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SUMMARY

Looking forward towards mesh adaptivity for simulating turbulent atmospheric/oceanic flows, we are
pursuing advanced algorithms for evaluating vector differential operators cast in time-dependent
curvilinear co-ordinates. In this paper, we review our effort to date with the development of a deformable-
co-ordinates multi-scale anelastic model designed from the bottom-up relying on strengths of
non-oscillatory transport methods. We have shown in earlier works that effective multi-scale adap-
tive numerical models for high-Reynolds-number meteorological flows can be designed that dispense
with rigorous evaluation of the more cumbersome of the vector differential operators, such as the curl
or the strain rate. These operators are nonetheless important for budget analyses of the model results,
estimating physical uncertainties, driving the mesh adaptivity itself, and extending the model’s appli-
cability beyond standard meteorological situations. Here, we discuss selected extensions of the generic
explicitly inviscid approach. Copyright © 2005 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Earth’s atmosphere and oceans are essentially incompressible, highly turbulent fluids.
Recently [1], we summarized the efficient application of non-oscillatory forward-in-time (NFT)
methods to accurately simulate a broad range of flows in these fluids. In particular, we
demonstrated that NFT methods offer a means of implicit subgrid-scale (SGS) modelling
that can be quite effective in assuring a quality large-eddy-simulation (LES) of high Reynolds
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number geophysical flows. The implicit SGS property of NFT methods! is especially important
where complications such as large span of scales, density stratification, planetary rotation,
inhomogeneity of the lower boundary, and inhomogeneity of the numerical grid, make explicit
modelling of subgrid-scale motions difficult.

Looking forward towards mesh adaptivity for simulating geophysical turbulence, we have
developed a generalized mathematical framework for the implementation of deformable co-
ordinates in a generic Eulerian/semi-Lagrangian NFT format [5, 6]. The key element of the
framework is a time-dependent co-ordinate transformation, implemented rigorously throughout
the governing equations of the non-hydrostatic anelastic model for simulating a broad range of
idealized atmospheric/oceanic flows on scales from micro to planetary [1]. A computational
model that is designed from the bottom-up combining NFT algorithms and generalized co-
ordinates is ideally suited for continuous grid adaptation. The robust performance of NFT
methods enables the ability to mimic ‘nested’ grids [5] and to accommodate large-amplitude
undulations of the model boundaries [6]. The ability of NFT methods to supply an effective
implicit SGS model facilitates LES studies in generalized co-ordinates by obviating the task
of incorporating viscous stress; whereas evaluating the vorticity (in generalized co-ordinates)
is not required due to the momentum/velocity formulation of the governing equations.

Although not imperative for simulating geophysical turbulence, rigorous and accurate repre-
sentation of the vector differential calculus in generalized co-ordinates is important. The curl
operator, Vx, is essential for accurate evaluation of vorticity/potential-vorticity budgets—
a discriminating tool for analysing complex vortical flows (see Reference [7] for an exam-
ple). The strain-rate tensor, [Vv + Vv'], is a key element of direct numerical simulation
(DNS). Knowledge of its exact form in generalized co-ordinates allows one to extend the
expertise of meteorological models to low-Reynolds-number flows, in the spirit of laboratory
studies which often supplement research on the dynamics of atmospheres and oceans (e.g.
References [1,7, 8]). Also, it is a key element of explicit SGS models that are useful, beyond
standard LES studies, for diagnosing SGS fluctuations and flow uncertainties. Finally, because
the curl and gradient operators emphasize fundamental aspects of fluid flows, they may serve
well as discriminating indicators for driving the grid adaptivity itself.

In this paper we review our effort to date with the development of an adaptive multi-scale
anelastic model for geophysical flows, proven already useful in a generic explicitly inviscid
form. In particular, we discuss the evaluation of fundamental differential operators cast in
generalized time-dependent co-ordinates. Our concern is with the assurance that the result-
ing finite-difference formulations minimize truncation-error departures from vector differential
identities, such as Vo(x,#)V x Vo =0, VA(X,1)V ¢ V x A=0, and that the strain and strain-
rate tensors remain objective (viz. observer independent [9]). These properties (in general, of
exterior derivative in the Cartan-algebra of differential forms [10]) are particularly important
for meteorological applications. Their violations can result in spurious vorticity production
at free-slip boundaries, boundary layer separations, drag in potential flows, eddy shedding
in the lee of mountains, and generation of turbulence from planetary rotation, to name a
few. Although the importance of respecting vector differential calculus in numerical models is
widely appreciated, and the principles underlying suitable approximations are well established

¥For a theoretical rationale and result analysis using methods employed in this study see References [2] and [3, 4],
respectively.
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for centred-in-space finite-volume discretizations, the extensions to NFT methods are seldom
addressed [11].

The fundamental differential operators have a tangible, physical existence that is independent
of any co-ordinate-based description. However, co-ordinate-based representations are neces-
sary for computing the explicit form of all requisite terms. Since the precise form of the terms
depends upon the co-ordinate system being used, a tensor representation is preferable. The
latter reveals [S5] three distinct forms of velocity (physical, contravariant, and solenoidal)
helpful for designing an efficient, high-Reynolds-number NFT fluid solver in generalized
co-ordinates. Applications addressed here also require consideration of the covariant form.
With the four distinct forms of velocity and numerous identities—which arise from the co-
ordinate-invariance of geometric properties of the time-evolving physical domain—there are
a number of various co-ordinate-dependent operator representations. Although they are all
analytically equivalent, they lead to various numerical approximations that are not equally
effective.

The paper is organized as follows. In the following section we outline the governing
anelastic-model equations and summarize the computational approach. In Section 3, we dis-
cuss extensions for curvilinear representation of the vorticity, Fickian diffusion, strain, and
stress. Section 4 concludes the paper with an example of a strongly stratified rapidly rotating
flow past a long winding valley, an outstanding problem of mesoscale meteorology.

2. ANELASTIC FLUID MODEL IN DEFORMABLE COORDINATES

2.1. Motivation

Because of the enormous span of the spatial and temporal scales, and the wave phenomena
important in geophysical fluids, explicit integrations of generic compressible equations are
impractical for the majority of applications. In order to account for this broad range of scales,
while deriving a numerical model still useful with existing computational resources, one has
no choice but to invoke analytic or numerical approximations that allow for reasonably large
time-step integrations of the governing equations. In effect, meteorological models encompass a
variety of approximate (filtered) systems of fluid equations (e.g. hydrostatic, elastic, anelastic,
Boussinesq, cf. Reference [12]) and engender many split-explicit or semi-implicit methods for
their integration [13].

For research studies of all-scale geophysical fluids, we have found the anelastic non-
hydrostatic system beneficial. The anelastic approximation may be thought of as a generalized
Boussinesq approximation where the effects of density variations on mass balance and inertia
are neglected in the equations of mass continuity and momentum, but are accounted for in the
buoyancy forces. The classical, incompressible, Boussinesq system is applicable to shallow
motions with small material displacement compared to characteristic vertical scale of the fluid,
thereby allowing for a simple uniform reference state. The anelastic approximation extends
this concept by accounting for the density/temperature stratification of the static background.
Although the non-hydrostatic anelastic equations are known to be accurate for modelling
the elements of weather and climate up to synoptic scale [14], their suitability for global
weather and climate prediction has been often criticized—recently, using arguments of linear
normal mode analysis [12]. Notwithstanding, our numerical results [15, 16] document that the
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anelastic equations adequately capture a range of idealized planetary flows. This has important
practical consequences. Inherent in the anelastic system are (i) the Boussinesq linearization
of the pressure gradient forces and the mass fluxes in the momentum and mass continuity
equations, respectively, and (ii) the anelasticity per se, equivalent to taking the limit of an
infinite speed of sound. Working in concert, these two approximations greatly simplify the
design of second-order accurate, flexible, and computationally efficient (viz., implicit with
respect to inertia-gravity waves) research models for a broad range of geophysical flows. This
is especially important within the class of NFT models, where two-time-level self-adaptive
non-linear numerics lead inevitably to difficult non-linear elliptic problems for the implicit
discretization of the fully compressible Euler equations. From the viewpoint of numerical
engineering, the anelastic model transmutes easily into either a compressible/incompressible
Boussinesq, or an incompressible Euler system [15].

2.2. Analytic formulation

To address a broad class of geophysical flows in a variety of domains,—with, optionally,
Dirichlet, Neumann, or periodic boundaries in each direction—we formulate (and solve) the
governing equations in transformed co-ordinates (7,X,y,z) within a computational domain S
with, in general, cuboidal, toroidal, or a spheroidal topology implied by the physical boundary
conditions. The co-ordinates (#,x, y,z) in the physical domain S, are assumed orthogonal and
stationary—Cartesian or spherical are typical examples. The physical domains admitted under
the homeomorphism

(t,x,7,2)=(t, E(t,x, y),D(t,x, y),C(t,x, y,2)) (1)

cover a range from the canonical Cartesian box, to spherical shells with irregular undulating
boundaries. In the latter case, the topology of the cuboid is still an option. By removing an
arbitrary small circle about the poles, the traditional differentiation across the pole is replaced
with Neumann boundaries on the circle, thereby simplifying the use of the same model for
both global and small-to-mesoscale applications. This option is important for improving com-
munications in the massively parallel variant of the model code when a grid deforms in the
vicinity of the poles. The assumption in (1) that the transformed horizontal co-ordinates (x,y)
are independent of the vertical co-ordinate z follows the primary hydrostatic structure of the
atmosphere and oceans and simplifies the metric terms. Examples of mappings embedded in
(1) include the classical terrain-following co-ordinates of Gal-Chen and Somerville [17], their
time-dependent extensions [6, 18], as well as a horizontal stretching whereby the horizontal
co-ordinates in S; are arbitrary (in theory subject to C? continuity; cf. Reference [5]) functions
of the time and horizontal co-ordinates in S,.

Given transformation (1), the anelastic equations of Lipps and Hemler [19] can be written
as follows

a(p*v™*)
By =0 (2)
do/ ~k O’ 0’
o 7 j
=Gty 5 + F + v (3)
a0
L (4)
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where the physical and geometrical aspects intertwine each other. Insofar as the physics is
concerned v/ denotes components of the physical velocity (defined in S,);® 0, p, and =
denote potential temperature, density, and a density-normalized pressure; g is the acceleration
of gravity; #/ symbolizes the deviation of inertial forces (e.g. Coriolis and geospherical
metric accelerations) from the geostrophically balanced ambient (or environmental) state v{,
0.; whereas ¥/ and # symbolize viscous dissipation of momentum and diffusion of heat,
respectively. Primes denote perturbations with respect to the environmental state, and the
subscript , refers to the basic state, i.e. a horizontally homogeneous hydrostatic reference
state of a Boussinesq type expansion around a constant stability profile (cf. Section 2b in
Reference [20], for a discussion).

The geometry of the co-ordinates in (1) enters the governing equations as follows: p* := py
G,% G denoting the Jacobian of the transformation (defined in the subsequent paragraph),

(3]

and j,k=1,2,3 correspond to ‘x’, ‘y’, ‘z’ components, respectively, in either S, or S;. In
the momentum equation (3), (N?Jk := /g7 (0x*/0x/) are renormalized elements of the Jacobi
matrix where summation is not implied over j, and 84 is the Kronecker delta. The coefficients
g” are the diagonal elements of the conjugate metric tensor of S, (defined below). The total
derivative is given by d/d7 = /07 +0v**(9/0x*), where v** :=dx*/d7 :=x* is the contravariant
velocity. Appearing in continuity (2) and potential temperature (4) equations is the solenoidal
velocity (so named for distinction, because of the form continuity takes with it)

_.  _, Ox*
sk %k _
vt i=v 3 (5)

that readily follows—given p, = pp(X), and the time-independent co-ordinate system in
S,—from the tensor invariant form of anelastic continuity G~'d(p,Gv*')/0x' =0, where
i=0,1,2,3 (i=0 refers to time 7); see Reference [5] and the references therein for a dis-
cussion. Use of the solenoidal velocity facilitates the solution procedures because it preserves
the incompressible character of numerical equations. While numerous relationships can be
derived that express any velocity (solenoidal, contravariant, or physical) in terms of the other,
in either transformed or physical co-ordinate system [5], a particularly useful transformation

7 =Gk (6)

relates the solenoidal and physical velocities directly.

The elements of the metric tensor of the transformed co-ordinates are g,,, = g,4(0x?/0x™)
(0x9/0x"), where g,, denotes the metric tensor of the physical co-ordinate system (which
need not be Cartesian). The Jacobian is then G=g,,,|"?. The elements of g,, may be
computed from the definition of the fundamental metric ds®> =g,,dx?dx? and the linear sys-
tem g,,g" = 6%. Employing g,, =0 for p#g—a consequence of the assumed orthogonality
of the co-ordinates in S,—the elements of the conjugate metric tensor, needed in (3), are

8In meteorological applications, the physical velocity is typically defined using a local Cartesian system and so has
dimensions of length/time; a distinct representation of the physical velocity, o/ # v/, also exists for the trans-
formed co-ordinate system; cf. Reference [5].

TWe use := to mean defined as, to distinguish from = (identically).
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computed from g¥ =1/g;;. Note that unlike g?¢, the metric coefficients élq, appearing in
Equations (3) and (6) are not symmetric (i.e. é;;é éqp).

2.3. Numerical approximations

Given (2), each prognostic equation of the anelastic system (3) and (4) can be written
compactly either as a Lagrangian evolution equation

dys
—_ :R
3 (7
or an Eulerian conservation law
a * — kK *
%;p+vo(pvw):pR ®)

Here  symbolizes v/ or ', R denotes the associated ths, and V e :=(0/0x, /07, 0/0Z)e.

The theory and performance of our NFT approach have been broadly documented in the
literature; see Reference [1] for a succint review. In essence, we approximate either (8)
or (7) to second-order accuracy in space and time, employing a formal congruency of the
Eulerian [21] and semi-Lagrangian [22] optional model algorithms, respectively. In effect,
either algorithm can be written in the compact form

Y =LE() + 0.5AR!! 9)

where "' is the solution sought at the grid point (7"',%;), Y:=y" + 0.5AtR", and LE
denotes a two-time-level either advective semi-Lagrangian or flux-form Eulerian NFT transport
operator. In the Eulerian scheme, LE integrates the homogeneous transport equation (8), i.e.

LE advects ¥ using a fully second-order accurate multidimensional NFT advection scheme
[1,23]; whereas in the semi-Lagrangian algorithm, LE remaps transported fields, which arrive
at the grid points (7,X;), back to the departure points of the flow trajectories (7", X,(7"*!,X;))
also using NFT advection schemes [22,24].

For inviscid adiabatic flows, Equation (9) represents a system of equations that is implicit
with respect to all dependent variables in (3) and (4), since forcing terms are assumed to
be unknown at n 4 1. This system is inverted algebraically to construct expressions for the
solenoidal velocity components that are subsequently substituted into (2) to produce an el-
liptic equation for pressure (see Reference [5] for the complete development). The elliptic
pressure equation is solved, subject to appropriate boundary conditions [5, 6], using a precon-
ditioned non-symmetric Krylov-subspace solver [25]. Given the updated pressure, and hence
the updated solenoidal velocity, the updated physical and contravariant velocity components
are constructed from the solenoidal velocities using transformations (6) and (5), respectively.
Non-linear terms in R"*! (e.g. metric terms arising on the globe) may require outer iteration of
the system of equations generated by (9) [15]. When included, diabatic, viscous, and subgrid-
scale forcings may be first-order accurate and explicit, e.g. assume SGS(y"™')=SGS(y") +
O(At) in R"™!, see Section 3.5.4 in Reference [23]. For extensions to moist processes, see
Reference [16].
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3. EXTENSIONS: CURVILINEAR OPERATOR CALCULUS

3.1. Tensor identities

Developments in this paper make use of several tensor identities. For the reader’s convenience,
here, we highlight two of them that we have found particularly useful both for manipulating
analytic tensor fields into forms preferred in the numerical model and for evaluating transfor-
mation coefficients in the model code.!

The first identity, although elementary, has profound implications for the implementation
of the operator calculus in the numerical model. In a four-dimensional space, it consists of
16 simultaneous equations (differential identities) that relate the elements of the Jacobi and
inverse Jacobi matrices of the transformation defining S;

,_ Ox" Ox?
ST Ox4 Ox¢

Given our specified functional form for the transformation, (1), 6 of these reduce to trivial
statements (i.e. 0=0 or 1=1), leaving 10 equations relating 20 metric coefficients. Since in
our model the problem is solved in S, the physical co-ordinates of S, are treated as dependent
variables, that is, x? =x9(X"). Once the 0x?/0x* have been determined (either analytically or
numerically), the simultaneous equations (10) are used to determine the inverse metric coef-
ficients 0x"/0x?. The use of these differential identities is important for ensuring conservative
properties of the numerical model. The latter becomes exposed in the proof (not shown) of

the second identity
G o (Gox
G % (Gaxs> =0 (1

termed the geometric conservation law, or GCL.** The left-hand side can be recognized as
the divergence in S; of the contravariant form (1/G)0x"/0x* multiplied by the Jacobian of
S,. This form gives weighted ‘velocities’ (s =0), or ‘stretching factors’ (s=1,2,3) between
S, and S;. Evidently, (11) is a set of four statements about the conservation of space.
Various components of the GCL have been recognized as being of fundamental importance in
numerical models for curvilinear co-ordinates for 25 years [26]. The generalized GCL in (11)
arises naturally from the co-ordinate invariance of conservation equations written in tensor
form, and the use of the differential identities (10) is important for satisfying the GCL.

(10)

3.2. Vorticity

The physical definition of vorticity, @ =V x v, is independent of the choice of co-ordinate
system that one uses to describe a fluid flow. In curvilinear co-ordinates, however, one needs
to carefully distinguish between covariant and contravariant (as well as mixed) forms in order
that a physical vorticity with appropriate dimensions may be recovered, for this is what we
would observe in a laboratory or in the field.

IFor examples, see discussion surrounding Equation (13) in Reference [6].
**This version of GCL has been used to derive (2) from the tensor invariant anelastic continuity equation;
cf. discussion following (5).
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Following the notation of the preceding section, we begin with the formal definition of
vorticity in the co-ordinate-invariant covariant tensor form, cf. Reference [27]:

O =V — V5 (12)

Here, v¥; denotes the covariant velocity distinguished from the contravariant velocity v*/ only
by the index position,’ and indices following a comma refer to covariant differentiation; i.e.
evaluating elements of the gradient operator. In particular, for the covariant velocity

_w [r -
vf,,k:ﬁ;— {jk}v*p (13)

The term in brackets is a Christoffel symbol of the second kind [27], and it appears due to
the twisting and turning of the curvilinear co-ordinates. Similar to j, &, the index p=1,2,3
corresponds to ‘x’, ‘y’, and ‘z’. Because w*j is skew symmetric, any three independent
elements suffice to describe the vorticity vector.

The covariant vorticity (12) is the principal form. However, we wish to develop the physical
vorticity form as a function of physical velocity gradients. In general, covariant velocities
are unavailable in the model, because they are not required to solve the governing equations.
Routinely stored are the physical velocity components v/ expressed in terms of the co-ordinates
X of the transformed space S; where the computation is done. In order to compute in S; the
physical vorticity defined in S, in terms of v/ we: (i) write (12) for the reference system S,
using the covariant velocities of the reference system v}; (ii) rewrite the covariant velocities
in terms of the physical velocities; (iii) transform all spatial derivatives into the curvilinear
space S;; and (iv) extract the physical vorticity from (12). The final result is

) k
[k P OV 9k
(Uq:&'qjk gkij o%r (14)

where ¢, is the permutation symbol, and g=1,2,3. The relative simplicity of expression
(14) depends on the assumption of orthogonality of (¢,x) co-ordinates in S,, see Section 2.

In order to illustrate (14) at work, we consider the numerical simulation, presented in
[6], of a flow of an ideal 3D homogenecous Boussinesq fluid past oscillating membranes.
The membranes form impermeable free-slip upper and lower boundaries, and their shape is
prescribed, respectively, as

240 cos>(mr/2L) sin(2nt/T) if r/L<1
zy(r(x, ), 1) = .

0 otherwise (15)
H(x,y,t)=Hy — zs(x, y,1)

with » = /x2 + )2, oscillation period T =48A¢, amplitude z, = 51.2Az, the membranes’ half-
width L =512Ax, where Ax=Ay=Az, and C(t,x, y,z)=Ho(z — z;)/(H — z;) in (1). The
computational domain consists of 160 x 160 x 128 grid intervals, in the horizontal and vertical,
respectively, and the LE operator in (9) is semi-Lagrangian. The domain deformation is

TIn any co-ordinate system, v%; =g, v*/.
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Table 1. Vorticity errors in a potential flow simulation.

Field Max || Average Standard deviation
Ato' 6.99 x 1072 —487%x 10718 1.90 x 1073
At 6.98 x 1072 —3.19x 1077 1.90 x 1073
Atew)® 7.62 x 1073 220x 10718 171 x 107*
AtV e 0 294 x 1073 —752x 10718 3.75x 1077

significant, since at ¢t = 7/4, the upper and lower boundaries are separated merely by one-fifth
of the vertical extent of the model. The magnitude of the induced flow and its variation is
approximately 5 and 0.5, respectively, as measured by ¢ = ||Av*/AX|| and £ = | At0v*/0X||—
the (maximal) Courant and ‘Lipschitz’ numbers (cf. Reference [22] for a discussion). For
a graphic illustration of the simulated flow we refer the interested reader to Figure 1 in
Reference [6].

Lacking diabatic forces, boundary friction, and buoyancy, the experimental set-up implies
a potential-flow solution with zero integral pressure force on the bounding walls (D’ Alembert
paradox, cf. Reference [28]). Indeed, the authors have verified in Reference [6] that the
pressure drag is on the order of round-off errors. We have computed wA¢ as implied by (14),
using standard centred finite-difference approximations. Since the simulated flow is clearly
potential, the residual vorticity is primarily due to the truncation error of evaluating (14)
itself. In general, we find the domain averaged residual vorticity(x At) on the order of round-
off errors, with standard deviations <2 x 1073—i.e. 3 and 2 orders smaller than the flow
magnitude as measured, respectively, by ¢ and #. Furthermore, divergence of the solenoidal
vorticity, evaluated from the physical vorticity by means of transformation (6), is 7 and 6
orders smaller than ¥ and . For illustration, Table I shows statistics from ¢=7/4 when
the displacement of membranes is maximal but flow weak (¢ =1.2 and ¥ =0.14) thereby
representing the worst-case scenario.

3.3. Scalar diffusion

The diffusion of heat, symbolized by the # term on the rhs of (4), is a realization of the
general problem for scalar diffusion. It is defined in S, as a divergence of the Fickian flux of
the scalar field 0'. Starting with a pure covariant form of the flux ~ 0;,, after suitable tensor
algebra we arrive at

1o [ .00
iy = (“P g’kaxk> (16)

expressed solely in S;. Here, o denotes the diffusivity coefficient with the dimension of

length? x time ™.

3.4. Momentum dissipation

Our use of a curvilinear, though orthogonal and stationary, reference space represents a sig-
nificant departure from earlier transformation methods discussed in the literature of computa-
tional meteorology (e.g. Reference [17]) where all relevant formulae were derived assuming
Cartesian S,. Although this approach—merely optional for Euclidean spaces—greatly
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simplifies designing all-scale models for geophysical flows, it does require rederivation of
all relevant formulae. This is particularly tedious for the ¥/ term on the rhs of (3). In the
interest of saving journal space, here, we only highlight the chain of thoughts that lead us
to the final expression for the viscous stress divergence employed in the model, additional
details may be found in Reference [29].

The derivation of the viscous stress starts with the development of the strain rate tensor.
Forthcoming from geometric principles, we begin by defining the strain rate tensor, £, in
terms of the time rate of change of distance elements when co-moving with the flow. Then,
from the definition of the fundamental metric (see the paragraph following Equation (6)) we
arrive, after some algebra, at the covariant form of the strain rate tensor

&5 = (V%) + 05k) (17)

the symmetric complement of the rotation (viz, half of the vorticity in Equation (12)) to the
gradient of the covariant velocity. These are the forms which exhibit the objectivity alluded
to in the introduction. In order to compute the covariant strain rate components, (17) is
(i) written for S, (ii) (13) is used to expand the covariant derivatives, (iii) the covariant
velocities are rescaled into the physical velocities, and (iv) the chain rule is used to rewrite
the derivatives in terms of S;. The final result is

=5 (vaud! NI G TR )=V { o b (18)

If needed, this expression may be rescaled to yield the physical strain rate, &/ = =\gighey.
Except for the Christoffel terms (which do not cancel in this case), the physical strain rate
strongly parallels the form for physical vorticity (14).

Next we define the deviatoric (or viscous) stress in S,

poty =2 + W] (19)

where the two coefficients are the molecular viscosity p and the bulk viscosity 4;# the mixed
strain rate tensor ¢f/ may be generated by raising an index on the covariant form given in
(18), and v = —v""0 In(p*)/0x™ from (2).

The viscous force ¥/ on the rhs of (3) consists of components of the divergence of the
viscous stress tensor. After suitable tensor algebra we arrive at

1 0

ry/j p axp (,0 Gk\/mr ]k) 71_*]/( \/%_'_\/7{ } sIm (20)

with
*=2vgl g"*es + kg vl (21

where v:= u/p is the kinematic viscosity and x := A/p is the density normalized bulk viscosity.
The last two terms on the rhs of (20) vanish in Cartesian S; the first of them arises because
we use a hybrid form of the momentum equation that uses the physical velocity rather than
the contravariant velocity, whereas the second reflects the intrinsic curvilinear nature of S,,.

We assume a Newtonian fluid and employ the traditional Stokes hypothesis.
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4. EXAMPLE

In Reference [5] we addressed the mesh-refinement aspects of our curvilinear mapping ap-
proach, whereas in Reference [6] we focused on the adaptivity to variable vertical boundaries.
Here, we emphasize yet another aspect, i.e. the ability to accommodate complex horizontal
boundaries. To illustrate the potential of the advocated approach as a discovery tool in the
area of complex geophysical flows, we highlight the original simulation of an idealized strat-
ified rotating flow past a long winding valley. The Froude and Rossby numbers—respective
measures of the relative importance of the inertial to buoyancy and Coriolis accelerations—are
both about 0.6, thereby indicating significant non-linearity of the simulated flow. In spite of the
relevance to weather conditions in densely populated areas, this is a poorly understood and un-
explored problem—primarily, we believe, because of the lack of adequate mathematical tools.
The horizontal model domain in S, is bounded by two sinusoids of the same x-wavelength
L, =400 km, separated by constant increment 200 km in y. A cosine-shaped valley with the
depth and half-width 0.8 and 30 km, respectively, is centred in the model domain. The ver-
tical domain is 9 km deep. The ambient wind is (U,0,0) with U =5 m/s, and the buoyancy
frequency N =0.012 s~! and relative humidity 92% are assumed (for a discussion of moist
thermodynamics and its numerical representation, see Reference [16] and references therein).
Boundary conditions are periodic in both horizontal directions. Lower boundary assumes par-
tial slip with typical (for mesoscale simulations) drag coefficient C; = 1073, and the uniform
normal heat flux A, =—0.01 K ms~'. The boundary-sink of heat and momentum is felt in the
vertical via an arbitrarily specified ‘eddy viscosity’. Its surface value v=o=0.25Az?/At is
attenuated exponentially to zero with e-folding scale 2Az. The transformed model domain
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Figure 1. Vertical velocity (outer left panel) and cloud water mixing ratio (inner left panel) in the yz
cross section at x=120km and cloud-water mixing ratio at bottom surface of the model (right panel);
two dotted lines along the center of the sinusoidal domain outline the extent of the valley.
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S; is covered with 100 x 50 x 60 grid increments. The simulation covers 8 h of physical time
with Ar=60s. Figure 1 displays the solution after 8h. The results obtained have been verified
against linear estimations, and corresponding 3D/2D simulations on rectangular domains. The
benefits of the advocated approach are obvious: the narrower the winding valley, the more
prohibitive the cost of standard simulations on rectangular domains. Here, the gain is about
a factor of 2.
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