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Text ST1 The fundamental concept behind the Galerkin method is to expand all the
unknown fields by using a set of orthogonal basis functions. This allows for the trans-
formation of the boundary value problem into a matrix eigenvalue problem. In the main

paper, this method was used to model the dynamical equations that describe the internal
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wave modes, with both k and v assumed to be fixed and depth-independent values. Here,

we derive the more general equations in which k and v can vary significantly with depth.
Similar to Eq. 8 of the main paper, we begin by writing the Reynolds-averaged Navier-

Stokes equations for continuity, momentum, and energy conservation under the turbulent

viscosity and gradient diffusion hypothesis:

Uy + vy +w, =0

U+ utly + vy +wu, = —L +vVu+ fo
U wvy + v, +wo, = =B 4+ vV — fu (SE1)
wy + uw, + vwy, + ww, = —1;—; + V2w —gp%

P+ upe + vpy + wp, = £V?p

This set of equations can be further simplified using the first-order perturbation theory.

By assuming

{u,v,w} = {u'(x,y, z,t),v'(z,y, z,t),w (x,y, 2, t)}
[} = {p(2) + (., 2.1). () + (g2, )} (5E2)

and neglecting higher-order terms, and also assuming hydrostatic balance, we get:

u, + vy, +w, =0

up = =% 4 vV 4 2 (ul 4 w)) + S0

v = —I;—%) + vV + (v, +w)) — fu (SE3)
wy = —% + vV 4+ 2%, — gZ—;

Pl = —w'p. + KV + 5,

The perturbation terms are considered to have a plane waveform as follows:

(Wl o Ny, 2, t) = {a(2), 5(2), B(2), B(2), flz) yelotmiheti) - (SE4)

where

(=), 520, 5(2)} = 52 g vy} cos (my2),
(@) =S {wy.py) sin (m2). (8E5)

Now, by assuming Galerkin basis functions of Eq. SE4 and substituting the perturbation

terms in Eq. SE3, the following equations set will be reached:
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iku' +ilv' —w, =0
ou = ”:TZ)’ + vV 4 2, — ikw') + fV!

ov = %/ + VR + (v, —ilw') — fu’ (SE6)
r_ Py 2.,/ w, 1 p
ow' = —= +vVaw' + 257w, 94

op = —w'p. + KV + %l

Defining G’ = iku’ + ilv" and € = ikv' — ilu/, the second and the third lines of Eq. SE6

can be rewritten as:
iku' +ilv' —wl, =0
oG = =Y L VG + G + (R + P + fO
oY = yva' + 200 — fG / (SE7)
ow' = —% + vV + 2%11}; — g;LO

op = —w'p. + &V + %l

Now, by substituting G’ = iku' + ilv" = w!, and eliminating p’, Eq. SE7 can be simplified

to the following equation set:
o =vV2Q + 1,0, — fw
o [(k2 + P =l | = -,V — vV, — v, —vaw'zzz

—vwl (k? + 1) — v w'(k* + 1?) (SER)
(B2 + 2wV + 2k + )W
2 2
—(k* +17)2p" = AU,
op = —w'p. + &V + 5,

Note that the perturbation terms are now:

V(x,y,z,t) = [ijl QjCOS(ij):| e(ot—i(kx+zy))
A (SE9)
{w/(SE, Y, 2, t)? p/(.T, Y, z, t)} = |:ij]:1{wj7 p]}SZn(mJZ) e(Ut—z(km+ly))

By substituting the above perturbation terms in Eq. SES, the following equations set will

be reached:
o = vk} Q; — vimQy — fmaw
okiw; = vZkimw; — vikimiw; + vz miw
sy — e 6 Pympe; = v (4 By (SELD)
—UE KR + )w; + 2055(k + BYmyw; — £(k + 12)p;
+fm;
opi = —pLijws = KKIps + RIMGps
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where the superscripts “cc”, “cs”, “sc”, and “ss” for an arbitrary function h are defined

as follows:
hii = %/OL cos(m;z)cos(m;z)h(z)dz (SE11)
hil = %/OL cos(m;z)sin(m;z)h(z)dz (SE12)
hif = %/OL sin(m;z)cos(m;z)h(z)dz (SE13)
hi = %/OL sin(m;z)sin(m;z)h(z)dz (SE14)
For instance:
pi; = %/OL sm(miz)sin(mjz)ag—(;)dz (SE15)

When the derivatives of k and v with respect to z are ignored in Eq. SE10, the same
results as in Eq. 11 of the paper are reached. Therefore, Eq. SE10 above should be
thought of as a more general form of Eq. 11 in the paper where full depth-dependence of

k and v are taken into account.
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Figure SF1. The spectrum of sea surface height squared, SSH? (m?®dayrad=!), in the hori-
zontal wavenumber-temporal frequency (K — w) space for the dynamically-downscaled regional
model. The two panels at the top row are identical to Figure 3¢ and Figure 3d in the main paper,
showing two cases with the background component of KPP turned off and on. They are both
shown in the logarithmic space. Although they appear similar, their difference, shown in the
bottom-left panel, reveals the IW modal structure. Finally, the percentage of energy reduction
(i.e., the red segments with positive energy accumulation filtered out, and the color code con-
verted to the linear space), is shown in the bottom-right panel. The two panels in the bottom row
are equivalent to Figure 8a of the main paper, albeit for the SSH data. This figure demonstrates
that, after turning off the background component of KPP in the dynamically-downscaled regional
domain, the energy of IW low-order modes at the surface is drained away and accumulated in

the near-inertial wedge, although not as clearly captured as in the interior ocean.
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