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SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS OF HORIZONTAL HEAT AND VAPOR
TRANSFER COEFFICIENTS FOR A CLOUD-TOPPED MARINE
BOUNDARY LAYER DURING COLD-AIR OUTBREAKS

ABSTRACT

Yuwen Vaughn Chang, M.S.
The Florida State University, 1986

Major Professor: Steven A. Stage, Ph.D.

The effects of external parameters on the surface
heat and vapor fluxes into the marine atmospheric boundary
layer (MABL) -during cold-air outbreaks are investigated
using the numerical model of Stage and Businger (1981a).
These fluxes are nondimensionalized using the horizontal
heat (gi) and vapor (ga) transfer coefficient method first
suggested by Chou and Atlas (1982) and further formulated
by Stage (1983a). | |

In order to simplify the problem, the boundary layer
is assumed to be well mixed and horizontally homogeneous,
and to have linear shoreline soundings of equivalent
.potential temperature and mixing ratio. Modifications of
initial surface flux estimates, time step limitation, and
termination conditions are made to the MABL model to

obtain accurate computations.
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The dependence of g3 and gz in the cloud topped
boundary layer on the external parameters (wind speed,
divergence, sea surface temperature, radiative sky
temperature, cloud top radiation cooling, and initial
'shoreline soundings of temperature, and mixing ratio) is
studied by a sensitivity analysis, which shows that the
uncertainties of horizontal transfer coefficients caused
by changes in the parametefs are reasonably small.
Therefore, the surface heat and vapor fluxes are also
weakly dependent on the external parameters, and can be
well-estimated by the' horizontal transfer coefficient
methdd even from rather poor measurements.

It 1is found numer{caiiy in this paper that the
concept of horizontal transfer coefficients can be
applied to both cloud-free and cloud-topped régions of the
marine boundary l#yer for the estimation of surface fluxes
at aﬁy given fetch. Although it is best to estimate
fluxes by direct computation using the numerical MABL
model whenever possible, values of g, and ga are close to
those obtained analytically for the dry case. Thus, the
analytical solutions of the horizontal transfer
coefficients -can be used to obtain surface flux estimates
which are accurate enouéh for many purposes .without

actually numerically integrating the MABL model.
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CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Cold-air outbreaks often occur after a frontal
passage during winter since large temperature gradients
exist in the frontal area. Once the cold front passes over
warm water, the large temperature and vapor contrasts
between the warm ﬁéter surface and the cold and dry arctic
air result in abndrmally strong surface heat and vapor
fluxes into the boundary layer. These fluxes are critical
factors in the boundary layer modification and are
important as energy sources for atmospheric motions above
the boundary layer. Atlas et al. (1983) suggested that
the large energy input to the atmosphere during cold air
outbreaks associated with mesoscale convergence zones, and
shoreline shape might be important‘ in cyclogenesise.
Numerous studies show that brief cold air outbreaks
suppiy a large portion of air-sea fluxes. Hence, they are
very important in determining the energy budgets of sea
and atmosphere during winter, late fall, or early spring.

Chou and Atlas (1982) first suggested that for any
giveﬁ fetch the net sensible and latent heat fluxes per

unit travel are proportional to the surface temperature



and mixing ratio differences between sea and shoreline.

Based on the assumptions of well mixed 'boundary
layer and horizontal homogeneity 1in the shoreline
direction, Stage (1983a) derived analytic solutions for
the fluxes before the cloud edge. His solutions provide
a nondimensional method to pa?ameterize the surface heat
and vapor fluxes from warm water surfaces of dry
(cloud-free) boundary layer during cold air outbreaks..

The goal of this paper is to extend Stage's
nondimensional method (1983a) of computing dry boundary
layer surface fluxes into the cloud-topped marine boundary
layers during cold air outbreaks. A modified numerical
version of the 'boﬁndary layer model; which wa§ first
developed by Stage-and Businger (1981a,b) for cold air
outbreaks, is presented in this paper and used to compute
the nondimensional flux parameters, horizontal heat (g.)
and vapor (ga) transfer coefficients for both cloud-free
and cloud-topped regions. Sensitivity analysis of how g,
and ga are affected by the uncertainties of external
parameters .measured by satellite and shoreline sounding
is the major approach of this study.

From the results of this work, a better understanding
of the changes of heat and.vapor fluxes during the layer
evolution 1is obtained. Most of all, it is found that the

uncertainties of g: and gz caused by the changes of



external parameters are not very largs. Therefore, the
surface heat and vapor fluxes at any given fetch can be
reasonabiy estimated by the horizontal transfer
coefficient method, for most of the cold air outbreak
episodes even with very poor measurement.

The technology of today can measure some of the
boundary layer parameters at any point of the ‘fetch by
satellite, as discussed by Allison (1984). .These
parameters include surface wind speed or surface stress,
integrated cloud top tempergture, water surface
temperature, and integrated liquid water and water vapor
content in fhe atmosphere. By using the satellite
measured data and a well-mixed bouna;ry layer assumption,
Allison's method (1984) can calculate the surface heat,
vapor and momentum fluxes at any point of +the fetch.
However, the work done in this thesis provides a
complement to Allison's work. Given shoreline sounding
measurements and similar boundary layer assumptions, the
surface heat and vapor fluxes between the shore and any
given point can be computed. Thus, the technique verified
in this thesis provides an alternate way to compute
fluxes, which can be used when shoreline soundinés are

availablé, but not the satellite parameters needed for

Allison's method.



Chapter 2 introduces the basic thermodynamics and
equations of the Stage and Businger's model (1981&,5); and
the horizontal transfer coefficient method proposed by
Stage (1983a) for the parameterization of heat and vapor
fluxes to the cloud edge during cold air outbrea#s is aiso
presented. gs and gz computed by the modified numerical
marine boundary layer model are compared with the analytic
solutions of horizontal transfer coefficient method. The
result shows that the numerical and analytica1  solutions
are 1identical to each other in the dry (cloud-ffee)
boundary layer.

In chapter 3, the modified numericél model is applied
to estimate the boundary layer evolution into the cloud-
topped regions. The sensitivity analysis shows that
changes of heat and vapor fluxes relative to the
fundamental boundary layer patameterg are not very large.
This suggests that the horizontal transfer coefficient
method is a promising way of estimating surface fluxes at
any given fetch, regardless of the large measurement
uncertainty of satellite and sounding data.

Finally, 1in chapter 4, the conclusions of this paper

and outlook for further research work will be presented.



CHAPTER 2 FORMULATION OF THE MODEL
2.1 Introduction of The Model Physical Background

In this éhaptet, the model developed by Stage and
Businger (198la,b) to simulate the well-mixed, cloud-
topped planetary boundary layer over warm water during
cold~air outbreaks will be discussed. Such outbreaks
frequently occur 1in many parts of the world during the
fall and winter, especially over the western sections of
midlatitude oceans off the east coasts of Asia and North
America. In these regions, cold-air outbreaks combined
with large air-sea temperature differences, high winds,
synoptic scale convergence, and relatively cold dry air
can .cause much greater heat and moisture fluxes than
oceanic means. So far, other studies of similar boundary
layer situations include analysis of AMTEX data of cold
air masses which leave China and cross the warm water of
‘the Kurosﬁio, ({Ninomiya 1974, 1975; Ninomiya.and Akiyama
1976); Chou and Atlas's (1982) studies of cold-air
outbreaks over the warm water area, off the south shore

of Long Island during the winter of 1979; and Stage and

gt =



Businger's (1981a,b) studies of cold-air outbreaks over
Lake Ontario from IFYGL data.

The model mentioned above for simulating the
evolution of the cloud-topped marine”boundary layer during
cold air outbreaks is further modified and applied in my
work. This model predicts all of the mean thetmodynahics
of the boundary layer, such as the rate of change of mean
equivalent potential temperature, mean mixing ratio, and
boundary 1layer depth following a column of air as it
traverses a warm water surface .

All these changes in mixed-layer properties result‘
from the following effecté: surface turbulent fluxes of
heat and water vapor, radiative warming of-cloud bases and
cooling of cloud tops, condensation and evaporation;
entrainment of dry warm air from the inversion base, and
lifting (subsidence) imposed by convergence (divergence)
in the mixed layer. These processes are shown
schematically in Fig. 2.1.1.

Parameterization of -net sensible and latent heat
fluxes per unit travel from the surface, and their
evolution during cold air outbreaks are the main concern
of studies in this paper. This parameterization theory
was first developed by Chou and Atlas (1982). They
noticed that the net surface sensible heat flux per unit

travel , HL /%, at any given distance from the shore ,
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fetch, is approximately proportional to the surface
temperature difference between the sea and shors. Also
the net éurface latent heat flux per unit travel , He/x,
at any given fetch is approximately proportional to the
surface mixing ratio difference between the séa and shore.
They then suggested that these surface flux per unit
travel terms can be simply expressed as horizontal
transfer coefficients multiplied by the surface
temperature or the mixing ratio differences.

Later in this paper, more details about how the
horizontal heat and vapor transfer coefficients are
affected by the fundamental parameters of the atmospheric

boundary layer will be described.

2.2 Fundamental Variables and Basic Thermodynamics

The model is based on the assumption that the
equivalent potential temperature'a. and total water mixing
ratio gy are lineér functions of height at the shore and
are well mixed throughout the boundary layer. Therefore,
the layer can be treated as a slab. Sharp jumps exist in
the profiles of f« and gr at the top of the mixed layer
because of the inversion. Also, it is assumed that the

boundary layer is horizontally homogeneous 1in the

AN



shoreline direction.

The vertical profiles of fe« and qo, and the

corresponding vertical fluxes W'&.'; W'gqx' are shown in
Fig.2.2.1. All +the wvariables used in this model are

n

defined below.
The independent variable is either:

t time,
or

X fetch.

The fundamental dependent variables are:

Z2e ensemble mean mixed layer depth due to
entrainment;

Zo ensemble mean mixed layer depth due to
convergence;

be vertical and ensemble mean mixed layer

equivalent potential temperature;

qx vertical and ensemble mean mixed layar

total water vapor mixing ratio.

At the shoreline, 25, = 0, and 2» = Z2p + %« = Ze, Where Zs
is the ensembled mixed layét depth, and the initial values

are specified for %2e, fe, and gr. Then all other
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variables of the boundary layer can be calculated from
these fundamental variables. If applied to data, ensenmble
averages must be estimated by time averages in the steady-
state condition; averages parailel to the shoreline with
homogeneous upwind condition in that direction; or areal
averages with small extent in the streamgise direction.
The basic tbermodynamic properties of the model
fundamental variables are shown below. The equivalent

potential temperature is defined as :
6 = fexp( Lg, / CpT ), (2.2.1)

where L is the latent heat of evaporation of water;

Ce is the specific heat of air at constant

pressure;

de is the water vapor mixing ratio.
An accurate approximation of (2.2.1) can be written as:
e 8 + (L/Cp ) Qqu. (2.2.2)
The total water mixing ratio 1is defined as:

dr = 49+ + da., (2.2.3)
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where
d+ is water vapor mixing ratio,

g: is liquid water mixing ratio.

The Clausius-Clapeyron equation may be expressed as:

de = ( ¢eL/RTa? ) dTa, ' (2.2.4)

where

€ is the ratio of the molecular weight of water to

dry air ( € = 0.622 ),
Ta is the dew point of the air,

e is the water vapor partial pressure of the air

which can be expressed as:
e = qu/e , (2.2.5)

where P is pressure of the air.

By differentiating (2.2.5) we have:

qu/CIv = de/e - dP/P, (2.206)
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and by the use of (2.2.4), the ideal gas law, and the

hydrostaﬁic equation , the following equation is derived :

dg+/qv = ( €L)/(RTa4?)dTa + (g/RT)dZ. (2.2.7)

We can integrate (2.2.7). 1If the saturation mixing ratio

(ge) corresponding to the dew point temperature (Tar) is

known, then the pair of related functions are inferred
as:
O(T) = qr exp( -LE (L L)) (2.2.8)
ql-' p R T T" I 4 L] L)
and
- Roin&, .
Tao(q) = | Le lé( ﬁr) * T )=, (2.2.9)
where
Q(T) is the saturation water vapor mixing ratio

for air at Z=0 and temperature T;

Tao(g) 1s the dewpoint for air at %Z=0, and water

vapor mixing ratio q.

Notice that these two functions are inverses of each
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other, thus )

Q
n

Q(Tac(qg)), (2.2.10a)

and

-3
!

= Tao(Q(T)). (2.2.10b)

For air below its saturation level, gq. is conserved, so

that dg. O, and from (2.2.7) we can derive:

dTa -(gT/L€)dZ (2.2;11)

by using T £ Tae.

Integrating (2.2.11) as a parcel is 1lifted from the

[[4

surface up, and assuming T constant,

Ta = Tao(av) - (gT/€L)Z. (2.2.12)

From (2.2.12), we see that for nonsaturated conditions
the approximate dew point lapse rate is -(gT/éL) =

1.76 C/km. We can define dew point potential temperature

Ba =T, +71. (2.2.13)



15
By combining (2.2.12) and (2.2.13), we have:

fa = Taflge) + ( 7 - gT/€L)Z. (2.2.14)

Another useful gquantity 1is iiquid water potential

temperature, f., which is defined as:
1 =6e - (L/Co)gz. ’ (2.2.15)

For adiabatic parcel motions §. is conserved because #.
and gr are conserved. So, from (2.2.2),(2.2.3) and

(2.2.15), we know:
. =6 for q. = 0 (2.2.16)

(i.ea. for nonsaturated air parcel, gq.=0 ).

The 1level at which dewpoint and temperature becone
equal 1s defined as the liftinglcondensation level, Zc.
This can be derived from (2.2.13),(2.2.14),(2.2.16) and
9r =T + 7 Z%Zc by assuming the parcel has g, = 0 at level

2c. Thus,

Tao - (gT/€L)2c = @, - 7’'2c, (2.2.17)
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2c = ( 61-Tao )/( 7 - gT/€L ). (2.2.18)

The virtual potential temperature, 8., is defined as:

8. = 6( 1+ (1/€-1)ay + Q1) (2.2.19)

= (e - (L/Cp)avy )( 1 + (1/€ - 1 )qy + da).

This temperature includes the effects of both water vépo;
buoyancy and ligquid water drag.

The 1last important thermodynamic property to be
introduced 1is the dewpoint virtual potential temperature

defined as:

fav = Bal 1 + (1/€ - 1)av + Q1) . (2.2.20)

2.3 Analytic Profiles of Heat and Vapor Fluxes in the Dry

MABL Model

If divergence 1is negligibly small then the net
sensible and latent heat input from a warm water surface
to the atmosphere in cloud-free regions (commonly referred

to as the dry boundary layer), can be computed by vertical
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integration from the surface to the inversion layer of
the change of #. and gr in soundings. This cdmputation
method is adequately only when the atmospheric divergence
is negligible, because there is hardly any change of the
sounding profiles above Zg. Thus, we can express the net

sensible and latent heat input to the boundary layer as :

Zp '
H = fc, 0( 0 - gn)dz (2.3.1.)
Zs
He =  PLJ | q - 1( dZ (2.3.2)
o .
where

H 1is the net sensible heat input,
Hy is the net latent heat input.

The analytic solution for a dry boundary layer was
first developed by Stage (1983a). The more complicated
condition of a cloud-topped boundary layer (called as wet
boundary layer) after cloud formation during boundary
1ayer‘evolgtion has not been solved analytically. In this
section, the analytic profiles of heat and vapor fluxes
bafore the c¢loud formation point will be presented.
First, it is known tha@ there is no liquid water (g.=0) in

this region, hence qr = ge.. Therefore, the virtual
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potential temperature and virtual heat flux input to the

boundary layer can be written as:

. = 8( 1 + ( 1/e - 1 )qr ). (2.3.3)
Let
H. =.Pc,/Tev - 9. )dz. : (2.3.4)
° Xu0

Substituting (2.3.1), (2.3.2) into (2.3.3) gives
He = H + ( 1/€¢ - 1 )GQ(CP/L)HL. (2.3.5)

Next, neglecting molecular diffusion and horizontal
convergence of turbulent heat fluxes, the heat
conservation equation may be written as:

3? + a:z& = 0. (2.3.6)

Integrating (2.3.6) with respect to 2, and applying

boundary conditions leads to::
9 [
—371 = z(W'ev'lo + W.Agv), (20307)

where the boundary condition for the dry boundary layer at
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Z = Z2p- and 2 = 0 gives:
[ - W'o.'|o at Z2 = 0, \
W6 < ?(2.3.8)
\ = Wos'lan- = -Wasl at 2 = Za-/

where

[ 'is the entrainment rate,

Al is the temperature jump at the cloud top.

Now, take the z-derivative of (2.3.6). Since we assume
the layer is well mixed, 8. = Qam, and -gg? = 0 is a good
approximation for this lboundary layer model. Thus,

(2.3.6) becomes:

W

3z = Const. A (2.3.9)

‘Ball (1960) proposed a relationship between cloud top

entrainment rate and surface heat flux:

Wasf, = A WOy 1o, (2.3.10)
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A 0.2 1is a widely accepted value of the entrainment

coefficient.
From (2.3.8) and (2.3.9), we know the heat flux of

boundary layer:

W6y = WOu'lo(1-2/2s) + WOy 'leme(Z/%0) (2.3.11)

Further discussion of nondimensionalization of the
net sensible heat and vapor fluxes per unit travel, and.
the analytic solutions of the evolution of these fluxes
from real sounding data will be presented in the following
sections of this chaéter.

For the wet boundary layer case (i.e. after cloud
formation), the heat and vapor fluxes become much more
complicated. The radiation cooling rates (Ra) at the
cloud top, and the radiation warming rates (Rec) at the
cloud base have to be considered. In order to simplify
the problem , Ry and Rc are assumed to be concentrated in
a very thin layer near the cloud top anq base and entirely
within the mixed layer. Thus, the effect of the thickness
of the radiative flux divergence layer near cloud top and
base can be neglected (Stage and Businger, 1981b).
Through a proof similar to the one above, by using the

diffusion equation for the total water mixing ratio (gr)
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and the equivalent potential temperature (fa), We can

derive:
d Iwey
d;h — 2L = o, (2.3.12)
dBe  3IWH¢ K16

where

a(ﬁ) - o

everywhere except at 2c¢ and Zg,

32 =
and
Zc+d
gim -F'FE' - _Rc ’ (2030143)
-0 ZG-;
. Zg"'a_
lm T2 = -Rs (2.3.14b)
8"0 ‘PCP 4_3 *

"By taking the z-derivative of (2.3.12) and (2.3.13) ¢to
show that the turbulent fluxes must be linear in the cloud
and subcloud regions, and then twice integratipg the
result using the boundary conditions, (2.3.14a) and

(2.3.14b), the fluxes of total water mixing ratio (W'gr')

and equivalent potential temperature (W'@a') can be

expressed as (Stage and Businger, 1981b):
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W'qr' = ( 1-2/7s ) w'q'r'lo - ( 2/%2w )Waaqr, (2.3.15)

(= (1-2/28)W'0 do-2/Zn(-Wasf +Rm-Rc), )

for 0 <2 < 2,
W'e.'< (2.3.16)

= (1-%2/%28) (W' 0a'lo+Rc)+2/Zn(-Wadd +Rn),

\ for Zc < Z < Z.,

These idealized profiles of ﬁTE:' and ETEZ' are shown 1in
Fig. 2.2.1 (¢), (d) of the previous section.

In the cloud layer all the air motions are assumed to
be saturated. Taking the perturbations of (2.2.2),
(2.2.3), (2.2.19), dgv'= (dQear/dT)8’', and neglecting the

small terms.
6. = (1484214 £ 500~ 69; (2.3.17)

This gives:

we, ' =Fw'e.' -9 W'gs' for 2c< %< Za (2.3.18)
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where
p - (1*—2‘%”1*"&“‘ )=+,

has a typical value of 0.5 to 0.6.

Combining (2.2.19), (2.3.15), (2.3.16) and (2.3.18) gives:

where

n

As = 262 + ( 1/& - 1 ) gz,

Aa

=(1- -’Z-.;)wv'av‘lv-i-;(a.—ac)--§;A=wn

for 0 <2 K 2,

=(1_-§.B) (F (WJ°+RC;)-BWE'-;)+%"9R;-%A:W-'

\ for 2¢c £ % < Z.,J

PAO- - (1/¢ -1 )@aqr.

(2.3.19)

The idealized profiles of 8, and W'@.' are shown in
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Fig. 2.3.1a and b.

Further discussions of the parameterization of the
net sensible and vapor fluxes per unit travel for the dry
boundary layer (i.e. with no clouds) will be presented in
the next section.

In this paper, the major_ concern 1is to use a
numerical method which can simulate the more complicated
and realistic evolutidn of the net sensible and 1latent
heat fluxes from a warm water surface into cloud-topped
region during the boundary layer development. Then, the
numerical results will be compared to the analytical
solutions +to show the credibility of the numerical method

used in this paper.

2.4 Flux Transfer Parameterization in the MABL

A parameterization method for the heat and vapor
fluxes of the dry boundary layer, no cloud case, will be
discussed in this section. This method was first propoéed
and solved analytically by Stage (1983a). For simplicity,

this method assumes linear shoreline soundings. They are:

Oe.8+ = Qas + Theln : (2.4.1)
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(a)
IAOV l
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B
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Bv
0 .
(b)
Zg
\(W’&’=/é wée ~dw
Zc
W
= Wh (£~ -NO)WE
-0

Fig.2.3.1 The idealized profiles of boundary layer.
(From Stage and Businger, 1981a)
a. Temperature. (4)

b. Sensible heat flux. (W'4))
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and
q'r.Bo = Q'rx + ."q'rZﬂ. (2.402)
In the last section, we have mentioned the rate of
changes of surface sensible heat and vapor fluxes. The

time integrated sensible and latent heat fluxes during
boundary 1layer evolution can be written as functions of

the fetch as follows:

H = (pr/U{/xW'Oqodx
°

He = (PL/U)f'W'q-r'l,,dx (2.4.3)
]

$ 4
H, = (.PCp/U)] W 0. |, dx
. ]

where
U is the mean wind speed in the boundary layer,

¥ 1is +the fetch of boundary layer evolution as

measured in the direction of U.

Chou and Atlas (1982) noticed that for any given
fetch the mean net sensible heating per unit travel (H./x)
is proportional +to the surface temperature difference

between air over land and sea (f.0-8..), and that the mean
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net latent heating (He/x) per unit travel is proportional
to the surface mixing ratio difference between éir over
land and sea (go-g9i). The analysis plotted by Chou and
Atlas (1982) is reproduced in Fig.2.4.1.

Stage (1983a) parameterized H.,/x and Hre/x by using
the horizontal transfer coefficient terms proposed by Chou
and Atlas (1982). The net sensible and latent heating
per unit travel are expressed as the horizontal transfer

coefficients multiplied by (fvo-6+1) and (gqo-gi).

Ho/Xx = Cs ( 8vo = 8us ) G2 , | (2.4.4)

He /% Cza ( 9o - Q1 ) g9a ., (2.4.5)

where

Cy, Ca are the constants for sensible and latent

heat fluxes respectively.

The parameters of eq.(2.4.4) and (2.4.5), Ci, Ca, g: and

ga, have been derived by Stage (1983a) as shown below:

Cs

4 PCeCrs , | (2.4.6)

Ca %ﬁPLcrx ’ (2.4.7)
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where

Cra 18 the value of Cy corresponding to an air
temperature of f., = 8.., and a sea surface
temperature of 8.0. i.e. the surface temperature

difference between air at shore and sea.
Ce 1is the specific heat of air at constant pressure,

L is the latent heat release of water vapor

evaporation.

The horizontal transfer coefficients of sensible heat, g,,

and latent heat, gz, are

914= n/ X ’ ] T (20408)

(2(1+A) (1=-F/M)(1=-N)+A)N2/X . (2.4.9)

Q
[
1]

The nondimensional terms included in the above equations

are defined as follows:

(A) n : nondimensional mixed layer height, - which is

defined as:



(B)
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N = 2%/%ex, (2.4.10)

where Zw 18 a scaling height, i.e. the depth of
boundary layer when fetch approaches infinity.

It is defined as:

Zs = (-%%)(Bvo- v ) /T (2.4.11)
where

8.0 ¢ virtual potential temperature of the sea
surface,
0., : virtual potential temperature of the

shoreline surface,

T~ ¢ vwvirtual potential temperature lapse

rate in the boundary layer,

A $ entrainment coefficient ( A 2 0.2 ).

nondimensional slope of mixing ratio, dr.,

profile, which is defined as:

A

(T'./T“v)((ovo- v1)/(g90-q1)) - (2.4.12)

where



(C) X

(D)

Te is the mixing

Qo is the mixing

q: is the mixing
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ratio lapse rate in the BL,

ratio at the sea surface,

ratio at the shoreline surface.

nondimensional fetch of boundary layer
evolution, which is defined as:

X = x/xw , (2.4.13)
where x« 18 a scaling length in the getch
&1rection. It is defined as:

Xw = Zgoo/({(1+A)Cxs) , (2.4.14a)
frqm (2.4.11) we have

xe = i ( 9‘.;;;:"' e (2.4.14b)
nondimensional function,

F =Yl-(1-y—'h'+—”'—;ﬁ—*1)-£-, (2.4.15)

where y =

1-%.
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For 2Q<< 1 (i.e. Z << Zpa), during the initial stage of
the MABL evolution, (2.4.15) contains small differences
between terms and is hard to compute. However, we can
apply the binomial expans;on in the 1limit situation
(N << 1) to simplify the problem, such that:

(.I'_‘_:%{‘_)_;Z_-, (2.4.16)

)
w

By substituting (2.4.16) into (2.4.9), we can prove that
ga =%/X = 91, for M << 1. This has been shown in the
numerical results for the initial stage run of this paper.
The related plots will be presented in the later sections
of this chapter.

From the definitions of horizontal sensible heat
transfer coefficient g, and horizontal latent heat
transfer coefficient ga, (2.4.8), (2.4.9),.and (2.4.13),
we can see that g, and ga are functions of fetch (x).

How g, and ga change with fetch under different
conditions is the.major topic of the research work in this
paper. Further details will be discussed in the next
chapter.

From (2.4.8) to (2.4.15), nohdimensionalization of
vertical sensible and latent heat fluxes in MABL, all the
parameters that closely affect the horizontal transfer

coefficients for the dry boundary layer case are:
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sea surface virtual potential temperature. It
is computed from sea surface temperature ( 0o)
and mixing ratio (gro).

surface virtual potential temperature at shore.
It is computed from shoreline surface
temperature (§:) and mixing ratio (gri).

lapse rate of virtual potential temperature.
It is computed from the lapse rate of
temperature ( T9 ) and mixing ratio ([%&r)-.

the divergence within the boundary layer.

the synoptic scale divergence.

the wind speed.

All of the above parameters have been assumed constant to

simplify

the situation. From (2.3.6) to (2.3.19), and

(2.4.3) to (2.4.5), we can see that oncé clouds form, g,

gz are also affected by:

Ra

Rec

In

'Rg =——'( Tza-‘ - TBKY

the radiation cooling on cloud top.

L <),

PCp

where Tgxy is the radiative sky temperature.

the radiation warming at cloud base.

o
$Cp

where To is the sea surface temperature.

Rc=

( To* - Tzc.* ),

conclusion, the method of deriving g, and ga with
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nondimensional parameters provides a means of evaluating
heat and vapor fluxes with much less information than is
raquired for the complete analysis. This method will be
called the "Horizontal Traﬁsfer Coefficient Method", and
the solutions of g. and g3 can be solved either
analytically or numerically.

As learned in this section, the advantage of the
analytical solutions is that simple observations at shore
and sea are adequate to solve for g: and gz at any given
fetch. However, the biggest disadvantage is that this
solution provides the values of heat and vapor fluxes
before cloud formation only.

A schematic illustration of the analytical and
numerical methods of solving the surface heat and vapor
fluxes is shown in Fig.2.4.3, where g, and gz are
analytically solved if the surface temperature, mixing
ratio over land and ocean, and their lapse rates at shore
are Kknown. The analytical solutions of g, and gz are
universal for all the cloud-free boundary layer cases.
Thus, the surface heat and vabor fluxes per unit travel
can be derived from (2.4.4) and (2.4.5). It is also seen
from Fig.2.4.3, g3 and gz are numerically solve§ by
applying the MABL model (Stage and Businger, 1981). There'
are 9 external parameters needed to run the simulating

boundary layer evolution model, it is good for both the
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ga are universal functions, which can be
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cloud-free and cloud-topped boundary layer. For the dry

boundary layer, the numerical solutions of g: and ga are
identical to the analytiéal solutions, which will be
proven in the next section. For the wet boundary layer,
the numerical values of g aﬁd gz are considered to be
reasonably accurate. Hence, the surface fluxes per unit
travel from shore all the way to cloud-topped regions can

always be estimated by running the numerical MABL model.

2.5 Comparisons Between The Numerical and The Analytical

Solutions_of The Model

Stagé (1983a) analytically solved g, and gz of MABL
evolution during cold air outbreaks for the dry (cloud-
free) case. Iﬁ order to compute the heat and vapor fluxes
for both the wet (with clbud) and dry (no cloud) cases, a
moidified numerical method'from Stage and Businger's MABL
model 1s‘applied in this section. This method will also
be evaluated and compared with the analytical method later
in this section.

The numerical method uses the same assumptions of
linear conditions as the analytical model, given earlier
by (2.4.1) and (2.4.2). Specification of Athe initial
values of the fundamental variables enables the

calculation of all the variables of the boundary layer.

ik
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Then the boundary 1layer evolution is determined by
integrating the numerical model at every time step. These
numerical solutions agree well with the analytic solutions
in the cloud free region. They also provide relatively
accurate forecasts of the heat and vapor fluxes for the
cloud-topped region as will be shown in the next chapter.
A comparison between the analytié and numerical solutions
of horizontal transfer coefficients is presented iﬁ this
section to examine how well the numerical model works. .

The sounding being used here for the comparison of
the two methods is the New York sounding (Stage 1979,
1981b, 1983b; Chou and Atlas 1982), taken on February
1979. It is considered to be a typical air modification
situatipn during cold air outbreak episodes. The details
of this sounding are shown in Chapter 3, Table 3.1.1. A
vertical profile of the fundamental parameters of the
boundary layer for the New York sounding is shown in Fig.
2.5.1 (Stage, 1979).

Although the results of the two methods shown in
this section are from one particular sounding, it will be
proven in Chapter 3 that the horizontal transfer
coefficients determined by this numerical model are not
very sensitive to changes in sounding parameters.
Therefore, some general conclusions can be ma@e with

regard to the model results based on single sounding
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Fig.2.5.1 The MABL profiles corresponding to New

York sounding. (From-Stage 197%)
a. Temperature.

b. Mixing ratio.
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dafa.

The analytic solutions of horizontal heat and vapor
transfer coefficients are shown in Fig. 2.5.2
(Stage, 1983a, Fig. 10). The solutions are for the dry
boundary layer. In this figure, the analytic solutions
show that the horizontal heat (gi) and vapor {(ga) t?ansfer
coefficients are 2.0 near +the shore and eventually
approach zero when fetch (x) approaches inifinity.

In order to svaluate the quality of the numerical
solutions, they are compared with the analyticalvresults.
The numerical model has been .run in both the wet
(cloud formed) and the dry (no cloud formed) boundary
cases, as shown in Fig. 2.5.3. The wet boundary layer
case better resembles the real atmospheric situation.
However, the result of the dry boundary layer case of the
numerical solution is used to compare with the horizontal
transfer coefficient solution which was analytically
solved under the dry boundary layer condition.

The s0 called numerical dry (cloud-off) case is an
artificial situation, which was obtained by applying the
dry (cloud-free) boundary equation. This equation
forcibly suppresses the radiation and latent heat release
terms when saturation is encountered.

From the comparisons between the following. two

figures, Fig. 2.5.2 and Fig.2.5.3, it is clearly seen that
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Fig.2.5.2 The analytical solutions for the dry
MABL horizontal heat and vapor transfer

-coafficients.
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Fig.2.5.3 The numerical solutions for both the dry
and wet MABL horizontal heat and vapoar

transfer coefficients.
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the analyfic solution, and the <cloud free numerical

solution of the horizontal heat and vapor transfer
coefficients are identical at all fetches. This is

theorectically accurate. Meanwhile, several conclusion
can be made from thése two figures, g, and ga as function
of Log X.

First, it can be inferred that once clouds form the
entrainment rate increases due to radiation and latent
heat release in the cloud layer, then the boundary layer
begins dry out due to increased entrainment of dry air
from above (Stage 1979, Fig. 5.2.7). Therefore, once
clouds form +the boudary layer becomes drier than the
cloud-off case at that same fetch. This will " tend to
increase the surface vapor fluxes and cause a lafge value
of the horizontal wvapor transfer coefficient for the
cloud-on case. Also, the differences between the vapor
transfer coefficients of the two cases increase following
the boundary 1layer evolution. On the contrary, the
horizontal heat transfer coefficient is larger for the
cloud off case. It can be inferred too that once clouds
form the boundary layer is more strbngly heated by
entrainment and 1is therefore warmer at any given fetch
than the cloud-off case (Stage 1979, Fig. 5.2.8). This
will tend to decrease the surface heat fluxes and cause a

smaller value of the ‘horizontal heat transfer
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coafficiént.

Another noticeable point is that the analytical
solutions start from zero fetch (x=0), i.e. Log X equals
negative infinity. The numerical model sets up the
initial condition of Zgr = 30m, .with the corresponding
value of Log X = -4.5. This assumption will be proven to
be as good as a very thin boundary initial condition, eg:
Zex = Ol m, by using the modified computation of hodel
initial condition in the next chapter, sec. 3.2. The
advantage of this assumption is that it saves a 1lot of
computatipn time during the model's initial stage.

After all, it can be concluded that in the cloud-free
regions the numerical solutions of horizontal transfer
coefficients are equivalent £o the analytical solutions
derived by Stage (19835);

However, the biggest advantage of the numerical
method 1is that it is good not only for the dry _boundary
layer, but it also provides a means of 'computing the
horizontal transfer coefficients for the wet boundary
layer evolution case, as has been shown in Fig. 2.5.3.
Thus, this result can be used as a relatively accurate
forecast estimates of surface heat and vapor fluxes from
shore into the cloud-topped regioné during coldFair
outpreaks of mafine boundary layer evolution.

By compafing this section and last. one, it 1is seen
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that thé horizontal transfer coefficient method for the
boundary layer heat and vapor fluxes can be independently
solved either numerically or analytically, as shown
schematically in Fig.2.5.4.

In the next chapter, further studies of how the
transfer coefficients respond to the variations of the
fundamental parameters will be discussed 1in details. A
modified technigue of computing the heat and vapor fluxes
into the cloud-topped boundary layer during cold air

outbreaké is also developed in the following sections.

2.6 Specification of The Model

In the last section, the exténded numerical version
of Stage and Businger's boundary layer model (1981a,b) has
been shown to be identical to the analytical solutions to
the cloud edge. In next chapter, the model will be run to
simulate evolution of the surface heat and vapor fluxes
from shore into the cloud-topped regions. Those runs are
done under wide ranges of change of the boundary layer
fundamental parameters. The ranges of wvalues have been
chosen corresponding to the greatest uncertainty range of
measured data 1likely to be encountered in +the real

atmosphere. Thus, the results of these runs could be
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applied 'to'thé boundary layer evolution during most cold
air outbreaks.

This modified numerical model is formed wunder the
assumption of linear shoreline sounding profiles in order
to simplify the problem. Thus, the fundamental dependent
variables 8« and gy of the boundary layer at the shore
may be specified by the sounding values at the shoreline
surface .8.;, ~gri. and the lapse rates Téer Tar-
Altern;£ively, the shoreline soundings could be specified
in terms of linear @, ;nd RHe (i.2. in terms of .., RH,,
and the lapse rates Th:, DIru). Other initial values of
variables are Ze = Zp = 0 , because we assume that Zg = 24
+ Zp = 0 , and Z; = 24 at the shore.

Altogether, the full set of external parameters
during a cold-air outbreak episode are ﬂ.;, q,,,-n.,T;, or
@1, RHi, T81, Tru which describe the shoreline sounding;
wind speed (U); sea surface temperature (To); radiative
sky temperature (Tgxy), or cloud top radiation cooling
rate (Rms), and divergence (D, and D3z).

Thus, there are a total of 9 external parameters
which are importantAto the evolution of the horizontal
heat and vapor transfer coefficients during cold air

outbreaks.
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2.7 Modification of Model Initialization

The numerical model of simulating matine' boundary
layer evolution during cold outbreaks was first developed
by Stage (1979). This model uses the assumptions of
linear shoreline soundings as given in (2.4.1) and (2.4.2)

and sets the initial values of fundamental variables as:

sz = 0,
6.! = a-l.r at » = O (2.7.1)
drzx = drae

fe and gr are functions of Zg, which become independent of
the initial conditions rapidly (Stage, 1983a).

Stage (1979, 1983b) and Stage and Businger (1981a,b),
were able to avoid spending large amounts of computation
on the " uninteresting and physically unrealistic initial
gpowth of the boundary 1layer. They began their

computation with

Zg: = 30 m,

Bax = fea.5. - 0.001, at x = O (2.7.2)

grx = dr.se-
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This teéhnique was appropriate for their computation
purpose. However, it can be seen from (2.3.1) and (2.3.2)
that the net sensible (H) and latent (He) heat input to
the boundary layer have different values for (2.7.1f and
(2.7.2). For previous studies the difference is slight.
Nevertheless, evolutions of H and H. are the main topics
of this paper, therefore a more accurate model
initialization to estimate H and Hr is required here.

The modified initialization method is based on the
analytical solution (Stage, 1983a), and begins the
numerical model computations at the fetch where the dry
MABL was grown from the linear souhdings of 8« and gr at
'the shore to Zg equal to 30 m. The net sensible (Fgens)
and latent heat (Fpar) fluxes input are comphted by the

following steps.

z:: = 30m
9-: = 9..B+
(2.7.3)
drx = dr.s-
@1z = 6i1.8+ = fa.»+ - (L/Cp)dr.m-

Assuming &, 2 8., (°°qg. = 0), from Stage (1983)
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01 = @11 + "‘,L_;;';—' (8:1.8+ - H11) (2.7.4)

Then, Fexne and Foar can be approximated by 8..

Fexns = ( 82 -"%’( 811 + Bi.m+ )) Z.. ' (2.7.5)
Fear ='—é:;' Feens (’%f{%::—;' ) ‘(2.7.6)_

Because &, = §, by using
#. = (1 + (1/€ -1 )grs ) b2 (2.7.7)
and bulk transfer formula, surface sensible heat flux,

W'9v1o, can be computed. Then, the estimated time and

fetch are obtained as:

FEINB / W'OV'lo ’ (2.7.8)

(ad
]

x =0t . . (2-7-9)

Also, the potential temperature and mixing ratio of the

boundary layer are estimated as:

gy = -Q'T( dr.m+ + Qra ) + _{JAZ'__ ’ (2.7.10)
%8
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e = 0. + -é‘;qr . (2.7.11)

A further study of the horizontal tranfer coefficients,
from (2.4.3) to (2.4.7), and the bulk transfer formulas,

the initial values of g; and gz can be derived.

2
gas = 1:;&;%5;‘( Ho/PCe )

—_—=2  _F
Grv (BB )X sEnNe

2 - 3
T (O B3R CxU( fir0-b1s )t = 2.0 (2.7.12)

a
ga = W( He /PL )

2
Cr,z’;ch.,- 9)%

FLR‘I

2 - = . «7.13
w CelU(go-qgrs )t (L/Cp) 2.0 (2 13)

it is assumed that Cr = Cq and Cr = Cr, during the initial
stage.
This modified approximation of Fexng and Foar during

the 1initial stage of MABL evolution provides an explicit
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set of equations for model calculations and introduces
only a very small errors.

Meanwhile, it has also been proven that the initial
analytical values of the horizontal transfer coefficients
are approximated to be 2.0.

It will be seen later in figures of Sec.3.1 that the
initial values of g, and gz of the numerical solution are
almost identical to the analytical solutions derived here.
This 1is another broof of the credibility of this modified

numerical marine athospheric boundary layer model.

2.8 Modification of the Model Time Step

This model uses a variable time step, DT. The time
step depends on how rapidly the mixed layer evolves and is

defined as :

d6 max Z ﬁm#tt

MIN( u/-nwul ldo./dt’ ldqr/dt Wer T (2.8.1)

DT =

where the default values of the parameters set up in this
model are: dZmax = 20M; dfmax = 0.05; dgmax = 0.05x10-2
and fractional change of Zs = 0.05x%xZa. These constants
Alimit the maximum changes in Zs, 8o, gr and the fractional
change of Z. which are allowed in any one time siep of the

model run.
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In general, the boundary layer grows rapidly during
the initial stage, so DT is small. Then, as tiﬁe goes on
the layer growth rate will decrease, and DT becomes larger
and larger. If we use DT given by (2.8.1)( trouble occurs
for very 16ng fetches, because DT is so large that the
changes in fe and gr in a single time step become too
large as a fraction of the air-sea differences in fea and
dr. Meanwhile, the characteristics of the boundary layer
evolution will be lost too..

In the extended version of this numerical model,
.additional limits on the size bf the time step, DT, are
imposed. In addition to satisfying (2.8.1), DT is limited
by

Beo—Ge
—Sogdt |

DT < o.1|-{§%ﬁ%}—| | (2.8.3)

These conditions guarantee that feo - e« and qro - d9r

DT < 0.1[ (2.8.2)

do not change by more than 10% in any one time step.

2.9 Specification of Model Termination

In addition, we put condition checks into the new
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version of numerical model in order terminate the runs
before physically unrealistic cases develop. These
termination factors of the boundary layer evolution are

shown and briefly explained in Table 2.9.1.
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Table 2.9.1

The terminating factors of the MABL model.

——————— — ——— ——— — > T — Y — T —— S — —— T —— T — — ————— — —— ————— —————

1. Za > 65000 m When Zs becomes more than S5km, it
is far beyond the normal BL height
of 1-2 km. The well‘mixed boundary
léyer assumption can not be
expected to hold for sﬁch large

boundary layer depth.

2. 22 < 30m Zs has been unrealistically

suppressed by divergence.

3. 2¢ < Om This study does not include cases

of stratus fogs.

4. Texy < =273°C  The radiative sky temperature

must be above O K.

5. Ra < O W/m2 This study does not include cases
of cloud top radiation warming

during cold air outbreaks.

6. Xa < O Free entrainment cases are not

included in fhis study.



24

7. DTHV < O Cases of encroachment are '~ not

included in this study.



CHAPTER 3 MODEL RESPONSES TO VARIATION OF EXTERNAL

PARAMETERS

3.1 The Responses of Horizontal Transfer Coefficients

to The Variation of External Parameters

Stage (1983b) has studied the evolution of basic
thermodynamic variables of the marine boundary layer
during cold air outbreaks. He pointed out how these
factors were influenced by the variation of external
parameters. This study will concentrate on how much these
" parameters influence the evolution of horizontal heat and
vapor tranéfer coefficients.

In +this section, "all the test runs are based on the
New York sounding profile which has been studied by Stage
and Businger .(1981b), Chou and Atlas (1982); Stage
(1983a,b). This sounding is considered to be a typical air
modification profile of cold-air outbreaks and is used to
demonstrate the importance of various physical processes
in determining boundary layer evolution. This sounding is
shown in Table 3.1.1.

In this seciion tests are run by varing each of the

55
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Table 3.1.1

Parameters of the basic test case ( based on New York

sounding, Feburary 1979 )

i ———————————— —— ———— ————— A —————————— T — — ———————————— . ————

Water Surface

°

Temperature To = 12 C

Mixing Ratio R = Qear(To) = B.6g/kg
Wind speed u = 15 m/sec
Divergencé -8 =0 /sec
Radiative'Sky Temperature 4 Tgxy = -40°C

Potential Temperature

Sounding P = 3.0°%C + 3.8°C/km 2

Total Water Mixing Ratio

Sounding qr = 3.4g9/kg-0.75g/kg/km 2

e ——————— ————— — . T ———————————————————————— T ———— —— — ——— ————
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external parameters one at a time, and noting the
regsulting responses of the horizontal transfer

coefficients.

A. Wind Speed

The test runs of wind speed varing from 1, 2, 4, 8,
16 to 32 m/sec with the responses of g, and gz are 'shOWn
in Fig.3.1.1. |

As noted by Stage (1983a), wind speed has no effect
on the distance required for cloud formation nor on the
layer evolution before cloud forms. Low wind cases
reguire a longer time to reach a given fetch, and cause
smaller surface sensible and total water vapor fluxes, so
that the radiation terms are dominant in the cloud regions
for the low wind cases. In high wihd cases, radiation is
then relatively less dominant than surface- fluxes. From

(2.4.3), (2.4.4), (2.4.5) and the bulk transfer formulas:

W holo = C2U( Buo - Bv ),

(3.1;1)

Cal( 910 -~ G ).

“'QT10
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Fig.3.1.1 g. and g= as functions of X for various

wind speed.
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It can be shown that

gawﬁ%“%c'gfcr( avo -5\- )dx,
-]
(3.1.2)

x
92”%”%j Cea( dro - Qr )dx,
o

and it is seen that g, and g3 do.not directly depend on
" wind speed in the dry case provided that Cr and Cg are not
functions of wind speed (see discussions in Stage 1983a).
quever, from Fig._3.1.1 it is seen that wind speed has
little effect on g, and gz for the high wind speed
(surface heat fluxes dominant) cases. For the low wind
speed (radiation dominant) cases, although «c¢loud +top
radiatiqn cooling and surface heat fluxes input partly
offset each other , gi. and ga values are larger than those
for higher wind speed. Also, the changes of gs and ga are
much lﬁrger when wind speed are smaller, this suggetsts
that wind speed has indirect effect on g, and ga. |
One important note is that with a large variation of
wind speed ranging from 1 m/sec to 32 m/sec, the model
predicted values of horizontal transfer coefficients gg
and gz have less than 32% variation at any given fetch up

to LOG X = 0 (i.e. fetch 2 1900 km). In general g3 is
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less dependent on wind speed than g,, and more details are

shown in Table 3.1.2.

B. Divergence

Two different types of divergence D, and Dz are
included. They were first defined in Stage (1983a). D,
is the divergence confined in and resulting from the
boundary layer. Changes of surface roughness and fluxes
or the baroclinicity in the boundary layer are all
possible causes of D,, and are assumed to act only up fo
Zo. Since this numerical model assumes a sufficiently
convective boundary layer, the layer can be treated as a
well mixed slab, D, can be assumed independent of height.
Da is the synoptic scale divergence which is assumed to be
uniform at all levels of interest, because the levels
which are interested by our boundary layer studies are
much less than the scale height for the synoptic weather
patterns.

The series of D, and Da runs in this section are done
by setting cloud top radiation cooling rate (Rs) constant
at 0.1 mK/sec (i.e. 128 W/m3).

First, 1let Ds = =-10x10-® +to 10x1i0-® sec-*, in
increments of 2x10-® sec~* , and Dz = 0; ie from large

convergence cases to divergence free and finally to large
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Table 3.1.2

The changes of g and gz caused by a 32-fold change in

wind speed. U :1 - 32 m/sec.

—— —————— —— — — T ——— — —— — — — ————— — —————— ———————— 1 ok . e Sl T

LogX x Range of Range of Percent change in
U 91 9a iKY Sa
(km) m/sec (§:2a91) (Gataga) (2491/F1)(2492/3a)
-1.0 193 1 to 32 1.49:0.11 1.85+0.06 14.0% 6.7%

-0.5 611 1 to 32 1.19:0.19 1.83%+0.15 31.6% 15.9%

0.0 1932 8 to 32 0.67+0.08 1.63+0.08 21.9% 8.9%
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divergence cases. The responses of g. and gz are shown in
Fig. 3.1.2a.

It is clearly shown from this figure that for any
given fetch g, and gz differ by less than 55% of their
range when D, is changed. The uncertainty of heat transfer
coefficient g3 1is more than that of the mixing ratio
transfer coefficient ga. It is also computed that the
values of g3 change less than 55% for the range ‘of Da
values tested, and gz changes less than than 36%. More
details are shown in Table 3.1.3a.

The top of boundary layer 1is pushed upward by
convergence and pulled downward by divergence, thus cloud
can be formed at shorter fetches with larger convergence
and suppressed with divergence. This 1is shown in
Fig. 3.1.2b. For D;: > 4x10-% sec*®*, no curves are shown
in Fig. 3.1.2b, because a cloud can not be formed under
such large divergence.

Since the boundary layer beqomes thinner with
increased divergence, the mixed layer potential
temperature fa, and total water mixing ratio gqr are
higher, which has been shown by Stage (1983a, Fig. 8, and
1983b Fig. 10). The effects of large divergence will
increase the 'average 8= and gqr of the boundary layer,
although it is partially offset by the entrained cold and

dry air from above cloud top , the surface heat and vapor
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DIVERGENCE X 10~" gec—?

10~ 10~ 10 107 10~ 10 10

Fig.3.1.2a g, and ga as functions of X for D, type
divergence changes. (D.: -10 to 10x10-°

sec~1)
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Table 3.1.3a

The changes of g, and ga caused by D, type divergence.

D:1 changes from -10x10~-® to 10x10-® sec-?, in increments

of 2x10-®% sec~*, and Dz = O.
LogX x Range of Range of Percent change in
D . ga ga )  91 " da

(km) (10-®sec=*) (Ji1+ads) (Ta2a9a2) (249:1/F1)(2492/Fa)

-1.0 193 -10 to +10 1.35+0.04 1.81+0.06 6.2% 6.9%
-0.5 611 - 2 to +10 0.9310.12 1.65+0.11 24.7% 13.8%

0.0 1932 + 4 to + 6 0.57+0.16 1.35+0.24 54.5% 35.4%
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divergence changes. (Di: -10 to 10x10-°

sec=—?%)
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fluxes tend to decrease with the increased average
poteﬁtial temperature and mixing ratio of boundary layer.
It is clearly seen on Fig. 3.;.23 that the horizontal
transfer coefficients are smaller for larger divergences.

Next, the effects of Dz variation on g;, gz and Taxy
with constant Rs at 0.1 mK/sec are shown in Fig. 3.1.3a
and Fig. 3.1.3b respectively. During these test runs, Dj
= = 10xf0'° to 10x10-® sec-3, in increments of 2x10-®
sec~*, and D = O.

The variations in g and gz respond to changes in Dj
can be understﬁod by using explanations used for D;. The
ranges of variation in g, and ga due to the change of Da
are less than 32% of the average values at any given
fetch. The changes in g, are smaller than that of ga for
the range of Da values tested. It is also noticed that
the changes in g, and gz will tend to ihcrease with
increased fetch. Further details are discussed in Table
3.1.3b as shown in the following page.

In Fig. 3.1.3b, it is seen that'the cloud is formed
at a shorter fetch with stronger convergent motions. For
Da larger - than 4x10~® sec~* , no curves are shown 1in
Fig. 3.1.3b, because cloud can not be formed under
suppression'by such strong downward motion.

From +the conclusion above, we learn that basicaily

the changes of D; and Da have similar effects on g and
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Table 3.1.3b

The changes of g, and ga caused by Da type divergence.

Da changes from -10x10-8% to 10x10-® sec~?t, in increments

of 2x10-® sec~* and D, = O.
LogX X Range of Range of Percent changé in
.D’ g da g da

(km) (10-®sec-*) (T1+Ags) (Fatdda) (2491/F1)(2492/Fa)

— . ————— — - ———— —————— — — — " — . —_——— —————— A — —————————— T —

-1.0 193 -10 to +10 1.31+0.03 1.80+0.11 4.3% 12.6%
-0.5 611 + 2 to +10 0.75+0.10 1.31+0.21 25.6% 31.9%

-0.37 824 + 4 to + 8 0.63+0.08 1.30+0.16 24.2% 25.0%

—————— — ——  —— — — —— T A — ————— . ————————— ——— s . — —— ——————
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gae. However, gs and g3 do‘have a wider range of
responses with respect to changes in the synoptic scale
type divergence (Dz). Also, by comparing the values of g,
and gz at any given fetch for the same value of D, or Da,
it is notided that Dz does have alstronger suppression on
the vapor and heat fluxes input to the boundary layer as

shown in Table 3.1.3a and 3.1.3b.

C. Sea Surface Temperature (To)

Test runs were done with To = 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16

and 18 C, as shown in Fig. 3.1.4. The resulting
variations of g, and gz due to water surface temperature
(To) changé are in a range of about 5 to 35% of its value
at any given fetch. g3 is much less sensitive to the
change of To than g: is. More details are shown 1in
Table 3.1.4.

In Fig. 3.1.4, it is also seen that increasing To
incréases the surface heat fluxes, this_tends to speed the
growth , warming and moistening the boundary layer.
Therefore, the boundary layer average temperature and
mixing ratio will increase, which partially offset the

increase of surface fluxes. This offset is larger for the

heat fluxes, which can be seen in Fig. 3.1.4 that the
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Fig.3.1.4 g. and g= as functions of X for

various water surface temperature

(To: &6 to 18°C).
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Table 3.1.4

The changes of g, and gz caused by a change in water

surface temperature, Toe. To: 6 to 18°C, in increments of
2°c.
Log X X Range of Range of Percent change in
To ga ga ga ga
(km) (°C) (T22A91) (Ta2a92)(2491/G1)(2492/TFa)

——— . ———— T — — A — ——————— ———— —————— T — — —————— . Y T — —— ————— —

-1.0 81-292 6 to 18 1.38+0.05 1.80+0.05 7.0% 5.3%
-0.5 257-923 6 to 16 0.87+0.11 1.66+0.08 25.9% 9.6%

0.0 1210-1932 8 to 12 0.60+0.11 1.55+0.02 36.8% 2.1%

—— i — — —— —— T — ——— — — — —— — T — A T — — ——— T ————— — — ————— ————————— ——



o 73
values of g;ﬁbecomes smaller at large fetch for a warmer
wafer 'surfac; temperature. The cases with cooler water
surface temperature have weaker surface fluxes and are
more strongly affected by the radiation after cloud
formed. The cloud top radiation cooling decrease the
average boundary layer temperature and mixing ratio, hence
the surface fluxes input become larger for the colder
water sﬁrface temperature after cloud formation point.
This phenomenon becomes more significant especiallﬁ% at
very large fetch. It is also seen from Fig. 3.1.4 that the
nondimensional fetch (X) starts off at a smaller vélue
with larger water surface temperature.

Another noticable feature is that sensible heat
-transfer coefficient g. decreases with increased To and
partially offsets the sensible heat flux 1ncrease-due to
larger Toe. However, vapor transfer coefficient g3
increases with increased To, and thus enhances the vapor

heat flux effect.

D. Sky Temﬁerature (Texy)

Changiﬂg radiative sky temperature from 0, =20, -40,
-60 to -80°C is one way to study the - boundary layer
radiation cooling effects on the cloud top. The test runs

are shown in Fig. 3.1.5. First, we noticed that for this
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range of change of Tgxy the chandé of g, is between 5 to
25% of igs average value, and the range of change of g3 is
even smaller between 2 to 5% of its average value at any
given fetch. Further details are' presented in
Table 3.1.5.

Decreasing Texy increases the cloud +top radiation
cooling rate, Rg, so thefe is a larger entrainment rate
and thicker cloud. The surface sensible and latent heat
fluxes 1increase because of the decrease of average
boundary 1layer potential temperature and total water
mixing ratio, and they partially offse£ the radiation
cooling effect. But, we can see from Fig. 3.1.5 that both
heat and vapor hqrizontal transfer coefficients become
larger with a smaller Tsny.temperature. fhis means that
the surface heat and vapor fluxes increase dominates the
effétt of increased radiation cooling and the effect of
entraining cold and dry air from above cloud top into
boundary layer. Therefore, it can be concluded that
decreasing Tgxy increases the cloud_top radiation cooling,
and it also speeds up the boundary layer growth.

These runs are terminated when Ts. becomes smaller
than Texy, because this produces cloud top radiation
warming, 1i.e. Re < 0, which is considered physically

unrealistic in cold-air outbreaks.
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Table 3.1.5

The changes of g, and ga caused by Texy. Texy: O to -80°C,

in increments of -20°C.

Log X «x Range of Range of Percent Change in
Texy ga da ga gda
(km) (°C) (G:12491) (932492)(249./F1)(2492/Ga)

-1.0 193 -20 to -80 1.43+40.03 1.80+0.02 4.4% .1.8%
-0.5 611 -20 to -80 1.03+0.07 1.72+0.04 13.8% 4.6%

0.0 1932 -20 to -80 0.51+0.06 1.53+0.04 25.0% 5.2%
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E. Cloud Top Radiation Cooling (Rs) :

Another way to specify the cloud- top radiation
cooling effect is to use constant value of Rg through each
run. Rs of 0., 0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20, 0.25, 0.30 mK/sec
were u;ed in the test runs shown in Fig. 3.1.6. This
corresponds to radiative heat fluxes from about 0 to 384
W/m2 in increments of 64.W/m=. The ranges of variation of
gs and ga are still quite small for the range of change of
Re being tested. Ranges of both horizontal heat and v#por
transfer coefficients increase with increasea fetch. Among
the two coefficients, ég is 1less sensitive to the
variation of Rg than is g;. Further details are shown in
Table 3.1.6.

Similar-to the discussions of test runs for Tgxy, it
‘can be inferred that stronger cloud top radiation cooling
can cause larger entrainment rate and speed up boundary
layer growth. Therefore, when Rg = 0.25 and 0.30 mK/sec,
Zs exceeds 5km at very short fefch, and the run are
terminated. This is seen on Fig. 3.1.6.

As has been shown in Fig. 3.5.éb and Fig. 3.5.3b, it
can be easily seen that the variations of radiative ‘sky
temperature (Texy) were very large during boundary layer

evolution while holding radiation cooling constant. So,
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Table 3.1.6.

The changes of g3 and ga caused by Rg. Ry : 0.0 to 0.30

mK/sec, in increments of 0.05 mK/sec.

LogX «x Range of Range of Percent Change in
RB gs ga . ga gda

(km) (W/m?2) (G1+A91) (Ta+Ag2) (2491/T91)(2A92/Ta)
-1.0 193 0 to 256 1.39+0.06 1.80+0.02 8.0% 1.8%
-0.5 611 O to 256 0.95+0.10 1.72+0.05 20.0% 5.6%

0.0 1932 O to 128 0.33+0.08 1.46+0.06 47.6% 7.6%
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holding Texy constant is not a good assumption.

However, physically holding <cloud top radiation
cooling A(R.) equal to constant is probably a better
assumption than holding the radiative sky temperature
constant as was done in the previous section. This
concept can be easily explained. As the boundary layer
evolves, the c¢loud top becomes higﬁer and therefore
colder. Meanwhile there is less water vapor above Zs and
the air above Za is colder, thus the radiative Asky
temperature also decreases. Since both the temperature at
cloud top and the average radiative sky temperature above
cloud top decrease, cloud top radiation cooling will

remain relatively constant.

F. Initial linear shoreline sounding ( fei, Te; 9T1,T«T)

or ( 611,T61; RH: ,Tru )

The 1initial 1linear shoreline sounding is a set of
important external parameters for +this model, we can
either specify ( es, Toa; d9r1, Tar ) or ( B11, To1:
RHy, Tax ) as described in sec. 2.6.

Fig. 3.1.7 shows model runs using linear soundings of
potential temperature (fa) and total water mixing ratio
(gr) at shore. A series of 4 different sets of initial

shoreline sounding runs has been done in order to see how
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the evolution of boundary layer is affected by the

shoreline sounding. They are:

1. standard sounding except with @.:. increased by 2°c,
2. standard sounding except wi#h Toe = 3.0°C/knm,

3. standard sounding except with qy, increaéed by 1g/kg,
4. standard sounding except with T;; = 0 g/kg/km,

where the standard sounding is the New York sounding as

described in Table 3.1.1.

In Fig. 3.1.7, it is seen that the initial points of
all these runs start off at different locations; this can
be inferred from (2.4.13), (2,4.14b), and (2.2.19) that
nondimensional fetch is affected by the changes of initial
sounding data of fes, d9ri, THesr Ters However, 1if the
initial linear assumption of §, and RH is used, <then the
changés of f11, RHi, T%:, and Pru can still affect §. and
T+, and these two parameters are the key factors to the
changes of x~ and X.

The changes of g; and g3 due to initial sounding
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parameters changes are in the range of 2%-to 14% at any
given fetch. Thus, it can be inferred that the horizontal
heat and vapor transfer coefficients are not affected too
much by the changes of initial soundings. More details
are shown in Table 3.1.7.

We may also use another set of linear shoreline
sounding as;umptidns in which 8, and RH are assumed to be
linear at the shore, with surface liquid water potential
temperatute'G;; = 3.0°C at shorg and the lapse rate T'g. =
3.8 °C/km. Thisvis useful because it allows us to cﬁeck
the effects of relative humidity by running the model with
a series of different shoreline surface relative
humidities, RH, = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, and 0.8, with the lapse
rate Tmu = 0.0 g/kg/km. »

One thing noticed from Fig. 3.1.8 1is that the
variations of g, caused by the changes of RH, are much
smalle;>than those of ga. From (2.4.8) to (2.4.16), ga is
a function of A and is directly affected by RH,. Since A
becomes larger with a larger RH, from (2.4.12), so does ga
and the changes of ga caused by RH, are significant.
However, gi 1s not directly affected by RH:, the changes
of RH. cause variations of the rate of change of 8.,

which will slightly change #.: and g,.
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Table 3.1.7

The changes of g, and gz caused by the changes of

shoreline surface initial sounding parameters.

LogX ® Range of Range of Percent change in
initial g1 da ., 91 ga
sounding

(km) parameters  (F.1+491)(9a2+A92)(2491/91)(24892/Fa)

-1.0 149-369 Bat: 1.39+40.02 1.74+0.02 2.9% 2.4%
° .
11.5-13.5(:

gra

2.4-3.4g/kg

-0.5 472-510 The: 1.07+0.01 1.59+0.05 1.9% 6.5%
(10-2°C/km)

1.925-3.0

0.0 1494-1612 Tar! 0.60+0.04 1.40+0.06 13.8% 8.1%
(10-*g/kg/km)

‘0.75-0.0

———— — ——— — — ——— ——— — " ——————————— Y ——— — - —————— — ——— — — — - ——
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It is clearly seen that thefe are larger heat and
vapor transfer coefficients at any given fetch when
shoreline surface relative humidity ié higher, this will
tend to 1increase the surface heat and vapor fluxes.
Meanwhile, the shoreline mixing ratio becomes larger with
higher RH,, this tends to decrease the surface surface
fluxes. These two effects partly offset each other, and
the surface fluxes are less senstive to the changes of
RHi. The variations of g3 for the changes of RH, are much
larger than the variations of g,. Also, it is shown in
Table 3.1.8 that the changes of both g, and ga increase
with increased fetch. More details of the variations of
gs and ga by the effects of shoreline surface relative

"humidity, RH:, are shown in Table 3.1.8.

3.2 Summary of the Sensitivity Analysis

The analysis done in the last section shows that g
and g3 are not very sensitive to external parameters when
those parameters change within the range 1likely to be
encountered during cold-air outbreaks. It is therefore
possible to obtain accurate approximation of heat and
vapor fluxes eQen when the data contain large errﬁrs.

Considering the New York sounding and a fetch of 600
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Table 3.1.8

The changes of g, and ga caused by RH,. RH,: 0.2, 0.4,

0.6, and 0.8, with 8,. =3.0°C, T%: = 3.8°C/km, Tam = 0.0

g/kg/km.
LogX ® Range of Range of Percent change in
RH, ga Jda ga da
(km) ‘ (§12491)(F22492)(2491/51)(2492/33)

-1.0 186-193 0.2 to 0.8 1.40+0.01 1.7720.09 1.5% 10.6%
-0.5 588-611 0.2 to 0.8 1.03+0.03 1.6320.17 6.1% 20.4%

0.0 1859-~1933 0.2 to 0.8 0.55+0.03 1.38+0.18 11.3% 25.6%

—— — — ——— — g ———— —— T — — ———— ——————— — — . ——— T — T . ————— N —————
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ke (i.e. Log X = -0.5). Table 3.2.1 shows the range of
variation of g, and g3 when each parameter is allowed to
change by up to 50% from the New York sounding value.

In this chapter, the major findings of my research
have been presented. From the results of my work, it caﬁ
be inferred that the surface heat and moist fluxes for
either <cloud-free or cloud-topped regions can always be
reasonably egstimated by knowing the analytical values of

gi, Ga at any fetch, the shoreline temperature lapse

rate, and the surface temperature and mixing ratio
differences between air over land and sea. This
approximation should be reasonable accurate for all

different soundings.

3.3 The Effect of External Parameters on the Horizontal

Transfer Coefficients

In this section we look at the first (direct) and
second (indirect) order effects of all external parameters
on the horizontal transfer coefficients.

The independent variable of this marine atmosphere
boundary layer (MABL) model 1is either time (t), or
distance of fetch following the mean motion of air in the

boundary layer (x). The relationship between t and x is:
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Table 3.2.1.

The uncertainties of g3 and ga caused by the errors of the
external parameters at fetch equal to 600 km (The

measurement errors are allowed to be up to 50%).

external data tolerance range of resulting errors
(w/ standard of data parameters (fetch = 600km)
sounding (G12ag1) (Jataga)
values ' (2491/31) (2a9a2/3a)
Initial sounding: ( changes of )

sounding data

e (°C) 11.5,. 11.5 to 13.5

Q‘r:. (g/kg) 3.4’ 3.4 to 404 100710001 1.5910005
( 1.9%) ( 6.3%)

Tse (°C/km) 3.8, 3.0 to 3.8

Tz (3e$) -0.75, -0.75 to 0.0
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Table 3.2.1.(continued)

—————————— — ———— T —— —— T — T ————————— ——— —— ———— —— — ———— - ———— =

external data tolerance range of resulting errors
(w/ standard of data parameters (fetch = 600km)
sounding (G:+tags) (Tataga)
values (2491/G1) (2492a/Ga)
U (m/sec) 16, 50% 8 to 24 1.01+0.02 1.73+0.02
( 3.9%) ( 2.3%)
Dy (10-®/sec) 4, 50% 2 to 6 0.96+0.06 1.58+0.06

(12.5%) ( 7.6%)
Da (10-%/sec) 4, 50% 2 to 6 0.84+0.03 1.41+0.10

( 7.1%) (13.5%)

To (°C) 12, 8 to 16 1.03+0.11 1.72+0.03
(21.4%)  ( 3.5%)

Texx(°C) -40, -20 to -60 1.00+0.04 1.724+40.02
( 8.0%) ( 2.9%)

Re (mK/sec) 0.1, 50% .05 to .15 1.01+0.05 1.72+0.03

( 9.9%) ( 3.5%)
RH: (%) 40, 50% 20 to 60 1.03+0.03 1.55+0.08

( 6.1%) (10.7%)

—— — - ——————— . — . — ————— T —— ——— ——— ——————— " — — . —————— " —— —
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x = 0¢t, (3.3.1)

where

U is the mean wind speed in MABL.

All the other depeﬁdent variables of the MABL -are
functions of either time or fetcﬁ. We will now look at the
model evolution of these basic parameters of the boundary
layer, @.9. O8e, 9r-

First, the potential temperature change per uniﬁ time

can be derived from (2.3.13), (2.3.14), and (2.3.16).

dBe =L ( W0slo + Re - Ra + Woal. ) (3.3.2)
B8
where
Whalo = CxlU (Bao - Ba ) (3.3.3)

In' another expression, the temperature change per unit

travel can be expressed as:

.- Ra
2 . (3.3.4)

clp
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Then, from (3.3.3), (3.3.4) can be written as:

_.a__.die s-%;(cr(a.o-ﬂ.)s*%‘-e + R By (3.3.5)

From (3.3.2) to (3.3.5), it is proven that wind
speed (U) has first order effect on the changes of
temperature per unit time and travel; surface heat fluxes
per unit time; radiation warming, cooling and entrained
heat fluxes per unit travel. However, the wind speed has
only second order effect on surface heat fluxes per unit
travel.

Similarly, the rate of change of total water mixing

ratio per unit time can be derived from (2.3.12), and
(2.3.15).
d ] ——
d:T = za ( W'q'r lo + ".Aq‘l‘ )’ (303.6)
where
w'q'r"o = CqU( 90 - a@r ) , (3.3.7)

and then the mixing ratio change per unit travel can Dbe

expressed as:
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l
o % (G el (3.3.8)

A similar conclusion could be obtained wusing (3.3.7)
through (3.3.10). The wind speed has first order effect
on the change of total water mixing ratio per unit time
-and travel, surféce water vapor fluxes per unit time. and
entrained vapor fluxes per unit travel. However, it has
second order effect on the surface water vapor fluxes per
unit travel.

From, (2.4.3), (2.4.4), and (2.4.5), g and ga can

also be expressed as:

Q
»
|

, x
= —C.'—;";:PT_'G—“;/CT( feo-6a) dx , (3.3.9)
°

ga = —Fe—— 2‘(9-4 ) dx (3.3.10)
U GXGeq | 1T ’ T

As 18 concluded that wind speed does not directly
affect the surface heat and vapor fluxes per unit travel.
It is also seen from (3.3.9) and (3.3.10) that g, and ga
are not directly éffected by'wind speed. However, wind

speed does indirectly affect g, and ga, because the rates
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of change of 84 and gqr are affected by wind speed (from
(3.3.2) and (3.3.6)).  This has also been identified in
Fig. 3.1.1, which shows that when wind speed is large the
changes of g, and g3 are small with respect to the
variations of wind speed; and when wind speed is small,
the changes of gy and gz are much larger. There 1is no
linear relationship between wind speed and horizontal
transfer coefficients. This also tells that wind speed
has second order effect on the horizontal transfer
coefficients.

In a more generalized conclusion, from (3.3.2) and
(3.3.6), it can be inferred that all the external
parameters have a second order effect on the surface heat
and vapor fluxes per unit travel, 1i.e. the horizontal
transfer coefficients.

In the next section, the strengths and weaknesses of
this numerical boundary layer method will be discussed,
and some further research'direction in this area will be

discussed in the next chpater.

3.4 Model Strengths and Weaknesses

In Chapter 2 and 3, we have compared the results of
analytical and numerical solutions of the marine

atmosphere boundary layer evolution and studied the
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evolution of the horizontal transfer coefficients with
respect  to the boundary layer external parameter
variation. In conclusion, the strengths and weaknesses of
the modified numerical model will be discussed 1in this
section.

The analytical solution derived by Stage (1983a) is
valid only for the dry boundary layer, cloud;free cases.
While the numerical integration method presented 1nﬂ this
paper not only provides an identical solution to the
analytic solution of dry boundary layer case (sec. 2.5),
it also presents a method to estimate the solution for
the wet, cloud formed, boundary‘layer condition.

Hence, the most significant point of the
theoretically accurate numerical method 1is that it
provides an easy way of computing the MABL heat and vapor
fluxes during cold-air outbreaks. I£ is good for both
before and after cloud formation during boundary layer
evolution, and it 1is much more applicable to the real
atmosphere stratus topped boundary layer conditions than
is the analytic model.

Another noticeable strength of this numerical model
is that it can predict the estimated boundary layer
evolution from conveniently available data sources, such
as the shoreline sounding parameters ((fesi, Tha, Qra,Tar),

wind speed (U), divergences (D:, Da)), and satellite
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measurable parameters (water surface temperature (To), and
radiative sky temperature (Texy))-.

The changes of the predicted values of horizontal
heat and vapor transfer coefficients are quite small with
respect to the wide range changes of measured external
boundary layer paraﬁeters, as has been shown in Section
3.5.

Therefore, by using this numerical method, we can
afford to have large measurement errors of the sounding or
satellite data, and still come out with reasonably
accurate estimates of the boundary layer heat and wvapor
fluxes input from the warm water surface.

On the other hand, because this model is based on the
idealized 1initial condition for analytic solution, there
are also some constraints on this numerical method. As
mentioned in Chapter 2, the 1dealiied'1nitial assumptions
of horizontal homogeneous state in the shoreline
direction, linear boundary layer profiles often do not
exist in real atmospheric boundary layers.

Also, if the contrast in temperature between the
water surface and the air is not large epough, buoyant
production is no longer dominant, and a more complicated
MABL model which includes the shear production will be
needed. The horizontal homogeneous assumption in the

shoreline direction is also quite severe. It
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oversimplifies the boundary layer evolution in the
shoreline direction, and the computation of surface heat
and vapor fluxes per unit area from the warm water
surface.

Furthermore, this model 1is not complete enough to
include the conditions of free entrainment on the top of
the boundary layer, radiation warming at cloud top, and
radiation cooling at the cloud base. As ”mentioned in
Section 3.4, this numerical model will be terminated once
~these additional situations above are encountered.

For further studies in this area of MABL evolution
during cold air outbreak episodes, all the critical
conditions discussed above must be included in this model
also. Therefore, further development of a more
generalized complete numerical model to closely simulate
the real atmospheric situations need to be done in future

endeavors.



CHAPTER 4. Conclusions and Outlook

Stage and Businger (198la,b) first proposed the MABL
model which simulates the growth and evolution of a cloud-
topped boundary layer during cold-air outbreaks. This
thesis using the. modified version of Stage and Businger's
model numerically studies the surface heat and vapor
fluxes into the boundary layer. Several significant
results have been found through the study of this paper.

Chou and Atlas (1982) first proposed and proved the
idea of horizontal transfer coefficients for the cloud-
free region. This is a new kind of parameterization for
the cohvectively unstable boundary layer case, which
depends on the horizontal temperature and mixing ratio
differences across the coast, instead of- the vertical
differences as in the classical bu}k transfer formulas.
Through the present work this idea has been extended from
cloud-free regions into cloud-topped regions. The
horizontal heat (gi) and vapor (ga) transfer coefficients
numerically estimated by the modified MABL model have been

proven to be identical to the analytical solutions by

98
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Stage (1983a) for the dry (cloud-frge) case, and also can
be applied to the wet (cloud-topped) case. Thus, the
numerical MABL model simulates the marine boundary layer
surface fluxes more realistically than the analytical
method does when stfatus clouds are present in the upper
boundary layer. In addition, from my work it is found
that the changes of g, and g3 are not very sensitive to
the changes of those sounding memasurable external
parameters.

Nevertheless, .the most significant conclﬁsion can be
inferred that the estimates of g, and g3 at any given
fef&h should always be reasonably accurate for any given
soundings by wusing the analytical (dry boundary layer)
solutions figure of g, and gz (Fig. 2.5.2, or Fig. 2.5.3).
The wvalues of fetch can be computed from the shoreline
sounding temperature lapse rate, and the surface
temperature differences between air at shore and sea.
Hence, the surface heat and vépor fluxes at any given
fetch and the total fluxes from shore to any value of
fetch in the boundary layer, cléud-free or cloud-topped,
are easgily obtained.

Since only a few initial shoreline sounding data are
required for the run of simulating the boundary layer
evolution, it 1is also recommended to actually run this

MABL model numerically if more accurate results are
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desired. Therefore, the actual values of g, and ga and
total f;uxés can be obtained from the numericai model
results, which are very good estimates even with some
large sounding measurement errors as discussed early 1in
Chapter 3.

The boundary layer is an important link of energy
budgets between the oceanic and atmospheric circulationé.
Further work in this area should include a more detailed
evaluation of distribution of the energy source from the
water (i.e. the buoyancy production of Turbulent Kinetic
Energy); how much of this energy is dissipated by the
eddies of the boundary layer; how much is used to drive
the entrainment process; and how much is carried up beyond

the boundary layer to serve as an energy input for the

atmosphere circulation. Atlas and Chou's (1983) studies
of the feedback effects from ocean to the 1low level

mesoscale circulation in the Northern Atlantic winter
suggested that the atmospheric circulations are greatly
affected by the boundary layer surface heat and vapor
fluxes from water. Further studies in this area will be
very useful for the energetics of cyclogenesis during
winter time storms over warm water surfaces, such as
Northern Atlantic, Northern Pacific ocean and East China
sea winter 1low pressure system regions.

A more generalized MABL model which should include
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not only the buoyancy production, but also the shear
production. This model could simulate the boundary layer
evolution for any well mixed layer, i.e. the buoyancy
dominant unstable layer, or the near neutral layer as long
as the shear term is strong enough to keep the lafer well
mixed. |

Overall, the most important topic¢c for future research
should be emphasized on how the oceanic heat and vapor
fluxes contribute to the energy and' vorticity of
atmosphere circulation by passing through boundary layer
during the cold-air outbreaks episodes. A more complete
numerical model including the Turbulent Kinetic Energy
equation and the Turbulent Vorcity Budget equation might
be able to offer some clues to solve this problems of

future endeavors.



REFERENCES

Allison, D. E., 1984 : A model for the estimation of the
surface fluxes of momentum, héat, apd moisture of the
cloud topped marine atmospheric boundary layer from
satellite measurable parameters. Q.S. thesis,
Deéattment of Meteorology, Florida Staie University,
66pp. .

Atlas, D. and S. H. Chou, 1983 : The influence of coastal
shape on winter mesoscale air-sea interaction} Mon.
Wea. Rgv. 111, 245 - 252,

Ball, F. K., 1960 : Control of inversion height by surface
heating. Quart. J. Roy. Met. Soc. 86, 483 - 494.

Chou, S. H., and D. Atlas, 1982 : Satellite estimates of
ocean-air heat fluxes during cold air outbreaks. Mon.
Wea. Rgv. 110, 1434 -1450.

Deardorff, J. W., 1976 : On the entrainment rate of a
stratocumulus-topped mixed layer. Quart. J. Rovy.
Met. Sogc. 102, 563 - 582.

Ninomiya, K., 1974 : Bulk properties‘ of cumulus
convections in the small area over Kuroshio region in
February 1968. J, Meteor. So¢c. of Japan. 52, 168 -

203.

102



103

Ninomiya, K. 1975 : Large-scale aspects of air-mass
transformation over the East China sea during
AMTEX'74. J. Meteor. Soc. of Japan. 53, 285 - 303.

Ninomiya, K., and T. Akiyama, 1976 : Structure and heat .
energy budget of mixed layer capped by inversion
during the period of polar outbreaks over Kuroshio
region. J. Meteor. Sec. of Japan. 24, 160 - 174.

Stage, S. A., 1979 : A model for modification of the
cloud-topped marine boundary layer during cold-air
outbreaks. Ph.D. dissertation, University of
Washington, 280pp.

Stage, S. A., and J. A. Businger, 198la : A model for
entrainment into a cloud-topped marine boundary
layer. Part I: Model description and application to a
cold-air outbreak episode. Js Atmos. Sci. 38,
2213 - 2229.

Stage, S. A., and J. A. Businger, 1981b : A model for
entrainmeﬁt into a cloud-éopped marine boundary
layer. Part 1II: Discussion of model behavior and
comparison with other models. Js Atmos. Scgci. 38,
2230 - 2242.

Stage, S. A., 1983a : Boundary layer evolution in the
region between shore and cloud edge during Acold-air

outbreaks. J,. Atmos, Sci. 40, 1453 - 1471.



104





