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Abstract

:

Considering the influence of the downslope windstorm called “Vento Norte” (VNOR; Portuguese for “North Wind”) in planetary boundary layer turbulent features, a new set of turbulent parameterizations, which are to be used in atmospheric dispersion models, has been derived. Taylor’s statistical diffusion theory, velocity spectra obtained at four levels (3, 6, 14, and 30 m) in a micrometeorological tower, and the energy-containing eddy scales are used to calculate neutral planetary boundary layer turbulent parameters. Vertical profile formulations of the wind velocity variances and Lagrangian decorrelation time scales are proposed, and to validate this new parameterization, it is applied in a Lagrangian Stochastic Particle Dispersion Model to simulate the Prairie Grass concentration experiments. The simulated concentration results were shown to agree with those observed.
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1. Introduction


Contaminant transport and dispersion in the planetary boundary layer is controlled by the mean wind flow and turbulent velocity components, respectively. The mean wind flow is associated with the direction of the mean transport of the contaminants, while the turbulence intensity drives the spread of the contaminant plume [1,2,3]. Therefore, the distinct Eulerian and Lagrangian traditional dispersion models must incorporate the physical parameters that represent the mean transport and dispersion effects into their formulation. Usually, Eulerian models employ eddy diffusivities to parameterize the concentration of turbulent fluxes [4], while Lagrangian models generally use turbulent velocity variances and decorrelation local time scales [5]. For both Eulerian and Lagrangian dispersion models, the mean wind flow must be specified.



The wind field and turbulent parameterizations are obtained from different meteorological scales. Therefore, detailed meteorological observations are of relevant importance in contaminant dispersion modeling studies. In this case, in addition to having the wind field originated by a mean flow, it is necessary to measure the high-frequency motions associated with the turbulent fluctuations, which are ultimately responsible for the diffusion.



In the surface boundary layer, turbulence is mainly driven by thermal and shear force phenomena. At the same time, the local topography can also reinforce the mean wind speed and consequently the turbulent activity in the presence of a downstream process provoked by topographic features [6,7,8,9,10].



In southern Brazil, there is a topographically forced airflow type that occurs in the cold season known as “Vento Norte” (VNOR; Portuguese for “North Wind” [11,12,13,14]). This mesoscale meteorological phenomenon generates an intense advection of warm air northward and produces a neutral boundary layer [13]. The VNOR windstorm is sustained by a specific large-scale atmospheric pressure system and induced by an abrupt difference in height (400 m), characterizing the plateau–plain interface in central Rio Grande do Sul State (Figure 1).



In this study, spectral Taylor’s statistical diffusion theory and turbulence data measured from a multiple-level micrometeorological tower were employed to derive the dispersion parameters under VNOR neutral conditions. Additionally, this turbulent parameterization is used in a Lagrangian stochastical dispersion model to simulate the ground-level contaminant concentration measured in the Prairie Grass dispersion experiment.




2. Experimental Site and Data Analysis


The field observations analyzed in this study refer to measurements collected from May to August of 2020 at the site of the Federal University of Santa Maria, southern Brazil (29   ∘  43   ′  27.5    ′ ′    S, 53   ∘  45   ′  36.1    ′ ′    W; elevation 88 m). The site is situated near Santa Maria (Figure 1a,b) in a 24 ha area covered by natural vegetation, which represents a typical environment of the Pampa Biome.



A modest zonally–oriented depression, which defines the transition of the plateau (to the north) from the prairie (to the south), is situated at a horizontal distance of ≈8 km just to the north of the experimental site. Such topography declivity is characterized by an elevation of 400 m (Figure 1c,d). More details about the site can be found in Rubert et al. (2018) [15].



Starting in December 2019, wind velocity components (u, v, w) and temperature (T) were measured at multiple levels in a 30 m micrometeorological tower. Turbulence measured at a frequency of 10 Hz was sampled by one IRGASON (Campbell Sci., Inc., Logan, UT, USA) 3 m, above the ground, and at 6 and 14 m by two CSAT3B (Campbell Sci., Inc., Logan, UT, USA) sonic anemometers, as well as by one CSAT3 (Campbell Sci., Inc., Logan, UT, USA) sonic anemometer at the height of 30 m. The wind data were first rotated to the preferential wind direction by applying a double rotation for each 1 h time series. Then, mean and turbulent quantities and energy spectra were obtained.



Turbulent and Meteorological Variables of the VNOR


The dataset was initially verified to objectively individuate the VNOR episodes following, simultaneously, the subsequent criteria [13,16]: (i) wind speed above 3.0 m·s    − 1   , (ii) wind direction ranging between 270   ∘   (west–northwest) and 60   ∘   (north–northeast), (iii) air temperature above the 90th percentile of the respective time and month, and (iv) minimum duration of 4 consecutive hours. Then, the time series of the above-mentioned variables was inspected by utilizing knowledge of the typical observed behavior of the atmospheric variables during an event [13,14,17]. The results presented hereinafter are related to 20 VNOR events and correspond to 116 h under such conditions obtained in the colder months of 2020 (May to August). The life cycle of the VNOR events varied from 4 to 17 h.



Figure 2 presents the observed distributions at 3 m of the following micrometeorological variables: the wind direction, mean temperature (  T  a i r   ), mean wind speed (U), stability parameter (  z / L  , being z the height (3 m) and L the Obukhov length), friction velocity (  u *  ), and turbulent kinetic energy (  T K E  ). These distributions highlight the presence of the VNOR features being dominant wind direction from the north (Figure 2a), warm airflow (Figure 2b), and intense mean wind speed (Figure 2c). Figure 2d,e presents values of    u *  ≈ 0.64   and   z / L → 0   and characterizes a neutral shear-driven surface boundary layer.



The synoptic-scale system establishes the background environment necessary for VNOR development and evolution [13,14]. The combination of this background environment with terrain features is responsible for persistent and warm northerly winds of moderate-to-strong magnitudes that generate a neutral boundary layer, with   z / L → 0   for all measurement heights during the VNOR events. As shown in Figure 1, the terrain is reasonably uniform over a significant area around the measurements. Therefore, under this condition, it is expected that a neutral surface boundary layer be in equilibrium with the forcing responsible for its generation or intensification. The mean values of the meteorological variables along with the VNOR events are summarized in Table 1.





3. Turbulent Parameterization


In this section, mathematical formulations that allowed us to calculate the various dispersion parameters are presented. The following expression derived by Degrazia et al. (2000) [18] represents a model used to describe observed Eulerian velocity spectra (  S i  ) in a shear-driven neutral planetary boundary layer


    n  S i    u  *  2   =   1.5  c i   ϕ ϵ  2 / 3   f   ( 1 +   1.5  f  5 / 3      [   (  f m  )  i  ]   5 / 3    )   [   (  f m  )  i  ]   5 / 3      



(1)




where   i = u , v , w  ,   f = n z / U   is the normalized frequency (n being the cyclic frequency in Hz and z the observation height),   ϕ ϵ    = ϵ κ z /  u * 3    is the dimensionless turbulent dissipation rate ( ϵ  is the mean turbulent kinetic energy dissipation per unit time per unit mass of fluid, and   κ = 0.4   is the von Kármán constant),    (  f m  )  i   is the non-dimensional frequency of the neutral spectral peak,    c i  =  α i   α u    ( 2 π κ )   − 2 / 3     with    α u  = 0.5 ± 0.05  , and    α i  = 1 , 4 / 3 , 4 / 3   [19,20].



Using the residue theorem [21], Equation (1) can be integrated over the whole frequency domain to obtain the turbulent velocity variances


   σ i 2  =   2.32  c i   ϕ ϵ  2 / 3    u * 2     (  f m  )  i  2 / 3    .  



(2)







Applying the filtering procedure in the normalized Eulerian energy spectrum (  F i E  ) to select the flow main energy-containing eddies results in [18]


   F i E   ( n → 0 )  =    S i   ( n → 0 )    σ i 2   =   0.64 z     (  f m  )  i  U   .  



(3)







Based on the spectral Taylor’s statistical diffusion theory, the local decorrelation time scales (  T  L i   ) can be written as


   T  L i   =    β i   F i E   ( n → 0 )   4   



(4)




where    β i  = 0.55 U /  σ i    is the ratio of the Lagrangian to the Eulerian decorrelation time scales [22,23,24].



Employing Equation (3) into Equation (4) yields


   T  L i   = 0.088  z   σ i    (  f m  )  i    .  



(5)







Therefore, to estimate the time scales, it is necessary to provide the observed values of   σ i   and    (  f m  )  i  .




4. Results and Discussion


The turbulent velocity energy spectra describe how the velocity variances are distributed between the distinct frequencies [2]. In this study, the employed data set used to generate the energy spectral curves corresponds to 116 h of VNOR observations. Firstly, the linear detrending was applied in a 1 h time series to remove non-stationarity. Then, for such time window, the single spectra were calculated by employing the fast Fourier transform technique. The ensemble averages were computed to obtain multiple-level representative spectra; these averages of normalized spectra are shown in Figure 3. The observed wind velocity spectra (red asterisk) follow the Kolmogorov inertial subrange behavior [25] (black dashed line). The spectra for the u and v velocity components present an energetic peak in the turbulent region and decrease at low-frequency ranges for all height. Such a pattern observed in the horizontal velocity components is provoked by the high-mean wind velocity observed during VNOR hours (Table 1). The model, as given by Equation (1), effectively reproduces the observed spectra in the turbulent frequency range (continuous black line). Therefore, a good comparison between the observed and modeled spectral curves allows realistic decorrelation time scales and turbulent velocity variances to be obtained. To parameterize the dispersion processes in the numerical models, it is important to describe the scales of the energy-containing eddies. From the statistical point of view, these energetic eddies are responsible for the turbulent diffusive action, and its scales are characterized by the peak frequencies clearly identified in the spectral curves.



Figure 4 exhibits the vertical variation of the dimensional peak frequencies (  f m *  )   i   for the wind velocity components. It can be seen that, for the u (Figure 4a) and w (Figure 4c) components,    (  f m *  )  u   and    (  f m *  )  w   decrease to lower frequencies as the height increases. This behavior is more evident in the vertical wind velocity component. As the height increases, the surface impedance effect decreases; as a consequence, the vertical eddy scales assume larger values. Different    (  f m *  )  v   values tend to a nearly constant value (Figure 4b). This behavior is in qualitative agreement with (  f m *  )   i   values obtained near the surface at a coastal site in southeastern Brazil by Martins et al. (2018) [26].



The dimensionless ratios of the velocity standard deviations (  σ i  ) to the friction velocity, which are employed to evaluate the surface boundary layer turbulence intensity, are presented in Table 2. The ratio values calculated from Equation (2) (M), employing the mean value of    ϕ ϵ  ∼ 1.1   and the distinct values of    (  f m  )  i   for each turbulent velocity component, are compared with the observed results (O). One can see that there is good agreement between the modeled and observed values as well as with previous studies by [2,17].



By employing the observed values of   σ i   and    (  f m  )  i   into Equation (5), the decorrelation time scale’s vertical profiles   T  L i    are obtained (Figure 5). All these scales associated with the turbulent memory effect tend to increase with height. These   T  L i    profiles are fitted by the following expressions:    T  L u   = 11.3 ln  1.2 z    (red continuous line),    T  L v   = 5.8 ln  1.1 z    (blue continuous line), and    T  L w   = 2.2 ln  0.6 z    (green continuous line).




5. Simulating Dispersion Experiments


The planetary boundary layer patterns associated with the VNOR episodes are described by persistent northerly winds of moderate-to-strong magnitude and, consequently, for these events, the wind shear forcing mechanism is mainly responsible for a turbulent dispersion generated by dominant mechanical effects. As a consequence, the main features of the turbulent parameterization derived from VNOR episodes is expected to reproduce characteristics of a neutral planetary boundary layer.



In this section, as a test to evaluate the turbulent velocity variances and Lagrangian decorrelation time scales, these parameters are employed in the LAMBDA Lagrangian stochastic particle model to simulate the Prairie Grass neutral dispersion experiments. From the above-mentioned arguments, the classical Prairie Grass tracer dispersion experiments that occurred under U > 6 ms    − 1    and    u *  ≥   0.4 ms    − 1    were selected. Following Garrat (1992) [28], these velocity scales characterize a neutral boundary layer. The Prairie Grass tracer release experiments were carried out in O’Neill (Nebraska, USA) in the summer of 1956 [29]. The contaminant (sulfur dioxide,   S  O 2   ) was emitted at the height of 0.5 m on flat ground with a roughness length of 0.6 cm and collected at the height of 1.5 m at the following distances from the source: 50, 100, 200, 400, and 800 m. Table 3 exhibits the main micrometeorological quantities for the 13 selected Prairie Grass runs. In this table,   h = 0.2 (  u *  / |  f c  | )   is the neutral boundary layer depth, and    f c  =  10  − 4     s    − 1    is the Coriolis parameter [2,28].



The LAMBDA model is based on the solution of the three-dimensional Langevin equation for the random velocity [30]. The velocity and the displacement of each particle are described by [1]:


  d  u i  =  a i   ( X , u , t )  +  b  i j    ( X , u , t )  d  W j   ( t )   



(6)




and


  d X = ( U + u ) d t  



(7)




where  X  is the displacement vector,  U  is the mean wind velocity vector,  u  is the Lagrangian velocity vector,    a i   ( X , u , t )    is a deterministic term,    b  i j    ( X , u , t )  d  W j   ( t )    is a stochastic term, and   d  W j   ( t )    are the increments of the Wiener process. The LAMBDA solves the stationary Fokker–Planck equation, and it also determines   a i   and the coefficient   b  i j    through the velocity variances and Lagrangian decorrelation time scales. A detailed description of the LAMBDA model can be found in Ferrero et al. (1995) [31] and Carvalho et al. (2002) [32].



The LAMBDA model performance using quasi-experimental   σ i   and   T  L i    obtained from the VNOR cases is presented in Table 4 and Figure 6. Table 4 lists the statistical indices normally employed to compare observed and simulated concentrations. The normalized mean square error (NMSE), fractional bias (FB), and fractional standard deviations (FS) are close to zero and the correlation coefficient (R) close to one. In addition to the statistical indices, Figure 6 exhibits the scatterplot of observed and simulated concentrations.



Therefore, by analyzing the scatter over the central line (Figure 6) and the magnitudes range of the statistical indices (Table 4), it is possible to note that the new parameterization satisfactorily reproduces the observed Prairie Grass concentration data under neutral conditions.




6. Conclusions


The mesoscale phenomenon VNOR that has been occurring in southern Brazil has been responsible for establishing, for a long time, a turbulence field driven by a dominant mechanical forcing. This downslope windstorm is characterized by intense and persistent northerly wind gusts associated with a robust advection of warm air, which causes changes in weather patterns. Therefore, a well-established neutral surface boundary layer is frequently observed during the occurrence of a VNOR phenomenon.



High-resolution micrometeorological observations measured during VNOR episodes at the experimental site of the Federal University of Santa Maria (southern Brazil) are used to calculate turbulent dispersion parameters. Peak frequencies extracted from the turbulent energy spectra are identified, and characteristic spatial–temporal scales of the energy-containing eddies are determined. The observational novelty in this study concerns determining the spectral peak frequencies sampled at four levels in a 30 m tower. The dimensional vertical spectral peaks vary as the height increases in the near-surface, while the dimensional horizontal spectral peaks are almost constant in this region. The multi-level measurements allow us to know in more detail the vertical variation of the energy-containing eddy scales responsible for the dominant transport in the surface boundary layer.



The capture of the vertical turbulence’s non-homogeneous character allowed us to determine expressions for the velocity variances, as well as Lagrangian local decorrelation time scales. These dispersion parameters represent the main input quantities to simulate the scalar turbulent transport in a Lagrangian Stochastic Particle Dispersion Model.



To test and evaluate the new neutral turbulent parameterizations, the expressions for   σ i   and   T  L i    were employed in the LAMBDA model to reproduce concentration data of the Prairie Grass experiments. The results showed that the   σ i   and   T  L i    values derived herein may be suitable for applications in dispersion modeling under neutral stability conditions.
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Figure 1. (a) Location of Santa Maria (yellow) in South America, (b) regional position of Santa Maria in Rio Grande do Sul State, (c) topography of the area surrounding the experimental site of Santa Maria, which is indicated by a yellow inverted triangle, and (d) topographical profile along the cross-section as indicated by the black line in (c). The arrow indicates the direction along the downslope. 
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Figure 2. Density distributions at 3 m of (a) wind direction, (b) air temperature, (c) wind speed, (d) friction velocity, (e) stability parameter, and (f) TKE from May to August of 2020 relative to the VNOR cases. Dashed lines represent the means of the respective parameters. 
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Figure 3. Representative spectra of the (a,d,g,j) longitudinal, (b,e,h,k) lateral, and (c,f,i,l) vertical turbulent velocity of the VNOR for heights 3 m (a–c), 6 m (d–f), 14 m (g–i,) and 30 m (j–l). 
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Figure 4. Boxplot of the dimensional frequency where the average spectra have their maximum (  f m *  ) (a) longitudinal, (b) lateral and (c) vertical of the VNOR for heights 3, 6, 14 and 30 m. The means are shown as red dots. Outliers are shown by gray dots. 
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Figure 5. Average vertical profile of the local decorrelation time scales (  T  L i   ). The dashed and continuous lines represent the values of   T  L i    obtained using Equation (5) and the fit, respectively. 
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Figure 6. Scatter diagram between observed (  C o  ) and predicted (  C p  ) ground-level cross-wind integrated concentratios for the Prairie Grass experiment. 
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Table 1. Mean meteorological and micrometeorological variables during the VNOR events.
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	Height (m)
	U (ms     − 1    )
	   T air    (    ∘   C)
	   u *    (ms     − 1    )
	  TKE   (m    2   s     − 2    )





	3
	5.5 ± 1.4
	30.3 ± 2.7
	0.6 ± 0.2
	1.7 ± 0.4



	6
	6.2 ± 1.5
	28.4 ± 2.6
	0.7 ± 0.2
	1.8 ± 0.4



	14
	7.1 ± 1.7
	28.3 ± 2.6
	0.8 ± 0.2
	1.9 ± 0.5



	30
	8.6 ± 1.9
	28.6 ± 2.6
	0.9 ± 0.2
	2.0 ± 0.5
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Table 2. Non-dimensional ratios between the standard deviation of the wind velocity components and the friction velocity observed at the Santa Maria micrometeorological tower and those found by other studies.
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Height (m)

	
     σ u   u  *   − 1      

	
     σ v   u  *   − 1      

	
     σ w   u  *   − 1      




	

	
M

	
O

	
M

	
O

	
M

	
O






	
Santa Maria Tower

	
3

	
3.2

	
2.8

	
3.2

	
2.3

	
1.3

	
1.1




	
6

	
3.6

	
2.7

	
2.9

	
2.4

	
1.5

	
1.3




	
14

	
3.0

	
2.4

	
2.4

	
2.0

	
1.4

	
1.3




	
30

	
2.5

	
2.3

	
2.3

	
1.8

	
1.4

	
1.3




	
Arbage et al. (2008) [17]

	
10

	
2.5

	
2.7

	
2.0

	
1.9

	
1.4

	
1.4




	
Martins et al. (2018) [26]

	
2

	
-

	
2.1

	
-

	
1.6

	
-

	
1.2




	
Panofsky and Dutton (1983) [2]

	
Various

	
-

	
2.4

	
-

	
1.9

	
-

	
1.2




	
Hanna (1982) [27]

	
At the surface

	
-

	
2.0

	
-

	
1.3

	
-

	
1.3
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Table 3. Meteorological parameters during the Prairie Grass experiment.
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	Run
	h (m)
	   u *    (ms     − 1    )
	U (ms     − 1    )





	5
	780
	0.40
	7.0



	9
	550
	0.48
	8.4



	19
	650
	0.41
	7.2



	20
	710
	0.63
	11.3



	26
	900
	0.45
	7.8



	27
	1280
	0.44
	7.6



	30
	1560
	0.48
	8.5



	43
	600
	0.40
	6.1



	44
	1450
	0.42
	7.2



	49
	550
	0.47
	8.0



	50
	750
	0.46
	8.0



	51
	1880
	0.47
	8.0



	61
	450
	0.53
	9.3
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Table 4. Statistical evaluation of the LAMBDA model.
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	NMSE
	R
	FB
	FS





	0.05
	0.96
	−0.09
	−0.14
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