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ABSTRACT

An adjoint sensitivity analysis of the relaxed Arakawa-Schubert scheme in the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration GEOS-1 GCM with respect to perturbations in large-scale environmental fields was con-
ducted. The response functions were defined as measures of the strength of convective cloud precipitation, the
cloud-induced heating and drying (moistening) in both the instantaneous and time-integrated sense. The roles
of different variables in producing variations on the response functions were evaluated and the most sensitive
vertical levels of the perturbations were identified with the gradient provided by the adjoint model.

It was found that the potential temperature perturbations had significant impact on all the response functionals
analyzed, especially on the convective precipitation. The perturbations at subcloud layers and at midtroposphere
from 500 to 600 hPa were found to be the most influential. The impact from the moisture fields was most
significant on cloud heating and drying effects and the strongest influence came from the subcloud layers. The
moisture perturbations at midtroposphere also significantly influenced the cloud drying (moistening) effect. On
the other hand, the cloud-induced heating and drying at levels between 400 and 600 hPa felt the strongest impact
from perturbations in large-scale fields. The influence of the perturbations in the wind field was weaker but still
provided reasonabl e sensitivity patterns. The time-integrated and instantaneous sensitivities for the same response
differ only in magnitude but not in the general distributions.

The impact of large-scale condensation and reevaporation on the sensitivity was also evaluated. Their effect
was significant at the midtropospheric level and they enhanced the model sensitivity to perturbations in tem-
perature and moisture fields.

The sensitivity analysis results obtained indicated that accurate gridscale vertical profile of temperature and
moisture, especialy at subcloud layers and midtroposphere between 500 and 600 hPa were essential for the
accurate evaluation of the cumulus cloud effects. The implications of the results of this work for variational
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Senditivity to Large-Scale Environmental Fields of the Relaxed Arakawa—Schubert

data assimilation were also discussed.

1. Introduction

The heating and moistening (drying) induced by con-
vective clouds play an important role in the energy bal-
ance and water budget in the global atmosphere, there-
fore the representation of the effects of convective
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clouds is recognized as a key process in numerical
weather prediction for timescales ranging from short-
term forecasting to seasonal prediction and climate sim-
ulation. Moreover, an accurate parameterization of sub-
grid moisture processes in a general circulation model
(GCM) isessential to fully assimilate such observational
data as precipitation, cloudiness, and outgoing radiation,
which are closely related to moisture and convection.
The Goddard Earth Observing System-1 (GEOS-1)
GCM was developed by the Data Assimilation Office
(DAO) at the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
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istration Goddard Space Flight Center Goddard Labo-
ratory for Atmospheres in collaboration with the Cli-
mate and Radiation Branch [for details please refer to
Takacs et a. (1994)]. It is used in conjunction with an
analysis scheme to produce a multiyear global atmo-
spheric dataset for climate research (Schubert et al.
1993). It has also been used to produce multiple 10-yr
climate simulations.

Therearefour physics packagesinthe GEOS-1 GCM,
namely, the relaxed Arakawa—Schubert (RAS) param-
eterization and large-scale condensation schemes, the
shortwave radiation and longwave radiation schemes,
and the turbulence parameterization scheme, respec-
tively. Among them the moisture processes play an es-
sential role in the quality of the products of the data
assimilation system (DAS). The RAS parameterization
scheme (Moorthi and Suarez 1992) is the central part
of the moisture processes.

The RAS scheme is a parameterization of the subgrid
cumulus convection in terms of the large-scale fields.
It computes the cloud-induced variations in potential
temperature 6 and moisture q as well as convective pre-
cipitation according to large-scale conditions in 6 and
g. The output impacts on the large-scale fields and in
turn the modified environmental conditions influence
the cloud activities. To improve the model forecast and
the quality of data assimilation products, a thorough
understanding of the interactions between large-scale
fields and convective clouds in the model and an eval-
uation of the performance of the parameterization
scheme in terms of its sensitivity to the large-scale en-
vironmental fields are indispensable prerequisites. The
present work represents an effort toward this goal.

In a sensitivity study a gradient of a certain measure
of model output (response function) is calculated with
respect to perturbationsin the model input variables and
parameters. There are two approaches to calculate the
gradient. One consists of the conventional forward sen-
sitivity analysis, also called the perturbation method. In
this algorithm, a series of experiments are carried out,
each with one parameter or one state variable at one
grid point being perturbed, then the variations in the
response function produced by each of them are com-
pared. Obviously, for large dimensional systems in
question, this approach is computationally limited.

The other approach is the adjoint (backward) sensi-
tivity analysis [Cacuci (1981a,b); see Cacuci (1988) for
areview]. It provides an efficient way to calculate the
gradient by a single integration of the adjoint model and
is particularly suitable for the problems in atmospheric
and oceanic modelswith large dimensionsand rel atively
few responses. It has been successfully applied to awide
range of sensitivity problems, for example, the sensi-
tivity to model parameters by Hall et al. (1982), Hall
(1986), Rinne and Jarvinnen (1993); the sensitivity of
blocking processes by Zou et al. (1993); and the sen-
sitivity of forecast aspectsto initial conditions by Rabier
et al. (1992, 1996). It also has been used in parameter
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estimation (Navon 1998). Another related work is that
of Fillion and Errico (1997), in which some basic as-
pects related to incorporating moist convective pro-
cesses in a variational data assimilation framework are
addressed.

In the present work an adjoint sensitivity study is
carried out to evaluate the impact of gridscale pertur-
bations on RAS output both qualitatively and quanti-
tatively. The following issues are addressed:

e examining the spatial variation of the sensitivity and
identifying the vertical levels where the perturbations
have the largest impact on RAS output;

« evaluating the relative importance of the perturbations
in the temperature, moisture, and wind fields of the
surrounding air in changing the outputs of the RAS
scheme; and

 discussing the feedback between the convective
clouds and the large-scale fields.

The outline of this article is as follows. In section 2,
we describe the theory and algorithm of adjoint sensi-
tivity. Section 3 consists of a brief description of the
RAS scheme in the GEOS-1 GCM. Section 4 presents
the results of the sensitivity analyses. Summary, con-
clusions, and the implications of this work for further
research are provided in section 5.

2. Adjoint sensitivity method

In sensitivity analysis, wefirst define aresponse func-
tion R, which is a measure of the forecast aspects we
are interested in. Here we consider only the functional
type of response, that is, R is a real scalar:

R = R(x),

where X is the vector consisting of all the model state
variables over all the model grid points. We aim at eval-
uating the sensitivity of the change of R with respect
to changes in x. Specifically, we are concerned with the
impact of small changes in the surrounding air on the
output of the RAS scheme, since these outputs will in
turn affect the large-scale environmental fields, which
are directly relevant to the model forecast.

Let y = A(X, t) represent the output vector of the
RAS scheme, where x is the vector consisting of the
large-scale environmental fields that are inputs of RAS
scheme, t istime, and A represents the nonlinear RAS
operator. The following three general types of response
functionals are considered:

R, =Y, ¥)s = Y'Sy, 1

where( -, - )5 stands for the inner product between two
vectorsweighted by areal, symmetric matrix S specified
according to the field of interest, (-)" stands for the

transpose operation,
R, = (w,y) = wTy, )

where w is a specified weighting vector and ( -, - ) isa
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normal Euclidean inner product; the above two func-
tionals are viewed as instantaneous responses, that is,
they refer to a given time, which is the same as that of
the input variables. Finally, we aso define a time-in-
tegrated response as

tN N
R, = f {y, y)s dt = J y'Sy dt. ©)
to to

a. Instantaneous sensitivity

To determine the impact of small perturbationsin the
surrounding air on R, we need to evaluate the gradient
of R with respect to the input x. Using a Taylor series
expansion and retaining only the first-order approxi-
mation, asmall perturbation 8x on the state vector caus-
es a change 8R; in the response function that can be
calculated by

5R, = 20y, By), = 2<y. aA()X( Y > ayrs| 22D aA(X D sx
= 2{ alt) TSTy} & = 2< alteh) TSTy, 8x>,
oX oX
(4)

where dA(X, t)/ox is the Jacobian representing the tan-
gent-linear operator of the RAS scheme. The adjoint
with respect to the normal Euclidean inner product is
simply its transpose [dA(X, t)/ox]T.
From (4) we can see that the gradient of R, with
respect to x is
A, 1) A, 1)
0X

In practice, this can be obtained by first running the
original RAS with a prescribed large-scale field at a
certain time t to obtain y = A(x, t), then apply the
operator S, which here is a simple scaling operation,
and finally take the result as the input to the adjoint of
RAS. The output of the adjoint of RAS yields the gra-
dient vector. The component of the vector corresponding
to each of the variablesisthe gradient of R, with respect
to that particular variable.

For the response R,, similar reasoning as above
leads to

VR = 2= STy = 2 Sy. (5

dA(X, t) !

V.R, = o

w, (6)

where now the input to the adjoint of RAS isthe weight-
ing vector w instead of Sy for R,.

b. Time-integrated sensitivity

The perturbation of the response R, is derived as
above and can be expressed as
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wfloA(x, )"
0R, = 2 —_—
We need to evaluate the gradient of R, with respect
to the initial perturbations 6x, = &x|,_,,. Recall that a
small perturbation 8x(t) can be related to 8x, through
the resolvent (t, t,) of the tangent-linear model of the
GCM:

STy, 8x> at. @)

ox = L(t, ty)6X,. (8
Defining £*(t,, t) as the adjoint of £(t, t,), 6R, may be

written as
.
STy} dt, 8x0>. 9

oR, = <2 P {L*(to, f)

Therefore the gradient of R, with respect to initial per-
turbation is given by

V.,Rs =2 f ' {L*(to, H————

By definition, in areas with large gradient, a pertur-
bation 6x, would create a larger impact on R, than the
same perturbation in areas with small gradient. Thusthe
3D distribution of this gradient provides the sensitivity
pattern of R, to x,. Also this gradient yields the optimal
initial perturbation pattern in the sense that for al the
initial perturbations with unit norm ||x,||, the one with
the same spatial distribution as V, R;, that is, parallel
to V, R, in phase space, imposes the largest changesin
R;. The same argument applies to the gradients of R,
and R,. In the present paper we use the terms gradient
and sensitivity interchangeably.

In practice, the algorithm to calculate the gradient
vector (10) is as follows.

1) Integrate the GCM fromtimet =t tot = t, saving
the environmental fields as well as the RAS output
[y in (10)] at timest,, forn=0,1,2,..., N.

2) At each time t,, use the stored trajectory of RAS
output [y = A(X, t)] and the adjoint RASto calculate
(5), the gradient with respect to instantaneous per-
turbations of the large-scale fields at each time t,,.

3) Finally, integrate the adjoint of the GCM backward
in time from t, to t,, with the result of step 2 at t,
as the initial condition. Since £* is linear, the result
of step 2 is added to the corresponding environ-
mental fields of the adjoint GCM at each t,. The
result at t, is V, Rs in (10).

Note that while (5) provides the sensitivity of the re-
sponse with respect to instantaneous perturbation in the
surrounding air, the integration of the adjoint of the
GCM vyields the time evolution of sensitivity.

The merit of the adjoint method lies in that a single
adjoint model integration yields the gradient of one re-
sponse function to all the model variables at all model
grid points. If instead we were to use the forward direct

dA(X, t)
0X

dA(X, 1)
X

STy} dt.  (10)
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Fic. 1. Output from the RAS scheme at 0000 UTC 1 January 1985: () convective cloud precipitation
(interval 1.5 mm day—1); (b) cloud-induced rate of change in potential temperature, averaged between

10°S and 10°N (interval 2.0 X 104 K s1); (c) cl

sensitivity method, then to obtain the same information
would require integrating the original model N X M
times, where N is the number of variables and M is the
number of model grid points (on the order of 10%). This
is computationally prohibitive even with the most pow-
erful computers available today.

In what followsw and S are chosen to define different

loud-induced rate of change in moisture, averaged

response functionalsin order to examine various aspects
of RAS sensitivity.

3. The moisture package of the GEOS-1 GCM

The moisture package of the GEOS-1 GCM consists
of three components: the RAS scheme, the large-scale



OcTOBER 1999

YANG ET AL.

2363

(c)

Fic. 1. (Continued) between 10°S and 10°N [interval 1.0 X 10-* (g kg*) s*]. Shading
indicates negative values. The ordinates in (b) and (c) are o levels.

condensation, and reevaporation of the falling rain. The
RAS scheme is a parameterization of the subgrid scale
penetrative and shallow cumulus convection in terms of
large-scale fields (M oorthi and Suarez 1992). It predicts
mass fluxes from cloud types, which have different en-
trainment rates and levels of neutral buoyancy, depend-
ing on the properties of the large-scale environment. In
this scheme, all clouds are assumed to have the same
base but each cloud type is characterized by its detrain-
ment level (cloud top). The normalized mass flux for
each cloud type is a linear function of height. In the
original Arakawa—Schubert scheme, the closure as-
sumption is a balance between large-scale and gridscale
effects on the cloud work function, which is a measure
of efficiency of convection. In the RAS scheme, the
major simplification is to relax the state toward equi-
librium each time the parameterization isinvoked, rather
than requiring that the final state be balanced.

At each model time step, several different cloud types
are treated sequentially. At any instant, each cloud in-
teracts with only the current environment, which results
from the effect of the previous cloud type in the se-
guence. In this way, the interactions between clouds are
accounted for implicitly.

For the reevaporation, a Kessler-type scheme is em-
ployed (Sud and Molod 1988), adjusting the impact on
the large-scale environment from RAS. Supersaturation
or large-scal e condensation is defined whenever the spe-
cific humidity in any grid box exceeds its supersatu-
ration value. It also reevaporates during descent to par-
tially saturated lower layers.

The adjoint of the adiabatic GCM and the moisture
package were developed and documented in Yang and
Navon (1996) and Yang et a. (1997). In the present
study this package is the only physical processincluded
in the adjoint model.

All the experiments were performed with a 5° X 4°
horizontal resolution and 20 vertical o levels. Theinitia
time is arbitrarily chosen at 0000 UTC 1 January 1985.
The initial state is extracted from the DAO archived
reanalysis data, which has the same resolution as above
and includes five independent variables, namely the po-
tential temperature, the zonal and meridional wind, the
surface pressure, and the specific humidity. The time
integration in evaluating (10) was carried out for 6 h.

To help understand the results of the sensitivity anal-
ysis study, we start by looking at the effect of con-
vective cloud on the large-scale environment. Figure
1 displays some output from the RAS scheme at 0000
UTC 1 January 1985. Figure 1a shows the convective
cloud precipitation, indicating that strong convective
activity occurs over the low-latitude oceans, especially
over the eastern Indian and the western Pacific Oceans
as well as the Atlantic Ocean. The points A, B, and C
are for later reference. In Fig. 1b the longitude-height
distribution of the rate of convection-induced potential
temperature change A6, averaged between 10°S and
10°N, is shown (the ordinate is the vertical o level).
This indicates that convective clouds act as a heat
source to the environmental air at al levels. The stron-
gest heating occurs in the midtroposphere between o
= 0.4 and o = 0.5 (between about 400 and 500 hPa),
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above the Indian and western Pacific Oceans where the
strong convective clouds occur. A very strong heating
rateisalso seen between levels o = 0.1 and 0.2 (around
100-200 hPa). Thisis attributed to the way the heating
rate is calculated. To be converted into an actual tem-
perature change AT, A6 should be multiplied by afac-
tor (p/p,)*, wherepisthepressureand p,isareference
pressure, k = R/C,, where R is the gas constant and
C, is the specific heat at constant pressure. Therefore
the heating at the higher levels is scaled down more
than at the lower levels. Throughout this paper the
heating rate is represented by A6 rather than by AT.
In Fig. 1c the rate of cloud-induced moisture change
Aq is shown. Only the layers below o = 0.3 are dis-
played. The convective cloud generally dries out the
layers below 500 hPa, especially the subcloud layers
and around 600 hPa, but only weakly moistens the
upper layers. At midtroposphere, the layer with the
strongest convective drying is lower than that with the
strongest heating.

4. Sensitivity analysis results

The convective clouds impact upon the large-scale
fields through the changes in potential temperature A6
and moisture Ag. On the other hand, gridscale variations
in vertical profile in the surrounding air influence con-
vective activity. In this section we investigate the sen-
sitivity of the RAS outputs to large-scal e environmental
fields, that is, the effect of small perturbations in the
surrounding air on the RAS outputs.

All the gradients obtained using the adjoint model
were subject to a gradient correctness test. For this pur-
pose, the following function was calculated:

Rx + Bh) — RKX)
(V,R phy

where h, is a prescribed field of perturbations and g is
a scaling factor controlling the magnitude of the per-
turbations. Here h, is obtained by taking the difference
between the result of a 6-h integration of the original
GCM and the initial condition. Within several orders of
magnitude of B, a unit value for F(B) is obtained. As
an example, Fig. 2 provides the result of the gradient
check for R, response function. It indicatesthat therange
of the validity of the adjoint sensitivity is from 8 =
10t to B = 10°.

F(B) = (11)

a. Instantaneous sensitivity

In this section we present the results from instanta-
neous sensitivity, that is, a response function of type R,
in (2) is used with its gradient calculated following (6).

1) CONVECTIVE PRECIPITATION

The response function for this case is specifically de-
fined as
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FiG. 2. Variation of F(B) with respect to log(B), as indication of
the validity of the linear approximation.

R, = > P,
Q

where P, is the convective cloud precipitation rate and
Q) represents the low-latitude belt from 30°S to 30°N,
where most of the precipitation occurs, as indicated in
Fig. 1.

Figure 3a shows the longitude-vertical distribution of
the sensitivity of precipitation to potential temperature,
averaged between 10°S and 10°N. Positive sensitivity
centers are observed below the cloud-base level (around
950 hPa). From this level above to the 250-hPa level,
the gradient is largely negative in a relatively uniform
way although a center is discerned at around 500 hPa
over the western Pacific Ocean. Such a distribution
means that if the surrounding air in the boundary layer
gets warmer and the midtroposphere gets colder, there
will be a stronger convective activity and stronger con-
vective precipitation. For instance, if a positive pertur-
bation of 1 K in temperature occurs at the point with
the largest gradient in the subcloud layer, an increase
of about 7 mm day—* in the overall precipitation rateis
induced. On the other hand, if this perturbation occurs
at the point with the largest negative gradient, say
around 500 hPa, it resultsin about 9 mm day —* decrease
in total convective rain. This is due to the fact that
warming up at the lower level destabilizesthe surround-
ing air and cooling down at the upper level strengthens
the cloud buoyancy force, which is measured by the
difference between the moisture static energy in the
cloud plume and the environment, thus favoring con-
vective cloud development.

The variation with height of the sensitivity of pre-
cipitation to moisture is displayed in Fig. 3b. Only the
levels below 850 hPa show significant positive sensi-
tivity with the largest gradient near the cloud-base level.
This means that more moisture near this level favors
convective activities and induces stronger convective
precipitation. Specifically, if a1 g kg~ perturbation in
the moisture field occurs at the largest gradient point at
950 hPg, it tends to induce about 3 mm day—* increase
in total cloud precipitation.
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2) SENSITIVITY WITHIN A SINGLE COLUMN

From the former analysis, several representative grid
points with high convective activity and high sensitivity
were chosen for further analysis. The following three
locations were used for single-column sensitivity in
what follows:

point A: (6°S, 100°E),
point B: (42°N, 165°W),
point C: (2°S, 25°E).

Their locations are indicated in Fig. 1a by black dots
and corresponding letters nearby.
Now the response functionals are defined as

R, = A6, j, K)/AL, (12)

and
R, = Aq(, j, K)/At, (13)

where (i, j, k) indicates a particular horizontal grid point
(i, j) at a particular vertical level k and At is the RAS
time step. Since the RAS scheme is implemented col-
umnwise, the output at a particular point at a certain
level can be sensitive to al the other vertical levels at
this point, but not to the surrounding grid points. In a
single column, the gradients of R, and R, to environ-
mental # and q constitute the four component blocks of
a Jacobian matrix, which is given by

V,(R) Vq(Rg)‘
V.R) V.R)|

Figure 4 displaysthe four components of the Jacobian
(14) at point A over the eastern Indian Ocean. The or-
dinate is the o level corresponding to k in R, in (12)
and (13), going from the surface upward, and isreferred
to as the response level. The abscissa consists of the o
levels of the surrounding air where perturbations occur
and are referred to asthe influential levels. For example,
the large negative value at point (0.5, 0.45) in Fig. 4a
provides the gradient of R, at point A at level o = 0.45
(near 450 hPa) with respect to perturbationsin 6 at level
o = 0.5 (around 500 hPa).

From Figs. 4a—b one can see that for R, the level
around 450 hPa displays the largest sensitivity, with
positive gradient to both 6 and q in the subcloud layers,
where a 1 K increase in 0 leads to about 4 K day—*
increase in cloud heating at the 450-hPa level, whereas
an additional 1 g kg=* in the moisture content leads to
about 8.7 K day~! increase in heating at the 450-hPa
level in terms of 6 change. This impact is very signif-
icant. Furthermore, Fig. 4a shows a significant negative
gradient with respect to 6 near 500 hPa, where a 1 K
decrease in 0 leads to a 5.6 K day* increase in cloud
heating rate at around 450 hPa. This implies a negative
feedback between the 6 perturbation in the environ-
mental air and the cloud-induced heating at around 450
hPa.

(14)
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The opposite impacts of perturbations occurring at
500 and 400 hPa on the convective heating can be ex-
plained by the fact that environmental heating is mainly
accomplished by compensating downdrafts outside the
clouds induced by the updrafts inside the clouds (Re-
delsperger and Guichard 1996). Lower environmental
air temperature in the midtroposphere increases the dif-
ference of static energy between the cloud and the en-
vironment, thus increasing the buoyant force. This in-
duces stronger updraft inside the cloud and downdraft
outside it and thus stronger heating of the air column.
On the other hand, if the layer around 400 hPa gets
colder, the heating through subsidence at the 450-hPa
level will be less effective. This explains the two op-
posite centers observed below and above 450 hPa in
Fig. 4a. The implication is that in order to accurately
parameterize the cloud effects, an accurate vertical pro-
file of the surrounding air is an essential prerequisite.

For R, the most influential layer isthe subcloud layer
(Figs. 4c and 4d). The midlevel perturbation can also
exert significant influence, however, only on the adja-
cent layers. The layer around 500—-600 hPa is signifi-
cantly influenced by the # and q perturbations in the
surrounding air at the same level as well as at subcloud
levels. A raise of 1 K in temperature and 1 g kg=* in
moisture content at subcloud layer tendsto enhance con-
vection, leading to astronger convective drying of about
7 X 102%and 5 X 102 g kg~* day 1, respectively, in
the midtroposphere (note from Fig. 1c that Aq is neg-
ative at most of the vertical levels). On the other hand,
occurrence of positive 6 and negative g perturbations at
midtroposphere around 600 hPa tends to suppress con-
vectivedrying at the sasmelevel. Note the opposite effect
of the q perturbations at o = 0.5 (500 hPa) and o =
0.6 (600 hPa) levels on the convective drying at 600
hPa. At around 600 hPa, the negative gradient implies
that the feedback between the moisture perturbation and
cloud drying effect is negative, whereas near 500 hPa,
the feedback changes to positive. The behavior of point
A is typical of model gridpoint locations over low-lat-
itude oceans with strong deep convective clouds.

Now we turn our attention to point B over the mid-
latitude Pacific Ocean. Figure 5 shows the four com-
ponents of the Jacobian at this point. Comparing Figs.
5a and 5b with Figs. 4a and 4b, respectively, one can
see that for R,, the strongest response level is lowered
to o = 0.5 (around 500 hPa). This layer shows signif-
icant sensitivity to 0 perturbations at the same level as
well as to that at the levels below. For R,, Figs. 5¢c and
5d show that the strongest response level is confined to
below o = 0.8. Negative 6 and positive g perturbations
between o = 0.8 and o = 0.9 (800—900 hPa) induce
stronger convective drying. Also, the positive 6 pertur-
bation around o = 0.6 level can lead to a suppression
of convective drying at the layers lower than 850 hPa.
This may be attributed to the reduced buoyancy force
by higher environmental temperature.

The diagonal structure of the Jacobian, which is most
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Fic. 3. Longitude-vertical distribution of the sensitivity of the RAS precipitation to pertur-
bationsin (a) the potential temperature field [interval 1.5, one unit corresponds to 1.4 (mm day )
K=1], and (b) the moisture field { interval 4.0, one unit correspondsto 0.1 (mm day—*) [g kg~*] '},
averaged between 10°S and 10°N. The ordinates are in hPa.

evident in Fig. 5d, indicates the local effect of the per-
turbations on convective drying. The R, at layers above
500 hPa shows little sensitivity to the 6 and q pertur-
bations at any level, probably since at this location the
convective clouds cannot penetrate to very high levels

dueto thefact that the moisture content in the air column
is lower than that at low latitudes.

Figure 6 displays the Jacobian at grid point C over
the tropical African continent. For R,, the major dif-
ference between the points C and A is that now the
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Fic. 4. The four blocks of the Jacobian at point (6°S, 100°E): (a) V,(R,), interval 0.5, one unit corresponds to 0.86 (K day—*) K—1; (b)
V,(R,), interval 2.0, one unit corresponds to 0.62 (K day*) (g kg*)*; (c) V,(R,), interval 1.0, one unit correspondsto 1.2 X 1072 (g kg*
day-*) K-*; and (d) V,(R,), interval 2.0, one unit corresponds to 0.86 X 1072 (g kg~* day~*) (g kg=*)~*.

sensitivity of midtroposphere R, to both 6 and q dis-
turbances is about an order of magnitude weaker (notice
the difference in the contour intervals). Here the impact
on convective heating from perturbations at mid- to up-
per troposphere is relatively more important than that
from subcloud layers.

For R,, Figs. 6¢c and 6d show a marked difference
compared to locations A and B. Now both the signifi-
cantly sensitive layer and the influential layer are con-
fined to below 900 hPa (notice the different scales in
the ordinate and abscissa between Figs. 6¢,d and the
corresponding figures for points A and B in Figs. 4 and
5). Thisis probably due to the presence of 1ess moisture
content in the air column and lower cloud top over land
area than over the low-latitude oceans. However, Figs.
6¢ and 6d still display detailed sensitivity structureswith

respect to the temperature and moisture perturbations,
that is, positive 6 and q perturbations at the lowest model
level and negative perturbations higher above (between
900 and 950 hPa) tend to destabilize the subcloud layers
and strengthen convective drying. In fact at locations
A and B such sensitivity structures at the lowest model
levels are also observed. At the lowest model layersthe
points considered here depict strong negative feedback
between q and the convective drying, whereas in the
slightly higher layers, the feedback is positive.

From the analysis above for the three types of grid-
point locations we can conclude that the perturbations
in the subcloud layers can most significantly influence
the convective activities at each of these locations. For
cloud effects at midtroposphere, the influence from sub-
cloud-layer disturbances may surpass that arising from
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Fic. 5. Same as Fig. 4 but for point (42°N, 165°W): (a) V,(R,), interval 0.5; (b) V,(R,), interval 1.5; (c) V,(R,), interval 0.2; and (d)
V.(R,), interval 2.0.

perturbations in the immediate surrounding air at the
same level, especially for R, at grid points over the
oceans. As to the response functions, the midtropo-
sphere is the one most easily influenced. The variations
in cloud heating and drying effects are larger at these
levels than at other levels if forced by the same per-
turbation. Over land and high-latitude oceans, the mois-
ture perturbation exhibits more localized effects, which
are mostly confined to the lowest model levels, whereas
over the low-latitude oceans with high sea surface tem-
perature (SST) and stronger deep clouds, the impact of
the boundary layer can be more readily transferred to
higher levels.

Fillion and Errico (1997) discuss the distribution of
the blocks of the Jacobian at a single gridpoint location
with strong convection, for both the Kuo and the RAS

schemes. For the RAS scheme, they use the direct per-
turbation method instead of adjoint sensitivity to generate
the Jacobian. Similar to what we observed here, they
point out the influence from the lowest model layers, but
their results show a stronger upper-level diagonal struc-
ture, which indicates a more localized effect than ours.
This difference between the results may be attributed to
the choice of different time and geographic locations.
We can see that most of the layers display negative
feedback between R, and the 0 perturbation and between
R, and g perturbation. This suggests that perturbations
in the surrounding air are suppressed by cloud activities.
Therefore the cloud effect is by and large a stabilizing
factor for large-scale perturbations. However, there are
some vertical levels with positive feedback, to which
more attention should be paid, since the interaction can
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FiG. 6. Same as Fig. 4 but for point (2°S, 25°E): (a) V,(R,), interval 0.05; (b) V.(R,), interval 0.1; (c) V,(R,), interval 1.0; and (d)
V,(R,), interval 1.0.

cause rapid growth of the initial perturbations in the
surrounding air.

b. Time-integrated sensitivity

The gradient of the time-integrated response can pro-
vide us with an estimate of the influences of initial per-
turbations on the moisture processes in later time. For
this purpose, the matrix S in (3) is chosen such that the
following two response functions are defined:

tn 802
R, = — | dt
-] 3 ()

tn aqz
Ry = —| dt.
-] 3 (5)

(15)

Here . represents summation over the globe. These
functionals provide a measure of the strength of the
impact of convective clouds on the large-scale fields.

The integrations were carried out for 6 h from 0000
to 0600 GMT 1 January 1985. In this section the
sensitivity (or gradient) to any variable actually
means the sensitivity of the time-integrated response
with respect to the perturbation of that variable at
initial time.

1) SENSITIVITY TO POTENTIAL TEMPERATURE

Figures 7a and 7b display the longitude-height dis-
tribution of R,, and R, to 6 perturbations, respectively,
averaged in the latitudinal band between 10°Sand 10°N.
A major difference between these two figures and Fig.
3a, which istheinstantaneous sensitivity of precipitation
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Fic. 7. Variations with longitude and height of the sensitivity to 6 perturbations of the
response functions: (a) R,, [interval 0.5, one unit corresponds to 7.2 X 10-7 (K2 s71) K],
and (b) Ry, [interval 1.0, one unit corresponds to 1.4 X 1072 (g kg™*)2 s* K], average
between 10°S and 10°N. The ordinates are in hPa.

to 0, is that while the latter shows more uniform dis- is, the perturbations occurring at these levels lead to
tribution of negative sensitivity from lower to midtro- larger variationsin R,, and R, than similar perturbations
posphere, in Figs. 7a and 7b significant sensitivity is at other levels. Specifically, a 1 K increase at subcloud
more concentrated at the 500- and 600-hPa levels, that layer or a 1 K decrease around 500 hPa in 6 leads to



OcTOBER 1999

about 5 X 107% K2 s7* increase and 2 X 10-% K2 st
increase in R,,, respectively.

Figures 7aand 7b also indicate that longitudinally the
perturbations over the eastern Indian Ocean and the
western Pacific Ocean exert the strongest influence on
the convective heating and drying, whereas over the
eastern Pacific Ocean, only the temperature perturba-
tions under 800-hPa level can have significant impact.

In summary, the cloud impacts on the large-scale
fields are most sensitive to the initial perturbations in
the potential temperature field at two levels: one is the
subcloud layer, the other is the midtroposphere layer
between 500 and 600 hPa. The perturbations at these
levels have opposite effects on the convective param-
eterization, namely, positive perturbations in the lower
layers and negative perturbations in the upper layers
lead to enhanced convective activities and stronger im-
pact on the environmental fields.

2) SENSITIVITY TO MOISTURE

Figures 8a and 8b show the vertical distribution of
the sensitivity to moisture perturbations of R,, and R,
respectively, again averaged between 10°S and 10°N.
They are quite different from Fig. 3b, which depictsthe
instantaneous sensitivity of precipitation to the q per-
turbation. It can be seen from Fig. 8athat R,, displays
a positive sensitivity to all the vertical levels, especially
to the levels around 950 and 400 hPa. Specifically, a 1
g kg=* increase in moisture content at 950 hPa (400
hPa) can result ina1 X 105 (1.5 X 107°) increase in
R,s,» Which means an increase in convective heating.

Figure 8b, which displays the R, sensitivity to mois-
ture, shows a somewhat more complex behavior. Only
the levels below 300 hPa are displayed since there is
very little moisture above this level. The most signifi-
cant positive gradient is observed around 950 and 600
hPa. From 600 to 500 hPa, the gradient changes from
large positive to negative. At around the 600-hPa layer,
an addition of 1 g kg~ in the moisture field results in
about 2 X 1077 (g kg™*)2 st increase in R,,. On the
contrary, adding 1 g kg-* moisture at around 500 hPa
tends to suppress convection (cf. Fig. 3b) and reduce
the convective drying effect, as manifested by about 1.5
X 10-7(g kg *)? s * decrease in R,,. Thisindicates that
the moisture process is very sensitive to the vertical
profile of the environmental moisture perturbations at
midtroposphere level. Thisintricate structureis also ob-
served in Fig. 4d but with reversed sign since in that
figure, the response function is the Aq itself, which is
negative, whereas in Fig. 8b the response is the square
sum of Ag, which is always positive.

From Fig. 3b it can be seen that the g perturbation
around 600 hPa does not significantly influence the
strength of convection, which is represented there by
convective precipitation, but here we observe that it can
very significantly influence the convective drying. A pos-
sible explanation is that the convective drying in the
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environmental air, like the convective heating, is mainly
due to the compensating subsidence outside the clouds
(Redelsperger and Guichard 1996). This effect is most
significant at around 600 hPa (Fig. 1c). Presence of ad-
ditional moisture in the surrounding air at this level will
cause more water vapor to be transported to lower layers
by downdrafts, thus leading to alarger depletion of mois-
ture and larger negative Ag, even though the strength of
convection does not increase significantly. If, on the other
hand, there is additional moisture at higher levels, there
is tendency to suppress convective activity so that the
cloud-induced drying is reduced accordingly.

While the instantaneous sensitivities account only for
the response of RAS to large-scale perturbations, the
time-integrated sensitivitiesincorporate the effect of the
interaction between large-scale fields and the RAS
scheme through the evolution of the basic field. We
compared the instantaneous sensitivity with the time-
integrated sensitivity of the same response, either the
convective precipitation or the integrandsin R,, and Ry,.
The differences are not qualitative but only quantitative.
For example, Fig. 9 displays the longitude-height dis-
tribution of the sensitivity of 6-h integrated convective
precipitation to temperature perturbations, al so averaged
between 10°S and 10°N. Comparing it with the instan-
taneous sensitivity of Fig. 3a, one can see that the gen-
eral patterns are quite similar but the positive centers
at 950 hPa and negative centers around 500 hPa are
enhanced in the time-integrated sensitivity, which ac-
counts for the larger vertical variation in Fig. 9 than in
Fig. 3a. The conclusion is generally valid for other re-
sponse functions.

3) SENSITIVITY TO THE WIND FIELD

The wind fields do not exert an immediate impact on
the RAS scheme, so there is no instantaneous sensitivity
to wind field. However, the wind field redistributes 6
and q perturbations through advection and convergence/
divergence. In thisway it provides an indirect influence
on the output of the RAS scheme. The integration of
the adjoint model can provide us with the gradient of
Ry and R,, from RAS with respect to the wind field.

The vertical distribution of the gradient to zonal (u)
and meridional (v) components of thewind field (figures
omitted) both show a significant baroclinic structure
with a vertical profile very similar to that of standing
wavenumber 1. The node is at 500 hPa, with opposite
signs below and above it. But within each regime, the
structure exhibits a barotropic behavior. The two most
influential levels are located near 750 and 300 hPa, re-
spectively.

By displaying the gradient of R,, with respect to u
and v components in vector form, we obtain a concise
view of the sensitivity to the perturbations in the wind
vector. Figures 10a and 10b show the horizontal distri-
bution of the sensitivity of R,, to the wind vector at 200
and 700 hPa, which represents the situation at the upper
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Fic. 8. Height-ongitude distribution of sensitivity to moisture perturbations of the response

functions: (a) R,, [contour interval 1.0, one unit corresponds to 5.18 X 107 (K? s
Hgkg ™),

kg, and (b) R,, [interval 0.2, one unit correspondsto 1.0 X 107 (g kg™)?s~
average between 10°S and 10°N. The ordinates are in hPa.

') (9

and lower levels, respectively. The gradients of R,, at
the two aforementioned layers have opposite signs,
again indicating a baroclinic character. The most sig-
nificant influence is due to the divergent component,
whereas the vorticity component is very weak except

at some isolated areas at high latitudes. The lower (up-
per) level gradient vector is largely convergent (diver-
gent). The sensitivity to wind of R, is very similar to
that of R,, and therefore is not shown here. Asdiscussed
in section 2, wind perturbations with the same structure
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Fic. 9. Longitude-vertical distribution of the sensitivity of the 6-h integrated RAS pre-
cipitation to perturbations in the potential temperature field, averaged between 10°S and 10°N
[interval 1.5, one unit corresponds to 1.4 (mm day ) K-*]. The ordinate is in hPa.

and distribution, that is, convergence at lower levelsand
divergence at upper levels over the convectively active
regions at initial time, will lead to stronger cloud im-
pacts on the environment in the ensuing several hours.
The most sensitive region extends geographically from
the eastern Indian Ocean to the western Pacific Ocean
at low latitudes.

c. Relative sensitivity of different variables

In the above we investigated the impacts of the per-
turbations in potential temperature, moisture, and wind
fields on the response functions. To provide a quanti-
tative idea of the relative importance of each of these
fields in causing the variation in the response functions,
here we carry out a comparison contained in Table 1.

Considering their natural variability and typical ob-
servational error, the disturbances in the above fields
are prescribed as shown in the first column of Table 1.
Let us further suppose that each of these perturbations
occurs at the most sensitive grid point for that variable
(i.e., the point with the largest gradient). Table 1 lists
the variations in the three response functional s resulting
from each individual perturbation. It can be seen that
for the precipitation (6R,), 6 is the most influential fac-
tor. Its impact is about 2.5 times that arising from q
perturbations. For convective heating and drying, the g
perturbation becomes the most influential factor al-
though 6 perturbation is almost as important. The var-
iation caused by the wind perturbations is at least one
order of magnitude smaller than that due to the 6 and
g perturbations, respectively.

When examining Table 1, one should bear in mind
that the magnitude of perturbations here is somewhat
outside the range of validity of linear approximation as
indicated in Fig. 2, although the discrepancy is very
small. Note that a 1 K change in 6 is not so unusual
since it is well within the range of analysis errors of
present assimilation systems. Such a perturbation can
cause avariation as large as 10 mm day—* in convective
precipitation locally. Although this result is only for a
particular case, it does suggest a high sensitivity of the
moisture scheme to perturbations (or analysis errors) in
large-scale fields. This large sensitivity is also observed
in Fig. 3.

As a side note we remark that a study on the cli-
matology of the parameterized physical processes in
the GEOS-1 GCM and GEOS-1 DAS indicates biases
in the GCM climate with respect to observed climate.
Among these are (a) amuch too wet upper troposphere
(300 mb) over the Pacific Ocean and (b) the Tropics
and Subtropics over the oceans are too dry when com-
pared with the vertically integrated moisture from Spe-
cial Sensor Microwave/lmager (SSM/1) measurements.
This latter is caused by excessive precipitation (mois-
ture sink) at the early stage of model integration and

TABLE 1. First-order variations in the response functionals.

OR, (mm day—) 6R, (K*s™) 6R, (g>kg2s™)

560 1K 10.0 1.4 x 105 22 % 107
59 1lgkgt 4.0 29 % 10°5 50 X 107
W 1mst 15 X 1078 1.0 X 10-8




VoLumE 127

MONTHLY WEATHER REVIEW

<t

aryaves R N Y A I I T varasry » LB tloay o v AFTINIR ANl L ke
A>3 RPEY <l 2L v<<..v\»AA>vv<quvv¢<«>;vv~)v»»4 Ver>rage Wy T day 4wy »',;aa'y<vv<<4><<»AﬂA«4r
A XN vaArprN./»Ava»».‘spvyq;»»u444.<vvvw<rv YTy a gy b aAAkL LNy uF KAA A s s aarrrraavbcicccr
» /A&ffvvqarrr.;«;f.vvvf\f:.f:\v».::«»»wv [T Vv R B L VIR Y qe T P Ad g gy g nady EAAte® T et
>,,m..«§ia»,:¢vyvvrvk- L N N R I Y VRN v bt SU VYL b Sbe baa gy

alhaa iy YRVEVL, 4 s axnaybdyy TRt e atviean . ,H,W[-‘._‘A..va‘.454,/r+«

A <h a4 a> v -.VN‘_m/ pavEAT vi< <t ar v /J»A»:,:;rAAn%r

N vm/»\»;>>>.. i K ll«.wu Chc<Y e v RETRE RS DR Ay

Aray 19 A AT AQ AN N /v»..<lv,>yArArr M “ A berhdarvdavtag M

A AvYANREAA v A~ Patlscrrcrbasr v ST A cevs b ddnry ouihy »

A v«vh&*aqv» f< ) ‘ THES Y QYYY L pY z v & Py \dﬁqvv>y>qvw\4A <

N 444V sk 2904 P SRR ITEY 3 Jo v PAAY R T b b aY A E Hey iy <

A Iﬁ;ﬁmf:. AN AR ¥y 2 |2 M m‘;m\w,»,f.t.jf\ < Y A

» T I I T I N ‘/.:,Q‘:: v 2RR SIS \&fw\vva N 3X -+

. v L2 74 ;ﬂ« Jv;v:.L\<vam\#u#ﬂiay..: 1z d\xkzw»»-.nx m\vv»\\ Soakay i

A fv«..iﬂf ﬂ 3 R A e Al v < w./}y Frwralr RAATEy g gy v <arasadhLy
A PERYIRY PPN PPV Y gy AT T >y AN LY v YRIIOY. & ; YEFPCLY g qquV AR Ary c ALY
A raAY Fie € 4A VL P AV LECYaraarpr VY v < 1A Ky o/ A LB LY QqeV YLV Ay gy vabby
A < FTF Y e \\(UTUPN YrAb bV AdA Y b by A Ay Y v SRR AV YEFd ANV kb yd gy N by
A vy S R AV E V> a> <X VYA Naa oA v <y ¥Adea vyprNaAdY LCPYNAAY cnlpLba
A Av.v..w» A% X A AP APy 4> A A Y FYYY Rq2 4 v <1TvA A Yt At A AR TARPAANNY AR F b
A 2pa g VK»W« L R Y EER AR PRI v < qlv v arwiy by 4 U2 CTAATALIIANEY AL R NP
A e kasasadeF MEARPYRRLYAIA> T VAN A0 A |E v Aﬂva>v47\* \»41>v1->A<44vvv»<L~.A4é>nr
A %14Vvvv>‘+’ wcrER b araarrrqavet el 4 | v m»v<>v~.» LR R A R T T TSI R VNP R- S
A abwier b0y CEYRRR € pasrarrrb  amrRaAY AT v >A.v\o.n\+‘nvi:v4/f// L D T M
N PYARTYYYTY aa v..ﬂ/ﬂ;fiv«vaAAv;¢...iv..< v vt Jv..s»;v$v>f4/).v.vi>,.‘.q>nlﬂ.
I R I A T ! VIS AR )

Ardvidpat R . N YA ~4V‘0A4,:.A v daafy \ ‘1x¢<:4~.l. 4;\/

. FRALL S EIMEN N R I AP M e /W. / .\4/.«

s n N LA SCr AN v Nz 3 St

A Dy Ry - S tarraany M pdrpy 3 LX)

» Mgty ~ L v:.vﬁ/ A d Vﬂtv;»v;rv>5p v ady e a2 vy anTvy Fgh
. A «f»-\ ¥ b o CrAqAdaqy ey ~~ v VI “ e rad>Td Ep
, .‘w,-.;.kv\\« Tasve v srie €2ax2d <br pln f1+] v 3 N e harA>2 43 <l
4 jats gyl r:u.<vvfw N aadiectave]o ~— a »\.\ NN anadprar v¥
. vata s seh iiiany s rn A N PRI &~ 4 (332 ML LR
Y e 2 2 L Y P R T P R Y e X nar b er>air]T A CRANTTA R Y4 n g2 v N //Uv NwAdA T N
VrebR LN T vaAr e e sy ARt €2 Y x ivv..f%.:y,v »-444A4/,<>4:>>v-4.r‘»»v. LE axiqavyy HY
R AR S LI R LR A I VN s L N 4 A eTrViMes > TAAR Y Cy YA Sah P eduy ) PRV E TN
LR N R R PP S Ry > RLA <RI Y ».vvvrv/Aﬁr/<;;v..4»<.1,-‘.:_r<!\&$ (PETETY I TN
PV P RPN b i vy g vse gy pgr YT YNNG > bk a Y Vi b Ab vy v A<ty gqayyygy RV Lad £ cienq -
Eanfe v el d cqethy gy e f“ﬂsp/«hw, devieepag Y <u.wi~.?¥<<»,AAv4.<<..: % e FaN Vet g p
ML ,fvrqu@,«f‘.LAif N. N - r‘w $advv et pna I T RL TN xA-MU».: <LV p.
B R S S SR R 4wy [ R AT R TN vL.a,-:,/.mn.i W may > Ve Yy red it va
vaTapy oy >/A vav\n\ . - P4 € > >4 fAN b yr g e 2 ) prat AR TR IS AN
<11 Pt N et MY CxTar ANAd K ay Yk sy acksFirevt A YT e xrrv b <
‘Aa.quA4q:k#<v\s\,mf o /v/, MDA S S LA ArS cevredids vaak N vire traan<de

- i IO ,

2

120€

v
YivAdvaady
T ANl < ayw gat e

PREGEIPINDRS WM £ 3
asv»rAaavvrp»N/%;vﬂm;w,/‘?xA

Yy

g (AR T YR FEN )

A

PAARA L vy < AT E R g

J/Aav. J,vyﬂnVAc-,wI\ul-.<

« :/ﬁ»w\<»AA44<>¢ vv/a{a

PRV IS S T ADDDDIMER SN P

<cc<<vy #\% POSADDRE NS
X

ve
<< kepd vy 4L yvdaaYay >rrad
LR 4

% r?A<<<vv»-.vns\ra.~4\ﬂ PR EVIRISI 1
Hrad L VY bis b G »
; “ W«A

CL LAV by oy g gl

>..vrrA<LrAW‘K<pv
AR AR TR oy i

Travveddtcrhby oy

I
(X3
"~ A
v
L

AA54VLAY»<4\&I<§K,- PR PR S R A A R
“

2374

, the RAS scheme, super-

saturation, or large-scale condensation and reevapora-
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10
included in both the forward and adjoint

Here, to evaluate the effect of the latter two
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120w

In the above experiments,

reevaporation
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Fic. 10. Sensitivity of R,, response to perturbations in wind vector at (a) 200 hPa and (b) 700 hPa.
aleviate the initial precipitation spinup from the RAS  processes on sensitivity, we repeated the above exper-

overadjustment of the tropical atmosphere by convec-
tive parameterization in the GCM (Molod et al. 1996).
Our result suggests that lower (higher) temperature at
suppress convective precipitation and therefore may model.

the subcloud (midtroposphere) layers and less moisture
content at the lower troposphere at initial time may

scheme.
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Fic. 11. Height-longitude distribution of sensitivity of the response function R, to per-
turbations in (a) the potential temperature field [contour interval 1.0, one unit corresponds
to 1.4 X 10-8 (g kg=1)?2 st K~1], and (b) the moisture field (interval 0.2, one unit corresponds
to 1.0 X 1077 (g kg=*)? s7* (g kg=*)~*] without large-scale moisture processes, averaged
between 10°S and 10°N. The ordinates are in hPa.

oration turned off in the adjoint model. For simplicity, Fig. 7b one observes that the strongest negative sensi-
these two processes are hereafter referred to as large-  tivity center at around 600 hPa disappears in Fig. 11a,
scale moisture processes. which means that with large-scale moisture processes

Figure 11a shows the sensitivity of R,, responseto # the moist model is more sensitive to environmental 6
without large-scale moisture processes. Comparing with  perturbation. Figure 11b shows the sensitivity of R, to
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moisturein the absence of large-scale processes. A com-
parison with Fig. 8b indicates that with large-scale pro-
cesses, the positive sensitivity to moisture perturbations
at around 600 hPa is strengthened, although the general
structure of the distribution of sensitivity is unchanged.

Since the sensitivity is analyzed here in the linear
regime, the explanation is relatively simple. On one
hand, negative 6 and positive moisture perturbations at
midtroposphere mean that the gridscale condensation is
more likely to happen, leading to larger negative ag/ot
and larger R,,. On the other hand, from Figs. 11a and
11b, negative 6 and positive moisture perturbations
around 600 hPa induce stronger convective activities,
meaning that more moisture is transported upward,
which favors large-scale condensation at midtropo-
sphere, thusleading to larger R,,. Therefore the gradient
of the R, to temperature and moisture perturbations
around 600 hPais enhanced by taking large-scale mois-
ture processes into account.

For the sensitivity of the R,, response to moisture
without large-scale moisture processes (figure not
shown), the major difference from Fig. 8a is the dis-
appearance of large positive sensitivity around 400 hPa.
This means that with large-scale moisture processes,
positive moisture perturbations at midtroposphere tend
toinduce alarger a6/0t. This occurs since more moisture
at midtroposphere level favorslarge-scale condensation,
and the condensational latent heating process produces
larger temperature variation. The lower troposphere is
virtually not affected by the large-scale moisture pro-
cesses. The impact of large-scale moisture processes on
the sensitivity of R,, to temperature perturbation isvery
small.

Generally speaking, the effect of large-scale moisture
processes is significant at the midtropospheric level and
it enhances the model sensitivity to perturbations in 6
and moisture. Of course in the nonlinear GCM, a com-
plicated interaction occurs between the RAS scheme and
large-scale processes and sometimes they are not fully
distinguishable. Therefore this issue cannot be fully ad-
dressed here in the framework of the adjoint model. We
can obtain only a genera idea of the contribution to
sensitivity of each of the processes.

5. Summary and conclusions

Sensitivity of the RAS scheme used in NASA's
GEOS-1 GCM to perturbations in large-scale environ-
mental fields was analyzed using the adjoint of the RAS
parameterization scheme and the GCM. Theintegrations
of the adjoint model yield the gradients of the response
functionals, which are measures of the strength of the
cloud precipitation, the convective heating and convec-
tive drying effects, respectively, with respect to pertur-
bations of large-scale environmental fields. The most
sensitive (in terms of the response functions) and the
most influential (in terms of the large-scale perturba-
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tions) vertical levels were identified and the relative
importance of the different variables was evaluated.

The results obtained show that the potential temper-
ature perturbation has a significant impact on all the
response functionals analyzed, especially on the con-
vective precipitation. The perturbations at subcloud lay-
ers and at midtroposphere, from 500 to 600 hPa, are
found to be the most influential. The effects from lower
layers and upper layers are opposite to each other, that
is, positive (negative) temperature perturbationsat lower
(upper) levels tend to produce positive variations to the
response functions, indicating stronger convectivities
and stronger cloud impact on the surrounding air.

The impact from moisture field is most significant on
the cloud heating and drying effects and the strongest
influence comes from the subcloud layers, where ad-
ditional moisture is conducive to stronger convective
activities. The cloud-induced drying (moistening) can
also be significantly influenced by the moisture pertur-
bations at midtroposphere, with completely opposite ef-
fects from perturbations occurring at 500 hPa as com-
pared to the corresponding ones at 600 hPa, indicating
a strong sensitivity of the response to gridscale vertical
profiles at midtroposphere.

The regions where the perturbations are most effec-
tive in inducing variations in the response functions
extends geographically from the eastern Indian Ocean
to the western Pacific Ocean at low latitudes, where the
convective activities are intense and freguent in a cli-
matological sense.

The effects of the perturbations on convection are
interpreted in terms of stability in the subcloud levels
and the buoyancy force supporting cloud activities as
well as the vertical heat/moisture transport by convec-
tion.

The implications of these sensitivity analysis results
are that accurate data of temperature, moisture, and sur-
face pressure are essential for an accurate evaluation of
the cumulus cloud effects, especially at the most influ-
ential vertical levels, which were identified above, since
small perturbations at these locations tend to exert a
stronger influence on the RAS outputs than the same
perturbations at other locations.

One has to be very careful in comparing the sensi-
tivity at different vertical levels, especialy the sensi-
tivity to moisture, due to the large variability in mean
moisture content at different levels. The sensitivity anal-
ysis only tells us in which area the perturbation can
cause alarger variation in the response function, in case
that the same perturbation occurs everywhere. But the
actual change depends on how the real perturbation is
distributed. Although from Figs. 8a and 8b we see that
the gradient of the response to moisture at higher levels
(from 600 to 400 hPa) is of about the same magnitude
as that at lower levels (around cloudbase level), it does
not mean that they exert the same influence on the re-
sponse function. We expect the impact from lower levels
to be much stronger due to the larger mean humidity
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and larger variability. However, it is also probable that
the actual variation of high-level moisture in a convec-
tive area is much larger than its normal large-scale var-
iability at the same level. In this case it may exert a
significant impact on the response function.

The Jacobian of the cloud-induced A# and Aqg to 6
and q perturbationsin asingle air column, besidesiden-
tifying the vertical levels of most sensitive response and
most influential perturbations at various geographical
locations, indicates the feedback between cloud activ-
ities and gridscale perturbations in the surrounding air.
It shows that the cloud-induced heating and drying at
levels between 400 and 600 hPa feel the strongest im-
pact from perturbations in large-scale fields. Most of
the vertical layers show negative feedback between con-
vective heating and potential temperature perturbations
and between convective drying and moisture pertur-
bations in the environment. However, there are also
some vertical layers in the midtroposphere where the
feedback is positive, indicating that theinitial small per-
turbations can amplify through cloud effects. Therefore,
the above results should help to focus attention on data
quality at those levels and areas with positive feedback.

The influence due to perturbations in the wind field
is normally weaker than that due to perturbations in 6
and q fields, but areasonable sensitivity pattern was still
obtained, namely, convergence (divergence) at lower
(upper) layers is favorable to convective activities and
leads to a stronger cloud impact.

The impact of large-scale condensation and reevapo-
ration on the sensitivity is also analyzed in the linear
regime. Their effect is significant at the midtropospheric
level and they enhance the model sensitivity to pertur-
bations in temperature and moisture fields.

Theresultsfrom the present work may haveimportant
bearings on variational data assimilation, particularly
the assimilation of precipitation data, in which moist
convection is the dominant process. In a 3D variational
assimilation of the precipitation data, the difference be-
tween model output rainfall and the observed rainfall
(or the derivative of the cost function) is taken as input
to the adjoint RAS scheme, and the output isthe gradient
of this cost function with respect to the large-scale var-
iables. We may expect that the most influential levels
identified in the present work are the ones most re-
sponsible for the reduction of the misfit, or the forecast
error, which is represented by the cost function. In other
words, these levels are the ones expected to experience
the largest impact from observational data. This infor-
mation can also be applied to the investigation of where
additional adaptive observations should be taken.

We may expect that availability of better initial data
in these sensitive areas and levels can also improve
model ‘‘ precipitation spinup’’ during the first few hours
of a numerical forecast. We intend to pursue this topic
in future research. Moreover, we are in the process of
carrying out an adjoint sensitivity analysis of the mois-
ture parameterization to some model parametersin order
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to provide us with some clues on ranking the most im-
portant parameters in the RAS package aiming at con-
ducting optimal parameter estimation combined with 4D
variational data assimilation.
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