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[1] Refinements to a prognostic scheme of skin sea surface temperature (SST) are
proposed and tested. The refinements consist of two modifications of a Monin‐Obukhov
similarity function for stable conditions and mixing enhancement by the Langmuir
circulation. The modified scheme is tested with the European Centre for Medium‐Range
Weather Forecasts model. The modified scheme shows better agreement of the diurnal
SST amplitude with estimates from satellite observations. The scheme is also validated
with moored buoy observations of the Arabian Sea Mixed Layer Dynamics Experiment.
The off‐line model with the modified scheme reproduces the observed diurnal SST
variability well. Additionally, it is found that the parameterization of the effect of the
Langmuir circulation enhances ocean mixing and reduces the diurnal variability of SST
under wavy conditions.

Citation: Takaya, Y., J.‐R. Bidlot, A. C. M. Beljaars, and P. A. E. M. Janssen (2010), Refinements to a prognostic scheme of
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1. Introduction

[2] Sea surface temperature is an important parameter for
atmosphere‐ocean interaction. Traditionally sea surface
temperature (SST) has been analyzed as so‐called bulk SST,
which is temperature analyzed from various types of ob-
servations at about 1 m or deeper [Donlon et al., 2007].
Meanwhile, satellite observations and shipboard radiometric
measurements show that skin SST [Donlon et al., 2007] has
diurnal variability of up to a few degrees in low wind and
clear sky conditions [e.g., Gentemann et al., 2003;
Gentemann and Minnett, 2008]. The diurnal variability of
skin SST has a direct influence on surface fluxes and the
atmospheric variability from diurnal to intraseasonal time
scales [e.g., Kawai and Wada, 2007; Webster et al., 1996].
Therefore simulating accurate skin SST is crucial for
improving numerical weather prediction or data assimilation.
[3] For representing the diurnal SST variation, some

diagnostic and prognostic models have been developed
[Fairall et al., 1996a; Stuart‐Menteth et al., 2003; Webster
et al., 1996; Zeng and Beljaars, 2005, hereafter ZB05]. The
ZB05 scheme has been introduced in the operational version
of the European Centre for Medium‐Range Weather Fore-
casts (ECMWF) forecast model (CY35R1) in September
2008, and the scheme improved the prediction skill of the
Madden‐Julian oscillation [Madden and Julian, 1994] in
medium‐range forecasts (F. Vitart, personal communication,
2009). Brunke et al. [2008] showed that the ZB05 scheme

has a significant impact on the mean climate in the Com-
munity Atmosphere Model (CAM3.1).
[4] Although the ZB05 scheme can represent the diurnal

SST variation, some deficiencies of the diurnal SST
amplitude (DSA) have been reported recently [Bellenger
and Duvel, 2009]. To remove these deficiencies, we pro-
pose two refinements to the ZB05 scheme, namely changes
to the stability function in the diffusion and the addition of
the Langmuir circulation effect. The modified scheme is
evaluated making use of satellite data and buoy observations.

2. Skin SST Scheme

[5] The ZB05 scheme solves the one‐dimensional heat
transfer equation in the near‐surface layer. A cool skin layer
is parameterized in the same way as ZB05. So we focus on
a warm layer here. The equation for the warm layer is
given by
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where T is temperature and z is the depth defined as
positive upward, rw and cw are the water density and heat
capacity, Kw is the turbulent diffusivity and R is the net
solar radiation flux. We integrate the equation between
the bottom of the cool skin layer (z = −d) and the depth
(z = −d) where the diurnal SST variation can be neglected.
The result is
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where Q is the net heat flux including the surface latent and
sensible heat fluxes and the net longwave radiation flux,
defined as positive downward. In this study, d is 3 m as with
ZB05. The solar radiation profile R(z) is parameterized by the
Soloviev formulation [Soloviev, 1982].
[6] To compute the diffusivity, the ZB05 scheme uses a

parameterization based on the Monin‐Obukhov similarity
theory. The diffusivity is expressed as

KwðzÞ ¼ ��zuw*f ðLaÞ
�hð�Þ ; ð3Þ

where � = 0.4 is the von Kármán’s constant, �h is the
similarity function and z = −z/L is the stability parameter.
Following Large et al. [1994], the Obukhov length L is
given as

L ¼ �wcwu
*3
w =ð�g�wðQþ Rð0Þ � RðzÞÞÞ; ð4Þ

where g is gravity, aw is the thermal expansion coefficient.
The friction velocity is u*w =

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�=�w

p
using surface wind

stress t and water density rw. The function f(La) is a
function of the Langmuir number to parameterize the effect
of the Langmuir circulation. We discuss this function below.
[7] Recent observational studies of a flux‐profile rela-

tionship have pointed out that the similarity function �h(z)
(the nondimensional temperature gradient) in strongly stable
conditions levels off and approaches to a constant as z in-
creases [Cheng and Brutsaert, 2005; Grachev et al., 2007].
In the ocean, the near‐surface layer is strongly stable under
calm and clear sky conditions, because the water density is
O(103) larger than the air density. The larger density gives
smaller u*w and L, and larger z. Measurements of turbulent
fluxes under strongly stable conditions (z > 1) are limited
and still have large uncertainty [Cheng and Brutsaert, 2005;
Grachev et al., 2007]. In this study, the similarity function
for stable conditions is based on a function obtained from
the Surface Heat Budget of the Arctic Ocean Experiment
(SHEBA) [Grachev et al., 2007], but we modify its form for
strongly stable conditions. The similarity function used in
this study is given as

�hð�Þ ¼ 1þ 5� þ 4�2

1þ 3� þ 0:25�2
ð� � 0Þ

ð1� 16�Þ�1=2 ð� < 0Þ;

8<
: ð5Þ

compared to �h(z) = 1 + 5z (z ≥ 0) from ZB05. For the
range between z = 0 and z = 1, the function used in this
study gives a similar curve to the function of Grachev et al.
[2007].
[8] It has been recognized that ocean surface waves can

significantly influence mixing in the upper ocean [Melville,
1996; Sullivan and McWilliams, 2010; Thorpe, 2004].
Ocean waves induce mixing through processes such as the
Langmuir circulation [Langmuir, 1938] and wave breaking.
Enhancement of mixing by ocean surface waves has been
confirmed by observations [Gerbi et al., 2008; Terray et al.,
1996; Thorpe et al., 2003] and large eddy simulations
(LESs) [Li et al., 2005; McWilliams et al., 1997; Noh et al.,
2004; Skyllingstad and Denbo, 1995; Sullivan et al., 2007].
To parameterize these processes, some studies proposed
approaches to include additional wave effects to ocean

mixed layer schemes based on the Monin‐Obukhov simi-
larity theory [Gerbi et al., 2009; McWilliams and Sullivan,
2000; Smyth et al., 2002].
[9] In this study, we include the effect of the Langmuir

circulation (the Stokes drift) to the ZB05 scheme following
McWilliams and Sullivan [2000]. The formulation in this

study uses a function of the Langmuir number La =
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
u*w=us

q
with the surface Stokes velocity us [McWilliams et al., 1997]
in order to modify the turbulent velocity scale. The surface
Stokes velocity is computed in the ECMWF wave model
[Janssen, 2004] using a procedure outlined by Kenyon
[1969]. We apply the velocity scale proposed by Grant
and Belcher [2009]. The function is given by equation 3
of Grant and Belcher [2009] as

f ðLaÞ ¼ La�2=3: ð6Þ

The range of f(La) is limited as f(La) ≥ 1 so that the
Langmuir circulation effect works to enhance ocean mixing
[cf. McWilliams and Sullivan, 2000]. This function is
applied for stable conditions only, because the diffusivity is
adjusted to reproduce slow decay of skin SST in the ZB05
scheme.
[10] As with ZB05, assuming that bulk SST is constant,

temperature near the surface has a vertical profile as T =
T−d − [(z + d)/(−d + d)]n (T−d − T−d) with an empirical
parameter n = 0.3 and assuming d � d, (2) can be written as
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3. Results

3.1. Validation of Diurnal SST Amplitude

[11] To validate the diurnal SST amplitude (DSA), the
modified scheme is tested in the ECMWF model (CY35R2)
with the resolution of T255L62. Sets of experiments with
10 day forecasts starting from 1 January and July 1990–
2007, are used to assess the DSA. The bulk SST, T−d is
prescribed using persisted SST anomaly through the in-
tegrations. A cool skin layer scheme [ZB05] is also applied
in all integrations.
[12] First we verify the DSA with respect to daily avera-

ges of 10 m wind speed and shortwave radiation at the
surface (insolation). The diagnostic method used in this
study is the same as Bellenger and Duvel [2009]. The DSA
is defined here as a difference between maximum skin SST
and minimum skin SST during 00 to 24 local mean time.
Hourly outputs between 40°N and 40°S are analyzed. Daily
averages of insolation and 10 m wind speed are used to
stratify the DSA response. Model results are compared with
the DSA estimate from the Tropical Rainfall Measuring
Mission (TRMM) Microwave Imager (TMI) SST measure-
ments [Gentemann et al., 2003]. The satellite estimate is
obtained together with the shortwave radiation at the top of
atmosphere, therefore the value of the shortwave flux at the
top of atmosphere (Q in equation 1a of Gentemann et al.
[2003]) is simply replaced by the surface shortwave flux
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divided by 0.75 (for further discussion, please see section 3
of Bellenger and Duvel [2009]).
[13] Figure 1 shows the DSA stratified with daily avera-

ges of insolation and 10 m wind speed. Model results are
computed with January and July cases. An overestimation of
the DSA in the ZB05 scheme (Figures 1a and 1c) compared
with the satellite estimate is consistent with results reported
by Bellenger and Duvel [2009]. The modified scheme
(NEW) shows overall better agreement with the satellite
estimate than the ZB05 scheme (Figures 1b and 1d).
[14] Figure 2 shows the spatial distributions of the average

DSA computed with January cases. The climatological day‐
night difference of SST from AMSR‐E measurements dur-
ing 2002–2006 winter [Kawai and Wada, 2007] is shown as
a reference (Figure 2d). The modified scheme shows a
closer DSA to the satellite measurement than the ZB05
scheme (Figures 2a and 2b). It should be noted that some
errors of the DSA result from errors of surface heat fluxes
and radiation fluxes in the model. The same diagnostic with
summer cases shows a similar improvement as shown in
Figure 2.

3.2. Impact of the Langmuir Circulation

[15] To investigate the impact of the Langmuir circulation
on the DSA, experiments with (NEW) and without the
Langmuir circulation effect (noLC) are compared. Figure 3
shows the DSA difference between the two experiments and
a reduction ratio of the DSA, which is defined as the DSA
difference normalized by the DSA of the experiment with-
out the Langmuir circulation effect. The DSA is stratified
with daily average insolation. The reduction of the DSA is
about a few tenth of a degree. The reduction ratio shows
more than 30% reduction of the DSA in clear sky and
moderate wind (5–9 m s−1) conditions. In the ocean, the
Langmuir circulation is well developed (La ∼ 0.3) in mod-
erate and high wind conditions. The modified scheme re-

presents enhanced mixing by the Langmuir circulation and
reduces the DSA in these conditions.
[16] Ocean wave conditions depend on basins and sea-

sons. Figure 4 shows the spatial distribution of the averaged
Langmuir number computed from integrations started from
1 January 1990–2007. Ocean mixing in regions with the
small Langmuir number is dominated by the Langmuir
circulation regime [Li et al., 2005], which efficiently damps
the DSA (Figures 2b and 2c).

3.3. Off‐Line Simulation With Buoy Observations

[17] Off‐line simulations with the skin layer schemes are
performed and validated with buoy observations of the
Arabian SeaMixed Layer Dynamics Experiment at 15° 30′N,
61° 30′E during a 3 month period from March to May 1995
[Baumgartner et al., 1997, Weller et al., 2002]. The diurnal
warming of skin SST is profound in the Arabian Sea in spring
[see Kawai and Wada, 2007, Figure 5]. The off‐line skin
layer model is driven by hourly surface fluxes computed with
the COARE flux algorithm [Fairall et al., 1996b] using
ImprovedMeteorology (IMET) buoy observations. The buoy
temperature observation and surface flux data were down-
loaded from theWeb page of theWoods Hole Oceanographic
Institution (http://uop.whoi.edu/archives/arabiansea/arabian-
sea.html). For this verification, temperature measurements at
a depth of 0.17 m from the WHOI buoy are used. The cool
skin scheme is deactivated in order to compare with the
temperature observation at 0.17 m. Observed temperature at a
depth of 3.5 m is prescribed as the bulk temperature T−d. The
Stokes drift velocity is computed from the ERA‐Interimwave
analysis [Simmons et al., 2007]. The 6 hourly Stokes drift
velocity is interpolated in time and supplied for the modified
skin layer scheme.
[18] Since in situ radiometric measurements of skin SST

are unavailable for this experiment, only an indirect verifi-
cation of the skin SST is possible. In very calm and clear sky
conditions, the temperature profiles within the upper 0.5 m

Figure 1. The averaged DSA of (a and c) ZB05 scheme and (b and d) the modified scheme proposed in
this study (NEW). The DSA is stratified with daily average surface insolation and 10 m wind speed. The
DSA for given daily average insolation with respect to 10 m wind speed (Figures 1a and 1b). The DSA for
given daily average 10 m wind speed with respect to insolation (Figures 1c and 1d). Solid (dashed) lines
show the model results (satellite estimates [Gentemann et al., 2003]). Bin intervals are 10 W m−2 for
insolation and 0.2 m s−1 for 10 m wind speed. Data is only plotted when a sample size is more than 100.
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have large temperature gradients [e.g., Gentemann et al.,
2009]. Gentemann et al. [2009] found that temperature
profiles observed by SkinDeEP profilers [Ward, 2006]
show an exponential decay near the surface for wind speed
of 0–1 m s−1. On contrary, they reported that the tem-
perature profiles have small gradients in the top 0.25 m as
wind speed increases to 1–2 m s−1. This suggests that tem-
perature at a depth of 0.17 m can be significantly different
from the skin temperature for very calm cases with wind
speed about 0–1 m s−1, but it is not the case for moderate to
high wind conditions.
[19] Figure 5 shows results of simulations for 10 days

from 28 April 1995. The time series show the simulated
subskin SST and observed temperature at a depth of 0.17 m,
net surface flux (Q + R(0)), adjusted 10 m wind speed and
significant wave height computed from the ERA‐Interim

wave analysis. During this period, daily averaged 10 m wind
speed was in a range of about 2.9 m s−1 to 6.6 m s−1. We
show 0.17 m buoy temperature as a reference since the DSA
difference between 0.17 m temperature and estimated skin
SST is estimated to be small (<1%) during the period except
for 3 May, when the diurnal amplitude of 0.17 m temper-
ature is about 20% smaller than that of skin SST estimated
with the empirical profile of Gentemann et al. [2009] (please
see Appendix A for the estimation method of skin SST). The
ZB05 scheme simulates larger DSAs than the buoy obser-
vation for most cases. Simulated SST temperature with the
modified scheme is close to the observation for weak and
moderate wind conditions.
[20] Figure 6 shows the diurnal amplitudes of the simu-

lated subskin SST with respect to those of subskin SST
estimated from the buoy observation. The observed DSA of
a depth of 0.17 m is corrected to the subskin DSA according
to temperature profiles from Gentemann et al. [2009] as
described in Appendix A. The diurnal amplitude is defined
in the same way as section 3.1. Open and closed circles
show results with the ZB05 scheme and the modified
scheme, respectively. Data during the 3 month period from
March to May 1995 are plotted. Data during a period from
19 to 21 April are not included because of missing values in
the buoy observation. From this validation, the modified
scheme shows a good agreement in the range less than 2°.
For very large DSA events, the modified scheme may
underestimate the DSA although the uncertainty of buoy

Figure 2. Spatial distributions of the mean DSA for 10 day
forecast started from 1 January 1990–2007: (a) ZB05, (b)
NEW, and (c) NEW without the Langmuir circulation
effect. (d) Spatial distribution of the day‐night difference of
AMSR‐E version 5 SST averaged during 2002–2006 winter
[Kawai and Wada, 2007].

Figure 3. (a) The DSA difference between experiments
with and without Langmuir circulation effect. (b) Reduction
ratio of DSA due to the Langmuir circulation effect.

Figure 4. The average of the Langmuir number computed
with forecasts starting from 1 January 1990–2007.
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measurements and profile estimates is large at low winds.
On contrary, the ZB05 scheme matches well in large DSA
events (>3 K). These characteristics can be found in very
calm conditions (<1 m s−1) in Figures 1a and 1b. Although
there is difficulty in validating DSAs with the buoy obser-
vation due to the uncertainty in the estimated DSAs in very
calm conditions, it would be fair to conclude that the
modified scheme reproduce well the DSA at least for small
and moderate DSA ranges. For the 3 month simulations in
the Arabian Sea, the root mean square errors (RMSEs) of the
DSA with the modified scheme and the ZB05 scheme are
0.28 K and 1.04 K, respectively. It should be noted that the
RMSEs are affected by large DSA events (>3 K), in which
cases the uncertainty of the DSA estimates is large. The
results from these off‐line simulations are consistent with
the comparison shown in Figure 1. The agreement between
the independent verifications with the in situ observations
and the satellite observations supports validity of the diag-

nostic with the empirical diurnal SST model derived from
the TMI satellite measurement [Gentemann et al., 2003].

4. Discussions

[21] Bellenger and Duvel [2009] speculated that the DSA
error in the ZB05 scheme is attributed to the fixed and sharp
temperature profile. However, we showed the more reliable
form of the similarity function and the wave effect improve
the DSA response. Therefore the error seen in the ZB05
scheme may be at least partly attributed to the improper
similarity function in strongly stable conditions. The diag-
nostics with the TMI satellite estimate and off‐line simula-
tion with the buoy data indicate that the modified scheme
may have an underestimation of the DSA for very calm and
clear sky conditions. In such conditions, the stratification is
prominent in upper 0.5 m. In order to reproduce the DSA of
these events, the temperature profile may need to be con-
sidered in parameterizations [Gentemann et al., 2009]. On
the other hand, under high wind conditions the ocean mix-
ing is intensified, so the steep profile assumed in the ZB05
scheme is not applicable [Gentemann et al., 2009]. The
modified scheme still has an error in moderate to high wind
conditions. These errors may be attributed to an inappro-
priate assumption of the vertical profile for high wind
conditions and omission of the wave breaking effect.
[22] Other processes such as dependency of radiant heat-

ing on chlorophyll concentration [Ohlmann, 2003], mixing
enhancement due to wave breaking [e.g., Gerbi et al., 2009;
Craig and Banner, 1994] may improve skin layer models.
None of the currently proposed skin layer models consider

Figure 6. Diurnal amplitudes of simulated subskin SST
with respect to those of subskin SST estimated with the
buoy temperature observation (0.17 m) at 15° 30′N, 61°
30′E in the Arabian Sea from March to May 1995. Open
and closed circles show results with the ZB05 scheme and
the modified scheme, respectively.

Figure 5. (a) Observed and simulated subskin SST at 15°
30′N, 61° 30′E in the Arabian Sea for 10 days from 28 April
1995. The solid line is the buoy observation at the depth of
0.17 m, the dashed line is the ZB05 scheme, and the dotted
line is the modified scheme. (b) Observed net surface flux
(heat and radiation fluxes). (c) The 10 m wind speed. (d)
Significant wave height computed with the ERA‐Interim
wave analysis.
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all these processes. Further developments to include these
processes are needed to yield a better representation of the
diurnal skin SST variation.
[23] The parameterization of the effect of the Langmuir

circulation applied in this study is based on results from LESs
and the analysis of the turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) budget.
In the sense of the TKE budget, the parameterization ex-
presses TKE production by the shear of the Stokes drift
velocity [Grant and Belcher, 2009]. Results from idealized
LESs support enhanced mixing in a wide range of realistic
oceanic conditions [e.g., Li et al., 2005]. Therefore, we think
this process exists in real situations, and makes mixing in the
oceanic boundary layer different from that in the atmospheric
boundary layer. Furthermore, the simulation results with the
Langmuir circulation effect improved the DSA response
(Figure 1) and the geographical distribution of the DSA
(Figure 2) in the ECMWF model. However, from the obser-
vational point of view, it is still unclear how important the role
of ocean waves for the near‐surface mixing and the diurnal
cycle of SST is, since it is difficult to measure and distinguish
contributions of turbulent mixing from the Langmuir circu-
lation and wave breaking. More effort to understand these
processes by observations and numerical simulations is
needed to improve the parameterization of these wave effects.
[24] The modified scheme shows better overall perfor-

mance in terms of the DSA, particularly because moderate
and small diurnal events that occur much more frequently
than the very large diurnal warming events [Bellenger and
Duvel, 2009]. The validations with the satellite data and
buoy observation data demonstrate that the modified scheme
reduces the mean bias in these conditions. Therefore we
believe that the modified scheme is more beneficial for
numerical weather prediction models.
[25] We made an attempt to validate the DSA with the

off‐line simulations using the buoy observations in this
study. However we noticed that there is a large uncertainty
in the DSA estimate in our approach related to the empirical
temperature profile. In addition to the uncertainty of tem-
perature profiles, there is observational difficulty associated
with a so‐called “platform effect” [Kawai et al., 2006].
Kawai et al. [2006] investigated discrepancies of observed
temperatures among TRITON buoy measurements at a
depth of 0.3 m, “Sea snake” measurements in the top several
centimeters and in situ radiometric measurements. They
found that the radiometric skin temperature is close to 0.3 m
buoy temperature even for large diurnal warming events
with DSAs of 2–3°. Although their results indicate that the
near‐surface diurnal thermal stratification is not destroyed
by the buoy hull in their observation, the accuracy of the
near‐surface temperature measurements from moored buoys
still remains unclear. Therefore, further comprehensive va-
lidations with in situ radiometric observations like M‐AERI
[Gentemann et al., 2009] and CIRIMS [Jessup and Branch,
2008] measurements and satellite observations are desirable
to assess the performance of skin layer schemes for very
large diurnal warming events.

5. Summary

[26] In this study, refinements to the ZB05 scheme were
presented and validated. The refinements of the Monin‐
Obukhov similarity function for stable conditions and the

mixing enhancement by the Langmuir circulation improve
the diurnal SST amplitude compared with the estimate from
TMI satellite measurements [Gentemann et al., 2003]. The
spatial distributions of the DSA with the modified scheme
were compared with the AMSR‐E SST observation. The
modified scheme matches the observations better than the
original ZB05 scheme.
[27] In addition, simulations with the buoy observations

of the Arabian Sea Mixed Layer Dynamics Experiment in
1995 were performed. The model was driven by the
observed surface fluxes from the IMET observations and
the in situ temperature measured by the WHOI buoy. The
diurnal amplitudes of simulated subskin SST was compared
with those of the subskin temperature estimated from the
WHOI buoy measurements at a depth of 0.17 m. The sim-
ulated subskin SST with the modified scheme shows better
agreement to the buoy temperature observation than the
original ZB05 scheme for small and moderate warming
events. The verifications implies that the modified scheme
has an underestimation of the DSA for very large DSA
events, although the uncertainty is still a big issue in the
verification for very large DSA events. Overall these results
confirm the better performance of the modified scheme and
support validity of the diagnostic with the empirical diurnal
SST model derived from the TMI satellite measurement.
[28] It was found that the parameterization of the Langmuir

circulation (the Stokes drift) effect enhances ocean mixing
near the surface and reduces the diurnal SST amplitude under
wavy conditions. This result implies that ocean wave pro-
cesses have a significant impact on the diurnal SST variability
and that the wave effects need to be taken into account in
upper ocean models. Numerical weather prediction models
may be improvedwithmore sophisticated parameterizations of
upper ocean processes with coupling to ocean wave models.

Appendix A: Assessment of Skin SSTWith the Buoy
Observed SST

[29] Skin SST is assessed with the buoy temperature
measurements at a depth of 0.17 m, since the in situ
radiometric skin SST measurements are unavailable in the
Arabian Sea Mixed Layer Dynamics Experiment. The DSAs
at 0.17 m for very calm conditions are smaller than that of
skin temperature in calm and clear sky conditions. Although
it is difficult to assess large DSA events without in situ
radiometric observations, here we try to estimate skin SST
with observed 0.17 m temperature.
[30] Recently Gentemann et al. [2009] has investigated

near‐surface temperature profiles observed from SkinDeEP
measurements [Ward et al., 2004]. They developed an
empirical formula of temperature profiles on the basis of
wind speed and warm layer depth. The formula is given by
equation 17 of Gentemann et al. [2009] as

DTðzÞ ¼ e�9:5 z
Dð Þa ; ðA1Þ

where DT is a temperature profile normalized by skin SST,
z is a depth, D is a warm layer depth and a is a parameter
depends on wind speed. The parameter a increases from 2
to 9 as wind speed increases [see Gentemann et al., 2009,
Table 1]. The temperature profile has steep gradient near the
surface in calm conditions (<1.5 m s−1), on the other hand,
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the temperature gradient vanishes in moderate and high
wind conditions. It is impossible to estimate the warm layer
depth from the buoy observation data for large DSA events,
because the warm layer depth becomes less than 1 m. So,
the warm layer depth is estimated with the procedure of the
Fairall et al.’s [1996a] scheme. It should be noted that the
temperature profile is sensitive to the estimated warm layer
depth, so the estimated profile is prone to have errors
associated with this uncertainty. Once wind speed and the
estimated warm layer depth are given, the diurnal ampli-
tudes of subskin temperature are corrected by using the ratio
of the DSA between the subskin temperature and the buoy
temperature at 0.17 m.
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