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A GENERAL CIRCULATION MODEL FOR LAKES*
J. C. K. Hung
A time-dependent, three-dimensional numerical dynamic model
for a large lake, possessing the actual coastal configuration and
bottom topography of the lake and with a flexible number of vertical layers, has been developed to simulate the organized water
motion and temperature structure throughout the annual cycle of
the lake and to understand the physical naFure of the lake in
response to atmospheric forcing.
The model is based on time integration of the finite difference form of the primitive equations. Fresh water density
is approximated as a quadratic function of temperature. Lake
circulation is driven by imposed meteorological conditions.
The flux form of a mass, momentum, and energy conservation
numerical scheme is used for the finite difference equations
of the model. Based on the simulated energetics, the major
physical processes and dominant dynamic mechanisms responsible
for variations and fluctuations in lake properties are
identified.
Test runs have been carried out with the geometry and
bathymetry of Lake Ontario on a 5-km grid with four vertical
layers. Reported here are two cases with surface winds and
heat similar to the mean state of July and November. Results
show that the whole lake response is dominantly barotropic
and gradually becomes baroclinic. The vertically integrated
stream functions for southwest and northeast winds form a
two-gyre circulation pattern. There is an elongated anticyclonic gyre in the north and a cyclonic one in the south in
the former cast?, and reversed circulation in the latter case.
The surface layer currents show strong coastal jets, about
10 cm/s, in the direction of the wind in the shallow regions
and a weaker return flow in the middle of the lake. Lower
layers contain return flows along the bathymetry of the deep
lake to balance the pressure gradient due to the wind set-up.
Some comparisons are made with International Field Year for
the Great Lakes data and further improvements for the model
are pointed out.
1.

INTRODUCTION

The Laurentian Great Lakes constitute the largest body of fresh water in
the world and have long been considered the inland "oceans" of the North
American continent. In spite of various differences between the properties
of oceans and those of fresh-water lakes, general physical phenomena in the
*GLERL Contribution No. 122.

two are quite similar. The special characteristics of a fresh-water lake
with negligible tidal effect and the more tractable boundary conditions make
the lake an ideal, if huge, hydrodynamic laboratory. In addition to the
scientific interest in limnological and oceanographic studies as a shallow
sea, the economic wealth of these water resources are invaluable. In 1972,
the International Field Year for the Great Lakes (IFYGL) was initiated as the
first essential step toward a coherent understanding of one of the "model
oceans" - Lake Ontario.
The rapid advance of modem computer technology had made it possible to
numerically simulate large-scale atmospheric and oceanic phenomena. when
these numerical simulations have been properly tuned to the observational
data, they yield realistic and physically meaningful results and become powerful tools for dynamic studies. The Great Lakes Environmental Research Laboratory (GLERL) research program affords a unique opportunity to perform largescale dynamic modeling of the lake-atmosphere system in the Great Lakes Basin
with the central objective of improving the environmental information concerning phenomena and processes of the Great Lakes and of developing better environmental service tools to the community. Lake-scale modeling in such a program will set the stage for more local small-scale process studies to indicate
those regions of maximum sensitivity and/or variability in the lake and to
show the dynamic relationships between diverse parts of the lake basin. Above
all, the lake-scale model is the fundamental simulation for comparisons with
field observations for realistic tuning; hence it can provide the time-dependent, evolutionary climatology for all the lakes. Following the methodology
and technology advanced in the hydrodynamical and thermodynamical models in
the atmospheric and oceanic sciences, we have developed the lake simulation
model to achieve the aforementioned objectives.
Numerical studies of lake dynamics in a realistic basin are relatively
recent. In 1958, Platzman developed a two-dimensional homogeneous model to
investigate the water level fluctuations in southern Lake Michigan caused by
the passage of an intense and fast-moving squall line. He later applied the
storm surge model to Lake Erie (Platzman 1963, 1965). Since then, many onedimensional and two-dimensional models have also been developed. Pandolfo
and Jacobs (1972) studied the air-lake interactions by a vertical one-dimensional model. Rae and Murty (1970) employed a linear, homogeneous model for
steady state wind-driven circulations in Lake Ontario. Paskausky (1971) did
a similar study for the winter season. The initiation of the IFYGL program
has led to a more complete approach in developing three-dimensional models
(e.g., Gedney and Lick, 1972; Leendertse et al., 1973; Simons, 1973; Baba,
1974; Bennett, 1976). Following the numerical scheme advanced in ocean modeling (e.g., Bryan, 1969; Gates, 1968), Simons (1973) developed a rather advanced
multilayered model for Lake Ontario. Simon's model took mast major physical
processes into consideration, including the free-surface dynamics. He later
dropped the nonlinear processes of momentum in the model. The free-surface
displacement was predicted in his model from a vertically integrated onelayer model, which undoubtedly had to take very short time steps due to the
existence of the surface gravity wave. The computational efficiency of the
model was improved by eliminating the free surface terms in his multilayered
internal flow equations, which then could take a longer time step. HOWeVer,
the integrated transport had to be used to update the internal flow and vice
2

versa. The repeated back and forth corrections between the integrated transport and the layered transports are still computationally lengthy. Nevertheless, Simon's model has been calibrated to the Lake Ontario phenomena and
has achieved considerable accuracy in simulating the circulation pattern during certain periods of IFYGL.
The lake circulation model we have developed takes all major physical
processes into account, including the nonlinear effects and the horizontal
viscous effects, with a rigid lid approximation for computational efficiency.
Based on internal wave theory (Munk and Phillips, 1968), the internal mode
in the lake is essentially unaffected by assuming the lake surface is a
balanced surface where the vertical velocity is null. The space-staggered
grids and the energy-conserving finite-difference schemes adopted in this
model follow those in the University of California at Los Angeles (UCLA)
atmospheric general circulation model (Gates et al., 1971) and are similar
to the ones used in ocean circulation models (Huang, 1973; Haney, 1974).
The simplified version of the Arakawa scheme (Arakawa, 1966) adopted in
the model conserves not only mass, momentum, and kinetic energy but also,
after a slight modification, other quadratic properties. The upper boundary
condition of the present model is specified in a manner coupling the dynamics
to the observed atmospheric parameters, thus imposing a closer-to-realistic
atmosphere-lake interaction. The downward heat flux into the top layer of
the lake is determined by the balance of all terms in the atmospheric heat
budget equation. The effect of atmospheric stability near the air-water
interface is also taken into consideration. This paper describes the numerical model, based on primitive equations in which the mean motion and temperature field in the lake are assumed to be produced by surface wind stress
and atmospheric heating, and shows some preliminary results from Lake Ontario
simulations.
2.

FORMULATION

The formulation of the model is based on primitive equations relative
to a geographic coordinate system on the surface of the earth (in latitudes
and longitudes for convenience). In the lake, the Boussinesq approximation
is generally valid because the actual density distribution differs only
slightly from the motionless reference state in which the entropy is constant
and the vertical scale of motion is small compared with the scale height.
Variations in the pressure on a fluid element in the lake are predominately
the result of variations in water depth which justify the use of hydrostatic
approximation. To simulate subgrid scale diffusion of momentum and heat, the
eddy viscosities and diffusivities have been parameterized from implicit treatment of stresses and turbulent mixing due to the small-scale motions.
2.1 The Physical Model
Let %' be the horizontal velocity; then under the above assumptions, the
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governing equation of motion is
dW
-k"P - 2QxW+!F,
at'
wherea is the earth rotation vector, IF is the horizontal component of frictional force per unit mass, and all other symbols and nomenclatures are as
listed in Appendix A. Note that the left hand side of (1) is the Eulerian
derivative, including all the nonlinear advective terms as follows:

$$V. (WV) +F.

(2)

An approximate form of frictional force F is written

F = “0% + & (VI +y,

(3)

where v and v1 are the lateral and the vertical kinematic eddy viscosity,
respectively. Values used in the model are listed in Table 1. Though variable nonlinear viscosity formulation will be attempted at a later stage, a
quasi-linear viscosity proportional to the four-thirds power of the horizontal
grid size (Leith, 1968) has been used in the present model for the parameterization of subgrid scale motions.
Under the hydrostatic assumption, the pressure at any level in the lake
can be uniquely determined by vertical integration of the hydrostatic equation,
provided the variation of the free surface with respect to the mean reference
lake surface (i.e., z = 0) and the atmospheric pressure there are known. The
hydrostatic equation is

Then the pressure at any depth may be written
p(z) = pa + / ' pgdz = P, + fzo ogdz,
z

(5)

where 5 is the height of free surface and p, is the pressure at the balanced
lake surface.
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Table 1.

Constants

Values of Constants Used in the Model

Symbol

Earth rotation rate
Specific heat of water
Specific heat of air
Reference temperature
Reference density of water
Mean density of air
Proportional constant for
density anomaly
Basic lateral eddy viscosity
Basic vertical eddy viscosity
Basic lateral eddy diffusivity
Basic vertical eddy diffusivity
Constants in the bulk
Richardson number
Drag coefficient of momentum
under neutral stability
Exchange coefficients of heat and
water under neutral stability
Constants
Gravitational constant
Empirical constant
Empirical constant
Bottom frictional coefficient
Latent heat of evaporation
Unit time step
Stability factor tar Coriolis term
Radius of the earth
Marginal lapse rate of density
Marginal stable criterion for
temperature

Value

R
C
CP
Ta

2ll

D=y -1

1

CAL g"-loc-l
CAL gm OC

1
1.23~1~;~

g" cm_3
gm-5"

0.24
4

P0
P0

ba

6.6x10

"

1.5x106

2
~1
B"' 8,
CCDh

1056
1
2.5~10-~

52.9, 53.2 cgs
981

lo3
290
2.5~10-~

10-5

10

5

-3

OC

2 -1
=“p-1
C”2S-1

;;2;-1

cw
cgs

595
1.5
0.55
6371_$

At
a
a
E
P
ET

a(2

-1

4.7

CC,), (CEjN
b
1' b2
g
Z
T1°

Unit

cm s
C"

-2

OK
cgs
-1
Cal gm
hrs

OC cm -1

-1

The equation of state will yield sufficiently accurate density variation
from a quadratic approximation involving the difference between the ambient
temperature and the temperature of maximum density of the fresh water
p = 1 - b (T - Toj2,

(6)

where b is a proportional constant as shown in Table 1. Note that the second
part of the right hand of (6) is the density anomaly relative to the reference
density (Simons, 1973), which contributes to the internal pressure distribution affecting the baroclinic current. The continuity equation for incompressible fluid is
v .,v+z=o.
The tendency equation for the temperature is obtained from the conservation
of heat energy

g-5,

(8)

OP
where the rate of heating Q is given by
Q = Cp

K V2 T + + & (lcl E)]

and K and K are the diffusivities as shown in Table 1. Note that, although
in most cas&s the vertical column of the lake water is stable, an unstable
configuration due to the vertical density stratification can occur at any
level and may cause vertical mixing in the lake. Since the instability in
natural phenomena lasts only a short period of time, the simplest treatment
for the hydrostatic instability is an instantaneous convective density adjustment mechanism. Whenever instability is detected between layers, a quasihomogeneous mixed density of marginal stable lapse rate is assumed for all
unstable adjacent layers. The coefficient 6, defined by

6 = (3

for g (:) 0,

performs such a function of convective adjustment.

6

(10)

2.2 Boundary Conditions
The boundary conditions at the lake surface (z = 0) are
“SO,

aw
IF6
-=a2

QS

aT
az

povl’

=cPK’

(11)

PO1

where T is the wind stress and Q is the downward heat flux at the surface.
The ver?ical velocity is assumed zero and the stress as well as the heat are
balanced at the atmosphere/lake interface. The wind stress and the heat flux
are functions of atmospheric parameters coupling with the lake surface state.
All atmospheric forcing functions will be discussed in the next section.
The boundary conditions at the lake bottom z = -D(X, $) are

"=-,I,.

vD,

aw
'b
-=a2

p,~~*

-=
aT 0
a2

(12)

The flow is required to parallel the bottom slope and the bottom stress is
computed from a simple friction law,
'b = P,Cb I \Vb I WbP

(13)

where \V is the flow velocity near the bottom. The bottom friction coefficient
C is &I empirical constant as shown in Table 1. The thermal heat flux through
t Ei e bottom is neglected.
At all lateral boundaries, no slip and no flux of heat conditions are
imposed.
2.3 Atmospheric Forcing Functions
In the large-scale model, the organized mean motion and the density structure in the lake basin are products of the surface wind stress and the atmospheric heating. The transfer of momentum at the atmosphere-lake interface
depends on the drag coefficient, which is a function of the state of the lake
surface. The surface heat flux depends greatly on the coupled temperature
difference between the atmosphere and the lake. Since the atmospheric conditions imposed as the upper boundary conditions of the lake are specified,
equivalent atmospheric processes together with the prescribed atmospheric
parameter from observational data must be used to approximate the surface heat
flux.
7

The net downward heat flux, according to the heat balance equation, can
be written as
Q, = 9, - 9, - 9, - Q,,

(14)

where Q, is the net downward flux of solar insolation and Q,, Q,, Q, are upward fluxes of long wave radiation, sensible heat, and latent heat, respectively, as defined in Table 1. Table 1 also contains all other notations used
in the following formulas.
The solar radiation flux can be calculated from a simplified formula with
empirical constants obtained from the atmospheric climatology (London, 1957;
Vader Haar and Hanson, 1969) as
Q, = 0.95 Q, (0.74 - 0.6 NJ.

(15)

The net upward infrared heat flux is calculated from (Johnson et al., 1958)
Q, = 0.985 CTS4 (0.39 - 0.05 e 1'2) (1 - 0.6 Nc2).
a

(16)

The sensible and latent heat are computed from
9, = Pa CH Ca 1 Wva 1 (Ts - Ta)

(17)

9, = P, CE L 1 Wa 1 (4, - q,),

(18)

and

where /\V 1 is the wind speed at 10" above the surface.
is r&a&d to the vapor pressure by

The specific humidity

(19)

where P is the mean atmospheric surface pressure. The saturated vapor pressure atathe lake surface temperature can be calculated from the ClausiusClapeyron equation (Hess, 1959),

eS

= 10.0 exp

9.4051 - 2353
TS

(20)

).

The momentum flux at the atmosphere-lake interface is expressed as the surface
wind stresses,
Ts = P, CD I ma I V,’

(21)

where V is the wind velocity. Following Deardorff (1968) and using data
from Buginger et al. (1971), the exchange coefficients of heat, water, and
momentum are functions of atmospheric stability as
CD

=

(CDjN

exp C-2

6”

R)

for stable cases
(R > 0) and
cH = cE = (CHjN exp [- (By + 8,) RI

CD = (CDjN

w-=)

1

+ ?- In (1 bl
\f or unstable cases
(R < O),
(22b)

where R is the bulk Richardson number (a parameter to measure the stability of
the atmosphere) and

R=

gzlo

- Ts)

+

T"dV,2

0.38

(e - es)
Ta = p

1

,

(23)

where 8
are constants (Businger et al.,
BT, CC f ) , b i, b2,
1971) ag'listed nNTab e 1.
of water particle exchange is
assumed to be the same as that of heat exchange. Note that the above empirical
formulas are in general valid in the lower atmospheric boundary layers
(Businger et al., 1971). However, there are no direct observational data
available for their verification in the Great Lakes region. In our studies,
9

all values of atmospheric parameters (i.e., Ta, ea, Nc, \v,, -Q are compiled
from the IFYGL data bank.
2.4 Integral Constraints
The following integral constraints are derived from the differential
equations and are preserved in the latter finite difference equations.
2.4.1 Conservation of Mass
Mass conservation can be obtained from the continuity equation (7) and
boundary conditions (11) and (12), which lead to
or I, V . W dV = 0,

V . J-i W dz = 0

(24)

where D (X, $) is the depth of the water column and V denotes the integration
over the entire lake domain.
2.4.2 Conservation of Momentum
The momentum equation (l), together with the boundary conditions of zero
normal flows at all lateral boundaries, the zero vertical velocity at the
balanced upper surface, and the bottom flow along the slope yields
2 I, pg\VdV = J, (-VP - %i P# + IF) dV.

(25)

2.4.3 Conservation of Moments of Temperature
The temperature prediction equation (B), together with the insulation
conditions on all solid boundaries, leads to

$ ,,'dV = IV& T"-l dV,
OP

(26)

where m is an integer equal to, or greater than, 1.
2.4.4 Conservation of Energy
For the conservation of kinetic energy, we take the dot product of (1)
with \V and employ the hydrostatic approximation (4). After applying all

10

boundary conditions, the result is
2

$7 Jv PO K

dV = Iv [-pgw + P, c\v * F)] dV.

The conservation of potential energy is based on the thermodynamic equation
(8) and the equation of state (6). Multiplying -2bpo (T - To) to (8) and
integrating over the whole lake yields
- 2bg (2 + D) (T - To) $
P

k Jv pg (Z + D) dV = IV
3.

1

dV.

METHOD OF SOLUTION

Equations Cl), (4), (6), (7), and (8) constitute a closed system for the
six dependent variables u, v, w, P, p, and T, among which u, v, and T are
prognostic variables and w, P, and p are diagnostic variables. The boundary
condition (12) implies that the lake surface is not a free surface but rather
a balanced surface where the vertical velocity is null. With this rigid lid
approximation (Bryan, 1969),.the external inertio-gravity waves are filtered
out with essentially no effect on the internal modes. The stability criterion
for the time step in the lake model can be based on the internal wave, which
is much slower than the surface wave. This increases the allowable time step
to a much greater value; this is preferable in a general circulation model.
The exclusion of the kinematic surface variation makes the surface pressure difficult to calculate. This implies that the barotropic effect on current generation due to surface fluctuations cannot be explicitly obtained
from (1) under the rigid lid approximation. Instead we compute the shear current NJ') as a prognostic variable in (1) by substituting the vertically integrated hydrostatic equation for the pressure terms. The vertical mean current
w 1 on the other hand, is obtained from the stream function by solving the
vorticity equation. The total velocity is, then, the combination of the vertical mean (barotropic) velocity and the deviation from the vertical mean shear
current (baroclinic)
w = w + WI'.

(29)

The surface and the bottom boundary conditions (11) and (12) on w permit us to
define the vertically integrated stream function that satisfies the continuity
equation as
(30)
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where ik is a unit vertical vector.
A predictive equation for ji that does not include explicitly the surface
pressure effect is obtained by taking the vertical mean and then the curl of
(1). Applying the curl operator, defined as
vz x (4. 4”) = a co: ($

1

s - j-g (9 cos ‘$) ,
[

to the vertical mean equation of (1) leads to

[- (
a
ax

1
D cos 4

- $& [a (G + F) cos $1,

(31)

where G, G* are the components of the nonlinear effect

G=-v(w.w)-g

+Fttan $

(32)

and F, F* the components of the frictional force as defined in (3).
The shear current ('SJ') is predicted from the primitive equation (1) after
subtracting the vertical mean part as

av'
-=
-SVp'
at

- 2@x\v'+le!+-

&+&,

(33)

where the superscript prime indicates the departure from its vertical mean.
Numerical solutions for the hydrothermodynamic system are obtained by
computing in sequence the set of finite difference equations analogous to (4),
(6), (7), (8), (30), and (31), together with appropriate boundary conditions
described in the following sections. The shear current @I') and the stream
function ($I) are predicted from (33) and (31). The total current is then
obtained according to (29), while the barotropic part of current (w) is corn-puted from $ by (30). The vertical velocity (w) can be diagnostically obtained
from (7). Then the temperature (T) is predicted from (8). The density (p)
and the baroclinic part of the pressure (p') are also diagnostically computed
from (6) and (4), respectively.
12

NUMERICAL SCHEME

4.

The basic numerical scheme used in this model is essentially the same as
in the North Pacific Ocean model (Huang, 1973). It is a modification of
Haney's idealized ocean model (1974), quite similar to that of Bryan (1969).
In the lake model, the actual configuration is taken into account by approximating 'the coastline coincident with the meridians or the latitude-circles
passing through the nearest grid points as shown, for example, in Figure 1
for Lake Ontario. The origin of the coordinates is taken at the intersection
of the mean lake surface with the most southern and the most western boundaries
on the
of the domain. The longitudinal coordinate has index i from i = i.
on the eastern boundary, and varies aitk the
western boundary to i = I.
latitgde and depth. Simi&lfly, the latitudinal coordinate is indexed from
at the southern boundary to j = J
at the northern boundary and
j = j.
variei'w 'fth the longitude and depth. The m&i&urn longitude, Am, corresponds
to the most eastern boundary and the minimum longitude, Ao, to the most western boundary of the surface layer in the operation domain. The maximum latitude, $ , corresponds to the most northern boundary and the minimum latitude,
4 9 to he mnst southern one. Since the origin is indexed as (l,l,l), the
hzrizontal unit distances of finite difference are respectively,

A$=

+m - $0
3 "Xi - 1

and
AA=

h” - ho
I

"ax

(34)

-1'

max are the maximum values of I and J, respectively.
where I
"ax and J
The vertical coordinate z, indexed from k = 1 at the first depth level
at the last depth level above the
below the lake surface to k = K.
bottom, is rather flexible. F&&L&'& tario model, we tentatively set
four layfgs as shown in Figure 2. If Zk denotes the depth in negative value
level, the thicknesses between the levels are defined as
of the k
Azk+l/2 ’ ‘k-1 - ‘k’

k=2...K

and
AZ+22

1'
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and

A ZKi+l/2, j+1/2

E 2 (ZK,
+ Di+l/2, j+l/Z)'
1+1/2, j+1/2

(35)

d total depth at the computational velocity
~~Z~.Di~~~2th~~ta.~",:$h~p~~ level is defined as
a 'k = + (A Zk-l,2 + A Zk+l,2), k = 1 . . . Ki+l,2> j+1,2.

(36)

It is obvious that
K
Di+l/2, j+1/2 ' kfl a 'k'

(37)

Note that it is understood that subscripts of the maximum vertical index
in the summation have been dropped for convenience.
Ki+l/2, j-+1/2
The lake to be studied is approximated by a collection of computational
boxes. both horizontal and vertical. We have denoted
A Xj, E a cos $j, - A X
AY=aA+,

(38)

where the primed subscript may refer to the integer grid points or to the half
integer grid points. Since the computation is carried out in flux form, the
areas of a subvolumic box in the lake domain can be designated as
(Al)k E A Y . A Zk

* A Y,
(A3) j 1 E A X.,
J

where (Aljk, (A2jj,

(39)

and (A ). t> denoting the cross-sectional areas normal

to the equivalent x: $: and z :x&s, respectively, vary with the subscripted

16

locations.

The subvolume under computation is
oj 1 , k : A Xj, . A Y . A Zk.

(40)

For convenience, we have denoted

[( ) 1+1/2 + ( ).L-1/2'i', j', k'

(41)

and
2 ( ji,, j', k' ' [( )&+1/2

- ( )fi-l/z]i',

j',

k"

(42)

where Y. may be any of the spatial indices (i', j', k') and (i', j', k') at
the integer point or at the half integer point. For example,
i

'

-1

('+ )i+1/2, j+1/2 = $ [ (Yi+l j+l + yi+l, j) - Hi, j+l + Y.1, j)l*

used.

A multiaveraging symbol as the straight forward extension of (42) is also
For example,

ey j, k = (ihi, j, k = + (q+l,2 j, k + $1,2 j, k).
The averaging processes are performed according to the sequence of superscripts, from the outermost inward. The outermost subscripts match with the
first averaging superscript. Note also that the 6 operator without a superscript, as defined in (lo), implies an instantaneous convective mixing function different from that defined in (41).
4.1 Finite Difference Equations
There are four prognostic variables, u', v', $J, and T, and three diagnostic variables, w, p, and p', in the model. According to the adopted spacestaggered grid scheme, T, p, and p' are computed at the integer grid points
(i, j, W, u', v' at the half integer points (i + l/2, j + l/2, k), and w at
the (i, j, k + l/2) point. The stream function j, is two-dimensional and is
computed at the points (i, j). The basic advantage of this space-staggered
arrangement of variables is to suppress the computational modes in space
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usually introduced by the centered difference schemes. All variables are subscripted according to their spatial positions (i', j', k') and are superscripted with the time step n, e.g., T"
All transient values of a
parameter required at points other thani,d
t & 's',
asw grid points during computation are usually the average of the parameter from the two immediate neighboring points. For example, in computing for the advection of heat, the
u-component of velocity needed at point (i + l/2, j, k) will be evaluated as

'i+l/2, j, k

= yj!

1+1/2, j, k = i ("i+1/2 ,

j-1/2,k + "i+l/2, j+1/2, k)'

4.1.1 The Baroclinic Current
The finite difference equation analog to (33) for the U-component of the
shear current can be written, with respect to the subvolumic box centered at
(i + l/Z, j + 112, k), as
(u' 0)

n+l - 2aAtf (v' o)*+l = A,

(43)

where all variables are understood as having the superscript of time step and
subscripts at the basic computational points, unless otherwise specified. The
term a is the empirically chosen stabilizing factor related to the implicit
treatment of the Coriolis term and At is the unit time step; and
A = (u' .)"-1 + 2At (1 - a) f (v' .)"-1 + 2At [P' + (F')"-1 + G'],
where the prime,denotes the deviation from its vertical mean as defined before,
e.g., P' = P - P. The Coriolis term is
f=S (AXj - AXj+l).

(44)

The baroclinic pressure gradient force is computed from density as

p = -6’ $ A

(45)

1'
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0,

where

B. j, k=
1,

for k = 1

K-l -k
kzl

P

gAzk+1,2,

for k = 2, . . . Kij.

(46)

The friction terms, according to (3), are
F = $(ai u) + $(> &j u) + &($ gk u),

(47)

The nonlinear terms, according to (39), are

i
G=-6i[Lic$ A)j]
1

J

-&j [;j (;iA)'i]
2

i
+ dk [zk (f-j A3) ] - uv &j (A2).

(48)

A prognostic equation for the v-component of the shear current with respect to
point (i + l/2, j + l/2, k) at n time step is
("'0) *+' + 2aAtf (u'a)

n+l = A*,

(49)

where A* is similar to A as defined in (43) and P*, F*, and G* are similar to
P, F, and G.
Thus the baroclinic current at all half grid points (i + l/2, j + l/2, k)
for the advancing time step (n + 1) are

(u’)“+l =

(A + 2aAtfA*)
0 [l + 4(aAtf)21'
(50)

(vl)*+1 =

(A - 2aAtA*) .
o [l + 4(aAtf)2]

Notice that the basic time differencing in the model is the leap-frog
scheme. It may cause the temporal "splitting" phenomena in the solution in a
long-term integration (Lilly, 1965). Therefore, the Euler-Matsuno (implicit
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backward) scheme is applied periodically in order to suppress the high frequency computational noise that results from the exclusive use of the centered
time differencing scheme. In that case, instead of (43), (49), and (50) for
the velocity, the shear current is obtained in two steps, one forward and one
backward step by solving
n+l
n
4*
-9 = At {P" + F* + G* + f [aq,*+l + (1 - a) q”ll
(51)
q

n+l

- qn = At {P: + F;+l + G:+l + f [aq*+' + (1 - a) q"]},

where q is either u' or v' and the subscript * indicates the intermediate
advanced quantity.
4.1.2 The Vorticity Equation
The finite difference vorticity equation according to (31) is computed
with respect to (i, .j) points,

j

kEl ck& 6j (Fi)kt+r,2 Azk’+l,2) AzkI 1
0 i 2 k$ Ck& hi (l;j)kt+1,2 AZk,+l,2) AZk1’1
i

+ k& (G" + F*) o
I "1

+ $1

(G + F) o
11

(52)

+ 6j ( g [+ d my]

(53)

and

Note that (53) is a nine-point finite difference form of the Laplacian operator with a bathymetry of the lake incorporated. It can be approximated to a
slant five-point scheme if AX = AY. However, the slant five-point scheme may
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cause computational noise in the checkboard pattern, especially with irregular
boundaries and with the irregular external forcing (Takano, 1973, personal
communication). We have modified the regular five-point scheme with the fourpoint mean bottom effect incorporated in it as

"(:) i, j = (E) i, j+l +(z) i+l, j + (Z) i, j-l

+ 0*

ii i-l, j

-4*
,
ii
i,j
0

(54)

where 5 is the average depth at the grid point taken from the four neighboring
velocity points. The three mentioned schemes were tested in the Lake Ontario
model and they showed essentially the same results. Therefore, we have adopted (54) for the lake model. Since the computational points of the stream
function coincide with the coastal points along the lake, (54) is solved by
accelerated relaxation with the stream function specified on all lateral
boundary points. Since the momentum advections and the bottom topography are
included in the model, there exists energy transformation between the barotropic and the baroclinic modes. It is convenient to have the stream function
advanced with the same time step as the shear current in the model.
4.1.3 The Barotropic Current
The barotropic velocity components at the half-grid points, (i + l/2, j
+ l/2) are
L,jGi
u = - DAy

and

” = & 2 $.

(55)

4.1.4 The Vertical Velocity
From the continuity equatiOn, the vertical velocity can be obtained at
the (i, j, k + l/2) points as

w = Wk-1/2

"k [(Al)k 6i (;j), + 6j (A2 ?),I,
-ok

(56)

with w.
= 0 at the surface. The vertical velocity at the velocity
1, j, l/2
is consistently the averaging value of the vertical
$:Eziy$$A'$f &%'$du!?%Ighboring points.
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It is readily shown that the total kinetic energy is balanced for the
whole lake for the above finite differencing scheme. There is no source or
sink of kinetic energy other than the viscous effect in the system, except a
small portion of energy transformation from kinetic energy to potential energy
that is also in balance with the reverse transformation, i.e., from the potential energy to the kinetic energy.
4.1.5 Temperature Equation
The temperature is calculated at all whole grid points (i, j, k).
finite difference form of (8) is
(To)*+' = (T&-l + 2At (H* + 9*-l),

The

(57)

where
H = _ [Al &i ($;j)] + & [A2 (Tj?)] + A3 gk (Tkw)
and
KAl i
Q = x 6 (SiT) + & fii (K A2 6jT) - A3 gk
Later, it will become clear that the only source and sink for the potential energy in the lake domain, besides the small portion internally transformed from the kinetic energy, are the heat fluxes through the surface and
the diffusive dissipations.
4.2 Finite Difference Boundary Conditions
All the mesh grid points on the solid lateral boundaries coincide with
the calculating points of $i and T. .
. Understanding that the other
two dummy indices are not specified, &z'&& flux condition at all solid
boundaries leads to

TQ*+l = Te*-l>

(6’3)

where Le* is the index normal to the boundary at the boundary such as i*, I
and j*, J.
*i, j = Constant
at all lateral boundaries.
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(61)

is calculated at one-half grid distance inside
, $ l'e j+lPlik
the b~$~r&',
no s p condition leads to
(h')

VP-l,2 = +vc**1,2*
The vertical velocities are

wi,

j, l/2

=o

at

z=o,

(63)

and
-i
-’ j -i
w. j, K+1/2 = -+‘f$ TV=& D
1,

at

Z=-D.

(64)

The bottom stress is parameterized as
v1
"'K+l,2 6k\Vi+l/2, j+1/2, K-+1/2 =

i+1/2, j-+1/2' ' = - D'

(65)

where 15b is computed according to (13).
The upper boundary conditions are
Q
k
Azl,2 ' Ti, j, l/2 = 6
?

5

c.5
6'i+l,2, j+1/2 , l/2 = a at ' = O'
0
Azl,2

(66)

(67)

where Q, and l'rs are computed from (14) and (21), respectively.
4.3 Special Treatment of Irregular Boundaries
According to the space-staggered scheme in the model, the locations of
prognostic variables T and + and diagnostic variables p. p. and w coincide
with the coastal boundaries, where at least one of the four neighboring points
(i + l/2, j ?- l/2) is out of the domain of interest. The use of a centered
difference at these boundary points is not practical because velocities are
undefined on land. With the boundary conditions previously specified, it is
necessary that all terms in the heat and continuity equations are properly
weighted by their corresponding volumes at these corner points for consistency
and for conservation of desired properties when the computation is carried
out on a boundary.
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In the lake-scale model, all indices of irregular boundaries are different
from those on the land as well as in the lake as summarized in Figure 3. The

Summary of Indexes and locations of Variables
9

7

11

-99

-99

x FORw

HALF LEVEL ABOVE/ BELOW

Figure 3. Summary of indexes and
relative locations of prognostic
variables .
interior points in the lake are indexed as 0 and all land points are indexed
as a negative integer number, while all boundary points are indexed as a positive integer number from 1 to 12 to indicate all possible irregular cases in
the lake. Since the velocity at the half grid points (i + l/2, j + l/2) bears
the same index as the lower-left corner whole grid point (I, j), all velocity
indices smaller than or equal to 6 are in the lake, while indices greater than
6 are boundary points on the land. Since the numerical schemes in the model
are constructed in the flux form, the volume of the computational box is
closely related to the flux quantity of heat or momentum in the calculation.
Three examples are given below to illustrate the specially weighted treatment
for the irregular corner points.
The flux forms of the advection and the diffusion of heat on a straight
boundary, e.g., the index 1 of a southern boundary, are

' . wT)i, 1, k ‘i
, k = ("i+1/2, 312, k ?+1/2 , 1 t k
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- u.1-112, 312, k

ri
i-112, 1, k)

(*l)k
2

+ (2I, 312, k $1, 3/Z, k) (*2)3/Z, k

(fX.4)

and

=

K(*~)~ i
2AXl 6 hi, 1 k +

KC* 2 ) 312. k
AY
&j T,1, 312, k'

(69a)

A are defined in (39) and 0' is the effective computational sub%Ze*&lmilar to (40). Notice that in (68~~) and (69a), both the velocity
and the temperature boundary conditions (60) and (62) have been applied. The
term 0' is essentially weighted by half as much as that of the subvolume away
from the southern boundary in the interior of the lake.
For an indented corner point such as the index 3 corner boundary, only
one velocity with respect to the computing point is available in the lake.
The advection and diffusion terms in the heat energy equation become, for
example, at point (1, 1, k),
i

V * ('+VT) 1, 1, k ';, k = ("3/2, 312, k T3/2, 1, ) (Aljk
k
i?
+ ("3/Z, 3/Z, k 1, 312, k ) (*2)3/2, k'

(68b)

where u' is weighted by l/4 as much as that of a regular subvolume, and

K(*~)~
(KV'T) 1, 1, k * ';, k =

i

2AX1 ' T3/2, 1,

k

K(A2)3/2, k j
6 T
(@‘b)
2AY
3/Z, 1, k'
At a protruding corner, such as the point of index 4, the advection and
the diffusion terms are
+

(Al)k
V * (Wi, j, k ';, k = z?1+1/2, j, k (*l)k - ui-1/2, j-1/2, k 2
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' vi+1/2, j+1/2, k

(*Z)j+l/Z,
2

k

-i
- "i, j-112, k (A2)j-l/2, k'

(68~)

where a' is weighted by 314 as much as that of a regular subvolume and

K(*~)~

K(*~)~ i

kV2T) i, j, k ';, k = AXj 6 T.1+1/Z, j, k - 2AX. rSi T.1-l/2, j, k
I
"(*Z)j-l/2, k &j T
K(A2)j+l/2, k j
+
(69c)
i, j-112, k'
' Ti, j+l/Z, k 6Y
2AY
All other boundary points are treated in a similar manner to those shown
in (68) and (69).
4.4 Hydrostatic Stability
At places where excessive upward heat flux occurs and where evaporation
exceeds precipitation by a large amount, a layer of heavy cold water will be
formed in the upper layers of the lake. Whenever the local lapse rate of
density is less than the vertical lapse rate, thus ensuring a marginally
stable vertical density distribution, hydrostatic instability exists in the
adjacent layers. Since instability in the real lake usually lasts for a
short period of time, an instantaneous convective adjustment mechanism is
used in the model. Let

yp = - (~~;:,,,““)
be the equivalent lapse rate of density between layers. A small positive
value, E , is assumed since there may exist a slight inversion in density
within tRe marginal stability limit. In the model, the lapse rate between
layers is computed and compared with co. If
-Yp < EP is stable,
(70)
then

--fp ' Ep is unstable,

where E is estimated from the average density distribution in the lake.
The mar&al stability criteria for temperature is estimated from E and the
coefficients for temperature expansions in the mean state of the l&e. Then,
in case instability is detected between layers k - 1 and k, the temperatures
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In these vertical layers are mixed into quasi-homogeneity

T* = TkAZk + (Tk-l - ‘TAZk-l,& “k-1
k

Azk-l + Azk
T;-l = T; + ~~~~~~~~~~

(71)

where the superscript * indicates the adjusted value after mixing and E is
the marginal stable criterion for temperature distributions. These stability
criteria and the adjusting processes are applied to all layers in the column,
and the procedure is repeated whenever there is more than one unstable subcolumn until stability has been reached for the whole column.
4.5 Energy Conservation
In the construction of the numerical scheme using the box method, great
emphasis has been given to the conservation of energy. It is vitally necessary that the total integral of energy for the whole basin is consistent and
in balance. It is readily shown that there are no energy sources or sinks
within the whole thermo-hydrodynamic system of the model lake other than
the frictional and diffusive terms. Considering the mean state of the lake
with constant energy input (i.e., wind stress, net heat fluxes) to be used to
overcome the dissipation effects, the sum of kinetic and potential energy in
the whole system should be conserved when the model lake approaches the quasiequilibrium state.
Let <K> be the overall kinetic energy:
<K> = I, + poW2dV.

(72)

Equation (29) leads to the separation of the total kinetic energy into two
parts: one for the vertical mean current, i.e., the barotropic mode,
<K> = / Ai

Q2dA

(73)

and the other for the vertical shear current, i.e., the baroclinic mode,
<K'> = Iv + pdV"dV.

27

(74)

The finite difference form of (72) is
<K> = kil ;-;* ;& (K + K').

(75)

Then the time rate of change of <K> is
<Kt> = <Kt + K;>,

(76)

(Kjt = P, i - it

(77)

(K')t = p. W' * WI'.
t

(78)

where

The time rate of change of the kinetic energy of the baroclinic mode can be
obtained from the dot product of (50) and p \V' before the time advancement.
That is, with reference to the (i + l/2, j 9 l/2, k) points, unless otherwise
specified,
<K' . o> = <p dA' * \V'> = p 0 <I1 + I2 + I3 + I4>,
t

(79)

where the two components of/A are as shown in (43) and (49) except for the
time step, i.e.,
/A = Lp* + F*-l +&:" + (m x \V * o)*,

(80)

= [P'u' + P*'"'],

(81)

= [Flu' + F*'v'],

(82)

=

(83)

where

I1
I2
I3

[G'"'
+ G*'v'],
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b

I4

= [fv'ml' - fu'av'],

(84)

where P, F, and G and P*, F*, and G* are defined in (45), (47), (48), and
their similar equations. The time rate of change of the barotropic kinetic
energy can be written, with respect to points (i + l/2, j + l/Z), as
^

*

<po o\v .\Vt' = P
+A .6i$.
AxjD

(85)

which can be written, with respect to the same indices, as
<K

t

. 0, = p 0

_ g [Ti ,j (6iTtj j+ $ [s$ . 6i Q]
-z[Tj &i (6% Z,li\ .

(86)

'rhe flux terms vanish after summing over the whole domain because $.. = 0 on
all lateral boundaries. The zero stream function along all boundar& also
permits index shifting in summation. This then easily leads to
<K

t

. 0, = p

(87)

*

where V2
<K

t

+ is defined in (52).

The vertical mean kinetic energy becomes

. Kl> = - p

(88)

where, with indices at (i, j) points,

&i
Is=

*

^j
g
AX

,$
-

1

Ti
G
5
AY
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,

(89)

,$

--;1
F
5
AY

I6 = Ji

1

,

(90)
(91)

The total time rate of change of kinetic energy for the whole ocean is
<K

J-l I-l
!
t 0' = j;j* i&* k=l P, (I1 + I2 + I3 + 14)
+

jZj*+l

iZi*+l

(I5

+

I6

+

17).

(92)

It is easy to show that the work done by the pressure gradient force
increases the kinetic energy at a rate equal to the rate of decrease in potential energy,

<PO

!I! E-s (Pw)k+l,2 oj, kl.
11’ = #* ;g* J&=2

(93)

The nonlinear terms do no net work:
(94)

<13> + <I > = 0.
5
The Coriolis term does no net work:

(95)

<I4' + <I7' = O*

The only sources and sinks for momentum in the whole hydrodynamic system are
in the viscous terms [I21 and [I~].
The total available potential energy with reference to the bottom is
<a.

(Di, j + dk oj, k'.
1, j, k 'j, k' = <g 'i, j, k

(96)

The time rate of change of the potential energy is totally dependent on
the time rate of change of the density, which is a function of temperature.
It is clear that the vertical advection term, (pw) , has produced an increase
in potential energy exactly balancing the rate of &crease in potential energy
due to the pressure gradient force. The only thermal sources and sinks in
the whole system are in the diffusive terms. Therefore, the total potential
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and kinetic energy in the model is conserved and all the required integral
constraints are satisfied under the equilibrium state, i.e., the mechanical
energy input as the boundary condition is balanced by the frictional dissipations and the heating effect is balanced by the thermal diffusions.
5.

PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In a preliminary study on Lake Ontario, we used a 0.05" grid in the offshore direction and a 0.1" grid in the longshore direction for the horizontal
separations (about 8 km in the east-west and 5 km in the north-south direction)
and chose four variable vertical layers of thickness 20 m, 30 m, 60 m, and 90
m with a total maximum depth of 200 m. The lateral configuration and bottom
topography of Lake Ontario were used as the reference lake. In the computation, since the trapezoidal implicit scheme employed for treating the Coriolis
effect is unconditionally stable, the maximum time step is governed essentially
by the leap-frog scheme. Based on the internal gravity wave, the CourantFredericks-Lewy condition is satisfied in the present coarse grid model by
taking a time step of 1.5 hr. All constants used in the model are summarized
in Table 1. The computation sequence is that first the velocity field is calculated and then the temperature; hence the density is obtained at any time
step.
Taking the future commitment to study other lakes into consideration, we
programmed the lake model in such a flexible manner that it could be used for
simulations of any lake at any location with only a minor change in the dimensional and mesh indexes. With the possible limitations of the central core
memory of the available computer in mind, the computations of the lake domain
were carried out in a sequence of blocks. Each block contains a minimum of
three strings of j values independent of k (layer); this is necessary to perform one latitudinal computation in the central core memory. According to
the climatology of the Great Lakes, the winds encountered in Lake Ontario tend
to parallel the northeast-southwest axis of the St. Lawrence River (Department
of commerce, 1959), similar to the longshore axis of the lake. IFYGL data
also confirmed that the prevailing mean winds during the field seasons were
generally from the southwest, except during spring and the month of November,
when they were from the northeast (see, e.g., IFYGL Bulktin 15). WF have
carried out two demonstration runs with a wind stress of 0.5 dyne/cm , which
is equivalent to wind about 5 m/s from the southwest and the northeast,
respectively. The southwest wind is comparable to July 1972 conditions and
the northeast wind to November 1972 conditions.
Figure 4 shows the vertically integrated stream function after lo-days
integration of the model in Lake Ontario under a uniform wind from the southwest and with surface heating similar to the July atmosphere. Since the
forcing functions, namely wind stress and heating, do not vary with time, we
are studying the situation analogous to the steady monthly mean state in the
lake. Under the assumption that the July wind has a resultant equivalent to
about 500 cm/s from the southwest, the mass transport forms a two-gyre mean
circulation pattern, an elongated, anticyclonic gyre in the north and a
31

Lake Ontario

Contour Interval:

Figure 4.

1010 cm315

Vertically integrated transport function under the
southwesterly wind.

cyclonic gyre in the south with a nodal line slightly south in the middle.
The stream function indicates that the mass flow is mostly eastward, in the
direction of the wind, near both the north and the south shore regions and is
westward, against the wind, in the middle of the lake. A similar flow pattern
has been produced for similar wind conditions in Lake Ontario by others,
notably Rae and Murty (1970). Note that the vertically integrated stream
function is considered to be the simulated transport state after 10 days of
steady wind. Figure 5 shows the time evolution of the total kinetic energy,
the vertical mean kinetic energy, and the kinetic energy due to the shear
current in the Lake Ontario model. In the spin-up stage, the dominant feature
is the inertial oscillation at a period of 17.5 hrs as vividly indicated in
Figure 5. Figure 5b shows the increasing kinetic energy of the barotropic
current caused mostly by the external forcing, of which the surface wind is
the dominant component. The barotropic kinetic energy reaches a quasi-steady
state rather fast (after 2-3 days), while the baroclinic kinetic energy
(Figure 5c) and the total kinetic energy (Figure 5a) continue to oscillate
around an asymptotic state. The variations of all three curves in Figure 5
are very small after lo-days integration. It is assumed that the barotropic
response in the lake as shown in Figure 5 by the stream function has reached
a steady state after 10 days. However, there exists a long-term tendency
toward slightly decreasing energy in the barotropic mode and in the total
energy as well as slightly increasing energy in the baroclinic mode as indicated in Figure 5. The baroclinic influences due to thermal effects are still
progressing after 10 days as the baroclinic currents are still increasing.
The aforementioned weak energy transformation between the barotropic mode and
the baroclinic mode, as indicated in the tendencies of the two energy curves,
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are due to the incorporation of the nonlinear effect of advection and the bottom topographic torque in the model.
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Figure 6 shows the current vector plot of the surface layer at 10 m
below the surface and of the second layer at 35 m below the interface. Figure
6a shows generally that surface currents at both the northern and the southern
coastal boundaries flow with the wind and that there is a return flow against
the wind in the middle of the lake. The coastal jet phenomenon is clearly

CURRENT VECTOR PLOT LAYER 1
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Figure 6.

layered current vector plots under the southwesterly
wind
(al at 10 m depth
(b) at 30 m depth.
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demonstrated. The maximum coastal current is about 10 cm/s. Between the
coastal jets and the returning flow are the Ekman currents, flowing at an
angle away from the wind. The current pattern indicates that surface currents
in the shallow coastal regions respond to the wind quickly and completely, and
that a return flow is formed along the deep bathymetry in the middle lake to
balance the surface pressure build-up at the downwind end of the lake. Figure
6b shows that the current at a depth of 35 m is dominated by the return flow
caused by the surface tilt due to wind set-up. In the deep layers, currents
are weak, thus balancing flow in the direction opposite to the wind. Figure
7 shows three cross-sectional plots of the east-west component of current.
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It further clearly portrays the strong coastal jets near the boundaries and
the weak, broad return flow in the middle of the lake. The general clrculation current agrees satisfactorily with other similar studies (c.f., Simons,
1975; Baba, 1974). However, it does not compare well with July 1972 IFYGL
data (Pick&t and Richards, 1975). The current meter data at 15 m (or 16 m)
coincide well with the simulated currents in the southern half and the eastern
portion of the lake. The model current near the north shore flows in the
opposite direction to that of ,the observations. Figure 8 shows the vertical
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Figure 8.

Vertical velocity under the &thoesterly w&d-

current contour plot after 10 days. It shows a strong upwelling along most
of the northern boundary and downwelling along most of the southern boundary.
Figure 9 shows three cross-sectional temperature plots in the lake. Though
the temperature distribution was not yet steady at the time these data were
collected, the tilting of isotherms toward the north is clearly demonstrated.
The discrepancy between the model and the observational data near the northern
boundary might be the result of upwelling along the north shore. The upwelling
pushes the thermocline up in the northern part of the lake. It may serve as
a separation layer for the surface flow, which is based on Elonan dynamics, and
the return flow, which is opposite in direction to the surface flow and is
dominated by the pressure gradient. Detailed verification of the model is
beyond the scope of this report.
When the wind is blowing from the northeast, the vertically integrated
mass transport has the sams pattern as that of the southwesterly wind except
that the flow directions are totally reversed (Figure 10). There is still
the two-gyre circulation pattern, the larger elongated cyclonic gyre in the
north and the smaller elongated anticyclonic gyre in the south. The major
flow is still along the deep bathymetry of the lake toward the east. Figure
11 shows the layer current vector plots for the first two layers at 10 m and
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Figure Ill.

VerticnZZy integrated transport function under the northeasterly wind.
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35 m, respectively. The surface layer currents exhibit a dominant cyclonic
gyre together with two strong coastal jets congruent to the direction of the
wind as indicated in Figure 11.x. In the second layer, Figure lib, the major
current is the returning flow against the direction of wind generated mostly
by the pressure gradient.
During the IFYGL year, t 9 e November wind was from the northeast and had
a stress of about 0.5 dyne/cm - the same as the superimposed atmospheric
boundary condition for our second demonstration run. The mean November current meter data at 15 m (or 16 m) during IFYGL (Figure 12) has been given by

LAKE ONTARIO

Lake Ontario November 1972 Observed Currents
Figure 12.

November current meter data during IFYGL ifrom Pickett, 1977).

Pickett (1977). It shows a large cyclonic circulation. All the current
meter data, except those from two south shore stations, compare very well in
both magnitude and direction with the model currents. The current meter data
at the Rochester and Niagara stations showed no symptoms of coastal jets,
while the model produced the strmg shallow boundary currents along both the
north and the south shores. It is probable that the current meter at 15 m
(or 16 m) missed the top layer Ekman current near the coast. Again, verification will be discussed in a later report.
6.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A time-dependent, three-dimensional numerical dynamic model has been
developed for the study of the physical nature and dynamic behavior of the
large-scale motion and structure in the lake in response to atmospheric forcing. Two demonstration runs with prevailing monthly winds and heating have
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been carried out. The vertically integrated stream function for the southwesterly wind, the prevailing wind for July 1972, shows a two-gyre circulation
pattern, a larger anticyclonic gyre in the north and a smaller cyclonic gyre
in the south. When the prevailing wind blows from the opposite direction to
simulate November 1972 conditions, a similar circulation also emerges, but
the flow directions are reversed. Surface currents in both cases show strong
coastal jets in the shallow regions and a balancing return flow in the middle.
In the lower layers, return flows opposite to the wind direction are dominant.
Model results compare well with other studies, such as those by Rae and Murty
(1970), Simons (1975), and Baba (1974). However, the simulated current pattern
does not totally agree with the IFYGL data, especially those for July 1972
(Pickett and Richards, 1975). The discrepancy may be due to the coarse grid
separations in the horizontal and vertical directions without proper resolution of the boundary layers and the thermocline. Another probable deficiency
of the present version of the model is the rough approximation of the bottom
twog==phy, which is very important in lake dynamics. To improve the accuracy
of the model bathymetry, the lowest layer at a computational point is allowed
to have a variable thickness to compensate for the depth difference between
the model layer depth and the actual lake depth. But, as far as the lake
simulation is concerned, the major concern is for the reliability of the atmospheric boundary conditions, the wind and heat that drive the lake. The difficulty is even more serious when we are dealing with the monthly mean state.
It is expected that the errors involved with stresses and heating will be
reduced when we carry out time-dependent, seasonal variation runs. More
simulations, model tuning, and verifications are planned for the near future.
7.
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APPENDIX A.

SYMBOLS AND NOMENCLATURES

cross-sectional areas normal to the equivalent x, y. z axes,
respectively
Stefan-Boltzman constant
exchange coefficients for heat, water, and momentum, respectively
local maximum depth of the lake
vapor pressure of the air at 10 m above the lake surface (in mb)
Coriolis parameter (2 $2 sin $)
cloudness (in fraction)
pressure
atmospheric pressure at the free surface
pressure at the balanced lake surface
net upward flux of infrared radiation
net upward flux of sensible heat
downward flux of insolation
net upward flux of latent heat
solar radiation at the top of the atmosphere
net downward heat flux through the air/lake interface
specific humidity of air at 10 m above lake surface
saturated humidity
temperature
time
longitudinal velocity component
latitudinal velocity component
vertical velocity component

Laplacian operator V2 = X *
+~~~o

'b

1

FL ( )
[

ah2

latitude
longitude
density of water
density of water at reference temperature
computational subvolume
surface wind stress
bottom stress
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