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Abstract

We report evaluations of a resonant kinetic equation thggest the slow time
evolution of the Garrett and Munk spectrumnit, in fact, slow. Instead nonlin-
ear transfers lead to evolution time scales that are snthéerone wave period at
high vertical wavenumber. Such values of the transfer ratesnconsistent with
conventional wisdom that regards the Garrett and Munk sp@cas an approxi-
mate stationary state and puts the self-consistency obaaes kinetic equation at
a serious risk. We explore possible reasons for and resokitf this paradox.

Inclusion of near-resonant interactions decreases thatathich the spectrum

evolves. This leads to improved self-consistency of thetkirequation.



1. Introduction

Wave-wave interactions in stratified oceanic flows have laesubject of intensive research
in the last four decades. Of particular importance is thaterice of a “universal” internal-
wave spectrum, the Garrett and Munk spectrum. It is genyepaiceived that the existence
of a universal spectrum is, at least in part and perhaps ewaraply, the result of nonlinear
interactions of waves with different wavenumbers. Due ® dlunadratic nonlinearity of the
underlying primitive equations and the fact that the lineégrnal-wave dispersion relation can
satisfy a three-wave resonance condition, waves intaragads. Therefore the question arises:
how strongly do waves within a given triad interact? Whattheeoceanographic consequences
of this interaction?

Wave-wave interactions can be rigorously characterizeddriving a closed equation rep-
resenting the slow time evolution of the wavefield’s wavearcspectrum. Such an equation is
called akinetic equation(Zakharov et al. 1992) and significant efforts in this regarel listed
in Table8.

A kinetic equation describes, under the assumption of weakmearity, the resonant spec-
tral energy transfer on thesonant manifoldThe resonant manifold is a set of waveveciors

p1 andp, that satisfy

p:p1+p27 wp :wp1 +wp27 (1)

where the frequency is given by a linear dispersion relation relating wave freagyw with
wavenumbep.
The reduction of all possible interactions between threeswectors to a resonant manifold

is a significant simplificationEven furthessimplification can be achieved by taking into account



that, of all interaction®n the resonant manifold, the most important are those whieble
extreme scale separations McComas and Bretherton|(19%vg&e interaction wavevectors. It
is shown in. McComas (1977) that Garrett and Munk spectrunmtefinal waves is stationary
with respect to one class of such interactions, called laduiffusion. Furthermore, a com-
prehensive inertial-range theory with constant downstralesfer of energy was obtained by
patching these mechanisms together in a solution thatlglosienics the empirical universal
spectrum (GM)(McComas and Milller 1981a). It was theretamecluded that that Garrett and
Munk spectrum constitutes an approximate stationary sfatee kinetic equation.

In this paper we revisit the question of relation betweerr&@tand Munk spectrum and the
resonant kinetic equation. At the heart of this paper (8agi) are numerical evaluations of the
Lvov and Tabak (2004) internal wave kinetic equation dertratiag changes in spectral ampli-
tude at a rate less than an inverse wave period at high Vesazeenumber for the Garrett and
Munk spectrum. This rapid temporal evolution implies theg GM spectrum isota stationary
state and is contrary to the characterization of the GM spetas an inertial subrange. This
result gave us cause to review published work concerningwaawe interactions and compare
results. The product of this work is presented in Sectidd.3n particular, we concentrate on

four different versions of the internal wave kinetic eqaati

e anoncanonical description using Lagrangian coordin@#sefs 1974, 1976; Muller and Olbers

1975),

e a canonical Hamiltonian description in Eulerian coordaseoronovich 1979),

e a dynamical derivation of a kinetic equation without use atiltonian formalisms in

Eulerian coordinates (Caillol and Zeitlin 2000),

e acanonical Hamiltonian description in isopycnal coortesglLvov and Tabak 2001, 2004).
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We show in Sectiohl3 that, without background rotation tedllisted approaches agquivalent
on the resonant manifold. In Sectibh 4 we demonstrate tleatwo versions of the kinetic
equation that consider non-zero rotation rates are agmivalenton the resonant manifold.
This presents us with our first paradox: if all these kinetjeaions are the same on the resonant
manifold and exhibit a rapid temporal evolution, then whysigl considered to be a stationary
state? The resolution of this paradox, presented in Se@ticnthat: (i) numerical evaluations
of thelMcComas (1977) kinetic equation demonstrating theided diffusion stationary states
require damping in order to balance the fast temporal emwiwt high vertical wavenumber,
and (ii) the high wavenumber temporal evolution ofithe Lvad &abak|(2004) kinetic equation
is tentatively identified as being associated with the mlagtattering mechanism rather than
induced diffusion.

Having clarified this, we proceed to the following observati Not only do our numeri-
cal evaluations imply that the GM spectrumnist a stationary state, the rapid evolution rates
correspond to a strongly nonlinear system. Consequengl\séff-consistency of the kinetic
equation, which is built on an assumption of weak nonlingai$ at risk. Moreover, reduc-
tion of all resonantwave-wave interactions exclusively to extreme scale sejoas is also not
self-consistent.

Yet, we are not willing to give up on the kinetic equation. Gecond paradox is that, in
a companion paper (Lvov etlal. tted) we show how a comprehetiseory built on a scale in-
variantresonantkinetic equation helps to interpret tiddserved variabilityof the background
oceanic internal wavefield. The observed variability, imtus largely consistent with the in-
duced diffusion mechanism being a stationary $tate

Thus the resonant kinetic equation demonstrates prompsadijctive ability and it is there-



fore tempting to move towards a self-consistent internalentarbulence theory. One possible
route towards such theory is to include to the kinetic equmatiear-resonant interactions, de-

fined as

P = P1 + P2, ‘WP_Wpl_WP2 ‘<F7

whereTl is the resonance width. We show in Sectidn b that such resdmaadening leads
to slower evolution rates, potentially leading to a moré sehsistent description of internal
waves.

We conclude and list open questions in Sedtion 8. Our nuaes@heme for evaluating near-
resonant interactions is discussed in Sedtion 5. An appemditains the interaction matrices

used in this study.

2. Background

A kinetic equation is a closed equation for the time evolutdthe wave action spectrum in
a system of weakly interacting waves. It is usually derived aentral result of wave turbulence
theory. The concepts of wave turbulence theory providerlyfgeneral framework for studying
the statistical steady states in a large class of weaklydoting and weakly nonlinear many-
body or many-wave systems. In its essence, classical wavelémce theory (Zakharov et al.
1992) is a perturbation expansion in the amplitude of thdinearity, yielding, at the leading
order, linear waves, with amplitudes slowly modulated ghbr orders by resonant nonlinear
interactions. This modulation leads to a redistributiorthed spectral energy density among

space- and time-scales.



While the route to deriving the spectral evolution equafimm wave amplitude is fairly
standardized (Sectidn b), there are substantive diffeeimcobtaining expressions for the evo-
lution equations of wave amplitude Sectiorra describes various attempts to do so.

a. Hamiltonian Structures and Field Variables

1) A CANONICAL HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION IN ISOPYCNAL COORDINATES

Lvov and Tabak (20021, 2004) start from the primitive equadiof motion written in isopy-

cnal coordinates:

0 0z 0z
s () = 0

ou VM

—_— J_ . _— p—

0t+fu +u-Vu+ p 0,
M
a——gz = 0. (2)
dp

representing mass conservation, horizontal momentumecegison under the Bousinesq ap-

proximation and hydrostatic balance. The veloditis then represented as:

u=Ve+ vy,

with V+ = (-0/0y,d/0z) and a normalized differential layer thickness is introdlice

1= p/gd°M/dp* = pdz/dp 3)

Since both potential vorticity and density are conservem@lparticle trajectories, an initial



profile of the potential vorticity that is a function of therdaty will be preserved by the flow.
Hence it is self-consistent to assume that the potentiaicityr ¢ is function ofp only, indepen-

dent ofx andy:

q(p) = qo(p) = (4)

wherell,(p) = —g/N(p)? is a reference stratification profile with background buayaine-
quency,N = (—g/(pdz/9p|ns))"/?, independent of andy. The variable) can then be elim-
inated by assuming that potential vorticity is constant nnsapycnal so thaf + Ay = gll

and one obtains two equationslinand¢:

I + V- (II(Vp 4+ VA Il — 1)) =0

1
o + 3 | Vo + VAT (goIl — 1) 2 +A7'V - [goIl(V1 ¢ — VAT (goII — 1))]+
R V. § )
! / / Yipdy = 5)
p P1

HereA~! is the inverse Laplacian andrepresents a variable of integration rather than pertur-

bation. Serendipitously, the varialleis the canonical conjugate of

ol oM 9 oM

under a Hamiltoniafi:

S
i

2 ) /
VJ'A_IH(X, p) + Q '/ dp/H(va)

H = [dxdp (—% (ITp +11(x, p)) |Vo(x,p) + 5 P

)

(7)

that is the sum of kinetic and potential energies.



Switching to Fourier space, and introducing a complex fieldablea, through the trans-

formation

N/ .
o g o)
NI |k
I, = I — J |(“p+a*—p)v (8)

where the frequency satisfies the linear dispersion relation

WPZ\/fu g kP ©)

P2N2 m?2
the equations of motion{2) adopt the canonical form

.0 OH
Zaap = @ s (10)

with the Hamiltonian

’H:/dpwp|ap|2
+ / dp012 (6p+p1+p2(Up,pl,ma;a;la;g + C'C') + 5—p+p1+p2(vpp1,p2a;ap1ap2 + C'C') )

(11)

Eq. (10) is Hamilton’s equation anf (11) is the standard foifnthe Hamiltonian of a
system dominated by three-wave interactions (Zakharol/£982). Calculations of interaction
coefficientsU andV are tedious but straightforward task, completed in Lvov &bk (2001,
2004).

We emphasize thdi (1L0) is, with simply a Fourier decompmrsiénd assumption of uniform
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potential vorticity on an isopycngbrecisely equivalertb the fully nonlinear equations of mo-
tion in isopycnal coordinate§l(2). All other formulationsam internal wave kinetic equation
depend upon a linearization prior to the derivation of theekic equation via an assumption of
weak nonlinearity.

The difficulty is that, in order to utilize Hamilton’s Equati (10), the Hamiltoniari{7) must
first be constructed as a function of the generalized coordiratgsnomental{ and¢ here). It
is not always possible to do skirectly, in which case one must set up the associated Lagrangian

(£ below) and then calculate the generalized coordinates amdemta.

2) HAMILTONIAN FORMALISM IN CLEBSCH VARIABLES IN (VORONOVICH!1979)

Voronovich starts from the non-rotating equations in Halecoordinates:

88—1:+u-Vu = %Vp—gi

V-u=0

dp
o TuVp = 0. (12)

The Hamiltonian of the system is

H= <(po + p)% + (po + p) — (po) + ,092) dr, (13)

wherep,(z) is the equilibrium density profiley is the wave perturbation ard is a potential



energy density function:

n(po)

I1(po + p) = (po) + pgz = g/ [P0 + p — po(§)]dE (14)

n(po+p)

with 7(£) being the inverse of,(z). The intent is to use and Lagrange multipliek as the

canonically conjugated Hamiltonian pair:

A= — DN gl o+ ) (15)
=T~ (V)pot)
(16)

with z — n(p, + p) being the vertical displacement of a fluid parcel and the s¢@guation
representing continuity. The issue is to express the Wglacas a function of\ andp, and to
this end one introduces yet another functéowith the harmonious feature

5H
<3 =" (17)

and a constraint. That constraint is provided by:

oH

0 (18)

\Voronovich (1979) then identifies the functional relatibips

VvV =

(VO + AV (0o + p)) 2 = (V& + AV (00 + )., (19)
po+p P
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with the right-hand-side representing the Boussinesqoqupiation. The only thing stopping
progress at this point is the explicit appearancé of (14), and to eliminate this explicit de-
pendence a Taylor series in density perturbatioelative top, is used to express the potential

energy in terms op and\. The resulting Hamiltoniaf{ is

/3

v? 1 ;
M= [ Mot +pglde = 5 [NV (o) (TO-40D (b))~ 4+ 202

o o]

(20)
with primes indicating)/0x.

The only approximations that have been made to obfaih (20}her Bousinesq approxi-
mation in the nonrotating limit, the specification that tledocity be represented ds {19) and a
Taylor series expansion. The Taylor series expansion tosxpress the Hamiltonian in terms
of canonically conjugated variablesand \. Truncation of this Taylor series is the essence of
the slowly varying (WKB) approximation that the verticabée of the internal wave is smaller
than the vertical scale of the background stratificationictvhequires, for consistency sake, the
hydrostatic approximation.

The procedure of introducing additional functionads @nd constraintg (18) originates in
Clebsch [(1959). See Seliger and Witham (9968) for an dismusx Clebsch variables and
also Section 7.1 of the textbook Miropolsky (1981). Finathe evolution equation for wave
amplitudea,, is produced by expressing the cubic terms in the Hamiltomi@imsolutions to the
linear problem represented by the quadratic componentedfiamiltonian. This is an explicit

linearization of the problem prior to the formulation of tkieetic equation.
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3) OLBERS, McCOMAS AND MEISS

Derivations presented in Olbers (1974), McComas (197%)Meiss et al.[(1979) are based

upon the Lagrangian equations of motion:

. .o —1
T— fy=—ps

p
ij+ fi=—p,

p

. -1
Z+9g=—D:

P

3($17$2,$3)/3(7‘1,T2,7’3) =1 (21)

expressing momentum conservation and incompressibiiter is the initial position of a

fluid parcel atx: these are Lagrangian coordinates. In the context of Ham#h mechanics,

the associated Lagrangian density is:
r .. :
L= 5P (%5 + € fitrry) — pgdisxy + P(J — 1)

wherex; = z;(r,t) is the instantaneous position of the parcel of fluid which wiétsally at
r, P(x) is a Lagrange multiplier corresponding to pressure, and 0x/0r is the Jacobian,
which ensures the fluid is incompressible.

In terms of variables representing a departure from hydtestquilibrium:
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the Boussinesq Lagrangian densityor slow variations in background densjiys:

9
0%—

L= 318+ mfii— N6 + (5ot + A+ ) 22)

with g—i + A;; + A representing the continuity equation whée= det(9¢;/0z;).

This Lagrangian is then projected onto a single wave ang#ittariablez using the linear
internal wave constancy relatiﬂ'tmsed upon plane wave solutions [e.0./(1976), (2.26)]
and a perturbation expansion in wave amplitude is propogdds process has two conse-
guences: The use of internal wave consistency relatiomegla condition of zero perturbation
potential vorticity upon the result, and the expansion gdag small amplitude approximation
upon the result with ill defined domain of validity relativethe (later) assertion of weak inter-
actions.

The evolution equation for wave amplitude is Lagrange’'satiga:

in which a is the zeroth order wave amplitude. After a series of appnaxions, this equation

is cast into a field variable equation similar {0](10). We easike that to get there small
displacement of parcel of fluid was used, together with thidé buassumption of resonant
interactions between internal wave modes. The (Lvov an@l@001, 2004) approach is free

from such limitations.

Wave amplitude: is defined so that*a is proportional to wave energy.
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4) CAILLOL AND ZEITLIN

A non-Hamiltonian kinetic equation for internal waves wasided in Caillol and Zeitlin
(2000), their (61) directly from the dynamical equationsnodtion, without the use of the
Hamiltonian structure. Caillol and Zeitlin (2000) invokeet Craya-Herring decomposition for

non-rotating flows which enforces a condition of zero pdration vorticity on the result.

5) KENYON AND HASSELMANN

The first kinetic equations for wave-wave interactions iratsuously stratified ocean ap-
pear in Kenyon/(1966), Hasselmann (1966) and Kenyon (19G8)yon (1968) states (without
detail) that Kenyan (1966) and Hasselmann (1966) give nigalgr similar results. We have
found that Kenyon (1966) differs from the four approachesnexied below on one of the res-
onant manifolds, but have not pursued the question furtherpossible this difference results
from a typographical error in Kenyon (1966). We have not rizgd this non-Hamiltonian

representation and thus exclude it from this study.

6) PELINOVSKY AND RAEVSKY

An important paper on internal waves is Pelinovsky and Rae{(&77). Clebsch variables
are used to obtain the interaction matrix elements for botistant stratification ratesy =
const., and arbitrary buoyancy profiled] = N(z), in a Lagrangian coordinate representation.
Not much details are given, but there are some similaritiegppearance with the Eulerian co-
ordinate representation|of Voronovich (1979). The mostificant result is the identification of

a scale invariant (non-rotating, hydrostatic) statiorsaage which we refer to as the Pelinovsky-
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Raevsky in the companion paper (Lvov etal. tted). It is statelPelinovsky and Raevsky
(1977) that their matrix elements are equivalent to thosevele in their citation [11], which
is Brehovski (1975). Because Brehovski (1975) and Pelikpasnd Raevsky (1977) are in

Russian and not generally available, we refrain from iniclgdhem in this comparison.

7) MILDER

An alternative Hamiltonian description was developed indgil (1982), in isopycnal co-
ordinates without assuming a hydrostatic balance. ThdtmeguHamiltonian is an iterative
expansion in powers of a small parameter, similar to the chsarface gravity waves. In prin-
ciple, that approach may also be used to calculate wave-imé@eaction amplitudes. Since

those calculations were not done in Milder (1982), we do mospe the comparison further.

b. Weak Turbulence

Here we derive the kinetic equation following Zakharov et{(4092). We introduce wave

action as

np = (apap), (24)

where(...) means the averaging over statistical ensemble of manyatialns of the inter-
nal waves. To derive the time evolution of we multiply the amplitude equatiof_(10) with

Hamiltonian [(11) by, multiply the amplitude evolution equation @f by a, subtract the two
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equations and averade. . ) the result. We get

on
3—tp - %/ (vpplmjgmzé(p —P1— P2)
—VP2 JP2 §(py — p — p1)) dp1dp:

_Vppria J&l)zé(pl — P2 — P)) dp1dpa, (25)
where we introduced a triple correlation function

Jg1p25(p1 —P—Pp2) = (a;aplap2>. (26)

If we were to have non-interacting fields, i.e. fields witf} ,, being zero, this triple correlation
function would be zero. We then use perturbation expangicsmallness of interactions to
calculate the triple correlation at first order. The firstaréxpression fodn, /ot therefore
requires computing Jp /0t to first order. To do so we take definitidn {26) and use (10) with

Hamiltonian [(11) and apply. . . ) averaging. We get

0
(la + (Wpl — Wpy — WPI’))) Jgglpg
1 *
= [ |50 st~ o1 - b
+(Voa, ) I51850(ps — P2 — Ps)

P2Ps5 P3P4

+VPL JPIPSG(py — P3 — Ps)] dpadps.  (27)

Here we introduced the quadruple correlation function

Jgglgf‘s(pl +Pp2—Ps—Pp4) = <a;1a;2ap3ap4>. (28)
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The next step is to assume Gaussian statistics, and to exfjJ&$ as a product of two two-

point correlators as

Joabi = N1 Mp, [5(131 — p3)d(p2 — pa) +6(p1 — Pa)d(p2 — pg)} .

Then

0

o T (Wp, — wpy — WP?))] I = (VBL.)" (nins 4+ ning — nang) . (29)

Time integration of the equation foff!  will contain fast oscillations due to initial value of

L and slow evolution due to the nonlinear wave interactionsntfibution from first term

will rapidly decrease with time, so neglecting these terreget

JP - (Vo)™ (nmang + nang — ngng)' (30)

P2pP3 _ _ )
Wp; — Wpy — Wpy + 1l pops

Here we introduced the nonlinear damping of the wavgs, .. We will elaborate o'y, p.,p,
in Sectiona). We now substitufe (30) info(25), assume éov that the damping of the wave

is small, and use

Jim 3 {A +if} = —mi(A). (31)
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We then obtain the three-wave kinetic equation (Zakhar@al €1992; Lvov and Nazarenko

2004/ Lvov et al. 1997):

—P 47T/ |Vpp1,p2 |2 fp12 0p—p1—py 6 (Wp — Wp, — Wp,)dP12
_477/ |Vpr;1,p|2 f12p Op1—py—p 0 (Wp, — Wp, — wp) dP12
_47T/ |V1;)712>1 |2 fop1 Opy—p—py 0 (Wp, — Wp — wp, ) P12,

with  fp12 = np,np, — np(nm + an) . (32)

Heren, = n(p) is a three-dimensional wave action spectrum (spectrabgragnsity di-

vided by frequency) and the interacting wavevecinrg, andp, are given by

pP= (k7 m),

i.e. k is the horizontal part op andm is its vertical component. We assume the wavevectors
are signed variables and wave frequencigsare restricted to be positive. The magnitude of
wave-wave interactiong?2 is a matrix representation of the coupling between triad byens

It serves as a multiplier in the nonlinear convolution temwhat is now commonly called the
Zakharov equation — equation in the Fourier space for theew/éield variable. This is also an
expression that multiplies the cubic convolution term ia three-wave Hamiltonian.

We re-iterate that typical assumptions needed for the agoiv of kinetic equations are:
e Weak nonlinearity,

e Gaussian statistics of the interacting wave field in wavememspace and

e Resonant wave-wave interactions
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We note that the derivation given here is schematic. A moséegyatic derivation can be ob-

tained using only an assumption of weak nonlinearity.

c. The Boltzmann Rate

The kinetic equation allows us to numerically estimate ifgetime of any given spectrum.
In particular, we can define a wavenumber dependent nonltirea scale proportional to the
inverse Boltzmann rate:

ST 3 (33)

This time scale characterizes the net rate at which the smeathanges and can be directly
calculated from the kinetic equation.
One can also define the characteristic linear time scala| éga wave period

L =

o = 2T [wp.

The non-dimensional ratio of these time scales can charaetde level of nonlinearity in the

nonlinear system:

L .
. _ > _ 2Ny
P NL
P

(34)

NpWp
We refer to[(34) as a normalized Boltzmann rate.

The normalized Boltzmann rate serves as a low order consisteheck for the various
kinetic equation derivations. A®(1) value ofe, implies that the derivation of the kinetic
equation is internally inconsistent. The Boltzmann rafgesents thaetrate of transfer for

wavenumbep. The individual rates of transfer into and outf(called Langevin rates) are
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typically greater than the Boltzmann rate, (Muller et &@86; Pomphrey et al. 1980). This is
particularly true in the Induced Diffusion regime (definezldw in Sectiom B) in which the rates

of transfer into and out gb are one to three orders of magnitude larger than their rabahd

the Boltzmann rates we calculate are not appropriate foeegpectral spike or potentially for
smooth, homogeneous but anisotropic spectra (Muller. 81986). Estimates of the individual
rates of transfer into and out pfcan be addressed through Langevin methods (Pomphrey et al.
1980). We focus here simply on the Boltzmann rate to dematestnconsistencies with the
assumption of a slow time evolution. Estimates of the Bo#tmmrate and, require integration

of (32). In this manuscript such integration is performecheucally.

3. Resonant wave-wave inter actions - nonrotational limit

How one can compare the function of two vectprsandp,, and their sum or difference?
First one realizes that out of 6 componentpofindp,, only relative angles between wavevec-
tors enter into the equation for matrix elements. That iebee the matrix elements depend on
the inner and outer products of wavevectors. The overaitbotal orientation of the wavevec-
tors does not matter: relative angles can be determineddromangle inequality and the mag-
nitudes of the horizontal wavevectdesk; andk,. Thus the only needed components g
k1|, |k2|, m andm, (ms is computed fromm andm;). Further note that in th¢ = 0 and
hydrostatic limit, all matrix elements become scale inmatifunctions. It is therefore sufficient
to choose an arbitrary scalar value fkf, andm, since onlyk,|/|k|, |ka|/|k| andm,/m enter
the expressions for matrix elements. We make the parti¢athitrary) choice thak| = m =1

for the purpose of numerical evaluation, and thus the ordgrendent variables to consider are
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|ki|, k2| andm;. Finally, m; is determined from the resonance conditions, as explam#uki
next subsection below. As a result, we are left with a matexnent as a function of only two
parametersk; andk,. This allows us to easily compare the values of matrix elémen the

resonant manifold by plotting the values as a function ottheparameters.

a. Reduction to the Resonant Manifold

When confined to the traditional form of the kinetic equatimave-wave interactions are

constrained to the resonant manifolds defined by

P =P1+ P2 P1=P2+DP P2 =P +P1
a) b) c) : (35)

W= wi + ws W) = Wy +Ww Wo = W + Wy

To compare matrix elements on the resonant manifold we dargdgo use the above resonant
conditions and the internal-wave dispersion relatlod .(5T) determine vertical components
my andms of the interacting wavevectors, one has to solve the regujuadratic equations.
Without restricting generality we choose > 0. There are two solutions for; andm, given
below for each of the three resonance types described above.

Resonances of type (35a) give

(

m1 = 7 (1] + |+ o] + /(] + lea] + o] )” — 47Kk

. @6
Mo =M — Mj.
(
m1 = iy (1l = | = fheo] = /(KT = Tlr = [ka)? + 4Kk -
Mo =1 — M.
\
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Note that because of the symmetty, (36a) translates fd (88@venumbersl and2 are ex-
changed.

Resonances of type (35b) give

p

s =~ (K] = | — [ko] + /KT — ] — o) T 4TK]TKo ) -
, a
my =m + mo.
\
(
s = =g (k| | = o] + /TR + ] — T2 + ATKTTo] -
my =m + mao.
\
Resonances of typE (35¢) give
(
mi = =i (1K= Ik = [ka] + /(KT = ] = )2 + 41Kk 552
, a
mo = m + my.
\
(
s = =i (1K = |+l + /TR = TR+ TP+ 27T ) ey
mg = m —+ m;.
\

Because of the symmetries of the problem, [37a) is equitdei@8a), and[(31b) is equivalent

to (38b) if wavenumbers and2 are exchanged.

b. Comparison of matrix elements

As explained above, we assunfe= 0 and hydrostatic balance. Such a choice makes
the matrix elements to be scale-invariant functions thaiedd only uponk;| and |ks|. As

a consequence of the triangle inequality we need to considrix elements only within a
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“kinematic box” defined by

I[ki| = [kaof| < [k| < |ki| + |ka.

The matrix elements will have different values dependinghendimensions so that isopycnal
and Eulerian approaches will give different valued (49}(5To address this issue in the sim-
plest possible way, we multiply each matrix element by a disi@nal number chosen so that
all matrix elements are equivalent for some specific wavevedn particular, we choose the
scaling constant so that'(|k;| = 1,|ks| = 1)|> = 1. This allows a transparent comparison

without worrying about dimensional differences betweenotes formulations.

1) RESONANCES OF THE‘SUM” TYPE (35A)

Figure[1 presents the values of the matrix elenié@mmF on the resonant sub-
manifold given explicitly by[(36b). All approaches give églent results. This is confirmed
by plotting the relative ratio between these approacheasjtas given by numerical noise (not
shown). The solutior (36a) gives the same matrix elemerttsvith |k;| and|ks| exchanged

owing to their symmetries.

2) RESONANCES OF THE'DIFFERENCE TYPE (35B) AND (B5C)

We then turn our attention to resonances of “difference&t{@5b) for which[(3bc) could be
obtained by symmetrical exchange of the indices. All thermailementqvlg{pde on the
resonant sub-manifold (3[7a), are shown in Elg. 2. All therma&alements are equivalent. The

relative differences between different approaches arengby numerical noise (not shown).
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Finally, |Vlg{pdm\2 on the resonant sub-manifold (37b) are shown in Eig. 3. Agalirthe
matrix elements are equivalent.
The solutions[(38a) and (38b) give the same matrix elemauttsviih k| and |ks| ex-

changed as the solutionis (87a) and {37b) owing to their synese

3) SPECIAL TRIADS

Three simple interaction mechanisms are identified by Mc&oand Bretherton (1977) in
the limit of an extreme scale separation. In this subseatieriook in closer detail at these
special limiting triads to confirm that all matrix elements indeed asymptotically consistent.

The limiting cases are:

e the vertical backscattering of a high-frequency wave byaflequency wave of twice
the vertical wavenumber into a second high-frequency waeppositely signed vertical
wavenumber and nearly the same wavenumber magnitude. yipesaof scattering is
called elastic scattering (ES). The solutibn (36a) in thétlik; | — 0 corresponds to this

type of special triad.

e The scattering of a high-frequency wave by a low-frequesayall-wavenumber wave
into a second, nearly identical, high-frequency largeemaxmber wave. This type of
scattering is called induced diffusion (ID). The soluti@®) in the limit thatk;| — 0

corresponds to this type of special triad.

e The decay of a low wavenumber wave into two high vertical vaaveber waves of ap-
proximately one-half the frequency. This is called parametubharmonic instability

(PSI). The solutior(37a) in the limit thidt,| — 0 corresponds to this type of triad.
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To study the detailed behavior of the matrix elements in el triad cases, we choose

to present the matrix elements along a straight line defiyed b

(kal, fka]) = (e, €/3 + 1) K.

This line is defined in such a way so that it originates fromdbmer of the kinematic box in
Figs.[1£3 a( |k, |, |ka|) = (0, |k|) and has a slope of 1/3. The slope of this line is arbitrary. We
could have takem/4 or ¢/2. The matrix elements here are shown as functionsiofFig.[4.
We see that all four approaches are agaguivalenton the resonant manifold for the case of
special triads.

In this section we demonstrated that all four approachesamsidered producequiva-
lent results on the resonant manifold in the absence of backdroatation. This statement is
not trivial, given the different assumptions and coordemngtstems that have been used for the

various kinetic equation derivations.

4. Resonant wave-waveinteractions- in the presence of Back-
ground Rotations

In the presence of background rotation, the matrix elemente their scale invariance due
to the introduction of an additional time scal¢ ) in the system. Consequently the comparison
of matrix elements is performed as a function of four indejsem parameters.

We perform this comparison in the frequency-vertical waweher domain. In particular,

for arbitrary w, w;, m andm;, w, andmy can be calculated by requiring that they satisfy
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the resonant conditions = w; + wy andm = m; + my. We then can check whether the

corresponding horizontal wavenumber magnitudegiven by

ZN o . .
ki = mitp \/w? — f? (isopycnal coordinates) and

g
2 12
- mi’if

i (Lagrangian coordinates) (39)

satisfy the triangle inequality. The matrix elements ofigmpycnal and Lagrangian coordinate
representations are then calculated. We are performeddhiparison forl0'2 points on the
resonant manifold. After being multiplied by an appropidimensional number to convert
between Eulerian and isopycnal coordinate systems, thentatox elements coincide up to
machine precision.

One might, with sufficient experience, regard this as anitiseustatement. It is, how-
ever, far from trivial given the different assumptions amrlinate representations. In par-
ticular, we note that derivations of the wave amplitude etroh equation in Lagrangian coor-
dinates|(Olbers 1976; McComas 1975; Meiss &t al. 1979) dexyltcitly contain a potential
vorticity conservation statement corresponding to assiom{4) in the isopycnal coordinate
(Lvov and Tabak 2004) derivation. We have inferred that tagrangian coordinate derivation
conserves potential vorticity as that system is projectgohuthe linear modes of the system

having zero perturbation potential vorticity.
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5. Resonance Broadening and Numerical Methods
a. Nonlinear frequency renormalization as a result of noeér wave-wave interactions

The resonant interaction approximation is a self-consistathematical simplification which
reduces the complexity of the problem for weakly nonlinegstams. As nonlinearity in-
creases, near-resonant interactions become more and mwreupced and need to be ad-
dressed. Moreover, near-resonant interactions play armalp in numerical simulations on
a discrete grids_(Lvov et al. 2006), for time evolution ofatete systems| (Gershgorin et al.
2007), in acoustic turbulence _(Lvov etlal. 1997), surfaeeiy waves|(Janssen 2003; Yuen and Lake
1982), and internal waves (Moronovich etlal. 2006; Annendos Shrira 2006).

To take into account the effects of near-resonant intermastself-consistently, we revisit
Sectiorib. Now welo not take the limitl',,,,, — 0. Then, instead of the kinetic equation
with the frequency conserving delta-function, we obtamgéneralizedkinetic equation

dny 9
DT 4/ Vorpel ™ fp12 0p—pi—ps L(wp — wp, — wp, )dP12
_4/ |szl,p|2 f12p 0py—py—p L(wp, — wp, — wp) dP12
_4/ |V;£§>1 ‘2 fop1 0py—p—py L(wp, — Wp — wp, ) dP12,
with fp12 = Np,Mpy — Np(Np, + Npy )

(40)

with £ is defined as
| VD)
LAW) = —F——. (42)
(Aw)z + qu

Here, as in section [d)};, is the total broadening of each particular resonance, ago/én
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below.

The difference between kinetic equation](32) and the géimedakinetic equation.(40) is
that the energy conserving delta-functions in Eql (32, — wp, — wp,), Was “broadened”.
The physical motivation for this broadening is the follogairwhen the resonant kinetic equa-
tion is derived, it is assumed that the amplitude of eacheiaave is constant in time, or, in
other words, that the lifetime of single plane wave is inénifThe resulting kinetic equation,
nevertheless, predicts that wave amplitude changes. Goesty the wave lifetime is finite.
For small level of nonlinearity this distinction is not sifjoant, and resonant kinetic equation
constitutes a self-consistent description. For largeneslof nonliterary this is no longer the
case, and the wave lifetime is finite and amplitude changed tebe taken into account. Con-
sequently interactions may not be strictly resonant. Tiaitement also follows from the Fourier
uncertainty principle. Waves with varying amplitude camlo® represented by a single Fourier
component. This effect is larger for larger normalized Bwolann rates.

If the nonlinear frequency renormalization tends to zem, I, — 0, £ reduces to the
delta function (compare t6_(B1):

lim L£(Aw) = 7mi(Aw).

Fk12—>0

Consequently, in the limit resonant interactions (i.e. rmadening)[(40) reduces o (32) .

If, on the other hand, one does not take thg,,, — 0 limit, then one has to calculate
I'pp.p. S€lf-consistently. To achieve this we realize that by degvhe generalized kinetic
equation|[(4D) we allow changes in wave amplitude. The ratdhahge can be identified from
equation [(4D) in the following way. Let us go throughl(40)neby term, and identify all

term that multiply then, on the right-hand-side. Those terms can be loosely integras a
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nonlinear wave damping acting on the given wavenumber:

Tp = 4/ |V1;)1,p2 |2 (nm + npz) 6p—p1—p2 ‘C(wp — Wp, — wp2)dp12
_4/ |VpF;1,p ? (Npy — Npy) Opy—pa—p L(Wp; — Wp, — Wp) dP12
_4/ |Vp?§>1 ? (Mpy — Npy) Opy—p—py L(Wp, — wp — Wp,) dP12 -

(42)

The interpretation of this formula is the following: nordiar wave-wave interactions lead to the
change of wave amplitude, which in turn makes the lifetiméhefwaves to be finite. This, in
turn, makes the interactions to be near-resonant.

The next question is how to relate the individual wave dampipnwith the overall broad-
ening of the resonances of three interacting waves. As we tigerously shown in (Lvov et al.

(1997)) the errors add up, so that

ki = Tp + Tp1 + Tp2- (43)

It means that the total resonance broadening is the sumiefdodl frequency broadening, and
can be thus seen as the “triad interaction” frequency.

A rigorous derivation of the kinetic equation with a broadérdelta function is given in
details for a general three-wave Hamiltonian system in {ietal.l1997). The derivation is
based upon the Wyld diagrammatic technique for non-equilib wave systems and utilizes
the Dyson-Wyld line resummation. This resummation peranitanalytical resummation of the
infinite series of reducible diagrams for Greens functiord@ouble correlators. Consequently,

the resulting kinetic equation is not limited to the Diretdraction Approximation (DIA), but
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also includes higher order effects coming from infinite deagmatic series. We emphasize,
however, that the approachperturbative in nature and there are neglected parts ohthréte
diagrammatic series. The reader is referred to Lvov et 807} for details of that derivation.
The resulting formulas are given Hy (40)-(43).

A self-consistent estimate of, requires an iterative solution ¢f (40) and{42) over therenti
field: the width of the resonande (42) depends on the lifetifran individual wave [from[(40)],
which in turn depends on the width of the resonanceé (43). ftniserically intensive computa-
tion is beyond the scope of this manuscript. Instead, we rtfakencontrolled approximation
that:

Yp = dwp. (44)

We note that this choice is made for illustration purposdyg,ame certainly do not claim
that it represents a self consistent choice. Below, we akiét to be10~2 and10~2 and10~!.
These values are rather small, therefore we remain in theesigroximity to the resonant
interactions. To show the effect of strong resonant mashiéohearing we also investigate the
case withy = 0.5.

We note in passing that the near-resonant interactionseoivdves were also considered
in the (Janssen 2003). There, instead of 60r) function, given by[(411), the corresponding
function was given byin(7z)/z. We have shown in_Kramer etial. (2003) that the resulting
kinetic equation doesot retain positive definite values of wave action. To get arothat
difficulty, self-consistent formula for broadening or rigas diagrammatic resummation should

be used.
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b. Numerical Methods

Estimates of near-resonant transfers are obtained by asgtorizontal isotropy and inte-

grating [40) over horizontal azimuth:

on kik
0—tp - 47T/ 51—122 Voups 1* for2 Op—py—ps L(wp — Wp, — Wp, )dk1admi
P

kik
—47T/ — Vo |2 J12p Op1—pa—p 'C(Wm — Wpy — Wp) dk12dmy

pP2,p
SlZp

kik
_47T/ 512 f‘Van |2 f2p1 5p2—p—p1 E(Wm —Wp — u}Pl) dkizdm (45)
P

whereS,;, is the area of the triangle = k; + k,. We numerically integrated (45) fer's which
have frequencies frorfito NV and vertical wavenumbers fro2a/(2b) to 2607 /(2b). The limits
of integration are restricted by horizontal wavenumbessif2r /10° to 27 /5 meters !, vertical
wavenumbers frorar /(2b) to 27 /5 meters!, and frequencies frorfito N. The integrals over
k, andk, are obtained in the kinematic box kn — k, space. The grids in thle — k;, domain
have2!” points that are distributed heavily around the corner okthematic box. The integral
overm; is obtained with2!? grid points, which are also distributed heavily for the dnaaitical
wavenumbers whose absolute values are lessihanvherem is the vertical wavenumber.

To estimate the normalized Boltzmann rate we need to chodseraof spectral energy
density of internal waves. We utilize the Garrett and Mun&ctpum as an agreed-upon repre-

sentation of the internal waves:

E(w,m) = E : (46)
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Here the reference wavenumber is given by

My = 7J./b, (47)

in which the variablej represents the vertical mode number of an ocean with an exyiah
buoyancy frequency profile having a scale height.of

We choose the following set of parameters:

e »=1300 minthe GM model
e The total energy is set as:
FEy=30x10"*m?s2.
e Inertial frequency is given by = 10~*rad/s, and buoyancy frequency is givenBy =
5 x 10~ 3rad/s.

e The reference density is taken to lae= 10%kg/nm?.

e A roll-off corresponding tg, = 3.

We then calculate the normalized Boltzmann rate (34) usiog Values ob in (44): 0 =

1073, =10"2,6 = 10"t andd = 0.5.

6. Time Scales

a. Resonant Interactions

Here we present evaluations of the Lvov and Tabak (2004}ikiaquation. These estimates
differ from evaluations presented lin Olbers (1976); McCenE077); McComas and Muller
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(1981a)| Pomphrey et al. (1980) in that the numerical atorincludes a finite breadth to the
resonance surface whereas previous evaluations haveekaettyresonant. Results discussed
in this section are as close to resonant as we can ndakel(x 107?).

We see that for small vertical wavenumbers the normalizdtzB@ann rate is of the order of
tenth of the wave period. This can be argued to be relativélyimvthe domain of weak nonlin-
earity. However for increased wavenumbers the level ofineatity increases and reaches the
level of wave-period (red, or dark blue). There is also a &/h#gion indicating values smaller
than minus one.

We also define a “zero curve” - It is the locus of wavenumbegfiency where the normal-
ized Boltzmann rate and time-derivative of waveaction sotly zero. The zero curve clearly
delineates a pattern of energy gain for frequengies w < 2f, energy loss for frequencies
2f < w < 5f and energy gain for frequenciég < w < N. We interpret the relatively sharp
boundary between energy gain and energy loss acresf as being related to the Parame-
teric Subharmonic Instability and the transition from gyelloss to energy gain at = 5f as
a transition from energy loss associated with the Parac®trbharmonic Instability to energy
gain associated with the Elastic Scattering mechanism.S8etor( ¥ for further details about
this high frequency interpretation.

TheO(1) normalized Boltzmann rates at high vertical wavenumbesarprising given the
substantial literature that regards the GM spectrum agiastéay state. We do not believe this
to be an artifact of the numerical scheme for the followingsens. First, numerical evalua-
tions of the integrand conserve energy to within numericatigion as the resonance surface is
approached, consistent with energy conservation propeggciated with the frequency delta

function. Second, the time scales converge as the resordift i& reduced, as demonstrated
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by the minimal difference in time scales usifig= 1 x 1073 and 1 x 10~2. Third, our results
are consistent with approximate analytic expressions fdgComas and Muller (1981b)) for
the Boltzmann rate. Finally, in view of the differences ie tlepresentation of the wavefield,
numerical codes and display of results, we interpret ownast § = 0.001) results as be-
ing consistent with numerical evaluations of the resonargtic equations presented.in Olbers
(1976); McComas (1977); McComas and Muller (1981a); Pampkt al. (1980).

As a quantitative example, consider estimates of the tineeafachange of low-mode energy
appearing in Table 1 of Pomphrey et al. (1980), repeatedvas3rof our Tabld}.g. We find
agreement to better than a factor of two. In order to explagnremaining differences, you
have to examine the details: Pomphrey et al. (1980) use alidiiequency corresponding to
30° latitude, neglect internal waves having horizontal wangths greater than 100 km (same
as here) and exclude frequencies> N, /3, with N, = 3 cph. We include frequencies <
w < N, with Coriolis frequency corresponding #5° latitude. Of possible significance is that
Pomphrey et al! (1980) use a vertical mode decompositiom &iponential stratification with
scale height = 1200 m (we usé = 1300 m). Tabld_8 presents estimates of the energy transfer
rate by taking the depth integrated transfer rates of Poeypétral. (1980), assuming oc N2
and normalizing taV = 3 cph. While this accounts for the nominal buoyancy scalihthe
energy transport rate, it do@st account for variations in the distribution &f(m) associated
with variations inN via m, = Nﬁoj*/b in their model. Finally, their estimates @f(m) are

arrived at by integrating only over regions of the spectoahdin for whichZ (m, w) is negative.

2A potential interpretation is that this net energy flow outted non-equilibrium part of the spectrum represents
the energy requirements to maintain the spectrum.
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b. Near-Resonant Interactions

Substantial motivation for this work is the question of wiestthe GM76 spectrum repre-
sents a stationary state. We have seen that numerical égakiaf a resonant kinetic equation
returnO(1) normalized Boltzmann rates and hence we are lead to conttatt&M76 isnota
stationary state with respect to resonant interactiong.tfBainclusion of near-resonant inter-
actions could alter this judgement.

Our investigation of this question is currently limited byetabsence of an iterative solu-
tion to (40) and[(4R2) and consequent choice to parametdr&eesonance broadening in terms
of (@4). However, as we go from nearly resonant evaluations®(and 10~2) to incorporat-
ing significant broadeningl(~! and 0.5), we find a significant decreases in the normalized
Boltzmann rate. The largest decreases are associated wékpanded region of energy loss
associated the Parametric Subharmonic Instability, irciviminimum normalized Boltzmann
rates change from -3.38 to -0.45(at mb/27) = (2.5f, 150). Large decreases here are not sur-
prising given the sharp boundary between regions of losgjaimdin the resonant calculations.
Smaller changes are noted within the Induced DiffusionmegiMaximum normalized Boltz-
mann rates change from 2.6 to 1.5@atmb/27) = (8 f,260). Broadening of the resonances to
exceed the boundaries of the spectral domain could be makingtribution to such changes.

We regard our calculations here as a preliminary step to amsgvthe question of whether
the GM76 spectrum represents a stationary state with retgpecnlinear interactions. Comple-
mentary studies could include comparison with analysesiofarical solutions of the equations

of motion.
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7. Discussion

a. Resonant Interactions

Several loose ends need to be tied up regarding the asstvaibtine GM76 spectrum does
not constitute a stationary state with respect to resoma@tactions. The first is the interpre-
tation ofl McComas and Miller (1981a)’s inertial-rangedhewith constant downscale trans-
fer of energy. This constant downscale transfer of energy edained by patching together
the induced diffusion and parametric subharmonic ingtglihechanisms and is attended by
the following caveats: First, the inertial subrange soluiis found only after integrating over
the frequency domain and numerical evaluations of the kirezgjuation demonstrate that the
"inertial subrange” solution also requires dissipatiorbdance energy gain at high vertical
wavenumber. It takes a good deal of patience to wade thrdwelhfigures to understand how
figures inMcComas and Miller (1981a) plots relate to theahiendency estimates in Figure
B. Second, Pomphrey et al. (1980) argue that GM76 is an npalikgium state because of a 1-
3 order of magnitude cancellation between the Langevirsratéhe induced diffusion regime.
But this is just thev?/ f? difference between the fast and slow induced diffusion tarales.

It does NOT imply small values of the slow induced diffusioné scale, which are equivalent
to the normalized Boltzmann rates. Third, the large norrediBoltzmann rates determined
by our numerical procedure are associated with the elasittesing mechanism rather than

induced diffusion. Normalized Boltzmann rates for the ioeld diffusion and elastic scattering
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mechanisms are:

€ —Lm__m
) 20 me¢ m2+m§:‘c’—§
€. —mm __m?

€S T 20 me m2+0.25m?2

in which m,, represents the low wavenumber roll-off of the vertical wawaber spectrum (ver-
tical mode-3 equivalent herejy. is the high wavenumber cutoff, nominally at 10 m wave-
lengths and the GM76 spectrum has been assumed. The nadtBbitzmann rates for ES and
ID are virtually identical at high wavenumber. They differlp in how their respective triads
connect to thes = f boundary. Induced diffusion connects along a curve whasmance con-
dition is approximately that the high frequency group vealomatch the near-inertial vertical
phase speed;,/m = f/m,;. Elastic scattering connects along a simpier= 2m,,;. Evalua-
tions of the kinetic equation reveal nearly vertical comsdhroughout the vertical wavenumber
domain, consistent with ES, rather than sloped along costoiw ~« m emanating from
m = m, as expected with the ID mechanism.

The identification of the ES mechanism as being responsibkbé large normalized Boltz-
mann rates at high vertical wavenumber requires furthelaagion. The role assigned to the
ES mechanism by McComas and Bretherton (1977) is the ecptililm of a vertically anisotropic
field. This can be seen by taking the near-inertial compootattriad to represen;, assum-
ing that the action density of the near-inertial field is mlariger than the high frequency fields,

and taking the limi{k, [, m) = (ka,ls, —ms) = p~. Thus:

fp12 = Np,Np, — Np(Np, + Np,) = 0y, [np* — "]
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and transfers proceed until the field is isotropic;- = n, . But this isnot the complete
story. A more precise characterization of the resonandasitakes into account the frequency
resonance requiring — ws = w; = f requiresO(w/ f) differences inm and—my if k = ko

andO(w/ f) differences ik andk, if m = —m,. For an isotropic field:

fo12 = npnp, — np(np, + Npy) = 1, [Nprsp — 1p] = 1, [0P - V]

and due care needs to be taken fhats on the resonance surface in the vicinity of the inertial

cusp.

b. Near-Resonant Interactions

The idea of trying to self consistently find the smearing & tlelta-functions is not new.
For internal waves it appears|in DeWitt and Wright (1982)@sale and Frederiksen (1983);
DeWitt and Wright|(1984).

DeWitt and Wright|(1982) set up a general framework for a seifsistent calculation sim-
ilar in spirit tolLvov et al. [(1997), using a path-integratrwulation of the diagrammatic tech-
nique. The paper makes an uncontrolled approximation ket honlinear frequency renor-
malizationX(p, w) is independent af), and shows that this assumption is not self-consistent.
Lvov et al. (1997) present a more sophisticated approachsadfaonsistent approximation to

the operatod.(p, w). In particular, DeWitt and Wright (1982) suggests

Y(p,w) = X(p,wp),
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whilelLvov et al. (1997) propose a more self-consistent

Z(pv w) = Z[pv Cdp + Zgz(pv QP)]

DeWitt and Wright|(1984) evaluate the self-consistencyhefriesonant interaction approx-
imation and find that for high-frequency-high-wavenumbtrs resonant interaction represen-
tation is not self-consistent. A possible critique of thpapers is that they use resonant matrix
elements given by Muller and Olbers (1975) with out ap@tieg that those elements can only
be used strictly on the resonant manifold.

Carnevale and Frederiksen (1983) present similar exjpresgor two-dimensional stratified
internal waves. There the kinetic equation is (7.4) withttif@e correlation time given by
(our £) of their (8.7). The key step is to find the level of smearinghef delta-function, denoted
asyu in their (8.7) (oury). This can be achieved by their (8.6), which is similar to @#). The
only difference is that (8.6) hFas slightly different pasits of the poles(+,, + 7p,), instead
of oursi(vp, + 7ps + 7p)- Carnavale points out that the Direct Interaction Appraadion
leads to his expression, not the sum of all thiée We respectfully disagree. However, this
is irrelevant for the purpose of this paper, since we do nbtesib self consistently anyway,
but propose an uncontrolled approximatién](44). The mawaathge of our approach over
Carnevale and Frederiksen (1983) is that we use systematigltdnian structures which are

equivalent to the primitive equations of motion, rathemnthaimplified two-dimensional model.
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8. Conclusion

Our fundamental result is that the GM spectrumasstationary with respect to the resonant
interaction approximation. This result is contrary to mathihe perceived wisdom and gave
us cause to review published results concerning resontarhal wave interactions. We then
included near-resonant interactions and found signifioashtictions in the temporal evolution
of the GM spectrum.

We compared the interaction matrices for three differenhitanian formulations and one
non-Hamiltonian formulation in the resonant limit. Two dietHamiltonian formulations are
canonical and one (Lvov and Tabak 2004) avoids a lineaomatf the Hamiltonian prior to
assuming an expansion in terms of weak nonlinearity. Faatiaris in Eulerian, isopycnal and
Lagrangian coordinate systems were considered. All fopresentations lead tequivalent
results on the resonant manifold in the absence of backgnmitation. The two representations
that include background rotation, a canonical Hamiltoaamulation in isopycnal coordinates
and a non-canonical Hamiltonian formulation in Lagrangiaardinates, also lead émuivalent
results on the resonant manifold. This statement is naatrgiven the different assumptions
and coordinate systems that have been used for the denaftibe various kinetic equations.
It points to an internal consistency on the resonant manhifieht we still do not completely
understand and appreciate.

We rationalize the consistent results as being associatbdoatential vorticity conserva-
tion. In the isopycnal coordinate canonical Hamilton folation potential vorticity conser-
vation is explicit. In the Lagrangian coordinate non-canahHamiltonian, potential vorticity
conservation results from a projection onto the linear rsad¢he system. The two non-rotating

formulations prohibit relative vorticity variations by sténg the velocity as a the gradient of a
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scalar streamfunction.

We infer that the non-stationary results for the GM spectaumrelated to a higher order
approximation of the elastic scattering mechanism thasidened in McComas and Bretherton
(1977) and McComas and Muller (1981b).

Our numerical results indicate evolution rates of a waveplat high vertical wavenumber,
signifying a system which is not weakly nonlinear. To untkmd whether such non-weak
conditions could give rise to competing effects that rerldersystem stationary, we considered
resonance broadening. We used a kinetic equation with brmmtifrequency delta function
derived for a generalized three-wave Hamiltonian syste(hvov et al. 1997). The derivation
is based upon the Wyld diagrammatic technique for non-gxgjisim wave systems and utilizes
the Dyson-Wyld line resummation. This broadened kinetigagipn is perceived to be more
sophisticated than the two-dimensional direct interacipproximation representation pursued
inCarnevale and Frederiksen (1983) and the self-consistéculations of DeWitt and Wright
(1984) which utilized the resonant interaction matrix ob&its (1976). We find a tendency of
resonance broadening to lead to more stationary conditidosever, our results are limited by
an uncontrolled approximation concerning the width of #®onance surface.

Reductions in the temporal evolution of the internal wawecsum at high vertical wavenum-
ber were greatest for those frequencies associated witA$henechanism, i.ef < w < 5f.
Smaller reductions were noted at high frequencies.

A common theme in the development of a kinetic equation is rdugd®ation expansion
permitting the wave interactions and evolution of the spexton a slow time scale, e.g. Section
[b. An assumption of Gaussian statistics at zeroth orderifgansolution of the first order triple

correlations in terms of the zeroth order quadruple caiceia. Assessing the adequacy of this
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assumption for the zeroth order high frequency wavefieldcisadlenge for future efforts. Such
departures from Guassianity could have implications ferdtationarity at high frequencies.

Nontrivial aspects of our work are that we utilize the casahHamiltonian representation
of Lvov and Tabak!(2004) which results in a kinetic equatiothaut first linearizing to obtain
interaction coefficients defined only on the resonance saréad that the broadened closure
scheme of Lvov et all (1997) is more sophisticated than tledDinteraction Approximation.
Inclusion of interactions between internal waves and maesotion associated with zero
eigen frequency, i.e. the vortical motion field, is a chailerfor future efforts.

We found no coordinate dependent (i.e. Eulerian, isopyondlagrangian) differences
between interaction matrices on the resonant surface. §¢edét as intuitive that there will be
coordinate dependent differences off the resonant surfatea robust observational fact that
Eulerian frequency spectra at high vertical wavenumbecantaminated by vertical Doppler
shifting: near-inertial frequency energy is Doppler sfto higher frequency at approximately
the same vertical wavelength. Use of an isopycnal coordisiggtem considerably reduces this
artifact (Sherman and Pinkel 1991). Further differencesaaticipated in a fully Lagrangian
coordinate system (Pinkel 2008). Thus differences in tigr@grhes may represent physical
effects and what is a stationary state in one coordinate@systay not be a stationary state in
another. Obtaining canonical coordinates in an Euleriamdinate system with rotation and in

the Lagrangian coordinate system are challenges for fefftoets.
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Matrix Elements

Our attention is restricted to the hydrostatic balance,dasevhich

[k |<|m| .

(48)

A minor detail is that the linear frequency has differentediigaic representations in isopycnal

and Cartesian coordinates. The Cartesian vertical wavbay#), and the density wavenum-

ber,m, are related as» = —g/(poN?)k. whereg is gravity, p is density with reference value

po, N is the buoyancy (Brunt—Vaisala) frequency ahis the Coriolis frequency. In isopycnal

coordinates the dispersion relation is given by,

poN? m?

w(p):\/f2+ g9° |k|2‘

In Cartesian coordinates,

k I2
w(p) = f2+N2—| k2| :

z

In the limit of f = 0 these dispersion relations assume the form
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Miuller and Olbers

Matrix elements derived in_Olbers (1974) are given\bypplmMO |>= T%/(4r) and |

yer MO 12— = /(47), We extracted™ from the Appendix of Miiller and Olbers (1975). In

pP2,p

our notation, in the hydrostatic balance approximatioeirtmatrix elements are given by

NZ — f?)? k|k; ||k
e o (B k|

P1,P2 - 32,00 ww1w2|p||p1||p2|

k1-k2—ifk2~kL/w1 kl'kQ—ifkl'kJ'/WQ
<—m1 wo Tme) (—m o tm

m

ko k+ifko -kt /w ko k—ifk-ki /w
(_m2 2 fk§2 [w2 +m) (_m h 3/ + My
ma

. i el . ; Tl
(_mkkl ifk-ki Jw +m1) <_m1kk1+zfli<21k Jwi —i—m)

2

_ i 1 . (52)

mo

Taking af = 0 limit reduces the problem to scale invariant problem. Wetlgetfollowing

simplified expression:

Ve,

P1,P2

k|lk||k 1 ki -k ks, -k
MO|2O<| | K1 | [k <_E (_mz 1 2+m1> <_m1 2 1+m2>

[mmyms| ky|? k|2

1 [ mok - ky mks - k 1 mk, - k mik -k, 2
S (e 2 S (e M e 53
+W< PR ’0( PE +%)+m< PE +m0<|mw ”Q)()

This simplified expression is going to be used for comparafapproaches in sectionl (3).
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Voronovich

We formulate the matrix elements for Voronovich’s Hamiiemusing his formula (A.1).
This formula is derived for general boundary conditions. céonpare with other matrix ele-
ments of this paper, we assume a constant stratificatiorlgoesfd Fourier basis as the vertical
structure functionp(z). That allows us to solve for the matrix elements defined via (&)
and above it in his paper. Then the convolutions of the basistions give delta-functions in
vertical wavenumbers. Vornovich’s equation (A.1) tramsfs into:

IV,

P1,P2

V2 |k||k1||k2| ( ( 1 (kk1|m1| kk2|m2|) CU1‘|‘CU2—CU)
x —————— [ —m + +
R e—— Wl ] | -

1 kkl\m| k1~k2\m2\) wl—i-wg—w)
+m + —
1 (\k1||m1| ( IS k| w1

1 kk2|m| kg'k1|m1|) CU1+CU2—CU))2
+m + — .
2(|k2||m2| ( K] k| s

(54)

Note that Eq.[(54) shares structural similarities with titeiaction matrix elements isopy-

cnal coordinates, EqL(57) below.

Caillol and Zeitlin

A non-Hamiltonian kinetic equation for internal waves wasided in Caillol and Zeitlin
(2000), Eq. (61) directly from the dynamical equations otimm, without the use of the Hamil-
tonian structure.

To make it appear equivalent to more traditional form of kimequation, as in Zakharov et al.

(1992), we make a change of variables;> —1 in the second line, ank — —k in the third
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line of (61) of Caillol and Zeitlin [(2000). If we further assie that all spectra are symmet-
ric, n(—p) = n(p), then the kinetic equation assumes traditional form, asgn(B2), see
Muller and Olbers|(1975); Zakharov et al. (1992); Lvov arbdk (2001, 2004).

The matrix elements according to Caillol and Zeitlin (2086 shown as(;, ; ,, andY,jjm in

Egs. (62) and (63), wheri@?  ©%?

= Xp, pop @nd|Ver %2 =yt In our notation it

P1,P2 P2,P P1,—P2,P’

reads

(m? — mymy)?

[m||ma||ma| k| [k |[ko|
" <|k|2 — [kifsgn(m) |kofsgn(ms) k* |k2|2)2

m?2 — mi1me mi mo

Ve oo 1 o (|fsgn(m) + [k [sgn(mi) + [ko[sgn(ms))”

(55)

This expression is going to be used for comparison of appesin sectior (3).

Isopycnal Hamiltonian

Finally, inlLvov and Tabak (2004) the following wave-wavédraction matrix element was

derived based on a canonical Hamiltonian formulation ipysmal coordinates:

|V0 H|2 k’kl k2 W19 ]{?1 (.Ugw ]{?Qk kl
b2 3 g k1ko

f2 k2k2 k:zk k, — kkl k2
\/m kkikso

k; - k& w w w 2
1 Ky 2 1 2 72\ 2 2 1.2
+ (f eler oo (“w1w2(k k3) — —wgw(kQ k?) —ww1<k kl))) )

(56)
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Lvov and Tabak!(2001) is a rotationless limitlof Lvov and Tea004). Taking thef — 0

limit, thelLvov and Tabzak (2004) reduces to Lvov and Tabalo@30and[(56) reduces to

2

1 m m m

p H2_ - ) e ) 1 ) 2
V" o e <|k|k1 |2 iy [ 2 klw/‘mm) |

(57)

Observe that in this form, these equations share structimélarities with Eq. [(54).
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TABLE 1. A list of various Kinetic equations. Results from__Olber$976),
McComas and Bretherton (1977) ahd Pomphrey et al. (1980)eviewed in| Miller et al.
(1986), who state that Olbers (1976), McComas and Breth¢fi®77) and an unspecified Eu-
lerian representation are consistent on the resonant aldniPomphrey et al! (1930) utilizes
Langevin techniques to assess nonlinear transports. eMétlial. (1986) characterizes those
Langevin results as being mutually consistent with theaflievaluations of kinetic equations
presented in Olbers (1976) andMcComas and Bretherton J1B@nyon (1968) states (without
detail) that Kenyon (1966) and Hasselmann (1966) give nigaér similar results. A formu-
lation in terms of discrete modes will typically permit atiwrary buoyancy profile, but obtain-
ing results requires specification of the profile. Of the aite formulations, Pomphrey et al.
(1980) use an exponential profile and the others assume gaobs$ratification rate. The ki-
netic equations marked Byare investigated in Sectign 3, while kinetic equations redry*
are investigated further in Section a.

source coordinate  vertical rotation hydro- special
system structure static
Hasselmann (1966) Lagrangian discrete no no
Kenyon (1966, 1968) Eulerian discrete no no non-Hamiltonia
Muller and Olbers (197%)  Lagrangian  cont. yes no
McComas (1975, 1977) Lagrangian  cont. yes yes
Pelinovsky and Raevsky (1977) Lagrangian  cont. no no Clebsc
Voronovich (1979) Eulerian cont. no yes Clebsch
Pomphrey et al. (1980) Lagrangian discrete yes no Langevin
Milder (1982) Isopycnal n/a no no
Caillol and Zeitlin (2000) Eulerian cont. no no non-Hamiltonian
Lvov and Tabak (2001) Isopycnal cont. no yes canonical
Lvov and Tabak (2004) Isopycnal cont. yes yes canonical
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TABLE 2. Numerical evaluations oﬁfN E(m,w)dw for vertical mode numbers 1-8. The sum
is given in the right-most column.

E x 1071 W/kg |mode-1] 2 | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 | 7 | 8 | % |

Lvov and Tabak (2004) GM76 | -1.46 |-1.72| -1.76| -1.69| -1.57| -1.40| -1.08| -0.81| -11.5|

Pomphrey et al. (1980) GM76 | -1.83 | -2.17| -2.17| -1.83| -1.67 -1.00| | | -10.7
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