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ABSTRACT

The entropy budget of an atmosphere in radiative–convective equilibrium is analyzed here. The differential
heating of the atmosphere, resulting from surface heat fluxes and tropospheric radiative cooling, corresponds to
a net entropy sink. In statistical equilibrium, this entropy sink is balanced by the entropy production due to
various irreversible processes such as frictional dissipation, diffusion of heat, diffusion of water vapor, and
irreversible phase changes. Determining the relative contribution of each individual irreversible process to the
entropy budget can provide important information on the behavior of convection.

The entropy budget of numerical simulations with a cloud ensemble model is discussed. In these simulations,
it is found that the dominant irreversible entropy source is associated with irreversible phase changes and diffusion
of water vapor. In addition, a large fraction of the frictional dissipation results from falling precipitation, and
turbulent dissipation accounts for only a small fraction of the entropy production.

This behavior is directly related to the fact that the convective heat transport is mostly due to the latent heat
transport. In such cases, moist convection acts more as an atmospheric dehumidifier than as a heat engine. The
amount of work available to accelerate convective updrafts and downdrafts is much smaller than predicted by
studies that assume that moist convection behaves mostly as a perfect heat engine.

1. Introduction

Carnot (1824) recognized that the generation of con-
vective motion by clouds is similar to the production
of mechanical work by a steam engine. Since then, the
second law of thermodynamics has been applied to var-
ious problems within the atmospheric sciences, such as
the general circulation of the atmosphere (Peixoto et al.
1991; Peixoto and Oort 1992; Goody 2000), radiative
heat transfer (Li et al. 1994; Li and Chýlek 1994), hur-
ricane dynamics (Emanuel 1986; Bister and Emanuel
1998), dust devils (Rennó 1998), and moist convection
(Rennó and Ingersoll 1996, henceforth RI; Emanuel and
Bister 1996, henceforth EB).

Clausius’ formulation of the second law can be writ-
ten as
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Q
DS 5 1 DS (1)irrT

DS $ 0. (2)irr

Here, DS is the entropy change associated with a phys-
ical transformation, Q is the external heating, T is the
temperature of the system, and DSirr is the irreversible
entropy production. Entropy is a state function of the
system: DS depends only on the initial and final states.
The irreversible nature of physical transformations is
imposed by requiring the irreversible entropy produc-
tion to be positive. Equation (1) is referred to as the
entropy budget, which consists of analyzing the various
processes occurring in a given system and determining
their effect on the entropy of the system.

The second law allows one to quantify the irrevers-
ibility associated with physical transformations in terms
of their irreversible entropy production. We focus here
on the four mechanisms responsible for the bulk of the
irreversible entropy production in moist convection:
frictional dissipation, evaporation of water vapor, dif-
fusion of heat, and diffusion of water vapor.

Among the different sources of irreversibility, fric-
tional dissipation should receive special attention. Be-



126 VOLUME 59J O U R N A L O F T H E A T M O S P H E R I C S C I E N C E S

cause of the continuous loss of mechanical energy due
to frictional dissipation, mechanical work must be con-
tinuously produced to maintain the atmospheric circu-
lation. Carnot’s heat engine analogy provides a helpful
paradigm: the work required to maintain the atmospher-
ic flow is related to the atmospheric heat transport from
the warm parts of the globe to the colder regions. By
determining the contribution of frictional dissipation in
the entropy budget, one can obtain important infor-
mation on the behavior of convection. This is the ap-
proach followed in RI and EB, who attempt to determine
the work performed by convective systems from an
analysis of the entropy budget, and use this estimate to
construct a theory for the vertical velocity, convective
available potential energy (CAPE) and intermittency of
moist convection. In both RI and EB, moist convection
is assumed to behave mostly as a perfect heat engine
where mechanical work is dissipated through a turbulent
energy cascade acting on convective updrafts and down-
drafts.

A first difficulty with this theory has been discussed
by Pauluis et al. (2000, henceforth PBH; see also Rennó
2001; Pauluis et al. 2001), who show that a significant
amount of frictional dissipation occurs in the shear
zones surrounding falling hydrometeors. In numerical
simulations, this precipitation-induced dissipation is
found to be larger than the dissipation associated with
the turbulent cascade from the convective scales to
smaller scales. Most of the work performed by convec-
tion is used in lifting water rather than in accelerating
the updrafts and downdrafts. However, PBH also ob-
serve that the total work performed by the atmosphere
is significantly smaller than that expected for a Carnot
cycle.

This leads us to ask whether or not moist convection
behaves as a perfect engine. We do not question here
the fact that the production of mechanical work in the
atmosphere is associated with a heat transport from a
warm source to a cold sink. However, moist convection
does not act solely as a heat engine: it also plays an
essential role as an atmospheric dehumidifier. The as-
cent of moist air in deep convective towers results in a
removal of water vapor through condensation and pre-
cipitation. In radiative–convective equilibrium, this de-
humidification is balanced by a moistening of dry air
associated with various processes such as surface evap-
oration, entrainment of tropospheric air into the plan-
etary boundary layer, mixing of clouds into the envi-
ronment, and reevaporation of rain and snow. This
moistening is inherently an irreversible process, asso-
ciated at the microphysical scale with irreversible phase
changes and diffusion of water vapor, and therefore re-
sults in a net production of entropy. This important as-
pect of moist convection is discussed in greater detail
in a companion paper (Pauluis and Held 2002, hence-
forth PH).

These two aspects of convection, acting both as a
heat engine and as an atmospheric dehumidifier, are in

competition with each other in terms of irreversible en-
tropy production. To the extent that convection behaves
as an atmospheric dehumidifier, its ability to function
as a heat engine is reduced.

We use a cloud ensemble model (CEM) to simulate
radiative–convective equilibrium and analyze the entro-
py budget. Although these models were initially devel-
oped for case studies of convection (Klemp and Wil-
helmson 1978; Lipps and Hemler 1982), the increase in
computer power makes it possible to simulate large
enough domains over a long enough time to achieve
radiative–convective equilibrium. Many recent studies
have used CEMs to investigate statistical properties of
convection (Tao et al. 1987, 1999; Held et al. 1993; Xu
and Randall 1999; Shutts and Gray 1999; Tompkins and
Craig 1998; Tompkins 2000). Notice that Shutts and
Gray (1999) also find some difficulties with the theories
proposed in RI and EB, although they do not discuss
the entropy budget of the simulations. These models
usually treat water through bulk parameterizations
which distinguish between water vapor, cloud water, and
precipitation, and provide enough information on ther-
modynamic processes for an analysis of the entropy
budget.

Section 2 discusses general aspects of the entropy
budget of an atmosphere in radiative–convective equi-
librium. In particular, we emphasize how the entropy
budget relates to mechanical work, and how the latter
is reduced in the presence of other irreversible pro-
cesses. A fundamental difference between dry and moist
convection is that irreversible phase changes and dif-
fusion of water vapor decrease the amount of work per-
formed by the atmosphere.

Section 3 analyzes the entropy budget of numerical
simulations of radiative–convective equilibrium with a
CEM. Radiative–convective equilibria in dry and moist
atmospheres are compared. It is shown that, in the moist
case, irreversible phase changes and diffusion of water
vapor are the dominant entropy sources. It is also found
that frictional dissipation associated with precipitation
is larger than the dissipation resulting from a turbulent
cascade to small scales, consistent with the findings of
PBH. The differences between the entropy budget of
the physical atmosphere and that of the numerical model
are discussed in the appendix.

Section 4 presents a nondimensional analysis of the
entropy budget. This aims at determining a convective
efficiency, which is similar to the notion used by Craig
(1996). It is shown that this convective efficiency de-
pends on two aspects of moist convection: the relative
magnitude of latent and sensible heat transport, and the
relative magnitude of the frictional dissipation due to
precipitation as compared to the turbulent dissipation of
kinetic energy. The theories of RI and EB correspond
to the specific case of weak latent heat transport by
convection, but significantly overestimate the convec-
tive efficiency when the latent heat transport is large.
This analysis shows that the entropy budget of our nu-
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the energy and entropy budgets
of an atmosphere in radiative–convective equilibrium. The heat sourc-
es and sinks are radiative cooling Qrad, surface sensible heat flux Qsen,
and surface latent heat flux Qlat. The irreversible entropy sources are
frictional dissipation D/Td, diffusion of heat DSdif, diffusion of water
vapor DSdv, and irreversible phase changes DSpc.

merical simulations is illustrative of that of an atmo-
sphere where the convective heat transport is dominated
by the transport of latent heat.

The last section discusses the implications of our anal-
ysis of the entropy budget for the behavior of moist
convection.

2. Entropy budget and frictional dissipation

Consider an atmosphere in radiative–convective equi-
librium as described schematically in Fig. 1. The ra-
diative cooling of the troposphere is balanced by surface
heat flux, which is decomposed into the sensible heat
flux and latent heat flux. This differential heating de-
stabilizes the air column so that convection can develop.
There is no large-scale circulation in the sense that there
is no mass transport through the lateral boundaries of
the system. After some time, the system reaches a sta-
tistical equilibrium where differential heating is bal-
anced by convective heat transport. At this point, the
total internal energy, mechanical energy and entropy of
the atmosphere are statistically steady. Conservation of
energy requires that surface fluxes balance radiative
cooling:

Q 1 Q 1 Q 5 0.rad lat sen (3)

Here, Qsen and Qlat are the surface sensible heat flux
and the surface latent heat flux respectively, Qrad 5 #V

f rad is the total radiative cooling of the troposphere,
f rad is the radiative cooling rate per unit volume, and
#V 5 # dx dy dz denotes the integral over the entire
atmospheric domain.

The mechanical work W done by convection is due
to air expansion and can be written as

W 5 p] V . (4)E i i

V

Here, p is the total pressure, Vi is the ith component of
the velocity, ] i 5 ]/]xi is the partial derivative in the i
direction, and the convention of summing over repeated
indices is adopted.

Mechanical energy is also removed and converted
into internal energy through frictional dissipation. The
total dissipation per unit area D is given by

D 5 D 1 D 5 s ] V , (5)k p E i j j i

V

where sij is the viscous stress tensor. For precipitating
convection, frictional dissipation can be decomposed
into the precipitation-induced dissipation Dp occurring
in the microscopic shear zones surrounding hydrome-
teors, and the dissipation Dk associated with the tur-
bulent energy cascade from the convective scales of
motion to the smaller scales at which viscosity can act.
As discussed in PBH and EB, the precipitation-induced
dissipation can be estimated from

D 5 gr V 5 rq gw, (6)p E c T E t

V V

where g is the gravitational acceleration, r is the mass
of air per unit volume, rc is the mass of falling hydro-
meteors per unit volume, qt is mass of total water per
unit mass of moist air, VT is the terminal velocity of the
falling hydrometeors, and w is the vertical velocity of
the air. Equation (6) indicates that Dp is also equal to
the geopotential energy imparted to water by the at-
mospheric flow.

For the system considered here, one can neglect both
the work performed by the atmosphere on its lower
boundary (e.g., by generating surface gravity waves)
and the kinetic energy flux at the same boundary (due
to a viscous transfer of kinetic energy to the oceans).
In this case, conservation of mechanical energy requires
the mechanical work to be dissipated by friction:

W 2 D 2 D 5 0.p k (7)

The entropy per unit mass of moist air is defined by

s 5 (1 2 q )(C lnT 2 R lnp ) 1 q C lnTt pd d d t l

q Ly y1 2 q R lnH . (8)y yT

In this expression, qy is the specific humidity for water
vapor, Cpd is the specific heat at constant pressure of
dry air, Cl is the specific heat of liquid water, T is the
temperature of moist air, Rd and Ry are the gas constants
of dry air and water vapor, pd is the partial pressure of
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dry air, H 5 e/es is the relative humidity, e is the water
vapor pressure, and es is the saturation vapor pressure.
Expression (8) assumes that moist air behaves as a ideal
mixture of ideal gases. In this respect, it is only an
approximation of the entropy of moist air. For further
discussion, the reader can refer to Emanuel (1994) or
Iribarne and Godson (1981).

Entropy changes are due to either a heat exchange
with the environment or to an irreversible process, the
latter always resulting in a net production of entropy,
as required by the second law of thermodynamics. In
this study, the external heat sources are limited to ra-
diative cooling and heat exchange at the earth’s surface.

The entropy source or sink associated with external
heating or cooling is given by the energy input divided
by the temperature at which it occurs. Hence, the surface
latent and sensible heat fluxes are associated with an
entropy source equal to Qlat/Tsurf and Qsen/Tsurf , where
Tsurf is the surface temperature. Radiative cooling is as-
sociated with an entropy sink Qrad/Trad where Trad is an
effective cooling temperature defined by

Q frad rad5 . (9)ET Trad V

In statistical equilibrium, various entropy sources and
sinks compensate each other. The entropy budget takes
the form

Q 1 Q Qlat sen rad1 1 DS 5 0, (10)irrT Tsurf rad

where DSirr is the total entropy production by the irre-
versible processes. As the second law of thermodynam-
ics requires irreversible processes to be an entropy
source DSirr $ 0, the differential heating of the atmo-
sphere must result in a net entropy sink:

Q 1 Q Qlat sen rad1 # 0. (11)
T Tsurf rad

Because of the energy balance Qlat 1 Qsen 1 Qrad 5 0,
statistical equilibrium can only be achieved when the
effective cooling temperature Trad is lower than the tem-
perature of the heat source Tsurf , as discussed, for ex-
ample, by Lorenz (1967).

For a given distribution of heat sources and sinks, the
entropy budget (10) provides a constraint on the total
production of entropy by irreversible processes. By es-
timating the contribution of individual processes, one
can then obtain specific information about convective
activity. The contribution of frictional dissipation is of
particular interest as it is related to the work performed
by the system and is potentially related to fundamental
characteristics of convective systems such as CAPE or
vertical velocity. The entropy production due to fric-
tional heating DSd is given by

s ] V D 1 D Wij j i k p
DS 5 5 5 , (12)d E T T Td dV

where Td is the effective temperature at which frictional
dissipation occurs.

Combining the expressions (3), (7), (10), and (12)
yields an estimate of the total mechanical work done by
convection:

T (T 2 T )d surf radW 5 |Q | 2 T DS , (13)rad d nfT Tsurf rad

where DSnf 5 DSirr 2 DSd is the irreversible entropy
source due to mechanisms other than friction.

The maximum work Wmax that can be produced by
the system for a given distribution of heat sources and
sinks occurs when no other irreversible entropy sources
are present DSnf 5 0:

T (T 2 T )d surf radW 5 |Q |. (14)max radT Tsurf rad

The difference between the mechanical work in the at-
mosphere and this theoretical maximum is due to the
production of entropy by the other irreversible pro-
cesses:

W 2 W 5 T DS .max d nf (15)

Hence, one needs to estimate DSnf to determine the me-
chanical work produced by the system. Conversely, it
is possible to derive the entropy produced by other ir-
reversible processes from the total mechanical work and
the distribution of heat sources and sinks. In the present
paper, we focus on four irreversible processes: frictional
heating, diffusion of heat, diffusion of water vapor and
irreversible phase changes.1

It is first argued that the entropy production due to
molecular diffusion of sensible heat DSdif is negligible
in all cases of interest. The entropy production due to
the diffusion of sensible heat is given by

J ] Tsen, i iDS 5 2 , (16)dif E 2T
V

where Jsen,i is the molecular flux of sensible heat in the
i direction. In the surface layer, molecular diffusion
transports the sensible heat flux Qsen from the earth’s
surface at Tsurf into the atmosphere at Tsurf 2 DTbnd. The
entropy production associated with molecular diffusion
near the surface can be approximated by

DTbndDS ø Q . (17)dif,sfc sen 2T surf

Molecular diffusion of heat occurs also as an end result
of turbulent mixing in the atmosphere. A mixing re-

1 When radiation is treated as part of the system, absorption of
shortwave radiation at the earth’s surface is the largest irreversible
entropy source in the climate system [see Li et al. (1994) and Li and
Chýlek (1994) for a discussion of the irreversible entropy production
by radiative transfer]. By treating radiative processes as external heat
sources and sinks, the entropy production due to radiative transfer
and absorption is included in the entropy sources and sinks due to
the external heating.
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sulting from a heat transfer Qmix from an air mass at
temperature T 1 DTdt to another air mass at temperature
T results in an entropy production given by

DTdtDS ø Q . (18)dif,int mix 2T

For dry convection, the radiative cooling in the en-
vironment is balanced by the sensible heat flux from the
updraft: Qmix ø 2Qrad. Therefore, as long as DTdt and
DTbnd are small in comparison to Tsurf 2 Trad, the entropy
production by molecular diffusion of temperature can
be neglected in the entropy budget. Hence, for dry ra-
diative–convective equilibrium, where the only irre-
versible processes are diffusion of heat and frictional
heating, frictional heating accounts for most of the ir-
reversible entropy production. One can then assume that
the total work done by dry convection is close to the
theoretical maximum: W ø Wmax.

For moist convection, the surface sensible heat flux
is much smaller than the net radiative cooling Qsen K
| Qrad | , and the temperature jump at the lower boundary
is small DTbnd K Tsurf 2 Trad. Hence, the entropy pro-
duction associated with the surface sensible heat flux is
negligible in comparison to the total irreversible entropy
production. Similarly, the heat transferred at the de-
trainment level can be written as Qmix ø MupCpDTdt,
where Mup is the upward mass transport by convection.
The radiative cooling in the free troposphere is approx-
imately balanced by the warming due to subsidence Qrad

1 MupDG 5 0, where DG is the dry static energy dif-
ference between the detrainment level and the subcloud
layer. Hence, the diffusion of sensible heat at the de-
trainment level is Qmix ø 2QradCpDTdt/DG. As the ver-
tical difference of dry static energy is much larger than
the enthalpy difference between the updrafts and the
environment DG k CpDTdt , the sensible heat flux as-
sociated with detrainment is significantly smaller than
radiative cooling Qmix K 2Qrad. Also, the temperature
difference between detraining air and the environment
is small in comparison to the difference between the
surface temperature and the average temperature at
which the atmosphere is cooled radiatively, DTdt K Tsurf

2 Trad. Equations (17) and (18) indicate that the entropy
production due to molecular diffusion of sensible heat
can be neglected in comparison to the other irreversible
entropy sources.

In moist convection, there are two additional irre-
versible processes directly involving water vapor: ir-
reversible phase changes and diffusion of water vapor.

Irreversible phase changes occur when liquid water
evaporates in unsaturated air or when water vapor con-
denses in supersaturated air. (Freezing and melting can
also result in an irreversible entropy production, but are
not treated explicitly in this paper.) The irreversible en-
tropy production due to the condensation of M kilo-
grams of water is given by MRy lnH. The total entropy
production due to irreversible phase changes DSpc is
given by the integral

DS 5 (C 2 E )R lnH 2 J R lnH . (19)pc E y E y ,z y

V z50

Here, C and E are the condensation and evaporation
rates per unit volume, and Jy ,z is the vertical component
of the molecular flux of water vapor. The first term on
the right-hand side of (19) is the production due to ir-
reversible condensation and reevaporation in the at-
mosphere. The second term is the production due to
irreversible evaporation at the surface.

The irreversible entropy production by molecular dif-
fusion of water vapor is given by

DS 5 R J ] lne, (20)dv E y y ,i i

V

where Jy ,i is the ith component of the molecular flux of
water vapor.

The distinction between production of entropy by dif-
fusion of water vapor and by phase changes is rather
artificial: the entropy production associated with evap-
oration at relative humidity H 5 e0/es is the same as
would result from diffusion of water vapor from a sat-
urated region with e 5 es to a region where the water
vapor is e 5 e0. In a numerical model, the partial pres-
sure of water vapor represents the average pressure over
a grid box and is not representative of the partial pres-
sure in the vicinity of a water droplet. Hence, in a model,
the distinction between the contribution of phase chang-
es and diffusion is arbitrary and depends on specific
assumptions about the microphysics. Indeed, if it is as-
sumed that all air is saturated in the microscopic vicinity
of all condensate surfaces, then phase changes are re-
versible and diffusion of water vapor is the only irre-
versibility. However, the total entropy production due
to phase changes and diffusion of water vapor is in-
dependent of these assumptions, and is treated here as
a single entropy source, referred to as irreversible en-
tropy production due to moist processes.

Expressions (19) and (20) require the knowledge of
the molecular flux of water vapor and of the relative
humidity. However, PH show that the irreversible en-
tropy production by moist processes can also be deter-
mined from the convective transport of latent heat:

T 2 Tsurf lat21DS 1 DS 5 T Q 2 W . (21)dv pc vap lat vap1 2T Tsurf lat

Here, Wvap is the expansion work by water vapor giv-
en by

W 5 e] V 5 2 (] e 1 V ] e). (22)vap E i i E t i i

V V

The effective temperature of water vapor pressure
changes Tvap is obtained from the relationship

W ] e 1 V ] evap t i i5 2 , (23)ET Tvap V
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FIG. 2. (top) Horizontally averaged temperature in the moist (con-
tinuous line) and dry experiments (dashed line). (bottom) Horizon-
tally averaged moist static energy in the moist (continuous line) and
dry experiments (dashed line).

and the effective temperature of latent heat release Tlat

is given by

Q L (C 2 E )lat y 05 . (24)ET Tlat V

Here, Ly0 is the latent heat of vaporization at surface
temperature, so that the latent heat flux at the surface
is Qlat 5 #V Ly0(C 2 E). We refer the reader to PH for
more discussion on the relationship (21) and the various
quantities introduced in this equation. The estimates of
the entropy production by moist processes in the nu-
merical simulations of section 3 and scalings arguments
of section 4 are based on (21).

For moist convection, the irreversible entropy pro-
duction is the sum of the production due to frictional
heating, diffusion of heat, and the moistening effect.
Diffusion of heat is small, as seen before. Therefore,
we have

D
DS ø 1 DS 1 DS . (25)irr dv pcTd

Hence, the main question is how the irreversible entropy
production is split between frictional heating and moist
processes, or, from a microscopic perspective, between
diffusion of water vapor and diffusion of momentum.

3. Numerical simulations

A cloud ensemble model is used to simulate radia-
tive–convective equilibrium and to analyze the entropy
budget and kinetic energy dissipation. The model has
been developed by Lipps and Hemler (1982, 1986,
1988) and is used in a version similar to the one used
by Held et al. (1993), but with higher horizontal and
vertical resolution. Model dynamics is elastic and allows
the zonal-mean state of the system to evolve freely in
response to convection, and includes a semi-implicit
scheme for vertically propagating sound waves. It in-
corporates a bulk microphysics and separates water va-
por, cloud water, rain, and snow. Surface sensible and
latent heat fluxes are obtained from a bulk parameter-
ization assuming an ocean surface at a constant tem-
perature of 298 K, with the drag coefficient based on
Monin–Obukhov similarity (Garratt 1992).

For the experiments described hereafter, the radiative
transfer has been replaced by a Newtonian cooling, re-
laxing the atmosphere to a uniform temperature of 200
K over a timescale of 40 days. This provides a simple
way to produce radiative cooling rates of the right mag-
nitude while letting the tropopause level be determined
by the dynamics alone. A two-dimensional, horizontally
periodic domain is represented by a 320 3 78 grid.
Horizontal resolution is 2 km. Vertical resolution varies
from 50 m near the surface to 500 m at higher levels.
The upper boundary is at height z 5 32 km. A mean
zonal wind profile is imposed with (z) 5 v min(z, zc)u
with v 5 1023 s21 and zc 5 5 km. This is necessary

in two-dimensional simulations to avoid a quasi-bien-
nial oscillation–like behavior due to the absorption of
gravity waves in the stratosphere as discussed in Held
et al. (1993). A sponge-layer is present in the top 10
km of the model to dissipate the gravity waves before
they are reflected at the upper boundary. This model
differs from that used by PBH in that it is two-dimen-
sional, in that the explicit radiative transfer has been
replaced by Newtonian cooling, and in that it uses Mon-
in–Obukhov drag coefficients.

We analyze here two experiments: 1) dry convection,
in the absence of water, and 2) moist convection, which
includes the full microphysical parameterization of the
model. The atmosphere reaches statistical equilibrium
in less than 20 days in the dry case, and 40–60 days in
the moist case. In the dry experiment, the Newtonian
cooling is unchanged. This is not meant as a realistic
model of dry radiative–convective equilibrium, but as
a way of generating a model with a simpler entropy
budget.

The vertical profiles of temperature and moist static
energy h 5 CpT 1 Ly q 1 gz are shown in Fig. 2. In
both the dry and moist simulations, the atmosphere is
separated into the troposphere, where convection is ac-
tive and the temperature distribution corresponds to an
adiabatic profile, and the stratosphere, which is (ap-
proximately) in radiative equilibrium. In the dry case,
there is a strong inversion at the tropopause that is rem-
iniscent of the trade wind inversion in the subtropics.
The stratospheric temperature minimum in the moist
simulation is an artifact due to the downward heat flux
associated with the damping of gravity waves by the
sponge layer.

Convective activity differs greatly between the dry
and moist cases. Figures 3 and 4 show snapshots of the
convective activity for the dry and moist cases respec-
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FIG. 3. Snapshots of the vertical velocity field in the (top) dry and
(middle) moist experiments. Contours indicate vertical velocity of
23, 21, 1, and 3 m s21. Dotted lines are for negative values. (bottom)
Snapshot of the cloud water and precipitating water: dotted lines
indicate a precipitating water (snow and rain) content larger than 0.1
g kg21; continuous lines indicate cloud water content greater than
0.5 g kg21.

FIG. 5. Horizontally averaged heating rates.

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 for part of the domain.

FIG. 6. Horizontally averaged heating rate associated with con-
densation, reevaporation, all phase changes (condensation and re-
evaporation), and radiative cooling.

tively. In the dry case, convective cells cover the whole
domain. The static energy is well homogenized with
differences less than 1 kJ kg21 between the updrafts and
downdrafts. Maximum vertical velocity is about 8 m s21

in the updraft and about 6 m s21 for the downdrafts. In
contrast, moist convection is more sporadic and tends
to organize in a way reminiscent of squall lines. There
are on average between 1 and 3 deep convective cells
reaching up to the tropopause level. The strongest con-
vective events have updrafts velocity up to 10–15 m
s21, and are also associated with relatively strong down-
drafts. In addition to deep convective clouds, there are

also a large number of convective clouds detraining be-
low 5 km. The horizontal variations of moist static en-
ergy are large, about 15 kJ kg21, in comparison with
the dry case, indicating that individual updrafts carry a
larger amount of energy in moist convection than in dry
convection.

In the dry case, convection redistributes the sensible
heat flux from the surface through the whole tropo-
sphere. Hence, radiative cooling is balanced by the re-
solved convective transport of sensible heat except in
the surface layer. For moist convection, the radiative
cooling is mostly balanced by diabatic heating, as shown
in Fig. 5. The convective transport of sensible heat ac-
counts for a small residual. The net latent heating can
be separated into the latent heat release due to conden-
sation and the latent cooling due to reevaporation, as
shown in Fig. 6. The precipitation efficiency ep defined
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FIG. 7. Schematic representation of the mechanical energy and
entropy budgets in the dry experiment. Here, Wmax is the maximum
theoretical work defined in (A8), WT is the buoyancy flux, Wext is the
mechanical energy extracted from the mean shear, Dk is the turbulent
dissipation, and DSdif is the irreversible entropy production due to
diffusion of heat. The entropy budget for the numerical model is
given in terms of Eq. (A8). The effective temperature is given by Teff

5 Tsurf 5 298.15 K.

as the ratio of the precipitation rate at the surface to the
total condensation is fairly small:

C 2 EE
V

e 5 ø 0.27. (26)p

CE
V

a. Mechanical energy budget

We turn now to the energy and entropy budgets of
these simulations. The results of the analysis of the me-
chanical energy and entropy budget are schematically
presented in Figs. 7 and 8. All quantities have been
divided by the horizontal area of the domain so that they
are expressed in watts per squared meter. The energy,
mechanical energy and entropy budgets are also shown
in Table 1–3. The various approximations used in the
model and their consequences for the energy and en-
tropy budgets are discussed in greater detail in the ap-
pendix.

Within the model’s framework, the production of ki-
netic energy at the convective scales is given by the
buoyancy flux,

T9 RyW 5 rgw 1 2 1 q 2 q , (27)b E y l1 2[ ]T RdV

where ql is the mass of condensed water per unit mass
of moist air. Here, an overline indicates a horizontally
averaged quantity while a prime indicates the departure
from the horizontal mean. As discussed by PBH, the
buoyancy flux does not account for the total mechanical
work done by convection. It does not include the work

that is required to lift water and that is dissipated during
precipitation. In statistical equilibrium, the frictional
dissipation due to precipitation is given by (6). The total
mechanical work in the system is

T9 RyW 5 D 1 W 5 rgw 1 q . (28)p b E y1 2T RdV

The mechanical work can be written as W 5 WT 1 Wy

where WT is the thermal part of the buoyancy flux:

T9
W 5 rgw , (29)T E T

V

and Wy is the contribution related to the vertical trans-
port of water vapor:

RyW 5 rgw q . (30)y E yRdV

This decomposition is motivated by the relationship be-
tween water vapor transport and entropy production by
moist processes, as discussed in PH.

The mean zonal wind is fixed in the simulations.u
Maintaining this prescribed zonal wind against mixing
by convection is equivalent to adding or subtracting
kinetic energy. This external work is equal to

W 5 r U] u9w9. (31)ext E z

V

The total generation of mechanical energy is thus the
sum of three terms: thermal buoyancy flux WT, water
vapor buoyancy flux Wy and the external large-scale
kinetic energy forcing Wext . The dissipation of mechan-
ical energy associated with the turbulent cascade to
smaller scales Dk is computed in the model by

D 5 s ] V , (32)k E i j j i

V

where is the stress tensor due to subgrid-scale eddies.sij

Hence, the mechanical energy budget in the numerical
experiments is

W 1 W 1 W 5 D 1 D .T y ext p k (33)

The mechanical energy budget of the dry experiment
is schematically represented in Fig. 7. Convection gen-
erates WT 5 4.8 W m22, while eddies extract Wext 5
3.2 W m22 from the mean zonal wind. This large value
of Wext is an indication of the strong mixing associated
with intense dry convection. The fact that Wext is positive
is not self-evident, given that the most unstable normal
modes for two-dimensional Benard convection in shear
flows produce countergradient momentum fluxes. Given
that the eddies are able to extract a significant amount
of energy from the mean flow, the dry simulation is
better viewed as a mixture between convection and me-
chanically forced turbulence. Mechanical work is bal-
anced by subgridscale dissipation Dk 5 8.0 W m22.
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FIG. 8. Schematic representation of the mechanical energy and
entropy budgets in the moist experiment. Here, Wmax is the maximum
theoretical work defined by (A12), WT is the thermal contribution to
the buoyancy flux, Wy is the buoyancy flux associated with water
vapor transport, Wext is the mechanical energy extracted from the mean
shear, Dk is the turbulent dissipation, Dp is the precipitation-induced
dissipation, DSdif is the irreversible entropy production due to dif-
fusion of heat, and DSdv 1 DSpc is the irreversible entropy production
due to the moistening effect. The entropy budget for the numerical
model is given in terms of Eq. (A12). The effective temperature is
given by Teff 5 Ty 5 281.3 K.

TABLE 1. Mechanical energy budget in the numerical simulations
[cf. Eq. (33)] with the buoyancy flux due to the sensible heat transport
WT, buoyancy flux due to water vapor transport Wv, mechanical en-
ergy extracted from the mean shear Wext, frictional dissipation re-
sulting from turbulent cascade Dk, and precipitation-induced frictional
dissipation Dp. Values are given in W m22.

WT 1 Wv 1 Wext 5 Dk 1 Dp

Dry case
Moist case

4.8
1.7

10.0
13.0

13.2
10.04

58.0
51.0

10.0
13.7

TABLE 2. Energy budget in the numerical simulations [cf. Eqs. (A5)
and (A9)], with the surface sensible heat flux Qsen, surface latent heat
flux Qlat, radiative cooling Qrad, and spurious heat source in the model
Qsp. The imbalance err in the energy budget is mostly due to changes
in the internal energy of the atmosphere. Values are given in W m22.

Qsen + Qlat 1 Qrad 1 Qsp 5 err

Dry case
Moist case

111.7
16.5

+0
+143.3

2106.9
2157.4

24.8
21.7

5 +0.1
5 +0.7

The results for the moist experiment are shown in
Fig. 8. Most of the mechanical energy is produced by
water vapor flux as Wy 5 3.0 W m22. The thermal
buoyancy flux accounts for only WT 5 1.7 W m22.
Because of the intermittent character of moist convec-
tion, mixing of momentum is much weaker than in the
dry case. Only Wext 5 0.04 W m22 is extracted from
the mean wind. Dissipation is dominated by precipita-
tion, which accounts for Dp 5 3.7 W m22. The subgrid-
scale dissipation of kinetic energy is only Dk 5 1.0 W
m22.

b. Energy budget

In radiative–convective equilibrium, radiative cooling
in the troposphere is balanced by the surface heat fluxes.
However, in the numerical model, energy is not exactly
conserved. This results primarily from the fact that fric-
tional heating is not included in the potential temper-
ature equation used in the model. In the appendix, it is
shown that this nonconservation translates into spurious
heat sources. In both the dry and moist case, noncon-
servation of energy translates in a spurious heat sink
equal to 2WT. The additional error term in Table 2 is
due to the change in internal energy of the system.

In the dry case, the sensible heat flux at the surface
is 111.7 W m22. It is balanced by the Newtonian cooling
of 106.9 W m22 and by the spurious cooling of 4.8 W
m22.

The troposphere is warmer in the moist case than in

the dry case. This explains that the Newtonian cooling
is significantly larger, with a net cooling of 157.4 W
m22. The latent heat flux is 143.3 W m22, which is
much larger than the sensible heat flux of 16.5 W m22.
There is also an additional spurious heat sink of 1.7 W
m22.

c. Entropy budget

The nonconservation of energy also modifies the en-
tropy budget, by introducing additional entropy sources
and sinks associated with the spurious heat sources and
sinks. It is shown in the appendix that these changes
result in only a small error in the total irreversible en-
tropy production in the system.

The entropy budget is analyzed by comparing the
maximum theoretical work to the work effectively per-
formed by convection and to the other irreversible en-
tropy sources:

W 5 W 1 W 1 T DS 1 T (DS 1 DS ). (34)max T y eff dif eff dv pc

Nonconservation of energy has two consequences for
Eq. (34). First, the definition of the maximum work must
be slightly modified. We use the expression (A8) for the
dry case and expression (A12) for the moist case. Sec-
ond, the contribution of the nonfrictional irreversible
entropy source is multiplied by an effective temperature
Teff, instead of the frictional temperature Td. In the dry
case, Teff is equal to the surface temperature Tsurf, and,
in the moist case, it is equal to the effective temperature
of water vapor transport Ty . The latter is defined by

21
rwqyT 5 rwq . (35)y E E y1 2T

V V

By making these changes, the errors due to spurious
numerical heat sources are incorporated in Wmax and Teff,
so that the various irreversible entropy sources can still



134 VOLUME 59J O U R N A L O F T H E A T M O S P H E R I C S C I E N C E S

TABLE 3. Entropy budgets in the numerical simulations, with maximum work Wmax buoyancy flux due to sensible heat flux WT, buoyancy
flux due to water vapor transport Wy, moistening effect TvDSdv 1 DSpc, diffusion of heat by subgrid-scale eddies TvDSdif, and imbalance in
the budget err. Values are given in W m22. The effective temperature Teff is equal to the surface temperature Teff 5 Tsurf 5 298.15 K in the
dry case, and to the effective temperature of the water vapor transport Teff 5 Tv 5 281.3 K in the moist case.

Wmax 5 WT 1 Wv 1 Teff (DSdv 1 DSpc) 1 TeffDSdif 1 err

Dry case
Moist case

8.0
13.8

54.8
54.7

10
18.3

13.0
10.6

10.2
10.2

TABLE 4. The nondimensional version of the entropy budget is obtained by dividing the dimensional budget (34) by the maximum theoretical
work Wmax. The nondimensional parameters l, b, m, hk, and hmax are defined in the text. The value of these nondimensional quantities in
the moist simulations are also shown. In the moist case, we have l 5 0.82, b 5 0.27, m 5 20.06, hk 5 0.006, and hmax 5 0.087.

Entropy budget Wmax 5 WT 1 Wv 1Td(DSdv 1 DSpc) 1TdDSdif

Nondimensional
analysis 1 5 1 2 l(1 2 b) 1l(1 2 b) 10

Simulations 1 5 0.34 10.60 10.04

be compared through the budget (34). As discussed in
the appendix, the spurious heat sources do not signifi-
cantly affect entropy budget as long as the spurious heat
sources remain small in comparison to the radiative
cooling.

The irreversible entropy production due to diffusion
of heat DSdiff is obtained from (16), after replacing the
molecular sensible heat flux by the subgrid-scale flux.
The sensible heat transport can be viewed as resulting
from subgrid-scale eddies. These eddies are able to ex-
tract available potential energy and convert it into ki-
netic energy, which is in turn dissipated through friction.
The entropy production DSdiff in the model is therefore
partially due to molecular diffusion of heat and partially
due to the generation and dissipation of kinetic energy
by subgrid-scale eddies. It is, however, not possible to
separate DSdiff between these two processes without
making further assumptions.

The entropy production due to moist processes DSdv

1 DSpc is obtained through formula (21). The latent
heat transport can be obtained directly from the model.
The work performed by water vapor expansion cannot
be obtained directly, but the ratio Wvap/Tvap in (21) can
be approximated by Wy /Ty , as shown in the appendix
of PH. This allows us to determine the corresponding
entropy production without requiring the explicit knowl-
edge of the diffusive flux of water vapor or the relative
humidity.

As the specific humidity of an air parcel is conserved
in the absence of phase changes and diffusion of water
vapor, the entropy production due to the mixing of two
air masses is equal to the entropy production that would
result from the diffusion of the water vapor from one
air mass to the other. Turbulent motion can only increase
the gradient of specific humidity, but cannot change the
specific humidity distribution. The final homogenization
between the two air masses must be in fine accomplished
through molecular diffusion of water vapor. Subgrid-
scale eddies cannot change the entropy production due
to moist processes if they are not associated with phase

changes or result in a vertical transport of water vapor.
This implies that, although the numerical model uses a
subgrid-scale parameterization for the diffusion of water
vapor, the entropy production for DSdv 1 DSpc computed
in the simulations corresponds indeed to molecular dif-
fusion and irreversible phase changes.

In the dry case, the maximum work is Wmax 5 8.0 W
m22, while the work done by convective systems is only
WT 5 4.8 W m22. A direct estimate of the contribution
of the subgrid-scale diffusion of sensible heat yields
TeffDSdiff 5 3.0 W m22. As discussed earlier, this entropy
production is due both to molecular diffusion of heat
and to the generation and dissipation of kinetic energy
by subgrid-scale eddies. There is also a small imbalance
in the entropy budget that can be attributed to small
changes in the total entropy of the system and to nu-
merical errors in the averaging method and advection
scheme.

In the moist experiment, the maximum work is Wmax

5 13.8 W m22. This value is larger than in the dry case
mainly because the total heat flux is larger. The work
effectively performed by convection WT 1 Wy 5 4.7
W m22 is approximately one-third of this theoretical
maximum. Subgrid-scale diffusion of heat accounts only
for a small portion of the irreversible entropy production
with TeffDSdiff 5 0.6 W m22. The irreversible entropy
production due to moist processes is obtained through
(21) and accounts for most of the entropy production,
with Teff(DSdv 1 DSpc) 5 8.3 W m22. There is an im-
balance ;0.2 W m22 in the entropy budget (34), which
can be attributed to numerical artifacts.

These simulations indicate that the entropy budgets
of dry and moist convection differ significantly. On the
one hand, dry convection can be described as acting
mostly as a heat engine: most of the entropy production
is due to frictional dissipation. (As discussed earlier, part
of the entropy production by subgrid-scale diffusion of
heat should be interpreted as frictional dissipation by
unresolved eddies.) On the other hand, the entropy bud-
get of moist convection is more complex. The largest
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fraction of the entropy production is due to irreversible
phase changes and diffusion of water vapor. Together,
these account for about 60% of the total entropy pro-
duction. Frictional dissipation still accounts for a sig-
nificant fraction of the irreversible entropy production.
However, most of the frictional dissipation occurs in the
shear zones surrounding falling hydrometeors, which
represents about 30% of the total entropy source. The
amount of kinetic energy generated at the convective
scales and dissipated through turbulence only accounts
for a small fraction of the total entropy production.

An important question is to what extend the entropy
budget of our simulations is representative of that of the
physical atmosphere. One may argue that the model’s
resolution is insufficient to accurately simulate the be-
havior of convective updrafts, or that the subgrid-scale
diffusion and dissipation do not properly represent tur-
bulent mixing and dissipation, or that the bulk param-
eterization is inadequate. Similarly, one may ask wheth-
er convective organization has an impact on the entropy
budget, and thus whether the use of a two-dimensional
domain has an impact on our results. Notice that Shutts
and Gray (1999) also found that the amount of work
that was generated in three-dimensional simulations of
moist convection was significantly smaller than that pre-
dicted by the perfect heat engine of RI and EB. This is
also the case in the three-dimensional simulations dis-
cussed in PBH. However, to fully address these ques-
tions, one would require more extensive comparisons
between numerical models and observations. Unfortu-
nately, if it is relatively easy to analyze the entropy
budget of numerical simulations, it is extremely difficult
to do this for the physical atmosphere. In fact, we do
not know of any observational study that can be used
to fully determine the entropy production by the various
irreversible processes.

There is however an aspect of moist convection that
leads us to believe that the entropy budget of our moist
simulation is representative of a more general behavior:
the fact that the irreversible entropy production by moist
processes and the expansion work by water vapor are
directly related to the latent heat transport, as discussed
in PH. The important contribution of these two terms
in the entropy and mechanical energy budgets can de-
duced directly from the observation that the convective
heat transport is mostly due to latent heat, as seen in
Fig. 5 for our simulations. In such cases, moist con-
vection acts more as an atmospheric dehumidifier than
as a heat engine, and irreversible phase changes and
diffusion of water accounts for a large fraction of the
total irreversible entropy production. The moist simu-
lation can thus be view as illustrative of the entropy and
mechanical energy budget of an atmosphere in radia-
tive–convective equilibrium in which the convective
heat transport is dominated by the latent heat transport.

4. Nondimensional analysis of the entropy budget
The entropy budget of moist convection is now dis-

cussed in terms of nondimensional parameters. Of par-

ticular interest is the estimation of a convective effi-
ciency hk defined as the ratio of the turbulent dissipation
Dk to the radiative cooling Qrad:

Dkh 5 . (36)k |Q |rad

The convective efficiency measures the amount of me-
chanical work effectively used to generate convective
motions. It is the parameter required in the theory of
RI, EB, or Craig (1996) to determine the vertical ve-
locity of convective systems. In contrast to RI and EB,
we argue here that hk is not equal to the thermodynamic
efficiency of a perfect heat engine, but depends crucially
on the latent heat transport by convection and on the
formation of precipitation.

The entropy sink associated with differential heating
can by measured in terms of the maximum work Wmax.
The maximum theoretical mechanical efficiency hmax is
the ratio between Wmax and the net radiative cooling Qrad.
From (14), this nondimensional coefficient is

W 1 1 T 2 Tmax surf radh 5 5 T 2 ø . (37)max d1 2|Q | T T Trad rad surf

The maximum theoretical efficiency hmax is approxi-
mately equal to the thermodynamic efficiency of a Car-
not cycle.

The thermodynamic action of the latent heat transport
can be measured by a quantity Wlat introduced by PH
and defined as the amount of work that would be per-
formed if the latent heat is transported by a perfect heat
engine:

1 1
W 5 Q T 2 . (38)lat lat vap1 2T Tlat surf

Equation (21) indicates that the latent heat transport is
related to the entropy production due to moist processes
and the expansion work of water vapor. We introduce
here a nondimensional parameter l as the ratio between
Wlat and Wmax:

W T 2 T Qlat surf lat latl 5 ø . (39)
W T 2 T |Q |max surf rad rad

This nondimensional parameter measures the contri-
bution of latent heat transport relative to the total heat
transport. It is shown in PH that the ratio of the expan-
sion work by water vapor Wvap to Wlat is approximately
given by

W Hvap esb 5 ø , (40)
W Hlat p

where Hp 5 ]z(lnp)21 is the pressure scale height, and
5 ]z(lnes)21 is the scale height for the saturationHes

water vapor pressure. In the Tropics, we have Hp ; 8
km and ; 2 km; hence, the value of b should beHes

small: 0.2 , b , 0.3. Dividing (21) by Wmax and using
(39) and (40) yields
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TABLE 5. The nondimensional expression for the mechanical energy
budget is obtained by dividing the dimensional budget by Wmax. The
nondimensional parameters l, b, m, hk are defined in the text.

Mechanical
energy budget WT 1Wv 5 Dk 1Dp

Nondimensional
analysis 1 2 l 1lb

5
hk

hmax 1l(b 1 m)
Simulations 0.12 10.22 5 0.07 10.27

T (DS 1 DS )dv pc ø l(1 2 b). (41)
Wmax

If, as discussed in section 2, the entropy production
results primarily from frictional dissipation and moist
processes (25), then the work performed by moist con-
vection can be derived by using (37) and (41) into (15):

D 1 DW p k
5 ø h [1 2 l(1 2 b)]. (42)max|Q | |Q |rad rad

We introduce another parameter g equal to the ratio
of the total dissipation associated with precipitation to
the mechanical work done by the water vapor expansion:

r(q 1 q )wE y l

D D Vp p
g 5 ø 5 . (43)

W W Rvap y yr q wE yRdV

The approximation Wvap ø Wy is derived in the appendix
of PH. The transport of condensed water by air motions
is likely to be dominated by the updrafts. Hence it is
expected that rqlw . 0, so that the vertical transport#z5z0

of water vapor gives a lower bound on the frictional
dissipation due to precipitation. The constraint implies
that g $ 0.6. In the numerical simulation presented in
this paper, we find g ø 1.2. The difference between the
work due to water vapor expansion and the dissipation
associated with precipitation is the amount of kinetic
energy that is produced by the hydrological cycle and
that is available to produce atmospheric motion. This
can be measured by the parameter m defined as

W 2 Dvap p
m 5 ø b(1 2 g). (44)

Wlat

When the dissipation due to precipitation is larger than
the expansion work of water vapor, g $ 1, the hydro-
logical cycle dissipates more mechanical energy than it
produces and m is negative. Both terms in the product
on the right-hand side are small, and we expect m to be
small also, albeit its sign is uncertain. In the simulation
we obtain m ø 20.06.

The convective efficiency hk is defined as the ratio
of the frictional dissipation due to turbulent cascade to
the total heat flux. It is given by

Dkh 5 ø h [lm 1 (1 2 l)]. (45)k max|Q |rad

The convective efficiency measures the amount of me-
chanical work effectively used to generate convective
motion. It is the parameter that is required in the theories
of RI, EB, or Craig (1996) to determine the vertical
velocity of convective systems. For a given distribution
of heat sources and sinks, the convective efficiency de-
pends on m and l. Tables 4 and 5 show nondimensional

versions of the mechanical energy and entropy budgets,
which have been obtained by dividing the dimension
counterpart by Wmax.

Equation (45) indicates that the convective efficiency
of moist convection is sensitive to the relative impor-
tance of the latent heat transport and the precipitation-
induced dissipation. The exact values of l and m may
be sensitive to a wide variety of factors, such as wind
shear, microphysics, or radiative cooling. It is also con-
ceivable that these parameters could be determined from
simple external constraints. We examine now a few al-
ternative for such closure and investigate how this
would affect the behavior of moist convection.

The expression (45) could be simplified by assuming
that the expansion work due to water vapor is balanced
by the frictional dissipation due to precipitation:

m ø 0. (46)

In this case, the convective efficiency is then given by

h ø (1 2 l)h .k max (47)

The convective efficiency is primarily determined in this
case by the relative importance of latent heat transport.

If the latent heat transport accounts for only a small
portion of the total convective heat transport l 5 0,
then the convective efficiency is equal to the maximum
efficiency hk 5 hmax, as in RI and EB. This requires
the effective temperature of latent heat release to be
close enough to the surface temperature Tsurf 2 Tlat K
Tsurf 2 Trad, or equivalently, that most of the convective
heat transport is due to sensible heat. As discussed in
PH, this is theoretically possible in the case of low
precipitation efficiency and strong saturated downdrafts.
It is, however, unlikely for the current tropical condition.
For the sensible heat transport to be of the same order
of magnitude as the latent heat, the ratio T9/q9 must be
of the order of 2.5 K/(g kg21), which is much larger
than the observed ratio in tropical convection.

When the heat transport by convection is mostly due
to latent heat—when l is close to 1—moist convection
will have the following characteristics: 1) irreversible
phase changes and diffusion of water vapor are the main
irreversible entropy sources; 2) the expansion work of
water vapor accounts for a large fraction of the total
mechanical work in the system; 3) precipitation-induced
dissipation accounts for a significant portion of the total
dissipation; and 4) the convective efficiency is much
smaller than the efficiency of a perfect heat engine.
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Unfortunately, a large value of l makes it more difficult
to obtain a theory for convective efficiency. Indeed, for
large l, the right-hand side of (45) becomes strongly
dependent on both l and m. As turbulent dissipation
accounts for a very small fraction of the entropy pro-
duction, it is very sensitive to small changes in the other
irreversible sources of entropy.

This also suggests some caution as to whether or not
the convective efficiency could actually be determined
from the entropy budget. For instance, one can consider
an alternative closure by assuming that precipitation-in-
duced dissipation accounts for most of the frictional dis-
sipation: Dp k Dk. This is equivalent to taking hk ø 0 in
(45) and provides a relationship between l and m:

1 2 l
m 5 2 . (48)

l

In this case, g is related to the latent heat transport by

1 2 l
g 5 1 1 . (49)

bl

For such a closure, the entropy budget provides a con-
straint on the frictional dissipation due to precipitation
but cannot be used to determine the turbulent dissipation
Dk. The buoyancy of the updrafts is limited by the con-
densate loading, and the vertical velocity of the con-
vective system should be derived from the microphys-
ical processes associated with the formation of precip-
itation in convective updrafts.

5. Conclusions

The entropy budget of an atmosphere in radiative–
convective equilibrium is characterized by a balance
between an entropy sink due to the differential heating
of the atmosphere and the entropy production due to the
various irreversible processes associated with convec-
tion. The main issue is to determine the relative con-
tribution of each irreversible process. For moist con-
vection, one must essentially distinguish between fric-
tional dissipation on the one hand, and irreversible phase
changes and diffusion of water vapor on the other. This
can be recast as to whether convection behaves more
as a heat engine or as an atmospheric dehumidifier. This
question is important not only for a theoretical under-
standing of how the second law of thermodynamics ap-
plies to a convective atmosphere, but also because it
may give a better insight into the behavior of convec-
tion. This is the approach followed by RI and EB, who
derive vertical velocity, intermittency, and CAPE of
moist convection based on the assumption that the tur-
bulent dissipation of convective updrafts is the main
irreversible mechanism associated with moist convec-
tion.

Our results differ significantly from EB and RI in that
we argue that phase changes, diffusion of water vapor,
and frictional dissipation induced by precipitation, re-

duce the amount of kinetic energy generated at the con-
vective scales. In numerical simulations of radiative–
convective equilibrium with a CEM, moist convection
has four major characteristics: 1) irreversible phase
changes and diffusion of water vapor are the main ir-
reversible source of entropy; 2) most of the frictional
dissipation occurs in the microscopic shear zones sur-
rounding falling precipitation; 3) water vapor expansion
is the main source of mechanical work; and 4) turbulent
dissipation cascading from convective scale eddies ac-
counts only for a small fraction of the total entropy
production.

These characteristics are directly related to the fact
the convective heat transport is mostly due to the latent
heat transport. Indeed, PH show that, in an atmosphere
in radiative–convective equilibrium, the entropy pro-
duction by phase changes and diffusion of water vapor
is related to the latent heat transport by convection and
the expansion work by water vapor. This indicates that
the entropy budget in the numerical simulations is rep-
resentative of the entropy budget of an atmosphere
where a significant portion of the convective heat trans-
port is due to latent heat. In such cases, tropical con-
vection acts more as an atmospheric dehumidifier than
as a heat engine.

The entropy budget can be used to determine a con-
vective efficiency, defined as the ratio of the generation
of kinetic energy at the convective scales to the total
heat transport by convection, in a similar way to the
approach followed by Craig (1996). Convective effi-
ciency depends primarily on how the heat transport is
separated between latent and sensible heat, and, to a
lesser extent, on the magnitude of the precipitation-in-
duced dissipation. The theories of RI and EB correspond
to the case where latent heat transport by convection is
very small. Although this is in theory possible, it seems
unlikely for tropical convection. Some uncertainties re-
main, mostly associated with microphysical processes.
It is not clear at this point if a theory as simple as the
one proposed by RI and EB could be obtained for moist
convection. A first step toward such a theory should be
to assess the factors that can influence the convective
transport of latent heat and the precipitation-induced
dissipation. Further research in this direction could po-
tentially lead to a quantitative theory for CAPE and
vertical velocity in moist convection.
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APPENDIX

Spurious Heat Sources and Entropy Budget in
Numerical Models

Approximations made in numerical models result in
the fact that the model’s entropy and energy budgets are
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different from the energy and entropy budgets of a phys-
ical atmosphere. For example, frictional heating is often
neglected in CEMs. These differences are usually small
in comparison to radiative cooling, but can nevertheless
be problematic since the model violates the first law of
thermodynamics. One must therefore address the ques-
tion of whether or not these errors have an impact on
the problem at hand. We discuss here how errors related
to the conservation of energy modify the irreversible
entropy production of a system.

Consider a numerical model for which some terms in
the internal energy equation have been neglected. This
can be treated as if there were a spurious heat source
Qsp that compensates exactly for the missing terms. For
example, neglecting the frictional heating is equivalent
to Qsp 5 2D. The energy budget in the model is

Q 1 Q 1 Q 1 Q 5 0.sen lat rad sp (A1)

For a model based on prognostic equations for mo-
mentum and internal energy, entropy is handled im-
plicitly. If an approximation results in a spurious heat
source, it also results in a spurious entropy source equal
to the spurious heat source divided by an effective tem-
perature Tsp. Thus, the entropy budget is

Q 1 Q Q Qspsen lat rad1 1 DS 1 5 0. (A2)irrT T Tsurf rad sp

Dividing (A1) by Tsurf and removing it from the entropy
budget (A2) yields the expression for the irreversible
entropy production in the model:

1 1
DS 5 |Q | 2irr,mod rad 1 2T Trad surf

1 1
1 Q 2 . (A3)sp1 2T Tsurf sp

The difference between the irreversible entropy pro-
duction of the model and that of the physical atmosphere
for the same radiative cooling is

1 1
DS 2 DS 5 Q 2 . (A4)irr,mod irr sp1 2T Tsurf sp

As long as the spurious heat sources are small in com-
parison to the total heat sink | Qsp | K | Qrad | , and as
long as the effective temperature of the spurious heat
source is close enough to the surface temperature | Tsurf

2 Tsp | ; | Tsurf 2 Trad | , the relative error in the irre-
versible entropy production is small. This is the case
when one neglects the frictional heating or the expan-
sion work by water vapor in the internal energy equa-
tion.

We discuss now the entropy and energy budgets of
the model used for this paper.

a. Dry atmosphere

For the dry case, the only difference between the
model atmosphere and the physical atmosphere resides
in the model’s neglect of the heating due to frictional
dissipation Dk. This difference results in a spurious heat
source Qsp 5 2Dk 5 2WT:

Q 1 Q 2 W 5 0.sen rad T (A5)

The effective temperature of this spurious heat source
is equal to the effective temperature of frictional dis-
sipation. Hence, the entropy budget of the model is

Q Qsen rad1 1 DS 5 0. (A6)difT Tsurf rad

The energy and entropy budgets (A5) and (A6) are sim-
ilar to the energy and entropy budgets of a heat engine
for which the work WT is exerted on the environment,
instead of being dissipated internally in the system.
There are different ways of combining the two budgets
(A5) and (A6) to derive a relationship between me-
chanical work and entropy sources and sinks. We choose
to subtract (A5) from the entropy budget (A6) multiplied
by Tsurf to obtain

W 5 W 1 T DS .max T surf dif (A7)

In this budget, the maximum work Wmax that could be
performed by convection is defined by

T 2 Tsurf radW 5 |Q |. (A8)max radTrad

This is equivalent to assuming that the frictional dis-
sipation occurs at the surface temperature in (13) and
(14).

b. Moist atmosphere

Lipps and Hemler (1982) argue that the current mod-
el’s energy budget for a moist atmosphere can be ap-
proximated by

Q 1 Q 1 Q 5 W .lat sen rad T (A9)

This results from two approximations. First, frictional
heating Dk 1 Dp is neglected. Second, although the
effect of water vapor is included in the buoyancy, the
effect of the virtual temperature is not properly included
in the potential temperature equation. As a result, the
work performed by water vapor is not balanced by a
reduction of the internal energy of the system, which
translates into a spurious heat source equal to Wy . These
two approximations result in a spurious heat source Qsp

5 2Dk 2 Dp 1 Wy 5 2WT. In the entropy budget, the
spurious cooling associated with omitting Dk 1 Dp com-
pensates for the irreversible entropy production due to
frictional dissipation. The spurious heat source associ-
ated with Wy corresponds to an additional entropy
source equal to Wy /Ty . The entropy budget of the nu-
merical simulations can be written as
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Q 1 Q Q Wlat sen rad y1 1 DS 1 DS 1 DS 1 5 0.dif dv pcT T Tsurf rad y

(A10)

The energy and entropy budgets can be combined to
obtain a relationship between the work done by con-
vection and the different entropy sources and sinks. Sub-
tracting the entropy budget (A10) multiplied by Ty from
(A9) yields

W 5 W 1 W 1 T DS 1 DS 1 T DS , (A11)max y T y dv pc y dif

where the maximum theoretical work is given by

T 2 T T 2 Tsurf y y radW 5 (Q 1 Q ) 1 |Q |.max sen lat radT Tsurf rad

(A12)
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