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ME30OMACIHITABHBIE BUXPU TIO®OTEHCKOI KOTJIOBUHLI
I10 CIIYTHUKOBBIM JAHHBIM

Cratbs noctynuia B peaakiuuio 11.03.2019, nocne nopadorku 02.07.2019

H3yuatorcst Mme3omaciutadHble BUXpu JlodoreHcKoii KoTioBUHBI HopBexckoro Mopsi. AJITOPUTM aBTOMAaTUYECKOM
WOEHTU(MUKAIIMY U TPEKUHTa BUXPEil MPUMEHSIETCS] K CTyTHUKOBBIM aJIbTUMETPUYECKUM AaHHBIM. 3a nepuon 1993—
2017 rr. B JlTodoTeHCKO KOTIIOBUMHE BhIsIBJIeHO 166 000 iukioHndeckux u 169 395 aHTUIMKIIOHUIECKUX CITydaeB MPOsIB-
JIEHUSI Me30MacCIITAOHbIX BUXPEii, K KOTOPBIM B JajibHeli1IeM Obljla TpUMEHeHa MpoLeaypa CBI3bIBaHUS B TpeKU. [lanb-
HEeUIIWt aHaTU3 MPOM3BOJUIICS 1O TPeKaM JOJATOXUBYIIUX (BpeMs Xu3HU Oosiee 35 cyT) Buxpeit: 120 HUKIIOHUYECKUX
1 210 aHTUIUKIIOHUYECKUX BUXpeil. AHAIM3UPOBAIOCH TPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE paclipeie/ieHrue Me30MacITaOHbIX BUXpeit
B JlIohoTEeHCKOI1 KOTJIOBMHE, BBIAEJIEHBI OYaru UX reHepaluy U AMCCUNAlUK, TPOBEACH CTAaTUCTUYECKUIA aHAIU3 UX Xa-
paktepuctuk. [Tokazano, uto B JlIohoTeHCKOI KOTIOBUHE CYIIECTBYIOT Pa3IuyHbIe PaliOHbI MPOSIBIEHUS] ME30MAacCIlITa0-
HBIX BUXPEii, KOTOpPbIe MOTYT OTPaXXaTh pa3HbIil MexaHW3M UX 00pa3oBaHUs: OTPbIB OT HOPBEXKCKOTO TeUeHUSI TPU eTo
MEeaHIPUPOBAHUM U TeHepalus BUxpeit HerocpenctseHHo B JlodoTeHckoit koTioBuHe. Bo ppoHTanbHoii 30He HopBex-
CKOTO TE€YEHHsI CYLIECTBYIOT TPY BhIpaXKeHHbIC 00acTh (POpMUPOBAHUS BUXPEii, OTKYla OHU CMENIAIOTCS Ha 3araj U ce-
Bepo-3araj, GopMupysi TpM OCHOBHBIX TpaekTopuu. [TokazaHo, 4To B6IM3M JIohoTeHCKOTO BUXPSI JOMUHUPYIOT aHTHU -
LIMKJIOHUYECcKHEe BUXpeBble 00pazoBaHusl. ONHAKO IIMKIOHUYECKUE BUXPEBBIE CTPYKTYPHI BOIU3M JlohoTeHCcKoro Buxpst
TaKXXe BCTPEYAIOTCS B JOCTATOYHOM KOJUYECTBE U JOKAIU3YIOTCS B OKPECTHOCTH IBYyX TOYEK C LIeHTpaMu 69.5° ..,
4° B.1. u 70° c.11., 2.5° B.I. DTH HUKIOHWYECKHE BUXPH, KaK TTPABUJIIO, SIBJISIOTCS AOJITOXUBYIIUMU U HAXOOATCS B 00-
JIACTH C IIUKJIOHMYECKOI 3aBUXPEHHOCTHIO, oKpyXast JloporeHckuit Buxphb (shielded vortex). Me3zoMacimTabHble BUXPH,
npuxonsiue B 30Hy JlIopoTeHCKOTo BUXPST U3BHE, 00pa3yloTcs IPpeuMylIeCTBEHHO B ob6jacTu HopBexXcKoro TeueHust
U MepeMelaloTes, KaK MpaBuiio, B IMKJIOHUYECKOM HampaBieHUu. [I[pUMeHUB alropuT™M aBTOMaTUYECKON UaeHTUdU -
KallMu U TPEKUHTa BUXPEil, Mbl TTOKa3aJIM, YTO aHTULIUKJIOHUYECKHE Me3oMaciuTabHble Buxpu B JlopoTeHcKoit KoTio-
BUHE 00pa3yloTcs B OOJBIIMHCTBE CBOEM BO (DpOHTabHOI 30He HOpBEXCKOro TeueHust, TUCCUMUPYST HE OYEHD TAJIEKO
OT MecCTa CBOero o0pa3oBaHUs, B TO BpeMsl KaK IMKJIOHUYECKNE BUXPU MOTYT 00pa30BaThCs B Pa3HBIX MECTaX aKBaTO-
puu JlodhoTeHCKO KOTIOBUHBI. B 3amanHoit yacT KOTJIOBUHBI BUXpEl 3HAUMTEbHO MEHbIIIE, YeM B IPYTUX €€ YaCTSIX.

Knouessie cioBa: Hopsexckoe Mope, JlodboTeHCcKkuUil Buxpb, JlopoTeHCckasi KOTIOBUHA, Me30MAaCIITA0OHbIE BUXPH,
aJBTUMETPUSI, aBTOMAaTHYeCKasl UAeHTU(UKALMS, TPDEKUHT, 9KpaHUPOBAaHHBIC BUXPU.
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We studied mesoscale eddies in the Lofoten Basin of the Norwegian Sea. The automatic eddy identification and
tracking algorithm were applied to satellite altimetry. Images of 166,000 cyclonic and 169,395 anticyclonic eddies were
detected in the Lofoten Basin from 1993 to 2017, then the tracking procedure was applied to them. We analyzed tracks of
long-lived (lifetime more than 35 days) individual eddies. They are 120 cyclonic and 210 anticyclonic eddies. We studied
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a spatial distribution of mesoscale eddies in the Lofoten Basin as well as locations of their generation and dissipation.
A statistical analysis of their characteristics also was carried out. We show that two predominant systems of mesoscale
eddy formation exist in the Lofoten Basin. This fact may reflect two different mechanisms of eddy generation. The first
one is the separation of eddies from the Norwegian current during its meandering. The second one is the direct generation
of eddies inside the Lofoten Basin. There are three distinct areas of eddy generation in the frontal zone of the Norwegian
current, from where eddies move to the west and north-west, forming three main trajectories. Anticyclonic eddies
dominate in the area of the Lofoten vortex. Having arisen, they rotate intensively within the area of the Lofoten vortex in
the anticyclonic gyre and interact obviously with the Lofoten vortex by merging. However, cyclonic eddies structures in
the area of the Lofoten vortex are also found in a sufficient amount, and they are localized in the vicinity of two points with
centers of 69.5° N, 4° E, and 70° N, 2.5° E. These cyclonic eddies are located in an area with cyclonic vorticity surrounding
the Lofoten vortex like an annulus (shielded vortex). Mesoscale eddies that enter the area of the Lofoten vortex from
outside are formed mainly in the region of the Norwegian current and tend to have the cyclonic rotation. We demonstrate
that anticyclonic mesoscale eddies in the Lofoten Basin are formed mostly in the frontal zone of the Norwegian current
and decay not too far from the place of their formation, while cyclonic eddies can form in different places in the Lofoten
Basin. The number of eddies is much smaller in the western part of the Lofoten Basin than in other parts of it.

Keywords: Norwegian Sea, Lofoten vortex, Lofoten Basin, mesoscale eddies, altimetry, automatic identification, tracking,
shielded vortex.

The Lofoten Basin (LB) is a lowering in the Norwegian Sea bottom relief with a maximum depth of
3250 m. Its water area is limited to coordinates of 5° W—20° E and 64—76° N — between the Mohn ridge in
the northwest and the Scandinavian Peninsula in the east, in the south, it is adjacent to the Voring Plateau
(fig. 1, see Insert). The LB is the main pool of heat for the Nordic Seas, where intense exchange processes
between the ocean and the atmosphere are taking place [1]. Being a transit zone for warm and saline Atlantic
waters on their way to the Arctic Ocean, the LB plays an important role in maintaining the Atlantic meridional
overturning circulation, where the Atlantic waters transfer heat to the atmosphere, mix with the surrounding
waters and undergo the transformation required for the formation of deep waters [2].

The main element of the circulation in the Norwegian Sea is the warm Norwegian Current — part of the
North Atlantic Current, which is considered a system of currents consisting of two branches carrying Atlantic
waters flowing through the straits between Iceland, the Faroe and the Shetland Islands. The average velocity of
the Norwegian current is about 30 cm/s.

The LB feature is the quasi-permanent anticyclonic Lofoten vortex, which is located in the center of
the basin and presents a natural laboratory for mesoscale eddies’ study in the ocean. Deep winter convection is
a necessary condition for the existence of this unique natural phenomenon, as it creates a favorable setting for
annual regeneration of the Lofoten vortex [3—5]. Another mechanism that supports high anticyclonic vorticity
in the center of the basin is the merging with mesoscale anticyclonic eddies that break away from the Norwegian
current [6, 7]. In fig. 1 the dashed line indicates the region of the most likely location of the Lofoten vortex [7]
limited to 69—71° N, 1-5° E, hereinafter the LV zone.

Apparently, it would not be a great exaggeration to say that the most important component of the LB
dynamics is mesoscale eddy activity. Being formed as a result of the dynamic instability of the Norwegian
current [8], they redistribute the warm and saline water of the Norwegian current over the basin’s water area.
Thus, the eddies play an important role in the formation of the thermohaline patterns of the LB.

On satellite altimetry maps, the LB is distinguished by raised dispersion of sea level fluctuations [9].
The maximum average value of the standard deviation is 15 cm in the center of the basin and refers to the
Lofoten vortex [10]. However, as we will see later, in the LB, mesoscale eddies are formed almost everywhere.
Figure 2 shows that the sea level surface represents an area, where mesoscale patterns correspond to mesoscale
eddies that have different polarity and non-zero relative vorticity. In the LB, mesoscale eddies generate,
dissipate, move, and interact with each other. Despite the fact that mesoscale eddies form almost everywhere
in the World Ocean [11], the eddy activity regions are, in some way or other, associated with the areas of large-
scale currents, such as the Norwegian current, due to the presence of baroclinic and barotropic instability,
which is one of the necessary conditions for the generation of eddies [12].

The development of satellite oceanology, altimetry products in particular, as well as the growth of available
computing power, lead to the rapid development of automatic algorithms of eddies’ detection and tracking,
which allows obtaining new information about the dynamic and kinematic characteristics of eddies. A detailed
review of these algorithms is given in [13]. Among the many different methods of automatic identification, the
most popular is the algorithm for detection and tracking of eddies, applied to the sea level anomalies (see, for
example, [11]).
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Our study aims to analyze the spatial dis-
tribution of mesoscale eddies in the LB, to
identify the places of their generation and
dissipation, as well as a statistical analysis of
their characteristics. The study is based on
the automatic method of identification using
altimetry.

Data and methods

Altimetric measurements of sea level
anomalies (SLA) are available on the CMEMS
(Copernicus Marine environment monitoring
service, http://marine.copernicus.eu'). This
altimetric product is part of the European
Ssalto/Duacs project, distributed by the
AVISO-CNES Data Center (https://www.
aviso.altimetry.fr/2). Altimetry measurements
were obtained from Topex/Poseidon and Jason

(repeat cycle of 10 days), GFO (17 days),
ERS-1, ERS-2, and Envisat (35 days) satellites.
The data were corrected considering the tidal
influence, and various effects of the atmosphere, troposphere, and ionosphere. We used regular grid data with
a spatial resolution of 0.25° latitude and longitude for the period 1993—2017.

We tested several methods of automatic eddy identification [11], [14], [15]. In this work, we used the
method of automatic identification and tracking of mesoscale eddies developed by Faghmous et al. [15]. This
method detects eddies as closed contours and applied to the altimetry data. Faghmous et al. [15] during the
development of the algorithm, provided the identification of eddies for the World Ocean for the period from
January 1993 to May 2014 and presented results in the open-access. However, we extended the study period
until the end of 2017. To implement the algorithm, we used the open-source code, which was made accessible
by the authors of the method on the website: https://github.com/jfaghm/OceanEddies>.

The essence of the identification algorithm is as follows. Its basis is the assumption that only one extremum in
the eddy’s contour exists (minimum or maximum, depending on the type of the eddy). The extremum is defined
as a grid cell, the value of which is below (for the minimum) or above (for the maximum) the other values in the
specified neighborhood. The choice of a neighborhood is made on a uniform grid, to which the initial data have
been previously interpolated. The contour is determined by step-by-step iterations of an increase or decrease in the
critical sea level anomalies inside the contour with a step defined by the user until the assumption of a single extremum
within the contour is violated, and then the eddy is indicated by the contour computed at the previous iteration.
This method may lead to the size overestimation of an eddy, but with the correct choice of the iterative step, the
error is not so significant. The algorithm identifies and processes the eddy formations of cyclonic and anticyclonic
type separately, calculating for each of them the following parameters: the eddy’s radius, amplitude (elevation or
drop of the sea level at the extremum), the area inside the contour and azimuthal velocity.

After identification of all the eddies, the procedure for eddies’ tracking in space and time is applied. To limit
the search region, the algorithm estimates the probable velocity of the eddy’s drift, defining it as the phase velocity
of a long (non-dispersive) Rossby baroclinic wave within the long-wave approximation, considering the Rossby
baroclinic radius [16]. A physical significance for the structures association procedure at times #and 7 + 1 is provided
by the comparison of their external parameters, i.e. size and amplitude. Structures are associated when, for each of
the compared parameters, the ratio of the value at the subsequent time point to the previous is in the range from 0.25
to 2.75. Sometimes, due to the noise and errors present in the initial data, the eddies may temporarily disappear,
so to sustain the integrity of the track, the authors have provided the possibility of creating a “fake eddy”. A “fake

Fig. 2. Dynamic surface sea level (m) in the LB according
to altimetry data for December 12, 2001.

! Access date 7 March 2019.
2 Access date 7 March 2019.
3 Access date 7 March 2019.
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eddy” is a copy of the last observed eddy (size, amplitude, etc.) moving along the last observed real trajectory with
the same velocity. It is tagged with a special mark for further exclusion during subsequent processing. In case the
“fake eddy” is not succeeded by a real eddy, the track is cut off by the last eddy, identified by the procedure, as real.

We applied identification algorithm by Faghmous et al. [15] to the SLA data, available at http://marine.
copernicus.eu.

Results

In total, in the studied region (fig. 1), for the period from 1993 to 2017, we allocated 166,000 cyclonic and
169,395 anticyclonic cases of the eddies’ manifestation. Further, the function of binding to tracks was applied
to all detected eddy formations. Thus, for the entire study period, 22,090 anticyclonic and 23,242 cyclonic eddy
tracks were identified, i.e. trajectories of individual eddies. To exclude short-lived eddies related to mesoscale
variability, as well as errors that may occur due to the small discreteness of satellite data in the studied area,
tracks with a lifetime of fewer than 35 days (99% of the eddies) were discarded. Further analysis was carried out
for tracks from the remaining long-lived 120 cyclonic and 210 anticyclonic eddy formations.

To analyze the features of the mesoscale eddies in the LB and to identify their possible linkage with the LV
zone (see fig. 1), all the tracks were divided into 4 main groups depending on the generation and dissipation
points of the eddies:

Group 1: eddies that appeared and disintegrated in the LV zone;

Group 2: eddies that appeared and disintegrated outside the LV zone;

Group 3: eddies moving into the LV zone from the outside;

Group 4: eddies that drift from the LV zone.

Figure 3 (see Insert) shows the cyclonic (CEs) and anticyclonic (ACEs) eddies’ tracks for 4 groups, and
table 1 shows their distribution within groups as a percentage. From table 1 it is apparent that for all long-lived
mesoscale eddies in the LB, the second type is predominant, i.e. eddies that appeared and faded outside the
LV zone. This is easily explained because the area of the LB is significantly larger than the LV zone (fig. 1).
In the spatial structure of the eddies’ distribution, it is clear that ACEs are formed mostly in the frontal zone
of the Norwegian current, disintegrating not very far from the place of their formation, while CEs can form
in different places of the water area. Note that in the western, extensive part of the water area of the Lofoten
depression, there are significantly fewer eddies than in other parts of the basin (fig. 3, a, b).

The Group 1 is in the second place. We mean here eddies that appeared and disappeared in the LV zone.
The majority of these eddies is represented by ACEs since those constitute the “body” of the Lofoten Vortex.
Emerging, ACEs rotate intensively within the LV zone in the anticyclonic circulation, gradually merging with
the Lofoten Vortex. However, cyclonic eddies are also found in the LV zone in sufficient numbers, localized
mainly in the vicinity of two points with centers of 69.5° N, 4° E, and 70° N, 2.5° E. These cyclonic eddies
surrounding the quasi-permanent anticyclonic Lofoten Vortex, and, as a rule, long-lived, are formed not far
from the Lofoten Vortex, in the area with opposite (cyclonic) vorticity, therefore the Lofoten Vortex is so-
called “shielded” vortex. “Shielded” vortices are frequently observed in nature: an anticyclonic vortex consists
of a core surrounded by a powerful ring with the vorticity of the opposite sign, called “the shield” [17], [18].

The greatest interest attract eddies within Group 3 (eddies coming into the LV zone from the outside)
(fig. 3, e, f). It turned out that eddies of this type are too few, only 5% (19 cases out of a total 330). Note that
these eddies, generated in the region of the Norwegian current, tend to the cyclonic rotation.

Group 4 has very few eddies (table 1). Nevertheless, we believe it is important to point out that there are
some eddies that move against topography.

Table 1
Distribution of mesoscale eddies by groups, %
Pacnipenenienne Mme3omacmTadubix Buxpeii JIK nmo rpynmnam, %
Types of eddies
Groups — ; o .
CEs, 120 individual eddies ACEs, 210 individual eddies
1 14.3% 26.2%
2 73.3% 69.5%
3 9.2% 3.8%
4 3.3% 0.5%
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Thus, the analysis of the spatial structure of the mesoscale eddies in the LB made it possible to establish
that there are two predominant, weakly related with each other, systems of mesoscale eddies that can reflect
a different mechanism of their generation:

1) separation from the Norwegian current during its meandering;

2) generation of eddies directly in the LB.

Figure 3 demonstrates that there are three different areas of mesoscale eddy generation in the frontal zone
of the Norwegian current, and they located in the vicinities of 68° N, 8° E; 69.5° N, 11° E and 71° N, 16° E,
from where the eddies move to the west and north-west, forming three main trajectories (see fig. 3, ¢, d).

Table 2 and fig. 4 show statistical estimates of the mesoscale eddies’ characteristics in the LB identified by
the method [15]. It can be seen that among the long-lived (life-span more than 35 days) eddies, anticyclonic
eddies dominate (almost double). On average, they have a slightly larger amplitude (6.2 cm), azimuthal speed
(7.7 cm/s) and lifetime (51 days) than cyclonic eddies have, they also have the same radii (55 km) and the speed
of movement along the tracks (4 km/day).

Table 2
Statistical parameters of CEs and ACEs in the LB for 1993—2017
Cratucruyeckue napamerpbl xapakrepuctuk uukiaonndeckux (CEs) n antnnukinonuyecknx (ACEs)
Me3oMacTa0HbIX BHXpeiil Ha TpeKkax B JIodoTenckoii komiosune B mepuox 1993—2017 rr.
L. Statistical parameter
Characteristic Type of eddy - T ]
Mean Median Root mean square Minimum Maximum
. CEs 55.0 53.3 15.8 24.3 122.9
Radius, km

ACEs 55.1 53.0 15.6 24.3 136.2

. CEs 5.2 4.2 3.5 1.0 29.3
Amplitude, cm

ACEs 6.2 5.0 4.3 1.0 26.6

Azimuthal velocity, CEs 28.2 6.2 46.6 0.5 348.6

cm/s ACEs 32.3 7.7 54.0 0.6 395.1

o CEs 46.4 43.0 10.2 35.0 80.0
Lifetime, days

ACEs 50.8 46.0 16.6 35.0 131.0

Moving speed, CEs 4.0 3.1 32 0.0 21.4

km/day ACEs 4.0 3.1 3.1 0.0 21.2

Figure 4 presents statistical estimates for each of the four groups, separately for cyclonic (CEs) and anticyclonic
(ACE?s) eddies: mean values and range of variability (box-and-whiskers) of amplitude, radius, azimuthal velocity,
speed of movement, and a lifetime. Some statistical parameters of the four groups of eddies differ slightly (radius,
speed of movement), and some differ significantly (for example, azimuthal speed). It is worth noting that amplitudes,
the radius and azimuthal speed of the anticyclonic eddies from the Group 1 are slightly bigger, compared with
the similar characteristics of eddies from other Groups and cyclonic eddies of the same group. At the same time,
the moving speed differ very slightly, both between groups and the types of eddies.

Raj et al. [19] conducted a comprehensive analysis of the mesoscale eddies of the LB based on altimetry
data, profiling Argo buoys and surface drifters for 1995—2013, highlighting main areas of the eddy generation:
the LV zone and the periphery of the Norwegian current. The average velocity of eddies according to altimetry
data for 1995—2013 using a hybrid identification algorithm, Raj et al. [19] estimated 5—6 km/day. Our results
obtained from altimetry data for the period 1993—2017 refine these estimates, but also characterize in more
detail the spatial distribution of the eddies during their life cycle. A comparison with the results of [19], [20]
led to the conclusion that the identification algorithm [15] works well.

Raj et al. [19], [20] also revealed that anticyclonic eddies live longer than cyclonic eddies in the LB.
The longest-lived anticyclonic eddies live mainly in the LV zone, which, according to assumption [19], [20], is
due to the stabilizing effect of bottom topography. The relationship of stability with topography was established
in [21]. In a study [19], cyclonic eddy drift was detected in the LB. In our study, this fact relates primarily to the
eddies of Group 3. Thus, our analysis based on satellite data using the automatic method of identification and
tracking of eddies allowed expansion of the conclusions obtained in earlier studies. The spatial distribution of
mesoscale eddies in the LB was studied, the locations of their generation and dissipation were identified, and
statistical analysis of the characteristics of long-lived eddies for 4 regions of the basin was carried out.
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Fig. 4. “Box-and-whiskers” diagrams for parameters of mesoscale eddies in the LB.
Cyclonic eddies (CEs) are on the left, and anticyclonic eddies (ACEs) are on the right;
a — the amplitude, cm; b — the radius, km; ¢ — the azimuthal velocity, cm/s; d — speed

of movement, km/day; e — life time.
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Conclusion

Among the long-lived (more than 35 days) eddy formations in the Lofoten Basin, anticyclonic eddies are
predominant (almost doubled). On average, anticyclonic eddies have slightly larger values of characteristics
than cyclonic eddies: amplitude (6.2 cm), azimuth velocity (7.7 cm/s) and lifetime (51 days). They have the
same radii with cyclonic eddies (55 km) and drift velocities along the track (4 km/day).

In the LB, there are two predominant, weakly interconnected, systems for the mesoscale eddies’ formation,
which may reflect various mechanisms of eddy generation: breaking from the Norwegian current during its
meandering and the generation of eddies in the LB directly.

In the frontal zone of the Norwegian current, there are three distinct areas of eddies’ generation, from
where they move to the west and north-west, forming three main trajectories.

Anticyclonic eddies’ formations dominate in the LV zone. Emerging, they rotate intensively within the
LV zone in the anticyclonic gyre/circulation and, apparently, interact with the Lofoten Vortex by merging.
However, cyclonic eddies in the LV zone are also found in sufficient numbers and localized in the vicinity
of two points with centers of 69.5° N, 4° E and 70° N, 2.5° E. These cyclonic eddies, as a rule, are long-lived
and are located in an area with opposite vorticity, surrounding the Lofoten Vortex (shielded vortex).

Mesoscale eddies that enter the LV zone from the outside are formed mainly in the area of the Norwegian
current and tend to the cyclonic rotation.

Our study allowed systematization of eddies in the LB into groups reflecting different generation
mechanisms.

Using the algorithm of automatic identification and tracking of mesoscale eddies, we have demonstrated
that anticyclonic eddies in the LB are formed mostly in the frontal zone of the Norwegian current, decaying
not very far from the place of its generation while cyclonic eddies may form in different places in the LB.
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In the western part of the LB, the number of eddies is much smaller than in other its areas. We studied this
aspect obtaining quantitative estimates of the number of eddies, analyzing their characteristics and examining
the areas of their generation and dissipation using satellite altimetry data.
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Fig. 1. Bottom topography (colour) and general circulation (black arrows) of the study region.
The dashed line marks the most likely position of the Lofoten Vortex; the location of the Lofoten
Vortex shown with the circle. Abbreviations [7]: NCC is the Norwegian Coastal Current, NwWASC

is the Norwegian Atlantic Slope Current, NWAFC is the Norwegian Atlantic Frontal Current.
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Fig. 3. Spatial distribution of tracks for 4 groups of mesoscale eddies in the LB;
the red dots indicate the location of the eddy generation, and the green ones denote
the place of their dissipation.



K cratbe 3unuenxo B. A., Topdeesa C. M., Cobko IO. B., beaonenko T. B. Me3omaciiTabHble BUXpU
JlodoTeHCKOI KOTJIOBUHBI ITO CITyTHUKOBBIM TaHHBIM

Zinchenko V. A., Gordeeva S. M., Sobko Yu.V., Belonenko T. V. Analysis of Mesoscale eddies
in the Lofoten Basin based on satellite altimetry

e CEs (group 4) g 3 ACE:s (group 4) h

N N
71° A~ 71°
.&%\

i\

70° 70°

690 i_’> 690

0° 2° 4° 6°E 0° 2° 4° 6°E

Puc. 3. (OxoHuaHue).

Fig. 3. (Ending).



