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Abstract: The slow revolution of the Earth and Moon around their barycentrum does not
induce Coriolis accelerations. On the other hand, the motion of Sun and Earth is a rotation
with Coriolis forces which appear not to have been calculated yet, nor have the inertial
accelerations within the system of motion of all three celestial bodies. It is the purpose of this
contribution to evaluate the related Coriolis and centrifugal terms and to compare them to the
available atmospheric standard terms. It is a main result that the revolution is of central
importance in the combined dynamics of Earth, Moon and Sun. Covariant flow equations are
well known tools for dealing with such complicated flow settings. They are used here to
quantify the effects of the Earth's revolution around the Earth-Moon barycenter and its
rotation around the Sun on the atmospheric circulation. It is found that the motion around the
Sun adds time dependent terms to the standard Coriolis forces. The related centrifugal
accelerations are presented. A major part of these accelerations is balanced by the
gravitational attraction by Moon and Sun, but important unbalanced contributions remain.
New light on the consequences of the Earth's revolution is shed by repeating the calculations
for a rotating Earth-Moon pair. It is found that the revolution complicates the atmospheric

dynamics.
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1. Introduction

Sun, Earth and Moon constitute a three-component system of central importance for
atmospheric motion. As is well known, the Earth is spinning around its axis, revolving
around the Earth-Moon barycenter and rotating around the Sun (Fig. 1). This motion of the
Earth in the solar system is described by a fairly complicated guiding velocity. In general,
only partial information on this motion is available in atmospheric models. For example the
standard formulations of the Coriolis terms in atmospheric models take into account only the
rotation of the Earth around its axis. Although it is generally accepted that the revolution of
Earth and Moon does not induce Coriolis forces it is not obvious that the motion around the
sun has no effect as well. These points can be clarified by deriving the complete guiding
velocity.

It is common in atmospheric dynamics to assume a balance of centrifugal forces and the
gravitational attractions by Sun and Moon. This implies that the gradients of centrifugal and
gravitational potential cancel. The impact on the equatorial bulge is also taken into account.
We are, however, not aware that this balance has been established in detail. It will be shown
below that some aspects of this problem have not been clarified so far.

A further intriguing aspect of the Earth's motion will also be discussed briefly. What
happens if the revolution is replaced by rotation? This must have an effect on the Coriolis and
other inertial forces.

All this suggests to turn to a set of flow equations where these questions can be addressed
properly. The framework of covariant flow equations provides an exact formulation of the
guiding velocity, the Coriolis forces and the centrifugal terms and offers a possibility to deal
with such problems in a coherent fashion. The formulation of covariant flow equations is a
standard technique (e.g. Aris 1962) but we are not aware that the effect of the Earth's motion
around the Sun and the Moon have been investigated this way.

It is the purpose of this work to derive the corresponding terms in the atmospheric flow

equations and to compare them to standard formulations.

2. Equations
The Earth-Moon-Sun system is depicted in Fig. 1. The Moon's orbital plane is inclined by 5
deg with respect to the ecliptic plane. This angle is so small that it can be assumed to vanish.

The related angular velocity vector € is then perpendicular to the ecliptic plane and has a



period of 27 days. The centers of Earth and Moon rotate around their barycenter (bullet). The
vector ri of length of a; = 4.6 10° m connects the center of the Earth with this barycenter. The
Earth rotates around the sun with a period of one year, an angular velocity Q, = 2nt/year and a
radius a; = 1.5 10'! m. The Earth’s rotation axis with angular velocity Qo = 2n/day is inclined

by the angle o = 27 deg to the ecliptic plane. The Earth’s radius is ap = 6.4 10° m.

Figure 1: Sketch of the rotating Earth-Moon-Sun system: The vectors i, ii*, and i;** are the
basic unit vectors of the inertial coordinates of Sun, Earth-Moon and Earth, respectively. The
center of masses of the Earth-Moon system (barycenter) is indicated by the circled bullet,
with a distance from the center of the Earth a; = 4.8 10° m, which rotates with the Moon's
angular velocity of Qi ~ 27 days (around the circled bullet); the related angular velocity
vector Q; is almost perpendicular to the ecliptic plane. The Earth's angular velocity axis Qo
has an a ~ 24 deg inclination to the ecliptic plane and a rotation period of 1 day. The Sun’s
angular velocity axis Q, has a rotation period of 1 year.

The formulation of the equations of motion must be based on a Galilean absolute system
which is fixed with respect to the stars. The sun is chosen as origin (see Fig. 1) with basic
unit vectors i (i = 1 — 3). These vectors are oriented such that i3 is aligned with o, while i;
and i are embedded in the ecliptic plane. The coordinates are (x' = x, x*> =y, x* = z) so that

the position vector is

I‘ZXi1+yiz+Zi3=Xiii (1)



with summation convention. The barycenter is chosen as the origin of a further system with

orthogonal basic vectors ii* where i3* = i3 and coordinates (x*, y*, z*). Thus

i = i; cos(Qut) — ia sin(Qat)
i2* = iy sin(Qat) + iz cos(Qt). ©)

The third system with vectors ii** is that of the Earth where the ‘vertical’ vector

i3** =i sin(a) + i3 cos(a) 3)

is aligned with the angular velocity of the Earth and does not depend on time. Let us mainly
discuss the realistic case of revolution where the vectors i1** and i»** do not rotate around
the barycenter. It is convenient for the formulation of the flow equation to introduce also the
spherical coordinates q' = A for longitude, > = ¢ for latitude and q* = ap + z = r for the

distance to the Earth’s center so that

x** =r cos(p) cos(A)

y** =r cos(p) sin()) 4)

z*¥* =1 sin(Q).

The covariant atmospheric flow equations are presented, for example, in Kahlig (1974). The
formulation of these equations for the Earth-Moon-Sun problem appears to have not been
performed yet. This derivation is straightforward provided the functional dependence of the
co-ordinates x' on the coordinates q' is known. The covariant basis vectors qi = or/0k, q2 =
or/0Q, q3 = Or/0z are thus available. They are tangential to the latitude circles, the meridians
and normal to the Earth’s surface.

The Earth’s axis is tilted and i3** = i>* sin(a) + i3*cos(a) does not depend on time. The

basic vector

i** = e3iz* + 2 b* %)



points towards the Sun and does not depend on Q;. The coefficients e and €3 follow from the

condition is** + i;** = 0 and i,?> = 1 so that with (5)

€3 cos(a) + €2 cos(t) sin(a) =0 (6)
e’ +e?=1.

Thus
€22 = cos?(a) { cos’(Qut) sin®(a) + cos*(a) }7! (7

€32 = €% cos}(Qat) tan?(av)

and e3 = sin(a), €2 = cos(a) for 2> = 0. The third vector

¥ *=yiitypityi (8)

has to be orthogonal to i>** and i3**. This leads to

y32 = sin?(a) { (e2 cos(Qat) cos(a) — e3 sin(a))? / (e2 sin(ut)? + 1 }-!
71> = (1 —ys* (cotan*(a) + 1)) (€))
y2 sin(a) + y3 cos(a) =0

73 €3 + y1 €2 sin(Qat) + y2 €2 cos(Qat) = 0.

Note that for y2=y3=0, y1=1 for Q> = 0. All ¢iand y; depend on time if Q, = 0. With that we

can equate the position vector r (see (1)) to the position vector

pEE = xRk Rk 4 yEE i 4 Z¥* jyHk (10)

— (a2 — a1) (i1sin(Qat) + i2 cos(Qat) ) + a1 (ir* sin(Qt) — i2* cos(Qut) ),

which contains the vectors pointing from the sun to the barycenter and from that to the Earth.

The result is the relation of all x' to all g/, namely,



X = az sin(Qat) — a1 sin(Q1t) + r cos(e) { y1 cos(A + Qot) + €2 sin(A + Qot) sin(Lt) }
y = az cos(Qat) + aj cos(Q21t) + r cos(){y2 cos(A + Qot) + €2 ( sin(A + Qot) cos({t) }

+ 1 sin(Q) sin(a) (11)
z =1 cos(@) { y3 cos(A + Qot) + €3 sin(A + Qot) } + 1 sin(p) cos(a).

All gj follow immediately from (11). The metric of this system is given by gij= qi * q; with

g =12 cos’ (@), gn=r% gu=1 (12)

as in standard spherical coordinates. The absolute velocity is, of course,

va =11 dx/dt + i dy/dt + i) dz/dt, (13)

but this velocity must be expressed in terms of the covariant basis vectors. Thus

va = Or/ot|qi + Or/oq' dq'/dt = or/ot + qi dq'/dt. (14)

The ‘guiding velocity’

W = va — q; dq'/dt — or/ot (15)

is the difference of absolute velocity and relative velocity

vr = q; dq'/dt, (16)

which describes the atmospheric motions. The covariant flow equations are based on (11) -

(16). The specific form of equations used here relies on the unpublished lecture notes

‘Dynamische Gleichungen in allgemeinen Koordinaten’ by the late Prof. Hinkelmann, which

have been selected because of their convenient notation. The equations are

dvi/dt — %2 v* v Ognm/Oqk + 2wnk V" =—(1/p) Vip — Vi(Pa — ¥%Pc) — oW/t (17)



where friction terms are deleted. The g* (k = 1, ...,3) in (17) are general coordinates with q' =
X, ¢> = ¢, and ¢ =r in our case. The derivatives in the operator Vi are to be carried out with

respect to these coordinates. The relative velocity components are vk = gkn dq™/dt and vk =

dg®/dt. Those of W are

Wi = 0x'/0qx ox'/ot. (18)

The last lhs term in (17) is the Coriolis term with

oij = — ¥ (OWi/oq — OW/8q)). (19)

The potential of the external forces is @, that of the centrifugal forces is 2Pc with

Pc = (Oxi/Ot). (20)

The first lhs term in (17) is the total derivative of the relative velocity vi, the second term is
sometimes called “curvature term” (Holton, 1992). These terms are well known from the
standard forms of spherical flow equations except that it is common practice to predict the
velocities u = gi1"2 dA/dt, v = g2,2 de/dt, w = dr/dt. A transformation of (17) to this standard
form is achieved by dividing all terms of (17) by gi'? and adding a further curvature term
for k = 1. The formulation of these terms is little affected by the switch to the covariant
formulation and will, therefore, not be further commentated on. The Coriolis term (19)
involves lengthy calculations for a complicated guiding velocity as in our case. The results of
these evaluations will be discussed below. The pressure gradient term is of standard form.
The gradients of the gravity potential and of the centrifugal potential follow. The last rhs term
is the local time derivative of the components of the guiding velocity. It is common practice
in atmospheric models to assume a cancellation of the horizontal gradients of ®, and Pc so
that the second rhs term in (17) vanishes for k = 1 and k = 2. That implies that the last term in

(17) is omitted as well.



3. Guiding velocity
Inserting (11) in (18) we obtain the components Wy of the guiding velocity. One finds

Wi = 12 cos?(@){ Qo+ Qi ai (r cos(¢) (sin(A + Qot) cos(Qt)
— cos(A + Qot) sin(Q1t) cos(a) )} (21)

Division by g11"? = r cos(¢) is required to obtain velocities of dimension (m s). The first rhs
term represents the rotation of the Earth while the second term stems from the revolution.
The contribution by this term is small with Q; a; / (Qo a¢) ~ (1/27) (4.7/6.6) = 2.5 10> when
compared to the first term but this term depends on the longitude and the velocity € a; ~

360 m s! is large. There are further frequencies Qo + Q. The formula for W becomes rather

involved if the rotation around the sun is included. The result is

Wi = 12 cos’ (@) { Qo—Q (I ez sin(Qxt) (22)
— B2 y2c08(Qat) + I3 €3 cos?(h + Qot) — E3 y3 sin?(A + Qot) }
— sin?(A + Qot) d/dt { €2 y18in(Qat)} — cos? (A + Qot) d/dt{ e2 y2 cos(Qa t)}

+ Ox/0\ {az (2 cos(t) + a1 Q21 cos(Q t)}
+ Oy/O\ {az Q2 sin(Q2t) + a1 Q1 sin(Q; t)}

where

O IT=dyi/dt (23)

O Ei=de / dt.

The time derivatives act on functions of ) t so that the related terms are ~ () just as the
second rhs term. Division of Wi by gi1” = r cos(¢) yields velocities. The first rhs term ~ Qo
describes the rotation of the Earth, but is also affected by the complicated relation of the
Earth’s basic vectors and those of the sun. Nevertheless, the latter ones are of the order of ag
Q, ~ 1 ms’!. They are presumably not negligible but have not been discussed so far in the
literature. They contain contributions with a semi-diurnal component and also annual

oscillation but one would need a detailed frequency analysis of the factors y1 €1, 72 €2 etc. to



determine all frequencies exactly. The last two terms are related to the motion of the Earth’s
center. They are extremely large with a; Q, ~ 2 10% ms™.

The meridional component W> is as complicated as the zonal one with

W2 = Q12 sin(@) cos() { y3 €2 (cos?(A + Qot) — sin?(A + Qot)) + 72 €2 cos(Q t)
— 73 €2 cos(Qn t) sin(Qat) }
— O, 12 sin(@) cos() cos(h + Qot)) sin(h + Qot) (I €2+ y1 B2+ I €2 — 12 €2)

— 1 sin(a) cos(¢) dy/ot + r cos(a) cos(p) 0z/0t (24)
+ { a2 Q2 cos(Q2t) —a; Qi cos( t) } Ox/0p
— { a2 ( sin(Q t) + a1 Q sin(Qq t) } Ay/0.

The first term ~ Q is quite large. There are contributions due to the tilt and terms related to
the motion of the Earth’s center as in (22). The components of W are needed to derive the

explicit formulation of the Coriolis terms.

4. Coriolis term
One may expect a rather complicated form of the Coriolis terms in view of (22). However, it
simplifies the formulas that the Earth-Moon revolution does not induce Coriolis terms.

Inserting (17) into (18) yields

2o = Ox/O@ B2x/ONOL — DxION DX/t + Dy/d SPy/Ndt — dyloh By/opdt
+ 02/0¢p 0*2/ONBt — 010N B2/@at. (25)

Using (9) and (11) one finds

2 wir2 = 2Q r? sin(@) cos(@) + r? sin(p) cos(p) Q2 [ (2 E2 — I €2 + y1 €2) cos(Qa t)
— (Iet+tyEx—ye)sin(Qat) +y3 Es— I3 €3
+ sin(a) { €2 cos((A + Qut) sin(Qat) + I sin(A + Qot) — Ez sin(A + Qot) }

+ cos(a) { I3 sin(A + Qot) — E3 cos(A + Qot) } ] (26)



The first rhs term, when multiplied by d¢/dt and divided by r cos(¢), turns into the standard
form of the Coriolis term. All other terms are not standard and relatively small because of the
faster ;. They have about the same order of magnitude as the Coriolis term 2w Qo cos(p) in
the first equation of motion. A gross estimate W for the vertical velocity follows from W ~
HU/L with horizontal velocity U, height and length scale H and L. Thus W Qo ~ U Q,, if H/L
~ 1/365, that is, for a reasonable relation of H/L. The new Coriolis terms in (26) depend on
time with nearly diurnal and annual frequencies.

The vertical Coriolis term in the first equation of motion is

2 w13 = 2Q r? cos*(¢) + (27)
+ 12 cos?(9) Q2 { y2€2sin(Qot) — y1 €2 cos(Qat) + (I €2 — y1 Ez) sin(Qat)

+(I> €2 —y2 E2) cos(Qat) + I3 €3 —y3 B3 }
+ 1 sin(@) cos(¢) 2 [ sin(a) { I sin(A + Qot) sin(wt) — Ez cos(t) }

—cos(a) { I3 sin(A + Qot) + E3 cos(A + Qot) } .

The first rhs term is the standard Coriolis term, the others are all ~ Q). They would be of
interest only in a nonhydrostatic model. The tilt of the Earth’s induces terms of the same
order of magnitude. Thus the rotation around the Sun induces Coriolis terms with a diurnal
and an annual cycle. Moreover, terms ~ cos(¢) do not vanish at the equator and are thus of

particular dynamic interest. The frequency €1 is not found in (26) and (27).

5. Centrifugal accelerations

The centrifugal acceleration in (17) is given by the term Fcx = — 2 Vip — OW\/ot. It is not
immediately obvious that Fc is the gradient of a potential /7 To show this one would have to
cast the tendency term in the form of a gradient. Combining (11) with (18) and (20) we

obtain

Fer = 0/0g* (V4 (x1/0t)) — 0/6t (9x1/0g* Oxi/ot) = — 82X/t Ox/agk (28)

10



for the components of Fc. The contribution of Pc to Fc drops out in (28). This does, of
course, not mean that Pc is unimportant but (28) stresses the dominant role of the tendency
term. The second derivative with respect to time as in (28) can only stem from 0W./ot. This

point appears to have received little attention so far.

If there exists a potential /7 it has to satisfy the equations

X1/t Oxi/aq" = 8178q" (29)

and, therefore,

0/ (Oxi/Ot)? Ox/ON = OION (Oxi/dt)? Oxi/dg

without summation convention in the factor (Oxi/0t)%. Inserting (11) and (28) yields

Foi  =2Qor? cos’ () { d/dt (y1 1 sin(Q2t) + 31 €1 cos(Q2t) (30)

+ (— a2 Q2 sin(Qa t) + a1 Q2 sin(Qut)) Ox/OA
— (a2 Q2% sin(Qa t) — a1 Q2 sin(Qt)) Oy/OA }

Fco = Qo r? sin(o) cos(e) + 31
+2Q0 Qo 12 sin(@) cos(@) [ — (1 B2 + 71 €2) sin(A + Qot) cos(h + Qqt) cos(Qat)

— I ex sin(A + Qot) + { I e2 sin? (A + Qot) — Ez 35 cos?(A + Qot) } cos(Qat)
+ €2 7 cos? (A + Qot)} sin(Qat) + €3 I3 sin(A + Qot) — E3 75 cos?(A + Qot)

+2Q0 Qa2 cos?() sin(Qat) sin(a) — {a2 Q? cos(Q2t) — a1 cos(Qut)} dy/dg
— { a2 Q? sin(Qa t) — a1 Q% sin(Qt) } Ox/0¢

The terms ~ Q,? are omitted except in combination with a,. There is no term ~ Qo? in (28)
and the time derivatives are equivalent to factors (2. The second and third terms in (28) are
clearly centrifugal. They are quite large with a» Q,> ~ 6 10~} ms while Qo a> ~ 6 10~ ms™.
However, the centrifugal terms are balanced by gravitational attraction as will be

demonstrated below. Thus, the first term in (28) is not negligible.

11



The first rhs term in (29) is well known and represents the centrifugal acceleration due to
the Earth’s rotation. This term is balanced by the influence of the equatorial bulge and,
therefore, not included in atmospheric models. There is a lengthy expression ~ o Q and
centrifugal contributions due to the motion of the Earth’s center.

The acceleration Fc3 is not given but may be of interest in a nonhydrostatic model. The

condition (29) has been checked but no violation has been found.

6. Gravitational attraction

The forces of gravity vary ~ 1/d> with distance d between the respective centers of mass.
Thus, the solar attraction can be assumed constant in the atmosphere because ao/az is so
small. Variation of attraction by the moon is not negligible and is taken into account in tidal
theories (e.g. Henderschott 2005). The gravity forces are expected to almost compensate the
centrifugal forcings Fci and Fca. Let us concentrate on the solar impact. The unit vector Sz =
i1 sin(wt) + i2 cos(Qat) points to the Sun. The basic vectors i; must be expressed in terms of
contravariant vectors in order to insert the acceleration into the equation of motion. The ' are

related by

q'=1/(gi)" qi

to the covariant basic vectors in our case and few calculations are needed to show that

i1 = (r cos(@))! ox/ON q' + (1/r) Ox/0¢ ¢* + Ox/or @ (32)
i2 = (r cos(@))! dy/On q' + (1/r) Oy/og q* + dylor q°

The vector ax (> S represents the gravitational attraction by the sun assuming as usual an
exact balance of attraction and centrifugal force in the center of the Earth. Thus a; Q)2 (r
cos(@))!' ox/Oh + (1/r) Oy/O¢ has to balance the last two rhs terms of Fci (see (30)). This
balance is exact. This can be shown also for Fc,. However, the first rhs term of Fc; and all rhs
terms ~ Qo Q> of Fc2 are not balanced and should be included in the atmospheric models. The
related accelerations are not negligible with ag Qo Q) ~ 10 ms™2.

As mentioned above, the situation with respect to the moon is more difficult to handle,

because the lunar attraction decreases by a factor of 2ap/am ~ 1.6 10~ ms™. The corresponding

12



formulas have been derived but not presented, because we can rely here on standard tidal

theory. Nevertheless, the corresponding tidal effect is not negligible.

7. Rotation instead of revolution
As mentioned, it is interesting to have a look at the situation when Earth and Moon rotate
around each other. The basic vectors i;* must be replaced by 1i* where then 1* = i1* and L* =

i2. Moreover, i3*x* = i3**, but

Ur** =y cos((Q1 + )t) + uz cos(ar) sin((Q21 + Q)t) — uz sin(ar) sin((Qr + W)t)  (33)
U** = —uyp sin((Q1 + Q2)t) + uz cos(a) cos((€21 + Q)t) —u3 sin(a) cos((Q1 + D))

so that there is now a simple addition of both angular velocities. The relation of the

coordinates in the case of rotation is

X = a3 sin(Qat) — a1 sin((Q1 — Qa)t) — r cos() cos(h + Qt)
(34)

¥ = az cos((ut) + a1 cos((Q1— )t) —r cos(e) cos(a) sin(A + fzt) — 1 sin(¢) sin(a)

2 =—r cos() sin(a) sin(L + Qt) + r sin(e) cos(ar)

where Q = Q) + Q + Q3 is close to Q. The calculations of the Coriolis terms use, of course,

the same formalism as above and yield
2wn=2Q sin(Q), (35)

so that the inclusion of Moon and Sun lead to a small modification of the standard result. The

accelerations Fci have been evaluated as well. For example,

Fei=a Qor cos() { sin(Q2t) + 1 e1 cos(Qat) (36)

+ (— a2 Q2 sin(Qa t) + a1 Q2 sin(Qut)) Ox/OA
— (a2 Q2% sin(Qa t) — a1 Q42 sin(Qt)) Oy/O\ }.

13



Thus, only the centrifugal terms are left and there are no additional unbalanced terms as in
the case of revolution. It follows that almost all complications listed in sections 3 and 4 are

due to revolution.

8. Conclusions

This work has been stimulated by the notion that atmospheric global models do not take into
account the Earth-Moon revolution nor the rotation around the sun except for the
compensation of gravitational attraction and centrifugal forces in the center of the Earth. The
covariant form of the equations of motion has been chosen to deal with these uncertainties
because they contain a complete form of the Coriolis terms and the centrifugal acceleration
Fc. This formalism can be applied if the relation between the coordinates of the resting
absolute solar system and the standard spherical coordinates for the rotating Earth is
available. This relation (11) appears not to have been used in atmospheric models as yet.

The Coriolis terms have been derived and discussed in detail for the first equation of
motion. It is a surprising result that the rotation around the Sun induces Coriolis forces with
frequencies close to € and €, which are not negligible at least in nonhydrostatic models. As
expected the revolution has no impact on Coriolis forces.

There is a clear formulation for all centrifugal accelerations which are calculated
explicitly. It turns out that the local time derivative of the guiding velocity is a main
contributor to these accelerations. It is shown that the compensation of centrifugal
accelerations and gravitational attraction is quite effective for many of the centrifugal terms
but there remain unbalanced accelerations which are not taken as yet into account in
atmospheric models. It has been demonstrated that there exists a potential for the Fc; despite
the complicated form of the guiding velocity. Replacing the revolution by rotation leads to a
simple form of the Coriolis terms and also of the centrifugal forcing terms.

A few shortcomings of our approach should be noted. The motions of the Earth around the
barycenter and the Sun have been assumed circular. Corresponding corrections are possible,
of course, but it has been felt that the related calculations can be postponed at this early stage
of investigations. Tests with advanced global models are needed to assess the relative
importance of the dynamical modifications due to the Earth’s motion in the solar system as

derived here.
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Any search for observational evidence for the impact of the new terms derived here is
hampered by their smallness. It would be difficult to find support from data for the new
Coriolis terms in (26) and (27) or for the new accelerations in (30) and (31). It may be
possible, however, to find some support from tidal effects in the atmosphere due to the
variation of lunar attraction. There is the obvious problem that the contribution of diurnal

motions to atmospheric spectra is quite large compared to such tidal effects.
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Figure 2: Power spectrum of hourly barometric data from Batavia (adapted from Figure 2 of
Hamilton and Garcia, 1986) given as power per frequency interval of one inverse year (or
0.000114 h'!"). The dominating peak (solar diurnal tide) is located at 0.0416 (see upper axis),
and its left neighbour corresponds to the period Tr of about 25 hours of the rotating Earth-
Moon system discussed here. Only that part of the spectrum close to the diurnal cycle is
shown.

A separation of effects is difficult. A filtering of the diurnal signal in atmospheric data
should allow to see at least some evidence of contributions at the frequency 0.040 h!
corresponding to the period of the Earth-Moon system Tr. of 25 hours. Hamilton and Garcia
(1986) applied such a filter to hourly surface pressure observations at various stations in the

belt 5°S - 20°N. A related section of the power spectrum near these frequencies is presented
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in Fig. 2. Although the diurnal signal is still dominant despite the filtering there is a clearly
visible smaller peak at frequency 0.040 h''. This peak is seen at all stations analyzed by
Hamilton and Garcia (1986). This suggests that we see here indications of the effects of the
tidal accelerations. At least none of the atmospheric global normal modes has a period close

to 25 hours (see Table 1 of Hamilton and Garcia, 1986).
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