arxiv:1401.7571v2 [astro-ph.EP] 3 Jun 2014

DRAFT VERSIONJUNE 7, 2021
Preprint typeset usingTegX style emulateapj v. 5/2/11

ANALYTICAL MODELS OF EXOPLANETARY ATMOSPHERES.
I. ATMOSPHERIC DYNAMICS VIA THE SHALLOW WATER SYSTEM

KEVIN HENG! AND JARED WORKMAN?
Draft version June 7, 2021

ABSTRACT

Within the context of exoplanetary atmospheres, we preaettmprehensive linear analysis of forced,
damped, magnetized shallow water systems, exploring tleetefof dimensionality, geometry (Cartesian,
pseudo-spherical and spherical), rotation, magnetidaaremd hydrodynamic and magnetic sources of fric-
tion. Across a broad range of conditions, we find that the lmsegning equation for atmospheres and quantum

harmonic oscillators are identical, even when forcing

liEterradiation), sources of friction (molecular vis-

cosity, Rayleigh drag and magnetic drag) and magneticdarasie included. The global atmospheric structure

is largely controlled by a single, key parameter that

ineslthe Rossby and Prandtl numbers. This near-

universality breaks down when either molecular viscositynagnetic drag acts non-uniformly across latitude
or a poloidal magnetic field is present, suggesting thatettediects will introduce qualitative changes to the
familiar chevron-shaped feature witnessed in simulatafregmospheric circulation. We also find that hydro-
dynamic and magnetic sources of friction have dissimilaggsignatures and affect the flow in fundamentally
different ways, implying that using Rayleigh drag to mimiagmetic drag is inaccurate. We exhaustively lay
down the theoretical formalism (dispersion relations,araing equations and time-dependent wave solutions)
for a broad suite of models. In all situations, we derive tteady state of an atmosphere, which is relevant
to interpreting infrared phase and eclipse maps of exopdapatmospheres. We elucidate a pinching effect
that confines the atmospheric structure to be near the equdo suite of analytical models may be used to
decisively develop physical intuition and as a referendatgor three-dimensional, magnetohydrodynamic

(MHD) simulations of atmospheric circulation.

Subject headingsiydrodynamics — planets and satellites: atmospheres -oagethnalytical

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1.Motivation

With the atmospheres of exoplanets now accessible
to astronomical scrutiny, there is motivation to under-
stand the basic physics governing their structure. Since
highly-irradiated exoplanets are most amenable to atmo-
spheric characterization, a growing body of work has
focused on hot Earths/Neptunes/Jupiters, ranging from
analytical models to simulations of atmospheric cir-
culation (e.g.,| Dobbs-Dixon & Lin__2008; Showman et al.
2009; | Heng, Menou & Phillipps 2011; Thrastarson & Cho
2011; Showman & Polvani 2011; Rauscher & Menou 2013;
Showman et all 2013; Batygin, Stanley & Stevenson 2013;
Rogers & Showman 2014), in one, two and three dimensions
(1D, 2D and 3D). The path towards full understanding re-
quires the construction of a hierarchy of theoretical msdel
of varying sophistication (Held 2005). In this context, ta
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FIG. 1.— Schematic describing the key governing equation iticshava-

ical mOd_e|3_have a vital _r0|e to play, Since_ the_y provideeris  ter systems, both on the equatorizplane (pseudo-spherical geometry) and
physical insight and are immune to numerical issues (eug., n in full spherical geometry. The key quantity to solve for e tmeridional

merical viscosity, sub-grid physics, spin-up).

(north-south) velocity, from which the zonal (east-westjoeity, shallow

ater height perturbation and magnetic field perturbatstreightforwardly

Atmospheres behave like heat engines. Sources of forcinguon,

(e.g., stellar irradiation) induce atmospheric motion,ichih
are eventually damped out by sources of friction (e.g.,08sc

ity, magnetic drag). It is essential to understand atmasphe whether an atmosphere attains or is driven away from chemi-

dynamics, as it sets the background state of velocity, tempe

cal, radiative and thermodynamic equilibrium. Even if an at

ature, density and pressure that determines the specttal anmosphere is not in equilibrium, it must be in a global state of
temporal appearance of an atmosphere. It also determinegquipoise—sources of forcing and friction negate one amoth
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(e.g.,.Goodman 2009). In the present study, this is our over-
arching physical goal: to analytically derive the glob&zgly
state of an exoplanetary atmosphere (the “exoclime”) in the
presence of forcing, friction, rotation and magnetic fields
Shallow water models are a decisive way of studying ex-
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oclimes. The term “shallow water” comes from their tra-

ity. There are two flavors of this approximation: the simpler

ditional use in meteorology and oceanography (Matsunoversion solves for waves that are oscillatory in both spatia

1966; Lindzen 1967; Longuet-Higgins 1967, 1968;/Gill 1980)
and refers to the approximation that the horizontal extent
modeled far exceeds the vertical/radial one.

dimensions (simply calleds-plane”), while a more sophisti-
cated version allows for an arbitrary functional depenéenc

They havein latitude (“equatorialg-plane”). Since the equatorial-

been used to understand the solar tacocline (Gllman! 2000plane treatment more closely approximates the situation on
Zaqarashvili et adl. 2007), the atmospheres of neutron starsa sphere, we will refer to it as being “pseudo-spherical”.

(Spitkovsky, Levin & Ushomirsky 2002; Heng & Spitkovsky

In constructing the mathematical machinery in this paper,

2009) and exoplanetary atmospheres (Showman & Polvaniwe often have to evaluate long, comil@xpressions. To this

2011;/Heng & Kopparla 2012). Our over-arching technical
goal is to perform a comprehensive theoretical survey acros

dimensionality (1D and 2D), geometry (Cartesian, pseudo-

spherical and spherical) and sources of friction (molecu-
lar viscosity, Rayleigh drag and magnetic drag) for forced,

end, we find it convenient to separate out the real and imag-
inary components using a series of “separation functions”,
which we denote by, (_, (r, (1, ¢ and(y. The definitions

of these dimensionless quantities vary from model to model.
We note that)y also functions like a generalized friction that

damped, rotating, magnetized systems. To retain algebraidncludes magnetic tension.

tractability, we study the limits of purely vertical/ratlea hor-
izontal/toroidal background magnetic fields.

Our main finding is that the global structure of exoplanetary
atmospheresis largely controlled by a single, key paramete
at least in the shallow water approximation—which we denote
by a. In the hydrodynamic limite is directly related to the

Rossby and Prandtl numbers. In forced, damped atmosphere

with non-ideal MHD,« encapsulates the effects of molecular
viscosity, Rayleigh drag, forcing, magnetic tension andjma
netic drag.

1.2. Terminology

Due to the technical nature of the present study, we find it
useful to concisely summarize a set of terminology that we
will use throughout the paper.

From a set of perturbed equations, we will obtain wave so-
lutions for the velocity, height and magnetic field perturba

tions. We assume that the waves have a temporal compo-

nent of the formexp (—iwt), wherew is the wave frequency.

Generally, the wave frequency has real and imaginary com-

ponents = wgr + iwr), which describe the oscillatory and
growing or decaying parts of the wave, respectively. Foheac
model, we will obtain a pair of equations describing and
wr, which we call the “oscillatory dispersion relation” anath
“growth/decay dispersion relation”, respectively. Welw-

fer to them collectively as “dispersion relations”. A “bataed
flow” corresponds to the situation whem = 0. The “steady
state” of an atmosphere hag = w; = 0.

We will refer to molecular viscosity, Rayleigh drag and
magnetic drag collectively as “friction”. If we are only con
sidering molecular viscosity and Rayleigh drag, we will use
the term “hydrodynamic friction”. We will use the terms ‘dri
tion” and “damping” interchangeably, but not qualify the-la
ter as being hydrodynamic or MHD in nature. We will refer to
systems as being “free” if forcing and friction are absemn-S
ilarly, we will use the terms “fast” and “rapid” interchange
ably when referring to rotation. The zeroth order effect of
including a magnetic field introduces a term each into the mo-
mentum and magnetic induction equations—we will refer to
the effects of these ideal-MHD terms as “magnetic tension”.
When non-ideal MHD is considered, we include a resistive
term in the induction equation that mathematically resembl
diffusion—we will refer to its influence as “magnetic drag”.

We will examine an approximation for including the ef-
fects of non-constant rotation, across latitude, on a €arte
sian grid, known traditionally as theg“plane approximation”
(e.g., Vallis 2006 and references therein). Note that thiet
the same as a departure from solid body rotation. Rather, it i
an approximation to include the dynamical effects of spheri

1.3.Layout of Paper

In §2, we state the governing equations and derive their lin-
earized, perturbed forms. I§8, we review and extend the
1D models. We extend our models to 2D Cartesian geome-

y in §4 and begin to consider the effects of sphericityfth

n 6, we present results for 2D models in spherical geome-
try. Applications to exoplanetary atmospheres are desdrib
in 7. We summarize our findings i§. Table 1 lists the
most commonly used quantities and the symbols used to de-
note them. Table 2 compares our study with previous ana-
lytical work. Table 3 summarizes the salient lessons learnt
from studying each shallow water model. Figlke 1 provides a
graphical summary of our technical achievements.

2. GOVERNING EQUATIONS OF THE SHALLOW WATER SYSTEM
2.1.General Equations

By including molecular viscosity, Rayleigh drag and mag-
netic tension in the conservation of linear momentum, we ob-
tain the following equation,

—

ov U

T

wherev is the 2D horizontal velocity vector, denotes the
time, Q) is the planetary rotation vector (pointing north)is

the kinematic viscositytq,» IS & constant drag timescalB,
is the magnetic field strength apds the mass density. Gen-
erally, the momentum equation contains a Lorentz force,term

which iso (V x B) x B and consists of two terms repre-
senting magnetic tension and magnetic pressure. We have
assumed that magnetic pressure (associated with the term
—VPg/p, where P = B?/87) is negligible compared to
thermal pressure. The remaining magnetic term represents
magnetic tension. Note that equatiéh (1) is only meaningful
in the horizontal directions. It uses the fact that wheis
constant, hydrostatic equilibrium yields a linear relagbip
betweem and the pressurg,

P =Py+pg(h-=), (2)

with P, being the reference pressure defined at h andz
being the vertical coordinate.

A convenient hallmark of the shallow water model is that
the mass continuity and thermodynamic equations are re-

B.VEB
+

VT = —gVh—20x T+vV25— ==
4dmp

(1)

drag

3 Here, it means having both real and imaginary componertisershan
“complicated”.



TABLE 1

COMMONLY USEDSYMBOLS
Name Units Meaning
g cms 2 surface gravity
H cm shallow water height at rest
R cm radius of exoplanet
Q s 1 rotational frequency
tdyn s dynamical timescale
B =2Qsinf/R cm~1s~1  gradient of rotation termd-plane)
BJ- G background magnetic field strength
co = (gH)'/? cms! gravity wave speed
va = B;j/2(7p)t/2  cms! Alfvén speed
v cm? s~ ! molecular viscosity
n cm? st magnetic resistivity/diffusivity
kx cm~ 1 ¢ zonal wavenumber3-plane)
n — meridional wavenumbeS{plane)
m — zonal wavenumber (spherical)
l — meridional wavenumber (spherical)
R — Reynolds number
RB — magnetic Reynolds nhumber
Ro — Rossby number
E=1/R3 — Lamb’s parameter
C+.¢= CR: (1. € — separation functions
¢o — generalized friction
« — key controlling parameter
Wdrag = tgrlag s—1t Rayleigh drag
wy sh 4 hydrodynamic friction
Fo = So — Wrad s L4 forcing
wo = w + iwy s L+ _
wrp =w — 1k s 1t —
wB, = w +iwp — —
7=ay — transformed latitude4-plane)
= cosf — cosine of co-latitude (spherical)
oL=ap — transformed co-latitude (spherical)
P — associated Legendre function
Hn Or Hy — Hermite polynomial
Hr = Hn(3) — Hermite polynomial
H = Hi(i) — Hermite polynomial
) — arbitrary velocity normalization
vl orvfp cms 1, ¢ zonal velocity perturbation
vy, O vgy cms 1t meridional velocity perturbation
h' cm, T shallow water height perturbation
hl, = gh'/2QR cmst —
bl or bfb G, toroidal magnetic field perturbation
by, or by, G, t poloidal magnetic field perturbation
Uxg OF Vg, cms1,f normalization ofv; or vy
Vyo OF Vg, cms 1t normalization ofv§, or vj,
ho cm, T normalization ofh’
B cmst normalization of/,
bxo OFbg, G, normalization o or by,
by, O by, G, normalization o, or bj,

Note: the index refers to ther-, y-,z-, r-, 6- or ¢-coordinate.
Definitions are given only when they do not vary between medel
T: quantity may be cast in dimensionless units.

placed by an equation for the shallow water height

oh

— +V.

ot

(h?) = Q, ©)
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in the event of radiative equilibrium. Such an approach is
often termed “Newtonian relaxation”. Whéh= 0, equation
@) is the 2D analogue of the mass continuity equation in 3D.
When magnetic fields are included, one needs to con-

sider the 3D magnetic induction equation. We assume the
terms associated with ambipolar diffusion and the Hall ef-
fectto be negligible, at least for highly-irradiated atiplsres
(Perna, Menou & Rauschier 2010). To render the problem an-
alytically tractable, we assume that the magnetic diffusiv
ity/resistivity (n) has no spatial dependendés = 0). With
these simplications, we have

0B L = .

o =V x (va) V x [n(VxB)}

=7 (V.B) ~ B(V.0)+ B.Vi - 5.VB -
V2B — v (V.B) B v (v X B)

—7 (v.é) + B.Vi+ V2B,

The —B(V.7) term always vanishes for a shallow water
system due to the condition of incompressibility, while the

—7.VB term may be neglected for a system perturbed from
rest and if the background magnetic field is constant (as it is
then second order in magnitude). The terms involvjre-

scribe the effect of magnetic drag. As a first approximation,

we consider only th@VQE term among the ones involving

n. In atmospheres where a balance between collisional ion-
ization and recombination is attainegl,has an exponential
dependence on the temperature and may vary by orders of
magnitude|(Perna, Menou & Rauscher 2010). Nevertheless,
idealized models with constantprovide a starting point for
MHD shallow-water investigations and are useful for eluci-
dating the phase behavior of magnetic drag.

To simplify the problem, we will make separate approxi-
mations for the first and second derivatives of the companent
of the magnetic field strengths. The exact form of these ap-
proximations depends on whether we are considering a purely
vertical/radial or horizontal background field.

2.2.Linearized, Perturbed Equations in Cartesian
Coordinates

We perturb the system about a state of rest; = v)’w and

h = H + h/, whereH is a constant and > h'. In Carte-
sian coordinates, the equation for the shallow water height
becomes

o’ o o
—_— H —= - - — Wra h/a 6
ot <8:v + ay> 5 = rag ©

where w,aa = 1/taa and the source term isS
(heq — H) wraa. We assumes = Sph’ and defineF;
So — wWrad, as will be made clear if3.1.5.

The forms of the momentum and magnetic induction equa-
tions depend on whether one is considering the idealized sit
uation of a purely vertical or horizontal background magnet

where the preceding equation is also only meaningful in thefie|d. We perturb the magnetic field about its constant, back-
horizontal directions. The terd® mimics the effect of radia-

tive heating,

Q=rt
rad

whereh. is the “equilibrium shallow water height”, attained

h (4)

ground vertical or horizontal value. Even for an initial éiel
that is purely vertical in nature, disturbances to it introd
finite horizontal perturbations.

2.2.1.Vertical Background Magnetic Field
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We begin by denoting the components of tbal magnetic
field strength byBy y ,. We make the following approxima-
tions:

implies a magnetic monopole,

oy Bzv;,y o?v,., O, (11)
Ovyy —0 o H T 0x? + oy |-
0z ’
OByy 9B, 0By 9B, ) While magnetic monopoles have never been seen in Nature,
Ox 0z Oy 0z’ this approximation provides a convenient way to study the ef
OB, y B.y 0B, B, v’ 0 fect of localized patches of atmospheres where a verticgt ma
2, - H o, - o xy 7 0. netic field may exist.

Physically, the system starts out from a state of rest with a
The first statement in equatidd (7) is a property of the shallo purely vertical background field that is coupled to the flow.
water system. These approximations ensure that the domAny motion of the flow in the horizontal direction induces
inant magnetic term in the momentum equation produces ahorizontal magnetic field perturbations that resist thisyeao
restoring force that depends on the background vertical fiel ment. Since atmospheres are hardly expected to be perfect
(Heng & Spitkovsky 2009), while the induction equation re- conductors, this process is expected to be diffusipg 0).

tains a term that is the magnetic analogue of molecular-diffu
sion. The negative signs associated with the horizontal fiel

components are intended to provide a restoring, rather than
force to any perturbation of the magnetic field by 4 5 purely horizontal magnetic field strength, we assume

a runaway,
fluid motion.
We represent the constanbackground magnetic field
strengths byBy y ,. We perturb about the horizontal field

strengths,

Byy = Bx,y + b;c,y' (8)

The background state is simple: at rest, with, = 0 and
B, = B,. The vertical field is not perturbed.

With these assumptions, the linearized momentum equa-

tions read,
ov,  on , 0%l 9%l
ot ——g%—i—fvy—i—u 8I2+3y2
;B
— Wdray Ux - )
drag S T ol
8’[}/ 6h’ 8211/ 8211/ (9)
_y:—g——fyl+y y—|— Y
ot Oy * ox? Oy?
B,b!
- wdragv; - 47ijy{’

where we have defined a drag frequengy,; = td*rlag. The

quantity f generalizes upof(2 and is the first step towards
including the effects of sphericity (e.q., Vallis 2006)

f=Jfo+ By, (10)

where fy = —2Q cosf andé denotes the co-latitude (or the
polar coordinate in standard spherical coordinates). Tlaaq
tity 5 = 2Qsin 0/ R is the coefficient of the first-order term
in the series expansion gf. Physically, it is the gradient of
the Coriolis term. At the poles, we recovér= fy, known
as the ‘f-plane” model. At the equator, we haye= Sy.
General consideration of with both terms is known as the
“B-plane” approximation, which itself comes in two flavors.
The first approximation is to seek sinusoidal solutions ithbo
directions, including foy (seedd)). A better approximation is
to seek sinusoidal solutions only in thedirection and solve
for the wave amplitudes as general functiong pivhich we
explore ingg.

For the linearized magnetic induction equation, & . 3)
term has a non-zero contribution since a purely verticad fiel

2.2.2.Horizontal Background Magnetic Field

V.B = 0. We set

Ovxy

0z =0,

(12)

which is, as stated previously, a property of the shallowewat
system. We seB, = 0. The background state satisfies:

_ OByy

OB
By Y
ox

+ By 9y

=0,

_ (13)
B 20
% =nV?Byy.
Analogous expressions for the velocity would exist if oneswa

perturbing about a moving state.
The linearized momentum equations read:

dv,  On v 0!, n 0!,
ot~ ar T/ TV G2 T By
ot o B OV By 0,
dragPx dwp Ox  4Amp Oy’
av/ 8h/ 21)/ 82,0/ (14)
_y:_g__fv/+y y+ y
ot Oy * Ox? 0y?
B, 0b. B, 0b.
— Waragl!, + XY Y Y
Y dwp Ox  4mp Oy
The linearized magnetic induction equation derives from th
B.Vuterm,
ov, _ Ovl _ vl 0% 02%b!
Xy Bx Xy B Xy Xy X,y
ot oz Y oy +”<ax2 o

(15)

2.3.Equations in Spherical Coordinates

We employ the(r, 6, ¢) coordinate system, whereis the
radial coordinateq is the co-latitude and is the longitude. It
is instructive to begin by stating the full equations in sjted



coordinates, proximations:
Dy 'Ui g Oh Ovg ¢
—_— - =—=— 420 0 —% =0,
Dt  rtané r 00 + 2ty cos or
1 ov 0B;.9,¢ 0B, 0By, 0B,
20p — ———— =2 g L e 18
+U{V Vg T281n29<vg+2c0s96¢>} 20 < o 90 K ETE (18)
0B B 0B B
1 |5 1 B? 0.6 _ _bog r_ B 2p .
~ wasagto + — | BBy +~ ( B,By — or "o or Y Pe??
4d7tp r tan 6
Dug VeV g Oh We now represent the components of tieckgroundmag-
Dt | rtanf  rsmfo¢ 28 cos f netic field byBre »- The background state is again at rest
1 and with B, = B, and By o = 0. The radial field is not
+v |:v2’[}¢ + o (2(3 s9— — U¢>:| p8rturbed. )
7% sin” 0 o The perturbed equations are

1 By B
— Waragy + —— [BVB¢+—<B = ﬂ .

4mp tan oby 4 _Brv(’mﬁ B by 4
oh 1 [0 o) o0 H R2sin? ¢
o — | = (hogsind) + — (hvy)| =
ot " reind {ae( vosind) + 55 ( %)] @ +i( L by, Phoy 62b97¢>
OBy vy O (B,) + Vg 0 (Bysin) + 9B, R2 \tané 06 62 sin29 9¢2 )’
ot r2or rsing 90 " ° 99 Dy _ GO
- Byvy .= ) ot R0 ¢ drag®o
+ B.Vvy — tand U.VB|g +nV~By N v 1 Bvo 62110 n 1 8211'9
n l 233 1 By + 2C0598 R2 \ tanf 00 002 sin2 6 0p?
96 sinZo \ ' 9o y ( Ly 4% ) B,
- cost)—— | — ,
aBd) ~ %0 (r*B,) + v |0 (Bgsin®) + _6B¢, R?sin® § d¢ dmpH
ot r2 or " rsinf | 90 oler Bv('b g On o ; /
. R o =T B Al 2Qy cos 0 — WdragUep
+B.Vug + 1?5“"9 —#.VB|s +1V2By ot Rsing 0
T tan / 2,/ 2,/
n 8Br 8B _|_L L%_i_av‘b_i_ 1 6%
2aing 2 £ +cost—— 90 — By . R2 \ tanf 90 = 002 = sin%20 0¢?
(16) v vy, , Brbfb
N . . * R2sin? 6 (2 cos? o vd’)  drpH'
We have made the approximation that the terms involving the (19)

radial velocity ¢,) and its gradients are sub-dominant and
may be neglected. A myriad of geometric terms appear from

taking the gradient and Laplacian Gfand B, although we

have kept the-#.V B term in its vectorial form because it

vanishes for a system perturbed from rest and for a constant 2.3.2.Horizontal Background Magnetic Field

background magnetic field. Similarly, the geometric terms a

pearing in the momentum equations vanish for a system per- We set

turbed from rest, because they generally depend on theesquar

of velocity components. Qv 0 20
The equation for the shallow water height perturbation may aor (20)

be stated without knowledge of the magnetic field geometry,

The background state satisfies:

Several terms vanish because? < 1/H.

on’' H [0 vy,

—_—t = 0 = FyH, 17

ot " Reme |gg VeSO + 5| = Fo (a7 Byeing?P0 o 5 0B g

T eg T 0 0
where we have evaluated the radial coordinate at the (con- OB OB
stant) radius of the exoplanet € R). By sin QW + By 8; —BgBy cos b, (21)
OB _ nB
2.3.1.Radial Background Magnetic Field 8?(;5 = anBM, - ,9";9.
<81

We employ the same procedure as in the case of Cartesian
coordinates. We first represent the components oftdted The first two expressions reduce to their Cartesian counter-
magnetic field strength b, ¢ » and make the following ap-  parts at the equatof (= 90°).



The perturbed equations are

Wy 1 (5, %0, Do 0y Bovk
o R 00  sinf 0¢p  tand
no( 1 9, O, 1 0%
R? \tan6 00 ' 96 ' sin?0 042
!
Ui
g (25
Py L (B2 Bo O, Dot
ot R o0 sin@ d¢ tand
(o o o,
R? \ tanf 00 = 062 = sin?0 0¢?
.
TER] <200508¢ by |,
, /
361;9 =— %%—}; + 2Qv(’b €08 0 — Wdragp
v (L Oy Py 1 P\ o
R? \tanf 00 ' 00 ' sin20 02
y o’
g (14 + 20052 )
w1 (5,% , Be 0% _ 25,b,
47pR 00  sinf 0¢ tanf |’
o’ on’
8—t¢ - nginé’ Er 2l cosf - Wdrag”fb
+ L 1 8_% + 82% 1 82%
R? \tan0 90 " 962 " sin?0 042
v vy, ,
T Esnte (2“’59% ‘%)
+ ! Bea—bib Do a_%
4mpR 09 sin@ J¢

1

———— (Bgbl, + Byb}) .
+47rpRtan6‘( 0% + ¢9)

2.4.Seeking Wave Solutions
2.4.1.Cartesian and Pseudo-Cartesian Geometries

For a perturbed quantitX’, we will generally seek wave
solutions of the following form,

X =XV, (23)

where X is an arbitrary normalization factor and we have
defined

U = exp [i (kxz — wt)] = exp (wit) exp [i (kxx — wrt)],

(24)
wherek, is the wavenumber in the- or zonal direction. For
1D models, we sefty = 1. For 2D Cartesian models, we
set¥, = exp (ikyy), wherek, is the wavenumber in thg-
or meridional direction. For 2D pseudo-spherical modeks, w
will allow X,V to retain a general functional dependence on
y and solve for this dependence.

2.4.2.Spherical Geometry

On a sphere, we define

U = exp [i (mo — wip)], (25)

wherem is the azimuthal or zonal wavenumber, whileand

to = 20t are the wave frequency and time, respectively, in
dimensionless units. Analogous to the pseudo-spherisal ca
we solve for the?-dependence ok .

3.1D MODELS

Due to the relative simplicity of the algebra involved, 1D
models have the virtue that they provide clean insightstimo
effects of each piece of physics. Our main finding in this sec-
tion is that some of these effects may couple in non-inteitiv
ways.

In order to compare the 1D and 2D models, we have cast
the velocity and height perturbations in terms of the vejoci
amplitude {y,). As we will see in§5 andgg, it is more nat-
ural to usevy,, rather than the height perturbation amplitude
(ho), because the key governing equation is for the meridional
velocity.

3.1.Hydrodynamic
3.1.1.Basic

To develop intuition, we review the most basic model: 1D
with no rotation, viscosity, drag or magnetic fields. Sirfuis t
is a free system (with no sources of forcing or friction), the
wave frequency is real, i.ey = wr. The velocity amplitude
is

_ gkxho  wrho
Uxy = on  RH (26)
The velocity perturbation has the solution,
vy, = vy, €08 (kxx — wrt), (27)
while the height perturbation takes on the form,
kxHuy
B = XX g (kxz — wrt). (28)

WR

Since no sources of dissipation exist, the velocity andlteig
perturbations are perfectly in phase. The dispersionioglat
is

wr = =+ (gH)"? k. (29)

Only gravity waves exist in this most basic of systems and
they have the special property that they are non-dispersive
(i.e., they possess the same group velocity regardlessvaf-wa
length).

3.1.2.Kinematic (Molecular) Viscosity

For the second simplest model, we add a source of fric-
tion: kinematic viscosity £). It is usually associated with
molecular viscosity, although it has sometimes been used to
mimic the presence of large-scale, turbulent viscosity.(e.
Dobbs-Dixon & Lin[2008). Strictly speaking, thé&/2v term
is non-negligible only when the Reynolds number is of order
unity (or less).

The dispersion relation now has real and imaginary parts,

(30)

To properly evaluate it, we need to substitute= wgr + iwy
into the preceding expression, which yields separate emsat

iw? — vwk? = igHk?2.



free hydro (B—plane)
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FiG. 2.— Montage of plots of velocity (arrows) and water heigtartours) perturbations for steady-state, hydrodynatystesns in the equatorigi-plane
approximation fom = kx = 1. The different panels are for different strengths of fogofj¥v|) and hydrodynamic frictions,,). All quantities are computed in
terms of an arbitrary velocity normalizationy). Bright and dark colors correspond to positive and negdiwight perturbations, respectively.

for the oscillatory ¢r) and decayingu;) parts of the wave
solutions. The former has the solution,

1/2
vk2\
implying that viscosity damps the wave frequency. Visgosit
also tends to act on smaller scales, since
vk?2
2 bl

on a characteristic viscous timescaletpf~ |wi|~1. In fact,
from examining the expression fagz, one may derive a vis-

cous length scalel(,) and Reynolds nhumbefR) at which
gravity waves are completely damped out,

WR = =+ (31)

(32)

w1 =

L,
L,=" r=%"__ (33)
Co 14
wherecy = (gH)'/2.
The wave solutions are
vl = vy, exp (wit) cos (kxz — wrt),
V-
B =22 exp (wit
gk p (wit) (34)

2
X |wr cos (kxx — wgrt) — VTX sin (kxx — wrt)| .

We will use this form for., throughou#3. In the presence of

viscosity, the velocity and height perturbations are nowadu
phase. Specifically, there is a viscous term tha0’s out of
phase with the non-viscous terms.

A “hyperviscosity” has sometimes been used in sim-
ulations of atmospheric circulation of exoplanets (e.g.,
[Heng, Menou & Phillipgs 2011). It asserts that the viscous
term in the momentum equation can be expressedvds
with v having to take on the appropriate physical units for it
to retain the physical units of acceleration. It followsttha

(—1)™ /% vk
2

Oddly enough, it means that certain valuesngfresult in
growing wave solutions that are unstable, erg., = 8 (a
value often used in 3D simulations). Odd valuesipfare
unphysical, at least for the shallow water system, bec#ese t
produce spurious oscillatory modes.

, Ny € 27. (35)

w1 =

3.1.3.Rayleigh Drag

The term—4/t4:as is often inserted into the momentum
equation to mimic large-scale friction in atmospheres. It
is called “Rayleigh drag”. On Earth, it mimics the ef-
fect of the planetary boundary layer, where the atmosphere
transitions from a “free slip” to a “no slip” boundary con-
dition. In atmospheric circulation simulations of exoplan
ets, it has been used to mimic the effects of magnetic drag

er 2010; Rauscher & Menou 2013).

A key difference between Rayleigh drag and molecular vis-
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cosity is that the former actqually on all scalessince Gravity waves are most strongly affected by forcing on a
1 wa length scale
= - =% 36 4
w1 2tdrag 2 ( ) LF _ ;CO ) (45)
0
Like viscosity, Rayleigh drag damps the frequency of gsavit

waves, No stable solution for the flow exists unleBg = 0.

1/2
A {QH/%% _ (Wd2rag ) 1 ) (37) 3.1.6.Forcing with Molecular Viscosity and Rayleigh Drag

With the framework developed #8.1.1£3.1.b, we can now
Analogous to the viscous length scale, there is a drag lengthexplore a 1D hydrodynamic, forced system with friction. § hi
scale on which gravity waves are completely damped out,  system admits both growing and decaying wave solutions,

Larag = 4mcotdrag- 38 Fy—wy

drag TColdrag (38) Wy = 02&). (46)
The Taylor number is the = (taragCo/Ldrag)®> =
1/167% < 1, as expected for flows under strong drag. Globally, irradiated atmospheres are in a state of equepeis

Again, analogous to the case of viscosity, Rayleigh drag forcing balances friction, such that there is stability.slrch
damps the wave amplitudes and introduces an out-of-phasé balanced flowwe havew; = 0 andFy = w,. Globally,

component to the wave solutions, since a stable atmosphere needs to be damped exactly at the same
. frequency at which it is being forced. In three-dimensional
"= % exp (wrt) non-linear systems, equipoise might be absent at locatscal
gk In our simplified, 1D, linear model, we assume equipoise to

Pdrag gin (kxx — th)} ,

(39)
with the difference being thaiq,., has nok.-dependence.

be both a local and a global condition. By enforcifig= w,,
the wave frequency becomes

X [wR cos (kxx — wgrt) —
1/2

Fo+w\’
ng)Qc — ( otw >
. : 2 (47)
3.1.4.Molecular Viscosity and Rayleigh Drag

. . . . 1/2
When both viscosity and Rayleigh drag are included, the == (ng,% - w?,) .
mathematical form of the dispersion relation and wave solu-
tions are identical, except that one replaeg$ or wyy.g by

wR::I:

Forcing and friction combine to damp the wave frequency
more strongly than if either was acting alone. In a balanced

w, = ka( + Wdrag- (40) flow, we have
Friction acting upon the flow now has two components: a  p/ — %o [wr cos (kxz — wrt) — wy sin (kxx — wgt)] .
scale-free part and one directed strongly at small scales. gkx 48)
3.1.5.Forcing
In the presence of external forcing (e.g., stellar irradia- 3.2.Magnetohydrodynamic
tion), the equation for the shallow water height has a nan-ze 3.2.1.Basic (Ideal MHD)

source term@). In its perturbed form, it involves two terms:

h ’ In 1D, the simplest instance of a MHD system is one in
S — wraal’. In seeking wave solutions, we adopt P Y

which all forms of friction (molecular viscosity, Rayleigh
S = SohoU, (41) drag, magnetic drag) are absent. (By definition, rotation is

_ ) ) ~a 2D phenomenon.) For a vertical background field, the dis-
where Sy is a dimensionless number. As expected, forcing persion relation reads

results in a growing wave solution, since ,
1/2
— Wra F _ 2 VA 2
w 70_ (42) wr =+ |:ngx + (ﬁ) } ) (49)
We have specifically definefly = So — wraq as the “forc-  wherevy = B,/2,/7p is the Alfvén speed. Evidently, the
ing”. It vanishes when heating is balanced by radiative cool presence of a magnetic field enhances the wave frequency rel-

ing (So = wraa)- ative to the hydrodynamic case. These are called “magneto-
Forcing introduces an out-of-phase component to the wavegravity waves”. Their wave solutions are
solution,

wp =

/ X
1 Yxo exp (wrt) h = T cos (kxx — wrt),
gkx = (50)
FO (43) b/ _ _Bzvxo . (k _ t)
X [wR cos (kxx — wrt) — £ sin (kxz — th)] . x T oRH S (Fx® = WRT).

The height and velocity perturbations remain in phase, but
they are out of phase with the magnetic fielddy.
2)1/2 The qualitative effects of a horizontal background field

F, 1
wr = * (ngf( — TO (44) are equivalent, except that they act more strongly at smalle

Non-intuitively, forcingdecreaseshe wave frequency, since
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scales, No balanced flow exists unledgy = 0. Again, we caution
1/2 that we are interpreting this to be both a local and a global
Wr ==+ |gHE? + (vAkx)2 , condition for our simplified, 1D, linear models.
With a horizontal background field, we reach a similar con-

kx Huy i i
W U0 o (k- wrt), (51) clusion, since
WR,
’ kaxvx[) 8“? - 8F0w12 + 2wy {FOQ + ng:)2( + (vAkx)Q}
b, = —————= cos (kxx — wrt),
WR — FogHk2 =0, (57)
, . _ B 1/2
and the Alfvén speed is now, = By /2,/7p. wr =+ [ngz n (UAkx)2 ot (Bwr — 2F0)]
3.2.2.Magnetic Drag
A 1D system with magnetic drag)(# 0) is the first ex- 3.2.4.Molecular Viscosity and Rayleigh Drag
ample where an analytical solution for cannot be obtained, Before we examine the 1D MHD case with forcing and all
although the equation describing it may be stated (for a-vert three forms of friction, it is instructive to examine the ba-
cal background field), sic magnetic case with just hydrodynamic friction present.
VAN 2 ) Specifically, we setty; = n = 0. The wave solutions are
8wi 4 8nk2wi + 2wr {ngf( + (ﬁ) + (nk?) } decaying, since (for a vertical background field)
52 Wy
boon)? 2 3 (58)
0\ ) =0 ’
o ) . while the wave frequencies are damped,
From examining the preceding equation for small and large
wr, 0ne may infer that two physically meaningful solutions of ) VAN 2 W, /
wr < 0 exist. The oscillatory part of the wave solution has the wr =+ [ngx + (ﬁ) - (7) ] . (99)
frequency,
a2 1/2 The wave solutions are
Wr = + [ng,% + (—A) + wr (3wr + 2nk§)} . (53) ke Hos
H h = 5 *— exp (wrt)
Even without obtaining an analytical solution for, we see gHES + (va/H)
that in a balanced flowsg = 0) the 1D, free, MHD limit is > [MR cos (kxx — wrt) — Yr o gn (ky — th)} ’
obtained—the expression fai; does not involve,. ~ 2
For a horizontal background field, the governing equations , By,
for w; andwy,_are similar, x = exp (wrt)

H [ngg 4 (va/H)

8w? + 8 k2w2—|—2w [ sz—i- ) kx2—|— /@2( 2}
! T 'y (vaks) (77 ) X [% cos (kxx — wrt) + wg sin (kxx—th)},

2
+1 (vakg)” =0, (54) (60)
1/2 . .
WR = & [ng?( + (vaky)® + wr (3wr + 2nk§)} ) For a horizontal background field, we have
In other words, a balanced flow may only exist whes 0. wr = — ﬂ7
Our derivation is somewhat unsatisfactory, because it does 2
allow us to study the effects of on the phases of the wave I ) 9 W\ 2 1/2
solutions. wr =+ |gHEL + (vaky)” — (7) } ;
i ko Hoy
3.2.3.Forcing B = Uxg _ exp (wit)
When forcing is added to the 1D MHD system, a similar gHEZ + (vakx)
situation occurs in the case when magnetic drag is present. A o | (ke — wrt) — Wy . (ke — t)}
cubic equation fow; ensues (for a vertical background field), R COS T — WR g SNk = WRL)|
kex Byv
3 2 2 2, (vA)? b= — — X0 exp (wit
8wi — 8Fywi + 2wr [FO + gHE? + (ﬁ) ] (55) G2+ (oah)? p (wit)
— Fongf( =0. X |wr cos (kxz — wgrt) — % sin (kxz — th)] ,
WhenF, = 0, the solution fok is unphysical {7 < 0) and (61)

may be disregarded. The other two solutions, at small and
largewr, are positive, implying growing modes as expected.
The wave frequency is

In summary, hydrodynamic friction introduces a viscous
componentto the velocity perturbation tha@(s out of phase
with the non-viscous component. By contrast, we will see

VAN 2 1/2 that magnetic drag introduces a component that has a differ-
wr = * {ngf( + (ﬁ) + wr (Bwr — 2Fy) . (56) ent phase signature from hydrodynamic friction.



10

3.2.5.Friction (Molecular Viscosity, Rayleigh Drag and Magnetic
Drag)

When both hydrodynamic (viscosity and Rayleigh drag)

3.2.6.Forcing with Friction (Molecular Viscosity, Rayleigh Drag
and Magnetic Drag)

We are now ready to examine the most complex 1D model,

and magnetic sources of friction are included, something cu which includes magnetic fields and all forms of friction. hi
rious happens. The wave frequency becomes (for a verticals the first example where different equations der andwy

background field),

2
w%{ = ngf( + (%) +w,,77k,2( + wr [2 (nki + w,,) + 3w1] ,
(62)
implying that an extra contribution,nk2) is present even for
a balanced flow; = 0). For this term to be non-vanishing,

bothmagnetic and hydrodynamic drag have to be present. The
growing or decaying part of the wave solution is described by

8w13 +8 (77/{)2( + o.)l,) wIQ
2 vA\? 2 2 2
+2 |gHE, + (ﬁ) + wy,nky + (nkx + o.),,) wI

2
+ (nki + w,,) {ngi + (%) + wynki] —gHEMm =0.
(63)

The preceding equation has the curious property that whenjmit of VA =1 = wr

wr = 0, one obtains an expression relatingndw, , suggest-
ing that magnetic drag and hydrodynamic friction are balanc
ing out each other. In a balanced flow, one obtains

2 ngf:n
wh =—— X1
k2w,
ke Huvy,
B =70 o (kxr — wrt),
WR,
b — By,

H [(nk2)? + 3

x [nk3 cos (kxx — wrt) — wr sin (kxx — wrt)] .
(64)

cannot be cleanly obtained (for a vertical background fjeld)

wf’ - 3&)%&)1 - (CU}Q{ _le) (WV +77k>2( - FO)

2
+ wr {ngfc + (%) + wynks — Fy (w, + nki)}

v

2
+ ngin - Fy [(ﬁA) + w,,nkz] =0,

w%{ — 3w12 — 2wr (wl, + 77/4)2( — Fo)

2
_ [gﬂkﬁ + (%A) +wnk? — Fy (w, + nki)}

(66)

The “mixing” of the terms involving;, w, and Fy suggests
that a series of couplings are occurring between the out-of-
phase components of these different effects. The first expre
sion describesi;. For example, one may verify that in the
= 0, one obtainsud (Fp — w,) = 0,
which impliesFy = w, for a balanced flow. In the limit of
Fy = w, = w; = 0, one may also verify that a balanced
flow only exists whem = 0, sincenk?(gHk2 — wd) = 0.
The second expression in equatign](66) has two roots for
the eastward- and westward-propagating gravity wavesitalb
modified by forcing, friction and magnetic tension.

In the most complex 1D model, the system is described by
four parameters related to forcing and frictiaf, w,,, n and
va. When three of them are specified, the first expression in
equation[(6b) yields the value of the fourth parameter, via

2
o0 (o = Fo) + [ () ] e+ 0k2)

- F (w,, + nki) (w,, + nki — Fo) =0.

(67)

As anticipated, there is an in-phase component to the mag-Algebraic amenability suggests that it is easiest to spegif
netic field perturbation (due solely to magnetic drag) and anw, andn and use the preceding expression to solvesfar

out-of-phase component that depends on all forms of frictio

In other words, magnetic and hydrodynamic drag possess dif-

ferent phase signatures, producing magnetic field perturba p’
tions that negate each other. Such a finding suggests that one
should not use hydrodynamic drag as a proxy for magnetic |

drag (e.g.. Perna, Menou & Rauscher 2010).
For a horizontal background field, we get similar results,

2 gHkn
Wh =
Tk +w,
ky Huvy
B =0 o (kxz — wrt),
WR
by — kXBXUXo

x TooN2 . 9

(mk3)” + wiy

x [wr cos (kxx — wrt) + Nk sin (kxx — wrt)] .
(65)

Here, both components in the magnetic field perturbation are

out of phase with the height and velocity perturbations.

In summary, magnetic and hydrodynamic drag may negate

each other in a balanced flow.

The wave solutions are
kxHuvy,

= [wr cos (kxx — wrt) — Fpsin (kxx — wrt)],

wi + F§

BZUXQ

H k) + ]

2

x [nkz cos (kxt — wrt) — wr sin (kxx — wrt)].

(68)

For a horizontal background field, the algebra is somewhat
more tractable. The oscillatory part of the wave solutians i
described by

wi =kz [gH + vX + 0 (w, — Fy)] — Fow,
+ wr [3w1 +2 (77/6)2( +wy — Fo)] )

from which it is possible to obtain an expression daf for
a balanced flow. Requiringg > 0 sets a condition on the

(69)

strength of forcing,

kfc [gH + Ui + nwy]

Fy <
0 nk2 + w,

(70)



If balanced flow is interpreted as a local condition, then the
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The preceding expression is non-trivial only if the determi

preceding equation specifies the maximum amount of forcingnant of the matrix,

that can be applied to maintain it. An equationdgrmay be
obtained,

8wi + 8 (wy, + nk? — Fy) w}
+2k% [gH + v} + 1 (wy — Fo)] wr
+2 [(w,, + ki — F0)2 - FOwujl wr
+ (wy + k% — Fo) {k3 [gH + v} + 1 (w, — Fo)] }
— Fowy (wy + k2 — Fy) — gHkgn

+ Fok? (vi + w,,n) =0.
(71)

Even in a balanced flowf = 0), the preceding expression

kywo — (B +ifky) —gkxky
f —iWO Zgky )
keH — kyH —wr

is zero. To express the matrix more compactly, we have de-
fined

M:

_ 12
wy = vk® + Warag,

demonstrates that non-vanishing terms remain because of th ~ wf + wi [9HE?* + 2 + w, (w, — 2F) — 3wi |

various couplings between forcing and friction. The wave so
lutions are

kxHv
n= s (kxx — wrt) — Fy sin (kxx — wrt
w%—l—FO?[wRCOb( x — wrt) — Fpsin (kxx — wrt)],
/ kaxvxo

x [wr cos (kxx — wrt) + nkZ sin (kyx — wrt)].
(72)

4. 2D MODELS (CARTESIAN)

Rotation is intrinsically a 2D effect and exerts non-trivia
effects on the atmospheric flow. It generally modifies the-con
dition corresponding to a balanced flow away from its 1D
counterpart. In this section, we seek wave solutions with
U, = exp (ikyy) (see§2.4). This approach of seeking sinu-
soidal solutions in both the- andy-directions is less general
than solving for they-dependence of each quantity (SE8.
We shall simply refer to it as thes*plane approximation”.
Our main goal in this section is to extract dispersion relai
in the presence of rotation, in anticipation of the more gahe
treatments irf§ andgg.

Generally, we find that the hydrodynamic and MHD sys-

Wy = w + iwy, (74)
wr = w — iFy,
wherek? = kZ + k2.
When one sets détt = 0, it follows that
+ (w%{ — w%) (Fo — 2w,) — BJ;wR - F (w,% + f2)
y
+ ngQw,, =0,
wit —wr [gHE* + 2 + wy (wy — 2F) + 3wy
Fy —
-2 (2w, — Fy) wrwr — gHkx S — w =0.
y
(75)

As in 1D, the first equation describes how to obtain the con-
dition for a balanced flowu; = 0). The second equation is
the dispersion relation favg. In general, it is challenging to
solve this pair of coupled equations, but we are primarity in
terested in thes; = 0 limit, for which the first expression in
(78) becomes

Bfwr
ky

An important implication of the preceding expression igtha
Fy = w, is generallynota consequence of; = 0. However,
when one additionally sets, = 0, one obtaing fwr = 0,
which implies thatFy = w,, is a consequence aff = 0 either
atthe polesf = 0, sinceg = 2Q sin #/ R) or when rotation is

Fowg, + + Py [(F + f?) — gHK?] =0.  (76)

tems are described by dispersion relations with the sameabsent { = 0). These inferences also obtain in free systems:

mathematical forms, but with the wave frequency generdlize
to complex frequencies involving forcing, friction and mag
netic field strength.

4.1.Forcing with Hydrodynamic Friction

A useful mathematical trick is to is to differentiate the aqu
tion for v/ with respect toy before seeking wave solutions
(Heng & Spitkovsky 2009),

02v. 82n’ , o,
gioy ~  Jamay TPt gy,
3! 93! o’ (73)
Y (a—ay W) Ty

where we note that f /0y = (. Along with the other two
perturbed equations, we seek wave solutions and arrange the
into the following form,

Vxo

M| vy, | =0.

ho

settingFy = 0 yields 5 fwgr = 0.

In general, given specified values 8§ andw,, one may
solve the coupled pair of equations {n(75) for the values
of wg andwi. Such an approach yields solutions for flows
that are generally unbalanced. In this four-dimensionatep
there exists solutions for balanced flows (= 0). An eas-
ier way to proceed is tassumea balanced flow by setting
w; = 0 and solving the equations i (75). One obtains the
usual three values afr for the eastward- and westward-
propagating Poincaré waves and the westward-propagating
Rossby waves (e.d., Kundu & Cohllen 20848 oincaré waves
are rotationally-modified gravity waves, while Rossby wave
arise from non-constant rotation across latitugie4 0). Bal-
anced flow exists for appropriate combinationg-gfandw,
values. We will see that in the pseudo-spherié®) (and
spherical §6) cases, the algebra is intractable for evaluating
balanced flows and one must instead resort to solving for the
steady state of an atmosphexg (= wr = 0).

4 Here, “eastward” and “westward” refer to waves propagatilung and
against the direction of rotation, respectively.
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forced+damped hydro (spherical, fast rotator, IFgl=1, @,=0.1, R,=0.3) forced+damped hydro (spherical, fast rotator, IFyl=5, @,=0.1, R,=0.3)
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1) 100 200 T 500 0 100 200 300
¢ (deg) ¢ (deg)

FiGc. 3.— Montage of plots of velocity perturbations (arrowsdl&s (contours) for steady-state, hydrodynamic systems irshHierical geometry fdr=m =
1, exploring the effects of rotation (via variation of the Rbg number) and forcing. All quantities are computed in ®ohan arbitrary velocity normalization
(vo). Bright and dark colors correspond to positive and negdimight perturbations, respectively.

4.2.Magnetohydrodynamic (Vertical Background Field) Seeking wave solutions and constructing fematrix as be-

We employ the same mathematical trick with one of the fore, we obtain
perturbed equations,

(77) A kywp, — (ﬁ + szy) —gkyky
N PFPo P\ vy M= i —iwB, igky ,
Y 0x20y = Oyd Wdrag oy kyH kyH —Wwp




where we have defined

wnzw—i—inkQ,
T /UAN\ 2
=w,+— (=) , 78
wB = +wn(H) (78)

WB, = W + tWa.
Setting deM = 0 yields
ikyw%OoJF —igHFk, (k2wBo + kxﬂ) —Bwrf— ikawa =0.
To proceed, we find it convenient to first write (79

wB = (R + (I,
en route to obtaining a pair of equations g andwr,

(80)

wlg — 3w%{w1 — (2¢r — F) (w%{ - wIQ) + 4¢wrwr
—wr [Cr (2F0 — Cr) + (] — 26 (Fo — ¢r) wr
+ gHE? (w1 + (R) — ﬂjlin + % (wr — Fy)

y
—(GR-&) =0
w% — 3wa12 —2(2¢r — Fo) wrwi — 2¢1 (w%{ - wIQ)
+ wr [¢r (2F0 — (r) + ¢F] — 2G (Fo — (r) wi
+ gHE? (G — wr) — fPwr + i—f (Fo — wr)

y

— 2CrC1Fo — gHkf = 0.

It can then be shown, after the fact, that

oz ()

(81)

nk* 4+ wi
wi + (nk? + w1)2 ’

(82)

VA 2 WR
CI = (ﬁ) 2 5 2
wf + (nk? +wr)

by substituting the expression far, into wg and separating
out the real and imaginary components.
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The quantitiesu,, andwg, have the same definitions as in
the case of a vertical background field. Again, we first write

wp = (g + i¢; and evaluate dé#t = 0. SinceM is math-
ematically identical to the previous situation, we recaer
pair of expressions if (81), although the definitionsdigand
(i differ slightly,

N2
(ﬁA.k) (nk2+w1)
W + (k? +wr)®
N2
WR (ﬁAk)

wg + (nk? + w1)2.

R
(85)

5.2D PSEUDO-SPHERICAL MODELS (EQUATORIAB-PLANE)

The first step towards considering the effects of spherigity
to allow for the physical quantities to have an arbitrarthea
than a sinusoidal, functional dependence on the latityle (
Specifically, we solve for the functional dependenc&efl
in y (see§2.4). This approximation captures the essence of
being near the equator on a sphere without actually working
in full spherical coordinates. We shall refer to this appgtoa
as the “equatorigb-plane approximation”.

In this section, we choose to non-dimensionalize our quan-
tities by defining the following characteristic lengthq) and
time (tqy.) Scales,

Co ik —1/2
Lo = 3 , tayn = (coB) )

followinglMatsunol(1966). The characteristic velocityjs=

(gH)'*. Furthermore, the shallow water height perturbation
is normalized byH . Near the equator, we hayex Sy.
Generally, we find that to obtain the dispersion relations,
one needs to evaluate the square root of a complex quantity,
(g + (1, Which requires the use of De Moivre’s formula (e.qg.,
Arfken & Weber|1995). The expressions fog and (i, in
terms of the other quantities, are generally tedious. Tadavo
introducing more notation than is necessary, we will gelhera

(86)

At this point, the algebra is becoming intractable, sin@e th make use of the separation functigasand(; when invoking
pair of expressions im_ (1) no longer takes the form of a cubic De Moivre’s formula, but we note that their exact definitions

equation.

4.3.Magnetohydrodynamic (Horizontal Background Field)
For a horizontal background field, the equation for the ve-

locity perturbation in the:-direction reads,

%! o%n’ ov, B, 0% B, 9%b’
X _ _ g + ﬂ’Ul _|_ f_y _|_ - X ' X
Otdy 0x0y Y Oy  4mwp dxdy  4Amp Oy?
N 93! N 03!, ovl,
V| =2+ =2 ) — Wdrag—=—=.
0z20y = Oy? drag Oy
(83)

Seeking wave solutions, we find that thé matrix is identical

will vary between models.

5.1.Relationship to the Quantum Harmonic Oscillator
Consider the general equation for the functfor= F'(z),
d*F 9

where the coefficientgl, B andC may be complex. By com-
pleting the square, this equation may be written as

PPF B\? B2
The next step is to rescale It turns out that the choice of

(87)

to the one derived for the vertical background field, except rescaling is important. If we pick

that
- 7 Bxkx + Byky
Ak = 1/2 5
2 (mp)
N2 (84)
i (ﬁA.k)
W =wy, + ——2—.

(89)

z— 212 A4 (z—%),

then equatior(88) becomes one of the Weber equations,

d?F 22F AF
w1 T =0 (90)
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But if we instead pick 5.2.Hydrodynamic
1/4 B 5.2.1.Free System
2o A (Z - ﬂ) ’ (1) For the most basic equatorjgdplane model (i.e., no molec-

_ ) _ ular viscosity or Rayleigh drag), the dimensionless gowveyn
then equation[(88) becomes the governing equation for theequations are
quantum harmonic oscillator,

2 v _ W + yv!
TE_ epiar= 0, (92) ot Ox v
dz? vy on'
. B e TN (98)
provided that ot oy ¥
B2 c on'  ov Ovy
/I — _ = — — —,
A= (4A3/2 + A1/2) (93) ot ox dy
is discretized/quantized. By seeking wave solutions, one obtains three expressions

The subtle difference between these two equations may bdor Vs,
emphasized by considering the equation,

d*F

Uxg = w! (thO + iyv}’o) )

oh
—— 4+ (2n+1-D2*)F =0, 94 — 1 _ 9
o 122) (94) o =y (w - ) | ©9)
wheren is an integer. Consider the proposed solution, O
Vo = k! (who +i y“) )
D22’2 63/
Focep (- 255 )1, @ o
2 Differentiating the third equation if_(p9) yields
whereH,, = H,(z) is the Hermite polynomidl. The func- Ovy, 1 Ohy . D%vy,
tion F is the parabolic cylinder function. By using the recur- oy ky “ oy + oy ) (100)

rence relations for Hermite polynomials,
Clearly, one needs expressions fbr,, /0y anddhg/dy in

H,y 1 = 1 <z7—[n _ H”H) ’ terms of hy andwvy,. Differentiating the first equation in
n 2 (96) (©9) givesduy,/dy. Combining the first and third equations
2, yields,
B =2n (227‘[7171 - Hn) s 1
dz e — g 1 Ovyy  yuy, ky w)\ 101
we may reduce equation (94) to 0=1 ke Oy  w W ke : (101)
AnzHn—1 (1 = D2) + Hy [2> (D2 — D1) — D2 + 1] :(87) Combining the first and second equations gives

For z # 0, the equality holds only iD; = D, = 1. Thus, the kx w? dho . Y\ (ke w
proposed solution in equation {95) is true only if the govern w k) oy \*T )\ G T
ing equation follows the same form as that for the quantum (102)

: )
harmonic oscillator. But since all three equations areteella _ iy Ovy, | iyhuy,
by the appropriate transformations, one may always cast the w Oy w?

problem in terms of a quantum harmonic oscillator and trans-

form back to the appropriate form. Putting it all together, we get

Generally, a shallow water model on theplane, with forc- 92v N T
ing and friction, is described by equation87) with= 0. For 3 o+ ( —ki—-——y ) vy = 0. (103)
a free system, the coefficients andC are real; for a forced Yy w

or damped system, they are generally imaginary. Equation [I0B) is exactly the equation for the quantum har-

The recognition that the meridional velocity obeys the same monic oscillator if the following combination of quantitiés
governing equation as a quantum harmonic oscillator, for adjscretized,

free system, is not novel (Matsuho 1966). However, the in- k

sight that the governing equation for the meridional veioci wr— k2 - =X =2n+1, (104)
may always be transformed into the quantum harmonic oscil- w

lator equation, even in the presence of forcing, frictionl an wheren is the meridional wavenumber and takes on integer
magnetic fields for time-dependent systems, is novel and convalues. Physicallyk, andn behave like then andi quan-
stitutes an improvement over the time-independent (statio tum numbers|(Matsuno 1966)—an analogy we will formal-
ary) analyses of_(Matsurio 1966) and (Gill 1980). Further- ize in §8—except that, is free to take on non-integer val-
more, the use of De Moivre’s formula to derive the dispersion ues. We note that equation (103) differs from equation (6)

relations is novel. of Matsuno [(1966), because in that work free solutions with
U x exp (iwt), rather thanl o« exp (—iwt), were sought.
5 These are the “physicists’ Hermite polynomials”, whéte = 22 rather While it is clear that the imaginary part of the wave fre-

thanz. quency vanishes for a free system, we find it instructive to
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considew = wg +iwy, Which produces two expressions from  For a steady-state systemg = 0), we obtain
the dispersion relation,

2
vl =vg exp (_y_) H,, cos (kxx),
wl[2_3w§+(2n+1+k2)}— v 2

(105) 2
wd — Bwrw? — (2n+1+ k2) wr — kx = I _?_y exp ( y2 )Hn sin (kxx), (109)
. . . . . 2
One of the solutions of the first expressionus= 0, which ;Yo YTy _
corresponds to balanced flow in a free system. The other * ~ k, eXp( ) sin (kxx) [yHn — 2nHp—1].

two solutions forw; are not physically meaningful, because
they permit finite or imaginary values of;. The second 5.2.2.Forcing with Hydrodynamic Friction

expression yields three solutions o, which corresponds

to the expected three types of waves that exist in free, hy- When forcing and friction (both molecular viscosity and
drodynamic systems: eastward- and westward-propagatindRayleigh drag) are included, the dimensionless governing
Poincaré waves and westward-propagating Rossby wave€quations are
(Matsuno 1966; Longuet-Higgins 1967, 1968; Gill 1980). In

other words, the first expression describes how balanced flow dvy _ 91" + 1 (v o
may be obtained, while the second expression describeshow ot =~ 9z yvy 6:52 y? drag®
the waves oscillate. In a balanced flowt (= 0), the disper- , , 5 5
sion relation becomes (Matsuno 1966) % _ _6_h gl & 1 9~ vy + 9"vy !
at oy U™ ar2 | By dragly
—(2n+ 14 k) wr — ke = 0. (106) on v, o
. . . ot Oz 8y
From solving equatior (103) and using equation {101) and (110)
the first expression in equatidn (99), we obtain the ampdisud
of the perturbations, where wq,., and Fy have been normalized b, *. The
Reynolds number i® = ¢/?/v3'/2 = ¢y Ly/v. As before,
- ( ) we define
Uy, =Vg €XP Hn, 2
v = Wdrag + = - 111
( ) kx wR) w Wdrag + R ( )
ho =tvg exp —_ - . . . .
Rk We further define the dimensionless quantities,
2nH 1 11 (107) o
[ T E) H"} ’ w0 = W, (112)
; 2 WEp =W — ZF().
(A% Y
o = k2 — P ( 2 ) The three expressions fog, become
[271]%(%7171 -y (WR + kx) Hn] ) i 02
—1 . vX[)
Vxo =Wy | kxho + iyvy, +
. . o . R 0y?
whereuv is an arbitrary normalization factor. As realized by
Matsuno [(1966), thesg = k, solution is rejected when = oo = v (i Oho | 1 0%vy, (113)
0. The perturbations are obtained from taking the real pdrts o x =Y 0%yo ™ By | R Oy?
the wave solutions, v
Vg = ]{;1 howp + 1 Yyo .
y? dy
[ _Z_ —
Uy =to eXp ( 2 ) Hn cos (kxx — wrt), The expression fok, becomes
2 k -1 _
h' =g €xXp <_y_) <_X - W_R> sin (kXI — th) h 1 BUVO _ Yuy 1 (92’1})(0 ﬁ _Wr !
2 wr kx 0= Fix Ay wo woR 0Oy? wo  ky '
1 1 ” 2nHp—1 (114)
N\ T en) T T | Furthermore, we have
2
;o Y > » , y? kx wr iy Ov iy?kyv
v, =——— exp | —= | sin (kxx — wrt) ) (X _XE) 2 P e B MxPyo
k2 — wi < 2 yo (wo wo) (wo ky wo Oy + w?
X [y (wr + kx) Hp — 20k Hp—1] l Bzvyo ﬁ _WwF LYW 621},(0
(108) R 0y? \wo  kx woRkyx 0y?
. . ) kx Oh
In deriving equationd (107) and (108), we find that a useful = (— - ﬂ) =,
recurrence relation to used{,,/dy = 2nH,,_1. wo kx/) Oy

(115)
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FiG. 4.— Montage of plots of velocity (arrows) and water heigbttprbations 6-plane) ork/, (spherical), shown as contours, for steady-state, MHDegystn
both the equatorigB-plane approximation (left column; for = k, = 1) and full spherical geometry (right column; fo.e= m = 1) with purely vertical/radial
background magnetic fields. We adopt fixed values of therigrify| = 5) and hydrodynamic frictions§,, = 0.1). The different panels are fdB, . ~ 1 G,

~ 3 G and~ 10 G. All quantities are computed in terms of an arbitrary viijonormalization ¢o). Bright and dark colors correspond to positive and negativ
height perturbations, respectively.

Putting it all together, we get We see that the challenging terms are those explicitly invol
ing R in equation[(116), which prevent the equation from be-
ing cast in the form for a quantum harmonic oscillator. To

92u i k2 proceed analytically, we perform a trick: we take the lingt a

Yo [1 + —= <—X — wF)] R — oo, while allowing it to retain a finite value withiw,,.

W

w

Physically, this amounts to assuming that molecular visgos
5 has a scale dependence across longitude, but not acress lati
+ (wowr =kl — — — Uyo (116) tude. The governing equation foy, becomes

1 0%y O3y D?vy s kx  Yiwr
5 <ywp ° + ky 0) =0. W; + | wowr — kx — (;.TO - o vy, = 0.  (117)




Written in this form, it is easy to see that when forcing and
friction are absent, we obtain = wy = wr and we recover
equation[(10B). Since, andwr are both complex in general,
it is easy to see that equatidn (117) can be cast in terms of
a quantum harmonic oscillator equation with complex coeffi-

cients,
9%v kx wo /2 _
o (‘”O“F‘ki‘w—o) (;) =0
(118)
where the transformed latitude is
Y= ay,
(119)

)"
o= —_— .
wo

The dispersion relation follows from considering

ke 1/2
(wowp—kQ—w—0> <5—;> =2n+1,

from which two expressions again follow,

(120)

wi — Bwiwr + (wi — wi) (Fo — 2wy)
+ wr [k + wy (wy — 2Fp)] + wy (k3

1/2
+(2n+1) (C ;CR) =0,

w% — 3wa12 + 2wrwr (Fy — 2w,)
+ wr [o.)l, (2F) —wy) — k2] — ky

1/2
—(@2n+1) (<+< ) —0,

where we have defined the separation functions,

- QJVF())

(121)

(r = w%{ - wIQ + wr (Fo —wy) + w, Fo,
CI = WR (2&)1 + Wy — FQ) y

C=(G+ed)””.

(122)

The expressions if (1P1) make use of De Moivre’s formula,

(wowr) /% = (Cr +i¢) Y2 = ¢1/? (cos% + z’sin%) ,

(123)

Y
where the cosine and sine terms may be expressed in terms of* [ (2”Hn 1~ ayH, ) cos (kxz) —

the separation functions,

o (1—<R/<>”2
sin — = [ ———— ,

2 2 (124)
/
cosg (1+< /4)12
2 2
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In the limit of R — oo, the amplitudes of the wave pertur-
bations are

7\ 1
Vyy = Vo €XP (—7) Hn,
— 7PN (b wr\
0 = Vo €Xp —E Q_}_O — k_
9 1/4 3 - 1/4
A (e 8 (e v ]
ky \wop ky \wo wo

Vxg = wo—l (kxho + iyvy,) , 125

whereH,,—1 = H,—1(y) andH,, = H,(§). Sincey is gen-
erally a complex quantity, one cannot easily write down the
wave solutions in a closed form. Instead, one has to multiply
these amplitudes by and take the real parts of the resulting
expressions.

It is possible, however, to solve for the steady state of a
forced, damped, hydrodynamic atmosphere in a closed form,
as already demonstrated by Matsuno (1966)| Gill (1980) and
Showman & Polvani (20! 1) We find that we arrive at equiva-
lent solutions as these previous works only if we allow fgr
to be negative,

Fo = —|Fyl. (126)

Physically, one expect®, < 0 because a positive height per-
turbation then leads to cooling, while a negative one leads t
heating, just as one would expect for Newtonian cooling. In
a steady state, such a forcing allows for the key controlling
parameter to assume a simple and real form,

_ (1R
= (22)

and avoids the mathematical complication of having to
evaluatey using De Moivre’'s formula. As realized by
Showman & Polvani (2011), the quantitya? is the Prandtl
number on thes-plane. We will see later this is an incomplete
description on the sphere asgenerally involves the Rossby
number as well. It follows that the steady-state solutiaoes a

(127)

22\ -
U’y = vy exp (— 2y ) H,, cos (kxx),

h/ Ukawu a2y2
K2+ w, By TP\ 2

o sin (/{X:c)] ,

Wy

. SR G
= T2 L w, Rl 2
X [_y|F0|7:[nCOS (kxx)

+ ko (2n7—~£n,1 — ozy”;’:[n) sin (kxx)].
(128)

The complex quantitywowr)'/? is generally double-valued; . . i
sin(v/2) and cos(w/2y) are )mathematically associated with  -3-Magnetohydrodynamic (Vertical Background Field)

+ signs. However, we pick the positive sign on the physical MHD shallow water systems on titeplane, with a vertical
ground that equatiod_(I21) needs to reducd f0](105) in thebackground magnetic field, are generally described by five di
limit of a free, hydrodynamic system. mensionless parameters: the reciprocal of the aspect(eatio
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the strength of hydrodynamic versus magnetic wave propagaThe expression fabh,/dy becomes
tion ("), the forcing o), the hydrodynamic frictionu, ) and )
the magnetic Reynolds numbeR ). However, since and b wNOho (Y kx  w
I' always appear as products of each other in the dispersion \wp, kx/ Oy yo \ *FPo WB, wp,  kx
relations and wave solutions, only four parameters are-inde

pendent. -

iy Ovy,  iY?kxvy,
wp, Oy W,

5.3.1.Free System, Ideal MHD (136)

Free MHD systems with vertical/radial background fields Assembling all of the different parts yields
have previously been considered by Heng & Spitkovsky 9
(2009), both in the equatorial-plane and spherical geome- vy,
tries. We expand upon their analysis and also cast the proble 0y?
in terms of more intuitive notation. For a purely verticatka e , . B
ground magnetic field, the dimensionless governing egositio which is identical to equatiori (ID3) when = wg,. The

ke 42
+ (wwp, — k2 — X T2 =0, (137)
wBU wBU

are coefficients in the preceding equation remain real.
As in the hydrodynamic case, we find it instructive to first

ov,  on ' Ty consider bothug andwy to be non-vanishing. From discretiz-

o or +yvy — 10, ing the following expression,

vy on’' k 1/2

=i =g~y T, (wBow—kz— x ) (“BO) —on 41,  (138)

Y WB w
, (129) 0
o _ Ov Oy we obtain
ot Oxr Oy’
o wr [ (¢ +2¢4)wh — (Guwf] — (rkiwn

Xy :Ev3/<73" C(—¢ 1/2

The reciprocal of the aspect ratio is (139)
s wr [CwR — ¢ (26 + ) wf] — (CRwr — k
=9 _ Lo (130) 4 e\ 2
BYRH3A  H —(2n+1) (—2 R) =0,
while the other dimensionless quantity is ] ] ]
where we have defined the separation functions,
BQ VA 2
I = 2 —e| 2 (131) _ el
4 1/243/4 [7/4 ( ) ’ (=14 ——,

Trp/B g Co w% —+ WI2
such that their product is the square of the ratio of dynamica (r=Cwi — Crwi, (140)
to Alfvén time scales,

) G = (¢ + ¢4 ) wruwr,
[ = (tdﬂ) , (132) C=(G+a)'"”.

ta
For ease of evaluating equatign (138), we have written
if we write ty = H/va. )
Stating the three expressions fer, requires defining an WB, = (~WR + (4w (141)

additional dimensionless frequency, The expressionws,wr)'/? is again evaluated using De

o 1/t 2 Moivre’s formula; the double-valued nature of this quantit
WBy =W— — =W — — ( d-‘/“) (133) is eliminated by ensuring that equatidn_(L05) is obtained in
w w the free, hydrodynamic limit{{t = 1). In this limit, we pre-
viously showed that; = 0 is a solution of the growth/decay
dispersion relation. We are unable to show that this is gen-
erally true for the first expression in equatién ({L39). Never
theless, we expeci; = 0 on physical grounds, since we are
dealing with a free MHD system, which yields the dispersion

ta

It is important to recognize thaig, is real in the free MHD
limit. The expressions for,, are very similar to the basic,
hydrodynamic situation,

Uxo = wgol (kxho + iyvy,) ,

o relation,

—1 . 0

Uxy =Y (szovyo - 3—y) ; (134) Cuwd —CRwr = @n+ Dwr — ke =0, (142)
-1 Ovy, Physically, the quantity_ controls the effect of “magnetic

Uxo = ki | how +1 ay ) pinching” (Heng & Spitkovsky 2009). It is contained within

the transformed latitude,
The expression fol, becomes

Y=«

Y,
(1 0y, yuy, ke w) ! b L (143)
ho - (kx ay WB, WB, kx . (135) <l/4



Sincel/(_ = wd/(wi —el') > 1, we havea > 1 and
the transformed latitude is alwaj@angerthan the actual lati-
tude (i.e.,y > y) when a magnetic field is present, implying
that the termexp (—72/2) becomes smaller. This has the ef-

fect that waves will be more concentrated across latitude; i
becomes more pronounced as the magnetic field strength in-

creases (largefr). In terms of the transformed latitude, the
equation fory, is again that of a quantum harmonic oscilla-
tor and yields the following solutions for the wave amplitsd

Uy, =Vg €XP ( >
—1
ho =ivg exp ( ) )

(&
(a
-

2n7—[n 1 Y ~
|7 i R) H] »(144)
g ()
k2 — C wd
2nkx7-ln_1 ~k ~
X A (wa+Cl/4>IH‘|’

which reduce to equatio (1I07) in the free, hydrodynamic

limit. Again, it is possible to state the general wave solugi
for a free system,

~2
vy, =g exp (—%) H,, cos (kxx — wrt),

kx WR,

7 -
_3) (CwR kx) sin (kxx — wrt)
o))
Vo 7\
:m exp (—?> sin (kxz — wrt)
Yrx

A

1/4
5.3.2.Forcing with Hydrodynamic Friction

Some insight is gained by considering a situation of inter-
mediate complexity, namely that involving forcing and only
hydrodynamic friction (molecular viscosity and Rayleigh
drag). Magnetic drag is omitted for now. The dimensionless
governing equations are

h =vy exp (
]
x [<<1/4

2717:["71
¢k

T 2nkx7:ln71

C1/4
R (145)

vl on' , 1 (0% 9%l
=ty = 2 2
ot or 7Y R\ 0x2 Oy>
- wdragv)/( - Fb;u
e ()
Ux 2 2
ot Jy R \ Ox Jy (146)
— wdragv’ - I‘bg,,
o' ov Oy W,
ot Ox 6y
ob!,
8)? =ev, .
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In the three expressions fog,,

zavXO

Ray

Vx, = Wpg, <k ho + iyvy, +

)

_ . 8h0 8 v
Uxg =Y ! (ZWBOUYO - a—y ﬁ ay};}) ) (147)
Uy = kit (hgwp + 2_3;));0) ,
the expression favg, is generalized to
wp, = W + iws, (148)

where an additional dimensionless frequency is defined,

wB = w, + E (149)
w
One may verify that equatioh (148) reduces to equalionl (133)
in the absence of hydrodynamic friction,(= 0).
The expression fok is structurally identical to the hydro-
dynamic situation with forcing and friction, except that is
replaced byvg,,

h 1 dvy, Yy, 1 0%, & _wr -
0= Fix dy wp, W, R 0y? wp,  kx '
(150)
The same applies for the expressionday /Jy,
. 2 ky w iy Ov 1y2kyev
iy, (wBO _wy ) ( _ k_F) Y 8Vo Y > Yo
B() wBo X wB[) y wBo
1 82vy0 ky wp n iywrp  0%vy,
R 0y?> \wp, |k« wp, Rkx Oy?
- kx WEg 8h0
N WB, kx ay .
(151)
Putting it all together, the general governing equation for

Uy, IS

D?vy, i (k2

1+—=—=—
[ (G )
kx 2
+ (wgowp Sy S wF) Uy (152)
wBO wBO
1 0y, 0°v
— 0 k22 ) =0.
wBOR(yWFW + 33>

Again, if we make the approximation that molecular visgpsit
has a scale dependence across longitude but not latitugle, th
governing equation becomes amenable to analytical salutio

% 4
Oy>

ko
<w30wp — ki _ — =

WB,

2
Y wr
WB,

) vy, = 0. (153)

The key point is that when a vertical, background magnetic
field is added to a system with forcing and hydrodynamic fric-
tion, one only needs to replacg in the equations and solu-
tions by its magnetic counterpatti,). Both dimensionless
frequencies are generally complex. This intermediate case
also shows the progressive generalizatiowgfandwsg,, .
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5.3.3.Forcing with Friction

When magnetic drag is added to a system with forcing, hy-
drodynamic friction and magnetic fields, the dimensionless

induction equations become

v, 1 (0%,
DA Ev;y + Yy
ot ’ Rp

el
X,y
el R (154)

where the magnetic Reynolds number is defined as

3/2
RB o CO/ - C()LO

R

A final, additional dimensionless frequency is needed,

(155)

ik?
wp =w+ R’ (156)
The definition forwg is generalized,
jel’
wp = Wy + —, (157)
Wy

while still retainingwp, = w + iwp. The expressions far,,
pick up extra contributions involvin®g andw,,

B ) ) 82'03( r 6217;(

Uxg = wBol <kxh0 + vy, + R ay2o wyRB 8y20) ’
. Ohy 10, T O,

Ve = ¥ 1 <’LWBovy0 — 3—y + % 8y;0 — wnRp 8y}2/0 )

v
w =k h Y% )
Uxo X ( OWF + 7 ay )
(158)
The expressions oy,
hy—i [ L0%0 Yo 1 Pvg 92b.,
kx Oy wB, wB,R 0y?  wp,wyRp 0y?

X R _wr -
WB, kx ’

(159)
and its derivative,
%) WB, — y2 fx L iy vy,
yo 0 WB, WB, kx WB, 81]
L iy kxVy, n l(’“)%y[) kx  wp
w%g R 0y? \ws, kx
iywr  0%vy, Dkyy 8%;0 (160)

wBOka 8y2
T kx  wrp y 0°b,
wnRB WB, kx WB, 82]2

- kx WEr 8h0
N WB, kx ay ’

also pick up extra contributions.

wh wyRe Oy?

021)’0
+1 ay'; )

In the 8-plane approximation, the most general governing
equation fory, is

D?vy, 14 i (k2
— —w
Oy? R \ws, F

kx yQWF
- Uyo
wBU WBO
1 0?vy, O3v
X kx X0
(wa o Ty )

- wBOR
r kﬁ o ﬂ 8%;0 B sz;o
wyRe \ws, wp, Oy> Oy?
iThy [ key 0%V, N b\ _ 0
wgownRB 8y3 '

To proceed analytically, both molecular viscosity and mag-
netic drag are assumed to have scale dependences only across
longitude. Mathematically, we s&&, Ry — oo wherever
they appear explicitly in equation (161), while allowingth
to retain finite values withio,, andw,,. In this limit, one ends
up with equation[(133), except with a more general definition
of WB -
The dispersion relations are obtained from discretizirgg th

following expression,
1/2
Px ) (Wi> —on+1.  (162)

wBO Wp

+ (wBOwF — ki —

(161)

WB, ayQ

(wBowF — /@2( —
We again find the algebra to be more tractable if we write

(wBowF)l/2 = (Cr + iCI)1/2
_ <<+<R)1/2+i<<_<R>1/2 (163)

2 2
and
wB, = (-wr +1 (o + (ywi), (164)
where we have defined the separation functions,
el
Ci =14 2 3 2
wi + (k2/Rp + wr)
efk)%
<0 =wy, + 517
RB [wﬁ + (k3/Re + wi) (165)

(r = Cwi — (w1 — Fp) (Co + Crwr) s
G =wr[Co + (rwr + (- (w1 — Fo),
C=(G+ed)"”.
It follows that
Cwh = wr (G + Crwn)” = 2¢-wr (w1 — Fo) (Go + Grwr)

1/2
— k2 wr — ky — (2n+ 1) (< J;CR> =0,

2¢— (Go + qwn) wi + Cwh (w1 — Fo)
— (w1 = Fo) (o + Crwi)® — 2 (Co + Crwr)

1/2
—(2n+1) (%) =0.

(166)
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In the preceding expressions, we have again used De Moivre’s For a purely horizontal background magnetic field, the di-
formula and picked the positive root, such that the dispersi mensionless governing equations are
relations reduce to equatidn (105) in the free, hydrodyeami

limit. , , , ,
In the limit of R, Rg — oo, the amplitudes of the wave vy = _8_h +yv! + Fx% + (I‘xry)l/z %,
perturbations are ot Ox Y Oz Ay
ov! On’ ob! o’
~2 y _ ’ 1/2 2% y
- Y= )2 =2 41,2,
Vy, = Vo €Xp (—%) Ho, ot Jy yox+ () ox Y Jy
/ / 8 !
| P\ (e wr) L Y (17)
ho = ivg exp | —= - — ot Ox oy
2 WB, kx Bb’ 6,01 6,01
on ((wp \* - g e\ oy ot Oz +68y’
X e Hn—l - Hn 7 + )
kx \ws, kx \ws, WB, o,  10v, vy
Vg = wgol (kxho + iyvy, ), o eodx 0Oy’
(167)
h h where the definitions foe andI" (now separated into two
where we have components) have changed. The former is now the ratio of
7= ay, magnetic field strengths,
B (wF )1/4 (168) B
WB, €= B—y, (172)

Again, it is easier to write down the steady-state solutions

with Fy = —|Fy|), . . . ) . ..
( 0= ~[Fo]) while the latter is the ratio of Alfvén to dynamical veldei,

2,2\
U’y = vy exp (_a2y ) H,, cos (kxx), o ) . )
= Xy — ﬂ
FRS S s
k2 + Co | Fol 2
« - - yHn, . wherevy, | = By, /2,/Tp.
X [k_ (2”7'ln—1 - OéyHn) cos (kxx) — sin (kxw)] ) The three expressions for the velocity amplitude in the
x 0 direction are
U/ Vo exp ( 042y2)
x = T35 0 & Ty _ .
k>2c + (o | Fol 2 Uxo :WB: (kxho + Zyvyo)
X [—y|F0|7:[,n cos (kxsc)~ ik [el—‘x n (I‘Xl"y)l/ﬂ BgXO
+ ke (2n7—[n_1 - ay?—[n) sin (kx)], WWB, Yy
(169) € (FxFy)1/2 D?vy,
. . oy?’
where in the steady-state limit we have W0 Y L
14 1wy, 1 k2 (IxTy) / 1 0hg (174)
Vo = — "
o= <|§_0|> , C oy w? y Oy
0 .
Co = warag + 5 + e wy v €] oy wy 0Oy?

Th “ H o ’ H H U :k_l h w—|—2 Uyo
e “generalized friction’(y contains all of the physical ef- X0 —Mx 0 ay )’
fects which act like sources of friction, including magneti
tension. It has the property that molecular viscosity aots p o
dominantly on small scales, while magnetic tension and mag-where the definition o5, has changed,
netic drag act collectively and preferentially on largelssa

As is evident, the parameterandI” are degenerate and ap- L2T
pear only as products of each other. The purely hydrodynamic WB, = w— ==,
case is recovered wheh = 0. Magnetic drag vanishes in the
limit of Rg — 0.

(175)

w

It is apparent that the preceding set of equations cannot be
5.4.Magnetohydrodynamic (Horizontal Background Field) solved in the usual way. However, if we demand that the
poloidal background field vanisheB{ = 0) and do not con-
5-4.1.Free System, Ideal MHD sider any perturbation of the poloidal magnetic fiel &
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When all sources of friction are added, the dimensionless
governing equations are

0) [ the algebra becomes tractable, since we end up with

Uxg :wgol (kxho + iyvy, ),

oh 31); on' 81)’ 1/2 81);
Uxo :y_l (iwvyo - 6—;) ’ (176) ot == a_ +y + T a_ + (F r ) / 6_y
P 0%l %!
X X /
Uxo :k;I (how + Z%) . + ﬁ < o2 + 6y2 ) — Wdrag Uy,
ot on’ oby, by,
y 1 1/2
. . . . - =— 7 —yv, + (I e
Notice that these expressions are almost identical to g fr ot dy yox+ (ITy) ox 8
MHD case with a vertical background field (equatibn [134]), 1 (0% %!
except that the second expression hdastead oftvg,. Em- + = LA Y | — Wrag?l (181)
ploying the usual mathematical machinery, we obtain R\ Ox? dy? Y
oh' ol Ovy ,
T (- B ) () = ooy
9y wB, WB,/) \ W yo (177’) o _ovi  ov 1 <32b; N a%;)
where we have defined ot Ox dy = Rp \ 922 Oy
oby,  10v,  Jvy 1 (02 v, 5)ng,
j=ay, Bt Ty R\ 0w o)
( w )1/4 (178)
o= .
WBo from which it follows that
To obtain the dispersion relations, we again find it conve- o (ko h
nient to writews, = (_wgr + iCywr, from which it follows Uy =wg, (kxho + iyvy,)
that iky 1/2 8vx
— Iy + (KT —
2 2 2 WBoWn {6 + () } Ay
R (C—WR - <+w1) —wiwr (¢~ + C+/) 1 l i e (I‘XFy)l/Q] 02vy,
1/2 —_ —
2
— k2wr —kx — (204 1) <<+2< ) =0, wpo | R “n dy
(179) 1 L 0%y, 172 9%y,
wawr (C- +¢4) +wr (C,w%{ —5;&112) 7WB0W17RB 1hyI'x —8y2 + (TTy) —8y3 ;
— kiwl —(2n+1) <ﬁ) =0, Vy, _Wolyo _ Zkf( (FXFy)1/2 Yo _ l%
2 oy wyy y Oy
kx v
where we have defined [(F Ty)'?+ _y} 3—W
Wyl € Y
1/1 ily\ 0%v
k2T L1 (_ N _y) Yo
=1+ ma y\R  wy ) 0y?
—_ 2 2 1 1/2 82by0 83byO
(R = C-wi — C+wi, (180) - ks (DkLy) 7 ——=5% — Iy
wnRBY dy? Iy’
G = (- +(4) wrwr, 9
1/2 —7—1 -~ Yyo
C=(G+)"”. Vo =hix (howF“ Dy )
(182)

It turns out that the wave amplitudes and solutions are ident
cal to those previously stated [n (144) ahd (145), respelgtiv
except with different definitions afp, and(. .

5.4.2.Forcing with Friction

6 This step needs to be done right from the beginning, beforemeing
non-dimensionalization.

Again, to make the algebra tractable, we asstiyne- by, =0
and take théR, Rg — oo limit, which yields

Uxo _WB (k ho + ZyvVO)

o1 9ho
Uxo =Y Z(UO’UyO — 8—y N

Ovy,
oy )’

(183)

Uxo =kt (howp +i
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where the definitions for some of the dimensionless frequen-timescalesi(,, /ta). One also needs to specify the character-

cies have changed,

o=t ik?
n = o
Re
184
k2T, (184)
WB = Wy + ——,
Wy

whilst retainingv,, = warag+k2/R, wo = w+iw, andwg,
w+iwp as in the case of a vertical background magnetic field.
Performing the same mathematical procedure, we obtain

o 2) (2

WB,
where we havg = ay anda = (wp/wp, )"/
In deriving the dispersion relations, we again find it use-
ful to first write wg, = (—wr + i(¢o + (4+wr) and evaluate

(wp,wr)'/? = (Cr + i¢)'/? using De Moivre’s formula. It
follows that

(—wr (Wi — wf) — 2wiwr (Co + (wr)
— (— (wy = Fp) wiwr — wr (W, — Fo) (Co + Cwr)
¢C+@\"Y? B

2 ) =0
20_wiwh + (G + Crwr) (Wi — wi) + (- (wy — Fy) wi
— (wy — Fo) (Co + Cywr) wr + (Co + (4wr) Fow,

2
X

kx

wBO

62vy0
092

wo wB,

WF

_gQ

+

vy, = 0,

(185)

+ Fow,C_wr — k2wr — kx — (2n 4+ 1) (

1/2
—ki (wy +wi) — (2n+1) (%) =0,

(186)
where we have defined the separation functions,
I k2
Ci =1+ 5 2 2
wi, + (k2/Rp + wr)
Dk
CO = Wy + 2]’
Rs [Wi‘% + (k3/Rp +wi) } (187)

(r = (wh — (w1 — Fy) (G + Cywr),
¢ = wr [Co + Cywr + (- (w1 — Fo)l,

C=(G+)"”.

The wave amplitudes and steady-state solutions are identi-

cal to the vertical-field situation, as given in equatidn&A)L
and [169) respectively, except that the definition{gfhas
changed,

kQ
ﬁx +I'«RsB.

We retaina = (|Fy|/¢o)/*. The major difference is that

CO = Wdrag + (188)

istic length scales of interest via the zonal)(and meridional
() wavenumbers, analogous to the quantum numbers for the
quantum harmonic oscillator.

6.1.Hydrodynamic
6.1.1.Free System

We revisit the classical work of Longuet-Higgdins (1968),
who studied free, hydrodynamic shallow water systems on
a sphere, as a basis for generalizing to forced, damped,
magnetized systems in spherical geometry. We note that
Heng & Spitkovskyl(2009) has previously rederived the work
of lLonguet-Higgins!(1968) in a condensed form, but we still
find it useful to introduce self-consistent notation and aéc-
oncile some differences between the present work and that of
Longuet-Higqgins|(19638).

In the free, hydrodynamic limit, the governing equations
are

o on'

;j" — _%W +2Qv;,cost9,

o, g Oh

8—t¢ = Ren0 09 2Quy cos 6, (189)
on' H a ,, vy,

IV L1 sing) + =2 | —o.

ot * Remo |og O+ 55| =0

These equations differ from those of Longuet-Higgins ()968
presented in equations (2.1)—(2.3) of that paper, for a sim-
ple reason:_Longuet-Higgins (1968) calls his polar coordi-
nate the “co-latitude”; if we denote this Wy, then it is
related to our co-latitude b§ = = — Opy. If we assume
a unit sphere g = 1) and substitutesinf = sin 6y,
cosf) = —cosfy and 9/00 —0/00Lu into the pre-
ceding equations, we (nearly) recover equations (2.13)(2.
of lLonguet-Higgins|(1968). We note a typographical error
in equation (2.2) of that work, where thaélv(’Zb sin O term
should instead ber;} cos 01, otherwise one does not re-
cover equation (7.2) of the same work when seeking wave
solutions! This error does not propagate into the rest of the
results i Longuet-Higains (1968).

To proceed, we first need to recast the equations using the
following transformations_(Margules 1893; Longuet-Higg)i
1968):

" — ! .

Vg, = Vp,sSIn0,
o gk’

hy = 2QR’
[ = cosd, (190)
A0 o O
D:—snl@%:(l—,u )B—lu7

to = 2Q).

Several aspects of these transformations are worth enzphasi

magnetic tension and magnetic drag operate equally on alling. Unlike for thes-plane models, the velocities retain their

scales in a collective manner.

6. 2D MODELS (SPHERICAL)

Generally, a shallow water model on a sphere may be de-

scribed by five parameters: the forcingj, the hydrody-
namic friction (v,,), the magnetic Reynolds numb& ), the
Rossby numberR®,) and the ratio of dynamical to Alfvén

dimensional form. The quantity., has the physical units of

7 An easier way to see this is to note that “cosines stay cosindsines
stay sines” in th& — 6r,g transformation. This rule of thumb applies to
the other four sinusoidal terms in equations (2.1)—(2. laiguet-Higgins
(1968), so it should naturally also apply to the fifth.

8 One may already infer this by examining equation (2.4) of
Longuet-Higgins[(1968).
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FiG. 5.— Montage of plots of velocity perturbations (arrowsyids, (contours) for steady-state, hydrodynamic and MHD systenfisll spherical geometry
for i = m = 1. In the slowly-rotating limit, forcing has no effect on theremspheric structure, both for hydrodynamic and magnetsetems. All quantities
are computed in terms of an arbitrary velocity normalizaffay). Bright and dark colors correspond to positive and negdi®ight perturbations, respectively.

velocity, rather than length. In defining the dimensionless quantities,
time (to), we automatically allow for the wave frequency)(

to be cast in dimensionless units. By taking the charatieris vy = ve, ¥,
length scale to be the radius of the exoplanet, we also define

" o__
the Rossby number, Vg = Vg ¥, (194)
h!, = hy, ¥,
_ %
Ro = 20R’ (191) where¥ = exp [i(m¢ — wtp)] andm is the zonal wavenum-
ber.
and write Lamb’s parameter ds (Longuet-Higdins 1968) From seeking wave solutions, one obtains the equations for
the wave amplitudes,
1 .
5 = ﬁ (192) w’(}go + MU¢O —+ Dh‘VO = O7
0 HUe, + wWvgp, — mhy, =0, (195)
With these transformations, the governing equations be- f)ueo + mug, — wé (1 — ,ﬂ) hy, =0,
come
where we have used Lamb’s parameter, instead of the Rossby
.0 ., " _PH —0 number, in order to write the preceding expressions in a more
~ "oty (ivg) — pog — Dhy = 0, compact form. These expressions differ from those in equa-
P, tion (7.2) ofl Longue t-Higgin\é_(_l_Q_BS) due to tife — Oy
i (i) — ) (193) transformation previously described.
Oto ¢ We next employ a series of mathematical steps first de-
on ) vl scribed in Longuet-Higgins (1968). From the second eqnatio
(1—p?) WV +R2 [iD (ivy) + 8—¢] =0. in (I93), we obtain
0

. . iy . Vgo = w™ " (mhy, — pe, ). (196)
This somewhat peculiar way of writing the governing equa-
tions comes from the desire to seek solutions for the follgwi ~ Substituting this expression into the first equation[in 195
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yields (Abramowitz & Stegumn 1970; Artken & Weber 1995),
(wD —+ um) hVo = (‘LL2 — w2) Vg, - (197) 9 821)90 8’090 1 m
=) Gz 2, —m S oy =
Substituting the same expression into the third equation in # a w A=) (205)
(195) gives if the following quantity is discretized in terms of an integ
wD — pm) vg, = [w2€ (1 = p?) — m?] hy, . 198 L
( 1 )e [wi¢ (1= p?) —m?] (198) _%:z(z“). (206)

Combining equation$ (197) arld (198) to eliminatg yields ] o ) _
Here,! is the meridional wavenumber. The dispersion rela-

A (wf) _ Mm) Vo, L tions follow immediately,
(WD+“m) 2 2 5| + (W= p*)ve, =0, m
e TS (207
(199) 0.

the provisional governing equation fog, . Equation[(19B) is
in agreement with equation (7.5) lof Longuet-Higgins (1968) and they describe the slow, undamped Rossby waves in the
because equatioris (197) ahd (198) each possess a sign flip reystem, as expect&d.

sulting from thef — 6y transformation, rendering the pro- The solution to equatiof (2D5) is
visional governing equation invariant to it. .
To proceed, we need to generalize an identity described in vg, = voP", (208)

Heng & Spitkovsky|(2009). For an arbitrary functigh one
may show that

o 4 0) 5 (),

=g (w1D + Mm) (w2D - Hm) Voo (200)

whereP;" is the associated Legendre function. We then use
equation[(198) and the following recurrence relation faoas
ciated Legendre functions,

DP = (I + 1) uP™ — (1 —m+1) Py, (209)
from which we obtain
+u1 (D9) (waD = jim) oy o = =5 {wr (1= m+ 1) Py — plon (L4+1) = m] P}

wherew; andw, are arbitrary constants. In the free hydrody- _ _ _ (210)
namic limit, we use the identity witty; = ws = w. In our Finally, by using equatior (196), we obtain

case, we have Vo m m
G = (201) .
W€ (1= p2) —m?’

whence using the identity in equatidn (199) yields

It is worth noting that, short of a normalization factor,
P exp (im¢) are spherical harmonics.
The wave solutions are

g (w[) + um) (wD - um) v, + w (Dg) (wﬁ — um) Vg, / :vO’le

Y sing
+ (w? = 1) vp, = 0. v m m
( ) (202) hy :m_og {wr (L =m+ 1Py — plwr (1 +1) —m] P}

x cos (m¢ — wrto),

sin (m¢ — wrtp),

It is useful to note that

2 2 L NP —p(l+1)P™
Do — 2;J 5;;(1;#)92. (203) Vg msinH[( m+ 1) Py — p(l+1) P
w(1—p?)—m x cos (mo — wrto),
Following through on the algebra, one obtains the general (212)
governing equation for the meridional velocity amplitude,  from which the steady-state solutions naturally follow,
0 0 mug m2vg vo P
- 1-— 2\ 2 _ o _ '~ "Yo I 0/ .
o [( w) (“)/J o w 1—p? R Y R (m),
2w A ;_VopP"
2,2 _ h, = cos (meo),
+&(w N)U0°+w2§(1—u2)—m2 (wD um)vgo v (mg)
v
=0, “szmsiono (1 —m+ 1Py — (L + 1) P"] cos (ma).
(204) (213)

in agreement with equation (7.8) lof Longuet-Higgins (1968) at first sight, one may be concerned that the solutions blow up
and equation (B3) of Heng & Spitkovsky (2009). This general \yheng = (°, sincesin # = 0. However, we also have™ =

equation is amenable to analytical solution only in the témi
of slow or _fast rotation. . . 9 In Appendix B of [Heng & Spitkovsky [(2009), it was erroneously

In the limit of slow rotation { — 0), the governing stated that eastward-propagating Poincaré waves exiitsively in slowly-
equation forug, reduces to the associated Legendre equationrotating shallow water systems.
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0 whenf = 0° (u = 1). Using the following recurrence  whereH; = Hi(&). The wave solutions are
relation, 9 o
m m+1 m—1 vy = 0 exp 2B )4, sin (m¢ — wrto),
Py P4+ 1) =m(m = 1)] P sin 6 2
(1—p2)' 2mys | W o’y
h, =——— — — wrt
(214) Ry exp cos (m¢o — wrto)

one realises thdt’;”/ sin @ = 0 whené = 0° (for m # 0), so ~ ~
the solutions fow, andv; simply vanish at the poles. These X {2leaH1_1 — M (wrafi + ,um)} ,
free, hydrodynamic solutions on a sphere, in the slowly-

rotating limit, have previously been described by Margules 7 _ Yo _0‘2“2) S _

(1893) and HougH (1898). Yo T Wk —m2)sind ¥ ( 5~ ) cos(mo —wrto)
In the rapidly-rotating limit { — o), [Longuet-Higgins . _

(1968) has previously shown that for the solutions to satisf X {leaHZfl — M (pma + Nwa)} :

the boundary conditions at — +1 (i.e., be finite), the first (220)

four terms in equatior (204) need to be retained. However, )
Longuet-Higgins[(1968) then made the approximation that The steady-state solutions follow naturally,

(1 — u?) ~ 1 (near-equator solutions), which causes these . 2,2\ _

solutions to formally diverge at = +1, as we will see. Nev- vp =2 ex (— )Hl sin (mg),
ertheless, we follow this approach to obtain approximate so sin ¢ 2

lutions on a sphere in the rapidly-rotating limit, while bgi . Vo a?u?\ -

aware that our solutions will break down near the poles. Much 7% =, &P (— 9 >Hl cos (me)

of the mathematical machinery for rapid rotators on a sphere

has already been constructed during gtplane analysis. By ;Yo _042H2 17 o1 ]
making the transformation, Vo =g &P ) (u?—ll 2171/,171) cos (m@).

(221)
ap,

1/4 (215) Itis worth noting that the Hermite polynomials do not vanish
& asii — =1, unlike for the associated Legendre functions,
implying that the solutions for the velocities do blow upte t
poles. This is an artifact of the@ — ;2) ~ 1 approximation

i
(6%

we obtain the governing equation feg, in the rapidly-
rotating limit,

made.
0%vg, 2 2 _ M\ 172 =2 — 6.1.2.Forcing with Hydrodynamic Friction
52 —i—{({w —m—;)f —u}vgo—o, (216) g ydrody!
. When hydrodynamic friction is added, we find that the
which is again the quantum harmonic oscillator equation if problem is analytically tractable only when th&/0¢ and
the following quantity is quantized, v0?/06? terms are neglected, which is equivalent to assuming
that molecular viscosity acts uniformly across latitudeatéN
(@2 _m?_ T) 12— 41, (217)  that this assumption does not apply to Rayleigh drag. Addi-
w tionally, we ignore the geometric terms associated witio

Unlike on theB-plane, we already have # 1 for a free hy- render the algebra tractable. The governing equationseco

drodynamic system on the sphere, becausel. It follows

that the dispersion relations are: - ia_to (ivg) — pog — Dy, — iwarag (ivg)
; 2
2 2 2 /2] _ 7 . B
Wi |:§w1 3€WR+m +(2l+1)§ :| _01 + R(l _,UQ)W(’“)g) _07
éwhy — Bwnef —wr [m? + (21 +1) 62| —m =0. ey O OR, " 1 Oy
i (ivg) — 25— — 5 — Wdraglp + 57— 775 = 0;
(218) oty 0¢ R(1—pu2) 0¢
/ "
As before (on thes-plane)w; = 0 is a solution of the disper- (1 _ MQ) (ahv _ Foh/v> +R2 [iD (ivg)) + %] =0,
sion relations. The equations for the wave amplitudes are dto ¢ (222)
2,2\ _
Vg, =Vo €XP (—a a )Hz, wherewqdrse and £y have been cast in dimensionless units
2 (normalized by2€2). We have defined the Reynolds number
v a?p? as
* W€ —m? 2 R = , (223)

v

VR - 219 - .
x [2leaHl—1 Hi (wrovit + “m)} . @19 where we have assumed that the characteristic velodityis
Yo a2 Note that this implies that more rapidly rotating exoplanet
Vpo =—5 75— €XP <— ) have faster wind speeds, which is not necessarily the case.
wr§ —m 2 When modeling a specific object, there is no confusion as long
% [2mla}ll,1 — L, (ima + ung)} 7 as one specifieQ, R andr and then use it to construg.




The wave amplitudes are

Wove, + Ug, + ﬁhVO =0,

g, + woty, — Mhy, =0, (224)
Dvgo + mug, — wré (1 — MQ) hy, =0,
wherewy = w + iw,, wrp = w — iFy and
m2
v = Wdrag + ——————. 225
wy = wa g+R(1_‘u2) (225)

Using the same mathematical machinery as outlined in

g6.1.1, we derive

(woﬁ + um) hyy = (,u2 — W(Q)) Vo,
. (226)
(wOD — um) Vo, = [wowFf (1 — u2) — m2] Py s

from which we obtain

(wOD - um) Vg,

D 2 1i%) vy, = 0.
(WO + Mm) Wong (1 _ M2) _ m2 +(w0 w )’090
(227)
To utilize the identity in equation (200), we require that
2
Wy R Wdrag + = (228)
Physically, we are seeking near-equator solutions.
equation[(200) and noting that
R 2 1— p?
Ho — wowrép (1 —p?) G (229)

 wowré (1 — p2) —m2’

we obtain

(230)

2wré
wowré (1 — p2) —m?

(wOD - um) vg, = 0.

In the slowly-rotating limit £ — 0), the governing equation
for vy, is again the associated Legendre equation,

0?vy Ovg 1 m
2 o _ o _ _ o _
(1—p?) I " on Ldo + a —MQ)] vg, = 0.
(231)
The dispersion relations are
M
RERTUESE (232)

wy = —Wyp.

An immediate, curious inference is that forcing does not ap-
pear to affect the wave solutions. A forced, damped, hydro-
dynamic atmosphere behaves like a purely damped one in the

slowly-rotating limit. We will confirm this finding by explic
itly deriving vp, hy, andvy.

Using

27

Using the same procedure describedjfnl.1, we obtain

the solutions for the wave amplitudes,

Vo, Z’Uo'le,

(Y m m
hVo :m—02 {wo(l—m+1)7)l+l_M[wo(l+1)_m]Pl }’

U m m
vgg = [(L=m + )Py — p L+ PP

(233)

The steady-state solutions are

’ _Uolplm

Vg =—
LY

sin (ma),

n, _ kP cos (mg)
m

W,V . o
_ m20 (1 —m+ )Py — p(l+ 1) P"] sin (mg),
Vo m .
% ~msin0 [(I=m+ )Py — p(l+1)P"] cos (me).

(234)

One immediately sees that the solutionsdpandv/, are ex-
actly the same as in the hydrodynamic limit. Hydrodynamic

friction only affectsh, and introduces an out-of-phase com-

ponent to the solution. Forcing is completely absent from

these solutions.

In the rapidly-rotating limit £ — o), the governing equa-
tion for vy, is

1/2
m w -
<§WOWF —m? - w_0> <§w—0p) - NQ] vg, =0,

(235)
where we have defined the transformed (cosine of the) co-
latitude as

82’090
Oji2

+

= o,

1/4

0= (fi> .
wo

Via the usual use of De Moivre’s formula, we obtain the dis-
persion relations,

(236)

&u% — 3§wa12 + 28wrwr (Fy — 2w,,)

+ wr [fw,, (2Fp —wy) — mz] —m

1/2
@+ <<+2<R)

£ — Béwhwr + & (Fy — 2wy) (wh — of)
—Ewywr (2F) —wy) + m? (wr +wy) — ngog

<_2<R)1/2 —0,

=0,
(237)

+(20+1) (
where the separation functions are

(r =€ [wi — wf —wi (W, — Fo) + wFp]
¢ =€wr (2wr + wy, — Fy),

C=(G+e)"”.

(238)
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The wave amplitudes are come
0 .
— ia—to (1vg) — pvg — Dhy, — iwdrag (ivg)
OZQ/LQ - { 82 W/ BTb/G/ —
Vg, =V eXp (— )Hz, mw( vg) STpHN =0
2 9 av// 8h/ 1 (92’1}”
. Vo ot sy ¢ Oy " ¢
Y g —m? P < 2 ) in ive) oty 09 et " R(1—p?) 0¢?
~ ~ R L
X {21&]00&7‘[171 — H; (wOOL[L + /Lm):| , (239) _ Brb@ﬁ =0,
8TpH
gy =——2_exp [ — orp Oh'! . o'
%o wowp€ — m? P 2 (1- /LQ) <atv - th:,) +R3 {z’D (ivg) + a—q‘ﬂ =0,
_ ~ 0
X {2mla7—ll,1 — H; (o + ;prg)} ) oy iB, (iv)) ~ 1 %)) »
dto 20H R (1 —p2) 02
% B Brvg B 1 8%;; 0
In the steady-state limit, we s&h = —| | and obtain Oto  20H  Rp(1—p?) 9¢? 242)
where we again hav&k = 2QR?/v and the magnetic
14 Reynolds number is
o= (_5 | 0') (240) 20R?
Wy R = . (243)
n
We have also defined
Unlike in the8-plane treatmenty contains an extra factor of 6.6 = by 4sinb. (244)

&, implying thata is related to both the Prandtl and Rossby _ _ .
numbers in the forced, damped hydrodynamic limit. The From seeking wave solutions, the wave amplitudes are

steady-state solutions are -
Y WB, Vo, + HUg, + tho =0,

1V, + WB, Vg, — tho =0, (245)
) s Dug, +mvg, — wré (1 — p?) by, =0,
;W a‘pt\ o
Y = gng P (‘ 5 )Hl sin (mg), where we additionally define
2,2 2 2
Vo (e mn mn
W =—— - = _— = —_—
v wu|Fo|5+m2€Xp< 2 ) =T R ) T Ry (246)
X [um?—ll cos (mo) + aw, (217:[1_1 — /17:[1) sin (m¢)} , wn = W + i ( VA )2 ot i [ty 2
2 9 B=% W 20H v W ta ’
r_ Vo ex _a H
Yo = (wy | Fo| € +m?2)sind P 2 andtqyn = 1/29Q. The quantityw, is the same as defined in
_ s _ equation[(225). We again haugy,, = w + iwg. All of these
X [ma (217—[;_1 - qu) cos (me) + 1| Fo| EHy sin (m¢)} - generalized frequencies are dimensionless, as i¥he ap-

(241) proximation associated with,, is made such that the identity
in equation[(200) can again be applied; we do the same,for
via equation[(228). Physically, we are seeking near-equato
solutions.
Since the expressions in equatién _(245) are identical to
those in[(221), except for the substitution — wg,,, we may

6.2.Magnetohydrodynamic (Radial Background Field) immediately write down the general governing equation for

We consider forcing, magnetic tension and all forms of fric- Yoo»
tion. For a forced, dragged, shallow water system in sphkric
geometry with a purely radial background magnetic field, we —— {(1 - MQ) —} Vo, —
find that the problem is analytically tractable only when the
nd/06 andnd?/06? terms are neglected. We apply the same w2
reasoning to the molecular viscosity. We ignore the gedmetr T $@F { @Bo — Voo
terms associated with both molecular viscosity and magneti S R
drag. With these simplifications, the governing equatioms b~ + YAl (wBoD — um) vg, = 0.
wBowF§ (1 - :u2) —m?

(247)




In the slowly-rotating limit ¢ — 0), the governing equa-
tion for vy, is the same as equatidn (231), except thais

replaced bywgp,. Making use of the separation functions and

writing wg, = ¢_wr + (o + Cywi) as in the case of the
B-plane treatment, we derive the dispersion relations,

m
WR = —77 7\
1(1+1)¢
3 (248)
wp =
G
where we have defined
VA \ 2 1
=1+ )
G (2QH) W + (w1 +m2/Rp)’
C _ ( VA )2 m2 (249)
0 =Wy .
2QH Re [W%{ + (wI + mz/RB)Q}
The equations for the wave amplitudes are
Voo :Uopzn,
Vo :W {wBo (l _m+1)7)l+1 _:u'[wBo (l+1) _m]Pl }a
(Y
vgo == [(L=m + 1) Py — L+ )P
(250)

In the steady-state limit, we haugs;, = i(, and the general-

ized friction becomes

v 2R
=t (qn7) wo (251)
The steady-state solutions are
’ _UO,le :

vy =g Sin (mg),
R, _ Yok cos (me)

m

S (1 1) PPy~ 0 1) P sin (o),

v m
vy = " [l —m+1)Plyy — p(l+1)P"] cos (me).

(252)

One can immediately see the justification for calliagthe
“generalized friction”: it replaces, in the equation for!,
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The dispersion relations are

w2 — Ewr (Go + wily)’
— 28C_wr (w1 — Fo) (Co + wiCy)

1/2
—m— (24 1) <%>

26¢—wh (G + wily) + EC wi (w1 — Fo)
— & (w1 — Fo) (Co + wily)® —m? (Co + wily)

1/2
—(@21+1) (%) =0,

where we have defined

(r =€ (Wil — (w1 — F) (Co +wily)],
¢ =¢wr [(— (wr — Fo) + Co + wily],

c=(G+e)"”.

The wave amplitudes follow directly from the forced, damped
hydrodynamic case with@, — wg, transformation,

a?u?\ -

9 )Hla
b Vg a?p
vg =——————exp | —

° wp,wré —m? P 2

X {2lw}30a7-[l_1 —H, (wB, aft + um)} ,

v (o
wWBwrE — m? P 2

X {2mla7—~[l_1 —H, (ima + ung)} )

- m2<—wR

=0,
(255)

(256)

Vg, =Up €Xp (—

(257)

Ugo

The steady-state solutions follow,

2,2
v = .UO exp <_o¢2u >’Hl sin (ma@),

sin 0

h/ :L _Oé/,l/
Vo (o |Fol € +m? P 2

X [um?’:[,l cos (mo) + aly (217:[1,1 - ,Eﬂ:[l) sin (mcb)} )

<
o~

-
(<0 |F0|§+ m2)sin6‘ P 2

and includes the effects of hydrodynamic friction, magnetl [
tension and magnetic drag. The velocities are unaffected by
the generalized friction; forcing is again absent from the s

ma (217—7,1,1 - [Lﬂl) cos (me) + | Fo| EHy sin (m(b)} ,
(258)

lutions in the slowly-rotating limit.
In the rapidly-rotating limit { — o), the governing equa-
tion for vy, is

321)90 2 m WBy Yz ~2
ERE + <€wBowF -m° — wBU> <§wF) —f ] vg, =0,
(253)
where we have defined
f= o,
(254)

1/4
(WBO ) .

where we havex = (¢|Fy|/¢)%. In the rapidly-rotating
limit, these steady-state solutions are identical to thied,
damped hydrodynamic case, except fav,a— ¢, transfor-
mation, once again illustrating whty is termed the “general-
ized friction”.

6.3.Magnetohydrodynamic (Toroidal Background Field)

In evaluating a forced, damped, shallow water system with
a horizontal background magnetic field on a sphere, we en-
counter an obstacle already elucidated on fhglane: we
need to seB, = bj, = 0 to proceed. We ignore all geometric
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FiG. 6.— Plots of velocity perturbations (arrows) ahfl (contours) for steady-state, hydrodynamic systems insfilerical geometry faf = m = 1 in the
rapidly-rotating limit. All quantities are computed in es of an arbitrary velocity normalizatiom(). Bright and dark colors correspond to positive and negativ

height perturbations, respectively.

terms. It follows that

— ia—to (ivg) — /wg — DR, — iwdrag (ivg)
) 0%,
TR og ) =0
av// 8}1/ 1 (921)”
.y e Oy " ¢
Y (“)9) 8t0 a(b wdragv¢ + R (1 _ ,UQ) 8¢2
D, 8b//
B P _,
8mpRNsinf ¢
1 2 ahi/ F h/ RZ b - avg O
(_/J‘) ato_ 0ty + 0 |? (zve)—i_a—(b — Y
B w1 #w
Oty 2QRsinf 9¢  Rp (1 — p?) d¢? ’
(259)
from which we obtain
Wove, + g, + Dhy, =0,
HV, + WB, Vg, — tho =0, (260)

Dug, + muvg, — wré (1= p?) hy, =0,

where the definitions fow,, w, andwg, are identical to the
radial-field case, while the definition farz has changed,

2 2

m ( VA
wy (1 —p2) \2QR

. 2 2
m tdvn

zwu_F - <_y) s
wy ta

WwB = wy, +
(261)

wherevy = By/2,/7p. We are again seeking near-equator
solutions.

From manipulating the equations for the wave amplitudes

using the usual procedure, we obtain

(wBoﬁ + ,um) hy, = (u2 — wong) Vg,

(wBoﬁ — ,um) vg, = [wpwré (1 — uz) — m2] Ry,
(262)

from which the general governing equation fgg follows,

i (1 B 2) i _ mug, m2vg,wo
3# a 3# o WB, (1 - M2) WB,
2
+ Ewp <w0 _ & ) Vg, (263)
WB,
2wr

omorE (1= 12 —m2 (WBUD — um) vg, = 0.

In the slowly-rotating limit ¢ — 0), the governing equa-
tion for vy, is slightly different from the case with a radial
background magnetic field,

0%vy Ovg, Mg m2vg
1—p? 0 _9 0 _ 0 _ °_ =0, (264
(=) o Mo T ws, (-2 (264)
where
wn \ 172
m= < 0 ) m. (265)
WB,

The dispersion relations take exactly the same form as in
equation[(248), but with different definitions for the separ
tion functions,

VA m?

QQR) w2 + (W +m2/Rp)?’
s (266)
CO =wy + (

Cizli(

VA m

2
2QR) Ry [w%{ + (wr + mQ/RB)Q} .

Formally, the usual analytical solutions are obtained from
equation[(Z26M) only wher is both an integer and real. We
immediately specialize to steady-state solutions, forcihi

1/2
Wy

wy + Re (va /2QR)? (267)

m = m.

In the steady-state limith is real but will not generally take
oninteger values. However,if, /2QR < 1, we may assume
m = m. In this limit, the steady-state solutions take the same
form as in equatiori (252).

In the rapidly-rotating limit £ — o), the governing equa-
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tion for vg, is obtain their solutions. We assume a functional form for the
12 forcing from the beginning, but solve the time-dependesy, k
vy, m2wo m WB, 9 governing equation and obtain the stationary state as a final
72 + { Swowp — —— — — Eor — A7 veo =0, gtep.
Bo Bo /L ASEE (268) For a free system|Fy| = w, = 0), we recover the so-
: . _ _ lution of [Matsuno|(1966) (see his Figure 7). For forced so-
Where we /Zlave again define = ap ar_“?' @ = lutions with a moderate ‘strength of friction preseffy( =
(§wr/ws,) " Again using the technique of writings, = 1,w, = 0.1 in dimensionless un[t§), we recover the famil-
wr(- +i(Co + wiCy ), we obtain the dispersion relations, iar chevron-shaped feature published by Matstno (1968), Gi
3. _ (1980) and Showman & Polvani (2011). A noteworthy fea-
EwWRC— — EC-wr (Wi — Fo) (wr +wy) ture of our approach is that the transition from the free & th
— &wr (Co + wiCy) wr + wy, — Fy) — mwgr forced, damped solutions is smooth with no translation.in
1/2 A curious feature of the forced, damped solutions is a “pinch
—m— (20 +1) (ﬁ) =0, ing” effect, which confines the solutions to be closer to the
2 equator for either stronger forcing or weaker friction. The
2 same effect is seen in the solutions of Showman & Pdlvani
S (Go jwlg) o+ wlgz (wr = Fo) (wr +wy) (2011) (see their Figure 3).
+ §(-wi (2wr +wy — Fo) —m” (wr +wy) The pronounced nature of this pinching effect is an arti-
C—¢ 1/2 fact of the3-plane approximation, partly because the Rossby
—(2041) ( R) =0, number (or Lamb’s parameter) does not explicitly appear in
the solutions. If one instead examines the solutions in full

(269)  spherical geometry, one will see that the pinching becomes
less pronounced (Figulré 3). The structure of the exoplaneta

where we have defined atmosphere is confined to be near the equator only when the

Cr =¢ [wh(- — (w1 — Fo) (Co +wily)] Rossby number is less than unity. The chevron-shaped fea-
- _ ture, withessed in 3D simulations of atmospheric circolati
G =€wr [~ (w1 = Fo) + Go + widy], @70) g especially prominent wheR, = 1; strong forcing further
C=(Z+)". accentuates it.

The wave amplitudes and steady-state solutions are iééntic

to the expressions for the radial-field case, as given by-equa 7:2.The Effects of Radial Magnetic Fields and Magnetic

tions [257) and(288), respectively, except that the exgiwas ] Drag ]
for the generalized friction has changed, Next, we examine forced, damped, magnetized atmo-
) spheres. We define our fiducial, hydrodynamic model as hav-
_ UA ing |Fy| = 5 andw, = 0.1 (again in dimensionless units).
G =wy +Rp (2QR) ' (271) These parameter values were arbitrarily chosen to empha-

size the chevron-shaped feature. We then examine thesffect
7. APPLICATIONS TO EXOPLANETARY ATMOSPHERES of adding magnetic tension and magnetic drag on the atmo-
The state of the art of characterizing exoplanetary atmo-spheric structure in both pseudo-spherical and spherial g
spheres has advanced to the point where 2D infrared map&metries.
of the atmosphere may now be obtained, albeit in a non- A fundamental parameter involved is the (square of the) ra-
unigue manner_(de Wit etial. 2012; Majeau, Agol & Cowan tio of dynamical to Alfvén time scales, which we estimate to
2012&,b). These astronomical observations provide maotiva be
tion for better understanding the global structure of atmo- 9 ) ,
spheres. Here, we use our shallow water models to elucidate 2 1-10 (vertical/radial)
i : ’ (tayn/ta) 261014 : (272)
some general theoretical trends. Since we are mostly inter- 107°-10 (horizontal)
ested in the global structure of exoplanetary atmospheses, )
examine models withh = k, = 1 (pseudo-spherical geome- Where we have adoptled parameter values approp2r|ate to hot
try) andl=m =1 (Spherica| geometry)' JUplterS:Lo = R ~ 10%0 cm, H ~ 107 cm,va ~ 10 —-103
cm s, ¢y ~ 10° cm s™'. These values of, correspond
7.1.The Effects of Stellar Irradiation and Hydrodynamic ~ to field strengths of- 1-10 G and temperatures of 1500
Friction K at ~ 1 bar. This diverse range of parameters stems from
the difference between the characteristic horizontal aerd v
tical/radial length scales involved and produces a ricketar
of atmospheric structures. These estimates already stadw th
Yunless unrealistic field strengths are adopted, magnegized
mospheres with purely toroidal magnetic fields resemblie the
hydrodynamic counterparts. For this reason, we will only
%xamine models with purely vertical/radial background mag
netic fields. Algebraic intractability prevents us from &xp
ing purely poloidal fields, which may produce markedly dif-
ferent structures.

Figure [2 shows examples of maps computed using
our forced, damped, hydrodynamic shallow water mod-
els in pseudo-spherical geometry, which are a consistenc
check with the work ot Matsuna (1966), Gill (1980) and
Showman & Polvani (2011). Due to a difference in the math-
ematical machinery used to arrive at the same solutions (se
§5.2.2), our solutions are shifted in longitude,(but this is
of no consequence since they are periodig.irSpecifically,
Matsuno|(1966), Gill(1980) and Showman & Polvani (2011)
start with a set of stationary (time-independent) equation
derive a key governing equation involving derivatives af th 10y ized by the reci | of the d calti sl
forcing and then perform a series expansion of the forcing to ormalized by the reciprocal of the dynamical time scajg ().
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In Figure[4, we examine examples of magnetized atmo- 7.4.Why Hydrodynamic Friction and Magnetic Drag are
spheres with three field strengths: 1 G, ~ 3 G and~ 10 Fundamentally Different

G. For the spherical models, we set the Rossby number to Among the sources of friction explored, Rayleigh drag is

be unfifty. Ma%netic ten_?iog and magnetic f(;l_ra_lg aré %e?gznerthe easiest to incorporate into any model as it acts equally o
ar;[e effects w Sn Spelg' e V‘g S? It’ilfs sufficient tjo o all length scales and does not vary across either latitude or
the magnetic Reynolds number fixeR = 1) and vary  |ongitude. These properties make it attractive to use Rglyle

tdyn/tﬁ' ("Tenlt(erally, vae.sele éhf?t the fsteady ﬁtadte gf the at-grag to mimic magnetic drag, especially when adapting 3D
mosphere looks qualitatively different from its hydrodyma — pyqrogynamic simulations of atmospheric circulation te in

counterpart. The pseudo-spherical and spherical soBIE®  j,de maanetic drag (e.d.. Perna. Menou & Rauscher 2010
shifted in longitude by some amount, due to the slightlyatift 1 g5 me %xtent, thig ((alpﬁroach is reasonable within the con)—

ent mathematical approaches used to arrive at the steaty-st (a4 of our shallow water models, as all sources of friction,

solutions, but otherwise the computed maps are in qualita-¢),qing magnetic tension, are included within the geneeli

tive agreement. The familiar chevron-shaped feature seen i gi-tion " However. even when specifvi magnetic
Figure[3 is diluted by the enhanced presence of generahzet{jrag an(gO)magnetic tension act collgctivfgl;@gnd tﬁeir over-
friction (¢o ~ 1-100). We again see that the pronounced o scale dependence depends on the assumed field geome-
nature of this pinching effect is an artifact of tiieplane . “ryrthermore, our 1D models have demonstrated that hy-
approximation—it is diluted in the spherical models, even qroqynamic friction and magnetic drag have different phase

thoughwehhaﬁ/e sét = 1. As]:[he mbagneticfiedzld s_'[renglth|zin- signatures of damping. Due to the approximations taken,
creases, the flow transitions from being predominantly kona \ e are ynable to explore this property further for our 2D

(and poss%ssingglthe %hevrcr)]n-sfh?ged featur:e_) to beingrﬁredo pseudo-spherical and spherical models, but it suggests tha
g‘@”}] meri |obna_. \4\/ |3n the fie fstrﬁngt 5 10 G, } eld hydrodynamic friction and magnetic drag will alter the at-
eight perturbation field—a proxy for the temperature field— ,55pharic flow in fundamentally different ways in a full-

resembles the irradiation profile. An analogous transition e qged numerical calculation (Batygin, Stanley & Stewens
has been witnessed in 3D hydrodynamic simulations, which5513/Rogers & ShowmAn 201‘4)_ e ’

elucidate the transition from jet- to drag-dominated rezgm
(Showman et al. 2013). The key difference is that, in ourshal 7.5.Qualitatively Altering the Structure of Irradiated

low water models, the flow converges at the substellar point, Exoplanetarv Atmospheres
opposite from what the 3D models|of Showman etlal. (2013) P y P , i
find. Our study has shown that under a wide range of condi-

While we have elucidated trends using specific values of 10NS, the chevron-shaped feature believed to be present in
parameters, our formalism shows that forcing, hydrodyeami the highly-irradiated atmospheres of tidally-locked dzop
friction, magnetic drag and magnetic tension are degemerat €ts iS generic and robust, due to the near-universality ef th
effects that combine to determine the global structure of anduantum harmonic oscillator equation governing the merid-
exoplanetary atmosphere, at least with the approximatiens ional velocity. Conversely, our study has also shown that th
have taken in deriving our analytical solutions. This firglin K€Yy governing equation does not follow that of the quantum
informs us that infrared phase curves alone will not sufiice t harmonic oscillator if:

uniquely distinguish between these different effects. o Molecular viscosity or magnetic drag acts non-
7.3.The Effects of Rotation uniformly across latitude;

In the slowly-rotating limit, forced, damped atmospheres, e A poloidal magnetic field is present.
in the shallow water approximation, behave like purely
damped ones in the absence of friction. The velocity field (See equation$ [116], [1b2] arld [161] for the first statement
is unaffected by all forms of friction, including magnetant Seeds.4.1 andf6.3 for the second statement.) That the merid-
sion, while the water height (a proxy for the temperature) is ional velocity ceases to be described by the quantum har-
shifted in longitude. Figurgl5 shows examples of free and monic oscillator equation, under these conditions, sugges
forced, damped shallow water models on a sphere, where thighat the chevron-shaped feature will be qualitativelyratien
phenomenon is clearly seen for both hydrodynamic and mag-the presence of these effects.
netized systems. From the estimates made in equéfioh (272), Hints of this behaviour have already been seen in the
we consider systems with purely toroidal magnetic fields to non-ideal MHD simulations af Batygin, Stanley & Steverison
be uninteresting, since they behave mostly like hydrodyoam (2013), who assumed a constant magnetic resistivity and a
systems. Therefore, we consider only systems with purely ra shallow atmosphere (both assumptions of which we adopt) in
dial background magnetic fields (but with horizontal field-pe  the Boussinesq approximation (2D). The conclusion regard-
turbations present) in Figuié 5. The basic conclusion i tha ing the importance of the poloidal magnetic field was also
when rotation is unimportant, all forms of friction simply-i reached by Rogers & Showman (2014) via performing 3D,
troduce a phase shift to the shallow water height pertwhati  non-ideal MHD simulations in the anelastic approximation.
Next, we “turn on” rotation by examining models in the
rapidly-rotating limit. We start by focusing on free hydro- 8. DISCUSSION & SUMMARY
dynamic models on a sphere. When rotation becomes rapid, 8.1.Summaries
vortices start to appear in the velocity field (Figlie 6). Whe
the Rossby number is of order unitR{ = 0.5 in our ex-
ample), the solution resembles that on fhplane (Figuré&R).
At Ry = 0.05, rotation becomes rapid enough that the atmo-
spheric structure is confined to being near the equator-(rota
tional pinching).

The mathematical nature of this paper requires that we dis-
tinguish between the physical insights gained and the techn
cal advancements made.

8.1.1.Physical Summary
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COMPARISON TOPREVIOUSANALYTICAL WORK

Reference spherical geometry?  HD: forcing+friction? MHBe? MHD: forcing+friction?
Matsuno (1966) N Y N N
Lindzen (1967) N Y N N
Longuet-Higgins (1968) Y N N N
Gill (1980) N Y N N
Spitkovsky, Levin & Ushomirsky (2002) N Y N N
Holton (2004) N N N N
Kundu & Cohen (2004) N N N N
Vallis (2006) N N N N
Zagarashvili et al. (2007) Y N Y N
Heng & Spitkovsky (2009) Y N Y N
Showman & Polvani (2011) N Y N N
Heng & Workman (current work) Y Y Y Y

HD: hydrodynamic. MHD: magnetohydrodynamic.

e Near-universality: Atmospheres in the shallow wa-
ter approximation are fundamentally described by the
guantum harmonic oscillator equation, even when they
are forced, rotating, magnetized and possess both hy-
drodynamic and magnetic sources of friction. This
near-universality is broken when either molecular vis-
cosity or magnetic drag acts non-uniformly across lati-
tude; itis also broken in the presence of a poloidal mag-
netic field.

Key controlling parameter: The global structure of

an exoplanetary atmosphere is essentially controlled by
a single, dimensionless number that we call the “key
controlling parameter’d). In the hydrodynamic limit,

« is directly related to the Prandtl and Rossby num-
bers. When magnetic fields are presenadditionally
involves magnetic tension and magnetic drag as sources
of friction. In pseudo-spherical geometry, it was previ-
ously realized that/a* is the Prandtl number in the hy-
drodynamic limit. We demonstrate that in full spherical
geometry, this description is incompleteagenerally
involves the Rossby number as well.

Global structure of exoplanetary atmospheres. We

are able to solve for the steady state of an atmosphere in
the presence of forcing, friction, rotation and magnetic
fields. We use our analytical solutions to elucidate the
manifestation of each effect in 2D thermal maps. Gen-
erally, there is degeneracy between the various effects
and it will require multi-wavelength data, across multi-
ple epochs, to disentangle them.

Hydrodynamic friction versus magnetic drag:
Molecular viscosity acts predominantly on small scales,
while Rayleigh drag acts equally on all scales. Mag-
netic tension and magnetic drag act collectively—
whether they favor large scales or are collectively scale-
free depends on the field geometry. Using Rayleigh
drag to mimic magnetic drag is akin to asserting that
it acts preferentially on a scale that is germane to the
problem. Hydrodynamic friction and magnetic drag
possess dissimilar phase signatures and will gener-
ally alter the atmospheric flow in qualitatively different
ways.

Rotation: Rotation, an intrinsically 2D phenomenon,
modifies the balance between forcing and friction in

a non-trivial manner. When rotation is unimportant,
forced atmospheres, in the shallow water approxima-
tion, behave like purely damped ones, as if forcing was
absent. In spherical geometry, rapid rotation acts to
confine the global structure of the atmosphere to be near
the equator.

Pinching effect: In the shallow water approximation,
atmospheres experience a pinching effect that is caused
by faster rotation, stronger forcing or weaker fric-
tion, because all of these effects cause the key con-
trolling parameter ¢) to take on higher values. In
pseudo-spherical geometry, this pinching effect is more
pronounced—it is an artifact of the equatoriaplane
approximation, partly because it does not explicitly in-
volve the Rossby number.

Coupling of physical effects. Forcing, rotation, mag-
netic fields and sources of friction couple in various
ways to modify the frequencies and structures of waves
in shallow water systems.

8.1.2.Technical Summary

Broad theoretical survey: Our survey of shallow wa-

ter models covers a broad range of technical possibil-
ities, exploring: dimensionality (1D and 2D); geom-
etry (Cartesian, pseudo-spherical and spherical); free,
forced and damped systems; hydrodynamic and MHD
systems; hydrodynamic and magnetic sources of fric-
tion. Generally, shallow water systems may be de-
scribed by five parameters, albeit with a series of as-
sumptions and caveats (see “Obstacles to analytical so-
lution™): the forcing (Fp), the hydrodynamic friction
(w,), the magnetic Reynolds numbét ), the Rossby
number Ro) and the ratio of dynamical to Alfvén
timescalest(iyn/ta).

Generalized, complex frequencies: When generaliz-

ing from free, hydrodynamic systems to forced MHD
systems with friction, the governing equations, disper-
sion relations and wave solutions contain complex fre-
guencies that are generalizations of the wave frequency,
which is strictly real in free systems. Four complex fre-
guencies are neededy (forcing),wy (hydrodynamic
friction), w,, (magnetic drag) andg (magnetic tension
and friction). With each generalization, the mathemati-
cal equations retain the same form, except that the wave
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frequency ) in various places is substituted with one previous generalization to consider both vertical/radiadi

of these four complex frequencies. Generally, con- horizontal magnetic fields, as well as both slow and rapid ro-
tains a quantity denoted kay;, which we term the “gen-  tation, within a single study. We have written down the gov-
eralized friction” as it involves all sources of friction, erning equations, dispersion relations and wave solufions

including magnetic tension. every system, which was previously not done even for forced,
. o ) damped hydrodynamic systems.
o Slowly- versusrapidly-rotating limits: In full spheri- As already mentioned, while it was realized that the merid-

cal geometry, the key governing equation has two lim- jonal velocity is governed by the quantum harmonic osaHat
iting forms with analytical solutions (Figufg 1). In equation in the limit of a free, hydrodynamic, shallow water
the slowly-rotating limit, it is the associated Legen- system (either in pseudo-spherical or spherical geomstry)
dre equation, which yields spherical harmonics for the was previously not demonstrated that this property extnde

wave solutions. In the rapidly-rotating limit, it is the to forced, damped, magnetized, time-dependent systems.
guantum harmonic oscillator equation, which yields

Hermite polynomials as solutions for the wave ampli- 8.3.Relevance to Atmospheric Circulation Simulations
tudes. The solutions on the equatoriaplane mirror Since the most easily characterizable exoplanets are the
the spherical solutions when the Rossby number is of large, highly-irradiated gas giants, there has been in-
order unity. tense interest in understanding the physics~of 1000—

, : , , 3000 K, partially-ionized atmospheres. Initial work in
» Dispersion relations: For each system, we obtain the the field has focused on adapting 3D general circulation
dispersion relations: a pair of equations for the real models, traditionally used for studying the relatively -qui
(wr) and imaginary ;) components of the wave fre-  ggcent and neutral atmosphere of Earth, towards under-
quency, which describe the oscillatory and growing or standing hot Jupiters (e.d., Showman éf al. 2009). Besides
decaying parts of the wave, respectively. Thelane  the formidable problem of working in unfamiliar physical
and spherical derivations mirror each other, except thatang chemical regimes, several concerns have been raised
Lamb’s parameter] is generally not unity for the lat-  apout the numerical issues surrounding such studies, rang-
ter. Deriving the dispersion relations requires the use of jng from the ambiguity associated with numerical dissimati
De Moivre's formula and a set of separation functions (Heng, Menou & Phillipp5 201 1; Thrastarson & ¢ho 2011) to
(Cr €1y €, Gy € andqo). the possible non-uniqueness of solutions due to differing
initial conditions {(Thrastarson & Cho 2010; Liu & Showman
2013). Additionally, shocks are expected to exist in these
highly-irradiated atmospheres (Dobbs-Dixon &|Lin2008;
Li & Goodman/2010] Heng 2012). No simulation has suc-
ceeded in including non-ideal MHD and shocks in a 3D gen-
eral circulation model. The analytical solutions in thisdst
provide a point of reference and a suite of tests for buildipg
to such a simulation, although it should be noted that shallo
¥vater systems do not include shocks by definition.

e Obstacles to analytical solution: On thes-plane, we
are unable to proceed analytically unless we ignore the
poloidal background magnetic field and its perturba-
tions. On a sphere, we further restrict ourselves to
near-equator solutions. In all of the models, we require
molecular viscosity and magnetic drag to act uniformly
across latitude.

Table 3 provides an executive summary of the lessons learn
from each shallow water model, in order of increasing sophis  8.4.The Correspondence Between the Shallow Water and
tication, and lists progressively the approximations reeko Isothermal Euler Equations

render the problem amenable to analytical solution. The shallow water system has a direct correspondence to

the mass continuity and isothermal Euler equations in 2D.
Considerp = pg + o', wherepg is the background mass den-
To place our present study in context, we provide a com- sity andp’ is the perturbation of the mass density. When we
parison to previous analytical work in Table 2. Generally, let h — p in equation[(B), it becomes the mass continuity
the early works on the shallow water system were inspired byequation in 2D. Using the ideal gas laW & pR,.s10), one
studies of the terrestrial atmosphere or ocean and tendtisfo can show thay needs to be replaced 59,.:70/p0 in the
on free or forced, damped hydrodynamic systems (Matsunomomentum equation, whefR,, is the specific gas constant
1966; Lindzen 1967; Longuet-Higg/ns 1967; Gill 1980), in- andTj is a constant value of the temperature. The square of
cluding the monographs of Holtoh (2004), Kundu & Cdhen the characteristic velocity is thef§ = R,.sT0, which is the
(2004) and Vallis|(2006). Most works did not compute the specific energy.
shallow water system in spherical geometry and instead uti- In practice, this correspondence means that one may adapt
lized the 8-plane approximation, with the seminal work of numerical fluid dynamical solvers to mimic shallow water
Longuet-Higqgins|(1968) being a notable exception. systems and compare them with the analytical solutions pre-
Later works that were inspired by the study of the Sun sented in this study.
(Gilman [2000;| Zagarashvili etal. 2007) or neutron stars : .
(Spitkovsky, Levin & Ushomirsky 2002; Heng & Spitkovsky ~ 8:5- Temporal Behavior of Forced, Damped, Magnetized
2009) tend to focus on free magnetized systems. Little at- Systems: Power Spectra of Exoplanets and Brown
tention has been paid to studying forced, magnetized sys- Dwarfs
tems with friction, since this is an unfamiliar regime foeth In the present study, we have derived a suite of dispersion
atmospheric dynamics of these objects. The first general-relations, which describe how the frequencies of Poincaré
ization of the shallow water system to exoplanets consid-and Rossby waves are modified in the presence of forcing,
ered forced, damped hydrodynamic systems ongdmane friction and magnetic fields. Previous mathematical tech-
(Showman & Polvaini 2011). Furthermore, there has been noniques allowed for the dispersion relations to be deriveg on

8.2.Comparison to Previous Analytical Work
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in the free (unforced) limit.(Matsuno 1966; Lindzen 1967; solutions.

Longuet-Higgins 1968; Gill 1980). These dispersion relai

need to be solved numerically, which is beyond the scope of

the present study. Their solution allows for time-depemden
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APPENDIX
USEFUL EXPRESSIONS AND IDENTITIES

Some useful, commonly used expressions include
2

3

W = w —iwd — Bwrwi + Jiwiwr,

,u2 ) (217:[1—1 - /17:[1) )

f)U@O = Vg exp (——

w? = W — wi + 2iwrwr,

(A1)

The expression involving’i)vg0 makes the approximation thét — u?) ~ 1.
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TABLE 3
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF SHALLOW WATER MODELSEXPLORED IN THIS STUDY

Name Section  Salient Properties

HD: free (1D) 3.11 Only non-dispersive gravity waves exist.

HD: molecular viscosity (1D) 3.1.2 Molecular viscosity sipreferentially on small scales.

HD: Rayleigh drag (1D) 3.1.3 Rayleigh drag acts equally ¢scdles.

HD: hydrodynamic friction (1D) 3.14 Molecular viscositpé@Rayleigh may be represented by a single
frequency ¢, ).

HD: forcing (1D) 3.15 Forcing decreases the frequencymisbidal oscillations.

HD: forcing and hydrodynamic friction (1D) 3.1.6 Forcingdafnictional frequencies need to be equal to create a
balanced flow.

MHD: free (1D) 3.21 Magnetic field is out of phase with the velocity and hejerturbations.

MHD: magnetic drag (1D) 3.2.2 Balanced flow does not exise¢ss) = 0.

MHD: forcing (1D) 3.2.3 Balanced flow does not exist unlégs= 0.

MHD: hydrodynamic friction (1D) 3.24 Hydrodynamic friot retains the same phase signatures even in the presence
of a magnetic field.

MHD: friction (1D) 3.25 Magnetic drag and hydrodynamiccfion have different phase signatures
and may negate each other in a flow.

MHD: forcing and friction (1D) 3.2.6 Forcing, friction andagnetic tension couple via the dispersion relations
and wave solutions, even in the absence of rotation.

HD: forcing and hydrodynamic friction (2D) 4.1 Rotation nifieks the coupling between forcing and hydrodynamic frictio

MHD: forcing and friction (2D, vertical) 4.2 First examplehare algebra is tedious enough to require the use of
separation functions.

MHD: forcing and friction (2D, horizontal) 4.3 —

Relationship between equations 5.1 The Weber and quanttmohi oscillator equations are related
by a transformation of variables.

HD: free (2D, 3-plane) 5.2.1 Key governing equation is the quantum harmestillator equation.
Its solution involves Hermite polynomials.

HD: forcing and hydrodynamic friction 5.2.2 We recover tlaene solutions as Matsuno (1966), Gill (1980)

(2D, B-plane) and Showman & Polvani (2011) if we sBh = —|Fp|. One has to pick
the positive root when using De Moivre’s formula.

MHD: free (2D, 3-plane, vertical) 5.3.1 Key controlling parameter is thigoraf dynamical to Alfvén timescales.

MHD: forcing and hydrodynamic friction 5.3.2 Complex, geslized frequencyyp) that involves hydrodynamic friction

(2D, B-plane, vertical) and magnetic tension is defined to make the algebra tractabdblem is
intractable unless molecular viscosity is assumed to atdmumy
across latitude.

MHD: forcing and friction 5.3.3  wp now involves magnetic drag. The key controlling parametgritfvolves

(2D, B-plane, vertical) forcing, friction and magnetic tension. Magnetic tensiod anagnetic drag
act collectively and preferentially on large scales. Reobls intractable
unless magnetic drag is assumed to act uniformly acrossdeti

MHD: free (2D, 3-plane, horizontal) 5.4.1 Problem is intractable unlessabloidal magnetic field is completely
neglected.

MHD: forcing and friction (2Dg-plane, horizontal) 5.4.2 Magnetic tension and magnetg @ct collectively and equally on all scales.

HD: free (2D, spherical) 6.1.1 Slowly- and rapidly-rotafitimits exist for the analytical solutions,

controlled by the Rossby number (or Lamb’s parameter). Shaér regime
yields spherical harmonics as the wave solutions, whildatter regime
yields Hermite polynomials for the wave amplitudes.

HD: forcing and hydrodynamic friction (2D, spherical) &1. Require molecular viscosity to act uniformly across laté.
Seek near-equator solution.

MHD: forcing and friction (2D, spherical, radial) 6.2 Sdhuts mirror those on thg-plane, except that # 1 in general.

MHD: forcing and friction (2D, spherical, toroidal) 6.3 —

Note: all 2D models include rotation.
HD: hydrodynamic. MHD: magnetohydrodynamic.



