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ABSTRACT

This work analyzes seasonal heat transport in an ocean-only numerical simulation of the Indian Ocean forced
by realistic seasonal winds and surface heat fluxes north of 15°S, assuming no Indonesian Throughflow. The
seasonal changes in the model circulation and temperature structure are found to be overall consistent with
observations, despite flaws in sea surface temperature and mixed layer depth. The simulation confirms that the
reversal of the monsoons and of the associated Ekman transports plays an important role in reversing the sign
of the ocean heat transport seasonally causing, in particular, the Arabian Sea’s drastic annual cooling, but it
suggests that, south of 10°N, deep boundary currents must reverse as well. Most of the model heat transport is
carried by a deep downwelling ccll during the northeast monsoon and by a shallower upwelling cell during the
southwest monsoon. An analysis of the three-dimensional circulation reveals that, in boreal summer, the net
—1.2 pW (1 pW = 10'5 W) cross-equatorial model heat transport derives mostly from a 20 X 10° m*s™’
northward boundary current at intermediate levels (12.5°C) returned over the interior at the surface (27.5°C).
In boreal winter, the net -+ 1 pW heat transport derives mostly from a 10 X 10 m® s~! northward interior surface
flow (27.5°C) returned in several deep southward boundary currents (5°C). It is argued that the +1 pW February
heat transport value is realistic and that a deep overturning cell must therefore exist, otherwise the return branch
of the relatively smail February Ekman transport would have to occur at a negative transport-averaged temper-
ature. Moreover, deep downwelling during the northeast monsoon occurs in the model because of a pattern of
flow convergence at intermediate levels of the Somali Current that is consistent with direct observations. An
approach toward assessing the location and the role of diabatic processes (which could be responsible for too
deep a penetration of the downwelling cell) is tested, and a formal decomposition of the seasonal heat transport
into diabatic and adiabatic components is suggested. Representing as a function of latitude and potential tem-
perature an equivalent streamfunction associated with diffusion appears a promising step toward quantifying
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such diabatic heat transports on a seasonal basis.

1. Introﬂuction

The monsoonal wind system over the northern and
equatorial Indian Ocean drives spectacular seasonal
variations, especially visible in the annual reversal of
the Somali Current, in the semiannual occurrence of
strong equatorial surface jets, and in the abrupt annual
cooling of the Arabian Sea [decrease in heat content
and surface temperature, Diiing and Leetmaa (1980)].
This cooling occurs during the southwest monsoon 1in
boreal summer, that is, at a time of net surface heat flux
into the ocean, which in other parts of the Northern
Hemisphere would coincide with warming. The ocean
circulation, characterized in boreal summer by strong
coastal upwelling in the Somali Current region and
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southeastward Ekman flow in the interior, must there-
fore play a major role in exporting heat out of the Ara-
bian Sea during the southwest monsoon (Figs. 1b,d,f).

This point is supported by the work of Hastenrath
and Greischar (1993), who made an indirect estimate
of the seasonal cycle of meridional oceanic heat trans-
port by subtracting monthly estimates of the time vari-
ation of upper oceanic heat content from monthly es-
timates of atmospheric fluxes at the ocean surface (and
integrating southward from the northern boundary). In
agreement with an earlier estimate by Hsiung et al.
(1989), they find southward oceanic heat transport in
boreal summer and northward transport in boreal win-
ter (i.e., a heat transport always toward the winter
hemisphere, enhanced during boreal summer). There
exists no direct oceanic estimate of this seasonal re-
versal in the direction of heat transport. Estimates from
zonal transoceanic hydrographic sections have been
made at 32°S, where seasonal variations are much less
conspicuous, and they have been considered estimates
of the mean. Thus, Toole and Warren (1993) recently
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(Jan—Feb, left panels) and at the peak of the southwest monsoon (Jul-Aug,
(1989), show the wind stress (contours of its norm every 0.5 X 10~* N m™2);
"; and the lower panels (e—f) the Ekman transport (contours of its
ring of the wind stress at the crossing of the equator (change of sign
es is to the north over most of the basin in February and to the south



2668

estimated a net annual divergence of about 1 pW,!
which agrees at least in sign and order of magnitude
with estimates of the yearly net energy influx at the
surface north of 32°S. :

Ekman transport, which carries the warmest temper-
atures of the water column and which reverses to the
northwest during the northeast monsoon (Figs. la,c,e),
can play a decisive role in reversing the sign of the net
heat transport at that season, at least north of 10°S
where the Indian Ocean is most influenced by the mon-
soon (Levitus 1987). Moreover, this sign reversal of
heat transport can occur mostly adiabatically. This will
be the case if, in order to accommodate the warm north-
ward Ekman transport and its necessarily colder south-
ward return flow, the volume of warm water increases,
the volume of cold water decreases (i.e., the isotherms
deepen), but negligible temperature conversion takes
place. In reality, some conversion of warm to cold wa-
ter, that is, some cross-isotherm flux, must occur some-
where in the domain in boreal winter, tempering iso-
therm deepening and contributing to the northward heat
transport, because the net surface heat flux is negative
(out of the ocean). This illustrates that, when dealing
with seasonal variations in heat transport, one deals
with two components: an ‘‘adiabatic’’ and a ‘‘dia-
batic’’ heat transport, easily defined formally but hard
to separate in practice because changes in heat content
reflect both  adiabatic and diabatic processes. (By con-
trast, the annual mean heat transport can be thought of
as purely diabatic.)

Which components of the Indian Ocean circulation
actually achieve the net oceanic heat transport on a sea-
sonal basis? Is it indeed essential that the Ekman trans-
port reverses direction seasonally? How is heat trans-
ported across the equator? What are the adiabatic and
diabatic components of the heat transport? Which var-
ies most from one monsoon season to the other? Where
do temperature conversions mostly occur? These are
questions that one cannot address using present oceanic
observations but that one can explore using numerical
simulations. Hence, the motivation for this study.

The simulation of a tropical Indian Ocean reported
on here, with no Indonesian Throughflow, was run in
1985 by Philander and Pacanowski at GFDL, Prince-
ton, to study the seasonal cycle of the upper layers.
Model topography and model grid are presented in Fig.
2. This simulation is among the first to be based upon
a fully nonlinear stratified model and realistic clima-
tological forcing. It has been used to study certain lim-
ited aspects of the circulation (Schott 1986; Schott et
al. 1988; Visbeck and Schott 1992), but no analysis of
the overall model performance has yet been published.
We chose to work with this rather old model because
of its availability to us. As is the case for simpler mod-
els, the performance of this one suffers from limited

"1pW = 10" W.
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resolution, crude parameterizations of small-scale pro-
cesses, and uncertainties in the dynamical and ther-
modynamical forcing fields. The model has at its dis-
posal, however, a rich range of physical mechanisms
that govern large-scale dynamics. Despite known de-
ficiencies (constant nonpenetrative shortwave input,
primitive mixed layer physics, unrealistic freshwater
budget), it does deal with diabatic processes, so that
its use is more relevant to the questions addressed here
than the use of a simpler reduced-gravity model, which
could only hope to reproduce the adiabatic part of the
total heat transport. Finally, the simulated seasonal cy-
cles of surface currents and oceanic meridional heat
transport qualitatively agree with observed estimates.
The mechanisms controlling these seasonal variations
in the model appear physically plausible and relatively
insensitive to the model defects. We believe these
mechanisms will prove relevant in more advanced
models and in the real world.

For the readers familiar with the GFDL model, it
may be enough to know that the version used to gen-
erate the run studied here is the same primitive equa-
tions 27-level model used by Philander and Pacanowski
(1986a,b) and by Philander et al. (1987) to study the
seasonal cycles of the tropical Atlantic and Pacific, re-
spectively (same code, same parameterizations). For
the other readers, the simulation and its limitations are
presented in more detail in appendix A. The model was
spun up for two years and integrated for another three
years, a time purposefully short compared to the time-
scale for thermodynamic adjustment, but long enough
for the upper tropical circulation to have reached a re-
peatable seasonal cycle. For all analyses below, an out-
put of instantaneous fields on the 15th of each month
of the last year of integration was used. Because the
forcings are based on monthly averaged quantities and
given past experience with similarly forced instanta-
neous and monthly averaged fields in the tropical At-
lantic, we actually expect these instantaneous fields to
be fairly representative of monthly averages. The
coarse temporal resolution of this output, however, did
not allow any decomposition into mean and eddy (or
into annual mean, monthly mean, and eddy) fields. We
will be looking at seasonal variations of instantaneous
fields and, whenever referring to annual means, we will
be talking about estimates obtained from averaging 12
instantaneous values.

In section 2, we show how the model circulation
compares with ship drift estimates and with the few
direct observations of subsurface currents; we diagnose
the seasonal cycle of the model zonally integrated heat
budget and compare it with observational estimates.
Section 3 shows how, in the model, heat is transported
predominantly by the zonally integrated circulation,
which exhibits spectacular changes between February
and August. This leads us to explore which seasonal
changes in the model’s three-dimensional circulation
cause the changes in the meridional streamfunction,
and discover that reversals in deep boundary currents
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are involved. Section 4 discusses the possible relevance
of the simulation to the real Indian Ocean. We reex-
amine discrepancies between model and observations
on the annual mean, seasonal reversals in observed
deep currents, and indirect estimates of the seasonal
heat transport; we explore the respective parts played
by adiabatic and diabatic processes in the model sea-
sonal heat transport; and we speculate on the possible
impact of having blocked the Indonesian Throughflow.
Appendix B formalizes the problem of decomposing
the heat transport into its adiabatic and diabatic com-
ponents.

The spirit of this work is to provide a benchmark for
future comparison with more recent and more sophis-
ticated simulations as well as with upcoming observa-
tions. We are not trying to defend the 1985 simulation
and the parameterizations chosen at the time it was run.
We will, in fact, insist on aspects of that simulation that
need improving as much as on its robust features. Some
of the nontraditional diagnostics that we developed to
address the questions posed above may appear some-
what far fetched when applied to the 1985 run (admit-
tedly not especially designed to address these ques-
tions). We nevertheless insist on the analysis because
it greatly helped our own reflection on seasonal heat
transport and because we believe it will provide a use-
ful framework within which to study and intercompare
other simulations. [For a review of simulations of the
Indian Ocean, the reader is referred to McCreary et al.
(1993) and to Godfrey et al. (1995).]

2. Model assessment
a. Circulation

Monthly instantaneous vector plots of the model hor-
izontal circulation at the 5-m level were averaged
within 2° latitude by 5° longitude boxes between 20°S
and 20°N to obtain the same resolution as the Richard-
son and McKee (1989) monthly mean maps of ship
drifts. Figure 3 presents the comparison for months typ-
ical of the developed monsoons: February (northeast
monsoon) and August (southwest monsoon), and for
months typical of the intermonsoon seasons: May and
November. Overall, the two sets of maps compare re-
markably well in speed, direction, and seasonal varia-
tions. This is true, in particular, for the seasonal rever-
sals of the Somali Current along the western boundary
and those of the Monsoon Drift Current south of Sri
Lanka in response to the monsoons reversals, for the
convergence of the southward Somali Current and the
northward East African Coastal Current into an east-
ward South Equatorial Countercurrent during the
northeast monsoon, for the appearance of the eastward
equatorial jets along the equator during the transition
between monsoons, > for the direction of rotation of the

2 See also Visbeck and Schott (1992), their Fig. 4.
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large-scale flow in the Arabian Sea and the Bay of Ben-
gal, and for the southeastward current south of Indo-
nesia.

An apparent discrepancy can be noted year-round
south of 5°S in the westward South Equatorial Current,
where the model simulation at 5 m shows a stronger
southward component of flow than observed. (This
contributes at 3°-10°S to a model East African Coastal
Current that is weaker than observed.) Paradoxically,
this discrepancy is not present in the Woodberry et al.
(1989) simulation of the southern tropical Indian
Ocean by a simpler nonlinear reduced gravity model.
This behavior of the GFDL model (also visible in sim-
ulations of the tropical Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by
the GFDL and other general circulation models) ap-
pears to be a consequence of its thermodynamics. In
regions where the mixed layer depth is not determined
dynamically, the model underestimates it because the
shortwave radiation (constant in the model, see appen-
dix A), being nonpenetrative, restricts the mixed layer
thickness to the uppermost model level, that is, to a
layer 10 m thick where all the Ekman transport (to the
southwest in this region) is concentrated (cf. Figs. 3a,b
to Figs. le—f near 10°S). Allowing seasonal variations
in shortwave radiation and introducing high-frequency
wind variability would also contribute to improved
mixed layer thickening. Ocean general circulation
models with mixed layer physics do simulate surface
currents more satisfactorily (e.g., Rosati and Miyakoda
1988). The comparison with the observations (and
with models with a coarser vertical resolution or devoid
of diabatic processes) improves if one considers, in-
stead of just the first model level, an average of the two
or three upper levels; that is, if one effectively redis--
tributes the surface momentum over a deeper (20-30
m thick) layer. Contrasting the nonaveraged model sur-
face velocity with finer-scale observations (not shown)
again reveals that the model reproduces the large eddy
structure of the surface Somali Current less satisfacto-
rily than simpler reduced gravity simulations. As be-
fore, the comparison improves as soon as one considers
the average of the two or three upper model levels.

Other systematic discrepancies of relatively small
scale exist, probably related to the neglect of the In-
donesian Throughflow and/or to inadequacies in the
southern boundary condition. The year-round flow be-
tween Africa and Madagascar is southward (toward the
Agulhas Current) in the ship drift maps [see also Swal-
low et al. (1991)], but northward at 5 m in the model.
In August at the eastern end of 10°S, the model simu-
lates a much weaker current south of Indonesia than
the one shown by the ship drift map.

Few direct observations of subsurface currents exist
within the simulated domain north of 15°S. Most con-
cern either the equatorial region [e.g., Luyten and
Swallow (1976) for the deep jets; Leetmaa and Stom-
mel (1980) for the equatorial undercurrent or the So-
mali Current (e.g., Schott et al. 1989, 1990)]. Within
the limits of its resolution, the model compares favor-
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velocity vector every 0.25 m s~'. SEC: South Equatorial

tercurrent, SC: Somali Current, MDC: Monsoon Drift Current, and EJ: equatorial jet.

he transition seasons between monsoons. Contours represent the norm of the
Current, SECC: South Equatorial Countercurrent, EACC: East African Coun-
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FIG. 4. Contrast between model temperature at the first (5 m) vertical level (upper panels) and COADS climatology (lower panels),
redrawn after Rao et al. (1989), for the months of extreme SST: warmest in April (a—c), coldest in July (b-d).

ably with these observations ( Schott 1986; Schott et al.
1988; Visbeck 1989; Visbeck and Schott 1992). The
current meter measurements made between October
1984 and October 1986 in and below the Somali Cur-
rent at the equator (Schott et al. 1989, 1990) are of
particular importance to the present study of meridional
heat transport. These unfortunately short time series
suggest that only the upper 125 m or so of the Somali
Current reverses direction with the monsoon, while the
125-500 m range flows northward year round. Weak
currents were measured in the 500—-1000 m range, but
a conspicuous seasonal reversal was observed again at
3000 m, with 0.10 m s~! to the northeast during the
southwest monsoon and 0.07 m s™! to the southwest
during the northeast monsoon (i.e., a flow at 3000 m
_in the same direction as the surface Somali Current).
Based on a comparison with other (nonsimultaneous)
current meter measurements at 4°S and 5°N and with
historical salinity and oxygen distributions near sur-
faces oy = 25 (mean depth 110 m), 26.6 (250 m), and
27.2 (675 m), these authors furthermore speculated
that the flow in the 100—500 m range is continuously

northward between 5°S and 5°N during the southwest -

monsoon but converges near 2°N during the northeast
monsoon (northward flow between 5°S and 2°N, south-
ward flow between 2°N and 10°N). The model behaves
similarly, with important consequences for the seasonal

cycle of heat transport, as shown below. More hydro-
graphic sections were occupied in December 1986—
January 1987 and in July—August 1987 in the same
region. Salinity and oxygen distributions on 8 = 1.8°C
(close to 3000 m where the deep current was observed
to reverse the year before) did not confirm the flow
reversal (Warren and Johnson 1992). The distributions
suggested instead southwestward flow during both sea-
sons. However, because the 1987 monsoon was ex-
traordinarily weak, while there was nothing anomalous
about the 1984 —86 winds, we are inclined to consider
Schott et al.’s observations as more relevant for a cli-
matological study.

b. Heat budget

Figure 4 contrasts the model sea surface temperature
(SST, upper panels) with the COADS? climatology [as
plotted by Rao et al. (1989), lower panels] for the
warmest (April, left panels) and coldest (July, right
panels ) months of the year. In both model and observed
fields, warmest temperatures occur between 5°S and
15°N, and coldest temperatures are found along the

? Comprehensive Ocean—Atmosphere Data Set (Slutz et al. 1985).
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western boundary. Position and seasonal migration of
the thermal equator throughout the seasonal cycle, po-
sition, and time of occurrence of coastal upwellings
also roughly agree when one compares the model with
the observations. Warmest temperatures from the
model at the 5-m level are, however, about 2°C too
warm and cold temperatures are too cold. This is partly
due to the fact that we are comparing an instantaneous
nonaveraged model output to a smooth climatology.
We must also note that there are large differences be-
tween climatologies. For instance, the July SST map
from Hastenrath and Lamb’s (1979) atlas compares
better with Fig. 4b because it shows much colder water
along the East African coast than Fig. 4d does, with a
distribution very similar to Fig. 4b. It does not, how-
ever, show any temperature higher than 30°C as the
model has simulated. That is certainly a consequence
of our parameterization of radiation terms as con-
stants,* as well as of the smoothness of the monthly
winds, which yields underestimated mixing and evap-
oration.’ This flaw also appeared in the simulations of
the Atlantic and Pacific seasonal cycles (Philander and
Pacanowski 1986a; Philander et al. 1987). It should be
emphasized that shortcomings in the parameterization
of diabatic processes are always exacerbated in sensi-
tive parameters such as SST® and that presently devel-
oped coupled models also fail to simulate SST and its
seasonal changes adequately (e.g., Mechoso et al.
1995). Of importance to our purpose is that warm and
cold SST values occur at the right time of the year and,
therefore, that the model ocean has mechanisms to
warm and to cool the upper layers when it should.

Integrated vertically (in z) from bottom to surface
and zonally (in x) from the western coast (x = Xy) to
the eastern coast (x = X), the heat equation at a given
latitude y can be written

0] 3] oe
-é—t<pcp0) + 8_y. (pc,bv) = j O.eidx + diffusive terms,

(D (2) (3) 4)

where ( }stands for [ ( )dxdz. [ Advective and dif-
fusive fluxes vanish at the (stepwise straight) model
boundaries because flow and temperature gradients are
set to zero at the appropriate grid points.] Term (1)
represents the rate of change of heat content, term (2)

* Longwave radiation cannot limit SST growth if it is kept constant
rather than following a oT*-like law, and constant shortwave radia-
tion misses the effect of spatial and temporal inhomogeneities in
cloudiness.

® Parameterizations adopted to compensate for the lack of high-
frequency wind fluctuations (see appendix A) may be insufficient.

$Mixed layer depth is another sensitive quantity that, in many
locations, is poorly simulated by the model (recall the effect of the
limited penetration of shortwave radiation in section 2a). This has
discouraged previous researchers (Molinari 1990, personal commu-
nication) from further examination of this model’s results. This was
perhaps too severe a conclusion, as the rest of this paper will argue.
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the divergence of meridional heat transport (Bryan
1962), term (3) the zonally integrated net surface heat
flux into the ocean, and term (4) the divergence of
lateral diffusive fluxes through the latitude under con-
sideration.

The upper panels of Fig. 5 show the seasonal cycle
of the zonally averaged net surface heat flux

1
L S (YO
X —Xw)f ¢

(positive into the ocean) as a function of latitude, as
reconstructed from the model output (panel a) and as
estimated from data by Hsiung et al. (1989, panel b)
and Hastenrath and Lamb (1980, panel c). In the
model, solar radiation is constant so that the variation
in Q.. is almost exclusively caused by variations in the
latent heat flux, not a realistic simplification, see ap-
pendix A. Not unexpectedly then, there are many dif-
ferences between Fig. 5a and Figs. 5b,c. For instance,
the semiannual maximum of net incoming heat flux
equatorward of 15°N is clearly stronger in February -
April than in September—November in the observa-
tions (panels b and c), while it is of similar magnitude
in these seasons in the model (panel a). Also, only in
the model do the negative values of the Northern Hemi-
sphere heat flux in January extend south of the equator
and persist till April. There is no equivalent in the ob-
servations of the model isolated energy gain extremum
in January—April near 10°S. Finally, amplitudes of the
net surface heat flux in the model generally differ from
the observations by more than the 20 to 30 W m™2 com-
monly accepted as the observational error bar. Without
pretending to justify any of the model parameteriza-
tions leading to this situation, we must note, however,
that farger than expected differences also exist between
Figs. 5b and 5c: up to 90 W m™2 in the northern part
of the basin, probably because of differences in reso-
lution (the surface area of ocean becomes very small).
Nevertheless the gross tendency for a net energy gain
by each hemisphere during its own summer season ex-
ists in the simulation, as does the semiannnal variation
centered on 5°N, in particular the rapid transition from
maximum heat gain in April-May to minimum heat
gain in June—July.

The middle panels of Fig. 5 show in a similar fashion
seasonal cycles of the zonally averaged rate of change
of heat storage

1o

(X5 — Xo) a: PO

as a function of latitude, as calculated from the model
(panel d) and as estimated by Hsiung et al. (1989;
panel e) and Hastenrath and Greischar (1993; panel f).
Figure 5d was generated from the instantaneous
monthly output by computing the top to bottom heat
content at each latitude and longitude, averaging zon-
ally and finite differencing in time. The result was av-
eraged over 5° latitude, the same resolution as the



2674 JOURNAL OF PHYSICAL OCEANOGRAPHY VOLUME 26
Ppfos ()
il GFDL HSIUNG HASTENRATH
LY
e . \ o
-0 N o] 20°4 0|
10°F e "o fat X 10° 25\
\""r) 50 80, -
Oo}f_‘_‘_ ( ! — ? i 0°)
,—-—-.—/-Iw'eo @ 10° -
° ] IS WANI
JF AMJJASOND
20"§

109 10°%
0° 0°
10°0s, 10°(
20° 20°
JFMAMJJASOND JFMAMJJASOND
@ (p c,ve) (10* w)
20° . 20°F ~o N\ T 20°
|Q° (5 10°L ( /f’:,.\\ \\\ 0 - 10° ,, N
. { 0 /7L TN T\ N5~ (/. \
0% | °°'>g— ,777“‘T—/'- Sey 0‘7-) 8 B R =n
10° oy 10°¢ ///':,'l:/"\zol’:” =N —""; 10° /’/ AN \"’ II:-'P&"’\ l\‘\‘\—
20° g ! ol YL e NS 20° 4 _r-t-4 ot i WAt

JFMAMJUJASOND

JFMAMJJASOND

JFMAMJJASOND
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as a function of time and latitude. Upper panels (a—c) show the zonally averaged net heat flux into the ocean in W m™?, middle panels (d—

f) the zonally averaged rate of change of heat content in W m™

northward).

Hsiung et al. analysis. Figures Se and 5f were generated
by their authors in a similar fashion but using clima-
tological oceanic data from only the upper 300 m and
400 m respectively, on the assumption that time vari-
ation below these levels contributed little to the time
variation of total heat content (this assumption holds
in the model). All figures [as well as a similar one by
Levitus (1984)] display the largest increase in heat
storage in boreal spring and its largest decrease in bo-
real summer. Amplitudes are of comparable magni-
tude, with those from the model being weaker overall.

The lower panels of Fig. 5 show the seasonal cycle
of the net meridional heat transport as a function of
latitude. Figure 5g was computed directly from the
model monthly output, vertically and zonally integrat-
ing at each latitude the product (pc,8v).” [The model
net diffusive heat flux through each latitude (not

7 pc, was kept constant at the value 4.33 X 10°J m™ K™ chosen
by Hsiung et al. (1989).

, and lower panels (g—i) the net meridional heat transport in 10'* W (positive

shown) was also computed; it exhibits little seasonal
variation and its maximum value (0.15 pW), found at
5°S, is ten times weaker than the extrema of {pc,6v).]
Quantities plotted in Figs. Sh—i were obtained as resid-
uals: neglecting the diffusive terms (4) in the heat
equation, the divergence of heat transport (2) is the
difference® between the net heat influx at the surface
(3) and the rate of change of heat storage (1); inte-
grating (2) southward from a closed northern wall as-
suming no Indonesian Throughflow yields (pc,6v).
Figure 5h appears smoother than Fig. 5i because it was
drawn from the values published in Hsiung et al.’s Ta-
ble 1 in order to obtain the same scales and contour
interval (0.5 pW) as in Fig. 5g, while Fig. 51 was drawn
after Hastenrath and Greischar’s original figure (for a
better comparison of the two observational estimates,

8 Unlike in the northern Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, this difference
is between quantities of opposite sign, which adds confidence in the
sign of the result, see section 4c.
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see Hsiung et al.’s original figure as redrafted in Fig.
171, keeping in mind that Hastenrath and Greischar and
Hsiung et al. bound their domain at slightly different
eastern longitudes).

General patterns roughly agree. In both hemispheres
there is southward heat transport in boreal summer and
northward transport in boreal winter (i.e., heat transport
is toward the winter hemisphere year round). Quanti-
tatively, the differences between the model and Hsiung
et al. estimates (Figs. 5g~h) are no larger than those
between the two observational estimates (Figs. Sh-1).
The annual mean southward heat transport from the
model (estimated by averaging the instantaneous
monthly fields), however, has about half the amplitude
of estimates based on data, as summarized in Fig. 6.
This will be discussed further in section 4a. What does
emerge from the analysis is that, although model and
observational estimates of the circulation and of the
various terms of the heat budget by no means agree in
detail, their seasonal evolution has similar features,
prompting a deeper investigation of the mechanisms in
the model responsible for reversing the sign of the heat
transport annually. It is worth mentioning that Mc-
Creary et al.’s (1993) 21/>-layer model, which includes
thermodynamics (and considers seasonally varying ra-
diation terms), simulates a seasonal cycle of heat trans-
port very similar to the GFDL model one (McCreary
1994, personal communication).

As explained in appendix B, it is not possible at this
stage to quantify the relative importance of the diabatic
versus adiabatic components of heat transport intro-
duced earlier. This issue is reconsidered in section 4d,
where it will be shown that adiabatic processes seem
to dominate the seasonal transport of heat for much of
the time.

3. Mechanisms for the model meridional heat
transport

Consider the simulated heat transport at, say, 5°N in
August (Fig. 5g). As mass is conserved, a southward
heat transport across that latitude implies that the trans-
port-averaged temperature of the southward portion of
the flow exceeds the transport-averaged temperature of
the northward portion. (The opposite is true when the
heat transport is to the north, as in February.) Our goal
is to identify the warm and cold waters whose motion
contributes most to the net heat transport.

The simplest circulation pattern yielding southward
heat transport is one where the net southward flow is
concentrated in the surface layers with compensating
northward return flow below, at a lower temperature.
As the decrease of temperature with depth is close to
monotonic, the greater the vertical extent of the north-
ward-flowing layer, the larger the temperature differ-
ence between southward and northward flows and the
greater the southward heat transport. This kind of con-
figuration is the basis of the Levitus (1987) work on
the contribution of meridional Ekman transport to me-
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FIG. 6. Annual-mean meridional heat transport as a function of
latitude from the model (curve labeled GFDL), from two air—sea
fluxes climatologies (HASRENRATH: Hastenrath and Lamb 1980;
HSIUNG: Hsiung et al. 1989), and from another realistic ocean
model (SEMTNER: Meehl et al. 1982). Also plotted are the annual-
mean Ekman contribution to the net heat transport (LEVITUS: Lev-
itus 1987) and estimates of the divergence of heat transport from
hydrographic sections (TOOLE AND R.: Toole and Raymer 1985;
FU: Fu 1986; TOOLE AND W.: Toole and Warren 1993). Note that,
for a better comparison with the model, for which the annual-mean
results simply from an average of 12 values, the curve labeled
HSIUNG was obtained by averaging the 12 monthly values quoted
in her 1989 paper. That curve exhibits lower values than the annual-
mean curve published by Hsiung (1985), which goes up to —8 X 10'*
W at the equator and —15 X 10* W at 20°S.

ridional heat transport in each oceanic basin. His result
for the Indian Ocean (assuming no Indonesian
Throughflow) is reproduced as Fig. 7a. Figure 7b pre-
sents an analogous calculation using, instead of the
Levitus (1982) climatology, the GFDL model surface
and depth-averaged temperatures (the computation is
not made equatorward of about 2° latitude where Ek-
man dynamics break down). The close similarity be-
tween the two figures illustrates that the flaws in the
model temperature structure have little effect on such
integrated quantities.

What is interesting about Fig. 7a is that it exhibits
the same seasonal pattern as Figs. Sh—i (with exagger-
ated amplitudes): northward heat transport north of
10°S during the northeast monsoon (boreal winter),
southward heat transport during the southwest mon-
soon (boreal summer). Since the Ekman layer has, by
construction, a warmer temperature than the return flow
year-round, that seasonal pattern simply reflects the
pattern of Ekman transport itself. Returning to Figs.
la,b and Figs. le, f, this means that, north of 10°S dur-
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Fic. 7. Ekman contribution to the net meridional heat transport as a function of time and latitude,
as redrawn from the Levitus (1987) publication (a) and as computed from the model (b). Contours

are 5 X 10w

ing both monsoon seasons, the near-equatorial change
in direction of the zonal component of the wind drives
a zonally integrated meridional Ekman transport that
does not change sign as the equator is crossed.

Thus, the Indian Ocean has a powerful way to re-
verse the sign of its meridional heat transport through-
out the year: reversing the sign of its surface mass
- transport in response to the wind reversals. The purpose
of studying the GFDL simulation in more detail is to
establish whether this is indeed the dominant mecha-
nism. We must check whether the seasonally varying
Ekman contribution is not dwarfed by another powerful
vertical cell [as in the South Atlantic, e.g., Roemmich
(1983)] or horizontal cell [as in the tropical Pacific,
see Bryden et al. (1991)]. Ideally, we would also like
to establish whether the Ekman circulation is involved
in both components of the net heat transport or only in
what we called its adiabatic component. In the follow-
ing sections, we examine first (§3a) the contribution of
the zonally integrated circulation, second (§3b) that of
the non-zonally integrated circulation.’

a. Relative contributions of the zonally integrated
and of the vertically integrated circulations

Let us splitv and 6 into zonally averaged and residual
fields: .

® The analysis of the non-zonally integrated fields is actually the
most informative. What is, however, more routinely computed in
model analysis, and, thus, more readily found in the literature, are
zonally integrated fields. Hence, the order of our presentation aimed
at interpreting zonally integrated quantities in the light of non-zonally
integrated ones.

<

)

I

Seatd

+ +
S

with, for example,

: f
N dx.
D) X, — X. v

Xg, and Xy being respectively the eastern and western
longitudes of the basin at the latitude considered. This
yields for the net meridional heat transport:

(pc,v8) = (pe,) + (pc,v'0"),

where ( ) stands for [ () dxdz as before. The con-
tribution (pc, i) (Fig. 8a) can be thought of as the
contribution of the zonally integrated circulation, that
is, of a meridional cell, while the residual {pc,v'8")
(Fig. 8b) can be attributed to a horizontal gyre and
eddy fluxes. The contribution of the horizontal gyre can
be identified with that of the vertically integrated cir-
culation, and obtained by splitting v and @ into verti-
cally averaged and residual fields (e.g., v =v + v"; v
= H™' [ vdz, with H the ocean depth at the longitude
and latitude considered), yielding (pc,v0) = {pc,vh)
+{pc,v"8"). The very close similarity between
(pc,u0) (not shown) and (pc,v’'6’) indicates that the
contribution of the eddy fluxes to {pc,v’'8’) is negli-
gible. Figure 8, therefore, illustrates the clear domi-
nance of the meridional cell over the horizontal gyre
(the same 0.5-pW contour was used on both figures).

The model vertically integrated circulation is repre-
sented in Fig. 9 by the horizontal streamfunction for
February (panel a) and August (panel b), in parallel
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F1G. 8. Contribution to the net meridional model heat transport of (a) the overturning cell
and (b) the residual. Fields are plotted as a function of time and latitude. Contours are 5 X
10 W. The pattern in (a) is very close to the pattern of net heat transport (Fig. 5g), indicating
the strong predominance of the overturning cell. The pattern in (b) closely resembles the
pattern of the contribution of the depth-averaged horizontal circulation (not shown), which

is thus negligible.

with the Sverdrup streamfunction deduced from the
wind stress field assuming a quasi-steady state at each
month (panels ¢ and d). The model horizontal circu-
lation is strong (maximum intensities of 34 X 10°
m’ s~' in February and 42 X 10° m®>s~! in August)
and very similar to the Sverdrup streamfunction. We
will see later (section 4b) that the February pattern is
actually partly dominated by the deep circulation. The
August pattern, however, and the annual mean pattern
(not shown) exhibit many of the features of the surface
circulation. (In that respect, one can argue that the abil-
ity of the model to simulate known features of the sur-
face circulation is more a test of the wind stress field
used to force the model than of the model itself.) Dif-
ferences between Figs. 9a and 9c, and between Figs.
9b and 9d, reflect the influence of model topography
(note, e.g., the meridional deflection of isolines in the
vicinity of the Chagos Laccadive Plateau at 75°E at and
south of the equator) and the influence of advection
(meridional displacement of the zero contour, intensi-
fication of the gyres). Such a horizontal circulation
could contribute to heat transport if it was associated
with large enough horizontal gradients of the depth-
averaged temperature, which are themselves most often
associated with topographic effects (shallower warmer
boundary currents, deeper colder interior). The lesson
from Fig. 8 was that those horizontal gradients are neg-
ligible compared to the vertical gradients associated

with meridional overturning. February, when the rela-
tively warm Somali Current flows southward, is in fact
a month of northward heat transport and August, when
the Somali Current flows northward, is a month of
southward heat transport.

This last point is illustrated by Fig. 10. Figure 10a
shows the seasonal cycle of the net meridional mass
transport in the upper 165 m of the simulation'® as a
function of latitude. The seasonal pattern of the upper
165-m mass transport resembles the seasonal pattern of
meridional heat transport (Figs. 5g or 8a): positive val-
ues in boreal winter, negative values in boreal summer.
In boreal summer, a temperature difference of 16.5°C
is needed between the southward-flowing upper layer
and the underlying return flow at 5°S to recover the
heat transport values of Fig. 5g. Around February, one
would need a 37.5°C temperature difference, clearly an
unrealistic value, which indicates that a more compli-
cated circulation pattern exists at this time. Figures
10b,c show how the 0—165 m meridional mass trans-
port is distributed horizontally in February (panel b)

' Fairly similar pictures are obtained if one considers the upper
100 m or the upper 250 m. The pictures are continuous across the
equator (unlike the Ekman transport picture) as long as one integrates
to a depth deeper than the vertical scale of the equatorial “‘roll”
discussed later.
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FiG. 9."Contrast between the model horizontal streamfunction (upper panels) and the Sverdrup streamfunction (lower panels) for the
northeast monsoon (February, left) and the southwest monsoon (August, right). Contours are 5 X 10° m® s™!. The Sverdrup streamfunction
has been computed from the monthly wind stress curl assuming an equilibrium at each month, and the calculation was done continually
across the equator, ignoring that the vorticity equation right at the equator is unlikely to be linear.

and in August (panel c). A net northward transport in
the upper 165 m is obtained in February (Fig. 10a)
because the northward interior part of the flow exceeds
(in a zonally integrated sense) the southward Somali
Current (Fig. 10b). This implies net downwelling
across 165 m in the northern Indian Ocean, at a time
when indeed the wind stress curl drives Ekman down-
welling (Fig. 1c). Similarly, the 0—165 m net meridi-
onal mass transport in August (Fig. 10a) is dominated
by a southward interior flow, despite a strong north-
ward Somali Current (Fig. 10c). This implies upwell-
ing from the lower into the upper layer, again consistent
with a wind-driven circulation dominated (in a zonally
integrated sense) by Ekman upwelling (Fig. 1d).

We now consider the meridional circulation in more
detail. The meridional streamfunction is drawn in Fig.
11 for February (left) and August (right). Figures
11a—d present it as a function of depth for the upper
500 m (upper panels) and for the whole water column
(middle panels). Figures 11e—f present it for the whole
water column as a function of potential temperature.
To generate these last two plots, the field of meridional
velocity was first binned into temperature classes, then

integrated zonally and vertically between two iso-
therms."" Note that the amplitudes of the meridional
cells have the same order of magnitude as the ampli-
tudes of the horizontal gyres (Fig. 9), but that they are
associated with large temperature differences of order
15°C in August as anticipated above). What is most
striking in Fig. 11 is the difference between the circu-
lations depicted for February and August.

In August (Fig. 11f), the zonally integrated flow
north of 5°S collapses into a simple 15 X 10° m* s~

~meridional cell formed of northward motion in the 10°—

15°C temperature range, upwelling north of 10°N and
southward motion near the surface at about 27.5°C. The
associated heat transport is about 0.9 pW. South of 5°S,
the cell is strengthened by an additional 10 X 10°
m® s ~! flowing in at about 17.5°C, upwelling in the 5°—
10°S range and flowing out at about 25°C. This causes

' The streamfunction ¥(y, z) (Figs. 1la—d) results from fzo ;{j

X Vyeewdxdz’ [or, equivalently, from — fyy” ;; W,cqdxdy' ]. By con-
35°C Vpx

trast, U(y, 6) (Figs. 11e—f) results from fg X; (B2 OBy —cerdxdb’ .
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FiG. 10. The upper panel (a) shows the net meridional volume transport in the upper 165 m of the model as a function of time and latitude
(contours of 5 X 10° m® s™). Note the similarity of pattern with the net heat transport (Fig. 5g). The lower panels show the horizontal
distribution of the 0—165 m meridional transport during the northeast monsoon (Feb, left) and during the southwest monsoon (Aug, right).
Contour interval is 25 m? s~ for the positive values and 10 m? s~' for the negative values. In both seasons, interior values dominate the
zonal integral despite strong opposite values in the downwind upper Somali Current,

an additional heat transport of about 0.3 pW. This sim-
ple description adequately accounts for the heat trans-
port values computed directly for August (Fig. 5g), it
supports inferences drawn from Fig. 10, and regions of
upwelling and southward flow respectively correspond
to regions of Ekman suction and southward Ekman
transport (Figs. 1d,f).

In February, the zonally integrated flow is not simply
the reverse of the August cell. As in August, the flow in
the 10°-15°C range (Fig. 11e) is to the north, but with
smaller penetration into the Northern Hemisphere, and
there is again upwelling near 10°S (consistent with Ek-
man suction, Fig. 1c). There is also evidence for a sub-
cell south of 10°S returning surface water southward as
in August, although much weaker (consistent with
weaker values of southward Ekman transport in the 15°—
10°S band, Fig. le). The striking difference between
Figs. 11e and 11f is in the behavior of the northward
10°-15°C flow north of 10°S. A 5 X 10°m® s ! fraction
of the water upwelled near 10°S appears to flow north-

ward at the surface, reaching 10°N where it downwells.
This is consistent with the pattern of northward Ekman
transport on both sides of the equator displayed on Fig.
le and with the predominance of Ekman pumping in the
5°—10°N latitude band (Fig. 1c). What is surprising is
the depth at which this water appears (in a zonally in-
tegrated sense) to downwell. It does not return south-
ward in the 10°-15°C range where net northward flow
is obtained. Rather it downwells even deeper along with
the 10°-15°C water in the 5°S—5°N band to return as
bottom water. In terms of net meridional heat transport,
the northward 5 X 10° m* s™' of 27.5°C surface water
returning at 2.5°C contributes about 0.5 pW and the 15
X 10° m* s™! of 12.5°C water returning at 2.5°C con-
tributes about 0.6 pW. This accounts for the values com-
puted directly for February (Fig. 5g) and illustrates the
deficiencies of the simpler circulation pattern underlying
the discussion of Fig. 10.

Figure 11, however, raises new questions. We must
explain the large vertical scale of the February over-
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F16. 11. Model meridional streamfunction for the northeast monsoon (Feb, left) and the south-
west monsoon (Aug, right). The middle panels (c—d) represent the streamfunction as a function
of latitude and depth over the whole water column, the upper panels (a—b) are a blown-up of the
middle ones for the upper 500 m. (e-f) The streamfunction as a function of latitude and potential

temperature. Contours are 5 X 10°m® s™.

turning cell in terms of the non-zonally integrated me-
ridional circulation. We will emphasize in section 3b
that streamlines should not be interpreted as individual
fluid parcel trajectories (consistency with Fig. 11c does
not require individual water parcels to move far at all)
and in section 4d that streamlines can cross isotherms
even in the absence of cross-isotherm fluxes. We must
~ also discuss the large seasonal variations in the bottom
circulation, which were unexpected, and we must com-
ment on the equator-crossing of the surface layers,
which involves in each season a shallow downwind cell
opposing the surface branch of the main cell.

b. Seasonal variation of the non-zonally integrated
meridional circulation

The most convincing way to investigate which com-
ponents of the flow carry most of the heat seasonally
would be to trace the motion of particles released in

given temperature ranges. This may be attempted in a
future run but could not be considered here given the
once-monthly output of the present run. The tentative
picture of the seasonally varying three-dimensional
(3D) circulation that we are presenting results from
studying various monthly snapshots of the horizontal
and vertical flow.

According to Fig. 11, a first-order picture can be ob-
tained by considering the horizontal circulation of three
layers: a 0-100 m ‘‘surface’’ layer (temperatures
higher than 20°C) within which, in a zonally integrated
sense, water north of 10°S flows northward in February
and southward in August; a 100-800 m ‘‘intermedi-
ate’’ layer (10°-20°C range) within which net trans-
port is northward year-round and an 800 m-bottom
‘‘deep’’ layer (temperatures lower than 10°C) within
which as much as 25 X 10° m* s~ flow southward in
February while there is no significant net flow in Au-
gust. With this approach, the main features of the 3D
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circulation causing the cross-equatorial heat transport
can be summarized schematically as follows. During
the northeast monsoon (left side of Fig. 12), 15 X 10°
m® s~! of northward surface interior flow at 27.5°C
compensated by a southward transport in deep western
boundary currents at about 5°C cause a 1.3 pW north-
ward heat transport. This value is slightly tempered by
a minor western boundary current subsystem of 5
X 10® m? s 7! of southward surface flow at 27.5°C with
northward return at intermediate levels at about 12.5°C,
causing a 0.3 pW southward heat transport [in agree-
ment with an observational estimate by Schott et al.
(1990)]. That brings the total transport to 1 pW to the
north. During the southwest monsoon (right side of
Fig. 12),30 X 10° m’ s " of southward surface interior
flow at 27.5°C is compensated by flow in the western
boundary current, in part (10 X 10° m® s~!) at the sur-
face, that is, at the same temperature (no contribution
to the heat transport), in part (20 X 10° m3®s™') at
intermediate levels, causing 1.2 pW of southward heat
transport. Details are given below, first for the simpler
August pattern, then for the February one.

Consider Fig. 13 for August. The upper panels (a)
show the surface layer, the middle panels (b) the in-
termediate layer, and the lower panels (c) the deep
layer. The left panels, based upon vector plots of the
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transport per unit width, present schematics of the hor-
izontal circulation vertically integrated over each layer.
The right panels present the meridional component of
that transport per unit width accumulated from the
western boundary eastward at 5°N, 0°, and 5°S. Signif-
icant meridional flow occurs where significant zonal
gradients of the accumulated transport are displayed.
Values printed at 100°E represent the net meridional
transport (i.e., the vertically and zonally integrated me-
ridional velocity) through each layer at the latitudes
chosen (values are rounded to the closest multiple of 5
X 10% m3 s™!). At a given latitude, the sum of these
values over the three layers is necessarily zero (e.g.,
the sum, at 5°S, of —20 X 10° m® s ~! in the upper layer,
+25 X 10° m* s~! in the intermediate layer, and —5
X 10¢ m® s ' in the deep layer). Consider the incoming
intermediate flow. According to Fig. 13b, it occurs es-
sentially along the western boundary. The amount of
water upwelled north of 5°N to return southward as
surface water is of order 15 X 10° m®s™'. A large
fraction of the upwelling through 100 m occurs along
East Africa (part of which is offset by downwelling on
the offshore side of the wind jet), a non-negligible frac-
tion occurs east of 65°E. At 5°N the southward surface
flow (Fig. 13a) is the interior part of an anticyclonic
gyre over the Arabian Sea (the contribution of the Bay

AUGUST )

FiG. 12. Schematics of the components of the model’s three-dimensional circulation contributing most to the net meridional
heat transport during the northeast monsoon (Feb, left) and the southwest monsoon (Aug, right).
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FiG. 13. Horizontal circulation in the upper (0—100 m, § > 20°C), intermediate (100—800 m,
10°C < 6 < 20°C), and deep (800 m-bottom, 8 < 10°C) model layers during the southwest
monsoon (Aug). Left panels show schematics of the circulation integrated over the various layers,
including indications of the vertical circulation within each layer (circles with dots mean upwell-
ing, with crosses downwelling). The location of ridges is indicated for the deep layer. The right
panels show the meridional velocity integrated over each layer and accumulated from the western
boundary eastwards (in 10° m® s™!) for three latitudes: 5°N, 0°, and 5°S.

of Bengal is negligible by comparison). Southward
surface flow occurs throughout the interior at the equa-
tor and at 5°S as well. The actual crossing of the equator
within the 0—100 m layer is discussed later. Very little
exchange with the deep layer takes place. Most of the
deep flow south of 2.5°N (Fig. 13c) occurs along the
equator and the eastern flank of topographic features,
a sign that, even if some adjustment is still taking place,
the stratification imposed initially was at least not in-
compatible with the model topography and with the
forcing applied continuously afterward. North of 2.5°N,
the deep interior is also in motion, the main feature
being a cyclonic gyre of order 10 X 10° m® s ! in the

southern Arabian Sea. The associated meridional mo-
tion reflects the pattern of vertical velocity through 800
m: downwelling (compressing the deep layer) in the
west and upwelling (stretching it) in the east of the
Arabian Sea, in qualitative agreement with quasi-
steady linear vorticity dynamics.

Figure 14 is the equivalent of Fig. 13 for February.
Consider again the incoming intermediate flow (Fig.
14b). Through 5°S, it amounts to about 20 X 10°
m?®s~! and is concentrated at the western boundary.
None of it reaches far into the northern Indian Ocean
as it veers eastward along the equator after some over-
shooting. During this eastward motion 15 X 10°m® s~
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FI1G. 14. Same as Fig. 13 but for the northeast monsoon (Feb).

downwell into the deep layer (Fig. 14c) and exit via
southward boundary currents along topographic fea-
tures (75°E at 5°S, 90°E at 10°S). The 10 X 10°m3 s~
of surface flow (Fig. 14a) crossing the equator over the
whole interior (see details in the following paragraph)
and crossing 5°N mostly west of 80°E are the same 10
X 10° m® s of surface water crossing 5°S partly at
the western boundary, partly in the interior'> west of

'2 The way this surface flow is fed by upwelling from the inter-
mediate layer is not as straightforward as suggested by Fig. 11e. The
upwelling, which dominates the zonal integral near 10°S, occurs over
the interior east of Madagascar and mostly feeds a southward surface
flow (which, at 10°S, does not dominate the zonal integral). That flow
eventually becomes the South Equatorial Current farther south, which
feeds the northward boundary current east of Madagascar and the

80°E. Downwelling of this northward surface flow into
the intermediate layer north of the equator occurs in the
Arabian Sea, mostly west of 65°E and south of 10°N.
The intermediate layer carries it back southwestward
(Fig. 14b), most of it joining the eastward flow along
the equator and adopting the same path as described
above: downwelling along the equator, southward exit
at 75°E (Fig. 14c). A smaller fraction downwells into
the deep layer near the western boundary and exits
along the western boundary of various topographic fea-
tures (e.g., east of Madagascar). Thus, the lower cell
dominating the zonal integral in Fig. 11e consists of a
3D flow confined along the western boundaries and the

eastward South Equatorial Countercurrent near 2.5°S—5°S, hence ui-
timately feeding the surface northward flow under consideration.
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equator. Superimposed on the deep pattern described
above is a recirculating cyclonic gyre of order 15 X 10°
m® s~ in the southern Arabian Sea, qualitatively con-
sistent with the pattern of vertical velocity through 800
m as in August. This description illustrates the mis-
leading character of figures such as Fig. 11e when in-
terpreted as trajectories: nowhere is water sinking 3000
m abruptly. In section 4d, we will see more precisely
where vertical motion occurs. Figure 21 for instance
will reveal that the 20 X 10° m*® s™!, which cross the
5°C isotherm surface between 5°S and 5°N, occur over
40° longitude—that is, at a local velocity of 4 X 1076
m s ' —corresponding, in terms of vertical displace-
ment, to the very modest value of about 10 m mo~".

Before discussing these seasonal variations further,
let us reconsider Figs. 11a,b and comment on the way
the model surface flow crosses the equator. In both sea-
sons, the surface limb of the large cross-equatorial cell
is depressed by a shallow cell of opposite direction
straddling the equator. In terms of the non-zonally in-
tegrated circulation, this corresponds to a basinwide
““roll”” of downwind surface flow and upwind subsur-
face flow above 75 m (at lower levels, the crossing of
the equator occurs along topography rather than in the
ocean interior). Dynamically the surface branch is the
frictional response (in the equatorial band where Ek-
man dynamics fail) to the cross-equatorial wind stress
component. That causes upwelling on the upwind side
of the equator, downwelling on the downwind side, and
a meridional pressure gradient in between, confined
meridionally within an equatorial radius of deformation
" and vertically within the equatorial thermocline. The
subsurface branch flows down that pressure gradient
(e.g., Cane 1979; Philander and Pacanowski 1980). If
these equatorial cells were associated with any vertical
temperature difference, they would lower the value of
the cross-equatorial heat transport associated with the
large cells because they flow in the opposite direction.
The fact that they do not appear in Figs. 11e,f indicates
that they simply recirculate water of homogeneous tem-
perature and play no part in the heat budget.

4. Discussion

We now need to discuss how much of the model
behavior is likely to apply to the Indian Ocean itself.
By construction, the way the simulation transports heat
is compatible with Levitus climatology and with Hell-
erman and Rosenstein wind stresses. Flaws in those
fields can cause flaws in the model behavior. Seasonal
variations in heat transport were found to agree quali-
tatively with indirect estimates based on surface heat
fluxes and heat content variations; the robustness of
which must be addressed. In the model, these variations
could be traced to expected changes in the direction of
the surface flow, however somewhat unexpectedly bal-
anced by changes in the direction of the deepest flows.
This needs further elaboration. We would also like to
assess the role of diabatic processes in the heat trans-
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port reversals. Finally, we will comment on the impact
on the heat transport of having blocked the Indonesian
Throughflow in the model.

Concerning the 75-m deep rolls below which surface
water crosses the equator in the model, we can simply
mention that, although they are present in other nu-
merical simulations with cross-equatorial winds and al-
though they are dynamically understood; we are not
aware of any observations confirming their existence
in the real world.

a. Annual mean

Consider first the model annual-mean meridional
streamfunction (Fig. 15), estimated by a