advection schemes
there is no implicit diffusion; it is all explicit. The quantity being advected is approximated by
the average of its values on either side of the face.

The exception to this is the advection of vorticity in equations (7.14). Here we use a higher
order Arakawa Jacobian (Arakawa and Lamb, 1981) with superior conservation properties: it
conserves both energy and enstrophy.

The timestepping of the evolution equations uses a leapfrog scheme, which is second order
in time. Occasional averaging of the two time levels carried by the program is performed, to
suppress the computational mode which is inevitable with this scheme.

8.2 Effect of the Laplacian operator on a Fourier component

. . . 2 . .
This section considers the effect of the 88? operator on a single Fourier component; the results
will prove useful in a couple of later sections. Consider a one-dimensional Fourier expansion
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(the extension to two dimensions is straightforward):
plx) = pre’™. (8.1)
k

In the continuous case, applying the second derivative operator gives

d*p - 2 2mikz
T = > —pr(2mk)?e TR (8.2)
k
In the finite difference case, 32712" at z is given by the centred-difference approximation

d*p  plx+dx) —2p(x) + p(x — dzx)

e o : (8:3)
where dz is the gridspacing. Substituting (8.1) and simplifying somewhat gives
d2p ~ 627rikda: 4 e—27rikdz -9 ik
T () e o4
k
ie. ) ( )
d°p _ (2cos(2mkdx) — 2\ orik
= D (A e -
k
which, using some familiar trigonometric identities, reduces to:
d*p 2sin(rkdz)\? orine
hll _p [ 222 ) 8.6
=S () (5.)

k

So the finite difference result (8.6) is similar to the continuous result (8.2), but with the replace-
ment

sin(wkdz)
de
in the Fourier coefficient. For small k (well-resolved wavelengths) these are equivalent.

Tk = (8.7)

8.3 Numerical decomposition into modes

For both ocean and atmosphere the relationship between pressure and vorticity can be written
in matrix form as in (5.2), where A is the tridiagonal matrix given by (5.3). To decompose the
layer quantities into modes we suppose that A has left eigenvectors L,,, right eigenvectors R,,
and eigenvalues A, , where m is the eigenmode number, ranging from 1 to N. Then

AR, = AR
LIA=)\,LT

for each mode m. It can be shown that L, and R,, are orthogonal, i.e Lfl -R,, = 0 unless
m = n. Note that since A is nonsymmetric L,, # R,, in general.

From the particular structure of A, it follows that the eigenvalues will all be real, and for
the sign of A chosen in (5.2) A, > 0. The dimensions of )\, are 1/c2,, where ¢, is a phasespeed
in m s~!'. One of the eigenmodes will have \,, = 0; we call this the barotropic mode. We order
the remaining N — 1 modes with )\, increasing (¢, decreasing); these are the baroclinic modes.

The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of A can be computed using standard linear algebra meth-
ods (see, e.g., Golub and van Loan, 1983) and this is done in the subroutine eigmod. We choose
to use routines from the package LAPACK for portability. We can then use the eigenmodes of A
to separate the set of equations (7.15) into an easily soluble set, as follows:

20



Q-GCM (version 1.1)

Expand the pressure vector p in terms of the right eigenvectors R,

Premultiply (8.8) by LI then

LD -p=> LI Ry =pmL] - Ron, (8.9)
n
by orthogonality, so that
ﬁm = ClZmpa (810)
where Ciop(m, k) = Ly, (k) is an N x N matrix used to convert from layer to modal amplitudes.

~ L, Rm
Note that for reasons of runtime efficiency the program carries the transpose of Cioy,.

We also require a matrix Cy,9 for converting from modal to layer amplitudes. Clearly from
(8.8) Ciai(k,m) = Ry, (k). It follows that the product of the matrices Cpg and Ciop, is the
identity matrix, as required for consistency. This can be confirmed (to machine precision) by
subroutine eigmod.

Substitute the expansion (8.8) into the matrix equation (7.15):

fola=By1) =VH Y pmBm = 12> mAmBan, (8.11)

where the quantity fZ\,, has dimensions 1/7,,%, where ry, is a deformation radius (which is
infinite for the barotropic mode). So we have

fola—py1) =Y <V% - 7«12> PR (8.12)

m

Premultiplying by L}, summing over the layers (k), and dividing by the dot product, we obtain
the equation for the amplitude of each mode:

(V% - 12) Pm = fo Y _ Ciom(m, k)(ar — By). (8.13)
m k

So we need to solve a Helmholtz equation with a known RHS for each modal amplitude p,,,
using the method given in section 8.4, and convert these to layer amplitudes using (8.8).

8.4 Solution of the Helmholtz equation

Most of the equations which constitute the model define one variable explicitly in terms of other
variables or their derivatives. The exceptions are the Helmholtz equations (8.13) which define
pressures implicitly in terms of vorticities, subject to suitable boundary conditions. We require a
computationally efficient solution method for such equations. Write the general inhomogeneous
Helmholtz equation as

(v2 — 7,12> p=R (8.14)

m

where the right hand side R(x,y) is a known function and r,, is the Rossby radius for a given
mode. The barotropic mode is a special case for which r,, is infinite, and (8.14) reduces to
Poisson’s equation.

We will consider the solution to (8.14) in a channel periodic in x (the atmospheric case).
The method carries over to the finite ocean box with simple modifications to be discussed later.
Assume the pressure p(z,y) and the right hand side R(z,y) are tabulated on a regular grid at
positions x; = (i — 1)dz (M points), y; = yo + (j — 1)dy (N points), so that R is an M x N
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matrix [7;;. Expand p and R as a one-dimensional Fourier series in the x-direction at each of
the (N — 2) values y; within the domain (i.e. not including the zonal boundaries j = 1 and
j=N):
pij = Drje ™ (8.15)
k
We can use a Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) routine to efficiently compute the array of coefficients
Ry, ; from the known R;;. The particular ordering of the values of k in the transform vector

depends on the FFT package used, so we ignore such details in this general account.
Then from (8.6)

&pij 2sin(rkdr)\* ok,
— 0 S ettt a4 i 8.16
x? ; Ph dx N (8.16)
2. .
885 5~ at y = y; is given by the usual centred difference approximation (8.3)
d?py; Prj+1 — 2Pkj + Prj—1\ orikas

so at each internal point 7, j we have an equation of the form

_ 2sin(rkdz)\* 1 . 5t — 2P+ P . i .
Z —Dk.j ((EW) T 742> 627r7,k$1+z <p J+1 5;; Pk,j 1) e?mkxz _ ZRk,jezﬂ—lkm-
(8.18)

But for this to be true for at all the points x = z;, it must be true for each Fourier component
e2™kz separately, i.e. for all k and j, we must have

. 2sin(rkdz)\? 1 5 1 — 25 B )
- (( sin(m x)) +> n (Pkj+1 — 2Pkj + Prj—1) — R (8.19)

dx m2 dy?

For each value of the M values of k, we can thus write the set of (N — 2) equations (8.19) for
the range of internal j values as a single tridiagonal matrix equation of size (N —2) x (N —2)
relating the unknown vector py ; and the known vector Ry ;:

a bp a }
a by a Prj = R (8.20)
a by a

where dots denote non-zero coeflicients, and the a and b coefficients are known:

1

. 2
by = — <<2smg;kdx)> + 7#) — 2% (8.22)
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Note that to maintain strictly tridiagonal form, only two entries appear on the top and bottom
rows of the matrix. This is equivalent to asserting that p vanishes on the zonal boundaries j = 1
and j = N for all k£, and thus p = 0 also.

Such a tridiagonal system can be efficiently solved for the unknown vector without a full
matrix inversion; see any good numerical linear algebra textbook, such as Press et al. (1992).
For the Helmholtz operator, it is clear from (8.22) that |by| > 2|a| for all k, so the matrix is
“diagonally dominant”, and no problems of zero pivots can occur. The tridiagonal solution
method is built into the subroutines chsolv and solb. Having solved the system for pj ; at
all M wavenumbers k, we can then use (8.15) at each latitude to get the pressure p;; at all
gridpoints. Thus we have solved the inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation (8.14) in a zonally
periodic channel, subject to the condition p = 0 on the zonal boundaries.

For the ocean, where we require p to be constant around the entire boundary, we use Fourier
sine transforms instead of the periodic Fourier transforms, to ensure that p = 0 on the meridional
boundaries too.

Note that the various Fourier transform routines use a significant fraction of the total CPU
time (12%—18% for the default case, depending on the computer system used). It is therefore
important that the parameters determining the transform lengths (nxa, ndxr and nxaooc, all set
in parameter.src) should be chosen to have numerous small prime factors, so as to maximise
the efficiency of the transform routines.

We can also use this scheme to solve the homogeneous Helmholtz equation for baroclinic
modes. The homogeneous equation is:

<v2 — 7“12> p=0. (8.23)

m

Write p = £ + s, where £ is a known solution of Laplace’s equation V2£ = 0 which is non-zero

on the boundaries; then s satisfies
1 L
2
(V — 2) 5= L (8.24)

which is of the same form as (8.14). s satisfies the usual condition s = 0 on the solid boundaries
of the domain, so p = £ on these boundaries. We can add any multiple of these homogeneous
solutions to the inhomogeneous solution to obtain any required value of p on the solid boundaries.

8.5 Integration routines

Several of the radiative flux coefficients introduced in section 8.2 involve vertical integrals over the
appropriate layers. A subroutine trapin is provided which computes the extended trapezoidal
rule approximation to the integral of a tabulated function (Press et al., 1992). Two routines,
xintt and xintp, are provided for computing area integrals. xintt computes the area integral
of a quantity tabulated at T points, as a simple sum. xintp computes the area integral of a
quantity tabulated at p points, as a simple sum over interior values, with an additional factor
controlling the contribution of edge values to the integral.

8.6 Diffusive timescales

Several of the equations contain diffusive terms of second or fourth order (recall that the V°
terms in (7.14) were originally introduced as fourth order terms in (2.7a,b), and are effectively
fourth order since ¢ ~ V?p). To understand the damping effect of the diffusion coefficients, it is
useful to derive their associated timescales.

Consider some field p(z,y), and introduce second and fourth order diffusive terms into its
evolution equation, with coefficients A, and Ay respectively, so that

9p _

o + A2V2p — A4V4p. (8.25)
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We will require Az, A4 > 0 to ensure decay. Expand p as a two-dimensional Fourier transform:

pla,y) =D Y e rthy) (8.26)
k l

then, differentiating the Fourier expansion, we find that each term will cause exponential decay
of the coefficient py;, with timescales 79, 74 given in the finite difference case (using (8.6)) by

L ((gk@) . (;l@)) 527
714: " <<2$m((57rk5)>2 . <2$in§7r15))2>2’ .

where ¢ is the (equal) gridlength in either direction. The main program evaluates these timescales
for two special cases:

1

1. A circular eddy whose radius is the baroclinic Rossby radius r;,, so k =1 =

2rm
: 2
1 24, <2$m(7r5/2rm)> (8.29)
T2 6
, 4
1 1A, <2$m(7rc5/27‘m)> (8.30)
T4 0

2. A one-dimensional wave at the highest wavenumber representable on the grid (two grid-

point noise), k = 5, [ =0
1 2\

2

Ly (?)4 (8.32)

T4

9 Users’ guide

Having briefly described the numerical formulation of the model, we now discuss the practicalities
of using the code. The code is available in gzipped tar format, which expands to a single directory.

9.1 Components of the code

The code for Q-GCM consists of a number of Fortran77 source files (*.f), various common block
files (*.cmn), a file called parameter.src and a generic Makefile. The code uses three public
domain software packages:

FFTPACK This is a free, portable library of Fortran routines for computing 1-D fast Fourier
transforms, originally written by Paul N. Swarztrauber of NCAR, Boulder. There is an
FFTPACK webpage at NCAR:
http://www.scd.ucar.edu/softlib/FFTPACK.html
but the package is also distributed as part of the Netlib software repository:
http://www.netlib.org/
in Tennessee, USA, and its various mirror sites, which include:
http://www.mirror.ac.uk/sites/netlib.bell-labs.com/netlib/ (UK)
http://netlib.uow.edu.au/ (Australia).
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We use the double precision version of the library, which can usually be found in the subdir-
ectory bihar. Alternatively we also distribute our own versions of the necessary routines,
modified to remove some programming constructs such as “computed GOTOs” which are
deprecated in Fortran90, and which cause compiler warnings (directory newbihar). The
FFTPACK routines are included via the file fftpack.f which you will have to edit to
point to the location of these files on your system.

LAPACK This is a free, public domain linear algebra package. It is included in the scientific
software libraries provided with most commercial Fortran compilers, and we recommend
you access it in this way. Otherwise the source code can be downloaded from Netlib and
included in the same manner as FFTPACK.

netCDF available from

http://www.unidata.ucar.edu/packages/netcdf/

NetCDF (network Common Data Format) is a machine-independent, self-documenting
format for representing scientific data, and a library of routines for reading and writing data
in this format. You will need to have installed the netCDF libraries on your system, and
to edit the Makefile to indicate where they are. A version of the include file netcdf.inc
(edited to eliminate some compiler warnings) is included in the Q-CGM distribution. Our
development and testing has used version 3.5.0 of netCDF.

It is our policy to use public domain packages where possible, so that anyone may use Q-GCM
without having to pay for package licences.

There are several easy ways to access the data in netCDF format. One way to view the data
is with the browser package ncview:
http://wuw.gfdl.gov/"” jps/GFDL_VG_2DPackages.html.
We also use the NetCDF toolbox for Matlab :
http://woodshole.er.usgs.gov/staffpages/cdenham/public_html.

9.2 Compiling the code

The Makefile will take care of most of the compiling, but it contains a few flags (in the
Makefile) specific to your system which must be set before it will work:

atmos_only, ocean_only Flags which, if set, restrict the model to run in atmosphere/ocean
only mode. At most one of these flags should be set.

get_covar Flag to determine whether the covariance matrices should be found. If set, this
option turns on routines which sum the corrected sums of squares and products, which
enable the covariance matrix and hence EOFS and principal components to be found in
post-processing.

use_netcdf Flag to make use of the netCDF output facility (see below). Turn this flag off to
run the model without netCDF output.

The above items control the treatment of *.F files by the Fortran preprocessor.
FC The command which invokes your Fortran compiler (e.g. £90, £77, ifc)

FFLAGS List of flags for your Fortran compiler (to control optimization/debugging/profiling
etc.)

LAPACK Compiler option to pick up the LAPACK library

NCDIR The top directory of your netCDF installation
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NCLIB The flag showing where to find the library of your netCDF installation

IDIR Directory containing the netCDF include file netcdf . inc. This will be the local directory
if you are using the version of this file included in the distribution.

Compilation has been tested on several systems, and the Makefile contains some example
options (commented out) from each of these systems, along with information on the operating
system and compiler used. Simply type make g-gcm to compile, once you have edited the
Makefile to suit your system.

The model has been run using both {77 and f90/f95 compilers. The model can run in
parallel; instructions using the standard OpenMP API are included in the code. You will need
to set a suitable compiler flag to enable these directives, and we recommend that you also use the
automatic parallelisation option on your system (if provided) to ensure maximum parallelisation.

9.3 Structure of the code

The Q-GCM model consists of a main program and 48 subprograms, 11 of which remain with
the main program in the file q-gem.F, 37 having been separated out into other *.f files. Below
is a list showing where to find subroutines in the *.f files:

q-gem. F contains qcomp*, merqat, xintt*, xintp*, trapin*, zeroink,

rbalin, homsol*, constr*, prsamp*, resave (11)

amlsubs.f  contains aml*, amladf* (2)

areasubs.F contains areavg, areint* (2)

atisubs.f  contains atinvgx, chsolvx* (2)

covsubs.F contains covini, covatm, covocn, covout, tsamplx* ,
psambx* , psamch*, dssp* (8)

diasubs.f  contains diagno*, deldbx*, deldch*, genint* (4)

ocisubs.f  contains ocinvgx, solb* (2)

omlsubs.f  contains oml*, omladf* (2)

qgasubs.f  contains qgastep*, atadif* (2)

qgosubs.f  contains qgostep*, ocadif* (2)

tavsubs.F  contains tavini, tavatmx, tavocn*, tavout (4)

xfosubs.F  contains xforc*, function fsprim, bilint* (3)

atqzbd.f*, eigmod.f, ocqbdy.f* and valids.F* are single routine files (4)
In addition there are linear algebra library routines from LAPACK, Fourier transform library
routines from FFTPACK, and some netCDF output routines, not counted above. All real
variables are explicitly of Fortran type “double precision” (64 bit), giving a precision of 15
significant figures Routines marked here with a * are those which have been parallelised using
OpenMP.

9.3.1 Input files

Variables governing the model run are contained in two separate files, both of which are picked
up by the main program file q-gcm.F via INCLUDE statements. These are the files to edit to
change the model configuration from the default case.

parameter.src This contains dimensioning information for the model arrays, and defines the
location of the oceanic domain within the atmospheric, and the relative resolutions of
the two grids. It also contains the rotation parameters which define the latitude of the
domains. The file also contains an explanation of all the parameters defined therein.

in_param.f A file defining the values of all other model parameters, both physical parameters,
and control parameters for length of run, diagnostic intervals, etc. Also controls the
directory to which output files are written. All definitions are in the form of Fortran assign

26



Q-GCM (version 1.1)

statements. The file includes brief comments explaining the meaning of each parameter,
including its units.

Both of these files are compiled as part of the program, so changes will only take effect after
re-compilation. All these parameters (and many derived quantities) are written to standard
output by the main program at the start of a run.

9.3.2 Program structure

A general idea of the structure of the code can be seen in the flow chart in figure 3. This shows
the flow of control through the most important subroutines, and which equations they solve.
Note that each *.f or *.F file may contain more than one subroutine (see the earlier list), but
they are grouped logically, and well commented to describe their function.

Read input

from in_param.f 2

Find derived params,
solve for eigenmodes
and initialise everything

Calculates forcing terms from
f (’ (7.1)-(7.10)
X R ES
|T|mestepp|ng loop: |

/ Call oml (omlsubs.f)

Call xforc (contained in xfosubs.f)

Integrates (7.11)
Calculates (7.12) and (7.13)

Call ocgby (ocgbdy.f) J
Finds boundary vorticity Call ggostep (qgosubs.f)
from pressure Integrates (7.14)

Call aml (amisubs.f) Call ocinvq (ocisubs.f) J

Integrates (7.16) and (7.17) Solves (7.15)
Calculates (7.18) and (7.19) Implements pressure BCs

\

Call ggastep (qgasubs.f)

Integrates (7.14) \

Call atinvq (atisubs.f)
Solves (7.15)
Implements pressure BCs

Bookkeeping tasks
Arerd — Call atqzbd (atqzbd.f)
l en Finds boundary vorticity
of loop

from pressure

Write output files

A4

Exit Q-GCM

Figure 3: Flow chart showing the major subroutines of the code.
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9.3.3 Output files

Output files are stored in the directory specified in the variable outdir on the first line of
in_param.f. The filenames are hardwired into the code, and therefore can only be changed by
altering the body of the code itself. Many of the file formats are in netCDF (*.nc) format, so
that a description of variable names and units is included in the data file. The files are listed as
follows:

input_parameters.m A file which includes all the parameters as a matlab script. Simply run
this script in matlab, and variable names and values will be initialised.

restart.nc A netCDF file written periodically which includes the model state variables. This
can be useful for restarting the run if the model crashes part-way through.

lastday.nc A netCDF file written at the end of the model run which includes the model state
variables and can be used for continuing the run.

monit.nc A netCDF format file which includes timeseries of some important quantities.

atast.nc, atpa.nc Two netCDF data files which describe the atmospheric state. The variables
written to these files is controlled by the outflag array in in_param.f.

ocsst.nc, ocpo.nc Two netCDF data files which describe the oceanic state. The variables
written to these files is controlled by the outflag array in in_param.f.

avges.nc A netCDF data file which includes data averaged over the entire run.
areas.nc A netCDF data file which includes timeseries data from selected regions.

covar.nc A netCDF data file which includes the data needed to calculate the covariance matrix
for particular fields.

9.3.4 Location of variables

Where possible variables are held in common blocks, rather than being passed as arguments to
subroutines. Each common block is defined in a separate *.cmn file, which contains comments
describing the meaning of each variable, and its units. Each of the 16 common blocks contains
a set of related variables thus:

atconst.cmn Time independent atmospheric parameters
athomog.cmn Homogeneous atmospheric solutions and their coefficients
atmfft.cmn  Atmospheric Fourier transform coefficients
atnc.cmn Identifiers for netCDF dumps of atmospheric variables
atstate.cmn Time varying atmospheric state

(pressure, vorticity, entrainment and Ekman velocity)
covar.cmn All variables needed for covsubs routines
intrfac.cmn All mixed layer parameters and variables, for

both atmosphere and ocean, including dynamic stresses
monitor.cmn Diagnostic quantities for monitoring model
monnc.cmn Identifiers for netCDF dumps of diagnostic variables
occonst.cmn Time independent oceanic parameters
ochomog.cmn Homogeneous oceanic solution and its coefficients.
ocnc.cmn Identifiers for netCDF dumps of oceanic variables
ocnfft.cmn  Oceanic Fourier sine transform coefficients
ocstate.cmn Time varying oceanic state

(pressure, vorticity, entrainment and Ekman velocity)
radiate.cmn Radiation parameters needed by subroutines
timavge.cmn Used for averaging fields over the course of a run
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These files are included at the start of those subroutines where they are required. They are all
included in the main program, to ensure that the values of their contents remain defined at all
times. Variables declared within subroutines are purely local, so “stack” storage can be used to
save memory.

9.3.5 Diagnostics

Where possible, instantaneous diagnostic quantities are computed by subroutine diagno, whose
calling frequency is determined by the variable dgnday, set in in_param.f. One exception to
this is that some quantities which would require inconvenient duplication of code are computed
by the timestepping routines. Another exception is that convection-related quantities need to be
computed in the timestepping subroutines, before convective adjustment is finally applied. These
diagnostic quantities are all stored in the common block monitor.cmn, and output in netCDF
format by subroutine monnc_out. Time averaged quantities are accumulated by subroutines
tavatm and tavocn in the common block timavge.cmn, and finally computed and output by
subroutine tavout.

9.3.6 Default case

The input files are supplied set to run a standard spin-up case with an ocean of 385 x 481 points
and resolution 10 km, and an atmosphere of 128 x 65 points and resolution 120 km. We usually
run the ocean with 3 QG layers, and the atmosphere in 2-layer mode.

9.3.7 Possible problems

e The program uses significant “stack” memory which may exceed the default on your sys-
tem. You will need to reset this using the limit stacksize command.

9.3.8 Feedback and future plans

The model conforms strictly to Fortran standards, and so should be highly portable. It has been

checked using the public domain Fortran77 analyzer “ftnchek”, which we highly recommend. The

home website is:

http://dsm.dsm.fordham.edu/~ftnchek/.

This software is also available from the Netlib software repository and its many mirror sites.
Please report any compilation or runtime problems, with details of the operating system and

compiler used.
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A Writing radiation as a perturbation to mean state

A.1 Functional form of radiation parameters

To determine radiation in the model we need prior knowledge of several functions. Firstly, the

transmissivity 7 is written as
h—z

(z,h) =e 70, (A.1)
or
(2, h) = e (A.2)
Derivatives of the transmissivities are then
Tz h
Ay = &M, (A.3)
20
or
—r (2. h
ey = TN, (A4)
0

In the model, the optical depth zy will vary with height. We assume for now that we know the
optical depth in the region of each interface (z;).
Secondly, we need to know the radiation functions for each layer which are written

Bn(z) = %(me + 0T — )Y, (A.5)
for the mixed layer, and
g a
Bi(z) = 5(“Ti = 72)", (A.6)

for i = 1,2. The terms in the temperature function represent constant potential temperature,
the variation of in situ temperature with height (dependent upon the adiabatic lapse rate ).

A.2 Rules for linearising

We want to linearise the radiation equations about a mean state. To do this we expand about
a mean and retain the first order terms in %T},’, %n,, and %n;. For the mixed layer radiation

function
o

2
Transmissivities are expanded by writing, for example,

(T — 72 + Ty )* ~ %(FTm —q2) 4+ 20(T, — 72)P 0T (A7)

L Gpy_Op,,
TT(ahm, “hy) =e =1
7aH1+a7]1*aHm*a’TIm
= e Z1

,qufaHm “m %nm

= e 21 e *1 e *1 (AS)

a a
~ 7 <1—;71> <1+77m)
1 21
a

Z1 Z1
_G‘Hlfa‘Hm
where 7'1T =e =1 . Likewise
a a
7O hy, hyn) = 1 (1 -y ’7’”> (A.9)
Zm Zm
aHmia Hy
where 77 = e =m . In addition we write integrations as
ah1 aI_I1
| r@de= [ s = O H) o+ £ ). (A.10)
ahm aHm

30



Q-GCM (version 1.1)

A.3 Calculations

Atmospheric Mixed Layer

Pl - / Bun(2)7] (2, Thon)d=
0
aHm
~ / B (2)7](2, %) dz + B (“Hp) 7] (“Hypy “h) N
0
G‘H _aHnL—z
m - Z';L a
~ / (f(aTm —y2)t + 20 (T, — yz)““ij S (1 - 77"‘) dz
0 2 Zm Zm
O 4 1
5 (a m 'YaHm) Zianm (All)

m

G‘Hm 7 4 70‘Hm,—z
/ (aTm—’yz) e m dz
0

9 CHop, _aH»,«ﬁ—z
[ e
Zm JO

(T ) — 2 [ @)t o dz)e
m =" Hm _QO(mVZ)emznm.

Downgoing radiation can be calculated simply using the assumption zg = 0, giving

Bm(Z)TZl(Z, 0)dz

/
“H.
~ / Bun(2)74(2,0) d2 + Bun(“Ho )72 (i, 0)
0
/

aH.. . _zi
~ (5 (T —72)" + 20 (T = 72)* T’ ) ==— a2
2 . o0 (A.12)
. —e 20

aHm

~ — / (%(‘LTm — 72)4 + 20 (T}, — 'yz)gaTm')(S(z) dz
0

o

— —;Tm4 P Ll
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Lower Troposphere

FlT = FJZTT(ahm,“hl) +/ Bl(Z)T;(Z,ahl)dZ

ahm
R a a
=~ (F’IL + Blnanm + DanaTm/) TlT <1 + ﬂ — m)

“Hy z a
[ genioa s (1o e
aH,, 2 Z1 21

I q a 47-1Ta a a 41a
—5( Ty =7 "Hpy) = "1 + 5 (“T1 — " H1)" —"m
21 21

(A.13)

R “Hy QR -z
o _%H
~ F,LTlT + / (“T) —y2)%e” =1 dz
221 aHm

T FTTVL T 0 q a 4| a
+T1 +Bm_7( Tl—’y Hm) Nm
21 221

For downgoing radiation,

ah,
Fll = FZlTl(“hl, “him) +/ Bl(z)TZl(z,“hm) dz

ah,

1 “n “m

@ Hy o e z;; a77
- —(“Ty — y2)* (1 + m> dz
le 2 + +

1m0

2t 2 25

+ 5T = Hy)

— o @ Hy SHpy—z
~(Fir - o [ en st 5 as)

Zm JeH,,
1 F‘2l l 0 a 4\ a
+r |~ A - o ("Ti —"H1)" | “m
Zm 2z

m

1:’7217'1i o 4 o “Hy A Lz
+ 4+ —(*T7 — v*H, — / Ty —vz)*e =m dz |?
< P QZ;‘E( 1— " Hy) 22’7—22 o (“Th — v2) m

(A.14)
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Upper Troposphere

“Hrp
F2T = FlTTT(ahl, “Hr) + / BQ(Z)TZT(,Z, “Hr)dz,
u,h1
(FT + Al + B]n, + DI“Tm’) <1 + ;71)
2
a’HT—z
“Hr R o )
+ / 5 —(WTy — y2)t———dz — 5(% — ~OH ) 2y (A.15)
af, Z2 29
*Hrp "‘Hsz
FT (“Ty —y2)le” "7 dz ) + Bl7)%m
222 u,Hl

F] o
+ TQT (Z; + AI — %<GTQ — 7“H1)4> “m + DITQT“T !

For downgoing radiation,

“Hp
F2l = / Bg(z)TZi(z,ahl) dz

ahl
“Hr eaHzlliz 4%
x—/ 2(‘ng—vz) (1—|—) dz + — (QTQ v Hp)*—
“Hy o ZZ 1 21 (A.16)
1 z
~ _2121 i (“Tp —vz)le = dz
“H;
“Hr CH|—z
g 1 a a a 4)\a
to o (“Ty —y2)te =1 dz+ ("Ty —“Hy)* | “m
Z1 Al aFH,

B Constraints on mass and momentum

B.1 Ocean constraints

The area integrated change in layer heights in the ocean need to be constrained, as this is not
calculated explicitly. In layers 2 to n, where e = 0 we simply apply the condition

[[omeda=o. ks (B.1)

At interface 1, however, entrainment is finite. To conserve mass one would need the condition

[[emian=- [[oeraa (B.2)

This equation, as well as representing the conservation of mass, also determines the amount of
heat entering the deep ocean. Without any overturning circulation or vertical diffusion there is
no mechanism for heat to be transferred from the deep ocean back to the surface layer, and so
the above condition implies a drift in deep ocean temperature. Therefore, we instead apply the

constraint
// °m,dA = 0. (B.3)

There is no momentum constraint to satisfy as the basin is closed.

B.2 Atmospheric momentum constraints

Following McWilliams (1977) we need to find constraints on momentum for flow in the channel
atmosphere. We start with an example of using constraints in the continuous case and then
progress to the discrete case.
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B.2.1 The continuous case

To determine these constraints in the continuous case, we integrate as an example the atmo-
spheric layer 1 vorticity from (7.14) over the entire basin area A,

/ VH plt

“mydA+ fo // ((“ur1%q1)z + (“v1%qr)y) dA

= // e1 — wep) dA — AH/ V “p1dA. (B.4)
aH1

[[rmeaa=- [[ecian, (B.5)

and require that there is no net advection over the basin,

// V%Iaplt dA = —aHl // We dA — AH // VH P1 dA. (B6)

This equation can be simplified by writing

//V.(V“plt)dA:—aHl //VXTdA “AH/ V.V(V4e1)dA (B.7)

so that application of Gauss’ and Stokes’ theorem in a periodic channel gives

We apply a mass constraint

/[“plyt]é'y dr = a'gl /[GTE](I]'” dr — ‘ZAH/ [VH ply] Y dzx, (B.8)

where the square brackets refers to the difference between the values of the variables within at
the north and south of the domain. The equivalent equations can be found in other layers in
the same way.

B.2.2 The discrete case

The same equations can be written for the discrete case, however we only know about vorticity
evolution at internal points in the domain (and not the boundary points). Therefore we integrate
only over the internal points (area A)

/ V%{aplt

“my dAr + fo // (("u1%q1)z + (“v1%q1)y) dAT
// €] — wek dA[ —aAH/ V p1 dA[ (B.g)

= “Hl

and note that there remain finite contributions from the advection terms and the mass balance.
This contributions are simplified using

/ / (“nyy + %er) dA = / / (i + %) dA;

A n
+ 2y/ {(amt + %)M 4 (U, + %en)! )} dz =0, (B.10)

giving

A n
// (“n1, + %e1) dA; = —2y/ [(“mt + %)+ Uy, + %) >] dz. (B.11)
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Here the bracketed superscripts refer to the value of the quantity at that gridpoint. We can do
the same thing for the advective contributions,

fo / / ((“wr®q1)e + (“01%)y) dAr = — / (Jf” +J1(")) da. (B.12)

where Jj, is the evaluation of the Jacobian advection scheme at the boundary point of layer k.

Following McWilliams (1977) we choose to satisfy constraints along each of the north and
south boundaries indpendently. We gather all the terms in (B.9), once again applying Stokes
and Gauss’ theorem to simplify the pressure derivatives and Ekman pumping term, and write
two equations for the constraints on the atmospheric layer 1 flow,

fiAy (o«

2
_ 1) foAy (1) fO a a(1.5) a a (1.5)
- /J1 dx 21/ dw - o dr+“Ay | “pry,” dz, (B.13)

n— f a n fQAy a n
/ngt %) +2?1H m™ de = Jl()dm—r?lHl er™ da

+ﬁ)/aTm(n—0-5) d:C—aAH/ 1 én 05) gz (B.14)
aHl v

Note that the integral over internal pressure points gives terms which must be evaluated % a
gridpoint away from the boundary (the first and last two terms in the above equations).

These equations can be generalised to the matrix form, so that the constraints on all layers
can be written

FA
— [ By e+ B2VA [ o s
2
—/J(l) dac—l—foﬁyaB/ae(l) d:U—&—aAH/p%ﬁ) dzx, (B.15)

2A
/p?(ﬁ_o'm dx + 7f02 yA/pgn) dx
n f Aya asln a (n—0.5
:/J( Vap 4+ 202028 26 dr oAy [ ol dr. (B.16)
The right hand sides of (B.15) and (B.16) are accumulated in the program during timestepping.

Therefore we define 2
LS = —/pjgl'g’) dx + fozyA/p(l) dx
2
LN = /p?(,”‘o‘f’) dx + foﬁyA/p(”) dzx
A
RS:—/J()d L il yaB/ )dz +*Ap /p5y .

RN:/J(”)d 1+ do QAyaB/ Q dm—aAH/pg’;‘O'5) da.

It follows from (B.15) and (B.16) that, after timestepping, the new values of L can be written

Lnew = Lold +20tR
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for both the northern and southern boundaries.

With knowledge of the evolution of L at both the North and South boundaries we proceed
to solve for pressure using the Helmholtz solver, which returns pressure in modal form (p) which
is zero on both north and south boundaries. We are looking for p, the full modal pressure which
includes boundary contributions, which can be written as a linear superposition of p and two
precomputed solutions to the homogeneous Helmholtz equations:

f) - f) + ClPl + CzP2.

We need to solve for coefficient vectors C; and Cs.
To do this we take advantage of the conversion between modal and layer pressures to write

2A
LS = —/Cm21f’ysl'5) dx + 7f02 yA/Cmmﬁ(l) dz,

which gives

2A
LS = —Cmm/ﬁ§1-5>+CIP1§1~5>+02P2;1~5> dx+fo2yACm21/f)(l)+ClP1(1) + CoPy (Y da.

Premultiply by Ciom,
CiomL® = — / pil?) + C1P1 (") + CoP ) du + fgﬁyA / pV + C1 PV + P, W da,
where have used the identities Ci9,,Cryo1 = 1 and Ci9yAC 91 = A. Thus we can write
cnmLSJr/ p{ dr = Cy [—/P1§1~5> dx + fngyA/Pﬁl) dx]—i—Cz {—/P;S}f’) dx + fiAy)\/Pz(l) d:c] .

Likewise, for the northern boundary we can write

2 2
Clom LN - / py ) do = Cy [ / P10 dy + 7f02AyA / 1 d:c] +Cy [ / P, 05) dy + oty 2Ay>\ / P, d

Thus we have a pair of simulatneous linear equations for the homogeneous coefficients C; and
C,. The terms in the square brackets can be precomputed at model initialisation, and the left
hand sides are determined at each timestep, and C; and Cg are then found. These are used to
form the baroclinic modes, and the modes are transformed into layer pressures using the matrix
Cm21-

The barotropic mode is a special case of the above, because the eigenvalue ) is zero. In
addition, according to McWilliams (1977) we need only one constraint on the barotropic mode;
we choose to apply this on the southern boundary. In addition we only have one homogeneous
barotropic mode (as the barotropic mode satisfies py, = 0. The equations then reduce to

<Cl2mLS + / pyo) d:c> = -G, / B da,
b

where we have chosen P, =1 — &, and thus can explicitly write

ay _
Cb = ﬁ (ClgmLS + /p;l“r’) d.%') .
b
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C Application of boundary conditions

The boundary conditions in the model are described by (2.24)—(2.26). To apply these conditions
at (say) the Southern boundary of the domain write the first order centred difference of pressure
at the boundary to be

(2) _ )
ny_prP-—pP7 1
py 2A (C )
(2) _ 9p(1) (0)
) _ P p* +p
ngy) - A2 (C.2)

where p(©) is defined a be a point on the other side of the boundary and A the grid spacing.
Using (2.25)

A2 =a——x (C.3)

which can be rewritten A
o _ & — )p@ + 2pt)

= . C4
p a8 15 (C.4)
The boundary derivatives can be restated as
(2) — pM
m_ = s
Py = AR ) (C.5)

1 _ aAP® —p)

== _r /. C.6
yy AQ(% + 1) ( )
Likewise at the Northern boundary we can write
(n) _ p(n=1)
m _ P —pY .
RENC ) e
() _ @A"Y —p™)) (©8)

v A2(e2 +1)

At the Western boundary in the ocean, the condition is identical to the Southern condition (with
y derivatives replaced by x), and Eastern boundaries are equivalent to Northern boundaries.

D Starting at radiative equilibrium

We can start at radiative equilibrium by writing

apl — 0 (D.1)
°FI' =0 (D.2)
“e; =0 (D.3)

These can be used to find starting conditions for “T3,,’, °T;," and %, and we assume °n; = 0
and *n,, = 0. We therefore set

0=—Aln — D) T, — F, (D.4)
0= (A= DL)Ty' + (=\ — D})°T' — F., (D.5)
0= (A — AY)"m + (D}, — D3)" T, (D-6)
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Using (D.4) and (D.6) we get

_ (A - AR
AlD}, — AlD]

and feed this back into (D.6):

—(Din — D)) Fy

AlDl, — alD]

We then find ocean mixed layer temperature from (D.5):

ALD}, — A{D] A+ D)

a

m =

E Kinetic Energy

We start by considering the kinetic energy in atmosphere layer 1, which comes from equations
(2.23). To find the total kinetic energy we multiply each layer by “p; and integrate over the
entire domain. Taking layer 1 we start with

2
//apl (ijqaplt {lI m t) dA = fo // p1(“er — “we) dA — *Ag // “p1 V8 py dA.

(E.1)
We want to make use of the constraints in Appendix B.2, and so we integrate these terms by

parts where possible,
f3
// “D1(*Prygat + “plyyt) dx dy = iR // “p1(“my + %e1) dx dy

o // p1(“ry —r))drdy — “An // D1V (Pl +p1y,) drdy. (E.2)

a a @ a a a a L a a
/<[ P1PLatll —/ Pla p1xtdﬂf> dy+/ <[ P1P1yilo” —/ D1y P1yt dy) dx
13

mmet e dody - oo [ (Epel - [operae) ay

fO a, a_x1L a a,_x
+ H [“p1*7*]y" — [ “p1, " dy | dx
_aAH/ ([aplvirl{aplx](l]lx _/aplxv%{aplx dI‘) dy

—“AH/ ([“pN‘}q“ply]oLy —/ap1yV£}{ap1y dy> dx. (E.3)

We simplify this expression by writing pressure gradients as geostrophic velocities to give

1
- // (“v1%v1y + “ur"ury) dA = H, // “p1(“m; + “e1) dA
“H // v197Y + Y 7)) dA 4+ “Ag // vlv “m —}—aulV%{aul) dA
1
Ly

ary
+2AgViy% d
fo [ < “Hy HHl}o Y

1 G Ly
— @ @ + %A de. (E.4
+f0/ l:pl ( u1t+aH1 HVH ul):|0 T ( )
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We note again that jumps across a periodic domain must be zero so that the second last integral
here disappears. In addition, the last integral can be cancelled using (B.8). We then define the
kinetic energy “KE; = 0.5%0%H; [[(%u1® + “v1?) dA (with units of energy per unit area), and
the dissipation % = *Ap®p®Hy [[(“v1V%1 + aulvgaul) dA (with units of power per unit
area) to write

‘KE1, = —% // “p1(“m, + %e1)dA —p // (“v1°7Y + Y 7") dA — %€q. (E.5)

Here the first term on the right represents the production of kinetic energy by diabatic processes,
and the second term represents the drag on the bottom of the atmosphere. The analogous
equation for layer 2 in the atmosphere can be written

“KEg; =“p // “pa(“n1y + “er) dA — “es. (E.6)

We repeat this exercise for the ocean, beginning with layer 1. Multiply layer 1 in (7.14) by

°p; and integrate over the ocean domain,
// P1(°Wer —€1) dA="Ay // p1Vy°p1dA. (E7)

2
// ’m <V%{°p1t + o'ﬁgomt) dA =
1

The same manipulations can be used to write

°KEq; = p// p1(°ni, + %e1) dA + p// v1°7Y + %u 1 °7%) dA — %eq

La

1 o
_ +°4
T [ ( it o, uVE° Ulﬂo dy

1 o o oT" 4o b
+f0/[p1<u1t—oﬂl AHVH ul>:|0 dz. (ES)

In the ocean we cannot use periodic boundary conditions to elimate these integrals, and so
integrate the vorticity equation to write

// (Oplmmt + Oplyyt) dx dy

_OHl // _o x dmdy_OAH/ VH “Plgs + plyy)dxdy (E.9)

Ly

o,y 0T
/ [Ovlt — 0;1 + "AHVH vl] dy — / [Oult — 0131 + OAHV%]Oul} dx = 0. (E.10)
0 0

Since °p; is constant on the boundaries, we have following ocean layer 1 kinetic energy equation,

°KE1;, = “p // °p1(°n1y + Ce1) dA+p // (Cv1°7Y 4+ u1°7") dA — €. (E.11)

The layer 2 kinetic energy equation comes from

o VQO _ﬁo dA
b2 H D2t oH, My

°py ( er — —Vh pg) dA —°Ag // Opgv%lopg dA, (E.12)
and gives the equation

? 55 o o o
°KEq; = —Op// °p2(“n1y + e1) dA — p2f0 //( ug® + 1)22) dA — €. (E.13)
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