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ABSTRACT

The observations of sealevel at the annual frequency in the Gulf of Californiaare reproduced both in amplitude
and phase with a horizontal two-dimensional linear two-layer model. The main forcing agents through which
variahility is explained are wind stress and the action of the Pacific Ocean, which excites an internal wave in
the mouth of the gulf. The surface heating is shown to play a secondary role. The response of the basin is
qualitatively similar to that observed, that is, an energetic circulation in the upper layer (cyclonic in summer
and anticyclonic in winter) compared to a weaker and opposite circulation in the bottom layer, as well as a
transversely averaged horizontal heat flux equal both in amplitude and phase to that calculated with historical
hydrographic data. The results of the simulation show that variability across the gulf is as important as the

longitudinal variability.

1. Introduction

This work is closely connected to two prior papers
on seasonal variability in the Gulf of California: Ripa
(1990) and Ripa (1997), hereafter R90 and R97, re-
spectively. R90 worked with sea level and atmospheric
pressure data taken along the coast of the gulf, and
included in his analysis both the annual and semiannual
frequencies. R90 estimated an average surface velocity
representative of the whole gulf that coincides in phase
with, and has an amplitude smaller than the average
surface velocity calculated by Ripa and Marinone
(1989) in the Guaymas Basin using historical hydro-
graphic data. The correlation of this mean velocity with
the seasonal variability of the subsurface pressure was
indicative of abaroclinic structure. Thus, R90 cal cul ated
that for such baroclinic structure the corresponding
phase speeds are 1.6 = .1 m s* for the annual signal
and 1.6 = .3 m s for the semiannual signal. Using a
one-dimensional two-layer model without topography,
R90 indicated that the changes in sea level could be
attributed mainly to the action of the Pacific Ocean in
the mouth of the gulf, while the wind stress could pro-
duce a slope on the sea level along the gulf.

However, the most significant point in R90 in the
context of this work is the hypothesis that the forcing
in the mouth of the gulf causes a standing internal wave,
dampened by the effect of friction against the bottom.
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Ripa (1997) suggests that the internal wave forced by
the Pacific Ocean could be an incoming Kelvin wave.
Kelvin-like signals were aso used by Merrifield and
Winant (1989) and Merrifield (1992) to explain the me-
soscale variability in the Gulf of California
TheKelvin wave scenario, as called by R97, isbacked
by the observations of the sea level in the coastal sta-
tions (see Fig. 1). However, such hypothesis requires
both an observational and a numerical confirmation.
The hypothesis of a baroclinic forcing in the mouth
of the gulf by the action of the Pacific Ocean in the
form of a Kelvin wave is resumed in this work. Our
main objective is to determine which part of the vari-
ability observed in the annual scale can be explained
using a two-dimensional numerical two-layer model. In
the absence of dissipation, the radius of deformation
corresponding to the values of phase speed mentioned
above is approximately 30 km, which is smaller than
the average width of the gulf (150 km) and might then
indicate a very important variability across to the gulf.
Ripa (1997) worked with sea level elevations and
historical hydrographic data and showed that the sea
level elevations in the gulf at the annual frequency are
well correlated with the heat content in the water col-
umn, and noticed that this could occur in alayer model
even without temperature change since thicknessis pro-
portional to heat content. The geostrophic surface ve-
locities calculated from the difference of the sea level
elevation on both coasts are well correlated with the
horizontal heat flux. The proportionality coefficients be-
tween surface elevation and heat content, and between
surface velocity and horizontal heat flux are those that
correspond to the first baroclinic mode. Using a one-
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Fic. 1. The Gulf of California. Dots indicate sea level data stations.
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dimensional model (transversely averaged) with topog-
raphy, R97 reproduced the observations of sea level,
heat content, surface velocity along the gulf, and hor-
izontal heat flux in the annual scale and concluded that
the movement and thermodynamics in this scale are
mainly controlled by the Pacific Ocean, which forces
an internal wave in the mouth, while the wind stress
produces a slope on the sea level along the gulf. R97
also included surface heat flux as a forcing agent and
concluded that its effects are minor on surface velocity
and on horizontal heat flux, though not so on local heat
content.

Castro et al. (1994, henceforth CLR94) estimated the
annual heat balance in the Gulf of California using a
historical hydrographic data bank. They calculated the
heat content in the first 400 m and the heat flux through
the surface for a set of boxes aligned along the gulf.
Then, they estimated the horizontal heat flux needed
between boxes to balance the variation of heat content
and the heat through the surface. CLR94 showed that
the balance of heat in the annual scale in the gulf is
mainly dominated by horizontal heat transport. Ripa
(1997) described the balance in the annual period as
follows. The amplitude of heat input through the mouth
isof 40 X 10 W, and the maximum occurs on 18 May;
the amplitude of the flux through the surface is of 20
X 10%2 W, and the maximum occurs on 10 June. To-
gether, they produce an annual heating of 59 X 102 W
for al the gulf, with a maximum on 26 May. The im-
portance of the horizontal heat flux in the annual balance
has already been pointed by Bray (1988) and Ripa and
Marinone (1989), and an estimation like that of CLR94
is significant to the present work because in the annual
scale any forcing agent in the mouth of the gulf must
produce a horizontal heat flux compatible with the value
that results from the hydrographic historical data.

In the present work, we assume that the baroclinic
forcing in the mouth of the gulf occurs in the form of
an internal wave with the transverse structure of a Kel-
vin wave of annual period. When it comesinto the gulf,
this wave will be shown to be trapped against the con-
tinental coast and then modified by topographic effects
and damped by the effects of friction against the bottom.
After reaching the head of the gulf, it returns as an
internal wave trapped to the peninsular coast. Thus, the
dynamics across the gulf can be mainly expressed in
terms of an internal wave, which travels in opposite
directions and is trapped to opposite walls. Our main
objective is to determine whether the wind stress, the
baroclinic forcing in the mouth, and surface heating, as
forcing agents, can reproduce the annual variability ob-
served on the surface of the sea, not only in spatial
distribution but also in magnitude.

Bray (1988) calculated the geostrophic velocity field
in four sections transverse to the gulf, from the Guay-
mas-Santa Rosalia transect, in the middle of the gulf,
to near the head. To find the velocity field in an annual
cycle, she used historical hydrographic data. Although
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her results are limited by the availability of data, Bray
(1988) could observe an energetic surface layer with
strong transverse gradients. The circulation pattern was
cyclonic in summer, with an incoming velocity on the
continental side and an outgoing velocity on the Baja
California side. In spring and autumn the pattern was
anticyclonic.

Present research

This work deals with the dynamics of the Gulf of
California on an annual scale using a two-dimensional
linear two-layer model including the effects of topog-
raphy, bottom friction, and lateral diffusion. The equa-
tions of the model are written using 3-plane geometry.
One of the effects of using a B-plane is that it permits
the existence of planetary Rossby waves, although these
waves are a priori expected to play an insignificant role
in the dynamics under study since the topographic gra-
dients across the gulf are more important than the vari-
ation of f. However, Rossby waves might become of
some importance as they are no longer trapped against
the coast. The use of the dispersion relation of long
Rosshy waves w = —pka?, where a = 30 km is the
radius of deformation and » the annual frequency, re-
sults in a value for the zonal wavelength 277k-* = 650
km. Consequently, long Rossby waves with meridional
wavenumber equal to zero do not fit in the gulf, which
has an average width of 150 km. On the other hand,
short Rossby waves could be expected to be quickly
damped by dissipation. Notwithstanding, as it has not
been possible to safely ignore all Rossby waves from
scaling arguments, the 8 effect has been included and
compared to the solution with an f-plane model.

The model is made linear for simplicity and in order
to enable the study of each forcing in isolation so as to
observe the effect each one produces in the total cir-
culation. The values used for wind stress are those es-
timated by R90, and those for the heat flux through the
surface are the ones calculated by CLR94. These two
forcing agents are the result of meteorological obser-
vations in the gulf, at the annual frequency. There are
no direct observations of the baroclinic forcing in the
mouth of the gulf at the annual frequency aswould result
from measuring the density field in the scale considered
in this work. Therefore, the baroclinic forcing that pro-
duces the horizontal heat flux estimated by CLR94 from
historical hydrographic data was used instead.

2. The ocean model
a. Equations of motion

The model is a linear version of a model of inhom-
ogeneous layersin primitive equations (IL PE). Both the
description and conservation laws for this model can be
found in Ripa (1993), so only a brief discussion of the
equations is provided here. The model consists of two
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FiG. 2. Two-layer model with topography.

active layers of fluid on top of a rigid bottom corre-
sponding to z = hy(x,y). The upper and bottom layers
have an instantaneous layer thickness (h,, h,) with
(H,,H,) as their mean value (see Fig. 2).

Coordinate x extends along the gulf and increases
toward the mouth; x = 0 is the head of the gulf. Coor-
dinate y extends across the gulf and increases from Baja
California toward Mexico’'s mainland. If p, and p, are
the densities in each layer, the buoyancies are defined by

0i = g&,

Po

where the subscript i is alayer index (i = 1,2), gisthe

gravity, and p, is a constant density used in the Bous-

sinesq approximation. The buoyancy for each layer is
expressed as

@

[7) = ’é + P p, X Y, t
l(X, y; t) 1 0,()(, y, t) = g—l =+ gw,

o Po

0, =8, = g2,
Po

where 6, and 6, are constant buoyancies, with no space—
time dependence, which correspond to the formulation
of amodel of homogeneous layers. Inhomogeneitiesare
included only in the surface layer by means of p',(X, v,
t), for which the corresponding buoyancy fluctuation
is6’,(x, Y, t). Using alinear equation of state for seawater
asafunction of temperature only and areference density
po(Ty), it is possible to relate the density of each layer
to the temperature:

pl(X1 Y, t) = ;)1 + pi (Xv \Z t) = Po[l - a(-T-l - TO)
- OlTi(X, Y, t)],

P2 = ;)2 = pll — a(Tz - Tol, ©)

where « is the coefficient of thermal expansion, T,, T,
are constant temperatures, and T',(X, Y, t) is the tem-
perature perturbation in the upper layer.
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TaBLE 1. Parameters used in the main run.
Mean thickness of upper layer H, 70 m
Coefficient of linear friction N 8 X 10 mst
Density of upper layer Py 1020 kg m=3
Density of lower layer P 1024 kg m-3
Horizontal eddy viscosity W 30 ms?
Coefficient of thermal expansion a 24 X 10 K-t
Heat capacity of water at constant
pressure C, 4.0 X 10° Jkgt K
Coriolis parameter fo 751 X 10-° st
Beta parameter along x axis B —-171 x 10 mtst
Beta parameter along y axis B, 0.961 X 101 mtst

The momentum equations for the upper layer are

au, 8p1> ™
—_ + —_ — 2 + —_—
f(x, y)u, <ax = uVay, )

at Po

ap d
=+ f(x, +<—1>= Voy, + —, (4
at  y)u, ay MV Yy H.p, 4)

where (u,, v,) is the velocity of the fluid and f(x, y) =
f, + B.X + B,y is the Coriolis parameter. Positive di-
rection of the x axis is along 155° clockwise from the
north, w isthe horizontal eddy viscosity coefficient, and
(™, ) isthe wind stress. Values of 8, and 3, are shown
in Table 1. Thermodynamics are included in the model
enabling p, to vary in space and time, which can be
done in a layered model if a vertical average of the
pressure force gradient is calculated inside each layer
when computing the horizontal acceleration. These av-
erages are

<ap1> 0—(h +h +hy) — i AL
X 1.4

ap1> H,
—H—h + h, + h) — —ga—. (5
<ay ¢ ) - Qe O
The continuity equatlon for the upper layer is
oh, d
S0 o (Huw) + —(Hlvl) ®)
and the heat equation is
T/
aatl — — QS , (7)
p1CH,

where Q; is the surface heat flux, and c, is the heat
capacity of water at constant pressure.
The momentum equations for the bottom layer are

au ap A

8_'[2 - f(X, y)Uz + <6_X2> = MAZUZ - H_2U2

Jv ap A

a_t2 + f(x y)u, + <a_y2> = uA2, — H—sz, 8

where (u,, v,) is the velocity of the fluid, and A is the

bottom friction coefficient. The horizontal gradient of
pressure in the bottom layer averaged within the layer
is found to be

P, ~ 0 ~ oh, aT;
—/=6,—(, + h,) + 6,b— — H
<8X> 028X( o 2) 6, ax 1ga ax

op, . oh, 0T,
—/ = 6,—(h, + + 0,— —
<6y> ozay(ho h,) 9 E)y H,ga ayy 9)
and the continuity equation for the lower layer is
oh, 9 0
— + — + — =0.
ot 8X(H2u2) ay(szz) 0 (10)

Surface elevation n(x, vy, t) and the interface displace-
ment (X, y, t) are expressed as

n=h +h,—H
{::hz—H
= H; + H,.

(11)
(12)
where H;

b. Open boundary conditions

In the absence of topography (H, = const), it is pos-
sible to search for solutions with a proportionality be-
tween transport (H,u,, H,v, for the top layer and H,u,,
H,u, for the bottom layer) and heights (h, for upper
layer and h, for lower layer); namely,

Hou, = —yH,u, Hy\, = —yHu
h, = H, = —y(h, — Hy). (13)
Assuming that
€ = p2 - pl (14)
P2
is small, the proportionality coefficient becomes
H
y=1- €2+ O(&?) (15)
Hr

for the baroclinic or internal mode (no mean flow at the
leading order in €), and

H H
y = -2+ 24 O(e?)
Hy

v (16
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for the barotropic or external one (no vertical shear flow
at the leading order in €). This is a typical solution to
decomposing a system of equations (4), (6), (8), and
(20) into two orthogonal oscillation modes, which at the
leading order in € are related with the velocity and pres-
sure field as

_ H,u, + H,u, B Hv, + Hu,
H, H,
u=u, — U, V= — W,
H,p, + H.p.
P=%. P=p— P, (17)
T

where (U, V) is the velocity of the barotropic mode, (u,
v) is the velocity of the baroclinic mode, and (P, p) the
barotropic and baroclinic pressure, respectively. If to-
pography is considered, such decomposition is still pos-
sible but the spatial variability of H,(x, y) implies that
modes are dynamically coupled.

In order to study the annual variahility, we have used
the forcing agents that excite mainly the baroclinic
mode. The internal Kelvin wave forced in the mouth is
baroclinic. Wind stress affects the baroclinic mode more
than it affects the barotropic mode; it produces an im-
portant barotropic signal only in coastal regions, and
even then the offshore barotropic transport is almost
null. If the barotropic forcing is not present, the question
is whether topographic variations, which in the Gulf of
California are important, can generate a barotropic sig-
nal as a result of topographic coupling.

The conditions under which the baroclinic movement
can remain isolated if topography is present were stud-
ied by Cushman-Roisin and O’Brien (1983), who es-
timated that, if the baroclinic movement is characterized
by an angular frequency » and a wavenumber k and the
conditions

w? < gH-k?
of < gHk?

VH

H, (18)
are met, the baroclinic movement is not altered by the
topography variation; that is, the baroclinic movement
is modulated only by the bottom topography with a

varying internal phase speed
H.H,
2 — _1 2
C? = Qe H,

(19)

The first and second conditions of Egs. (18) are true for
all the gulf at the annual scale, but the last condition is
not. The topographic variations are slight only in are-
gion near the mouth, so it is in this region where we
can expect a very low degree of coupling between
modes.

A no-flux normal condition in the solid walls of the
model, and an open boundary condition in the mouth
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of the gulf located in the southernmost end have been
used. The open boundary condition has been formulated
assuming that in the mouth of the gulf the variables can
be split into two orthogonal modes of oscillation, a bar-
otropic one (external) and a baroclinic one (internal).

It is then postulated that each mode is the solution
to the wave equation in x = X5, where the mouth of the
gulf is located; that is,

U, - 22D -

e

Fer(y, 1) (20)
p(y. 1)
Ci

where Fg; represents a barotropic flux and (U, P, c)
the normal velocity in the mouth, the pressure, and the
phase speed for the external mode respectively; Fy. rep-
resents a baroclinic flux and (u, p, ¢) the normal ve-
locity, the pressure, and the phase speed in the mouth
of the gulf for the internal mode respectively. Similar
boundary conditions were used by Bennett and Mcln-
tosh (1982). The equations for c, and ¢, are

— VaAW _ [ HiH)
C. = VgH«Y), ¢ = |ge Hy)

Using (20), (21), and the relations among the vari-
ables of the model and the internal and external mode
of oscillation, the instantaneous vel ocities for each layer
are specified in x = x; as follows:;

= Facy: 1), (21)

ufy, t) —

wn ) = Uy + RNy @)
G = U0 -~ Ut ) (@)

In order to force only an incoming baroclinic wave
in the mouth Fg; is set up to zero and

f(Xes )
—T(ymax -y

Fac = UEXp cos(wt — D), (24)

where w is egual to one cycle per year (1 cpy = 2.0 X
1077 s79), ... COrresponds to the mainland coast, and
the phase ® and u, are constants whose value are de-
termined below. Equations (20) and (21) are exact for
gravity waves. Their validity in thiswork isjustified by
the results of the simulation themselves.

c. Horizontal heat flux

The horizontal heat flux hasto be calculated in terms
of the variables of the model. The calculation in CLR94
corresponds to a balance equation of the rate of change
of the stored heat, the horizontal heat flux, and the sur-
face heat flux, all expressed as functions of coordinate
x along the gulf. The heat balance estimated by CLR94
isimportant in the context of the dynamics proposed in
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thiswork not only to cal culate the value of the baroclinic
forcing in the mouth of the gulf and the surface heat
flux, but also to observe whether the spatial distribution
of the horizontal heat flux obtained by CLR94 is com-
patible with the one resulting from this model.

The heat content in the water column per unit length
is expressed as

ot

Considering the integration across the gulf and using
Egs. (6) and (7), where Q, is a function of coordinate
x only, and (10),

a3, 1) _ 9F(x, 1)

+ W 2
p G OWY (29)
is obtained, where
F(X, t) = ;)1CpA-T-1 f (Hlul) dy
w
Chest My @9
w
is the horizontal heat flux and
W(X) = ymax - ymin (27)

is the width of the gulf. Equation (25) is the balance
equation used by CLR94 now expressed in terms of the
variables of the numerical model.

d. Numerical method

Solutions to the system of equations (4), (6), (7), (8),
and (10) are found numerically on a staggered grid sys-
tem. Variables are defined in rectangular grid boxes of
dimensions Ax and Ay. The T’, and h; points are |ocated
at the center of the grid boxes. The u, and v, points are
located on the longitudinal (along the gulf) and traversal
(across the gulf) edges of the boxes respectively. Equa-
tions (4), (6), (7), (8), and (10) are forward differenced
in time using the leapfrog scheme except every 20 time
steps, where the Euler-backward schemeisused in order
to avoid time-splitting instability. All terms of the equa-
tions are evaluated at central time level except diffusive
terms and friction terms, which are evaluated at the
backward time level. The time step is 12 s and the grid
spacing is Ax = Ay = 6.623 km.

e. Parameter choices

The parameters used are those shown in Table 1, un-
less otherwise specified. Those that describe the basic
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H= j (;)1CphlA:rl + ;)ZCphZATZ + ;)1CpH1T;.) dy’

wherext — %, - 1, AT, = %, - T,

and its rate of change is then

oh, . -
“Zay +
LW plf at

w

aT!
H,— dy).

state were calculated by R97 from the analysis of hy-
drographic observations and of sea level using a one-
dimensional two-layer model without topography.

The topography of the gulf is highly variable, reach-
ing 3700 m in the deepest regions toward the south. In
the central part of the gulf there is a series of islands
and channels and the topography varies abruptly, thus
dividing the gulf in two well-defined regions: a shallow
one to the north and a deep one to the south.

Asthe real topography is used in this work, the phase
speeds for the barotropic and baroclinic modes vary
from one point to another. A maximum thickness of
upper layer H; = 70 m was chosen, and then interior
regions with two layers where H, = 70 m and a coastal
region with only one layer where H, < 70 m were
determined. The mean depth of the gulf is 730 m, and
a mean phase speed 1.60 m s* is required. Then, Ap
= 4 kg m~3, which represents a difference of mean
temperature between layers of 17 K.

A coefficient of linear friction A = 8 X 10-*m s
has been included, which divided by the mean depth of
the gulf is equal to the inverse of 10 days. The value
chosen for A is only tentative and cannot be strongly
justified.

3. Solutions
a. Wind stress experiment

The wind is partly responsible for the variability un-
der study. The value chosen for 7/p is that calculated
by R90, who estimated, at the annua frequency, an
amplitude of 3.8 X 10-5 m? s=2 for the longitudinal
component of the wind stress (along the gulf) and a
phase corresponding to a maximum in February. Thus,
the wind on the gulf changes direction with the season,
blowing to the NW in summer and to SE in winter.
These values for wind stress result from estimating the
geostrophic wind calculated from the difference of at-
mospheric pressure at sea level between Guaymas and
Santa Rosalia (see Fig. 1), located on each coast ap-
proximately in the middle of the gulf.

For this numerical experiment, all the other forcing
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[Km]

Fic. 3. Wind stress experiment. (a) Upper-layer currents and sea surface elevation (solid lines) in centimeters for (a) winter (February)
and (b) summer (August).

agents as well as horizontal diffusion have been kept
equal to zero so as to evaluate the effect of wind stress
in isolation. The run was carried out using f-plane dy-
namics. After integrating 7 years, a state of equilibrium
is reached in which the total energy cycle does not
change from one year to the other. The resulting fields
are shown in Fig. 3.

Figure 3a shows the velocities of the upper layer and
the free surface elevations for atypical winter situation

(February), when the maximum surface depressions oc-
cur. Circulation is anticyclonic in the whole gulf, with
maximum velocities of 25 cm st in the north. These
are restricted to the interior region and decrease sub-
stantially in a deformation radius toward the center. In
the regions where there is only one layer, velocities are
very low, on the order of 3 cm s, which indicates the
baroclinic behavior of the circulation produced by the
windinall thegulf. The depressions of sealevel increase
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toward the head of the gulf with considerabletransverse
variability.

The opposite situation is shown in Fig. 3b, which
corresponds to summer (August). The circulation pat-
tern is cyclonic and there is an important cyclonic gyre
in the northern gulf region, between the head and the
area of the big islands. It is noteworthy that although
the wind stress does not have a structure transverse to
the gulf, the circulation pattern produced by the wind
shows a very important variability across the gulf.

From now on, amplitudes and phases of any variable,
whether observed or calculated by the model, are those
that result from least square fitting to a curve of the
form

§t) = S cos(wt — D),

where w isthe annual frequency. Thus, the variable S(t)
at any point (X, y) is represented by its amplitude and
phase (S, ®). In order to study the behavior of thefields
obtained along the gulf, a transverse average was cal-
culated with

Ymax

Bt = —— | éx oyt dy

WO (28)

Ymin

so that €(x, t) represents the transverse mean value of
avariable in the model. These variables were cal culated
by R97 using a one-dimensional model transversely av-
eraged, in spite of the width of the gulf being larger
than the internal deformation radius. Thus, it was not
clear a priori whether or not the across-gulf average of
the results of this paper would coincide with those of
R97. The agreement is, in fact, not perfect, thereby part-
ly confirming the approximations of Ripa's model and
partly showing its limitations.

The important longitudinal and transverse variability
can be explained with some simplifications and using
the results of the simulation itself. That is, the response
to the wind is mainly located on both coasts of the gulf
and decreases with the radius of deformation, which is
small if compared to the width of the gulf, and the
circulation pattern is markedly baroclinic. Assuming
that conditions (18) were true in the gulf—that is, in
spite of topography variations the baroclinic movement
is not atered and is modulated only by bottom topog-
raphy, the equations of the baroclinic movement in
terms of the variables of the upper layer can then be
expressed, if A = u =0, as

au, c2oh, H, ™
— g = ——— 4+ — (29
at H,o0x H.H,p,
V. c2oh H, 7
— 4 fu=———+——— (30
ot H, oy H-H,p,

oh oH,u oH

- ) (31)

at ax ay
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where cisgiven by (19) and the variablesfor the bottom
layer are

(Hou,, How,, hy, — Hy) = —y(H,u,, Hyvy, hy — Hy),

(32)

where y is as in (15). For the sake of simplicity, let us
consider H, constant and two layers in the whole area,
the movement along a wall aligned with the x axis,
located iny = 0, and the wind blowing in that direction.
In the model, this corresponds to the Baja California
side. It is also assumed that the region is far from the
head. The scale of the longitudinal movement is L =
1000 km (the length of the gulf), much larger than the
radius of deformation. In addition, let’'s consider atime-
scale T = Lct, much larger than the timescale of f —*.
Similar scaling arguments were used by Gill (1982, pp.
398-403), to deal with a forced Kelvin wave along a
straight coast. With these scaling arguments and sim-
plifications, Eq. (30) is reduced to

_©&oh __lop,
foy’

fH, 9y
that is, u, is in geostrophic balance, and the potential
vorticity equation is reduced to

1

(33)

%+f(—hl_ Hl) =0.
ay H,

Using the last two equations it is possible to obtain an
equation for h,, which when integrated and considering
only the solution that decreases results in

(34)

h, = AKX t)exp(—ﬁ) + H, (35)
_c _y
u, = HlA(X’ t)exp( a)’ (36)

where a = cf ~* isthe deformation radius. The response
generated in the opposite wall rapidly decreases with a
and therefore can be neglected near y = 0; this has the
form

h, = B(x, t)exp(y ;W) + H,; 37

c y —W
u, HlB(x, t)exp( 3 ) (38)
Equations (35)—(38) indicate that the fields have a trap-
ping length of 30 km on both sides of the walls and,
then, do not overlap because the width of the gulf is
150 km.

Figures 4 and 5 correspond to the instantaneousfields
of the Guaymas—Santa Rosalia section, obtained with
the model for atypical summer (August) situation, when
the wind blows toward the head. The behavior of the
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and Santa Rosalia. Instantaneous fields for summer (August) as a
function of coordinate transverse to the gulf: (a) sea level elevation
and longitudinal component of upper-layer velocity and (b) interface
displacement and longitudinal component of bottom-layer velocity.

variablesisvery similar to that estimated with (35), (36),
(37), and (38); that is, sea level is proportiona to (h,
— H,), theinterface displacement is proportional to —(h,
— H,), and the upper velocity decreases toward the in-
terior of the section with a. In addition, the relative
phase among these variables is the one estimated with
(35), (36), (37), and (38). In Fig. 4 the shadow areas
indicate the walls of the gulf; the topography can be
seen in Fig. 5a. On both sides of the gulf, u, increases
rapidly up to a maximum and then decreases with a
toward the center of the section, as can be estimated
with (36) and (38). Very near the coast there is only
one layer and velocities are small. Where depth enables
two layers, velocities increase offshore to match the
Kelvin wave solution. This confines the dynamicsto the
interior region. Although the movement is mainly bar-
oclinic, near the boundaries there is a barotropic com-
ponent as can be seen in Figs. 4a and 4b. The velocities
of the bottom layer are much lower than those of the
upper layer in agreement with relation (32) and are more
irregular, as they are directly affected by topography
and friction against the bottom.

More information about coefficients A(x, t) and B(X,
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velocities for summer (August) for the wind stress experiment.

t) is needed to explain longitudinal variability produced
by the wind stress, so replacing (35) and (36) in (29)
and (37) and (38) in (29) again and evaluating iny =
0 and y = W respectively,

AKX Y | AKY _ Hy T

ay=20 39
at X cHp, y (39)
aB(x, t aB(x, t H
9 _ 9BxY __Hor ay=W, (40
at X cH;p,

which correspond to two equations of waves forced by
the wind and can be seen as forced Kelvin waves, each
trapped against one of the walls of the gulf. Then A(x,
t) and B(x, t) are the relevant variables of the problem
since they are proportional to sea level elevations and
interface displacement along the coast. Assuming a
summer situation, when thewind blowstoward the head,
the sign of 7 is negative, which means from (40), that
1) an interna wave was generated on the continental
wall, the amplitude of which increases linearly from a
null value in the mouth to a maximum value in the head,
2) the elevation of the sea level is positive, and 3) the
velocity of the upper layer is negative (incoming). After
going around the head, the wave propagates outward,
trapped against the Baja California wall. Now the wind
stress is in the opposite direction, asin (39), the upper-
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Fic. 6. Wind stress experiment: Coastal amplitudes and phases of
the sea level elevation (a) and the interface displacement (b) as a
function of the distance to the head of the gulf.

layer velocity is positive (outgoing), and the sea level
is positive but decreases toward the head. Thus, it is
now an internal wave modified by the effect of wind
from a maximum value in the head to a practically null
value in the mouth.

Figure 6 shows the amplitudes and phases along the
coast of Bgja California and the continent as a function
of the distance to the head of the gulf for the sea surface
elevation and the interface displacement obtained with
the simulation. The amplitudes grow from a practically
null value in the mouth up to a maximum value in the
head. This behavior can be justified using (39) and (40).
With the values from Table 1 and a global phase speed
of 1.6 m s, (39) predicts a value of 14.15 m for the
interface amplitude in the head, which is very close to
the value from the simulation, of 14.25 m. In Guaymas—
Santa Rosalia the simulation gives values of 6.91 m on
Baja California and 6.58 m on the continent, very close
to the value calculated with relation (39), of 7.07 m.

Coefficient A(x, t) is different from B(x, t) because
the internal wave propagates trapped modes against dif-
ferent walls and is modified by friction and topography.
Although the amplitudes are similar for afixed distance
from the head, thereis an important difference of phase,
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as can be seen in Figs. 6a and 6b. There is a difference
of phase of 12 days between the Guaymas and Santa
Rosalia stations for the wind-forced solution prognos-
ticated by the model.

Transverse velocities for bottom and upper layers
(Fig. 5b) are the most influenced by the topographic
changes near the walls. However, in the central area of
the section, the transverse velocity of the upper layer is
positive and has a maximum value of 0.69 cm s—*. From
the continuity equation (31)

_TH, AN .
v, = —pHTHl : exp( a) neary =0 (41)
5 y—W
= - =W. (42
A DR exp( a ) near y (42)
Far from both walls, the Ekman drift v, = —7H./

(pH.H,f) is obtained. For the summer situations, 7 is
negative. Using the values from Table 1 and evaluating
in the center of the section, a central value of 0.64 cm
s ' is obtained, which is very close to the results of the
simulation.

Thus, the circulation pattern produced by the wind
stress can be explained if it is assumed that in thisscale
the wind produces a forced interna wave trapped
against the coast around the gulf, and al the dynamics
are strongly influenced by asmall radius of deformation.
Circulation is then inverted from cyclonic to anticy-
clonic from summer to winter.

b. Baroclinic wave experiment

In order to study the variability on an annual scale,
the transverse structure of a baroclinic Kelvin wave of
annual period of the form (24) was forced at the mouth
of the gulf. The horizontal heat flux in the mouth was
estimated by CLR94, who calculated atotal value of 40
TW of amplitude and a phase corresponding to a max-
imum in November. In the wind stress experiment, it
was found that the wind causes a horizontal heat flux
in the mouth of 6.7 TW (1 terawatt = 10*2 W) of am-
plitude and phase corresponding to a maximum in No-
vember. These values coincide with those obtained by
R97. In (24), u, and ® were chosen so that the super-
position of the response of the baroclinic wave and that
due to wind stress match the heat flux at the mouth
calculated by CLR94; that is, the incoming baroclinic
wave must produce a flux of 33 TW and phase in No-
vember.

In this experiment, an incoming internal wave was
used as the only forcing agent. The rest of the forcing
agents (wind stress and surface heating) and the hori-
zontal eddy viscosity u were set to zero and the run
was carried out in the f plane.

The simulation starts from a rest state. During the
first days the internal wave propagates toward the in-
terior of the gulf, trapped to the wall of mainland Mex-
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ico. It is amplified by the effects of topography and
dampened by the effects of friction against the bottom.

Once the baroclinic wave reaches the head, it goes
around the head and out of the gulf as a baroclinic wave
trapped to the Baja Californiacoast. Thus, the dynamics
are mainly expressed in terms of two internal wavesthat
travel in opposite directions trapped against opposite
walls. There is little overlapping between both waves
because the internal radius of deformation issmall com-
pared to the width of the gulf. After integrating 7 years,
a state of equilibrium is reached in which the total en-
ergy cycle is the same from year to year.

The fields that result from this equilibrium are shown
in Fig. 7a, which illustrates the amplitudes (in cm) and
phases (in days) of the free surface. The maximum am-
plitudes occur on the coast of the gulf where they reach
12 cm and diminish to 1.5 cm toward the center of the
gulf. The amplitudes produced along the coasts of the
gulf are almost constant. There is a great traversal vari-
ability due to the fact that the average internal radius
of deformation is 30 km, a small value if compared to
the width of the gulf, which has an average of 150 km
and reaches up 210 km. The longitudinal variability of
the sea surface is greater in the region of the big islands,
where the gulf section diminishes considerably, and in
the head, where the wave turns around.

The phases show that the maximum elevations of the
free surface occur in al the gulf in August. However,
there is an important lateral variability, particularly in
the southern region of the gulf. The greatest traversal
variability occurs in the mouth when the maximum el-
evations occur on the Mexican mainland coast at the
beginning of August and on the Bagja California side at
the end of August, with a resulting difference of phase
of 16 days. Considering an average phase speed of 1.6
m s-* for the whole gulf and a length of the gulf equal
to 1000 km, the annual Kelvin wave should have a phase
difference of 15 days, a value very close to the result
of the model.

Figure 7b shows the contours of amplitudes (in m)
and phase (in days) for the interface. The maximum
amplitudes are on the order of 30 m on the coast of the
gulf and show a great lateral variability, again resulting
from a small internal radius of deformation. Thereisa
spatial distribution similar to that of the sea surface
elevation, and the phase is such that both fields have
opposite signs.

In summer the circulation in the upper layer is cy-
clonic in the whole gulf, with outgoing flow on the Baja
Cdlifornia side. Positive elevations of the free surface
correspond to the summer cyclonic flow. Taylor (1921)
studied the reflection of a barotropic Kelvin wave in a
semi-infinite channel. Taking a semi-infinite channel
with dimensions similar to those of the gulf and the
annual frequency, Taylor’s solution istwo Kelvin waves
traveling on both sides of the channel. Near the head,
evanescent Poincaré modes are required in order to sat-
isfy no flux condition. Both Kelvin waves can be seen
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in (39) and (40) making = = 0, and the relative phases
between h, and u, are given by (35), (36) and (37), (38),
and then v, = 0 asin (41) and (42). Since h, and u,
decrease with a toward the center of the channel, the
two Kelvin waves do not overlap. In Taylor’s solution,
theisolines of constant phase and amplitudes of sealevel
and interface displacement are parallel to thewall except
near the head where the wave turns. The baroclinic so-
lution obtained with real topography is very similar to
that of Taylor’s problem, as can be seen in Figs. 7aand
7b. Although the transverse structure of an incoming
Kelvin wave was forced in the mouth, the baroclinic
wave is distorted by topography and bottom friction in
the interior region.

Figure 8a shows the coastal amplitudes and phases
of the sea level elevation as a function of the distance
to the head of the gulf. Coastal amplitudes areirregular,
particularly on the Baja California side, but vary little
from 12.6 cm. The phases clearly show the propagation
of the internal wave.

The pattern of circulation produced by the baroclinic
wave is similar to that produced by the wind stress, that
is, anticyclonic in winter and cyclonic in summer. Both
forcing agents define an intense gyre in the northern
region of the Gulf of California. Even though the pattern
is similar in the southern region, the circulation pro-
duced by the baroclinic wave is more intense in al the
gulf. However, in general, the two forcing agents, wind
stress and baroclinic forcing, arein phasein al the gulf,
which makes it difficult to determine, except with a
model, to which forcing agent the observed variability
is due. Figure 3 in R97 shows that the sea level signal
seems to be a Kelvin wave propagating along the Pacific
coast (including the Gulf of California) with important
local modification (e.g., in the Gulf of Tehuantepec and
California), which might be attributed to the wind. The
origin of the large-scale annual sea level variation—to
what extent it is forced by the large-scale winds or by
solar heating—is clearly beyond the scope of this paper.
However, a possible explanation of why the wind stress
and the internal Kelvin wave at the mouth of the gulf
are in phase in the gulf could be attempted if it is as-
sumed that the internal wave presumably running up the
Pacific coast reaches the mouth of the gulf and propa-
gates directly into the gulf. This hypothesis is feasible
because the gulf is rotationally wide and could be
thought of as a continuation of the Pacific coastline.
Thus, the internal wave could be in phase with the local
response when entering the gulf if it is assumed that
this wave is driven by the large-scale wind field.

Again, the fields have been transversely averaged as
in (28) because it is necessary to see whether the hor-
izontal distribution of the horizontal heat flux cal cul ated
with the model is similar to that estimated from hydro-
graphic data by CLR94, as a function of x. The results
are similar to those of R97 for the mean velocity of the
upper layer but not so much for the sealevel elevation
and the interface displacement. Figure 8b shows the
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FiGc. 7. Response to baroclinic wave forcing in the mouth of the gulf. (a) Contours of amplitude (solid line) in centimeters and contours
of phase (dashed line) in days for the sea surface elevation. (b) Contours of amplitude (solid line) in meters and contours of phase (dashed

line) in days for the interface displacement.

amplitude of the sea level elevation, which is equal to
6.30 cm in the southern part of the gulf and increases
to amost 10 cm and 12.5 cm in the region of the big
islands and the head of the gulf respectively. The phase
is almost constant and is equal to 7.5 months (August)
in the whole gulf. These two maxima in sea level ele-

vation and in the interface displacement (not shown) are
explained as follows. If the deformation radius were
much greater than the width of the gulf, a decrease of
the width of the section would not cause an important
increase in the sea level averaged across the gulf asin
the case of the semidiurnal tide. But for the case under
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elevation average across the gulf.

study, the radius of deformation issmaller than thewidth
of the gulf. As a result, a decrease in the transverse
width up to avalue on the order of a significantly alters
the average, as occurs in the region of the big islands
and the head. These two maxima do not appear in the
one-dimensional model of R97 because f drops from the
1D equations of motion. B

Each of the three variables u,(x, t), n(x, t), {(x, t)
reaches its maximum almost at the same time in the
whole gulf, and u,(x, t), Fig. 9a, islagged in *= /2 with
respect to the elevation of the surface and the interface
respectively, which corresponds to an internal wave,
although, as shown before, thisinternal wave is formed
by two waves traveling in opposite directions that do
not overlap with each other except in isolated places.

Figure 9b corresponds to the horizontal heat flux F(x,
t). The amplitude decreases linearly from 32 TW in the
mouth to zero in the head and the phase remains constant
and equal to —1.5 months. These values are very close
to those obtained by R97.

c. The main run

In this last experiment, the three main forcing agents
have been included: namely, wind stress, the internal
wave forced at the mouth of the gulf, and surface heat

Fic. 9. Response to baroclinic wave forcing at the mouth of the
gulf: (a) Upper-layer velocity and (b) horizontal heat flux averaged
across the gulf as a function of the distance to the head.

flux Q,. The latter is included in the model by means
of Eq. (7). This enables alocal heating and cooling that
affectsthe pressure gradient, though because of itslinear
form this contribution to heat content is not advected.
The values of Q, are those calculated by CLR94. Max-
imum amplitudes correspond to the central region of the
gulf and reach their maxima in July.

The effect of surface heat flux on the total circulation
is not important. An experiment carried out with only
this forcing agent showed that it produced a horizontal
heat flux with a maximum value in the mouth of 1.5
TW and a mean velocity u,(x, t) = 0.15 cm s The
maximum variations of sea level (1.5 cm) occur in the
central region.

The previous experiments were carried out in the sim-
plest possible way. They did not include the diffusion
term and f was not allowed to vary. This run includes
lateral diffusion with a coefficient w = 30 m? s~ and
the simulation was carried out using 3-plane dynamics.
The simulation starts from a rest state, and after inte-
grating 7 years the state of equilibrium is reached. Re-
sults can be seen in Fig. 10, which shows the upper-
layer velocities and sea surface elevation for a typical
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Fic. 10. The main run: Upper-layer currents and sea surface elevation in centimeters for (a) winter (February) and (b) summer (August).

winter situation (February) and summer situation (Au-
gust). The pattern of circulation is similar to the su-
perposition of the individual cases, namely, of the cir-
culation induced by the wind stress added to the forcing
of the structure of a Kelvin wave in the mouth of the
gulf. The B effect exerts only a minor influence on the
total circulation. The main run shows a surface anti-
cyclonic pattern of circulation in winter and cyclonic in
summer in the whole gulf but, in contrast with the pre-
vious runs, it shows two well-defined gyres. One is
placed in the northern gulf and the other in the southern

region. They are separated by the constriction produced
by the region of big islands. The northern gyreis shifted
toward the Baja California coast and situated on the
Delfin Basin.

An additional run was carried out, now keeping f
constant. The difference between both solutions was

estimated by
2i,j (&F — &M)?
0= \/ s, @
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where &° and £ are the instantaneous fields displace-
ment for B-plane and f-plane dynamics respectively.
Maximum value of o(t) for the sea level elevations is
1.2 X 10* and that of interface displacement is 2.4 X
10-2. Thelongitudinal velocity of the bottom layer takes
values of o = 3.3 X 1072, and the transverse velocity
values of 2.2 X 10-2. The maximum difference between
solutions occurs in the surface velocities with values of
o = 13 X 102 for the longitudinal velocities and o =
7 X 10-2for thetransverse vel ocities. Even though there
is a difference in the upper-layer velocity, the B effect
only intensifies the circulation in the upper layer but
does not change the circulation pattern. The difference
can be partly attributed to the fact that in the g8 plane
the internal wave is traveling in a medium where the
local internal radius of deformation varies from point
to point not only with the topography but also with f.

Figure 11 shows the fields for a summer situation
(August) in the Guaymas-Santa Rosalia section. The
depth of each layer is as shown in Fig. 5a, and the
shadow areain Fig. 11 indicates the coast of each layer.
Figure 11a illustrates the sea level elevation and the
velocity of the surface layer. Near the coast of Guaymas
(right) it can be seen that velocities are amost null in
the region where there isonly one layer. In placeswhere
the topography allows two layers, the vel ocities (incom-
ing) increase toward the interior of the section and then
decrease with the radius of deformation near the center
of the section. Thus, the dynamics are confined to the
interior of the gulf. Sealevel reaches a maximum value
in the region where the interface intercepts the bottom
and is thence transmitted toward the coast with an al-
most constant value. This is why the coastal region
shows sea level elevations characteristic of abaroclinic
movement.

The bottom layer (Fig. 11b) presents the opposite
situation with outgoing velocities on the Guaymas side.
Velocities show a greater variability than in the surface
layers because friction and topography exert more in-
fluence there. The high values of transverse velocities
in Fig. 11c are due to the fact that the section narrows
in this region of the gulf.

d. Comparison with the observations

To compare the results of the simulation with the
observations at the annual scale, the fields obtained with
the model and corresponding to the seventh year of
simulation are shown in terms of amplitude and phase.
Figure 12 illustrates the horizontal heat flux transversely
integrated as a function of the distance to the head. The
symbols correspond to the values calculated by CLR94,
and the continuous curves to the values of the model.
Both values were made to coincide in the mouth; in the
interior of the gulf the values calculated by the model
follow adistribution similar both in amplitude and phase
to those calculated by CLR94; that is, the amplitude
decreases linearly toward the head and the phase re-
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Fic. 11. The main run: Cross section between Guaymas and Santa
Rosalia showing instantaneous fields for summer as a function of
coordinate transverse to the gulf. (a) Sea level elevation and longi-
tudinal upper velocity. (b) Interface displacement and longitudinal
bottom velocity. (c) Upper and bottom transverse velocity.

mains constant and equal to 10.7 months. Thisresult is
considered important because it means that the dynam-
ics proposed to explain the annual variability reproduces
the distribution of horizontal heat flux obtained from
hydrographic data.

The observations of sea level in the gulf come from
eight coastal stations (see Fig. 1). The analysis of the
sea level records can be found in R90 and R97, which
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FiG. 12. The main run: Horizontal heat flux transversely averaged
as a function of the distance to the head of gulf. Symbols indicate
values obtained by CLR94. Solid and dotted lines are the amplitude
and phase obtained with the model.

include a detailed description of results, length of each
record, and techniques used. The analysis of sea level
is absolutely robust. For example, Fig. 13 shows the
monthly mean values (symbols) of two stations located
opposite each other. Annual signals fitted* in Guaymas
and Santa Rosalia (not shown) explain 96% and 98%
of the variance respectively. A maximum of 19.7 cmis
reached on 14 August in Guaymas and a maximum of
15.3 cmis reached on 27 August in Santa Rosalia. The
differences between both stations are significant because
the uncertainty of the amplitudes is of 1 cm, and that
of the phases of 3 to 4 days.

In Fig. 13 the curves are the instantaneous sea level
elevation obtained with the model at Guaymas (dotted
line) and Santa Rosalia (solid line) in the last year of
simulation. Notice that the model predicts a difference
of phase between both stations similar to that observed,
but it underestimates the difference of amplitude ob-
served between the two coasts.

Table 2 shows the amplitude, phases, and percentages
of the variance explained for eight coastal stations used
in the present work, and the amplitudes and phases of
atmospheric pressure expressed in cm of water for six
stations located in the Gulf of California. In order to
obtain the subsurface pressure, the sea level data were
corrected by means of a linear interpolation of atmo-
spheric pressure. The results are shown in Figs. 14aand
14b, where the amplitude and phase for each station has
been plotted as a function of the distance to the head
of the gulf, and coded with symbols. The bars indicate
fitting errors. As can be seen in Fig. 14, the observations
of sea level show a great variability both along and

1 Time series are least squares fitted to an annual harmonic using
A(t) ~ A+A, cosw t+ A, sinwt, where 27/w = 1 yr and A represent
the sea level elevation at a certain (X, y).
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FiG. 13. Monthly means (symbols) of the sea level at two stations
in the middle of the gulf and instantaneous sea level elevation ob-
tained with the model for the last year of integration; dotted line for
Guaymas and solid line for Santa Rosalia.

across the gulf. The variability longitudinal to the gulf
can be seen in this figure when averaging the complex
amplitudes of the observations on both coasts, which
results in the amplitude increasing toward the head of
the gulf and the phase remaining constant and close to
8 months. The variability traversal to the gulf shows
that the amplitudes of the observations on the mainland
are always larger than those on Baja California, both in
the central and southern parts of the gulf.

It can be observed in Fig. 14athat the model predicts
the longitudinal variability observed in the amplitudes
both in the central and south part of the gulf. Near the
head there are two points of observation (San Felipe
and Puerto Peflasco) where the model amplitudes are
larger. Theresults of the model also confirm thetraversal
variability observed; that is, the amplitudes obtained
with the model on the mainland are greater than those

TaBLE 2. Amplitudes, phases, and percentages of seasonal
variance explained by annual harmonic.

Amplitude Phase Variance

Station (cm) (days) (%)
San Felipe 18.7 —140 97
Puerto Pefiasco 181 —129 92
Bahia de los Angeles 17.4 —-131 97
Santa Rosalia 15.3 —126 98
Guaymas 19.7 —144 96
Loreto 145 —117 96
Yav aros 17.1 -139 97
Topolobampo 17.0 —-134 96
La Paz 12.6 —-108 98

Atmospheric pressure

San Felipe 4.6 1 91
Santa Rosalia 3.0 7 87
Guaymas 3.2 15 92
Loreto 34 17 93
Puerto Pefiasco 4.4 12 95
Mazatlan 16 30 84
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FiG. 14. The main run: Comparison between sea surface elevation
obtained with the model, and observation (symbols) as a function of
the distance to the head of the gulf.

obtained on the peninsula. However, the difference of
amplitude between both coasts is underestimated by the
model. While a maximum difference of 4 cm is ob-
served, a maximum of only 2.3 cm is obtained with the
model. In the simulation, this difference of amplitude
between both coasts is due to friction with the bottom
and lateral diffusion. Although an increase in the co-
efficients of friction against the bottom and lateral dif-
fusion might result in a better fit between the results of
the model and observation, it is clear that some other
process not considered in this simplified model might
be contributing to the difference of amplitudes observed
between the two coasts.

In Fig. 14b the phases of the model can be seen to
increase toward the head and then toward the mouth on
the coast of Bagja California if viewed from the mouth
and on the mainland side. The behavior of the phases
of the model is then similar to observations; for ex-
ample, the difference of phase between La Paz and To-
polobampo is 33 days according to the observationsand
26 days according to the model; the difference between
Loreto and Yavaros is 25 days in the observations and
17 days in the model; the difference between Guaymas
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and Santa Rosdlia is 20 days in the observations and
12 days in the model.

4. Conclusions

The observations of sea level at the annual scale in
the Gulf of Californiahave been reproduced with atwo-
layer linear model. In the central and southern part of
the gulf, the values of sealevel elevation obtained with
the model coincide quite well with observations, both
in amplitude and phase, and to a lesser extent with the
difference observed between the two coasts of the gulf.
Near the head of the gulf, the model predicts amplitudes
larger than those observed.

Three main forcing agents have been included: wind
stress, surface heat flux, and the horizontal heat flux
observed in the mouth of the gulf. We have assumed
that the forcing in the mouth is due to the action of the
Pacific Ocean, which forces an incoming baroclinic
wave. The forcing agents produce mainly a baroclinic
pattern of circulation. The wind stress also generates a
barotropic circulation pattern restricted to shallow
regions; however, the net offshore transport is almost
null. Thus, the movement near the mouth is markedly
baroclinic because in this region the topographic gra-
dients are small and depths are large.

The amplitude of the horizontal heat flux in the mouth
of the gulf has been fitted to 40 TW, which is the value
observed by CLR94. The internal wave produces a hor-
izontal heat flux of 33.8 TW, the wind stress 6.7 TW,
and the surface heating 1.5 TW. The effect of each of
these forcing agents on the variability observed in the
elevation of sea level on the two coasts of the gulf is
explained as follows: The internal wave produces an
amplitude of sea level of 12 cm over the coasts of the
gulf and the wind produces a slope in sea level varying
from an amost null amplitude in the mouth to 8 cm in
the head of the gulf; both forcing agents are responsible
for the difference of phase between both coasts, the
surface heating produces elevations of 1.25 cm that oc-
cur only in an area near the region of the islands, where
this forcing agent is maximum. The difference of am-
plitude in sea level elevation between both coasts cal-
culated with the model is caused by dissipative phe-
nomena, that is, friction against the bottom and lateral
diffusion.

The dynamics proposed here reproduce the horizontal
distribution of horizontal heat flux in the interior of the
gulf both in amplitude and phase. The results of the
simulations show that variability across the gulf is as
important as longitudinal variability for the two main
forcing agents, wind stress and mouth’s boundary con-
dition. We attribute this to the small value of the internal
radius of deformation in relation to the width of the
gulf. Since we do not have sealevel observationsin the
middle of the gulf, we cannot corroborate the important
variability across the gulf predicted by the model.

The internal wave forced at the mouth and the wind
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stress are in phase and produce the same pattern of
circulation. Moreover, total circulation can be explained
by means of an internal wave trapped against the wall
that propagates around the coast of the gulf. The bar-
oclinic wave is caused by the action of both the Pacific
Ocean and the wind, which produces a forced internal
wave. The internal wave propagates as a Kelvin-like
signal, although very distorted by topography and fric-
tion against the bottom. However, individual effects of
each forcing agent on coastal surface elevation and in-
terface displacement are different. While the elevations
of sea level produced by the internal wave are almost
uniform in all the gulf, the wind produces elevations on
the coast that grow linearly toward the head of the gulf.

The pattern of circulation obtained iscyclonicin sum-
mer and anticyclonic in winter. This pattern can be ex-
plained as an incoming flux and an outgoing flux in-
tensified on the coasts of the gulf, which reverse their
circulation direction from summer to winter. The surface
layer is energetic and in the bottom layer velocities are
low. The velocities of the upper layer reach maximum
values of 70 cm s~*. Thisis related to the depth of the
upper layer, which has been chosen asH, = 70 m. Also,
high velocities are related to large oscillations of the
interface, which occur where the thickness of the lower
layer vanishes. This might imply a large horizontal ex-
cursion of the interface in regions where it intercepts
the topography. A future model should include the en-
trainment process that would prevent the interface from
surfacing, cool the upper layer, and provide stress at the
bottom of the upper layer.
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