


























OcTOBER 2002

BALMFORTH ET AL.

2909

FiG. 8. Snapshots of the buoyancy field above well-separated bumps for y = 10 and « = 1/5: (a)
€, = 04and (b) , = 08.

between adjacent Gaussian bumps. At €, = 1, we es-
timated the limit y ® oo using extrapolation and found
that Y (1, ) = 1.136. In other words, at critical slope,
the conversion of an isolated Gaussian bump is only
14% greater than the weak-topography estimate.

We also computed the second-order terms in the ex-
pansion of the enhancement factor, Y(e,, ) in (59),
using the method of appendix B. We find that

Y(e, v) = 1+ Y (v)& + O), (60)

where Y,(v) is evaluated by summing a Bessel series
(see Fig. 7). In agreement with the sinusoidal limit in
(44) we recover Y,(0) = 1/4. As an indication of the
asymptotic value for an isolated Gaussian we find
Y,(100) = 0.0515.

The results of Baines (1972) are the only previous
calculations for ridgelike topography that are in the
same €, = O(1) parameter range as those in Fig. 9. It
is difficult to make a useful comparison because Baines
does not factor out the dependence of the conversion
on the factor h3 contained in C,..—See (56) and (59).
Thus Fig. 6 of Baines shows mainly ¢ o« hZ; without
normalization by ¢, it isimpossibleto detect the small
corrections to G,y contained in Y.

5. Fourier superposition and random topography

The main result of the previous sections is that the
enhancement factor, Y, increases monotonically and
modestly with e. Moreover, for the sinusoid, the first
effect of € # 0 is the quadratic term, €%/4, on the right-
hand side of (44). The corresponding result for the
Gaussian ridge is the term Y () = 0.0515 in (60).
These simple results seem to depend crucially on the
form of the topography. In the remainder of this paper
we assess tidal conversion by topographic profiles that
more closely represent the rough ocean floor.

a. Random topography

We consider an ensemble of topographies, h =
h,Hx(X), where Hx(X) denotes a realization (labeled by
x) of the profile constructed by randomly selecting the
complex coefficients, Hx = Hy + iH®, of the Fourier
representation,

HY(X) = X Hie™;

—ng

(61)

n. is a spectral cutoff. We take H¢” and H( to be
independent and normally distributed random variables
with a Gaussian probability density function. In other
words, if n > 0, we pick Hx and H¢) from the density

—Hun?

n

202

n

P[Hy) = (62)

1
ex
V20?2

n

We obtain the n < 0O coefficients from the reality con-
dition, Hx = H&*), With this recipe, the rms topographic
height is given by

he = 2 s(n), (63)
n=1

where s(n) = 4hZo? is a discrete form of the power

spectral density.

In the weak-topography limit, one takes ¢px = Hx and
calculates the conversion using (19)—(20). This allows
a certain degree of headway in analyzing the effect of
different choices for the o;,’s and n.. But once € is non-
zero, this analytic avenue is no longer open. Instead,
we rely on a combination of numerical computation and
a small-e expansion analogous to (44).

For illustration, we use amodel topographic spectrum
suggested by Bell (1975b) and Goff and Jordan (1988):
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(b) Conversion rate ate,=1

(a) Conversion rate for various y
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Fic. 9. (8 Y(e,, v) in (59) with y = 1,2, ..., 10, and 0 < ¢, < 1. At fixed ¢, the conversion rate decreases as
we approach the isolated-bump limit by increasing 7. (b) Y(1, v); if v is greater than about 10, Y (1, v) is independent

of .
S(n) = 4h3o?

n: + n?)-%2, if n = n,
_ 4hg{( 2+ m)

64
0, if n>n.. ©4)

The model spectrum (64) has four parameters: n,, h,,
n,, and the exponent q. According to Bell (1975b) and
Goff and Jordan (1988), submarine topography is char-
acterized by a spectral exponent in the range 2 < q <
3. We use the specific parameter settings,

n, = 4, n, = 32, q= 52 (65)

We continue to use the definition e = hyk,u. But,
again, the critical value of e isno longer unity. Instead,
each realization of the topography has a different max-
imum slope, say St... Thus we introduce a rescaled pa-
rameter, defined as

€ = €Sy (66)
With this definition, a particular realization of the to-
pography has a critical slope when e = 1.

b. A few realizations

We solve (14) for ¢, using the method outlined in
appendix A. Typical results are shown in Figs. 10-12.
With n, = 32, the topography is a random superposition
of 32 sinusoids. But in order to reliably represent the
wavefield over the range 0 < ¢, = 0.95, we retained
256 sinusoidsin (13). The upper panel of Fig. 10 shows
a sample topographic profile. The lower panel of Fig.
10 displays the corresponding periodogram of the to-
pography (nonzero only if 1 < n < 32), together with
the computed coefficients, ¢,, of the wavefield at € =
0.03 (nonzero if 1 < n < 256). Figure 11 shows the
wavy buoyancy field above random topography of Fig.
10 with a particular choice for the tidal amplitude [«
= 0.01in (48)].

According to (19) and (20), the conversion is pro-
portional to the sum,

Me =3 oKL

n=—ox

(67)

Figure 12 summarizes the conversion generated over 14
different realizations. The dashed curvesin theleft-hand
panel show the functions I'(e, x) with y = 1, - -, 14.
It is striking that the variations in conversion between
different realizations are much greater than the slight
enhancements that result from increasing e from 0 to
0.95. In the right-hand panel of Fig. 12 we show the
enhancement factor,

Y(e x) = I'(e, Y)/T'(0, x),

plotted against the rescal ed parameter € defined in (66).
At e = 0.95—the largest value we could reliably com-
pute with 256 sinusoids in the wavefield—the enhance-
ment is only about 4%—8% greater than the weak-to-
pography result, obtained by putting ¢x = Hx in (67).

(68)

c. The ensemble-averaged conversion rate to second
order in e

With the spectral formulation, we can compute en-
semble averages of the conversion rate by Monte Carlo
simulation. The average conversion rate, estimated for
10* realizations over the range 0 < e < 0.01, is well
fit by the relation

_ pOU%\/ 2 _ )2 2 _ f2
(c) = 20 (N w3)(wf L
o

X (I'(0)[1 + €2Y, + O(eM)], (69)
with (I'(0)) = 2.5912 and Y, = 12.316. These numbers
can be predicted analytically (and more usefully) using
perturbation theory for small e.

The perturbation expansion is described in detail in
appendix B; briefly, we expand (14) and compute the
solution for ¢, by iteration to order €. We then insert
the result into the formula for the conversion rate, en-
semble average using the probability density functions
in (62), and find
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Fic. 10. An example of a topographic profile constructed according to (61)—(65): (top) H(X) (the
solid curve) and H,/10 (the dotted curve), and (bottom) the spectral coefficients of the topography
and of the solutlon of (14). The topographic periodiogram is limited to 1 < n =< n, = 32. In this

illustration € = 0.03, €, = 0.44.

(€)= ”° °v(N2— w)(@3 — T2)k,

%

X [ ns (n)

8
8

453) ,

m=1n=1
(70)

where A(m, n) = (m + n)(m? + N2 — |n? — n?|). Bell's
(1975b) result is the first term in the square bracket on
the right-hand side of (70), and expressesthe conversion
rate, averaged over the topographic ensemble, in terms
of the topographic power spectral density. Our second-
order correction is the final double sum. For the param-
eter values in (65), one finds the result in (69) with the
same value for (I'(0)), and Y, =~ 12.3152.

The prediction 2.5912(1 + 12.3152¢€?) from (70) is
shown as the solid curve in the left-hand panel of Fig.
12. In order to display this same prediction in the right-
hand panel, we must convert e to an “‘average €,.” To
do this, we computed the average of the maximum
slopes using our ensemble of 10 000 topographic pro-
files; we found that (s, = 14.7. Thus we define

(€x) = 14.7€
so that the prediction in (69) is

(71)

Y((e,)) = 1 + 0.057(e, )2 (72)

The parabolain (72) is the solid curve in the right-hand
panel of Fig. 12.

6. Conclusions and discussion

Our focus in this work has been the conversion rate
of energy from the barotropic tide into internal gravity
waves at topography with finite slope. The results in-
dicate that Bell's weak-topography approximation pro-
videsreliable estimates of this conversion. For example,
we have shown that for an isolated Gaussian ridge the
conversion rate at critical slopeisonly 14% greater than
the weak-slope result obtained by Llewellyn Smith and
Young (2002) using Bell’s approach. In the case of ran-
dom topographies, having a power spectral density with
a slope of —2.5, there are factor-of-2 fluctuations in
conversion rate between different topographic realiza-
tions. These sample fluctuations are much greater than
the 4%—8% enhancement above the weak-topography
estimate occurring as the amplitude of a single reali-
zation is increased (see Fig. 12). This result suggests
that the major uncertainty in estimating ocean conver-
sion rates is adequate knowledge of ocean topography.

St. Laurent and Garrett (2002) have argued that, be-
cause the Richardson number of theinternal tideislarge,
vigorous shear instability will not typically occur. Thus,
even given significant energy conversion, there are still
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Snapshot of buoyancy field

4

Fic. 11. An example of the wave field above a realization of the random topography. In this
illustration € = 0.03, €, = 0.60, and the amplitude in (48) is a = 0.01. The most striking features
in the wave field are the beams emanating from the steepest slopes of the topography.

important questions surrounding the degradation of the
internal tide into small-scale mixing (see also Polzin
2002, mansucript submitted to J. Phys. Oceanogr.). Our
visualizations of the radiated wave field show sharply
collimated beams leaving the point of maximum topo-
graphic slope; density overturns and mixing might occur
in these beams. Indeed, as the critical slope is ap-
proached, even a very weak barotropic tide is sufficient
to produce overturns at some phase of the tidal cycle
(see Fig. 6). In other words, while increasing e, does

3.8

361

34

hed
w N

g
©

- Inl 1o, 2

z
N
o

INd
>

n
N

PP I
L
.. B

0.02 0.04 0.06

€

0.08

not greatly enhance the conversion rate, steeper topo-
graphic slopes do produce smaller spatial scales in the
radiated waves. Thus, a key effect of large topography
may be to destabilize the internal tide through the for-
mation of the small-scale features evident in our visu-
alizations of the wave field.

At €, = 1, our solutions become singular via the
appearance of diverging buoyancy gradients. This sig-
nifies a breakdown of inviscid, linear theory. It seems
that useful results for the supercritical case must con-

0.4 0.6 08 1
€,

1 .
0 0.2

Fic. 12. (left) The 14 dashed curves show the sum I'(e) in (67) calculated using 14 realizations
of the topography. The maximum slope, S, was typicaly of order 15 and so €, = 0.95 cor-
responds to maximum values of e of about 0.06. (right) The enhancement factor for the 14
topographies, Y(x, ) = I'(e, x)/T'(0, x). In the right panel, the rescaled parameter ex defined in
(66) is used as the abscissa. In both panels, the solid curve shows the results expected from the

small-e perturbation theory.
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sider the physical processes (nonlinearity and viscosity)
that heal the singularity that attends the transition at e,
= 1. Nevertheless, in al the cases we studied, thereis
no indication of dramatic changesin the conversion rate
at the critical point e, = 1. Moreover, the numerical
results of Li (2002, mansucript submitted to J. Mar.
Res.) and Khatiwala (2002, mansucript submitted to
Deep-Sea Res.) suggest that conversion above super-
critical topography either saturates or begins to decline
with increasing e,. If these results are reliable indica-
tions of what happens in the supercritical regime, then
the weak-topography approximation is very useful tool
over the entire range of e,.
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APPENDIX A

Reduction of Eq. (14) to a Linear System
We rewrite (14) in the form

HO) = ¢ + 2 & explime)
+ 3 doep-imn),  (AD
where ¢, = ¢_,, and
E=X— eH(X), n=X+eH(X). (A2

Guided by the experience gained from studying sinu-
soidal topography, we project (A1) on exp(—in¢) and
exp(inm) to obtain the linear system,

> A + by =
m=1

w,,

Ms

nm¢m + d)n = {Un' (A3)

m=1

In (A3)

2 —dX
wn(e) = é e nH (X) 277 E e ns ZT,

and @,(e) = @w*(—¢). In (A4), § indicates an integral

over a period, say from X = —# to .
The matrices in (A3) are

ﬂma=fwwm%,

- d
-qnm(e) o é e—inn+im§ _77
2

(A4)

(A5)
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The diagonal elements of these matrices can be further
simplified to

[Zrs A = —2iMe[Hoy, HE], (A6)

where H, is the coefficient of exp (ipX) in the Fourier
series representailon of H(X) [e.g., asin (61)]. The off-
dlagonal terms of 4., and 4, can be expressed con-
cisely in terms of the matrix,

Knm(e) — % e—i(m+n)><+i(n—m)eH(><) d_x (A?)
21
We find that
Anm(€) = —Knm(e) (m # n), (A8)
and
A9 = ks (-9 = K39
= ——g* * (e). (A9)

For the calculations in section 5 we numerically com-
puted w, and 4,,, from (A4), (A7), and (A8) using X
(rather than &) as the variable of integration. Equation
(A9) then enables one to efficiently obtain the matrix
4(e) from the transpose-conjugate of A4(e).

The system (A3) can be reduced to

= 2 2 A by, =
m=1 p=1
by eliminating the careted variables. After truncating

and solving (A10) for ¢, one can then directly obtain
¢, from the second equation in (A3).

@, — D, A, (AL0)
m=1

APPENDIX B

The Second-Order Correction

This appendix summarizes the cal culations leading to
the second-order correction to Bell's formula in (70).
We begin by expanding (14) in powers of e:

H(X) — 2 ¢, eeiineH ()

. 1
=> ¢ne‘“X<1 —ilneH — SneHz + - ) (B1)
We solve this equation iteratively
qbn = Hn + ie E |n - lepHn—p
p

3¢S0 p =@~ 20~ p -~ Al

X H,H H

p’ g’ 'n—p—q*

Substituting into (20) we find

(B2)
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I =2 In|H,]?
+ie > In(n — PIHH, HY — HEH% H,)
n.p

+ e > n(n — p)(n — QHHH, H:

npqg

62
+5 2 In+p+gln* — 2n(n + Pl
npgq

X (HPHQHHH:‘*’P‘*Q + H;HzHﬁHn#—pﬂq)' (BS)
We ensemble average
<2 |n||Hn|2> =42 no. (B4)
n n>0

The O(e) term in I' is uncorrelated and vanishes. The
hard part is the fourth-order correlation: To compute
this, we evaluate two terms separately. First, we have
(H,HxH,_Hx_). In order for the correlation not to van-
ish, the average must break up into either atrue fourth-
order correlation (in which all the H, have the same
index, modulo sign) or two independent pairs (second-
order correlations, with paired indices). The true fourth-
order correlation arisesforp = =£q,p = =(n — p), and
p = *(n — ). These conditions are consistent only if
2p = 2q = n, bearing in mind that n = O is not allowed.
The possible paired second-order correlations are
=q

{ p= } {p=i(n—p)}, i
n—p==*n-q q=

*=(n—0)
{p = =(n - q)}
g=*(n-p)’

Again, we exclude many of these possibilities by de-
manding consistency and by arguing that p, g, and n
cannot vanish. Only p = gand n = p + q give inde-
pendent pairs. Thus,

<HpHan—pHﬁ—q
= (HoPXIHn o285 + (IH2XIHg?80 4
+ <|Hp|4>8p,q82p.n - 2<|Hp|2>25p.q62p,m

(BS)

(B6)

where the final term represents the twice overcounted
fourth-order correlation, which not should not appear as
either of the independent pairings. This contribution to
(I') can then be written in the form,

2> |p + d(dl + |p)2oza?, (B7)
pP.a

given that (|H,|*) = 8c.

JOURNAL OF PHYSICAL OCEANOGRAPHY

VOLUME 32

A similar computation provides the other fourth-order
term:

HyHGHHE )
= (H,PXIHA)8, 4 + (H P (Hol3,
HEHA80 + (Hl = 2(H,[?)
X (8, -40pn T 8p-0p-n T Op-nbpq) (B8)

(theillegal pairs are for p = xn in the first term, p =
+qinthe second, and p = *qin the third, which leads
to the subtracted term). The associated contribution to
I'is
2 [laP + [pl* + 2lpal(lpl + o)
P.q

— 2|p + dl(lpl + la)?lo2ez.  (BY)
The O(€?) term is therefore
423p+mw+ptwm—wwwa(mm

p.a>
Hence,
I'=> 4ns2+ e > 4p+ Q)
n>0 p.g>0
X (@? + p? = |[p? = g’)ojoi (Bl

Using s(n) = 4hZo2 to eliminate o2, and substituting I’
into (19), we obtain the expression for the ensemble-
averaged conversion to O(e?) given in (70).
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