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ABSTRACT
Observations of time-resolved thermal emission from tidally locked exoplanets can tell us about their

atmospheric temperature structure. Telescopes such as JWST and ARIEL will improve the quality and
availability of these measurements. This motivates an improved understanding of the processes that determine
atmospheric temperature structure, particularly atmospheric circulation. The circulation is important in
determining atmospheric temperatures, not only through its ability to transport heat, but also because any
circulation pattern needs to be balanced by horizontal pressure contrasts, therefore implying a particular
temperature structure. In this work, we show how the global temperature field on a tidally locked planet can be
decomposed into contributions that are balanced by different components of the atmospheric circulation. These
are the superrotating jet, stationary Rossby waves, and the divergent circulation. To achieve this, we partition
the geopotential field into components balanced by the divergent circulation and the rotational circulation, with
the latter comprising the jet and Rossby waves. The partitioned geopotential then implies a corresponding
partitioning of the temperature via the hydrostatic relation. We apply these diagnostics to idealised general
circulation model simulations, to show how the separate rotational and divergent circulations together make up
the total three-dimensional atmospheric temperature structure. We also show how each component contributes
distinct signatures to the thermal phase curve of a tidally locked planet. We conclude that this decomposition is
a physically meaningful separation of the temperature field that explains its global structure, and can be used to
fit observations of thermal emission.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the collection of known planets has grown sig-
nificantly. This is due to the discovery of numerous planets
orbiting stars other than the Sun, called extrasolar planets (or
exoplanets for short).

The most observationally accessible exoplanets tend to be
on close-in, short-period orbits. Many are sufficiently close
to their host star that the gravitational interaction between
star and planet synchronises their orbital and rotational peri-
ods (Dole 1964; Guillot et al. 1996). A planet in this orbital
state is referred to as tidally locked. As tidally locked planets
always present the same face to their host star, they have a
permanent ‘day side’ and ‘night side’.

These planets can be characterised by observing their
thermal emission (Burrows 2014; Crossfield 2015). Time-
resolved observations of thermal emission are known as ther-
mal phase curves, and show the disk-integrated infrared flux
emitted from a planet as it orbits its host star (Cowan &
Agol 2008; Demory et al. 2016), revealing the longitudinal
structure of its brightness temperature. Eclipse maps show
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the two-dimensional structure of brightness temperature on a
planet’s day side (Majeau et al. 2012).

Atmospheric temperatures and atmospheric circulation are
closely related. This is not only due to the ability of an at-
mosphere to transport heat (Koll & Abbot 2016), and thus
maintain a temperature structure against radiative heating and
cooling (Showman et al. 2013), but also through the pres-
sure gradient forces in the horizontal momentum equations.
These pressure gradient forces mean that any distribution of
winds must be balanced by a particular temperature distri-
bution. The most familiar example of such a balance is the
geostrophic thermal wind relation (Holton 2004, Chapter 3)

f
∂u

∂ ln p
=
R

a

∂T

∂ϑ
; f

∂v

∂ ln p
= − R

a cosϑ

∂T

∂λ
; (1)

which can be derived by assuming the flow is in hydrostatic
and geostrophic balance. Above, p is pressure, a is the plan-
etary radius, R is the specific gas constant, and f = 2Ω sinϑ
is the Coriolis parameter, with Ω the planetary rotation rate.
λ is longitude and ϑ is latitude. The thermal wind relation
states that vertical variation in the horizontal wind u = (u, v)
must be accompanied by horizontal variation in the tempera-
ture T . The utility of geostrophic balance itself is limited to
scenarios where the Coriolis term is dominant in the momen-
tum equations, but the requirement that accelerations in the

ar
X

iv
:2

20
4.

06
50

3v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.E

P]
  1

3 
A

pr
 2

02
2

mailto: neil.lewis@physics.ox.ac.uk


2

horizontal momentum equations are balanced by horizontal
pressure contrasts is a generic one. We will show how an un-
derstanding of how different circulation features are balanced
by atmospheric temperature structure aids interpretation of
observations of thermal emission from extrasolar planets.

Tidally locked planets are heated on their day side and cool
from their night side, and this pattern of heating and cool-
ing strongly influences their atmospheric circulation (see re-
views by Showman et al. 2013; Pierrehumbert & Hammond
2019; Zhang 2020). Heating on the day side drives divergent
motion (Showman et al. 2013), which in turn generates sta-
tionary Rossby waves (Showman & Polvani 2010; see also
Sardeshmukh & Hoskins 1988). Interaction between these
two circulation components can lead to momentum conver-
gence towards the equator, and the acceleration of a westerly
superrotating jet (Showman & Polvani 2011).

In Hammond & Lewis (2021), we showed that each of
these circulation components can be isolated from one an-
other by separating the horizontal velocity u into a rotational
(‘divergence free’) component ur and a divergent (‘vorticity
free’) component ud (called a Helmholtz decomposition)

u = ur + ud,

= k×∇pψ +∇pχ. (2)

The zonal-mean zonal jet and stationary Rossby waves are
contained within the zonal-mean and eddy components of
ur = ur+u′r respectively, and the divergent circulation (com-
prising, e.g., thermally-direct overturning; cf. Hammond &
Lewis 2021, and Kelvin waves; see Appendix A) is contained
within ud. Above, χ is the velocity potential and ψ is a
streamfunction, defined in terms of the divergence δ = ∇p ·u
and vorticity ζ = k × ∇pu via the relations ∇2

pχ = δ and
∇2
pψ = ζ. ∇p is the horizontal gradient operator acting on

isobaric surfaces, and k is the unit vector in the vertical di-
rection.

In this paper, our objective is to use the Helmholtz de-
composition to understand how different components of at-
mospheric circulation contribute to the distribution of atmo-
spheric temperature, and by extension thermal emission, on
tidally locked planets. This is achieved by decomposing the
geopotential φ = gz into a component that is balanced by
purely rotational winds (‘the rotational geopotential’), and
a component that is due to divergent winds and rotational–
divergent interactions (‘the divergent geopotential’) (Section
2; see also Trenberth & Chen 1988). We then use the hydro-
static relation

∂φ

∂ ln p
= −RT (3)

to split the global temperature field into rotational and diver-
gent components (Section 3). Finally, we show how each cir-
culation component contributes separately to simulated ther-
mal phase curves by linearly expanding F = σT 4 around the
horizontally averaged temperature T0 (Section 4). A sum-
mary of our results is included at the end of the manuscript
(Section 5).

The rotational and divergent geopotential components are
defined by assuming different balances of terms in the di-
vergence equation (Equation 6; introduced in Section 2).
Appendix A illustrates the relationship between balances of
terms in the divergence equations, and balances of terms in
decomposed momentum equations for the rotational and di-
vergent winds, using the simple example of the linearised
shallow water equations. By deriving momentum equations
for the rotational and divergent velocities, we show that a
steady linear Kelvin wave can exist on a sphere in the ab-
sence of drag, in contrast to the equatorial beta-plane where
drag is a condition for a linear Kelvin wave (Showman &
Polvani 2011).

In each section, the diagnostics are applied to idealised
general circulation model (GCM) simulations of atmospheric
circulation on dry, temperate terrestrial tidally locked planets.
The model is constructed using the Isca modeling frame-
work (Vallis et al. 2018), and is described in detail in Ap-
pendix B. We use results from four simulations with differ-
ent rotation periods, P = 4, 8, 16, and ∞ days (i.e., zero
rotation). The zero-rotator is included to illustrate the effect
of rotation in the other simulations. We also analysed output
from a simulation with P = 32 days. The results from this
analysis were nearly identical to those for the P = 16 days
simulation and so are not shown.

In this work, we only present results from simulations of
terrestrial planets. However, there is no reason why the tech-
niques described herein cannot be applied to gaseous planets
(e.g., ‘hot Jupiters’ or ‘mini Neptunes’) and this is something
we aim to do in the near future.

2. ROTATIONAL AND DIVERGENT GEOPOTENTIAL
COMPONENTS

2.1. Definition of rotational geopotential

The horizontal momentum equations can be written in the
form (Holton 2004, Chapter 4)

∂u

∂t
+ ω

∂u

∂p
+ (f + ζ)k× u = −∇p

(
φ+

1

2
|u|2

)
− kfu,

(4)
where |u|2 = u2 + v2, ω = Dp/Dt is the pressure vertical
velocity, and f = 2Ω sinϑ is the Coriolis parameter. kf is
a linear drag coefficient that is non-zero close to the surface.
Equations for the vorticity ζ and divergence δ can then be
obtained by taking k · ∇p × (4) and ∇p · (4), respectively,

D (f + ζ)

Dt
+ (f + ζ) δ + k ·

(
∂u

∂p
×∇pω

)
= −kfζ, (5)

∂δ

∂t
+∇p ·

(
ω
∂u

∂p

)
+∇p· [(f + ζ)k× u] (6)

= −∇2
p

(
φ+
|u|2

2

)
− kfδ.

The geopotential φ does not appear in the vorticity equation
(Equation 5), and thus all of the dynamics that determines φ
is described by the divergence equation (Equation 6).
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Figure 1. Geopotential height (contours) and horizontal velocity (quivers) at p = 480 hPa for each GCM simulation. For each simulation,
full fields are shown in the top row. The next three rows show the zonal-mean rotational circulation, eddy rotational circulation, and divergent
circulation. Note that the circulation in the P =∞ days simulation has no rotational component.

In order to separate the geopotential into components asso-
ciated with the rotational and divergent winds, we substitute
u = ur + ud into Equation (6), which yields

∂δ

∂t
+∇p ·

[
ω
∂ (ur + ud)

∂p

]
+udβ+J

(
χ,∇2

pψ
)
−∇p ·

[(
f +∇2

pψ
)
∇pψ

]
= −∇2

p

[
φ+
|∇pψ|2

2
+
|∇pχ|2

2
+ J (ψ, χ)

]
−kfδ (7)

where J(ψ, χ) = k · (∇pψ × ∇pχ) is the Jacobian, and
β = a−1∂f/∂ϑ, with a the planetary radius. A derivation
of Equation (7) is given in Appendix C.

To decompose the geopotential into components associ-
ated with the rotational and divergent circulation we expand
it as φ = φ0 +φr +φd, where φ0(t, p) is the horizontal-mean
geopotential, which does not contribute to Equation (7) as
∇2
p φ0 = 0. We then define the ‘rotational geopotential’ as

that which is balanced by purely rotational circulation (with
no vertical motion), whence we obtain

∇2
p φr ≡ ∇p ·

[(
f +∇2

pψ
)
∇pψ

]
−∇2

p

(
|∇pψ|2

2

)
. (8)

This equation is called the non-linear balance equation
(Lorenz 1960) and takes the place of the divergence equa-
tion for purely non-divergent horizontal circulation (see,

e.g., Holton 2004, Chapter 11). For stationary circularly-
symmetric flow, it is equivalent to the gradient wind approx-
imation. If ψ (i.e., the rotational wind distribution) is known,
then Equation (8) can be inverted to obtain φr (e.g., by ex-
pressing Equation 8 in terms of spherical harmonics).

2.2. Divergent geopotential

Given the rotational geopotential as defined by Equation
(8), we define the ‘divergent geopotential’ to be that obtained
as a residual from

φd ≡ φ− (φ0 + φr). (9)

The remaining terms in Equation (7) which determine φd in-
volve terms that are purely divergent, and terms due to inter-
action between the rotational and divergent winds.
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Figure 2. Geopotential height (contours) and velocity (u, ω; quivers) in the longitude–pressure plane, averaged between ±40◦ latitude, shown
for each GCM simulation. The top row shows the full circulation. Contributions to the full circulation from the eddy-rotational and divergent
components are shown in the next two rows. Data is averaged over the tropics only in order to show the baroclinic structure of the eddy
rotational wind.

2.3. Note on the relationship between balances in the
divergence equation and the momentum equations

In the next subsection we will use Equations (7), (8), and
(9) to partition the geopotential in our GCM simulations into
rotational and divergent components, and will discuss the
terms in Equations (7) and (8) that contribute the most to
the decomposed height fields. In anticipation of this, we note
that a large term in, e.g., Equation (8), which defines φr, does
not necessarily correspond to a dominant balance in the mo-
mentum equation for ur. This is because an additional term is
introduced if Equation (8) is integrated to obtain an equation
for ur; the same applies if Equation (7) (minus the solely
rotational terms) is integrated to obtain an equation for ud.
This is illustrated for the linearised shallow water equations
on the sphere in Appendix A.

2.4. Application to simulations

Figure 1 shows the horizontal wind u = (u, v) and geopo-
tential height z in the mid-troposphere (p = 480 hPa) for
each GCM simulation. The full circulation is shown in the
top row, and subsequent rows show the rotational circulation
– split into contributions from the zonal-mean (jet) and ed-
dies (stationary waves) – and the divergent circulation. Fig-
ure 2 shows the vertical structure of the full circulation, eddy
rotational circulation, and divergent circulation averaged be-
tween ±40◦ latitude. In the P = 4 days simulation, the
circulation is mostly contained within the rotational compo-
nent, whereas in the P = 8 and P = 16 days simulations
it is more evenly divided into rotational and divergent con-

tributions. Finally, the circulation in the P = ∞ days sim-
ulation is purely divergent. In this subsection, we describe
the important features of each component of the circulation
that can be identified in Figures 1 and 2. We refer to Ap-
pendix D throughout, which contains additional analysis of
the contributions of individual terms in the expanded diver-
gence equation (Equation 7) to each of the rotational and di-
vergent height fields.

The zonal-mean rotational height field φr in each of the
P = 4, 8, and 16 days simulations is in approximate
geostrophic balance with the zonal-mean rotational wind ur:

fur ≈ −
1

a

∂φr

∂ϑ
, (10)

which gives rise to a local height maximum centred on
the equator, associated with the superrotating equatorial jet
(Hammond & Pierrehumbert 2018). In the P = 4 days sim-
ulation there are additional retrograde jets poleward of ±50◦

in each hemisphere which lead to a secondary maximum in
the zonal-mean rotational height field at each pole.

The eddy-rotational circulation in each simulation has a
horizontal wind and geopotential structure characteristic of a
stationary equatorial Rossby wave. The longitude of the eddy
rotational height maximum is located eastwards of the sub-
stellar point due to a Doppler-shift by the zonal-mean zonal
wind (Tsai et al. 2014). For the rapidly rotating P = 4 days
case, the structure and phase offset of the Rossby waves is
very similar to that obtained in a linearised shallow water
model with a prescribed background jet (e.g., Figure 10 in
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Figure 3. Temperature at p = 750 hPa for each GCM simulation. For each simulation, full fields are shown in the top row. The next three rows
show the zonal-mean rotational circulation, eddy rotational circulation, and divergent circulation, respectively.

Hammond & Pierrehumbert 2018). As the rotation period
is reduced, the Rossby lobes with a positive geopotential
anomaly become elongated with respect to those with a neg-
ative geopotential anomaly. Similar phenomenology is also
exhibited in the GCM simulations presented in Edson et al.
(2011, see their Figure 5). In Appendix D we show that this is
due to non-linear effects by partitioning the rotational height
into contributions from the linear and non-linear terms in the
non-linear balance equation (Equation 8). In the vertical, the
stationary Rossby waves have a wavenumber-1 modulation
(Tsai et al. 2014), as can be identified in the second row of
Figure 2 (most clearly evident in the P = 4 and 8 days sim-
ulations).

The divergent circulation generally displays the most com-
plex structure of all of the circulation components in Fig-
ures 1 and 2. The exception to this is the P = ∞ days
simulation, for which the circulation is purely divergent and
takes the form of a single isotropic, thermally-direct, over-
turning cell that features air rising on the day side, near the
substellar point, and sinking on the night side. The geopo-
tential structure associated with the overturning circulation
is predominantly associated with the ∇p · (ω∂ud/∂p) term
in Equation (7), which is dominant in regions of ascent and
descent. In the boundary layer the surface friction term is im-
portant, and in the outflow regions aloft the horizontal non-
linear −∇2

p [|∇pχ|2/2] term is important (see Appendix D).
The balance of terms in Equation (7) for theP = 16 days is

similar to that in the zero-rotation simulation. In particular,

the ∇p · (ω∂ud/∂p) term is still important in these simula-
tions in the region of strong ascent near the substellar point.
However, additional terms in Equation (7) that describe in-
teractions between the rotational (mostly ur) and divergent
circulations are also important (Appendix D), and our inter-
pretation is that in the P = 16 days case the overturning
circulation is ‘tipped over’ by the eastward superrotating jet.

In the P = 4 days simulation, the structure of the diver-
gent height field is very different from that in the P = 16 or
P =∞ days simulations, and is harder to interpret. Both its
horizontal and vertical structure are somewhat wave-like, al-
though very different to the structure of a linear Kelvin wave
on the equatorial beta plane (see, e.g., Matsuno 1966). In
Appendix D we show that the total divergent height structure
shown in Figures 1 and 2 for the P = 4 days simulation is
mostly due to the linear udβ term, which takes the form of a
Kelvin wave in a linearised shallow water model (Appendix
A), and terms describing interaction between rotational and
divergent horizontal winds. Finally, in the P = 8 days
simulation, the divergent height field has features that are
characteristic of both the slowly rotating simulations, with
thermally-direct overturning, and the P = 4 days simulation
with non-linear and wave-like contributions to the height,
suggesting that it resides in an intermediate regime.
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Figure 4. Temperature (contours) in the longitude–pressure plane, averaged meridionally from pole to pole (±90◦ latitude), shown for each
GCM simulation. The top row shows the full circulation. Contributions to the full circulation from the eddy-rotational and divergent components
are shown in the next two rows.

3. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN GEOPOTENTIAL
COMPONENTS AND TEMPERATURE

In this section, we use the hydrostatic relation to obtain
components of the atmospheric temperature that are associ-
ated with the rotational and divergent geopotential compo-
nents. This is achieved by requiring that each component of
the geopotential (φ0, φr and φd) is in hydrostatic balance with
the corresponding component of the temperature (T0, Tr and
Td), i.e.,

∂φ0
∂ ln p

≡ −RT0;
∂φr

∂ ln p
≡ −RTr;

∂φd

∂ ln p
≡ −RTd.

(11)
Understanding how each component of the circulation con-
tributes to atmospheric temperature structure is important for
interpreting observations of thermal emission from tidally
locked planets, such as eclipse maps (Majeau et al. 2012)
and phase curves (Cowan & Agol 2008; Demory et al. 2016;
Morris et al. 2021).

Figure 3 shows the temperature structure in the lower tro-
posphere (p = 750 hPa) for each GCM simulation. As with
the geopotential height shown in Figure 1, the temperature
is decomposed into contributions from the zonal-mean and
eddy rotational circulations, and the divergent circulation.
Figure 4 shows the vertical structure of the full circulation,
eddy rotational circulation, and divergent circulation, aver-
aged meridionally over all latitudes for consistency with the
disk-integrated phase curves shown later.

Generally, the horizontal and vertical structures of the tem-
perature components shown in Figures 3 and 4 are similar to

the structure of the height components shown in Figures 1
and 2. The main different between them is a phase offset in
their vertical structures, which appears as the temperature is
obtained from the vertical derivative of the geopotential (this
is why the temperature in Figure 3 is plotted deeper in the
atmosphere than the height field in Figure 1).

In each of the simulations with rotation, there is an east-
ward ‘hot spot’ shift from the substellar point. In the P = 8
and 16 days simulations, this is almost exclusively due to the
rotational standing Rossby waves which are Doppler-shifted
eastwards from the substellar point by the zonal-mean jet
(Tsai et al. 2014; Hammond & Pierrehumbert 2018). The
zonal-mean rotational temperature that balances the zonal-
mean rotational wind cannot contribute a longitudinal shift
to the temperature structure by definition, although it does
contribute towards ‘brightening’ the equator with respect to
the poles. The divergent temperature structure in the P =
16 days simulation is similar to that of the P = ∞ days
simulation which only features overturning circulation. The
overturning circulation is a direct response to heating at the
substellar point, and it appears that this strong coupling to the
surface prevents it from being Doppler-shifted much by the
jet.

By contrast, in the P = 4 days simulation, the divergent
temperature structure has a greater eastward shift than the
eddy rotational circulation (which is now only shifted by a
few degrees longitude from the substellar point), although its
amplitude is comparatively lower. The eastward shift of the
divergent temperature in this simulation is consistent with the
wave-like nature of its divergent circulation and height field,
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discussed in the previous section. The temperature struc-
ture associated with the zonal mean rotational circulation is
also different to that in the P = 8 and 16 days simulations,
due to the retrograde jets that exist in this simulation in mid-
latitudes, and now contributes a brightening to both the equa-
tor and the poles, relative to the mid-latitudes.

4. THERMAL PHASE CURVES

Thermal phase curves show the infrared flux emitted from
a planet as it orbits its star. As a planet progresses through its
orbit we see emission from different angles, so these observa-
tions characterise the longitudinal distribution of temperature
on extrasolar planets (Cowan & Agol 2008; Koll & Abbot
2015). Thermal phase curves are already available for hot
Jupiters and high-temperature rocky planets (Demory et al.
2016; Kreidberg et al. 2019), and should increase in quality
in the coming years (Bean et al. 2018) following the success-
ful launch of the James Webb Space Telescope. With JWST it
should also be possible to produce thermal phase curves for
smaller and cooler terrestrial planets (Deming et al. 2009).

In this section, we compute thermal phase curves from the
decomposed temperature structures to show how each com-
ponent contributes to their observable features. We approxi-
mate that the broadband thermal emission I↑ originates from
a specific radiating level prad, so that

I↑ (p= prad) = σT 4 (p= prad) . (12)

We do this to simulate observing at a wavelength at which the
atmosphere is optically thick, instead of using the model’s ac-
tual semi-grey outgoing longwave radiation (OLR), because
in our simulations the OLR is dominated by the surface emis-
sion and so is not an instructive demonstration of the po-
tential contribution to the phase curve from the atmosphere.
This also corresponds to the case of gaseous planets where
the thermal emission is entirely due to the atmosphere and its
circulation.

As Equation (12) is non-linear in T , we cannot easily sep-
arate out contributions to I↑ from each of Tr and Td. We
therefore linearise Equation (12) about the horizontal mean

temperature T0,

I↑ ≈ σT 4
0 + 4σT 3

0 (T − T0) = σT 4
0 + 4σT 3

0 (Tr + Td) ,
(13)

which separates contributions to I↑ from Tr and Td. Nor-
malised thermal phase curves are then computed according
to

I (ξ) =
1

πσT 4
0

∫ −ξ+π/2
−ξ−π/2

∫ π/2

−π/2

I↑ cos (λ+ ξ) cos2 ϑ dϑ dλ.

(14)
where ξ is the phase angle of the planet in its orbit (Cowan &
Agol 2008).

Figure 5 shows phase curves computed for each GCM
simulation using Equation (14), for a radiating level located
at p = 750 hPa, which corresponds to the level for which
the horizontal temperature structure was shown in Figure 3.
Solid black curves show the phase curve computed using the
non-linear expression given by Equation (12), and dashed
grey curves show the phase curve computed using the lin-
ear approximation given by Equation (13). There is gener-
ally good agreement between the phase curves computed us-
ing the non-linear and linear expressions, and the difference
between the two is reduced with increasing rotation period
as deviations from the horizontal-mean temperature become
smaller. This shows that the decomposition of the phase
curve into rotational and divergent components by the linear
approximation is useful.

The contributions from the rotational and divergent com-
ponents of the temperature to the linear approximation are
shown in Figure 5 as dashed red and blue lines, respectively.
In each simulation with rotation, the amplitude of the rota-
tional contribution to the phase curve is larger than that of the
divergent contribution, and leads to a negative offset in the
phase curve peak from ξ = 90◦ (corresponding to an east-
ward hot-spot shift in the temperature maps shown in Fig-
ure 3). As discussed in Section 3, this is entirely due to the
Doppler-shifted Rossby waves, as the temperature structure
that balances the jet cannot itself contribute a direct hot-spot
shift by definition (although it is the velocity of the jet that
Doppler-shifts the waves).
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Figure 6. Phase curve calculated using broadband thermal emission
from a radiating level at p = 200 hPa for the P = 4 days simula-
tion. See the caption of Figure 5 for the meaning of each curve.

The negative phase offset associated with the stationary
Rossby waves increases monotonically with increasing pe-
riod. However, this trend is not reflected in the full phase
curves, due to contributions from the divergent circulation.
In the P = 4 days simulation, the divergent circulation,
which in this simulation resembles a non-linear wave that
is Doppler-shifted eastwards, also contributes an eastward
phase shift, that is in fact larger than that associated with the
rotational circulation. This means that the peak of the full
phase curve has a greater negative phase offset from ξ = 90◦

than it would if only the rotational circulation (stationary
Rossby waves) contributed. By contrast, in the P = 16 days
simulation, the divergent circulation now takes the form of
overturning circulation, and is restricted to be close to the
substellar point, due to strong coupling between the over-
turning circulation and the instellation. This means that the
divergent contribution to the phase curve is not offset from
ξ = 90◦, and the full phase curve has a lesser negative phase
offset than it would if due to the stationary Rossby waves
alone.

Our analysis of the vertical temperature structure in the
previous section shows that the phase curves in Figure 5 will
depend strongly on our choice of radiating level. To illus-
trate this we show an additional phase curve in Figure 6 for
the P = 4 days simulation, this time for prad = 200 hPa.
In this figure, the sign of the normalised flux for each curve
(full, rotational, and divergent) is essentially flipped with re-
spect to that shown in Figure 5, and the peak of the full phase
curve has a positive offset from ξ = 0◦, which would cor-
respond to a westward hot-spot shift in temperature. In our
simulation, this is due to the wavenumber-1 structure of the
stationary Rossby waves in the vertical (see Figure 4), which
means that they can contribute either a negative or a positive
shift to the phase curve peak depending on the exact pressure
level from which they contribute to thermal emission. This
is a key result of understanding thermal phase shifts as due
to stationary wave shifts rather than heat advection by a jet,
and is a potential explanation for unexpected observations of
westward phase shifts (Dang et al. 2018).

5. SUMMARY

Hammond & Lewis (2021) showed that the Helmholtz de-
composition u = ur + ud is a useful tool for separating
out different components of the atmospheric circulation on
tidally locked planets. The jet and stationary Rossby waves
are contained within ur and divergent circulation is contained
within ud, which takes the form of thermally-direct overturn-
ing for slowly rotating planets (e.g., our P = 8 and P =
16 days simulations; see also Hammond & Lewis 2021), but
has a complex linear Kelvin / non-linear wave structure for
more rapidly rotating planets (cf. our P = 4 days GCM sim-
ulation, and the shallow water results in Appendix A).

The objective of this work was to build upon Hammond &
Lewis (2021) by relating the atmospheric temperature struc-
ture to each of the circulation components contained within
ur and ud. This was achieved by defining rotational and di-
vergent components of the geopotential using balance rela-
tions in the divergence equation, which were then used to
define a temperature structure via the hydrostatic relation. To
illustrate the utility of decomposing the temperature in this
way, we applied it to output from idealised GCM simulations
of atmospheric circulation on terrestrial tidally locked planets
(run using Isca; Vallis et al. 2018), considering four rota-
tion periods: P = 4, 8, 16, and∞ days (i.e., zero rotation).

The temperature maps we obtain (Figure 3) show that both
the rotational and divergent circulations make non-negligible
contributions to the horizontal temperature structure. Under-
standing what determines the relative strength of these cir-
culations, and how they depend on properties of a particular
exoplanet, will be crucial for correctly interpreting observa-
tions of thermal emission such as phase curves (Cowan &
Agol 2008) and eclipse maps (Majeau et al. 2012).

Our analysis shows that both circulation components can
contribute to the hot spot shifts that have been inferred from
observations of thermal emission (e.g., Demory et al. 2016)
(Figures 3 and 5). In our simulations, both the rotational cir-
culation and the divergent circulation contribute an eastward
hot spot shift if thermal emission is assumed to come from
the lower troposphere (p = 750 hPa). For our P = 8 and
P = 16 days simulations, the hot spot shift is almost en-
tirely due to the rotational stationary Rossby waves (which
are Doppler-shifted eastwards by the superrotating jet). In
the P = 8 days case, this is because the amplitude of the ro-
tational temperature component is much larger than the diver-
gent temperature component. In the P = 16 days case, both
components have a similar amplitude, but the divergent com-
ponent does not contribute a hot spot shift as it is dominated
by thermally-driven overturning, which means it is strongly
coupled to the pattern of instellation which is centered on
the substellar point. By contrast, in the P = 4 days simula-
tion, both the rotational component and the divergent com-
ponent (which is now more wave-like) contribute an east-
ward hot spot shift if emission is from the lower troposphere.
However, we show that the rotational component can also
contribute a westward hot spot shift if emission comes from
higher up in the atmosphere (p = 200 hPa in our simulations;
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Figure 6), which is due to its wavenumber-1 structure in the
vertical (Figure 4).

From this analysis, we suggest that the temperature struc-
ture of the atmosphere of a tidally locked planet can be di-
vided into four physically meaningful components:

1. The overturning divergent component, providing a
temperature peak at the substellar point and uniform
temperature elsewhere.

2. A wave-like divergent component, providing a zonal-
wavenumber-1 sinusoidal temperature modulation on
the equator which can be Doppler-shifted by a zonal
jet.

3. The Rossby-wave-like eddy rotational component,
providing a zonal-wavenumber-1 sinusoidal tempera-
ture modulation with maxima off the equator, which
can be Doppler-shifted by a zonal jet.

4. The zonal-mean rotational component, i.e. the zonal
jet, providing a zonally uniform temperature field with
a meridional gradient determined by the gradient of the
jet itself.

These components could be used to fit thermal phase
curves or eclipse maps with physically meaningful functions.
We hope that the techniques and analysis presented herein
will be of use for interpreting observations of thermal emis-
sion on tidally locked planets.

NTL was supported by Science and Technology Facilities
Council grant ST/S505638/1. MH was supported by a Junior
Research Fellowship at Christ Church, Oxford. The authors
are grateful to Dr. Man-Suen Chan for IT support.
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APPENDIX

A. ROTATIONAL AND DIVERGENT CIRCULATIONS
IN LINEAR SHALLOW WATER ON THE SPHERE

In this appendix, we use the example of the linearised shal-
low water equations on the sphere to show how partitioning
the height field into rotational and divergent components can
be used to obtain momentum equations for the rotational and
divergent wind. We use these equations to interpret the ex-
istence of a steady linear Kelvin wave in the spherical ge-
ometry, in the absence of drag, which does not exist on the
equatorial beta plane.

In the absence of friction, the linearised shallow water
equations may be written (Vallis 2017, Chapter 3)

∂u

∂t
+ fk× u = −g∇η, (A1)

∂η

∂t
+Hδ = Q. (A2)

Above, η is the free surface displacement (or height), H is
the mean fluid depth, and Q is a mass source or sink term.

As with the primitive equations (Section 2), equations for
the vorticity and divergence can be obtained by taking k·∇×
(A1) and ∇ · (A1), respectively,

∂ζ

∂t
+ fδ + (vr + vd)β = 0, (A3)

∂δ

∂t
−∇ · [f∇ψ] + udβ = −g∇2η. (A4)

Assuming a steady state, we can partition the divergence
equation into two equations that define the rotational and di-
vergent height, ηr and ηd:

∇ · [f∇ψ] ≡ g∇2ηr; −udβ ≡ g∇2ηd, (A5)

which can then be integrated to yield momentum equations
for the rotational and divergent circulations in a steady state

fk× ur = −g (∇ηr + k×∇γ) , (A6)
fk× ud = −g (∇ηd − k×∇γ) , (A7)

where γ is defined by

g∇2γ ≡ βvr = − (fδ + βvd) . (A8)

Equation (A8) can be obtained by taking the curl of either
Equation (A6) or (A7), and the second equality comes from
the vorticity equation in steady state.

Equations (A6) and (A7) each contain an additional term
involving the potential function γ, when compared with the
momentum equation for the full horizontal velocity u. These
terms arise as an integration constant and are due to the vari-
ability of f with latitude, and their proper representation is
contingent on working in a spherical geometry (Trenberth &
Chen 1988).

Figure 7 shows horizontal velocity and height fields from
a linear shallow water simulation using the GFDL1 spectral
shallow water model. We ran the model at T85 resolution
for 500 days with a timestep of 300 seconds, and plot output
averaged over the final 100 days of the run. The mass source
term is configured for a tidally locked planet as

Q =
ηeq − η
τrad

, (A9)

following Perez-Becker & Showman (2013), where ηeq is
given by

ηeq =

{
H + ∆ηeq cosλ cosϑ on the day side,

H on the night side.
(A10)

1 Geophysical Fluid Dynamics Laboratory, Princeton. https://www.gfdl.
noaa.gov/idealized-spectral-models-quickstart/

https://www.gfdl.noaa.gov/idealized-spectral-models-quickstart/
https://www.gfdl.noaa.gov/idealized-spectral-models-quickstart/
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without drag (P = 8 days, Earth’s radius). The height and velocity fields are decomposed into eddy rotational (center panel) and divergent
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∆ηeq is the difference in the radiative equilibrium height be-
tween the substellar point and the terminator. In Equation
(A9), τrad is the radiative relaxation timescale. The GFDL
model solves the full non-linear shallow water equations, and
the solution was kept in a linear regime by using a small forc-
ing amplitude, ηeq/H � 1, following Perez-Becker & Show-
man (2013). An important feature of the model is that it does
not include a linear drag (i.e., τdrag = ∞ in Perez-Becker
& Showman 2013). The planetary parameters we used for
this simulation were: a = 6.371 × 106 m, P = 8 days, and
g = 9.81 m s−2. The equilibrium height was H = 10000 m,
the magnitude of the forcing was ∆ηeq = 10 m, and the ra-
diative timescale was τrad = 0.1 days. We chose these pa-
rameters for demonstrative purposes as they give rotational
and divergent components of similar magnitude, but our con-
clusions are not sensitive to the chosen parameters as long
as the forcing is linear. In Figure 7 the velocity and height
is split into eddy rotational and divergent components. The
zonal mean rotational component is not shown as it is small.

The decomposed rotational and divergent circulations
shown in Figure 7 have structures that resemble the linear
solutions for equatorial Rossby and Kelvin waves, respec-
tively, on the equatorial beta plane (Matsuno 1966), although
they are modified by the spherical geometry. This partition-
ing of the Rossby waves into the rotational component and
the Kelvin waves into the divergent component is consistent
with Vanneste & Vial (1994), who show that in the limit of
small Lamb parameter, Λ ≡ 4Ω2a2/(gH) � 1 (in our sim-
ulation Λ ≈ 0.1), Rossby waves are purely rotational and
Kelvin waves are purely divergent. The Kelvin wave ob-
tained here has non-zero meridional velocity, which derives
from the spherical geometry (Yamamoto 2019). The Rossby
component is very similar to that obtained by Showman &
Polvani (2011) on the equatorial beta plane in the absence of
friction (as is the case here; cf. their Figure 14). Notably,
Showman & Polvani (2011, their Appendix C) show that in

the absence of drag, an equatorial Kelvin wave cannot exist
on the equatorial beta plane.

In a steady state, the zonal momentum equation is

fv =
g

a cosϑ

∂η

∂λ
. (A11)

As f = 0 at the equator (and also v = 0 due to the hemi-
spheric symmetry of the problem), Equation (A11) requires
that ∂η/∂λ = 0 at the equator. This is satisfied in our linear
shallow water simulation (see the left-hand panel in Figure
7). However, Showman & Polvani (2011) additionally show
that on the equatorial beta plane, equatorial Rossby wave so-
lutions have no longitudinal η variation at the equator, which
by Equation (A11), means that an equatorial Kelvin compo-
nent cannot exist (as it would introduce a non-zero ∂η/∂λ).

By contrast, both the equatorial Rossby and Kelvin com-
ponents in Figure 7 have a non-zero height modulations that
cancel one another so that the total ∂η/∂λ at the equator is
still zero. This is due to the effect of the spherical geometry
on the waves, which now are governed by a zonal momentum
equation of the form (e.g., for ur, from Equation A6)

fvr = g

(
1

a cosϑ

∂ηr

∂λ
+

1

a

∂γ

∂θ

)
(A12)

If ∂γ/∂θ is non-zero at the equator (which will be the case
if v is symmetric about the equator; γ obtained in our simu-
lation is shown in Figure 8 for reference), then neither will
∂ηr/∂λ|ϑ=0= −∂ηd/∂λ|ϑ=0. As a consequence, on the
sphere and in the limit of small Lamb parameter, the exis-
tence of a rotational stationary Rossby wave requires the ex-
istence of a divergent stationary Kelvin wave, and vice versa.
Showman & Polvani (2011) introduced a linear drag to their
beta plane model to generate the stationary Kelvin wave nec-
essary for the acceleration of a zonal jet, but we have shown
here that this linear drag is not necessary for the formation of
a Kelvin (-like) wave on a sphere rather than on a beta plane.



11

-90 0 90
Longitude

-45

0

45

La
tit

ud
e

Potential function ‚

-0.72 -0.48 -0.24 0 0.24 0.48 0.72

‚ = m
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momentum equations for the rotational and divergent circulations,
obtained from the linear shallow water simulation.

B. DESCRIPTION OF GENERAL CIRCULATION
MODEL

The GCM simulations analysed in the main text were
run using Isca, which is a a framework for building ide-
alised general circulation models of varying complexity (Val-
lis et al. 2018). Isca is built on the GFDL spectral dynami-
cal core, which is used to integrate the primitive equations of
motion forwards in time. In the present study we use a dry
GCM configuration, i.e., water vapour and moist processes
are not included in the model atmosphere. The model is con-
figured to simulate the atmospheric circulation of terrestrial
planets with a lower boundary modeled as a ‘slab ocean’. All
planetary parameters aside from the rotation rate and prop-
erties of the stellar irradiation (e.g., radius, surface pressure,
gravitational acceleration) are set to be those of the Earth.
Four rotation periods are used, P = 4, 8, 16, and ∞ days
(as described in the main text), and the distribution of stellar
irradiation is set to be that of a tidally locked planet (defined
below). The main components of the model are described
below.

B.1. Dynamical core

The dynamical core integrates the primitive equations for-
wards in time, using a semi-implicit leapfrog scheme with
a Robert–Asselin time filter. The equations are solved in
vorticity-divergence form on a thin spherical shell (similar
to Equations 5 and 6) using a pseudospectral method in the
horizontal (prognostic fields are represented by a triangu-
lar truncation of spherical harmonics), and a finite differ-
ence method in the vertical (see, e.g., Satoh 2014, Chapters
21–23). The vertical coordinate used is a terrain-following
‘sigma’ coordinate, defined σ = p/ps, where p is pressure
and ps is surface pressure. The simulations presented here
use a T42 triangular truncation, which corresponds to ap-
proximately 2.8◦ latitude–longitude resolution. We use 25
unevenly spaced levels in the vertical, distributed according

to σ = exp[−5(0.05z̃ + 0.95z̃3)] where z̃ is equally spaced
in the unit interval. A ∇8 hyperviscosity term is applied to
the momentum and thermodynamic equations operating on a
timescale of 0.1 days at the grid scale. The data analysed in
the main text is interpolated from the model’s sigma coordi-
nate to a pure pressure coordinate.

B.2. Radiative transfer

We use a semi-grey radiative transfer code to model radia-
tive heating and cooling. Radiative fluxes are split into two
wavelength bands: one covering longwave (thermal emis-
sion) wavelengths, and the other covering shortwave (stellar
heating) wavelengths.

In the shortwave band, the atmosphere is assumed to be
transparent, and all incoming radiation is absorbed at the sur-
face (i.e., the surface albedo has been folded into the so-
lar constant). The instellation at the top-of-atmosphere is
imposed with the following distribution, appropriate for a
tidally locked planet:

S =

{
S0 cosϑ cos (λ− λ0) on the day side,

0 on the night side,
(B13)

where λ0 = 0◦ is the substellar longitude, and S0 =
1000 W m−2.

In the longwave band, upward and downward radiative
fluxes are computed according to

dF ↑

dτ
= F ↑ − σT 4 (B14)

dF ↓

dτ
= σT 4 − F ↓ (B15)

where τ = τ0(p/p0) is the longwave optical depth, and we
set τ0 = 1 and p0 = ps. The longwave radiative heating in
the model is then

∂T

∂t
= · · ·+ g

cp

∂
(
F ↑ − F ↓

)
∂p

. (B16)

The boundary conditions for the longwave fluxes are F ↓(p =
0) = 0 and F ↑(p = ps) = σT 4

s where Ts is the surface
temperature.

B.3. Surface energy budget, boundary layer sensible heat
transport, and convection

The surface is modeled as a static slab ocean that can ex-
change energy with the atmosphere in the vertical but cannot
transport heat horizontally. The surface temperature evolves
according to

C
∂Ts

∂t
= S + F ↓sfc − σT

4
s −H (B17)

where C is a specified heat capacity that corresponds to an
ocean mixed-layer depth of 2.5 m, F ↓sfc is the downward flux



12

of longwave radiation incident on the surface, and H is the
surface sensible heat flux. H is computed according to

H = ρacpC |ua| (Ts − Ta) , (B18)

where ρ is the density, the subscript ‘a’ indicates quantities
that are evaluated at the lowest model level, and C = 0.001
is a dimensionless bulk transfer coefficient.

Turbulent vertical transport of heat within the boundary
layer is parametrised following Thatcher & Jablonowski
(2016) as

DT = w′θ′ = −K∂θ
∂z
, (B19)

where z is height, w = Dz/Dt is the vertical velocity, and
θ is the potential temperature. The diffusion coefficient K is
calculated according to

K =


C |ua| za for p > ppbl,

C |ua| za exp

[
−
(
ppbl−p
pstrat

)2]
for p ≤ ppbl.

(B20)

ppbl = 850 hPa is the top of the boundary layer, and pstrat =
100 hPa controls the rate of decrease of boundary layer diffu-
sion with height. The contribution to the model temperature
tendency from the boundary layer diffusion is then

∂T

∂t
= · · ·+ g

cp

∂DT
∂p

. (B21)

Finally, the model includes a dry convection scheme,
which instantaneously restores the atmospheric temperature
structure to the dry adiabat whenever it is convectively unsta-
ble.

B.4. Surface friction and sponge layer

Surface friction is parametrised following Held & Suarez
(1994) as a linear Rayleigh drag

∂u

∂t
= · · · − kfu (B22)

where kf is defined as

kf = kf,s max

(
0,
σ − σb

1− σb

)
. (B23)

kf,s = 1 day−1 is the drag timescale at the surface, and the
top of the frictional boundary layer is located at σb = 0.7.

A linear drag is also applied in the upper atmosphere above
psponge = 50 hPa following Polvani & Kushner (2002), which
damps the horizontal winds on a timescale of 0.5 days−1.
This acts as a sponge layer, and is included to suppress wave
reflection at the model top.

C. DERIVATION OF EXPANDED DIVERGENCE
EQUATION

In this appendix we describe how the divergence equation
(Equation 6 in the main text)

∂δ

∂t
+∇p ·

(
ω
∂u

∂p

)
+∇p· [(f + ζ)k× u] (C24)

= −∇2
p

(
φ+
|u|2

2

)
− kfδ.

can be expanded into a form that separates contributions from
the rotational and divergent winds (i.e., Equation 7 in the
main text).

First, applying the Helmholtz decomposition to∇p · [(f +
ζ)k× u], we obtain four terms:

1. ∇p · [fk× ur] = ∇p · [fk× k×∇pψ] = −∇p · [f∇pψ],

2. ∇p · [ζk× ur] = −∇p · [∇2
pψ∇pψ],

3. ∇p · [fk× ud] = k× ud · ∇pf = udβ,

4. ∇p · [ζk× ud] = k×∇pχ · ∇pζ = k · (∇pχ×∇pζ)

= J(χ, ζ) = J(χ,∇2
pψ),

where β = ∂f/∂ϑ, for the third and fourth terms we have
used (f + ζ)∇p · (k × ud) = −(f + ζ)(∇p × ud) = 0, and
in the fourth term we have defined the Jacobian

J(χ, ζ) ≡ k · (∇pχ×∇pζ) . (C25)

We can also expand the |u|2 term into contributions from ur
and ud as follows:

|u|2

2
=
|ur|2

2
+
|ud|2

2
+ur·ud =

|∇pψ|2

2
+
|∇pχ|2

2
+J (ψ, χ) .

(C26)
With these substitutions, the divergence Equation (6) be-

comes

∂δ

∂t
+∇p ·

[
ω
∂ (ur + ud)

∂p

]
+ udβ + J

(
χ,∇2

pψ
)
−∇p ·

[(
f +∇2

pψ
)
∇pψ

]
= −∇2

p

[
φ+
|∇pψ|2

2
+
|∇pχ|2

2
+ J (ψ, χ)

]
− kfδ,

(C27)

which is Equation (7) in the main text.
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D. SUBDIVISION OF HEIGHT FIELD

This appendix includes some additional analysis of the
terms in the divergence equation (Equation 7) for our sim-
ulations, to identify those that contribute most strongly to the
rotational and divergent height components. In particular, we
analyse the divergent circulation by highlighting the term that
corresponds to overturning circulation, and comparing it to
the terms that correspond to wave-like divergent circulation
and non-linear rotational-divergent interactions

In the P = 4 and P = 8 days simulations, the eddy rota-
tional height (Figure 1) is dominated by the linear∇p ·[f∇pψ]
term (not shown). It has the structure of a stationary equato-
rial Rossby wave, that is Doppler-shifted eastwards by the
zonal-mean jet (Tsai et al. 2014; Hammond & Pierrehum-
bert 2018). In the P = 16 days simulation, the eddy rota-
tional height also resembles a stationary Rossby wave, but
the lobes with a positive geopotential anomaly are notice-
ably elongated with respect to those with a negative geopo-
tential anomaly (Figure 1). Figure 9 show the eddy rota-
tional height field for the P = 16 days simulation, divided
into contributions from the linear term, and the non-linear
∇p · [∇2

p∇pψ] − ∇2
p [|∇pψ|2/2] terms. This subdivision of

the height field shows that the elongation of the stationary
Rossby is mostly due to non-linear rotational-rotational in-
teractions.

The divergent height field has a complex structure in each
of the simulations presented in Figures 1 and 2. In order to
interpret it, we show the divergent height field decomposed
into contributing terms in Figures 10 and 11.
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Figure 9. Subdivision of rotational geopotential height in the P =

16 days simulation into contributions from linear (top panel) and
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Figure 10. Subdivision of divergent geopotential height in the P =

4 days simulation into contributions from the linear udβ term (top
panel) and non-linear rotational-divergent terms (bottom panel).

The P = ∞ days simulation represents a limiting case
where the divergent circulation takes the form of an isotropic,
overturning cell (see Figures 1 and 2). In this scenario, Fig-
ure 11 shows that the divergent height structure is due to the
∇p · (ω∂ud∂p) term in regions of ascent near the substellar
point, and descent on the night side. Meanwhile, the kfδ (sur-
face friction) contribution is important in the boundary layer,
and non-linear horizontal divergent-divergent interactions are
important in the outflow area surrounding the region of as-
cent near the substellar point. The balance of terms in the
P = 16 days simulation is similar to that in the P =∞ days
case, although there is a contribution to the divergent height
field from the horizontal non-linear rotational-divergent in-
teraction terms,−∇2

p [J(ψ, χ)]−J(χ,∇2
pψ) (mostly through

ur). Our interpretation of the divergent height structure in
the P = 16 days simulation is that it is consistent with a
thermally-direct overturning circulation that is ‘tipped over’
by the superrotating jet.

By contrast, the most important contributions to the diver-
gent height in the P = 4 days simulation are from the linear
udβ term, and non-linear horizontal rotational-divergent in-
teractions (note that surface friction is still important in the
boundary layer). Figure 10 shows the horizontal structure
of the linear udβ term and horizontal non-linear rotational-
divergent interaction terms for the P = 4 days simulation.
The height field associated with the udβ term is qualita-
tively similar to that of the linear Kelvin wave obtained in
the linear shallow water simulation presented in Appendix
A. In the vertical, the height associated with this term has a
wavenumber-1 structure (Figure 11). However, unlike in the
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Figure 11. Subdivision of divergent geopotential height into contributions from different terms in the divergence equation (Equation 7 in the
main text). The top row shows the total divergent height field for each simulation, and subsequent rows show contributions to the divergent
height from different terms (labelled to the left of each row). Contributions from terms in the full divergence equation that are due to solely
rotational circulation are not shown, as they do not contribute to the divergent geopotential by definition.

linear shallow water simulation, the divergent height field is
modified by the contribution from the non-linear rotational-
divergent interaction term (largest in the upper troposphere),
which yields the complex structure shown in Figure 1. The
divergent height in the P = 8 days simulation has contribu-

tions from all of the terms discussed for both the P = 4 days
and P = 16 days simulations, and it appears that this
simulation is an intermediate case between the Kelvin/non-
linear wave regime of the P = 4 days simulation, and
the thermally-direct overturning regime of the P = 16 and
P =∞ days simulations.
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