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ABSTRACT

T he process of tidal dissipation inside Jupiter is not yet understood. Its tidal quality factor Q) is
inferred to lie between 10° and 10°. Having studied the structure and properties of inertiakm odes in
a neutrally buoyant, core—less, uniform ly rotating sphere W u 2004), we exam Ine here their e ects on
tidal dissipation. T he rate of dissipation caused by resonantly excited nertialm odes depends on the
ollow ing three param eters: how well they are coupled to the tidal potential, how strongly they are
dissipated (y the turbulent viscosiy), and how densely distributed they are In frequency. W e nd
that as a function oftidal frequency, the Q valie exhibits large uctuations, with sm axinum valie
set by the group of inertialm odes that satisfy ! ,where ! isthe group’stypicalo set from an
exact resonance, and their turbulent dam ping rates. T hese are Interm ediate order inertialm odes
w ith wavenum ber 60 and they are excited to a an all surface displacem ent am plitude of order
10°an . The Q value drops much below the m axinum valie whenever a lower order m ode happens
to be In resonance. In our m odel, inertialm odes shed their tidally acquired energy very close to the
surface w thin a narrow latitudinalzone (the ’singularity belt’), and the tidal um inosity escapes freely
out of the planet.

Strength of coupling between the tidal potential and inertialm odes is sensitive to the presence of
density discontinuities inside Jupiter. In the case of a discreet density jum p, asm ay be caused by the
transition between m etallic and m olecular hydrogen, we nd a tim e-averaged Q 10, with a amall
but nonnegligble chance ( 10% ) that the current Q value 2lls w ithin the em pirically determ ined
range. W hereas when such a jum p does not exist, Q 1¢ . Even though it rem ains unclear w hether
tidal dissipation due to resonant nertialtm odes is the correct answer to the problem , it is in pressive
that our sin ple treatm ent here already leads to three to ve orders of m agniude stronger dam ping
than that from the equilbriim tide.

M oreover, our conclusions are not a ected by the presence of a sn all solid core, a di erent pre—
scription for the turbulent viscosiy, or nonlinear m ode coupling, but they depend critically on the
static stability in the upper atm osphere of Jupiter. This is currently uncertain. Lastly, we com pare
our results w ith those from a com peting work by Ogilvie & Lin (2004) and discuss the prospect of
extending this theory to exo—juipiters, which appear to possess Q values sin ilar to that of Jupiter.

Subfct headings: hydrodynam ics | waves | plnets and satellites: individual (Jupiter) | stars:
oscillations | stars: rotation | turbulence

1. NTRODUCTION
1.1. the Puzzk

W e tackle the classical problem of tidal dissipation in
Jupiter. In the follow Ing, we brie y review the problem ,
both for Jupiter and for close-in extra-solar planets. For
a contem porary and expansive overview ofthis issue, in—
cluding a detailed discussion of previous work, we refer
the readersto O gilvie & Lin (2004, hereafterO L).

A s Jupiter spins faster than the orbialm otion of its
nearest satellite (Io), Io raises a tin edependent tide on
Jupiter. T he dissipation of this tide In Jupiter transfers
Isangularm om entum to Io and spinsdown Jupier. W e
adopt the convention ofquantifying the ine ciency ofthe
dissipation® by a din ensionless quality factor Q , which
is the ratio between the energy in the (equilbrim ) tide

I Thisassum esQ is independent ofthe orbitalphase. Hut (1981)
and others have adopted instead a constant lag tine = =(
£), where and f£-are the rotational and instantaneous orbital
angular velocity, respectively, and f is the free anom aly. These
tw o approaches are com parable ifQ is frequency independent and
if the eccentricity is not too large.

E o, see x22.1) and the energy dissipated per period
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where is called the lag angl. It corresponds to the
angle between the directions of Io and the tidal bulge
when we are concemed w ith the equilbriim tide. The
rate oftidal synchronization scales inversely linearly w ith
Q Murray & Dem ott 1999),
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where is Jupiter's spin frequency, ! . = GM g=a°)'=?
is To’s orbital frequency, a itsorbital ssparation,M 7,R 7,
ks, are Jupier’sm ass, radius, tidal love num ber (k,
0:38) and m om ent of inertia constant ( = I=M ;R2
025), regpectively. M 1, is To’sm ass.

Based on the current resonant con guration of the
G alilean satellites, Jupiter’'s Q valie hasbeen estin ated
to be 10° Q 2  1Dwih the actual value likely
closer to the lower lim it (G oldreich & Soter 1966; Peale
& G reenberg 1980). T he interior of Jupiter is com prised
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of (@t m ost) a sm all heavy-elem ent core, a m etallic hy—
drogen region and a m olecular hydrogen envelope (see,
eg.Guillbt et al. 2004), w ith convection being the dom —
nant heat transfer m echanisn outside the core. The
m ost reliable theoreticalestim ate for the Q value { based
on turbulent viscosiy acting on the equilbrium tide {
putsQ 103 G oldreich & Nicholson 1977), wellabove
the Inferred valie. The physical origin for this low Q
value (@and thushigher than expected dissipation) has re—
m ained elusive for a few decades, w ith suggestions rang—
ing from a substantial inner core O em ott 1979), to he-
Iim hysteresis around the depth of hydrogen m etallic
phase transition (Stevenson 1983), to a postulated strati-

cation in the interdior that harbors rotationally-m odi ed
graviy-m odes (Ioannou & Lindzen 1993). E ach proposal
prom ises interesting im plication for the physics of dense
m atter or for the structure of Jupiter. W here does the
truth lie? Intriguingly, Satum’s inferred Q value is sim —
ilar to that of Jupiter (G oMdreich & Soter 1966).

T he discovery of close-in extra-solar jipiters has reju—
venated our interest in this problem and provided new
insights. W hik the m aprity of exo-planets are in ec—
centric orbits around their host stars, the closest—=in ones
have low or nearly zero eccentricities. T his results from
the dissjpation of stellar tide inside the planets which
converts orbital energy into heat w ithout rem oving or-
bital angularm om entum . O rbital circularization due to
tidaldissipation inside the planet proceedsat a rate Hut
1981):
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where k;, O and Ry are the planet’s tidal love num ber,
tidalquality factor and radius, respectively. It orbits its
host star fnassM ) with a sam im apr axis a and an
orbial frequency !. Fig. 1 in Wu (2003) shows that
the observed upper envelope of planet eccentricity as a
function of is sam im apr axis can be explained by a
tidal quality factor of Q 3 1d if these are gaseous
planets sim ilar to Jupiter in their ages and sizes?

The close-in exo-planets and Jupier m ay well have
di erent form ation history, lading to di erent core
sizes and di erent interior com positions. T hey certainly
evolve in very di erent them al environm ents, resulting
In diverging them alstructure in theirupper atm osphere.
N evertheless, they share sin ilarQ factors. T hisprom pts
us to seek a physicalexplanation forQ which isbased on
overt sim ilarities between these planets. The rst trait
in com m on w hich we believe is in portant is that their in—
teriors are fillly convective. T he second trait is that they
rotate fast. Jupier soins roughly fur tim es or every
Io orbit, while the soin of close=in (@ < 0:lAU) planets
should have long been (pseudo-)synchronized w ith their
orbitalm otion. So in both cases, the (dom inant) tidal
forcing frequencies viewed in the planets’ rotating fram e
are below 2 .3 Could these two comm on traits be re-
soonsible for the tidalQ values?

2 0 ne exception isthe planet HD 80606b w hose abnom ally high
eccentricity m ay be acquired relatively recently W u & M urray
2003).

3 In this respect, it is interesting to point out that tidally cir-
cularizing solartype binaries have convective envelopes and likely
spin fast. Curiously, they exhibit sim ilar Q values as these giant
planets M athieu et al. (2004).

12. The InertialM ode A pproach

In a spinning and neutrally buoyant uid sphere, a new
branch of eigen-m odes arise: the inertiatm odes. T heir
m otion is restored not by pressure or buoyancy, but by
C oriolis force. In the rotating fram e, these m odes have
frequencies ranging from zero to tw ice the spin frequency.
A s noted above, the tidal frequencies also fall in this
range. How does the presence ofthesem odes a ect tidal
dissipation?

W e have previously studied inertialm odes in non-
uniform density soheres W u 2004, hereafter Paper I),
focusing on properties relevant to tidal dissipation. W e
found that inertiatm odes which can couple to the tidal
potential are m uch denser In frequency space com pared
to gravity— or pressure-m odes, allow ng for good reso—
nance w ith the tidal forcing. Inertialm odes have unique
\singularity belts" nearthe surface whereboth m ode am —
plitudes and velocity shear are the largest, lading to
strong turbulent dissipation. Both these facts suggest
that nertiatm odes are good candidates to explain the
tidal disspation in planets. In this paper, we explore
this possbility for Jupiter.

B ecause ofm athem aticaldi culies, rotation hasbeen
largely ignored in tidal theories (for an exosption, see
Savonig et al. 1995, as well as their subsequent papers).
However, this can not be justi ed when rotational fre—
quency is com parable to or faster than the tidal fre—
quency. T idalresponse ofthe uid is strongly in uenced
by rotation. Our results here show that when rotation
is taken Into account, even the m ost rudim entary treat-
m ent gives orders ofm agnitude stronger tidaldissipation
than when i isnot.

In this direction, m ost notew orthy is a recent indepen-—
dent work by O L, which appeared while we were w riting
up our results. In thispaper, O L calculated the e ect of
Inertialm odes In planets, based on essentially the sam e
physical picture as we consider here. W e discuss their
work In the context of our resuls. For un-initiated read—
ers, we recom m end their excellent and helpful review for
issues related to tidal dissipation and to inertialm odes.

13. O rmanization

Paper I has laid a oundation by studying properties
of inertialm odes. In x2, we rst sum m arize resuls from
that paper, then proceed to discuss tw o issues of In por—
tance, ie. how strongly an mnertialm ode is coupled to
the tidal potential, and how strongly an inertialm ode
is dam ped by turbulent viscosity. Relevant contents of
a highly technical nature are presented in Appendix D,
where a sin ple toy m odel is constructed to help explain
the results. In x3, we discuss the e ects of inertial-
m ode dynam ical tide on the tidalQ factor, using equi-
lbrium tide as a com parison to illustrate the advantage
of inertialm odes. Lastly, we discuss uncertainties in our
m odel, and com pare our results w ith previouswork (x4).
W e sum m arize and discuss other possible applications in
x5.

2. NERTIALMODES { RELEVANT PROPERTIES

In Paper I, we show that by Introducing the ellipsoidal
coordinates Bryan 1889), the partial di erential equa-
tion goveming inertiatm odes can be separated into two
ordinary di erential equations, both when the density is
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uniform @zryan 1889), and when the densiy satis es a
powerdaw ( / [I @=R¥],whereR isthe planet ra—
dius and r the spherical radius). M oreover, for spheres
of sn ooth but arbirary density laws, we nd that one
could obtain su ciently accurate (@beit approxin ate)
eigenfiinctions using these coordinates.

Each nertialm ode in a sphere can then be character-
ized by three quantum numbers, n;;n, andm . Here, n;
and n, are the number of nodes along the x; or x, el
lipsoidal coordinate lines, and m is the usual azin uthal
num ber. A Il perturbations satisfy the orm e™ with
being the azim uthal angl. For a graphical presentation
ofan inertialm ode, see Figs. 4 & 5 in Paper I.W e also
Introduce in Paper I the din ensionless m ode wavenum —
ber 2( + ny), which is related to the din ensionless
m ode frequency = !=2 sin(n; = ),where! isthe
Inertialm ode frequency viewed in the rotating fram e,
the spin frequency, and 0 < 1. Under this con-
vention, m < 0 denotes retrograde m odes, whilem > 0
prograde ones.

21. Goodness of Resonance

In a non-rotating star, each eigenm ode is identi ed by
three quantum numbersn; Y;m wheren isthe numberof
nodes In the radialdirection, and Y;m relate to a shgle
goherical ham onic function P ( ; ) that describes the
angular dependence of the m ode. In contrast, the an—
gular dependence of each nertialm ode is com posed of a
series of such sphericalham onic fiinctions. T his has the
consequence that while only the '= 2,m = 2branch of
non-rotating m odes can be driven by a potential forcing
of the form P, 2 (the dom inant tidal forcing tem ), ev—
ery even-pariy inertialm ode can potentially be driven.
In this sense, the frequency spectrum of nertialm odes
is dense, and the probability of nding a good frequency
m atch (m ode frequency forcing frequency) ismuch im —
proved over the non-rotating case.

For a given forcing frequency o, how far in frequency
does the closest lnertialm ode lie? W e lin it ourselves to
inertialm odesw ith 2@+ ny) m ax - ApPproxim ate
m ode frequency by shiy =) nn = . Modes
w ith the sam en, butdi erent n; are spaced in frequency
by =n ax - Now allow n, to vary between 1 and

m ax 4 we nd that the best frequency o -resonance
to o istypically
"min 4
—: @)

m ax

( )m = 2 m ax12
For com parison, gravity— or pressurem odes in non-—
rotating bodies can at best have a frequency detuning
of !=! 1=n wih n being the radial order for the
m ode of concem.

22. Overlap with T idalP otential

To orbits Jupiter in the equatorial plane with a fre—
quency !, = 2 =1:769day ! and at a distance a, whilke
Jupiter spins with a frequency = 2 =0#413day ‘.
Viewed in Jupiter’s rotating frame, Io rotates retro—
gradely with frequency !° = ! and exerts a pe—
riodic tidal forcing on Jupier. W e ignore Io’s orbital
eccentricity (€ = 0:004) in this problem . So at a point

4 Unless 0 or 1, we have n .

(r; ; ) inside Jupiter, the potential of the tidal pertur—
bation can be decom posed as
h
GM r
= To Z an COS( + !Ot)
a a
3 r 2 5 1 3 rz2 ,
- - sin — - — sin
2 a 3 2 a
3

ws@ + 2% +0 = )

a
The rsttem isnecessary form aintaining the K eplerian
m otion of this point In Jupiter; the second term ocorre—
soonds to the potential when Io is sn eared into a ring
along its orbit; the third term is the one of relevance
here. Tt describes the periodic forcing by Io in Jupiter’s
rotating fram e. K eeping only this tem and w riting

3GM
tide = ©s2cos@ + 2!%); ®)

2a3
we obtaln  tige = 'twe=2 = 2! &2 = 0766andm =

2.Here, $ = rsin isthe cylindrical radius.

W e investigate here the coupling between inertial-
m odes and the above tidal potential. A ssum ing the two
have the sam e tin edependence, we integrate the forcing
over the planet and over a period to yield the overlap
w o§k J'ntxzegral,

zZ
@
dt d’r ar T e &Fr o owger ()
!22
= &Fr o owge 0= Fro e )
1P

Here, and Y are the displacem ent and Eulerdian den—
sity perturbation from the nertialm ode, whilke its wave-
function isrelated to by %= 12 =& (g. PI
in Paper I). The overlap Integral represents the energy
pum ped into the m ode per period.

221. TidalOverhp for the Equilbrium T ide

In the lim it where the tidal frequency falls well be-
low the dynam ical frequency of the planet, the latter
reacts alm ost Instantaneously to satisfy hydrostatic equi-
Ibriuim . This tidal response is tem ed the ’equilibrium
tide’. An extra response arises when !5 has a near-
resonantm atch w ith one ofthe freem odes in the planet,
and this is called the 'dynam icaltide’. P hysically speak—
ing, the "equilbrium tide’ isthe sum ofallthe ‘dynam ical
tide’ response driven at o -resonance.

T idal overlap for the equilbrium tide is the largest
am ong all tidal response. D isregard any tin e derivative
in the uid equation of motion, take N2 = 0 fr the
neutrally buoyant interior, and assum e any perturbation
to be adiabatic, we use equations In x21 of Paper I to
obtain the follow ing instantaneous response,

2
cqui= T tide! ®)
1P
T he tidal overlap is,
2 3 0 24 GM 22 » 2yt
Eg d'r  tie equi 5 = . D
)
T his is the energy stored In the equilbrium tide and it
appears in equation (1). TaklhgM 1o = 893 16°g,a=
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422 10°an, and adopting a Jupiterm odelfrom G uillot
et al. 2004),we ndE, 3 18%erg. In com parison,
the current potential energy of o is 3 18% erg. So,
over the history of the solar system , Jupier could have
pushed To outward for a negligble 10 7 of its current
orbit ifQ 103, nam ely, only 10 3 fraction of E, is
dissipated per tidal period

As a side note, the spatial dependence of the tidal
potential, as well as that of the equilbrium tide, can
be expressed in the follow ing form which resem bles the
spatial dependence of an inertialm ode in a uniform —
density sphere:  wae / $2 / P, ?&:1)P, ” (x2), here
x; and x, are the aforem entioned ellipsoidal coordi-
nates. In com parison, the lowest-order inertialm ode
M1 = n, = 0, also called a R-m ode) has a wavefunc-

tion / P;%&)P;° (x2).

222. TidalO verhp for InertialM odes

Consider rstthe tidalcoupling ofa gravity-m ode in a
solartype star. F irstly, thism ode needs to have a spher-
icaldegree ‘= 2 and an azin uthalnumber ;n j= 2 tobe
com patible w ith the tidalpotential. Tts radialeigenfunc-
tion oscillates quickly In the W KB region and attens
out in the upper evanescent region (the convection zone).
Overlap wih the (an ooth) tidal potential therefore is
largely contributed by the evanescent region, w ith the
contrbution from di erent nodal patches in the W KB
region canceling out each other.

T he situation is di erent for an inertialm ode. F irstly,
every even-parity, jn j= 2 inertialm ode containsa ‘= 2
spherical com ponent that can couple to the tidal poten—
tial. M oreover, the upper evanescent region ofan inertial
m ode is com parable in size to any other nodalpatch but
w ith much lower density. A s such it is not particularly
In portant for the tidal overlap. T he net tidal overlap is
the sm all residue after the cancellation between all re—
gions. T his property m akes it di cul to reliably calcu—
late the overlap integral. In fact, obtaining results in this
section has been the m ost di cul part of this profct.
M uch attention is paid to ensure the accuracy of nu-
m erical integrations, and to analytically understand the
num erical resuts.

W e delegate much of the technical discussions to the
appendixes. In appendix xB , w e evaluate tidaloverlap for
Inertialm odes In a uniform -densiy m odel. In appendix
xC, we discuss results for m odels of a single pow er-law
index ( ). Lastly, n appendix xD , we present resuls
form odels w ith m ore realistic density pro les, including
ones from Jupiterm odels. W e substantiate ournum erical
results by studying a sin ple toy-m odelw here analytical
resuls are available. H ere, we list relevant conclusions.

W e nd that the severity of cancellation risesw ith in—
creasing m ode order. W e quantify this severity by the
follow Ing dim ensionless num ber,

R !2 2 3
tide D d'r
(10)

12 2, 13 :
i r
tide™ 5 J ¥

Ch=R

W hike C, = 1 for the equilbrium tide, C,, decreasesw ith
rising (or wih rismgn wheren = n; + ny) wih a
slope that depends on the m odel. In detail, integration
ofthe top Integralover the soherical angles alw ays leads
to a cancellation ofordern !, whike Integration over the

radius su ers a cancellation with a m agnitude that de—
pends on factors like the polytropic index of the m odel,
or discontinuities in density or density gradient.

As is shown in Appendix B, In a uniform -densiy
sohere, tidal overlap for all m odes is zero because the
m aterial is incom pressible ( °= 0). W hen we adopt a
constant pressure, constant density sohere, we nd that
only the two lowest order even-parity m odes couple to
the tide (Papaloizou & Savonife 1997).

Form odels satisfying a single pow er-Jlaw density pro le
(/L (@R¥]),C 1=rf *! Preven-pariym odes.
For nstance, = land = 18 yid C, 1=r and
Cn 1=r’*, respectively. This expression is cbtained
from a sim ple toy-m odeland is supported by integration
ofthe actualinertialm ode eigenfunctions @A ppendix C).

Inside Jupiter, gas pressure satis es the ideal gas law
above a radiis r=R 098, whilke i is dom nated by
that from strongly interacting m olecules below this ra—
dius (discussed in Appendix A .1). The densiy pro ke
can be roughly tted by two powerdawsw ith varying
from a value of1:8 near the surface to 1 desgperdown.
This changing a ects the tidal overlap. Let the tran—
sition occur over a radiis r. We nd C, 1= for
n R=randC, 1=n'*® for larger n valies. These
are expected since lower orderm odesm ostly sam ple the

= 1 region and are evanescent in the = 1:8 envelope,
while higher order m odes experience the = 18 power—
law . R ealistic Jupiter m odels presented by G uillot et al.
(2004) yield r=R 002,or r 4 ocalpressure scale
heights.

T he tidal overbp is also a ected by discontinuities in
density or density gradient. The form er m ay occur if,
for instance, the m etallic hydrogen phase transition is
of the rst-order, whilke latter occurs if it is of second-—
order. For a density discontinuity w ith a fractionalvalue

=, Cy ( =)n '=n / 1-n?, whik fr a den-
sity gradient discontinuity of %= 9, the overlap ntegral
Cn (%= 91=n3/ 1=n3.

So In conclusion, the m agniude of the cancellation In
the overlap Integraldepends on the density pro l, both
its overall scaling w ith depth as well as is Interjor dis-
continuities and sharp changes.

In Appendix C, we show that one can obtain C, by
substituting the actual nertiatm ode eigenfiinction w ith
a fast-oscillating cosine function w ith the sam e num ber
of nodes (see Fig. D10). It is as if one can almost
m ake do w thout detailed know ledge of the eigenfinc—
tion. T his nsensitivity leadsus to believe that, although
we are In m any cases using an approxin ate solution for
the nertiatm ode eigenfiinction, our results for the over—
lap Integralis reliable (m ore discussion In Appendix D).

W hy is it necessary to go through all these detailed
analysis? In the expression for C,, while the denom i-
nator is fairly straightforward to obtain through direct
num erical integration, the severe cancellation su ered by
the integral in the num erator renders the num erical re—
suls in m any cases untrustworthy. For instance, a 10 *
naccuracy in the Jupierm odelpresents itselfasa an all
(but nite) density jimp and a ects strongly the value
ofC, at largen.

2.3. Turbulent D issipation

W e dem onstrated in P aper I that energy ofan nertial-
m ode is stored m ostly in the form of kinetic energy. An
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Inertialm ode causes little com pression. A s such, its dis—
sipation is dom nated by shear viscosity.

T he viscous force, F, appears In the equation ofm o—
tion as

r
+ 2 = r9+ 2P0 4F; ay

w here
F =r r— ; 12)

and  is the shear viscosity coe cient and arises from
turbulent convection. W e adopt the follow Ing m ixing—
length-form ula
Al 1 . 13

@vcvl_'_ (I =2 )S- @3)
Here vy, w and ., are the characteristic convection
velocity, scale length and tum-over tin e. W hen convec—
tive tum-over tin e is long reltive to the tidal period
(! o 1), the e ective viscosity is reduced and we
adopt a reduction coe cient s to describe this behav—
Jor. We adopt s = 2 in ourm ain study (see Appendix
A 2 form ore discussion) and discuss In x4 the e ects on
our results when taking s = 1. W e further de ne the
depth R r) at which ! =2 = 1 to be z.,+. For the
Jupiterm odelswe adopt (see Appendix A 2 & Fig.A8),
Zery 10 2®R and

4(z=R) 1 forz > zeri;
2 180 @=R)! T Brz< zem: (14)
Here, istaken to be the surface value ( = 18). The

deeper region where = 10 has too weak a viscosiy to
be of concem.

W e assum e here that the viscous forcing is am all com —
pared to the restoring force for inertialm odes so we can
ignore its e ect on the structure of nertiakm odes.’ V is—
cosity does, how ever, dissipate m ode energy. T he rate of
dissipation is

7 R
d&cr r
R

17 33
2dr

; 15)

w here w e have Integrated by part taking the surface den—
sity to be zero. V iscosity alwaysdampsso < 0. In the
follow ing, we consider only the m agniude of , so we
rede ne = j J

23.1. D issijpation Rate for Equilibrium T ide

The equilbrium tide su ers turbulent dissipation as
the tidal bulge rotates around the planet. W e calculate
its rate of dissipation here.

First, we obtain the displacem ent function ( ) for the
equilbriim tide. W e ignore the e ect of rotation here.
T hem otion isbarotropicso is irrotational, we can w rite

= r [Yn (; )], where £ is a function of radius
alone. T he equation ofm ass conservation, com bined w ith
equation (8), yields the follow ing equation for f,:

v 2
ig r? % (;]')frzbrz_; (16)
? @Qr Qr r? 1P

5 This assum ption is equivalent of requiring that the rate of
turbulent dissipation falls much below m ode frequency !, an
assum ption we later con m .

whereqthe tidal potential  tge = bri¥y, »( ; ) and
b= 22 GM =a’. W e solve r £, with the Hlow -

ing boundary conditions: near the center, the asym p-
totic expansion of the above equation yields f, / r*, so
df,=dr = 2f,=r; at the surface, the Lagrangian pressure
perturbation is zero so , = df,=dr=  bf=g,where g is
the surface gravitational acceleration.

O ver the whole planet, f; rises roughly as r?, with a
surface tidal height . 60 m eters (and a com parable
tangential displacem ent) . U sing the expression of (9.
[14])), we obtain a damping rate of cqui 4 10'°s 1.

T hisdam ping isdistrdbuted overthe buk ofthe planet,
w ith roughly equalcontribution com ing from each decade
ofdepth (out little from above z.p+ Where viscosity tums
over). This rate can also be estin ated using =R
wih  taken to be 10 an®=s, the value fr the e ec—
tive viscosity at the m id-point of logarithm ic depth (see
Fig. A8). Lastly, this corresponds to an e ective Ek—
man number (ratio of period to viscous tin escale) of
Ek 10 3.

2.32. D issipation Rate for Inertia M odes

N um erically, it is straight-forward to obtain the dissi-
pation rates for inertialm odes. It is sensitive only to the
density pro l at the envelope, and ishardly a ected by
phase transition or other densiy discontinuities in the
interior. In this section, we st derive how the rate of
turbulent dissipation scalesw ith nertialm ode wavenum —
ber ( 2@ + ny)), and then present num ericalcon r—
m ations for these analytical scalings, using a variety of
power-law m odels as well as realistic Jupier m odels.

W e use the W KB properties of inertiakm odes, dis—
cussed In x3.1 of Paper I. Inertiatm odes can propagate
betw een the center and an upper tuming point, de ned
In the &;;x2) ellipsoidal coordinates by x; 1=
or ®J 1= or both. The physical depth of this
tuming point depends on latiude. At cos*?
(or xq ®J ), I is closest to the surface with
7 2R=(@1 %)= 2 R=2 (the ’singularity belt’);
while at other latitudes, the depth is R= . W ihin
the W KB cavity, the am plitude of inertialm odes rises as
1= . In the x; and x, coordiates, nodes are spaced
by (U8 )=n and =n,, respectively, and each nodal
patch (inh total nj n, of these) contrbutes com parable
am ount to the totalm ode energy.

V iscosity works on the gradient of the displacem ent.
An inertialm ode propagates with a roughly constant
wavelength in m ost s W KB cavity, but its wavelength
shrinks drastically near or inside the singularity belt
(both x; and ¥J 1= ).Thisiswhereweexpect
the largest dissipation to occur. To order of m agniude,
r 3 r? 2 i the W KB cavity, whil withn
the shgularity bel, ¥ 3§ r? = P We

rst consider m odes rwhich z; > zewr,, 0 / z *
(eg. [L4]) in the region of interest. T he work integral of
turbulent dissipation can be estin ated as,

Z
&Er r :r

6 For Jupiter, this roughly translates to
10 2#®R.

< 50 since zeypit
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O bviously, the viscous integral is dom inated by the con—
trbution from thebetwherez 2z R=?,and where
cos? M eanwhile, the m ode-energy integral is
dom inated by the W KB cavity wih each nodal patch
contrbuting a com parabl am ount,
z Z z

&Er / dxy & %)dx, ¥ 3

2

2000 I ona /o )2, niny: @18)
A m ore accurate scaling for the energy integralhasbeen
established In Paper I (x32), yielding this Integralto be
/ n?7 / 3%, This latter scaling is applicable in the
range of that is of Interest to us and is fairly indepen-
dent of the density pro . Retuming to equation (15),
we obtain

) 352 19)

Now we consider higher order m odes for which z; <
Zerit « M Ost ofthe dam ping stillarises from near z; , where

/ z¢ ~3. W e repeat the scaling exercise n equation
(17) and obtain

) 1st2 =3, 20)

In Fig. 1, we present the num erically obtained dam p—
Ing rates forpower-daw m odelsw ith ranging from 1:0 to
30. Som e ofthesem odelshave doubl pow er-law density
pro lesbut only the envelope value a ects the scaling
r the dam ping rates.” T hese num erical results con m
our above analytical scalings.

W e have also com puted dam ping rates using realistic
Jupiter m odels published by G uillot et al. (2004). T hese
m odels are discussed In Appendix A and have = 18 in
the outer envelope. T he num erical resuls are shown in
Fig. 2. They follow the scalings derived above and can
be sum m arized as,

7:1

=6 101 — or

< 50;
7:59

=3 10° or

— > 50;
7:59

@1)

where we have scaled by 7359, the value of fora low
order nertialm ode (n; = ny, = 1). Even this low order
nertialm ode is rather m ore strongly dam ped than the
equilbrium tide. M ode w ith 50 have 3 Zerit
10 2®R .M oreover, dam ping rates depend only on but
not on (ni;n,) vales.

7 For these double powerJaw m odels as well as for realistic
Jupiter m odels, the inertialm ode eigenfunctions are obtained as
described in P aper I.

3. TDAL Q FOR JUPITER
31. Q value by Equilibrium T ide

For the equilbriim tide, equation (1) (G oldreich &
Soter 1966) yields Q equi = ! = equisr Where ! is the tidal
ﬁ:equencyjntherotatj'lgﬁ:ame(!=2!°= 2( )=
1532 ), and  cqui is the turbulent dam ping rate for
the equilbrium tide as calculated in x2 3 1. Substitut-
ing with the valie equi 4 10'%s !, we obtain
Qequi 107, while Goldreich & Nicholson (1977) pre-
sented an estinate 0fQequi 5 18°. The discrepancy
is partially due to the fact that they have adopted an
eective < > 10 whik our e ective < >  1(
2 3.1) { the actualviscosity is of course uncertain, eas—
ily by a factor of 10. M oreover, their estin ate is m ore
order-ofm agnide in nature. In any case, dissipation of
the equilbrium tide, as has been argued long and hard,
can not be responsble for the outward m igration of Io
and other satellites.

32. Q value by InertiabM odes

How much stronger dissipation can inertiakm odes
bring about? C om pared to the equilbrium tide, nertial-
m odes have the advantage that they can be resonantly
driven by the tidal forcing as they are dense in the fre—
quency range of Interest (x2.1), and they are dam ped
much m ore strongly than the equilbriim tide ®232).
T he disadvantage, however, lies n the generally weak
coupling between an inertialm ode and the tidal poten-—
tial. Can the st two advantages overcom e the last dis-
advantage? Here, we com bine results from previous sec—
tions to calculate the tidalQ caused by inertialm odes.

321. Q valie by IndividualM odes

W e start by calculating the am ount of tidal energy
dissipated via one mertialm ode. The follow ing forced—
dam ped oscillator equation describes the interaction be—
tween an Inertial eigen-m ode and the tidal forcing,

22)

- ilt,
+ -t 5 = T tide€XpP ;

where isthe displacem ent, and the three term s on the
left-hand-side represent, respectively, the inertia, the vis—
cous dam ping, and the restoring force. The free m ode
w il have an eigenfrequency of !(. The right-hand-side
is the tidal forcing w ith frequency ! which we take to be
! lo. Adopting the substitution = % °= ~fwih
the tided quantities nom alized as !'?=2 &’r ~ ~ =1,
multiply both sidesby ~ and integrating over the planet,
we obtain the am plitude
c Sitt C eittri

== = —p— 23
2 1 4.2 2 4(1p+ 2 @)

12

where the tidal coupling C =  &Pr-f
quency detuning ! = ! b (1?  12)=2!, and the
angle = tan !( =2 !) Wweassijn > 0 Prdamping).
For the equilbrium tide ( ! = !), this angle represents
the lJag-anglkbetw een the tidalbulge and the tideraising
body, 2 2tan = cqui=! = 1=Qequi (€g. L]& x31).
Energy I the mertiakm ode is smply 2, and the en—
ergy dissipated via this m ode over one period can be

tide, the fre—
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ﬁ)undb%
I Z
dE 3 ilt
E = dtaz dt drRe[—]Re[ r tide€ ]
I
=j dt! sh(!t+ )cos(!t)
1¢c?
= = n =-— . 24
1T s =y o e

The tidalQ is related to the above quantity by eq. (1)

2 Eg 4E g 4 124 2
0= o - ; @5)
where again E o isthe energy in the equilbrim tide, and
the factor in the parenthesis describes the e ect ofbeing
o —resonance. T his expression can also be derived m ore
sinply takihg E =2 =! E=2 =! 2,

W e call a mode \in resonance" w ith the tide when-
ever2j !j . The Q factor associated w ith a resonant
m ode, Q s, IS proportional to the dissipation rate and
nversely proportional to the nom alized tidal coupling,

R 2r6 12 R 3
4E, 128 T 7 <
Qres = = T hR S iz I

2
e 15 $2 cos2 )APr

(26)
where equation (9) is used. Notice here that all de—
pendences on Io’s m ass and sem Im apr axis drop out,
leaving only the dependences on the tidal frequency and
Jupiter’s intemal structure.

How does Q s behave for di erent inertialm odes?
Based on our previous discussions, we introduce the ol
low iIng scalings with ( being the wavenum ber of refer-
ence,

1P

125n,
Ch nBe — : 27)

Here, C, is the severity of cancellation in the tidal cou—
pling, expressed by equation (10). The factor 125 in the
second scaling is needed to accurately relaten = n; + n,
to in the range of nterest. T he nom alized tidal cou—
pling C can be related to C, as
R 12 2
tide™ 1P j jj3r
c= cn 12 R
z

3d_‘ 1=2

€59,

/ C —
® 079 9 ing)t?
C C
/=) = @8)
n
Here, we have upeed the inform ation that the envelope
of scalsasl= = In theW KB region, and that every

nodalpatch in the W KB region contrbutes com parable
am ount of kinetic energy to the total budget. Again
Z1 st'iands for the upper tuming point at latitude =
cos .
T hese scalings combine to yield the follow ing expres—
sion forQ yes:

ng n + 2+ 2:5n¢

Qres=Qo 0 — =Qo o0 — i 29)
0 0

where Q ( isa constant that depends on Jupiter’'s intemal
structure.

W e obtain num erical results using tw o realistic Jupiter
m odels published by G uillot et al. (2004): m odelsB and
D .They are discussed in detail n Appendix A . O fpar-
ticular relevance is that, whilke hydrogen m etallic phase
transition is treated as a sm ooth transition in m odel B
(interpolated equation ofstate), m odelD hasa rst-order
phase transition and the associated density jum p occur—
ring around =R~ 08.Asaresult, G 1= (c= 3)
in modelB, while C, 1=2rf M. = 2) h modelD.
T hese scalings are derived analytically in Appendix D,
and tested using a toy-m odel integration. In Fig. 2, we
further dem onstrate that these scalings indeed apply to
nertialm odes, albei w ith quite a bit of uctuations.

From equation (21), weobtainn = 7:1 for low-order
modes ( < 50). Song isexpected tobe 16:6 form odelB
and 14: form odelD .W e present num erically calculated
Q s N Fig. 2 and they con m these scalings. M oreover,
Q res ranges from 10 ? forthe low est order nertiakm odes
to 10'° orm odelB (and 10® orm odelD ) when 50.

322. OverallQ Value

Ifwe considerm ultiple nertiatm odes each causing Q i,
the totale ect is
1
Q=P 30
=Y (30)

So at any given tidal frequency, Q is dom inated by the
m ode that contributes the sm allest Q ;. W hich m ode is
this and what is the resulting Q valie? W e derive ana—
Iytical scalings here to answ er these questions.

At agiven forcing frequency, Q values (eq. R5]) fordif-
ferent m odes depend on  non-m onotonically. T ypically,
as Increases, Q rst decreases and then rises sharply.
T his is because low -orderm odes typically are driven o —
resonance 23 ! j ) while one can easily nd high order
m odes to be In resonance w ith the tide. For low-order
modes, as Increases, the chance for a good resonance
w ith the tidal frequency iIn proves. T his com pensates for
the fact that tidal coupling weakensw ih and

ng 2n 4

4 12 256 2 29
0 Ors—s — — ;6D
00

o

Here ng 2n 4= 25n 2 n < 0. For high-
order m odes that satisfy 275 ! j , Increasingly weaker
tidal coupling accounts for the fact that Q rises w ith

asQ Qres / ™° . The Iowest Q value is to be ound
around m odes that satisfy 25 ! j= 27l '3 . This
occurs at
16 1= +2)
— (32)

2
0 0 o
For Jupier m odels, this yields 60 @lso see F1i.
2). These are the m odes that are m ost relevant for tidal
dissipation. They give rise to am Inimum Q value

16 ng=Mn +2)

Q Qo o > : 33)
0 o0

8 Two factors contribute com parably to this scaling: the sharp
transition of equation of state near r=R 0:98 and the discontin-—
uous density gradient at the phase transition point.
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This roughly correspondsto Q@  10° ©orm odelB, and
Q 106 ormodelD (see more detailed calculation be—
Iow).

In the Pllow ing, we con m and re ne the above an—
alytical results by a num erical m odel. W hil we have
a reasonably good handle on m ode dam ping and tidal
coupling, we do not have a perfect Jupier m odel nor
exact Inertiatm ode solutions to produce exact m ode fre—
quencies. So we could not reproduce exactly the tidal
resoonse of Jupiter as a function of Io’s orbital period.
Fortunately, this problem can be circum vented. In the
ollow ing exercise, we produce an arti cial spectrum of
Inertialm odes, with frequencies that satisfy the W KB
digpersion relation = sin(, = ) wih 2@ + ny)
PaperI).To this frequency we add a am allrandom com —
ponent of order = =(10mn;), which is of order 1=10
the frequency spacing betw een neighboring m odes of the
sam e n, valie. This random com ponent is to encap—
sulate our above ignorance but neither its size nor is
sign qualitatively a ect our conclision. In this treat-
m ent, although we w ill not be abl to obtain the exact
tidalresponse of the planet at each forcing frequency, we
can get a reasonable statistical in pression. In fact, this
is the only logical approach warranted by our current
know ledge of the Interior of Jupiter.

Foreach nertiatm ode, w e assign a dam ping as in equa—
tion 1), and a Q s @s In equation (29) di erent for
modelsB & D), and calculate, as a function of tidal fre—
quency, the Q valie for individualm odes as well as the
overallQ value. The results are presented n Figs. 3 &
4 for the two m odels. O ne observes that the O value

uctuates w ildly as a function of the forcing frequency.
W hile there is a ceiling to the overallQ valiue, therem ay
be occasions when resonance w ith very low -orderm odes
occurs, lrading to deep valleys with Q reaching valies
as anallas 10. T he ceiling, on the other hand, is deter-
m ined by 60 m odes which are always in resonance
at any forcing frequency. D ue to their high Q s values,
m odes of orders higher than these are not in portant.

T he results should be interpreted statistically. O ne can
Infer from them two piecesof inform ation about Jupiter’s
Q value. The rst isthe averageQ value acrossa certain
frequency range, and the second the probability of Q
value falling below 10° in this frequency range. Here,
the valie Q = 10° is taken to be the rough upper lim it
for the em pirically nferred Q value.

The de niion for the word ‘average’ deserves som e
delberation. W e follow Goodman & Oh (1997) and
Terquem et al. (1998) in adopting the follow ng average,

"0
Q ()0
0 R— : (34)
Q()d

1

This is equivalent to a tin eweighted average since the
tin e a system spends In a certain state is inversely pro—
portionalto the torque at that state. O ver the evolution-—
ary tin escale, the system quickly m ovesthrough the deep
valleys (large torque) and lingers around in the large Q

region. Thisisalso where wem ost expect to nd Jupiter
today.

We ndthator 2 D7;08],Q0 14 18 ormodel
B and Q 58 10 rmodel D, roughly consistent
w ith our analytical estin ates. Recallthat Q equi  102.
M oreover, at any forcing frequency, the probability that

Jupiter has Q < 10° is 3% i modelB and 105 I

m odelD .

4. DISCUSSION

T hroughout our calculation, we have assum ed that
Jupiter is uniform Iy rotating, neutrally buoyant and
coreless. W e have also assum ed that its intemal con-
vection provides a turbulent viscosity which isquanti ed
by the m xing length theory and which is reduced w ith
an Index s = 2 when the convection tum-over tin e is
long com pared to the tidalperiod. W e obtained inertial-
m ode eigenfunctions for realistic Jupiter m odels using a
com bination of W KB approxim ation and exact surface
solution (Paper I).

In this section, we discuss the validity of our various
assum ptions, factors that m ight in uence our resuks, as
well as in plications of our resuls.

41. TidalO verhp

F irstly, a precaution about tidaloverbhp.W e nd that
this is the trickiest part of our work because hertial-
m odes propagate essentially over the whole planet, w ith
a am all evanescent region very close to the surface. Re—
gions of positive and negative tidal coupling lay side by
side, leading to strong cancellation and extrem e sensitiv—
ity to num erical accuracy. In fact, for a sphere wih a
density pro ke that follow s a single power-daw, the net
tidal coupling decreases w ith Increasing m ode order so
strongly @A ppendix C) that num erical precision is soon
strained even for fairly low-orderm odes. Inertiatm odes
are not in portant for tidal dissipation in these m odels.

In a realistic Jupiter m odel, the cancellation is less
extrem e due to the llow Ing two features: the m olec—
ular to m etallic hydrogen transition at r=R 08 (et
ther a discreet phase transition or a continuous change)
and the polytropic index change at r=R 098 where
hydrogen m olecules change from ideal gas to strongly
Interacting Coulomb gas (discussed in Appendix A 1).
These two features act as som e sort of 'Intemal re ec—
tion’ forthe inertialm odes { theirW KB envelopes inside
and outside of these features di er. This weakens the
above-m entioned nearperfect cancellation in the overlap
contrbution from di erent regions and lads to larger
tidal coupling. This is con m ed by integration using
both a toy-m odel A ppendix D ) and actualinertialm ode
eigenfunctions. In this case, tidaldissipation via inertial-
m odes outw eighs that due to the equilbrium tide.

T he nnertiatm ode eigenfiinctions for realistic Jupiter
m odels are constructed as ollow s (see also Paper I) . W e

rst cbtain eigenfiinctions for a sihglk power-law m odel
w ith the power-law index ( ) detem ined by that in the
outer envelope of the Jupier m odel. This can be done
exactly as long as we ignore the Eulerian density per—
turbation In the equation ofm otjoB.9 Wemulkply the
resulting wave-function by a factor surf= WwWhere gi.¢
is the density for the above single power-law and is the
actualdensiy. W e showed In Paper I that in the W KB
region, this construction approxin ates the actual eigen—
fiinction to order O (1= ?), and i is exact in the surface
evanescent region.

° Thistem issm alland its rem ovalfrom the equation ofm otion,
aswe discussed in P aper I, does not preclude tidal forcing betw een
the tide and the inertialm odes.
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The e ects of such a non-exact form ulation on m ode
eigenfrequencies w ill not signi cantly alter our results
and its e ects on the dam ping rates are negligbl. But
does it a ect our resuls on tidal coupling, which, aswe
have shown, depends sensitively even on num ericalaccu—
racy? A de nitive answer m ay have to com e from high
resolution num erical calculations. But our toy-m odel
givesus som e con dence that our approach has captured
the essence of the problem and that our overlap result is
qualitatively correct.

42. Turoulent V iscosity

T he next issue concems the turbulent viscosity. W e
have presented the detailed viscosity pro l in A ppendix
A 2 & Fig.A8.. This is calculated based on the m xing—
length theory which isorderofm agniude in nature (@lso
e eq. [13]). How much does the Q valie change
when the viscosity is raised (or decreased) by a fac—
tor of, say, 100? The scaling in equation (33) yields

0/ o " oto / ,°® BrmodelB and/ °°
formodelD . So even a factor of 100 change in the vis—
cosity causes a change In the Q value that is com parable
to our num erical accuracy and is not signi cant.

Zahn (1977) has advocated a less drastic reduction
of the turbulent viscosity when the convective tum-over
tin e ism uch longer than the tidalperiod: s= 1 in equa—
tion (13). This produces two di erences to our resuls.
F irst, the equilbriim tidalQ isreduced to 10 asthe
e ective viscosity is Increased over the bulk ofthe planet
by a factorof  1C¢. mertiakm odes also in generalexpe—
rience strongerdissipation, w ith the changem ore striking
for Jow -orderm odes. M oreover, m odes of low er order can
now satisfy the resonance condition 273 ! J ) and they
are the dom nant m odes for tidal dissipation. H owever,
the enhanced also m eans every m ode now has a larger
Q ress @s a resulk, the overallQ factor by nertiatm odes
ishardly modi ed from that in the s= 2 case (see Fig.
5).

4 3. D ensity D iscontinuities

Asour results in Figs. 3 & 4 show, when there exists
a discreet density jum p inside Jupiter, the overallQ fac—
toris 10, or 1@ tines amn aller than the case when
there is no jum p, wih 10% chance that the current
Q valie falls between 10° and 10° (the em pirically in—
ferred Q range for Jupiter). T his dependence on density
discontinuity deserves explanation.

Tt results from a di erence in the overlap integral. In
the jum p case, cancellation in the overlp contribution
com ing from di erent parts of the planet is less severe
Cn / 1=n?), while it is m ore com plete in the no—jm p
case C, / 1=n3), as is explained using a toy-m odel in
Appendix D . In the no—~jm p case, the C, / 1=n> scaling
may arise from two causes: a discontinuiy in the den—
sity gradient due to, for Instance, a second-order phase
transition, and a sharp transition in the power law in—
dex (equivalently, the polytropic index 1) when the
equation of state changes. In Jupiter m odels, the latter
occurs at r=R 098, spanning a range of r=R 002,
or 4 localpressure scak heights @ ppendix A 1). The
overallQ factorislittlea ected ifeither transition region
is shifted upward or downward by a few pressure scale
heights. However, if the second-order phase transition

does not exist, and if the polytropic transition occurring
over a range r=R 0:02, we expect C, / 1=n?*® and
the overallQ factor to be much larger.

D oes Jupiter harbor a density jum p?

O ne possibility isthe so-called m etallic hydrogen phase
transition. O ur know ledge of the equation of state for
hydrogen at M bar level is currently lim ited. W e do not
know whether the transition from am olecular uid to a
conductive uid (m etallic hydrogen) is a plasn a phase
transition PP T) with a discreet density jum p, or a con—
tinuous processw ith only a jum p in the density gradient.
And in the case of PPT, we do not know whether the
actual Jovian adiabat falls below or above the critical
tem perature for a rst-order transition (Stevenson, pri-
vate communication). P lighted by these uncertainties,
planet m odelers have typically chosen to insert (or not
to Insert) by hand a sm alldensity jum p at the suspected
PPT location, and then interpolated between very low
and very high pressures (where we know the equation
of state well), under certain assum ptions, to obtain the
pressure-density curves around this point. W e build our
analysis on two exam ples of such m odels (m odelB with
a sm ooth transition and modelD wih a jimp). Inter—
estingly, G uillot et al. (2004) show ed that am ong m odels
that m atch all observational constraints on Jupiter, the
ones wih PPT equation of state have larger core m ass
and lower totalm ass of heavy elem ents, whilke the ones
w ith sm ooth iInterpolated equation of state tend to the
opposite.

A nother possbility m ay ©llow from helium /hydrogen
phase separation. W henever the Jovian adiabat allsbe-
low the critical tem perature curve for heliim inm iscbil
iy, heliim separates from hydrogen and form s heliim -
rich droplts that fall tow ard the center (Salpeter 1973).
D ue to is cooler interior, this process has proceeded fur-
ther In Satum than in Jupier. But even in Jupiter there
m ay be a density jum p, or at worst, a jymp in densiy
gradient, associated w ith this e ect.

C lose—in hot exo—jpiters presum ably have higher over—
all entropy than Jupiter does, as radiation from their
surface is e ectively sealed o by the stellar nsulation.
T heir interior tem perature is higher at a given pressure.
Both PPT and heliim rain-out are therefore less lkely
to occur In these bodies.

In summ ary, current Jupier m odels exhibit features
that warrant Q 1¢. It is plausbl to nd a non-
negligble densiy jim p in the Jovian interior, due either
to a rstorder PPT or helum /hydrogen separation, in
which case we obtain Q 10 . This, however, ism ore
di cuk to justify in hot exo—jipiters, com prom ising our
Initial goalof searching for a universalm echanism .

44. Presence of a Solid Core

W e have assum ed here that convection penetrates into
the center of Jupier. But it is possible that Jupiter
does have a solid core. D em ott (1979) pointed out that
body tide in the (in perfectly elastic) solid core of Jupiter
wih a core quality factor 30 can account for the ob-
served tidal dissipation. However, this requires a core
size which is at the upper-end of current determ inations
(Leore=R 0:15) aswell as a core quality factor which
is currently unknown. M oreover, the e ciency of such
a m echanisn depends sensitively on the core size and it
m ay be unreasonable to expect that exo—-jupiters allhave
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core sizesw ithin a narrow range. So we restrict ourselves
to consider the e ect of a core on the tidalQ factor due
to nertialm odes.

Inertiatm odes are exclided from the solid-core. For
an estin ate, we retain the inertiakm ode eigenfunctions
calculated for the core—less case, but suppress from the
core region contrbution to m ode energy, m ode dam p—
ing, and tidal overbp integral. W e nd no substantial
di erence between this and the core-less case (one can
also com pare results from m odelB which is core-less and
modelD which has a 10M core). Contrbution from
the core region to the overlap integral, or instance, is
insigni cant as the radial ntegrand drops as / r® (eq.
[C3]): radial dependence of the tidal potential goes as
r?, and iertialm odes are m ore anelastic (mmall % o
the high density region.

A more subtle In uence of the core, however, m ay be
present. W hile we have been abl to separate spatial
variables and calculate inertialm ode eigenfiinctions in
the ellipsoidal coordinates for corelessm odels, the pres—
ence of a spherical core destroys this convenience. The
Innerboundary conditions can no longerbe de ned along
constant ellipsoidal coordinate curves and we have to re—-
tum to the origihalpartialdi erentialequations. This is
analogous to the situation w here the C oriolis force breaks
the sym m etry ofa spherical star, w ith the resul that the
angular dependence of an eigen-m ode In a rotating star
can no longerbe described by a single sphericalham onic
butonly by am ixture ofthem . So it isperceivable that, if
we adopt core—less inertialm ode eigenfiinctionsasa com —
plete basis, inertiatm ode eigenfunction in the presence
of a spherical core m ay be a m xture of these functions.
This gives us a hint on how to proceed when there is a
core. It is possble to obtain the m ixing ratio and use
these to calculate new dam ping rates, m ode energy and
tidal coupling. W e con gcture that the m xture becom es
purer  ore dom nated by one com ponent) as the core
size approaches zero. In particular, we expect them ixing
not to be Im portant when the core size ismuch an aller
than a wavelength ofthe inertialm ode (rcore=R 1= ).
W e plan to extend our calculation to the solid core case
in the future.

T he above con ctiire seem sto be supported by num er—
icalcalculationsby O gilvie (2005). H e recovers low -order
Inertialm odes when he decreases the core size. W hen
the core size is signi cant, however, O L's study discov—
ered som ething else. Instead of global inertialm odes,
they found that uid regponse to the tidal forcing is con-—
centrated into characteristic rays which becom e singu-
larly narrow as viscosity goes to zero. This appears a
rather di erent picture from ours and the physicalorigin
of these singular rays deserves understanding.

4 5. Radiative Atm osphere

W e have also assum ed that the convection zone ex-—
tends all the way to zero density. This may be unre—
alistic for Jupiter, and worse still for exo—jupiters. In
the Jupiter m odels we adopted, convection gives way to
radiation juist above the photosphere (o = lbar). The re-
ality is m ore com plicated (also see discussions in P aper
D) .Tem perature In the Jovian atm osphere is such that as
a uid parceltravelsupw ard, swater content condenses
and releases latent heat. T he resulting adiabatic gradient
(the 'wet adiabat’) depends on the water content and is

shallow er than the one that does not inclide w ater con—
densation (the 'dry adiabat’). So fora given tem perature
pro J, a particularly dry parcelcan be convectively sta—
ble. T his is consistent w ith the G alilo probe data which
indicates stable strati cation down to 20bar after en—
tering a dry spot on Jupiter@ llison & Atkinson 2001).
Available Jupiter m odels are at best 1-D representation
ofthe 3-D structure, and our results depend critically on
the tam perature structure and turbulent viscosity in the
upper atm osphere of Jupiter.
W hat is the e ect of a thin radiative atm osphere on
Inertiatm odes? Inertialm odesm ay not be perfectly re-
ected near the surface and som e of is wave- ux can
be snuggled out of the convective region in the fom
of graviy-waves. T he radiative zone has a peak B runt—
V aisala buoyancy frequency
g 2700

N = ————  0:029s%; 35

s 93 1¢ 33)

which ismuch higher than the nertiatm ode frequencies
we are interested n (! 35 10%s 1!). So the rekvant

graviy-wave is high in radialorder and is strongly m od—
i ed by rotation, satisfying N ! . Such waves can
be calculated (sem ))-analytically under the "traditional
approxin ation’ and are called the 'Hough m odes’. The
an uggled wave— ux is subsequently lost in the higher at—
m osphere where the gravity-wave breaks. This brings
about enhanced dam ping to the inertialm ode. Recall
that the overallQ factor scales roughly as inverse square
root of the dam ping rate. So unless the resultant dam p—
Ing rate is orders of m agniude above the rate of turbu-
lent dam ping, the overallQ factor is little a ected.

T here are otherw ays In w hich a radiative envelopem ay
a ect inertialm odes. The uppertuming point (z=R
1= 2 when cos! and z=R 1= otherw ise) of
a su ciently high order inertialm ode m ay fall near or
above the convective-radiative interface. W hen this oc—
curs, the structure of the inertialm ode is signi cantly
modi ed. The radiative region inposes a di erent sur-
face boundary condition on the inertialm ode than the
one we assum e here (vanishing Lagrangian pressure per-
turbation). Thisdi erent boundary condition, as is illis—
trated by the toy m odel In A ppendix D , m ay give rise to
much di erent (lkely larger) tidal overlap and therefore
adierentQ (lkely smaller) factor (see also x4.8).

E xtra-solarhot Jupiters are strongly irradiated by their
host stars. Their atm osphere is m ore isothem al lead-
Ing to a substantially thicker radiative envelope (down
to 30km below photosphere) than that in Jupiter.
T hisenvelopem ay sustain rotationally-m odi ed graviy—
waves ('Hough M odes’) which m ay be resonantly (ifthese
waves are trapped) excited by the tidal potential. It is
possble that this explains the tidal dissipation In these
hot jipiers (Lubow et al. 1997). However, hertial-
m odes should still exist and w il couple to the tidalpo—
tentialeven in these planets. T he fact that the Q values
appear to be sim ilar between the exo—-jipiters and our
Jupiter leads us to suspect that inertialm odes w ill re—
m ain relevant. It is foreseeable, for instance, that these
planets harbor a new branch of globalm odes which are
nertialm ode like In the interior and gravity-m ode like
In the exterior.

4.6. W here is the tidal energy dissipated?
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In our picture of resonant inertialm ode tide, m ost of
the tidal dissipation occurs very near the surface, w here
both the kinem atic viscosity and the velocity shear are
the largest. In a realistic Jupiterm odel, the e ective tur-
bulent viscosity peaks at a depth of 60km (zvi, Fig.
A8 In Appendix A 2), and decays sharply nward. M ean—
while, the displacem ent caused by inertialm odes rises
outward toward the outer tuming point. And the ve—
locity shear reaches tsm axinum inside the ’'singularity
belt’ PaperI), which is Hund to be around cos?t ,
with an angular extent R= and a depth R=2.
For inertiatm odes m ost relevant for tidal dissipation
( 60), this depth roughly coincides w ith the location
ofmaximum viscosity. W e have con m ed num erically
that m ost of the dissipation indeed occur in this shallow
bel.

The tidal luminosity in Jupier is 7
10%° 10°=Q )erg=s. W hat is the e ect of deposi—
Ing this much energy in a shallow layer? W e com pare
this against intrinsic Jovian ux ofF 5000 erg=an?=s.
T he total intrinsic um nosiy passing through the belt
is 2 R=F 3 1% erg=s. Thisis largerthan (or
at worst com parable to) the tidal um inosity. A nother
way of phrasing this is to say that the local themm al
tim escale is shorter than (or at worst com parable to)
the ratio between local them al energy and the tidal

ux. So the bel is expected to be able to get rid of the
tidalenergy w ithout su ering signi cantm odi cation to
its structure.

Angular m om entum is also deposited locally. W e as—
sum e here that the convection zone is able to di use
the excess angular m om entum aln ost instantaneously
toward the rest of the planet. However, if convective
transport is highly anisotropic and prohibits di usion,
it is possible that this (hegative) angular m om entum is
shored up near the surface and contrbutes to surface
m eteorology of Jupiter.

T he transiting planet HD 209458b is observed to have
a radius of 13R;y Brown et al. 2001). Its proxim iy
to itshost star and is currently nearcircular orbit raise
the possbility that is oversize is a result of (past or
current) tidal dissipation (Gu et al. 2003). However, if
our theory applies also to these hot jupiters, we would
expect that the tidal heat is deposited so close to the
planet surface that it can not be responsible for in ating
the planet!® M oreover, given the short local them al
tin escale, any change to the planet structure should dis—
appear once tidal dissipation ceases.

4.7. TidalAm pliide and N onlinearity

If inertialm odes are resonantly excited to lJarge am pli-
tudes, they can transfer energy to other inertialm odes in
the planet and be dissipated by nonlnearm ode coupling.
To see whether this is In portant, we consider the am pli-
tude of nertiatm odes. This is largest near the surface
around the ’singularity belt’. W hen an inertiatm ode is
resonantly excited ( ! J ), we obtain a horizontalsur—
face displacem ent 4, 101 ( =759) "an . W hik this
In plies extrem e am plitudes for low-order m odes, they
only come Into resonance rarely. For m odes of inter—

10 Tt isdi cult to in agine how entropy deposited near the sur—
face can be advected inw ard to raise the entropy level of the entire
planet.

est ( 60), the typical surface displacem ent am plitude
is 16 am ,*! so the din ensionless am plitude ( =Ry)
is 10 7. Can such an am plitude incur strong nonlinear
dam ping?

At such an allam plitudes, nonlineare ects can bewell
descrbbed by threem ode couplings. The e ciency of
this process scales with the am plitudes of the m odes
concemed. The most in portant nonlinear coupling is
param etric resonance: when the inertialm ode reaches a
threshold am plitude, pairs of daughter nertialm odes, at
half the frequency and wih m = 1, can be param et-
rically excited and can grow to signi cant am plitudes.
N onlinearm ode coupling then drains energy quickly out
ofthe originalm ode. T he threshold din ensionless am pli-
tude is (Landau & Lifshiz 1969; W u & G oldreich 2001)
| L2 | 2#172

Ry para

where is the coupling coe cient between the parent
and the daughter pair, , the damping rate for the
daughterm odes, and ! the frequency detuning for this
resonance. A rras et al. (2003) has studied the coupling
coe cient for nertialm odes in a uniform density sphere
and found n= °:themaxinum coupling coe cient
obtains for daughter pairs that are spatially sim ilar and
m axin ally overlap!? W e adopt their result here. W e
furthertake ! = 0Oand , = 1 107 to obtai the
low est possble threshold am plitude. For nertialm odes
of interest, =Rjjara 10 °. So param etric dam ping of
the tidally forced inertialm odes is un-im portant.

Another threem ode ocoupling of consequence is be-
tween the Inertialm ode, itself and a mode at twice
the frequency (up-conversion). However, n the case
of Jupiter, twice the tidal frequency falls outside the
nertialm ode range.

U noonsidered here is another form ofparam etric reso—
nance: sin ultaneous exciation of two inertialm odes by
the tidal potential, with frequencies of the two m odes
sum m ing up to the tidal frequency. W e nd this to be
also negligible for Jupiter-lo system , but lkely in portant
for exo—jipiters.

48. Comparison with Ogilvie & Lin (2004)

Them ost relevant w ork to com pare our resuls against
is that of OL, which is an independent study that ap-
peared while we were revising our paper. In their work,
the sam e physicalpicture as that discussed here w as con—
sidered, nam ely, tidal dissipation in a rotating planet.
T hey em ployed a spectralm ethod to solve the 2-D partial
di erential equations which describbe uid m otion forced
by the tidalpotential inside a viscous, anelastic, neutrally
buoyant, polytropic uid. This procedure directly yields
the value of the tidal torque on the planet, w thout the
need ofa nom alm ode analysis. T he num ericalapproach
allow s them to Include the e ect ofa solid core, as well
as that of a radiative envelope. O verall, they conclided

11 Tn contrast, the displacem ent am plitude of the equilibrium
tide is much larger, 60m . Qequi is large, how ever, because
the equilbrium tide is dissipated very weakly.

12 In their nom alization, the din ensionless am plitude is unity
when m ode energy equals the rotationalenergy of the sphere. T his
is sim ilar to setting the dim ensionless am plitude to be the ratio
betw een displacem ent and radius at the surface.
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that mnertialwaves can provide an e cient m echanisn
for tidaldissipation, and that the tidalQ factor isan er—
ratic function of the forcing frequency. W e concur w ith
these m a pr conclusions.

However, m any technicaldi erences exist between the
two works. To better understand both works, it is illu—
m Inating to discuss som e of these di erences here.

F irstly, as ism entioned in x4 4, while we obtain global
Inertialm odes which have well de ned W KB proper-
ties and discreet frequencies, O L dem onstrated that the
tidally—forced response of a planet is concentrated into
characteristic rays w hich are singular lines in the lim it of
zero viscosity. W hile viscous dissipation in their case oc-
curs In regions harboring these rays, our nertialm odes
are predom inately dissipated very near the surface (the
'singularity belt’). M oreover, although both our Q val-
ues exhbit lJarge uctuations as a function of tidal fre—
quency, the origin of the two m ay be di erent { In our
case, a desp valley indicates a good resonance between
the tide and a low -order inertialm ode, while the situa—
tion is less clear in their case. A 1l these di erences m ay
origihate from the presence (@bsence) of a solid core in
their (our) study. W e are currently nvestigating the un—
derlying m athem atical explanation for these di erences.
A gain, it is interesting to note that as the core size ap-
proaches zero, nertialm odes seem to reappear O gilvie,
2004, private com m unication).

Secondly, OL’s results are based on a n = 1 poly-
trope, for which we nd that tidal coupling is vanish-
ingly small (see Appendix C),'3 and that nertiakm odes
are not in portant fortidaldissipation. It is currently un—
clearwhether thisdi erence arises from the presence ofa
core or from the presence ofa radiative envelope In their
study. Despite a steep suppression of the tidal overlap
integrand near the center (integrand / r°), the presence
of a solid core may a ect tidal overlap In a m ore sub—
stantial m anner by re ecting inertialwaves and chang—
ing their m ode structure x4.4). M eanwhile, a surface
boundary condition speci ed at a nite density (nstead
ofat = 0) may cause extra tidal coupling x4.5), as is
show n by the analysis in Appendix C . T his issue ism ore
relevant for extra-solar hot Jupiters which have deeper
radiative envelopes.

Thirdly, OL assumed a constant Ekman number
throughout the entire planet. Since

Ek T~ TR? ; 37)
thisinpliesa viscosty = !'R°Ek 2 18°E k that is
constant throughout the planet. W ehave argued that the
e ective viscosity value for the equilbrium tide should
be oforder 1F an®=s (xk2.3.1), or an e ective Ek
10 3. However, such a weak viscosity is much sm aller
than is currently reachable by a num ericalm ethod In a
reasonable am ount of tim e. ITnstead, O L have opted for
an altemative treatm ent n which they steadily decreased
the Ekm an number from Ek = 10 % to 10 7 and argued
(based both on num erical evidence and on an analytical
toy-m odel) that the nalQ valie is independent of the
Ekm an number. This contrasts wih our results that
Q roughly salksas , '~ (x42), obtained fr realistic

13 A Ithough we only present results fora = 1 power-law m odel,
they apply to a n = 1 polytrope as well since the two behave
sim ilarly near the surface and near the core.

viscosity pro ls,where g isthedam ping rate foram ode
ofwavenumber g.

To m ake the com parison m ore appropriate, we adopt
a constant viscosity inside the planet and nd thatm ode
dampingrates =5 10°E®k=10 7) ( =759)°%s ' ;
the Jupiter m odel D, while individualm ode Q s value
also scales linearly wih the Ekm an number (eg. [R6]).
Applying scalings derived In x32.1, we nd an over—
all Q 23 16€@k=10 7) '. This value is consis-
tent w ith that obtained by OL orEk 10 7. M ean—
while, the equilbrium tide gives rise to Q equi 4
10° ® k=10 7) . So in models of a constant Ekm an
num ber, inertialm odes contrbute com parably to tidal
dissipation as does the equilbrium tide, but no better.
T hese results are presented In Fig.6.

5. SUMM ARY

In a series of two papers Paper I& this), we have ex—
am ined the physicalpicture of tidal dissipation via reso—
nant inertialm odes. T his applies to a neutrally-buoyant
rotating ob ect in which the tidal frequency in the rotat-
Ing fram e is kess than tw ice the rotation frequency.

In Paper I, we rst demonstrate that under some
circum stances (power-law density pro les of the form

/ @ ?) ),thepartialdi erentialequationsgoveming
Inertialm odes can be separated into two ordinary di er—
entialequationsw ih sem Fanalyticaleigenfiinctions. W e
also show that thism ethod can be extended to apply to
m ore generaldensity pro ls, w ith the price that the so—
ution isexact in the surface region but only approxin ate
In the W KB regin e. N evertheless, this approxin ate so-
Iution allow s us to draw m any physical conclusions con-—
ceming inertialm odes, Including their spatial character—
istics, their dispersion relation, their interaction w ith the
tidalpotentialand w ith turbulent convection. T his sem i
analytical technique gives us an edge over current com —
putational capabilities, though fill con m ation of our
conclisions m ay require carefiil and high-resolution nu-
m erical com putation. It is clear from our study that
any num erical approach would need to be abl to resolve
the socalled \sihgularity belt" near the surface where
nertialm odes vary sharply, and that num erical resuls
need to be taken cautiously when evaliating the tidal
overlp.

In this paper, we discuss the role in tidal dissipation
played by mnertialm odes. T his depends on the follow ing
three param eters: how well coupled an inertialm ode is
to the tidalpotential, how strongly dissipated an inertial-
mode is by turbulent viscosity, and how densely dis-
tributed in frequency are the inertialm odes. W e have
obtained all three param eters using both toy m odels and
realistic Jupier m odels. Low-order inertialm odes, if
in resonance ( ! < , where ! is the frequency de-
tuning between the tidal frequency and the m ode fre—
quency, isthem ode dam ping rate), can dissipate tidal
energy wih Q as small as Q 10. However, such
a resonance is not guaranteed at all tidal frequencies,
and the system sweeps through a fortuitously good reso—
nance w ith speed. Inertialm odesm ost relevant for tidal
dissipation are those satisfying ! , where ! de-
creases w ith m ode wavenumberas ! / 2,and rises
steeply wih mode wavenumber. These are hertial
m odes w ith wave-num bers 60 (or total num ber of
nodesn = nj; + n 30). At any tidal frequency, one
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can always nd resonance wih one such mode. They
provide the continuum to the Q value, whereas previ-
ously m entioned good resonances appear as dense valleys
superposed on this continuum (see, eg., Fig. 4).

The continuum Q valuie depends sensitively on the
presence of density discontinuities inside Jupiter, as the
latter in uences strongly the m agniude of coupling be—
tween the tidal potential and nnertialm odes. Current
Jupiter m odels show a sharp change in the adiabatic in-
dex near the surface (hydrogen idealgasto Coulomb gas
transition), this warrantsa Q valie of 1CF. The pres—
ence ofa discontinuiy in density gradient due to a phase
transition (m etallic hydrogen phase transition and/orhe-
Jium /hydrogen separation) has the sam e e ect. On the
other hand, if the phase transition is rst-order in na—
ture and incurs a density jimp, Q 10. Our results
are uncertain up to perhaps, one order of m agnitude.
But it is already clear that mnertialm odes cause m uch
stronger dissipation than the equilbrim tide, which
vields Qequi  10. In the case ofQ 10, there is a

10% chance that the current Q valie fallsbetween 16
and 10° (the em pirically nferred Q range for Jupiter).

Ourm odelalso builds on the assum ption that Jupier
isneutrally strati ed and turbulent allthe way up to the
photosphere, as turbulent dissipation for inertialm odes
w ith 60 are calculated to arise m ostly near or below
the photospheric scale-height. E ects like w ater conden—
sation m ay alter the static stability in Jupiter’s atm o—
sohere, m aking the atm ospheric strati cation a function
of space and tin e.

W e also restrict ourselves to core—less Jupiter m odels.
Our conclusion is little a ected when we include an in—
ner core w ith a size that is com patible w ith current con—
straints. However, this is assum ing that global nertiat
m odes still exist In the presence of a solid core. O gilvie
(2005) extended the study in Ogilvie & Lin (2004) and
dem onstrated that a new kind of tidal response appears
when Jupiter hasa core: uid m otion is tightly squeezed
into ’‘characteristic rays’ which becom es sihgular when
the viscosity goes to zero. This is a drastically di erent
picture than the globaleigenm ode picture described here
and m ay lad to di erent Q factors.

W e have adopted the Goldreich & Keeley (1977) pre—
scription (s = 2) to acoount forthe reduction in turbulent
viscosity when the convective tum-over tim e is long rela—
tive to the forcing period. Calculations adopting Zahn's

prescription (s= 1) produce no di erence in the Q value
caused by inertialm odes, though we nd the equilbrim
tide is signi cantly m ore strongly dam ped. Conceming
possbl e ectsofnonlineariy: T he surface m ovem ent of
Inertialm odes is predom inately horizontal. For nertial-
m odes that are m ost relevant for tidal dissipation, the
surface displacem ent am plitnde  1Gan,or 107 of
the radiis. W e estin ate that nonlinear e ects are negli-
gbl.

In ourtheory, tidalheat is deposited extrem ely close to
the planet surface (inside the ’singularity bel’) and can
be lost quickly to the outside. For Jupiter, the tidal um i
nosity in this region is am aller than (or at worst com pa—
rable to) the Intrinsic lum nosity and so would not m uch
alter the structure. H ow ever, there rem ains the Intrigu—
Ing possibility that the negative angularm om entum de-
posited to the belt may a ect surface m eteorology (&t
stream s and anticyclones). M oreover, if this theory also
applies to hot exo—jipiters, the tidal lum nosity is un-—
likely to be responsble for in ating planets and solving
the size-problem of close—in exo—jipiter HD 209458b.

A Ihough our investigation was stin ulated by the fact
that exo-solarplanets exhib it sin ilarQ valies as Jupier
does, £t m ay be di cult to draw a close analogy betw een
Jupiter and hot exo—jpiters: the existence of a rst—
order phase transition is less convincing in the latter due
to their hotter interjors; the upper atm osphere of these
planets are strongly irradiated by their host stars and
are therefore lkely to be radiative; they m ay have rather
di erent core sizes depending on their form ation history.
N evertheless, it is our plan to extend the current study
to exo—jpiters, as Investigations into these bodies m ay
ultin ately yield clue for the story of Jupier. It is also
foreseeable that the theory developed here has in plica—
tions for Satum, U ranus, solartype binaries, M dw arfs
and brow n-dw arfs.

Phil A rras has contrbuted to the early stages of this
work. I thank hin for an enpyable collhboration. I
also acknow ledge stin ulating conversationsw ith G ordon
O gilvieand D oug Lin, and thank T ristan G uillot form ak—
iIng his Jupierm odels publicly available. Lastly, this ar-
ticle bene ted greatly from the Insightfil comm ents by
the referee, D avid Stevenson.
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1998, ApdJ, 502, 788 Wu,Y.& Murray, N .2003, ApJ, 589, 605
Wu,Y .2003,in A SP Conf.Ser.294:Scienti c Frontiersin R esearch Zahn, J-P.1977,A& A, 57, 383

on E xtrasolar P lanets, 213{216
Wu,Y.2004, ApJd, subm itted (P aper I)
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Fig. 2 \ T idal coupling, viscous dam ping rate and resonant Q res factor for various inertialm odes calculated using two Jupiter m odels.
M odelB (open circles) has no heavy m etal core and no rst-order m etallic hydrogen phase transition, while m odelD (solid triangles) has
a core aswellas a density jam p at r=R 0:8 due to the plasm a phase transition. T he upper-left panel presents the (nom alized) coupling
integralC, (eq. [L0]) as a function of inertialm ode node numbers (n = nj + ny). A lthough the scatter is large, m odelB results arebest t
by Cn 1=n® (solid line), while m odelD results ollow Cp 1=2r¢ (dotted line). T he low er-left panel show s the energy dam ping rate as
a function ofm ode wavenum ber ( 2n). Results from both m odels scale as 71 £y low -order m odes and as > Br high-order m odes
(tw o solid lines), consistent w ith analytical expectations (x2.3.2). T he dotted line in the sam e panel is the m Inim um frequency detuning
as a function of (eq. [K]). Q res, the Q value contrbuted by each m ode when it is in resonance w ith the tide (eg. [26]), is plotted on
the right-hand panel as a function of . Again, analytical expectations for m odels B & D are depicted by the solid and dotted lines,
respectively. W hile low -orderm odes ( < 40) from the two m odels largely share sim ilarQ res values, higher orderm odes follow m ore closely
the analytical scalings. H ere, we have included only inertialm odes w ith 0:776 but the results rem ain sim ilar for other inertialm odes.
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a given frequency there is 3 percent chance that wewill nd Q < 16. The probability for this to occur at a given instant in tim e is
am aller. T he dashed vertical curve locates the tin e-weighted average Q value Q,eq. B4]). We ndQ = 14 10 w ithin this frequency
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panel translates the Q result into a quantity used in Fig. A2 of OL (the dim ensionless viscous dissipation rate, / 1=Q ), plotted here as a
function of 2 = != . The two overlaid lineswith Q = 10° (dotted) and Q = 4 10 (dot-dashed), respectively represent the em pirically
inferred Q value for Jupiter and the Q value associated w ith the equilbbrium tide in thism odel. T hese results resem ble those presented in
Fig. A2 of OL for the sam e Ekm an num ber.
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APPEND IX

RELEVANT PROPERTIES IN A JUPITER MODEL

Here, we study properties of Jupiter that are relevant for the tidal process. This is based on publicly available
m odels of Jupiter presented In Guillot et al. (2004). They are produced w ih the newest equation of state and
opacity calculations, incliding the e ect of hydrogen phase transition, and akalim etal opacity. T hey satisfy gravity
m easurem ents (esp. J; & Jg) to much better than a percent and reproduce other global properties of Jupiter (radius,
surface tam perature, ntrinsic ux).

In this study, we focus on two m odels, B and D, out of the ve sam ple m odels presented in G uillot et al. (2004).
M odelB isproduced w ith an interpolated hydrogen equation of state (m eaning no rst-orderm etallic hydrogen phase
transition), and has no heavy m etalcore. M odelD , in contrast, containsa rst-orderphase transition PP T equation
ofstate) and hasa corew ith m ass10M . T he photosphere forboth thesem odels is ocated at a radiusof 7 18 am,
at a pressure of 10 dyne=an ?, and w ith a tem perature 170K and a density 1:6 10 *g=am 3.

T he interiors of these m odels are fully convective (outside the core). Due to the high density iIn Jupiter (m ean
density = 1:3g=an®), the convection speed needed to carry the sm all intrinsic ux (G4 10 erg=s=an?) is highly
subsonic, resulting In an alm ost exactly adiabatic tem perature pro ke (superadiabatic gradient 10 & or smaller).
T his justi es our assum ption of neutrally buoyant uid when investigating inertialm odes. O nly the thin atm osphere
above the photosphere, w ith a localpressure scale height  20km , is radiative.

Density Pro ¥

Two features in the densiy pro le ofthese m odels deserve attention.

At radius r=R 08, pressure  180? dyne=amn?, and density =~ 1g=an®, hydrogen undergoes a phase transition.
Above this layer, hydrogen is m ostly neutral and m olecular. Below this layer, the m ean atom ic spacing becom es
an aller than a Bohr radiis and electrons are pressure lonized. T he strong C oulom b interaction and electron degeneracy
resem ble those n a m etaland the transition is referred to as ’'liquid m etallic hydrogen’ transition (G uillot et al. 2004).
T he nature of this transition is still poorly understood. M odelB assum es this transition is of second-order and entails
a discontinuiy only in the gradient ofdensity (oforder 50% ), whilem odelD assumes it isa rst-order transition w ih
a density jum p oforder 10% . These two di erent treatm ents should bracket the actual equation of state of hydrogen.

Another fature sets in nearer the surface, at radius =R~ 0:98, pressure  18° dyne=cm ? and density 0:lg=an 3.
Above this region, the gas can be considered as idealdiatom icgas H ;). A s the tem perature isbelow 2000K , them ean
degree of freedom for each m olecule is 5 (three translationalplis two rotational) 14 The speci ¢ heat per m olecule at
constant volum e and constant pressure are, respectively, Cy = 5=2kg , Cp, = 7=2kz, yielding ;= @IhP=@Rh 3 =
Cp=Cy = 14.Belw this region, however, ; risesto 18 22 in them ain body ofthe planet, and approaches 3 in
the very deep Interior (Stevenson 1978, 1982).

This results in di erent density pro ls above and below this region. Recallourde nition of : / [L =R Y1 .
T he Jupiter m odels show that 18 (corresponding to ; 1:4) above this Jayer, while 1 (corresponding to

1 2) In the Interior. W e also ocbserve that this transition of occurs over a fairly narrow region of radial extent

r 0:02R,or 4 bcalpressure scale height. A s isdiscussed In x2 2 2, this transition is of signi cance to our tidal
coupling scenario.

But what is the cause behind the rise of ; nearp 10°dyne=an?? The ionization fraction of electron is too low
(10 %) in this region to m ake a di erence by degeneracy pressure; hydrogen is bound into H , and only starts to be
dissociated nearp 102 dyne=am 2. T he true cause, it tums out, is the non-idealbehavior ofm olecules, a littletalked
about e ect. At adensity of 0l g=am 3, them ean m olecular spacing is  2A .W hile the interaction potentialbetween
H, and H,; molculs ism ildly attractive at spacing > 3 A (the van der W aals foroe), i rises exponentially inward.
By the tin e the spacing decreases to below 2A, this potential is m ore positive than kg T and the gas pressure is
no longer dom inated by them al pressure, but is dom inated by the repulsive interaction between m olecules. This is
iMustrated n Fig. A 7. A sdensity rises, m olecules ncreasingly resem ble hard spheres, leading to a steeper dependence
of pressure on density, or 1 2 ( 1). This non-ideal e ect loses out at p 1¥ dyne=am ? above which H,
m olecules are dissociated and electrons are pressure onized (the m etallic hydrogen phase). s

Turbulent Viscosity Pro ke

Inside Jupiter, m olecular viscosity is too weak to cause any discemible dissipation on the inertialm odes. W e tum
to turbulent viscosiy.
T he kinem atic shear viscosity is estin ated from the m ixing length theory as G odreich & Keeley 1977; Zahn 1977;
Terquem et al. 1998)
1

T4 (0 =2 )8

\

T v (Al)

where voy, ‘o and o, are characteristic convection velocity, scale length and tum-over tim e. T he exponent s describes
the reduction in e ciency when convection is slow com pared to the tidalperiod (! 1). Its value is still under

14 This num ber is sm aller near the photosphere when the tem perature cools tow ard the rotational tem perature of H, (85K ). Not all
rotational levels are populated (Saum on et al.1995).
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debate, but sin ple physicalargum ents (G oldreich & N icholson 1977;Goodm an & Oh 1997) have suggested that s= 2,
while Zahn (1977) advocated for a less severe reduction wih s= 1. W e adopt s= 2 In ourm ain study but discuss the
scenario when s = 1. Som e previous studies have adopted a form without 2 in the above expression. T he viscosity
ise ectively sn aller but we w ill show that this does not a ect the nalQ -value signi cantly.

In m ixing length theory, Ve, (ux= =3, o YWw=Veysand & H z= ,where H isthe density scal height,
z isthe physicaldepth (z= R r),and appearsin the density powerJaw as = [L =R3] / z Brz R.Let
the depth at which ! =2 1 be zyit . Above zorir, T dependson z weakly,

1/ zh 7 @2)
while below this layer, the turbulent viscosity is signi cantly reduced and 1 decreases sharply nward as
1/ z @3)

when s= 2 and
r/z %7 @ 4)

when s = 1. These approxin ate scalings are shown In Fig. A8 for Jupitermodels B & D .They com pare wellw ith
num erical results.

TIDAL OVERLAP IN A CONSTANT DENSITY SPHERE

In a constant density sphere, m = 2 inertialm odes are expressed in the follow ng form @ aper I)
!2 2 !2 2
o= = AR? P. 2 &1)P. 2 (x2); ®1)
1P 1P

where A 1 stands for the dim ensionless am plitude of , and R is the radius of Jupiter. T his densiy perturbation
is related to the equilbrium tide valnie 2 . as

equi

0_=_'_M Al o & &2); ®2)

12
equi 3! To Io

where To’s orbital frequency !, = GM y=a°)'"%,M 5 and M 1, are the m asses of Jupiter and Io, and the din ensionless
frequency = !=2 = 0{766.The function g; (x;) = P™ (x;)=(1 ¥) (introduced i Paper I).

Pressure In a constant density ( = (¢ = const), selfgravitating sphere is given by p = po L (=R ¥] where
Po=2 =3GR? 2=3=8 )GM °=R?*wihM behgthetotalmass. Shce Il (=R¥f]= &7 ?)(? £)=1 %)= 72,
and volum e elem ents in C artesian coordinates and ellipsoidal coordinates are related to each other as dxdydz =
®? £)=(  ?)= dx;dx,d ,we obtain the ollow ing tidal overlap,

Z Z Z
9 1%R5M ' @ £ e £)
03, _ Io 1 2 2 .
tide d’r= ZTA (l 2) (x% 2)( > Xé) P, (X]_)P‘ (X2)dX1dX2. (B3)
T he spatial integration can be sym bolically perform ed by M athem atica (pest done after conversion to spherical coor-
dinates) and i yields 041 2)= where 2= ‘("+ 1) n j(@n j+ 1). So the overlp is
Z
9 12RM 1 2
ide Fr= 04- ©p < ). ®B4)
4 18.3

However, the constant density case is pathological: the value of ; fomm ally approaches in nity for incom pressible
uid. Inertialm odes could not cause any density uctuation (eg. B1]) and the tidal overlap is om ally zero.'®
Ifwe take p = oconstant over the entire sphere (so ;1 isa nite constant), only two m otion have non-zero overlap
w ith the tidalpotential: the equilbrium tide and the two lowest order even-pariy inertiatm odesw ith ‘= 4. This fact
hasbeen pointed out in Papaloizou & Savonie (1997) when they considered the convective core of early-type stars.

TIDAL OVERLAP IN A SINGLE POW ER-LAW MODEL

A re nertiatm odes in pow er-law m odels coupled to the tidalpotential?

In paper I, we show that one can obtain exact solutions for nertiatm odeswhen the densiy pro l is a single power—
Bw / [l (@=R®)] .Thisallowsusto show that inertialm odes in single power-Jaw m odels do not couple appreciably
to the tidal potential, except for the two lowest order even-parity m odes (corresponding to the = 4 m odes In the
constant density case) 1® M oreover, the coupling strength fallso w ith increasing m ode order as a pow er-Jaw w ith the
Index related to the polytrope index.

15 The equilbrium tide, on the other hand, has nite tidal overlap. It is equivalent to an inertialm ode with ‘= 2 so its spatial overlap
diverges near the surface as p approaches 0, counteracting the form ally in nite ;.

16 Ifwe adopt conventional polytropem odelswith p / ¥ 1% ,we can obtain approxim ate solution for the inertiakm odes Paper I).W e

nd that they give essentially the sam e tidal overlap results as single pow er-law m odels of the sam e
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Fig.A8 | Thee ective turbulent viscosity r isplotted here as ne dots against depth (z) for the Jupiter m odel, when various s values
are adopted. T he dashed curve (s = 0) isthe un-reduced turbulent viscosity (corresponding to s= 0). T he reduced viscosity (dotted curves)
deviate from this curve below a depth zcpir 10 28R 10 am at which ! =2 1. Above zyit, the viscosity is well described by line
A: g 2 180 @=R)*? 3/ 2°% with = 18 in them odel). Below this depth, reduction is im portant and 4(@z=R) ! / z 28
for s = 2 (straight line B) and ¢ 3 10@z=R) ? 3/ z 2 rs= 1.Deeperdown (z> 10°am ), as value is varied from 18 to 1,

r takeson a di erent scaling w ith depth. H owever, this is irrelevant as turbulent dissipation from the deep interior is insigni cant.
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T he angular dependence of each even-parity, m = 2 inertialm ode can be decom posed into
® 2
= 1) 2&2)= P.7()C(); c1)
=2
w here Z
Ci=  161) 2&)P.*()si d €2)

is non—zero for ‘= 2. C.(r) is an oscillating fiinction of the radius r. W e nd num erically that C, (r) / r? near the
center, while near the surface C, (r) approachesa constant or > 1,and/ [I (@=R)! Y=+ ©ro< < 1.The
tidal overlap integral is reduced to the follow Ing radial integral,
? "3 semMg, 0T "3 Mg, 0T 2
- 3 - L2 D2 C, (r)— r'dr: €3)

d’'r= ! D, (x)dr= —_— !
P 15  2a3 . 2 (r) 15  2a3 . P

tide

where w e have introduced the ntegrand D , (r) = r’C, (r) ?= 1p. It isalso an oscillating fiinction of r w ith an envelope
that scales as r® near the center, and scales near the surface as [L r=R)] ! Por l,and as [1 (r=R)] &=+
for0< < 1. So this integraldiverges near the surface if < 2 1.

W e nd that the Integraldecreases w ith increasing m ode order in a power-law fashion w ith the ndex depending on

. In the follow ing, we explain the cbserved 2llo w ih a sin ple toy-m odel.

W e approxin ateD , (r) asa product ofa rapidly oscillating fiinction and a slow Iy varying envelope. A rather accurate
form tums out to be

D, (@x)dr= costm )E()d ; c4)
where the new variable = cos !r=R,n isan integerand isthe numberofradialnodesth D, (r).We ndn= ni+ n,
for the mnertialm odes. The sn ooth function f ( ) has a lading term of ( =2 ) ® near the center ( =2) and
a kading term of 2 ! near the surface ( 0).7. Forthemoment we assume 2 is an integer, and that tem s of
order 2 and higher also exist near the surface.
Integrating-by-part yields
Z . 7z _,
D; (x)dr= cosim ) ()d
0 0
_ osh0)f0) T ese)f’0) T sh0)E®() T cs)ET(O) T 1
B n 0 n2 0 n3 o n? o n® €35

So the value of this integral depends only on behavior of the function f ( ) at the two boundaries. W hen n is an
even Integer, only odd-order derivatives enter the above expression and we obtain the ollow Ing results for the tidal
Integral,
Z g g@ 1+Modl 2)) ()
i if2 7

Dz )dr n2 +ModR2 ;2]

£ _
-2 . if2 7 Co6)
né
where f@ D @©)=d& 1f=d ? 'j_,and soon.W hen 2 isodd, the above scaling depends on the fact that near
the surface, tem s scaled as 2 and higher also exist. If they do not (as in the keft panelof Fig. C9), 1=n® scaling

prevails.
W hen n is an odd integer, slightly di erent scalings apply:
Z R f(2 1+M od2 1;2]) 0) .
. Dz )dr n2 +ModR  1;2] i £2 7
f(6)
7 ; if2 7 Cc7)
W e have con m ed these scalings num erically w ith a range of expressions for £ ( ). The resul only depend on the

boundary behavior of £ ( ) as long as it is su ciently smooth. ® This explains why m odels w ith di erent polytrope
representations ( / [L (r=R)] orp/ 1% ) give rise to essentially the sam e overlap J'm}:{egrals. M oreover, when

is a fractional num ber (other than an integer or a halfdinteger), we nd num erically that g{ D, (r)dr / 1=n° fr
2 7, sin ilar to the above expressions.

17 Here, we bcusonly on modelswith > 1
18 1 Appendix D, we discuss w hat the m eaning of 'su ciently sm ooth’ is.
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Fig. C 9.| Severity of cancellation in the overlap integral as a function of m ode nodal number (n where n is even) in three single
power-law m odels (solid triangles for = 1:0 solid circles for 1:5 and open circles for 1:8). The left-hand panel is the toy m odel result
where we have taken the envelope of the cosine function (eq. [C4]) tobe £( )= f = r® 2:de:d w here = cos !r=R. This allows
the toy m odel tidal integrand to have the correct asym pgotic behavior ag the realistic tidal integrand both near the center and near the
surface. T he severity of cancellation ism easured hereby fcosm )d = fijcos(m )3 and it scalesas (solid lines)n 2,n % andn 3%,

respectively, for the three m odels, consistent w ith results in equation (C 6). T he right panel is the severity of cancellation C, (eq. [10])

calculated for inertialm odes in the sam e three m odels. A gain, the three straight lines are the analytically expected scalings, n 3, n °

and n %¥, respectively, for the three m odels. T he extra power of n com pared to those for the toy m odel arises from cancellation in the
angular direction, except forthe = 1:5m odel, which does not fallo asn ° due to the presence of 3 term near the surface. Resuls in
the = 1:0model rstdeviates from the scaling but retumsto it at largen and the = 1:5modelfallso m ore steeply than the = 1:8
m odel, as is expected.

Recall that the angular integration to yield C, (r) already involves a cancellation of order 1=n }° M oreover, even-
parity m odes in pliesn = nj; + n, to be an even num ber. So for the ollow ing three powerJdaw models, = 1:0, = 15
and = 18, we expect that the overall tidal overlap falls o wih n asn 3, n 5 and n *®, respectively. These
analytical expectations are plotted In Fig. C 9 along w ith num erical results. T he agreem ent is reasonable, both when
Integrating using the toy model (£ ( ) cosn )) and when Integrating using realistic inertiatm ode eigenfunctions.

In obtaining resuls like those presented n Fig. C9, one needs to be extrem ely carefil w th num erical precision.
Round-o errors In the num erically produced power-daw m odels as well as In the nertialm ode eigenfunctions m ay
occul the ne cancellation and lead to arti cially Jarge coupling.

TIDAL OVERLAP IN OTHER MODELS

T he derivation leading to equation (C5) assum esthat the Integrand f ( ) issu ciently an ooth. W hat is’su ciently
an ooth’ and in what situation does this assum ption break down? It tums out that the break-dow n occurs for realistic
planet m odels and that the tidaloverhbp ismuch larger than what one obtains for sihgl power-law m odels.

T he sn oothness assum ption is violated if f ( ) has a discreet jum p inside the planet. Such a discontinuity is caused
by the density discontinuity associated w ith a rst-order phase transition region (eg., gas-to-m etallic hydrogen phase
transition region at r=R 0:80). Let the jygmp be f at = 0. It contrlbbutesa tetm, fsinmh o)=n f=n,
to the tidaloverlap. Even if f is am all, this tetm m ay dom inate for high orderm odes. Sim ilar reasoning applies if
f () exhbits a discontinuity at a higher order derivative, for instance, if the above m entioned phase transition is of
second order In nature so that a discontinuity in the gradient of density exists. In this case, the contribution to the
overlap integral is of order £%n?,

T he am oothness assum ption can also be violated if £ () is In nitely continuous yet i (or one of its derivatives)
has a sharp transition over a am all region, nam ely, if this transition occurs over a width of  which encom passes
only one node or less ( n n = =2 1). This can be caused by, eg., a relatively sharp power-law index change
inside the planet. A s is discussed In A, gas pressure Inside Jupiter changes its nature from that of an ideal gas to
that of strongly interacting m olecules around r=R 0:98. Here we observe a varation in the polytropic index over

one pressure scal height, or over a thickness of r=R 0:002.W ihin thisnarrow region, £ ( ) varies rapidly for an

19 This is so because the fiunctional value at one of the tw o boundaries (the equator) isnot zero { see Eq. (C5).
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amount f ,and £@ () hasa peak value of f'= .The overlap ntegral
Z - - Z
E s )E() 7 s )E°() 017 7 o
cosp )E()d = ——m— o+ ————— — cos )f ()d ; Ol
0 n 0 n 0 n®
can be dom lnated by the last termn and yields £ —n2 if n n r=R n = =2 1,orn 1=0:002 500. For
n 500, £ () can be considered as su ciently sm ooth and the analysis in Appendix C applies.
W e num eri con m these conclusions by integrating £ ( ) cosn ) using a range of density pro ls. Here, we
take £ ()= r® = 2?=pdr=d ,where qis[l (=RF] wih the valietaken atthe surface. Thisf () has

the sam e asym ptotic behavior asD ;, (r) near both boundaries.

W e show that when a density discontinuity is superim posed to a single pow er-law m odel (dotted curves in Fig. D 10),
the overlap integral indeed scales as 1=n. A Iso, if them odelhas a sharp (ut continuous) transiion in the valie of
over a radius of r (dashed and solid curves in Fig. D 10), the integral scales as 1=n 2 orn r=R , whik for higher
n values, it behaves as is predicted by equation (€ 7). W e have also studied integration resuls for two realistic Jupiter
m odels taken from Guillot et al. 2004) (modelsB & D).M odelD hasa rst-orderphase transition (dotted curve n
Fig.D11) and so is overlap integralscales as 1=n; while the sam e phase transition is considered to be second-order in
m odelD , and the resulting discontinuiy in density gradient (aswellas the equation of state transition at r=R 0:98,
see Appendix A 1) causes the ntegralto scale as 1=n?.

W hen the density pro l isnot a single power-aw (as is the case in this section), we could not solve for inertialm ode
eigenfiinctions exactly. W e could only cbtain an approxin ate solution that is good to the second order in wavenum ber
© ( ?), seePaperI). It is reasonable to suspect that the overlap resuls obtained by integrating such an approxin ate
solution deviate from the true one. A de nite answerto this suspicion w ill likely be provided by fullnum erical solution.
However, we argue below that the deviation should be unin portant.

T he resul of ntegrating a fast oscillation function, as is shown in this section and A ppendix C, depends only on
the boundary behavior and interior discontinuities in the envelope of such a function. It does not depend on the
exact shape of the finction in the interior. O ur approxin ate solution to the inertialm odes is exact near the surface,
and is su ciently accurate near the center Where the W KB approxin ation works well). M oreover, when a density
discontinuity (or discontinuity in density derivatives) ispresent inside theW KB region, as inertialm odes are Insensitive
to density structure, the solution is not expected to deviate qualitatively from the approxin ate solution that does not
take this into account.

In con m ing the scalings derived in this section, we have only integrated the toy-m odel (f ( cosn ), instead of
Integrating nertialm ode eigen—-finctions (n Fig. C 9 we integrate both). O ne can sim ilarly argue that integrating an
appropriately chosen f ( ) isequivalent of integrating the real finction. In fact, our toy m odel should produce results
both qualitatively and quantiatively sim ilar to that obtained using the actual elgenfiinctions, one can aln ost m ake
do w ithout detailed know ledge of the lJatteres such a densiy discontinuity.

Lastly, Independent of the radial pro l, integration in the angular direction always Introduces a factor of 1=n
cancellation.
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Fig. D 10.| T he severity of cancellation in the overlap integral calculated using the toy m odel for three di erent density pro les are

shown in the lower panel as a function ofn (n even), while the top two panels show the corresponding £ ( ) (left) and df=d (right) as
functions of 1 r=R = 1 cos . W e take f( ), the envelope of the cosine function to be £( ) = £ ?=p( gupe= )}~?dr=d while the
various density pro les are: a = 18 powerdaw m odel, overlaid with a 1% density jump at r=R = 0:8 (dots, exhibiting a -function in

df=d ); a m ock Jupiter m odelw here the power-law index varies from 1 in the interior to 1:8 in the envelope, w ith the transition occurring
at r=R = 0:98 (solid lines, having a jimp in df=d ) and spanning a range of r=R 0:002 FW HM of the spike in #f=d 2); a sim ilar
m odelbut with the transition occurring over a range of r 0:02 (dashed curves, the one with sm ooth df=d ). A nalytically, we expect
scalings of 1=n, 1=n? sw itching to 1=n3*® when n > 500, and 1=n? sw itching to 1=n3*® when n > 50, for the three m odels, respectively.
T hese scalings are m arked here as the three dot-dashed lines.
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Fig. D ll.| Sam e as Fig. D 10 but w ith the density pro Ile taken from two realistic Jupiter m odels: m odels B & D as in Guillot et al.
(2004). M odelB (solid curves) is based on an interpolated equation of state w ith no core and no density discontinuity across the m etallic
hydrogen phase transition region at r=R 08 { but the rstderivative ofdensity is discontinuous there (df=d jim psby 50% ). O verlap
integral in m odel B is expected to su er a cancellation with a 1=n? scaling (lower panel). T he sharp transition in the equation of state
around r=R 0:98, with a FW HM fordf=d 2 of r=R 0:02, also contrbutes to this scaling. But this contribution falls o sharply
forn 1=0:02 50. M odelD (dotted curves) has a 10M solid core, and is based on PPT equation of state with the phase transition
being rst-order, giving rise to a fractionaldensity jum p of 20% . This is seen here asthe Jump in £ ( ) and the spike in df=d . O verlap
integralin m odelD is dom inated by the density jum p and it scales roughly as 1=n, as expected. T hese results are insensitive to core sizes,
since the r® scaling in f ( ) near the center suppresses any in uence from the inner boundary condition. M oreover, severity of cancellation
calculated for actual inertialm ode eigenfunctions is expected to be one power of n steeper than those presented here, due to cancellation
in the angular direction.



