
The impact of northern Indian Ocean rivers on the Bay of Bengal
using NEMO global ocean model
Atul Srivastava1, 2*, Anitha Gera1, Imran M. Momin1, Ashis Kumar Mitra1, Ankur Gupta1

1 National Centre for Medium Range Weather Forecasting, Noida 201309, India
2 Jaypee University Anoopshahr, Bulandshahr 203309, India

Received 22 February 2019; accepted 5 May 2019

© Chinese Society for Oceanography and Springer-Verlag GmbH Germany, part of Springer Nature 2020

Abstract

The effect of river runoff over the northern Indian Ocean (NIO) especially over the Bay of Bengal (BoB) has been
studied using global Nucleus for European Modelling of the Ocean (NEMO). Two sensitivity experiments, with
and without river runoff are conducted and the influence of river runoff on the Indian Ocean hydrography,
stratification and circulation features are studied. It is found that due to river runoff surface salinity over the
northern BoB decreases by more than 5 and the East India Coastal Current strengthens by 2 cm/s during post
monsoon season. The fresh river water reaches up to 15°N in the BoB and is the main cause for low salinity there.
Sea surface temperature in the northwestern BoB increases by more than 0.2°C due to the river runoff in summer
monsoon while surface cooling upto 0.2°C is seen in north-west part of BoB in winter season. The seasonal mixed
layer depth in the region is found to be dependent on river runoff. The effect of vertical shear and Brunt Vaisala
frequency on stratification is also examined. The ocean water becomes highly stratified up to 3 035 m due to the
river runoff. It is found that the energy required for mixing is high in the northern and coastal BoB.

Key words: Bay of Bengal, sea surface temperature, salinity, mixed layer depth, stratification

Citation: Srivastava Atul, Gera Anitha, Momin Imran M., Mitra Ashis Kumar, Gupta Ankur. 2020. The impact of northern Indian Ocean
rivers on the Bay of Bengal using NEMO global ocean model. Acta Oceanologica Sinica, 39(3): 45–55, doi: 10.1007/s13131-020-1537-9

1  Introduction
The northern Indian Ocean comprises of Arabian Sea (AS),

Bay of Bengal (BoB) and equatorial Indian Ocean. During sum-
mer monsoon BoB receives large amount of freshwater flux (Sen-
gupta et al., 2006) in terms of local precipitation and river dis-
charge. BoB receives freshwater during southwest monsoon from
major adjoining rivers namely Ganges, Brahmaputra, Irawadi
and other rivers. During the monsoon season in northern BoB,
443.493 × 109 m3, amount of fresh water is discharged (Varkey et
al., 1996) by rivers. This incoming river water affects mainly salin-
ity. The salinity change alters the mixed layer depth (MLD) and
stratification of the BoB (Shetye et al., 1996) due to which sea sur-
face temperure (SST) is also affected. Further, due to changes in
salinity and temperature, the heat and salt budgets are also
altered (de Boyer Montégut et al., 2007).

The freshwater forcing in BoB and AS is contrasting in nature
due to precipitation and river runoff. In BoB, precipitation is
more than evaporation (Harenduprakash and Mitra, 1988;
Prasad, 1997) while the opposite is observed in the AS. Therefore
the surface layer of the BoB is less saline and more stratified than
AS (Vinayachandran et al., 2002; Shenoi et al., 2002). Weller et al.
(2002) have discussed the importance of wind mixing and sur-
face buoyancy forcing in the AS and found that in summer mon-
soon surface mixed layer is deep due to wind mixing while in
winter monsoon convective deepening plays a significant role
over the AS. It happens due to surface buoyancy. Gordon et al.
(2003) discussed that surface freshwater changes the upper
ocean velocity field by creating dynamic height gradients. It also

changes the salinity stratification (Howden and Murtugudde,
2001) which influences the mixed layer depth (MLD), surface
momentum flux, velocity shear and entrainment rates. It is
showed that if the mixed layer is very shallow then penetrative
shortwave flux is balanced by net surface heat flux, whereas sub-
surface water isolated from evaporative and long wave cooling, is
warmed by penetrative sunlight (Sengupta et al., 2002; Sengupta
and Ravichandran 2001). Anitha et al. (2008) using Argo data
analysed the surface buoyancy flux in BoB and AS and observed
that both in AS and BoB the net buoyancy flux is dominated by
the freshwater buoyancy and that it is very high in the BoB than
AS, implying a highly stable upper ocean in the BoB than AS.
Perigaud et al. (2003) studied the impact of interannual rainfall
anomalies on sea surface salinity (SSS) using the layer model and
found that surface salinity is mainly affected due to changes in
freshwater flux and river runoff. Jensen (2001) studied the long-
term salt balance, water exchange between the two basins and its
associated properties. In terms of salinity distribution less saline
water is found along the west coast of BoB (Rao and Sivakumar,
1999, 2003; Prasanna et al., 2004, Gopalakrishna et al., 2005),
whereas high-salinity water is found in the AS. Akhil et al. (2014)
studied the properties responsible for strong seasonal cycle in
surface salinity in BoB. Vinayachandran et al. (2015) using cli-
mate coupled model have studied the effect of river discharge in
the monsoon season and found that when the river discharge is
not provided to the model, the SST increases by about 0.5°C and
that the Indian Summer Monsoon Rainfall increases by 10%. Jana
et al (2015) used ROMS and found significant improvement in  
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SST, SSS, MLD and barrier layer thickness due to seasonal river
input into the BoB. The Indian Ocean simulation features using
NEMO 3.2 ocean model are also discussed by Momin et al.
(2013). They noted that the model results match well with the ob-
servations. Momin et al. (2014) have used the same NEMO ocean
model with two different horizontal and vertical resolutions and
found that higher resolution model simulations have less bias
when compared with observations.

Chowdary et al. (2016) studied the upper ocean salinity vari-
ability with several models and found that models have positive
bias in salinity and concluded that better vertical and turbulence
schemes are still needed to capture the variability. The mechan-
ism responsible for low salinity pool and its offshore movement
in the BoB is studied by Mahapatra and Rao (2017). Behara and
Vinayachandran (2016) analysed the effects of rainfall and river
discharge (freshwater flux) on the BoB with four sensitivity exper-
iments. They discussed the impact of rainfall and river runoff on
the SST, SSS, transport and currents. They found that due to the
river runoff, equator-ward flowing East India Coastal Current
(EICC) is strengthened by about 0.15 m/s during north east mon-
soon and that the northwestern bay SST increases by 1.58°C dur-
ing summer due to greater heat absorption within a shallow
mixed layer (ML). Callaghan et al. (2014) have described the role
of air-sea forcing near the surface mixed layer. Halkides et al.
(2015) discuss the spatial and temporal variation of processes
that determine ocean mixed layer temperature variability in trop-
ical Indian Ocean. Da-Allada et al. (2015) studied mixed-layer sa-
linity budget in the tropical Indian Ocean using satellite products
and in situ observations for the period 2004–2012. They observed
that the seasonal cycle of the mixed layer salinity is mainly due to
meridional advection driven by the monsoon winds. Durand et
al. (2011) investigated the impact of river runoff in the BoB and
found that higher vertical and horizontal resolution ocean model
is required to quantify the BoB salinity variations.

These studies discussed above to explore the impact of river
runoff were performed with coarser vertical resolution in the up-
per 500 m. Ocean stratification and wind shear play an import-
ant role in mixing the upper water column of the ocean. To rep-
resent the vertical structure and mixing well, an ocean model
with higher vertical resolution is required which can capture the
subsurface variability. Earlier studies suggested the large biases
in the BoB hydrography are mainly due to vertical mixing, vertic-
al resolution, and lateral advection (e.g., Chowdary et al. 2016).
In light of this background, this study aims to investigate the in-
fluence of river runoff on SST, SSS, MLD, circulation and stratific-
ation in northern Indian Ocean especially over the BoB with high
vertical resolution of 75 vertical levels from surface to bottom of
the ocean. The remaining structure of the paper is as follows.
Section 2 details the configuration of the ocean model, data sets
used for the study and details of model setup for the sensitivity
experiments conducted. Results and discussion are given in Sec-
tion 3. Conclusions of this paper are presented in Section 4.

2  Model and data
We used a high vertical resolution global Nurcleus for

European Modelling of the Ocean (NEMO) (Madec and the
NEMO team, 2012) to analyze the effect of river runoff in north-
ern Indian Ocean. NEMO model is based on the primitive equa-
tion model (OPA) which solves the three dimensional velocity
field, the temperature and the salinity fields for the global and re-
gional ocean circulation. It uses a curvilinear orthogonal tripolar
grid to remove the North Pole singularity in horizontal direction.
The variables are arranged in three-dimensional Arakawa C-type

grid. It also has the capability to simulate the sea-ice (LIM) and
biogeochemistry (TOP-PISCES) features in the ocean. In addi-
tion, Ice-shelf-ocean interaction is also included. The model is
configured for global run with 1º x 1º horizontal resolutions with
75 vertical levels. The high vertical resolution with 75 levels help
in resolving the mixing processes. Out of 75 levels, 40 levels in
vertical direction vary from 0.5 m in the upper ocean to 500 m.
From the global model run, the study region of interest is 0º–26ºN ,
50º–105ºE (Fig. 1a). Model Bathymetry is derived from ETOPO2-
two minute global bathymetry. Turbulence Kinetic Energy (TKE)
mixing scheme is used for vertical mixing. The mixing scheme
used in ocean models used to calculate the vertical eddy viscos-
ity and diffusivity coefficients which is developed by Gaspar et al.
(1990). The insertion depth of the river runoff is computed in the
model. The model is initialized from rest with WOA 13 (Zweng et
al., 2013) temperature and salinity and run for 21 years to reach
steady state. The restart at the end of 21st year is used as climato-
logical initial condition, and the model run for another two years.
The seasonal means from the simulations of these two years are
analysed and discussed. The model is forced to run with ob-
tained climatological initial condition and climatological CORE2
forcing data sets of Large and Yeager 2009. The forcing fields are
time varying which are 6-hourly air temperature at 2 m, relative
humidity, zonal wind, meridional wind, while daily downward
long wave and short wave radiation data are given to model.
Monthly precipitation (Large and Yeager, 2009), chlorophyll and
river runoff (Dai et al., 2009) data are also used. To study the ef-
fect of river runoff over our study region we perform two sensitiv-
ity experiments. In the first experiment (CTRL), the model is
forced with all the above forcing fields while in the second experi-
ment (NROF), river runoff is switched off.

To study the role of river runoff in influencing the vertical sta-
bility over the northern Indian Ocean especially over BoB, the
vertical shear and Brunt Vaisala frequency are computed and
analyzd. The vertical shear has been computed as S2= (∂U/∂z)2 +
(∂V/∂z)2, where U and V are zonal and meridional components
of horizontal current, respectively. Whereas Brunt Vaisala fre-
quency (buoyancy frequency) has been computed as N2  =
– (g/ρ)∂ρ/∂z, where ρ is density and g is gravitational accelera-
tion. To study the influence of river runoff on upper-ocean strati-
fication energy required for mixing (ERM) is computed. The ERM
is the potential energy required to mix water of the column from
the surface to MLD (Shenoi et al., 2002). The ERM is computed
folllowing (Chowdary et al., 2016; Srivastava et al., 2018):

ERM =


(ρb − ρs)gh,

Where g is acceleration due to gravity, ρs is surface layer density
of ocean and ρb is density at the base of mixed layer depth (h).
The energy required for mixing the water column to base of the
mixed layer is the difference between the potential energy of a
stratified column at the base of mixed layer and that of the same
column when it is not stratified.

3  Results and discussion
In this section we discuss the impact of river runoff on SST,

SSS, MLD and stability defined in our study region (0º–26ºN,
50º–105ºE). The influence of river runoff on the ocean subsurface
parameters is also analyzed. The seasonal averages are com-
puted as December-January-February (DJF), March-April-May
(MAM), July-August (JA), and September-October (SO) months.
In order to discuss the model validation against the observations,
we compared the seasonal mean model results of SST and SSS
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with that of ocean reanalysis system 4 (ORAS4) (Balmaseda et al.,
2013). The surface current is validated with Ocean Surface Cur-
rent Analysis Real-time (OSCAR) data. The OSCAR (Bonjean and
Lagerloef, 2002) currents are taken on global 1/3 degree grid with
a 5 d resolution. The correlation between CTRL SST and ORAS4
SST is found to be 0.85 and root mean square error (RMSE) of the
CTRL run and ORAS4 to be 0.8°C. The standard deviation (SD) of
ORAS4 SST is 1.2°C. The RMSE is much smaller than the SD
which implies quality of our model output is good. The SSS cor-
relation coefficient between the CTRL run and the ORAS4 is 0.91.
The RMSE of the CTRL run w.r.t ORAS4 SSS is 0.35 which is much
smaller than the standard deviation 0.85 of the ORAS4 SSS, which
further suggests that the quality of our model output is reason-
ably good. The detailed validation of the model output against
different observations has been documented in Gera et al. (2013)
and it is found that model simulations agree well with the obser-
vations in the Indian Ocean. Figure 1a shows the bathymetry

(shaded) and the major adjoining rivers (black shaded boxes) in
the study region. Figure 1b shows the monthly river runoff and
freshwater flux (P-E) in the BoB and AS. BoB receives more river
runoff than AS through-out the year. BoB receives maximum
(19 mm/d) river runoff in mid of July and August (Jana et al.,
2015) while minimum in January (1.9 mm/d). Similarly, AS also
receives the maximum (2.2 mm/d) and minimum (0.1 mm/d)
river runoff in the same months but the magnitudes are much
less compared to that in BoB. From Fig. 1b we observe that low
salinities in the BoB region is mainly due to river runoff. Freshwa-
ter flux (P-E) also plays an important role in maintaining low sa-
linity in the BoB. However the contribution of river runoff is more
than that of P-E in the the BoB. Figure 2 shows the latitude-depth
plot of upper ocean temperature section at 90ºE from model ex-
periments and ORAS4 and the difference from the observation.
From this figure, we observe that temperature decreases north-
ward during DJF and MAM season in both CTRL and ORAS4

24°

N

20
(P-E)BoB

(P-E)AS

rr BoB

rr AS

16

12

8

4

0

Jan. Feb.

F
re

sh
w

at
er

 f
lu

x
/m

m
·d

-1

Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov.

0

400

800

1 200

1 600

2 000

2 400

2 800

3 200

3 600

4 000

4 400

4 800

5 200

D
ep

th
/m

20°

16°

12°

8°

4°

0°

50° 60° 70° 80° 90° 100°E

a

b

 

Fig. 1.   Bathymetry (shaded) of the study area. Black boxes represent the river discharge locations from the rivers in the NIO(a),
Monthly plot of river runoff (mm/d) and freshwater flux (mm/d) in the AS (0º–26ºN, 50º–80ºE) and BoB (0º–22ºN, 80º–95ºE) (b).
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while in JA and SO season same variability is observed from 10ºN
to 15ºN. We also observe from this figure that in DJF season OR-
AS4 shows 27°C temperature at 80 m while in CTRL run it occurs
at a shallower depth of 60 m. Figure 3 shows latitude depth com-
parison of ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row)
and their difference (CTRL-ORAS4; 4th row) salinity at 90ºE.
From Fig. 3, we find that CTRL run captures the salinity variabil-
ity very well in all seasons because of the model’s high vertical
resolution. The CTRL run has marginally overestimated the salin-
ity (0.5) from 0º–10ºN from surface to subsurface in DJF season
with respect to ORAS4. In DJF and SO season CTRL run shows
marginally negative bias (0.5) from 16º–22ºN. However, in MAM
and JA seasons very small differences (0.3) in salinity are ob-

served. Therefore, the model gives a good salinity state represent-
ation in the vertical in BoB. Hence, it is understood that our mod-
el configuration is reasonably good to study the impact of river
runoff in BoB.

After validating the model simulations with observations we
now discuss the results obtained from the sensitivity experi-
ments. Figure 4 shows the seasonal variability of SST from CTRL
run (2nd row) and NROF (3rd row) experiment while 4th row
represents their difference. We observe that in the presence of
river runoff, SST increases by 0.1°C during MAM in the northern
BoB and 0.2°C in JA and SO season over north western BoB.
These results agree with those of Chamarthi et al. (2008). The
mixed layer of the northern BoB is shallow due to river runoff and
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Fig. 2.   Latitude-depth map of temperature (ºC) at 90ºE from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row) NROF (3rd row), difference of CTRL
and ORAS4 observation (4th row).
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Fig. 3.   Latitude-depth map of salinity at 90ºE from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row) NROF (3rd row), difference of CTRL and ORAS4
observation (4th row).
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high SST. In DJF season the MLD is very deep in NROF experi-
ment. Further, to see the effect of runoff with depth, we plot in
Fig. 5 the latitude-depth plot of temperature at 90ºE. In JA upper
layer temperature is warmer and sub-surface temperature cooler.
The region 15º–20ºN is the most sensitive area. Due to river run-
off, north of 18ºN, CTRL run temperature is larger (0.5ºC) than
NROF experiment up to 20 m in MAM season. In JA and SO sea-
son, the temperature increases but it is less (0.2°C) than that of
MAM season. In winter season the CTRL run near surface tem-
perature upto 20 m is less than that in NROF. In DJF season MLD
decreases due to river runoff in CTRL run and SST also decreases.
An interesting feature is that in DJF season river runoff increases
the temperature by more than (1°C) from 20 m to 50 m. To study
the temperate pattern only over the head bay region temperat-
ure is averaged over the region (19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) (Fig. 6). We
find an increase of more than 1°C temperature due to runoff be-

low the depth of 20 m. However, decrease of temperature is seen
from surface to 20 m of the ocean in DJF season.

Stratification due to salinity in the BoB is important. It de-
termines the depth of vertical mixing and helps keep SST high
above the threshold value for strong convection (Sengupta et al.,
2007, Neetu et al., 2012). This leads to the development of large
number of low pressure systems and cyclones over the BoB in at-
mosphere (Gera et al., 2013). Figure 7 shows the seasonal variab-
ility of SSS in CTRL run (1st row) and NROF (3rd row). We ob-
serve that in the presence of river runoff, SSS decreases more
than 5 in JA and SO seasons in the BoB. Therefore, river input has
considerable impact on salinity and thermohaline structure of
the BoB. Figure 7 (3rd column) shows that salinity is very low in
post monsoon season when all river runoff reaches the ocean
and makes a layer of freshwater in the BoB. After withdrawal of
the south-west monsoon this freshening spreads along the coasts
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Fig. 4.   Seasonal Sea Surface Temperature (SST) over the Indian Ocean from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row) and
difference of CTRL and NROF experiments (4th row).

30

28

26

T
em

p
er

at
u
re

 /
ºC

T
em

p
er

at
u
re

 /
ºC

24

22

20

0.5

0

-0.5

20

40

D
ep

th
/m

O
R

A
S

4

60

80

20

40

60

80

20

40

60

80

20

40

60

80

D
ep

th
/m

C
T

R
L

D
ep

th
/m

N
R

O
F

D
ep

th
/m

C
T

R
L
-
N

R
O

F

14°N 16°N

DJF MAM JA SO

18°N 20°N 14°N 16°N 18°N 20°N 14°N 16°N 18°N 20°N 14°N 16°N 18°N 20°N

 

Fig. 5.   Latitude-depth plot of temperature at 90ºE from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row) and difference of CTRL
and NROF experiments (4th row).
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of BoB. The decrease in salinity can also be seen in the AS due to
Narmada River. To see the effect of runoff with depth we plot the
latitude depth plot of salinity at 90ºE (Fig. 8). Due to river runoff
in the north of 18ºN CTRL run salinity decreases more than 5 in
SO season. Moreover, the effect of runoff can be seen up to 30 m
very clearly. In DJF and MAM salinity decreases but less as com-
pared to SO season. To study the salinity pattern only over the
northern area, we average the salinity over (19º–22ºN, 87º–
92ºE) and find that more than 5 salinity decreases due to runoff
in the top 30 m (Fig. 9). From this figure we can infer that in all
seasons, salinity in CTRL run is lesser than that in NROF. Further,
in DJF season river runoff decreases the salinity by more than (5)
from surface to 30 m. During DJF mixing of sub-surface high sa-

line water with surface water takes place. Freshwater decreases
the salinity in the head BoB in all months but in the post mon-
soon season when river water spreads over the basin, its effects
are high. In April, May and June an upwelling is observed in this
region. This may be due to strong EICC current in BoB. The
strong salinity stratification causes the shallow MLD and thick
barrier layer. It is seen that the effect of river runoff is limited to
upper 30 m of ocean. The fresher water leads to the shallower
MLDs in all seasons except MAM (Fig. 10). Except in inter-mon-
soon periods, high winds over BoB cools the upper ocean. In
these conditions, shallower upper layer could lead to enhanced
surface cooling. This cooling during all seasons (except for the
season MAM) can be seen in depth-time cross-section of temper-
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Fig. 6.   Time-depth plots of temperature average over the area(19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) from ORAS4 (1st column), CTRL (2nd column),
NROF (3rd column) and difference of CTRL and NROF experiments (4th column).
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Fig. 7.     Seasonal Sea Surface salinity (SSS) over the Indian Ocean from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row) and
difference of CTRL and NROF experiments (4th row).
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ature over the head BoB (Fig. 6).
To study the effect of runoff on MLD in the Indian Ocean, we

computed the MLD using density criterion. The MLD is defined
as the depth at which the density is greater than density at the
surface by 0.125 kg/m3. The study of mixed layer depth (MLD) is
very important over the Indian Ocean because it acts as a link
between atmosphere and ocean and influences the ocean pro-
ductivity and climate change (Thomson and Fine, 2003). Figure 10
shows that due to river runoff MLD decreases by more than 5 m
in DJF especially over the northern and eastern BOB. Figure 11
shows the seasonal current pattern. In the entire coast of the In-
dian Ocean some impact due to coastal current can also be seen.
We observed from figure that in BoB, the EICC is strengthened
due to river runoff. This may due to changes in the pressure
gradients occurring as a result of enhanced stratification due to

this, considerable amount of water is transported from northern
BoB to southern BoB. The circulation in BoB consists of an anti-
cyclonic gyre in the monsoon season and cyclonic gyre in winter
season near the western BOB. The intrusion of BoB freshwater
from Srilanka to the southern part of India can be seen clearly in
both the experiments. The current patterns are similar in both
the experiments but the magnitudes are differing along the coast.
Moreover, river runoff enhances the surface stratification, and
also intensifies the wind roles in the current at surface layer (Gan
et al., 2009; Shu et al., 2011, 2014). Due to geostrophic balance
between river plume and underlying saline water, the surface
current amplifies at the onshore side and decreases at offshore
side.

The stratification over the NIO plays an important role in mix-
ing, upwelling and tropical cyclone. The stratification over the
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Fig. 9.   Time-depth plot of salinity average over the area(19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) from ORAS4 (1st column), CTRL (2nd column), NROF
(3rd column) and difference of CTRL and NROF experiments (4th column).

  Srivastava Atul et al. Acta Oceanol. Sin., 2020, Vol. 39, No. 3, P. 45–55 51



BoB is due to freshwater flux which modifies SSS and SST lead-
ing to change in oceanic vertical density. The vertical stratifica-
tion in BoB is strongly influenced by vertical shear and Brunt
Vaisala frequency. In order to study the individual effects over
the stratification we compare S2 and N2, when S2 >N2 then in-
stability and turbulence would occur because vertical shear is
enough to start the vertical motion against the gravity and also
start the mixing of the ocean water (Smyth and Moum, 2013).
However, when N2 >S2 the ocean will be stratified and stable. The
vertical density gradient in the BoB is responsible for stable and
unstable column of the ocean. The value of N2 (∂ρ/∂z) is negative

(positive) then the layer of the ocean is stable (unstable). While in
the case of S2 an opposite occurs. We plot in Fig. 12, the seasonal
averaged (19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) of N2 in the Bay of Bengal for both
the experiments. We observe that the N2 values of CTRL and
NROF experiments are similar in top 10 m in DJF season, while in
MAM, JA and SO seasons the differences reach up to 5 m depth.
In NROF experiment the vertical density gradients (ρ/∂z) in DJF
season is very less and almost near to zero up to 25 m because the
winds are calm. In MAM, JA and SO months the density gradient
has some positive values. On the other hand in CTRL run the N2

values are increasing indicating that the water column is more
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Fig. 10.   Seasonal MLD over the Indian Ocean from ORAS4 (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row) and difference of CTRL and
NROF experiments (4th row).
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Fig. 11.   Seasonal variability of the surface currents over the Indian Ocean from OSCAR (1st row), CTRL (2nd row), NROF (3rd row)
and difference of CTRL and OSCAR4 observation (4th row).
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stratified in the presence of the river runoff. We notice that in all
the seasons N2 values are larger in CTRL than NROF experiment
beyond some depth. The N2 values are higher in JA and SO sea-
sons in NROF experiment. The change in density gradient in DJF
and MAM months occur below the depth of 10 m, whereas in JA
and SO it occurs after 5 m in both the experiments. Thus we can
see that as the river water spreads in the BoB the stability in-
creases. An interesting feature is that, in all seasons from both the
experiments density gradient remains same after 35–40 m. This
indicates that river water influences the stratification of BoB only
up to 35–40 m.

Similarly, in Fig. 13 the seasonal profile of S2 is shown for both
experiments. We observe that the CTRL run (1st column) and

NROF (3rd column) experiments are differing in all the seasons.
Figure 13 suggests that due to river runoff vertical stability of the
ocean is greater in all seasons than that without runoff. We also
notice from the figure that values of S2 decrease after 20 m in
both experiments for all season except DJF season. In the ab-
sence of river runoff, the zonal and meridional velocities will be
larger and hence shear value is high in all seasons. The highest
values of vertical current shear are observed during the mon-
soon (JA) season because of low stability in that season. Figure 13
also shows that that the vertical shear in the NROF is higher com-
pared to CTRL in all the seasons. This may be due to stronger sur-
face currents and higher vertical velocity gradients in the NROF
as than in CTRL experiment.
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Fig. 12.   Brunt Vaisala frequency (N2) average over the area (19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) in the BoB. The results from the CTRL and NROF
experiments are represented by the square, and circle respectively.
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Fig. 13.   Vertical shear of the horizontal current (S2) average over the area (19º–22ºN, 87º–92ºE) in the BoB. The results from the CTRL
and NROF experiments are represented by the square, and circle respectively.
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The spatial map of the seasonal variability of the ERM over
the study area is shown in Fig. 14 for CTRL run and NROF experi-
ments. Due to low salinity of the surface waters in the BoB, the
mean ERM in the BoB is generally greater than that in the AS, ex-
cept during summer season (MAM). In the absence of river run-

off, the ERM decreases as a result reduced stratification. Along
the BoB coast, the ERM is seen to be larger in CTRL than in
NROF. The NROF experiment has small effect on ERM over the
AS and southern part of the BoB region.
 

4  Conclusions
We analysed the seasonal climatological features of impact of

river runoff in NIO especially over BoB using with high vertical
resolution of 75 layers. We found that due to river runoff, salinity
in northern BoB reduced upto 6 in SO season. Due to river runoff,
the stratification peaks in JA and SO season. This is reflected as a
peak in Brunt Vaisala frequency around 15 m depth. Due to river
runoff, the seasonal MLD decreased up to 15 m and SST in-
creased by 0.2ºC in SO season over northern BoB. We found that
the EICC strengthened from 2 to 3 cm/s in SO season over coastal
BoB due to river runoff and carried freshwater from northern part
BoB to southern part of BoB. Fresh water from head BoB is car-
ried by strengthened EICC in CTRL. Vertical shear is found to
peak in JA and SO season. The change in shear, likely results in
higher MLD in SO season along the east coast, despite high ERM.
It is concluded that river runoff plays an important role in main-
taining stratification by controlling the buoyancy frequency in
the upper ocean especially over BoB. The maximum influence of
vertical shear and Brunt Vaisala frequency over stratification is
seen in the upper 35 m of ocean.
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