
THE ATMOSPHERIC EKMAN SPIRAL FOR PIECEWISE-UNIFORM EDDY
VISCOSITY

EDUARD STEFANESCU

Abstract. We investigate the boundary-value problem of atmospheric Ekman flows with
piecewise-uniform eddy viscosity. In addition we present a method for finding more general
solutions by considering eddy viscosity as an arbitrary step-function. We discuss the existence
and uniqueness of the solutions obtained through this method, providing detailed proofs for
cases with one and two "jumps" in eddy viscosity. For scenarios with more "jumps," we establish
results inductively. Furthermore, we examine the angle between the bottom surface of the
Ekman layer and geostrophic winds by extremizing variables such as the eddy viscosity and its
point of change. These calculations reveal how the angle can differ from 45◦, demonstrating
that the extreme values of 0◦ and 90◦ are achievable, indicating the potential range of the
deflection angle.

1. Introduction

In 1905 Ekman investigated the behaviour of wind-drift ocean currents, in the attempt to
explain Nansen’s observation of the surface current deflection to the right in arctic regions. He
wrote down an explicit solution for the velocity components dependent on height, assuming a
constant eddy viscosity [9]. The case consisting of continuous eddy viscosity has been covered
by Constantin [5], but even though it is analytically interesting, it poses the disadvantage
of being mathematically rather complicated, by yielding an integral solution, which is rarely
explicitly solvable. Hence, assuming piecewise constant eddy viscosity gives an advantage of
physically modelling more accurate as considering constant values and it also avoids rather
complicated expressions. A drawback in limiting ourselves to piecewise eddy viscosity lies in
losing differentiability, which mathematically can be overcome easily by a weak formulation. But
physically speaking, by considering non-smoothness, we may lose accuracy to the continuous case;
in particular when eddy viscosity fluctuates a lot. Nevertheless, we win accuracy to previous
results, where interpreting solutions are mathematically similarly accessible. An explicit solution
to the depth-dependent velocity components for variable eddy viscosity and for the deflection
angle, i.e. the behaviour of the Ekman spiral under the sea surface, was constructed by D.G.
Dritschel, N. Paldor, and A. Constantin [8] in 2020, by using similar methods as Ekman did.
This was further improved by L. Roberti in [19]. In this paper, related procedures as the above
mentioned articles are used to describe similar phenomena in the atmosphere, where we also
refine and extend the methods used above.

To give a better perspective into the motivation of this paper, we recollect ideas from [4] to
give some background on atmospheric layers. The laminar sublayer with a thickness of a few
millimetres is the lowest one and is not of relevance for the transfer of wind energy. The Prandtl
layer is around 10m, depending on the thermal stratification of the air. The upper layer is called
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2 E. STEFANESCU

the Ekman layer, where the airflow is driven by a balance of turbulent drag, Coriolis forces
and pressure gradients. This layer ranges from the top of the Prandtl layer to heights typically
between 100 and 1000 meters, depending on the geographic location and local atmospheric
conditions. The Ekman layer covers approximately 90% of the atmospheric boundary layer.
Studies of this layer are broadly applicable. For example the Ekman layer plays a crucial role
in the formation and development of weather systems. It is where the frictional effects of the
Earth’s surface significantly influence the wind patterns, contributing to the development of
cyclones and anticyclones, see e.g. [13] and [22]. Furthermore the turbulent nature of the Ekman
layer enhances the dispersion of pollutants. Understanding this layer helps in predicting how
pollutants spread from industrial sites, urban areas, and other sources, which is essential for
environmental management and public health, see e.g. [21] and [1].
In the Introduction of [4], there are different kinds of eddy viscosity with different behaviours
listed. In the following there are suggestions that the eddy viscosity can increase, decrease, or
even have other behaviours: [2], [11], [20], [17], [10],[14]. Furthermore, numerical simulations
were made in [12], [15] and [3]. For more details we refer to [13],[16].

2. Equations of motion

The goal of this paper is to gain insight into the dynamics of mesoscale steady flows in the
Ekman layer in non-equatorial regions of the northern hemisphere. Decomposing the horizontal
velocity into pressure-driven (geostrophic) and wind-driven (Ekman) components, we start with
the equations

(U − Ug)f = d
dZ

(
ν(Z) dV

dZ

)
, (2.1)

(V − Vg)f = − d
dZ

(
ν(Z) dU

dZ

)
, (2.2)

governing at leading order steady atmospheric Ekman flow at mid-latitudes in the f -plane
approximation (see [6] and [7]). Here Z measures altitude, U and V are the (horizontal) zonal
and respectively meridional height-dependent mean wind velocity components with corresponding
geostrophic wind components Ug and Vg, ν(Z) is the height-dependent eddy viscosity, and
f = 2Ω sin θ is the (constant) Coriolis parameter associated to the flow region located in the
northern hemisphere near latitude θ ∈

(
0, π2

)
, Ω ≈ 7.29 × 10−5 rad/s being the constant rate of

rotation of the Earth around its polar axis. The boundary conditions for the system (1)-(2) are
U(0) = V (0) = 0 , (2.3)
lim
Z→∞

(U(Z), V (Z)) = (Ug, Vg) , (2.4)

expressing the fact that, due to friction, the velocity vanishes at the flat bottom Z = 0 of the
Ekman layer, while the flow becomes geostrophic high up.
We non-dimensionalize the system (1)-(4) by setting

(U, V ) = U∗ (u, v) , (Ug, Vg) = U∗(ug, vg) , Z = H∗ z , ν(Z) = ν∗ν0(z) ,
where U∗ is a typical horizontal speed (of the order of 10 m/s), H∗ is the typical height of
the atmospheric boundary layer (of the order of a few hundred m) and ν∗ is the average eddy
viscosity. Introducing complex variables by setting ψ = u+ iv, ψg = ug + ivg, and denoting

K(z) = 2ν∗

f(H∗)2 ν0(z) = 2
f(H∗)2 ν(Z) ,
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we obtain the non-dimensional version of (1)-(4),

(Kψ′)′ − 2i(ψ − ψg) = 0 , (2.5)

ψ(0) = 0 , lim
z→∞

ψ(z) = ψz , (2.6)

where, for convenience, we write a prime for the derivative with respect to z.

3. Exact solution for piecewise-constant eddy viscosity

Solutions to the problem above were discussed in 1905 by Ekman, see [9], but the function
K was considered to be constant. Motivated by [8] we show a method to solve the equations
above with K being a step function with finitely many steps, i.e. K(z) =

∑N−1
n=0 l

2
nI(an,an+1)(z),

where ln ∈ R+ = {x ∈ R|x > 0}, lj ̸= lj+1, for j = 0, 1, 2, ..., N − 2; a0 = 0, an ∈ R, an < an+1
for n = 1, 2, ..., N − 1 and aN = ∞.

3.1. Constructing the solution of the governing equations. For simplicity, we use a step
function with only one jump, i.e. K(z) = I[0,h) + l2I(h,∞). Inserting in (2.5) yields:

ψ′′ − 2i(ψ − ψg) = 0 for 0 ≤ z < h,

l2ψ′′ − 2i(ψ − ψg) = 0 for h < z < ∞.
(3.1)

Solving this well known non-homogeneous linear differential equation of second order yields
the solution:

ψ(z) = Ae(1+i)z +Be−(1+i)z + ψg for 0 ≤ z < h,

ψ(z) = Ce
(1+i)z

l +De− (1+i)z
l + ψg for h < z < ∞

(3.2)

We need four conditions to get explicit values for the constants A,B,C,D. The right hand side of
condition (2.6), expressed as lim

z→∞
ψ(z) = ψg, indicates that ψ must be bounded. Consequently,

the constant C must be zero, since exp ((1 + i)z/l) is unbounded. Additionally, the left hand side
of condition (2.6), which states ψ(0) = 0, leads to the equation A+B + ψg = 0. Furthermore,
we assume the function ψ to be continuous, which means that ψ(h−) = ψ(h+). Inserting this in
(3.2) generates the equation

Ae(1+i)h +Be−(1+i)h = De− (1+i)h
l .

Integrating the above equations against testfunctions and using integration by parts lead to

−ψ′
−(h) + l2ψ′

+(h) = 0.

This in particular yields
Ae(1+i)h −Be−(1+i)h = −lDe− (1+i)h

l . (3.3)
The above conditions are a system of linear equations. Solving this yields:

A = ψg(l − 1)
1 + e(2+2i)h − l + e(2+2i)hl

, B = − ψge
(2+2i)h(l + 1)

1 + e(2+2i)h − l + e(2+2i)hl
,

C = 0, D = − 2ψge(1+i)h+ (1+i)h
l

1 + e(2+2i)h − l + e(2+2i)hl
.

(3.4)

Thus, Equation (3.1) is fully solved.
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3.1.1. Solving method of the equations of motion for arbitrary piecewise constant eddy viscosity.
Let us consider the general case, where K is a step function with finitely many steps, defined as
in the beginning of Chapter 3. We calculate all the ODEs in each height section the same way
as before and get a solution with 2N unknown constants:

ψ(z) = A0,0e
(1+i)z

l0 +A0,1e
− (1+i)z

l0 + ψg for a0 = 0 ≤ z < a1,

ψ(z) = A1,0e
(1+i)z

l1 +A1,1e
− (1+i)z

l1 + ψg for a1 ≤ z < a2,

...

ψ(z) = AN−1,0e
(1+i)z
lN−1 +AN−1,1e

− (1+i)z
lN−1 + ψg for aN−1 ≤ z < ∞.

(3.5)

So we need to write down 2N linear equations including these 2N unknown constants, that are
linear independent from each other. We get two equations from the two boundary conditions
(2.6):

A0,0 +A0,1 + ψg = 0, (3.6)

AN−1,0 = 0. (3.7)

By assuming continuity of ψ again, we get for each of the (N − 1) jumps a linear equation:

A0,0e
(1+i)a1

l0 +A0,1e
− (1+i)a1

l0 = A1,0e
(1+i)a1

l1 +A1,1e
− (1+i)a1

l1 ,

A1,0e
(1+i)a2

l1 +A1,1e
− (1+i)a2

l1 = A2,0e
(1+i)a2

l2 +A2,1e
− (1+i)a2

l2 ,

...

AN−2,0e
(1+i)aN−1

lN−2 +AN−2,1e
−

(1+i)aN−1
lN−2 = AN−1,1e

(1+i)aN−1
lN−1 .

(3.8)

Finally by the same method as in (3.3), we get the remaining N − 1 equations:

l0A0,0e
(1+i)a1

l0 − l0A0,1e
− (1+i)a1

l0 = l1A1,0e
(1+i)a1

l1 − l1A1,1e
− (1+i)a1

l1 ,

l1A1,0e
(1+i)a2

l1 − l1A1,1e
− (1+i)a2

l1 = l2A2,0e
(1+i)a2

l2 − l2A2,1e
− (1+i)a2

l2 ,

...

lN−2AN−2,0e
(1+i)aN−1

lN−2 − lN−2AN−2,1e
−

(1+i)aN−1
lN−2 = −lN−1AN−1,1e

(1+i)aN−1
lN−1 .

(3.9)

The corresponding system of equations can be written in the following form:

MA = b,with (3.10)

A = (A0,0, A0,1, A1,0, A1,1, ..., AN−2,0, AN−2,1, AN−1,1, AN−1,0)T ,

b = (−ψg, 0, ..., 0)T ,

M =
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1 1 0 0 0 0 · · · · · · · · · 0 0

α0 α̂0 −β1 −β̂1 0 0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0 0

0 0 α1 α̂1 −β2 −β̂2
. . .

. . .
. . . 0 0

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · · · · · · · αN−2 α̂N−2 −β̂N−1 0

l0α0 −l0α̂0 −l1β1 l1β̂1 0 0 · · · · · · · · · 0 0

0 0 l1α1 −l1α̂1 −l2β2 l2β̂2
. . .

. . .
. . . 0 0

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · · · · · · · lN−2αN−2 −lN−2α̂N−2 lN−1β̂N−1 0
0 0 0 0 · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 1


,

where αn := e
(1+i)an+1

ln , α̂n := e− (1+i)an+1
ln βn := e

(1+i)an
ln , β̂n := e− (1+i)an

ln .

3.2. Linear independence. When trying to solve a system of 2N equations with 2N unknowns
we need to find out if there exists a solution and if it is unique, which is equivalent to the
associated square matrix being invertible.

3.2.1. 4 × 4-Matrix. First we only consider one jump at the point a1, which means that K(z) =
l20I[0,a1) + l21I(a1,∞). This is the case we discussed in Section 3.1, so when trying to calculate the
solutions explicitly, we can use the following method: By (3.6),(3.7) we have

A0,0 +A0,1 + ψg = 0, A1,0 = 0. (3.11)
We rewrite (3.8),(3.9): [

α0 α̂0
l0α0 −l0α̂0

] (
A0,0
A0,1

)
=

[
β1 β̂1
l1β1 −l1β̂1

] (
0

A1,1

)
, (3.12)

where α0, β1 are defined as in the previous section. Inverting the first matrix on the left hand
side is possible, since its determinant is −2l0. Hence we get:(

A0,0
A0,1

)
=

[
α0 α̂0
l0α0 −l0α̂0

]−1 [
β1 β̂1
l1β1 −l1β̂1

] (
0

A1,1

)
, (3.13)

This means that A0,0 and A0,1 are just multiples of A1,1, i.e. there exists λ0,0, λ0,1 such that
A0,0 = λ0,0A1,1 and A0,1 = λ0,1A1,1. Inserting this into (3.11) yields:

A1,1 = −ψg
λ0,0 + λ0,1

. (3.14)

Since A0,0 and A0,1 are dependent on A1,1 the last thing remaining is to check if λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0
to get a unique solution to all coefficients.

Theorem 3.1. Let λ0,0 and λ0,1 be defined as above. Then λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0.

Proof. By (3.13) we get λ0,0, λ0,1 explicitly:

λ0,0 = e
−(1+i)a1(l1+l0)

l1l0 (−l1 + l0)
2l0

, λ0,1 = e
(1+i)a1(l1−l0)

l1l0 (l1 + l0)
2l0

,

Now, we assume λ0,0 + λ0,1 = 0, which is equivalent to

(−1 + e
(2+2i)a1

l0 )l1 + (1 + e
(2+2i)a1

l0 )l0 = 0

⇐⇒ l0 − l1
l0 + l1

= −e
(2+2i)a1

l0 .
(3.15)



6 E. STEFANESCU

But we have | l0−l1
l0+l1 | < 1, by the positivity of l0, l1 and the inverse triangle inequality and

| − e
(2+2i)a1

l0 | = |e2 a1
l0 | > 1, by the positivity of l0 and a1. This is a contradiction to the

assumption. □

Thus, the solution to all coefficients exists and is unique.

3.2.2. 6 × 6-Matrix. Similar as before we rewrite (3.8), (3.9):(
A0,0
A0,1

)
=

[
α0 α̂0
l0α0 −l0α̂0

]−1 [
β1 β̂1
l1β1 −l1β̂1

] (
A1,0
A1,1

)
, (3.16)

(
A1,0
A1,1

)
=

[
α1 α̂1
l1α1 −l1α̂1

]−1 [
β2 β̂2
l2β2 −l2β̂2

] (
0

A2,1

)
. (3.17)

Consequently Ai,j ; i, j = 0, 1 are multiples of A2,1, i.e. there exists λi,j such that Ai,j =
λi,jA2,1; i, j = 0, 1. In particular we can write:(

A0,0
A0,1

)
=

[
α0 α̂0
l0α0 −l0α̂0

]−1 [
β1 β̂1
l1β1 −l1β̂1

] [
α1 α̂1
l1α1 −l1α̂1

]−1 [
β2 β̂2
l2β2 −l2β̂2

] (
0

A2,1

)
. (3.18)

The above is well defined, since the matrices that were inverted have determinant −2li, i = 0, 1.
Again by the ”zero boundary condition” and the same calculation as above we have:

A2,1 = −ψg
λ0,0 + λ0,1

. (3.19)

Hence, to show existence and uniqueness of all coefficients, we only need to check that λ0,0+λ0,1 ≠
0.

Theorem 3.2. Let λ0,0 and λ0,1 be defined as above. Then λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0.

Proof. By (3.18) we can calculate λ0,0, λ0,1 explicitly and write as before:

λ0,0 + λ0,1 = e− (1+i)a2(l1+l2)
l0l1

4l0l1
[x(c1η2 − c2θ1) + y(−c1η1 + c2θ2)],

with
x = e

−(1+i)a1(l1+l0)
l0l1 , y = e

(1+i)a1(−l1+l0)
l0l1 ,

c1 = e
(2+2i)a1

l1 , c2 = e
(2+2i)a2

l1 ,

η1 = (l1 − l0)(l1 − l2), η2 = (l1 + l0)(l1 − l2),
θ1 = (l1 − l0)(l1 + l2), θ2 = (l1 + l0)(l1 + l2).

Since the first factor is nonzero we only need to check x(c1η2 − c2θ1) +y(c1η1 − c2θ2) ̸= 0. Claim
1: |c2θ2 − c1η1| > |c2θ1 − c1η2|.
An equivalent statement that is true:

|c2θ2 − c1η1|2 > |c2θ1 − c1η2|2

By simple mathematical identities and by the fact that θ2η1 = θ1η2, this is equivalent to

2e
4a2
l1 (2l31l0 + 4l21l0l2 + 2l0l1l2) > 2e

4a1
l1 (2l31l0 − 4l21l0l2 + 2l0l1l2)

We have that e
4a2
l1 > e

4a1
l1 by the fact that a2 > a1. Furthermore (2l31l0 + 4l21l0l2 + 2l0l1l2) >

(2l31l0 − 4l21l0l2 + 2l0l1l2) by the fact that all li > 0, i = 0, 1, 2. So the last expression is true,
which means that the first expression of this claim is true and claim 1 is proven.
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Claim 2: λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0.
By the fact that | yx | > 1, we have that

|c2θ2 − c1η1| > |c2θ1 − c1η2|,

implies
y(−c1η1 + c2θ2) ̸= −x(c1η2 − c2θ1).

Hence λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0.
□

3.2.3. 2n× 2n-Matrix. First we define

Ak+1 :=
[
αk α̂k
lkαk −lkα̂k

]
, Bk =

[
βk β̂k
lkβk −lkβ̂k

]
,

A−1
1 B1A

−1
2 B2...A

−1
k Bk :=

[
wk xk
yk zk

]
.

The above is well defined, since det(Ai) = −2li−1, i = 1, ..., n. Similar as before we can write(
A1,0
A1,1

)
= A−1

1 B1A
−1
2 B2...A

−1
n Bn

(
0

An,1

)
, (3.20)

and Ai,j ; i = 0, ...n − 1; j = 0, 1 are multiples of An,1, i.e. there exists λi,j such that Ai,j =
λi,jA2,1; i = 0, ..., n − 1; j = 0, 1. Again, if λ0,0 + λ0,1 ≠ 0 we get an unique solution for An,1,
hence we get an unique solution for all coefficients.
We observe that:

A−1
k Bk =

[
−α̂k−1βk(lk + lk−1) α̂k−1β̂k(lk − lk−1)
αk−1βk(lk − lk−1) −αk−1β̂k(lk + lk−1)

]
. (3.21)

The idea of the proof in the general case is to assume the viscosities li, i = 0, ..., n to be close to
each other, which makes sense in physics, when assuming numerous different values for them.
When doing so the matrices A−1

k Bk, for k = 1, ..., n becomes ”nearly” diagonal. Using the
structure of (3.20), λ0,0 can be made arbitrary small. Consequently λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0 holds.

Theorem 3.3. Let all variables be defined as above. Then there exists an εk > 0, k = 0, 1, ..., n−1,
such that |lk+1−lk|

|lk+1+lk| ≤ εk implies:
λ0,0 + λ0,1 ̸= 0.

In particular this means that for all k, if we choose lk+1 close enough to lk such that for a given
εk the above holds, then there exists an unique solution to all unknown constants in (3.5).

Proof. We prove inductively, that xn + zn ̸= 0, ∀n ∈ N, which is all we need, since xn = λ0,0
and zn = λ0,1.
Base case: This is done in Theorem 3.1 and holds without further assumptions.
Assumption: We can now assume that xk + zk ̸= 0. This implies there exists an ε̃k such that
|xk + zk| > ε̃k. Choose εk such that ε̃k = |wk−yk|

α2
k

εk.
Induction Step: By definition we have:[

wk xk
yk zk

]
A−1
k+1Bk+1 =

[
wk+1 xk+1
yk+1 zk+1

]
.
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Calculating the above with the help of (3.21) we get:

xk+1 = wkα̂kβ̂k+1(lk+1 − lk) − xkαkβ̂k+1(lk+1 + lk),

zk+1 = ykα̂kβ̂k+1(lk+1 − lk) − zkαkβ̂k+1(lk+1 + lk).
(3.22)

This yields:

xk+1 + zk+1 = 0

⇐⇒ (lk+1 − lk)(wk + yk)α̂kβ̂k+1 − (xk + zk)(lk+1 + lk)αkβ̂k+1 = 0

⇐⇒ wk − yk
α2
k

lk+1 − lk
lk+1 + lk

= (xk + zk).
(3.23)

If we now choose lk+1 close enough to lk such that the assumption holds, then we have:

ε̃k < |xk + zk| = |wk − yk|
|α2
k|

|lk+1 − lk|
|lk+1 + lk|

≤ |wk − yk|
|α2
k|

εk = ε̃k

This is a contradiction. Hence |xk+1 + zk+1| > 0, which implies xk+1 + zk+1 ̸= 0.
□

Remark 3.4. The case of a piecewise-constant eddy vorticity with one jump discontinuity for
the oceanic near-surface Ekman layer was studied recently in [8]. The considerations in the
present paper are devoted to atmospheric piecewise-constant eddy vorticities with N ∈ {1, 2, 3}
arbitrary jump discontinuities and N > 3 small jumps in the eddy viscosity coefficient. We expect
that with increasing N there should be a convergence toward the solution with a continuous eddy
viscosity coefficient. However, for a general continuous eddy viscosity the study of the behaviour
of the corresponding solution is quite challenging (see the discussion in [5] for the case of the
ocean), so that an approximation with piecewise-constant functions having finitely many jumps is
helpful. Gradually increasing number of jumps should, in principle, give an increasingly closer
approximation to the solution corresponding to a continuous eddy viscosity. We believe that these
are important directions for further studies.

4. The Ekman spiral for piecewise-uniform eddy viscosity

We define the angle γ between the wind at any height and that of the geostrophic vector in
the same manner as in [4]:

tan(γ(z)) =
ℑ

(
ψ(z)
ψg

)
ℜ

(
ψ(z)
ψg

) . (4.1)

4.1. The surface deflection angle. In particular we calculate the angle between the surface
wind and that of the geostrophic vector. For brevity, we refer to this angle as the deflection angle.
After inserting ψ(0) into Equation (4.1) we see from the initial condition (2.6) that L’Hospital’s
rule is needed. This means

lim
z→0

ℑ
(
ψ(z)
ψg

)
ℜ

(
ψ(z)
ψg

) = lim
z→0

ℑ
(
ψ(z)
ψg

)′

ℜ
(
ψ(z)
ψg

)′ . (4.2)
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We can immediately check that ψ′(z) = (1+ i)(A+B) for 0 ≤ z < h. Inserting this into Equation
(4.2) and using that eiθ = cos(θ) + i sin(θ) for θ ∈ R, we get

tan(γ0) = α2 − β2 + 2αβ sin(2h)
α2 − β2 − 2αβ sin(2h) , (4.3)

where α := (1 + i)eh and β := (1 − i)e−h.

5. Interpretations and Graphs

Considering [4] directly or taking values from [13], and combining them with the modelling
in [6], we get values l of order 1 to 0.01, which for brevity we call eddy viscosity. Increasing
jump-points h will affect the convergence-rate of the angle towards balance, as it is clearly visible
from the derived equations and will be discussed in Chapter 5.2.

5.1. Two examples for non-45◦-degree deflection angles. We showcase two examples,
where we let lower layer (up to the jump point h) eddy viscosity be 1 as before and choose
upper layer eddy viscosity l = 5 and l = 0.08, representing high and low end values, see [4].
Furthermore, we selected h = 1.1 and h = 0.35 to demonstrate the convergence rates. In Figure
1a, where low eddy-viscosity is chosen, we observe a deflection angle over 45◦, whereas a deflection
angle under 45◦ occurs in Figure 1b, taking larger eddy viscosity for l. Moreover, an obvious
difference in the convergence rate towards rotational balance of the angle can be observed, which
is caused by the choice of the jump point h.

(a) Small eddy viscosity (l = 0.08) yield a deflec-
tion angle over 45◦.

(b) Large eddy viscosity (l = 5) yield a deflection
angle under 45◦.

Figure 1. Comparison of deflection angles for different values of l and h.

Another way to represent the Ekman spiral is via a velocity hodographs, see Figures 2a,2b.
In particular, they can be visualized as looking the at the spiral from the top with according
slope generated by the velocity vectors. They have the disadvantage, that, due to to vanishing
velocity at the bottom of the Ekman layer, it is rather hard to observe the exact deflection angle.
Nevertheless they give an insight on the behaviour of the spiral throughout the Ekman layer,
including convergence rate, jump-points and rotation.
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(a) Small eddy-viscosity, high jump-point:
l = 0.08, h = 1.1.

(b) Large eddy viscosity, low jump-point:
l = 5, h = 0.35.

Figure 2. Velocity hodographs for different values of l and h.

5.2. Analytic properties. When observing the examples above, the next natural question is:
What happens to the deflection, angle when we take the extreme cases?
We rewrite (4.3):

tan(γ0) = (1 + l)2e2h − (1 − l)2e−2h + 2(1 − l2) sin(2h)
(1 + l)2e2h − (1 − l)2e−2h − 2(1 − l2) sin(2h) . (5.1)

Let l ∈ R+ be fixed and h → 0 or h → ∞, then in both cases clearly γ0 = π/4 = 45◦. In both
cases, we have constant eddy viscosity, hence it makes sense, that we get the same result as in
Ekman’s paper [9]. Now regarding small and large upper layer eddy viscosity, where jump points
are adapted in succession, we obtain the following results:
Let first l → 0 and then h → 0. Then γ0 = π/2 = 90◦. Indeed, we directly have

lim
l→0

tan(γ0) = sinh(2h) + sin(2h)
sinh(2h) − sin(2h) .

Letting h → 0 and using L’Hospital’s rule we have tan(γ0) → ∞, which corresponds to
γ0 = π/2 = 90◦.
Let now l → ∞ and then h → 0. Then γ0 = 0 = 0◦, since after using L’Hospital’s rule twice to
Equation (5.1), we have

lim
l→0

tan(γ0) = sinh(2h) − sin(2h)
sinh(2h) + sin(2h) .

Letting now h → 0 and using L’Hospital’s rule again, we have tan(γ0) → 0, which corresponds
to γ0 = 0 = 0◦.
If we let h → ∞, instead of h → 0, we have γ0 = π/4 = 45◦, by the very same argument as
before.
In every case γ(z) ∈ (0, π2 ) which means by Equation (4.1), that ψg is to the right of ψ0. By the
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boundary condition (2.6), γ turns clockwise with increasing height until it eventually becomes
(almost) zero.

6. Conclusion

Motivated by Ekman’s work in 1905 [9] and the recent papers [8] and [4], we considered
well-known equations of motion for mesoscale steady flow in the Ekman layer in non-equatorial
regions of the northern hemisphere. Then, we assumed the eddy viscosity to be a step function
with one jump. In addition to well-known boundary conditions we found new conditions to be
able to exactly solve the equations of motion with non-uniform eddy viscosity. In particular we
wrote down a method to solve these equations for the eddy viscosity being any step function.
Then, we showcased examples, where angles over and under 45◦ can indeed occur. Next we
extremized the problem by letting h and l go to zero and infinity. Especially for extreme l and
small h the angle ranges from 0◦ − 90◦. Even if the highest and lowest angles are very likely
not going to occur in the real world, we get an insight on some influences on the angle nevertheless.
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