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ABSTRACT

The ATOM '79 (Acoustically Tracked Ocean Mooring) experiment
was designed to study the natural background of high frequency,
high wavenumber processes in the upper ocean and to determine the
magnitude and effects of mooring motion on the measurements of
velocity and temperature. The mooring was deployed for about one
month in the central Guif of Mexico from December 1979 through
January 1980.

[t was determined that translational mooring motion is not a
significant source of error and that torsional motions coupled
with the imperfect current meter directional response are a more
significant source of error. Observations of the background cur-
rents showed no strong correlation between low frequency iner-
tial period activity and high frequency activity, little, if any,
effect of the proximity of the peak in the Brunt-Vaisala frequen-
cy profile on the high frequency activity, and some significant
relation of wind forcing to sub-mixed layer inertial currents.
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MEASUREMENTS OF HIGH FREQUENCY, HIGH WAVENUMBER PROCESSES IN THE UPPER OCEAN:
THE ACOUSTICALLY TRACKED OCEANOGRAPHIC MOORING EXPERIMENT (ATOM '79) FINAL REPORT,
PART 1

INTRODUCTION

During the past several years an urgent need has arisen to determine the clima-
tology of the natural variability of the upper ocean (that is, from 0 to 600 m) on
time and space scales that correspond to high frequency and high wavenumber internal
waves and turbulence., Because the physical environment of the upper ocean is harsh,
past experimental programs were faced with technological problems that severely lim-
ited the accuracy and duration of the experiments. Quoting Halpern (1973):

For many years before the 1972 SCOR (Scientific Committee on Oceanic
Research) Working Group 21, Third intercomparison test, current measurements
were made beneath surface buoys with the realization that the data contained
spurious currents produced by vertical motions of the instrument high frequen-
cy wave motions and cable vibrations (e.g., Webster, 1967). Results from the
1972 SCOR test (SCOR Working Group 21, 1975; Gould and Sambuco, 1975; Gould et
al., 1974) indicated that current measurements made at intermediate depths
beneath surface buoys moored in deep water were undoubtedly contaminated by
mooring motiun. Soon afterwards, it was widely conjectured that erroneous cur-
rent measurements would be obtained at all depths beneath the surface follow-
ing buoy. Evidence contrary to this view has since been provided by Zenk et
al. 1978, Saunders, P.M. (1976), Halpern et al. (1974), and Pollard (1974),

To date, probably as a result of this widely held view, there have been only
two major experiments directly assessing high frequency, high wavenumber upper ocean
phenomena between the surface and several hundred meters depth. These two experi-
ments are the MILE experiment (MIxed Layer Experiment) and JASIN (Joint Air Sea
Interaction Experiment). The lack of credible data has inhibited progress in deriv-
ing a "climatology" of upper ocean variability comparable to the Garrett and Munk
rmodel for deep ocean internal waves. Indeed, we should anticipate that future upper
ocean measurements would yield results that fundamentally differ from the deep
ocean, From the knowledge of the corditions near the ocean surface, we assume that
the high frequency and high wavenumber fluctuations are not horizontally isotropic,
homogeneous or "stationary.” Absence of these conditions is due to the proximity of
the air-sea boundary, which is the primary zone of thermal and kinetic energy fluxes
between the ocean and the atmosphere. Weather events, which are important external
sources of short-term variability, are not generally distributed homogeneously, nor
do they propagate isotropically with space time stationarity. Consequently, the sim-
plifying assumptions applicable to the deep ocean fluctuations cannot be applied to
the upper ocean,

Another complicating factor is the intensity of the vertical shear, which gen-
erally has maxima in the upper hundreds of meters. The upper ocean mean vertical
shear distribution is assumed to be continually modulated in space and time by sur-
face weather, inertial waves, internal tides, and the motions resulting from low
"mode" internal waves. Theoretical results (Landahl and Criminali, 1977; Chimonas,
1978; and Thorpe, 1978) indicate that the modulation of the high frequency and high
wavenumber internal waves by low frequency motions may lead to strong nonlinear cou-
pling of disparate scales of motion or to the breakdown of the high frequency and
wavenumber waves. Experimental evidence of the high frequency instabilities and
sporadic distributions has been provided by Ericksen (1978) and Korotayev and Pan-
teleyev (1977a, 1977b). Ericksen's results were derived from observations in the




nain thermocline, but Korotayev and Panteleyev extracted their results from experi-
ments in the seasonal thermocline, Both experiments had technical problems that
created a wide range of valid but different interpretations. This was particularly
true of the work of Korotayev and Panteleyev, which presented serious inconsisten-
cies,

The MILE and JASIN experiments were directed toward clarification of upper
ocean dynamics and air-sea exchanges. Although both involved good internal wave band
measurements, neither was designed to analyze the variability of fluctuations at the
maximum of the Brunt-Vaisald frequency and higher. lndeed, this is borne out by the
interconparison tests between different types of current meters on different types
ot moorings in both of these experiments (Halpern, Weller, Briscoe, Davis, and
McCullough, 1981). However, some valuable insights about the qualitative features of
the high frequency variability may be available. Resolutions of internal waves im-
hedded in a finestructure background require a high degree of spatial and temporal
resolution that was unattainable by standard instrumentation and mooring techniques.

The Acoustically Tracked Oceanograpnhic Mooring experiment of 1979 (ATOM '79) is
the first phase of a comprehensive design process to obtain accurate measurements of
the high frequency, high wavenumber processes occurring in the upper ocean. By hiagh
frequency, we mean processes which have periods between one hour and the minimun
Brunt-Vaisala period. We define high wavenumber processes as those which have wave
lengths less than about 30 m and qreater than about 1 m in the vertical and less
than 1 km in the horizontal directions. The specific region of interest (in depth)
is nedr the peak in the Brunt-Vdisdld frequency profile. This typically occurs near
the base of the mixed layer which, depending on geographical location and season,
may range from the surface of the ocean down to 100 m or more. This region is
particularly difficult to study with existing current meters, [t is too near the
wave zone for the use of subsurface floats in general, and at other times the depth
of the mixed layer places it in the zone where measurements from surface-moored
floats are inappropriate. For the purposes of the particular experiment described in
this report and to minimize the problems involved with the use of a surface mooring,
we chose to employ a subsurfdace mooring in conjunction with a deep, winter mixed
layer,

UESIGN PHILOSOPHY

NORDA has been tasked with developing methods for measuring high frequency,
high wavenumber variability in the upper ocean that can be transferred to other
branches of the Navy for use in routine surveys for obtaining climatology of this
variability on a geographical and seasonal basis. The primary purpose of the ATUM
mooring, therefore, is to provide input to the design procedure that will result in
the development of such standard observational methods., In one sense then, the ATOM
project may be thought of as being an engineering test of a specific mix of observa-
tional instrumentation. On the other hand, because the processes in the upper ocean
are so poorly known, it has a very strong scientific component that is required to
obtain information on the structure of the motions in this region of the ocean.

NOBJECTIVES

There are five major objectives to the present study; three are primarily sci-
entific in nature and two are primarily technical. These objectives are:




Scientific

1. determine the degree to which high frequency variability in the upper
range of the internal gravity wave frequency spectrum is strongly dependent on the
proximity of the peak in the buoyancy profile and on the effect of modulation by low
frequency processes;

2. determine the degree to which low frequency processes are governed by
local surface meteorology;

3. measure the vertical coherence of the high frequency current and tem-
perature fields;

Technical

1. investigate the contamination of the current and temperature data in-
duced by mooring motion;

2. determine whether it is possible to remove a significant amount of the
mooring motion contamination.

DATA REQUIREMENTS

To meet the objectives current and temperature data were required at a rapid
sampling rate, about one sample per minute. The spatial sampling had to be on the
order of about 5 to 10 m in the vertical and cover a distance of around 100 m near
the maximum of the Brunt-Vaisala frequency profile. To determine the local buoyancy
profile and to provide information on the vertical wavenumber structure of the cur-
rent and salinity fields as functions of depth, profiles of temperature and salinity
were required during the deployment and recovery of the current meter mooring. Si-
multaneous current profiles made with the use of expendable current profilers {XCP)
were also made at the time of deployment to obtain information on the vertical wave-
number structure of the current shear field. Expendable bathythermograph and air-
deployed expendable bathythermograph surveys were required to assess the mesoscale
features of the oceanic circulation in the vicinity of the mooring at the time of
deployment. Meteorological data and wave data from nearby weather data buoys were
also required for determining the degree to which the local meteorology affects the
Jow frequency and, ultimately, the high frequency processes occurring in the upper
layers of the ocean.

Determining the effects of mooring motion on the current and temperature data
was a major factor in the design of the mooring; this requirement made it necessary
to track the positions of the mooring elements as they changed with time., Strictly
speaking, it is impossible to precisely characterize the time-varying state of a
single point mooring, which by definition has an infinite number of degrees of free-
dom, The best that can be done with a limited number of instruments is to record the
time-position history of various parts of the mooring. For this experiment, we chose
to measure the position of two points on the mooring (one point being above the
dense array of current meters and one below that array) using acoustic pulse and
Doppler navigation techniques; these techniques are complementary to each other. The
depth of the mooring at four positions on the cable was determined by four tempera-
ture/pressure (T/P) recorders. The direction of the mooring and tension at various
points on the mooring was to have been measured by three force-vector recorders
(FVRs) supplied by the C.S. Draper Lab at M.I.T. Torsional effects of the mooring
were estimated from the case orientations of the various current meters. The case




orientation of the vector averaging current ineters may be obtained every averdaqging
cycle (these sample periods were 15/16ths and 15/8ths of a minute). The case orien-
tation of the acoustic current meters were sampled once every ¥ minutes. |

Moorings such as these are expensive due to the bulk of subsequent ddta proc-
essing and the cost of the instruments. It is therefore desirable to exercise dy-
namical models of the mooring to simulate motion under realistic current conditions
prior to implantation. One objective of this study was to obtain current data at a
nunber of points along the mooring which could be used as input numerical mooring
motion models. The validity of these models could then be tested against the ob-
served parameters of the ATOM mooring configuration. At present, only one dynamic
mooring motion model is known to have been qualitatively compared with actual moor-
ing motion data. This model was developed at the Draper Lab, by Chhabra (1977). This
model did not appear to accurately simulate mooring motions at the very high fre-
quencies that were important in this experiment.

The site for the ATOM '79 mooring experiment was in the center of the Guif of
Mexico at approximately 26°N 90°W. This location was considered favorable due to the
historical absence of large currents, the presence of a meteorological data buoy,
and the presence of a relatively flat bottom, which should not be expected to act as
a generator for internal waves, It was also located far from the continenta relf
break, ana thus was not expected to be near a source of internal tidal genc .ion,
Nevertheless, this mooring was high risk.

The risk to the mooring was predicated on the large number of instrumer ised
in the mooring and on the physical risks to that instrumentation. A further ¢ 1-
volved the use of relatively new current meter instrumentation that had be -~ .ily

marginally tested. The majority of the current meters used in this mooring were Neil
Brown acoustic current meters. These were chosen on the basis of linearity in speed,
small digital sampling noise, and because of relatively good horizontal response
(obtained through the manufacturer specifications). Although prototypes of this type
cdrrent meter had been tested rather extensively by McCullough and others
{McCullough, 1978; Appell, 1978), the lot used by NORDA consisted of the first pro-
duction batch, Due to the short preparation time for the mooring experiment, it was
not possible to extensively subject these current meters to severe environmental
tests and burn them in electronically. Thus, it was not known what the data return
or data quality would be. In order to circumvent the possibility of a very poor data
return, a number of vector averaging current meters were used in the vicinity of the
densely instrumented part of the mooring.

The environment in which the current meters were to be implanted also presented
a number of serious risk considerations. The first consideration was the maximum ex-
pected current., The central area of the Gulf of Mexico, while having a generally low
background current, is known to occasionally be subject to very strong current and
shear fields due to either Loop Current extensions or eddies shed from the Loop Cur-
rent, It is now known that currents as high as several knots may be present.

The second consideration involved ship time. The mooring was designed to be
implanted in mid-winter. This was favcrable from the point of view of having a deep
mixed layer, but the incidence of relatively intense cold-weather fronts over the
central Gulf of Mexico left a very small time frame in which to implant the meters.
In fact, there was a period of only two days wherein the mooring could have safely
been implanted. Fortunately the clear calm weather persisted Tlong enough for
deployment. The third major environmental risk factor to be considered was human




interference. (The NOAA Data Buoy Office has lost several data buoys due to
fishermen “accidentally" cutting the mooring lines.)

About six months prior to deployment o: the mooring, a workshop was held at
NORDA to assess the risk factors involved. A number of academic and institutional
contractors were invited to comment on our mooring design. Comments were made and
responses were presented. In general, the information given NORDA Code 331 by work-
shop participants turned out to be of questionable value, since the experiment in-
strumentation and scientific objectives did not match well with the participants’
experiences, which had been based on somewhat different requirements.

DATA PROCESSING

SHIPBOARD DATA

Three types of shipboard survey data were taken: expendable bathythermograph
(X8T), expendable current profiler data (XCP), and conductivity-temperature-depth
(CTD). A semi-automatic XBT logging data system developed by NORDA Code 350 (R.
Holland, 1980) and modified by Mark Bergin of NORDA Code 331 recorded the expendable
bathythermograph data. The only data processing included in this system was the
transformation of the fall time of the XBT into depth and the application of the ;
appropriate resistance to temperature formula to obtain the temperature as a func- §
tion of depth. The data from the Neil Brown CTDs were recorded on audio tape for i
later shore-based processing. At the same time the raw CTD data were plotted and
monitored with a Hewlett-Packard 9825A-based system. The expendable shear proba data
were simply recorded at sea for later shore-based processing.

CTD DATA PROCESSING ]

The CTD data were transcribed from audio to a nine-track 800 bpi computer com-
patible tape. The data were then subsequently processed on the NAVOCEANO UNIVAC 1108
computer system. The basic processing consisted of translating the data into engi-
neering units, editing and filtering the data to reduce the temperature and conduc-
tivity time response mismatch, and final incorporation of the temperature, conduc-
tivity, salinity, and pressure data to 1 decibar pressure irtervals.

XBT DATA PROCESSING

The shore-based processing of the XBT data consisted primarily of producing
waterfall plots, first differences, and high-pass filtered profiles. No further
processing has been accomplished to date. The plots of the XBT data are to be found
in Saunders, Green, and Bergin (1980).

EXPENDABLE CURRENT PROFILER (XCP) DATA PROCESSING

The XCP data were taken by the Johns Hopkins Applied Physics Laboratory. The
data were then transmitted to Dr. Tom Sanford of the University of Washington, Ap-
plied Physics Laboratory, for processing in the man:2r described in Sanford, et al.
(1978). The processed data were transmitted to NORDA on a 1600 tpi nine-track EBCDIC
card image format. These records consisted of the vertical coordinate (in decibars)
calculated from the drop time, the temperature (in degqrees Celsius), the east and
north velocity components plus five auxiliary variables (for engineering purposes).
Forty-five XCP drops were made. Of these, 25 were made concurrently with a CTD pro-
file. The availability of temperature records in both the CTD and with the XCP pro-
vided a means for correcting the fall times of the XCPs using the temperature as a




fiducial variable. The details of the analysis for correcting the fall rates of tne
expendable shear profilers are summarized in Green and Saunders {1931) which appedrs
as Appendix A in this report.

RICHARDSON NUMBER CALCULATIONS

The 25 simultaneous CTD and XCP casts provided both density and velocity infor-
mation required for the calculation of Richardson number profiles. The expendable
shear profiler data were corrected for fall rate and interpolated to 1 dhar pressure
intervals. The CTD and XCP records were then low-pass filtered with a cut-off of
ahout 8 m, The Richardson number profiles were then computed from the low-passed 1 »
! XCP and CTD records. Listings of all the programs used in the shiphoard dnc wnshore
’ reduction of the shipboard data will be presented in future reports.

MOORED [NSTRUMENT DATA
Acoustic Tracking Data

The initial processing of the acoustic tracking data, both the pulse and
Doppler data for the upper and lower positions of the receiving equipment, was ny
0Or. Robert Spindel of Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution, The lower unit at Z2U0 n
nominal depth ran from the time of deployment until the transponders failed on Jan-
uary 8, 1980, at about 18457. The upper unit also ran; but as it did not stop at “he
end of tape mark, it overwrote the first part of the data. Thus, the data on the up-
per unit started at 1730Z on December 22, 1979, and ended at January 8, 1980, at
18457, The sampling rate for the pulse data was once every half hour. The lower unit
“nterrogated the transponders at 15 and 45 minutes after the hour while the upper
unit interrogated the transponders on the hour and half-hour. The initial position I
data were computed by Spindel and transmitted to NUORDA on a standard ASCI! tape.

Nuring the initial processing it was found that where considerable numbers of
gaps where the data were missing entirely. These gaps were not noticed initially and
led to the appearance of a number of very large spurious speeds, which nrnade the
spectrum appear to be much flatter than it actually was. We also learned that the
algorithm used to process the data included an assumption that the depth of tne
acoustic receiver transmitters was constant at 100 and 200 m, respectively, for the
uypper and lower receiver transmitter units. We subsequently obtained the raw trave!l
time information between each of the transponders and receiver transmitters on the
moaring line. The depth of the mooring was estimated using the temperature/pressure
recorder data. These data were then used with the travel time data to calculate the
horizontal and vertical positions of the acoustic receiver transmitters on the
mooring 1line. The gaps 1in the time series were eliminated through linear
interpolation between pairs of "“good" points.

The Doppler data were also processed by Spindel at Woods Hole. They were re-
ceived and used without any further processing to attempt to correct errors in the
data.

TEMPERATURE PRESSURE RECORDER DATA

At the termination of the ATOM recovery cruise the temperature/pressure record-
ers were shipped to the Charles Stark Draper Laboratory in Cambridge, Massachusetts.
The data were then translated into engineering units, recorded on magnetic tape and
mailed to NORDA, [nitial plots of the raw data were also produced at the Draper Lab-
oratory and sent under separate ccover to NORDA. The depth and temperature limits of




the temperature/pressure recorders were preset prior to deployment so that maximum
resolution could be obtained. There were several periods during the mooring when the
temperature pressure recorder dropped below the upper pressure limit and below the
Tower temperature limit on the recorder; thus, there were no direct pressure meas-
urements at the maximur depths to which the mooring was depressed.

The initial temperature versus time a~" pressure versus time plots appeared at
first look to be very similar. A plot of temperature versus pressure confirmed this
conjecture and a calculation of the correlation coefficient yielded a value of
-0.97.

This result implied that it should be possible to estimate the pressure/time
history of the mooring from the temperature record in the gaps where the pressure
sensor was out of range., A linear least squares fit of temperature to pressure was
used for the extrapolation formula,

CURRENT-TEMPERATURE DATA

The basic data processing for ACMs and VACMs is the same., The data were trans-
cribed from the cassette tapes of each current meter on to a nine-track (ACM) or
seven-track (VACM) tape for further processing on NAVOCEANQ's UNIVAC 1108 computer.
Next, the data were translated into engineering units and placed in standard FEB
(Fast and Easy Binary) files (Hallock, 1980). The current and temperature data were
screened and edited, corrections were made in situations where there were obviously
erroneous data points attributable to electronic system noise. The corrections were
applied by linear interpolation between pairs of "good" data points. After the data
were edited; the basic plots of the current and temperature data were produced. Tem-
perature and current autospectra were computed using the standard NAVOCEANO spectral
processing program. (Cross-spectra were not computed at this stage due to inappro-
priate frequency band averaging in the NAVOCEANO program.) The basic current statis-
tics were also computed and are plotted in Saunders, Green, and Bergin (1980). The
cross-spectral analyses presented in this report were computed using a quasi-
ensemble averaging technique. Each data record was broken up into non-overlapping
segments 512 points long. A Hanning window (Nuttall, 1981) was applied in the time
domain to each segment and were Fourier transformed. The raw spectral estimates were
computed by multiplying one transform by the complex conjugate of the other; these
were then averaged across the quasi-ensemble of estimates to produce a smoothed es-
timate of the cross-specta and the auto-spectra for each signal pair. The coherence
and phase were then computed in the usual manner from the auto and cross spectra.
Other than the application of the Hanning window to reduce long distance frequency
leakage by £-6 (Nuttall, 1981), no frequency band averaging was applied.

Estimates of the vertical velocity of the water were made from the temperature
observations between pairs of ACMs, The vertical velocity was estimated by the equa-
tion (the deviation of which is given in Appendix B)

23l /T 1dp
at 3z pg dt

W o

This raw estimate was then corrected by subtracting the observed vertical velocity
of the mooring as obtained from the temperature pressure records.




An attempt was made to estimate the vertical component of the eddy viscosity.
This was done by the following method (derived in Appendix B):

"o O

VE - WU . VE - W v

u u,

The calculationszgave widely scattered results with ¢ , varying from between
+193 emé/s to -103 cnl/s. u.v

The calculations of ¢ and . proved to be inconsistent with respect
to the length of the averaginﬁ interval’ and the position of the current meter. We
surmise that either the assumptions on which the estimate for the Vp's were de-
rived were wrong or, more than likely, the current meter spacing was too Jarge to
allow for good estimates of u, and U' W' (the error is probably in the U' compo-
nent). This second possibility is deduced from the low vertical coherences of u and
v discussed later.

RESULTS
MOORING MOTION CHARACTERIZATION EXPERIMENT

One of the major goals of the ATOM experment was to obtain information charac-
terizing the motion of the mooring. The primary purpose of this effort was to deter-
mine the extent to which the mooring motion introduces "error" in the current (and
temperature) measurements. The secondary purpose was to obtain information on the
currents that cause the mooring to move, as well as the motion of selected points on
the mooring that could be used to test the validity of nunerical mooring motion
models. The tertiary purpose was to obtain information on the stresses in the moor-
ing, as well as the high frequency accelerations that could be used for improved en-
gineering design. The experiment succeeded in the first two purposes and was unsuc-
cessful in the third due to failure of the force-vector recorders.

Mooring notion can affect current measurements by translational additive ef-
fects and interaction with the instrument response characteristics.

ACOUSTIC TRACKING/PRESSURE MEASUREMENTS

An integral part of the ATOM design was the capability to determine the posi-
tion of two points on the mooring using acoustic tracking methods. A combination of
a time-travel/pulsed system and a Doppler tracking system was used. The operation of
the Doppler system is described in Porter, et al. (1973) and Spindel, et al. (1978).
The combined system is described in Spindel, et al. (1976). One pair of pulse and
Doppler tracking recorders was located just above the dense current wmeter array, the
second was below (Fig. 1). Three acoustic transponders with CW beacons were implant-
ed on the sea floor after the mooring was deployed. The positions of these beacons
were then determined by a ship survey. The survey positions are shown in Figure 2
(R. C. Spindel, personal communication, 15 May 1980). Or. Spindel was responsible
for preparing the instruments prior to deployment, conducting the ship-board beacon
survey, and translating the collected data into a format usable by NORDA.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of ATOM '79 mooring
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DATA QUALITY

The acoustic positioning system proved somewhat less than totally reliable. The
transponders (at least two out of three) failed on 8 January 1980 at 1845Z. Prior to
this failure, the lower transponder unit (S/N 003) ran from deployment, while a me-
chanical problem 1n the upper unit (S/N 004) caused an overwriting of the beginning
of the tape, leaving data from the period of 28 December 1979, 1730Z, to 8 January
1980, 18457, The pulse data were sampled at a rate of two samples per hour, while
the Doppler data were sampled at 120 samples per hour. At any one time there were
usually only two working (i.e., with acceptable data returns) transponders for the
pulse system. It was not unusual to find instances where no good pulse data were re-
turned. Because we did not, in general, have three ranges from the transponders to
the recording units, a third ieasurement was required to determine the position of
the unit.

TEMPERATURE /PRESSURE (DEPTH) MEASUREMENTS

This third parameter was the depth of the instrument. Temperature/pressure
(T/P) recorders of C.S. Draper Laboratory design were located at four points on the
mooring, A T/P recorder was located near each of the acoustic recording units
(Fig. 1). As a result it was a simple matter to determine the depth of the acoustic
units as a function of time as long as the depth of the T/P recorder was less than
that corresponding to the maximum pressure setting. To estimate depths when pressure
exceeded the dynamic ranges of the instrument, we used the tight correlation between
the temperature and pressure. As previously noted, the correlation coefficient was
-0.97. (A scatter plot of pressure temperature is shown in Fig, 3.) A linear least
square regression equation was obtained between pressure and temperature at the
nearest acoustic current meter over the period when the pressure recorder was in
range. The estimates of the pressure when the recorder over-ranged were made by
applying this equation to the upper ACM temperature.

POSITION DATA PROCESSING

sing the pressure records and extrapolated values, the depth of the acoustic
units were computed in the usual manner by integrating

dp = -pg dz.

The horizontal positions of the acoustic units were calculated using simple geometry
(e.g., Spindel, personal communication, 15 May 1980). The significant gaps in the
position data were filled by linear interpolation from the nearest "good" points.
The position data were then edited to remove spikes. The position data were time
differenced to obtain an estimate of the mooring's horizontal velocity. Figure 4
presents the time history of the mooring velocity, while the position history is
shown in Figure 5. From this latter figure, we see that the mooring moved about 0.8
km in the north-south direction and about 0.45 km in the east-west direction. A
stereo plot of the position of the acoustic receiver/transponder (R/T) is shown in
Figure 6. The pulse uata velocity statistics are summarized in Figures 7 and 8.
Figure 7 is a joint speed/direction histogram. The pertinent statistics are:

N
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1. Average speed: 0.38 cm/sec

2. Standard deviation: 0.26 cm/sec
3. Maximum speed: 3.67 cm/sec*

4, Vector record speed: 0.04 cm/sec

The graphs of the speed and direction histograms and the cumulative distribution
function for speed are shown in Figure 8,

Velocity variance spectra were also computed for both the pulse and Doppler
data., The combined spectra are plotted along with a typical ACM current spectrum in
Figure 9. The Doppler spectra appear to agree quite well with the pulse spectra in
the overlap region. The spectral level of the mooring velocities is about a factor
of 20 below the current spectral level until a frequency of about 3-4 cph., The
Doppler spectrum then becomes quite flat.

FLATTENING OF THE DOPPLER SPECTRUM
In order to understand the cause of this flattening, we will consider the ef-

fect of least significant bit error in the Doppler system. According to Spindel et
al. (1976), the change in a range position over a single estimate is given by

where Ki is the count from the quadrant detector, T is the average sound speed and
fi is the beacon frequency. For the ATOM experiment

¢ = 1503.6 m/s
fi = 13 kHz

Thus, the least significant bit error, A, is given by
S
A = If; 2.89 cm

Spindel et al. (1976) states: "the cycle counter makes an independent phase measure-
ment every 0.1 second.” Thus, the total displacement during a time T is given by

10T 10T
8(T) = X 8§ + > A,
i=} i=1

*There was only one such observation. The next higher speed was about 1.3 cm/sec
This was probably an erroneous spike that was missed in the editing process.
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where §i is the true displacement over each 0.1 sec, T is the time in seconds, and
Ai is a random variable, uniformly distributed over -A/2 to A/2. The variance of &
is then

If we consider that this variance will appear in the spectrum as white noise, evenly
distributed over the frequency range [0, fn] (fn = Nyquist frequency = 1/2T), then
the spectral level of the Least Significant Bit (LSB) noise is given by

The units are in cm?/s2/Hz. To transform to the more wusual units of cml/
/52/cph, we must divide by 3600 giving:

= =4p2
S.sp (f) = 4.611 x 107a
3.85 x 10A73 cm2/s2 /cph

[}

This value is plotted as a horizontal line, labeled LSB, in Figure 9. It is clear
that this lies very close to the flat portion of the Doppler spectrum and is proba-
bly the cause of this flattening. (There is no evidence to support or reject the hy-
pothesis that the mooring motion is significantly below the currents in the frequen-
cy band 3-30 cph.)

ORIENTATION EFFECTS

No current meter has a perfectly linear response under all conditions of flow.
This correct statement, but unfortunate fact, affects all attempts to measure and
interpret current. The interaction between the current meter's response to the flow
and the mooring motion produce signals that differ from the true ocean currents. For
lack of a better term, we will call the difference between the signal and the local
relative current "response error.”

The response error may arise from a number of different sources, among which
are:
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1. nonlinear response of the flow sensors (inertial effects, bearing friction,
! etc.),

2. horizontal and vertical variations caused by instrument geometry and near-
field flow patterns {tie rod interference},

3. mismatch of speed and direction sensors (vanes/rotors). For the acoustic
current meters, the prinary response errors are due to rotation of the cur-
rent meter along its axis due to torsional motion of the mooring line
(horizontal response error) and to the tilt of the current meter from a
vertical position (vertical response error).

Three force vector recorders (FVRs) were supplied by the C.S. Draper Laborato-
! ry, Cambridge, Massachusetts (to measure the tilt and torsional effects of the moor-
| ing). These FVRs were to have recorded acceleration, magnetic field, pressure, and
‘ tension information at three points on the mooring. The lower two units failed to
yield useful data, and the upper unit appeared to produce data of doubtful quality
soon after deployment.

Information relating to the tilt of the mooring from a vertical position was
Jdaduced from the upper two T/P recorders. Torsional motions could be estimated from
the case direction measurements of the current meters. The VACMs returned a case di-
raction every sampling interval (either 15/16 or 15/8 min), and the acoustic current ;
meters returned a case direction every 3 ninutes.

VERTICAL RESPONSE ERRORS J
The vertical tilt was estimated by computing
8 = arcosine (AD/L)

where AD is the difference in the depth of the upper two T/P recorders computed from
the observed pressures, and L is the distance between the T/P recorders (123 m). The
angles computed in this manner are less than 10° for the periods in which the pres-
sure sensors were in range. The error caused by this 10° tilt 1is about 2%
(McCullough, 1978), see Figure 10; thus, the error is expected to be less than this.,
Furthermore, this error is subject to very low frequency modulation and would not be
expected to significantly contaminate the high frequency region of the spectrum.

HORIZONTAL RESPONSE ERRORS

5aunders (1980) studied the horizontal response function of the ACM. Figure 11
consists of plots of typical horizontal speed and response functions for the ACM. It
may be seen that the observed speed may vary between about +8% and -6% of the true
speed, depending on the orientation of the current meter case to the mean flow. The
apparent direction may also vary between +5° of the mean current direction. The
angle between the case of an ACM and the observed current is plotted as a function
of time for a typical case in Figure 12. Long periods of little case/current angle
variation may be seen interspersed with abrupt large changes in angles. These
changes introduce the possibility of contamination of the records by as much as 6-8%
of the mean speed. This, of course, is a worst case situation, though one which
mi