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ABSTRACT

Sixteen records from seven Digiquartz deep-ocean bottom pressure sensors have been obtained in deployments
of 3-12 month duration under the Gulf Stream in depths of 3300 to 4400 m. Particular attention is given (i)
to characterizing any observed drift in their calibration in relation to their construction (bellows or Bourdon-
tube) and to their prior history of pressurization, and (ii) to estimating and removing this drift from the records.
Bellows-type sensors exhibited significant drift (0.2 to 0.85 db) in all of their deployments. Bourdon-tube sensors
had less drift in their first deployment (0 to 0.45 db), and in subsequent deployments had either no drift or a
small drift with different shape that may have been due to clock-frequency drift. An exponential decay with
time [ ~exp(—at)] was found to best represent the drifts; such a curve was fit in 2 least-squares sense to each
pressure record and then subtracted from it. Careful attention is given to estimating the uncertainty of the
residual “dedrifted” records, which is 0.02 db for records that are at least a year long; the stability over a few
days and resolution of thesec measurements is better than 0.001 db. As a consistency check, neighboring pairs
of bottom pressure records are used to calculate geostrophic currents from their differences, and the comparison
with directly observed currents confirms that the error in drift removal may be less than 0.02 db. Typical
amplitudes of the deep-ocean tidal- and detided signals are respectively 0.7 and 0.13 db in this region, so that
we infer that this methodology is suitable for studies requiring knowledge of deep-ocean dynamic pressures
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even for subtidal mesoscale periodicities.

1. Intrqduction

Physical oceanographers have long desired to have
instrumentation capable of accurately monitoring the
variations in bottom pressures in the deep ocean (e.g.,
Baker 1969; Baker 1981) in order to observe the
oceanic pressure field in analogy with the use of ba-
rometers by meteorologists. The measurement problem
has been particularly challenging at low frequencies
because the subtidal dynamic pressure fluctuations are
only ~0.10 to 0.01 db in an ambient pressure of 4000
db, requiring resolution and stability of ~1 ppm.

It has not been possible to measure the absolute
pressure field in the deep ocean, because the absolute
elevation of the sensors relative to the geoid cannot be
determined with sufficient accuracy. However, even if
we must exclude the mean field, much valuable infor-
mation can be obtained by accurate measurement of
the time varying pressure field.

In the last fifteen years, deep-ocean bottom pres-
sure measurements have been conducted in several
studies on ocean tides (Filloux 1971, 1980; Zetler et al.
1975), the ocean eddy pressure field (Brown et al.
1975), weather-induced bottom pressure fluctuations
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(Beardsley et al. 1977), and the performance of the
pressure instruments themselves (Snodgrass €t al.
1975). The most common pressure sensors used in
the above studies, have been strain gauges (Wunsch
and Wimbush 1977), Vibrotron sensors ( Wimbush
1977), metal Bourdon tubes (Filloux 1970; Mofjeld
and Wimbush 1977), and quartz-crystal transducers
(Snodgrass et al. 1975).

Although the requirement of adequate sensitivity
and short-term stability is of great importance, the chief
difficulty in dealing with pressure instruments is the
instrumental noise of low frequency, i.e., drift, whose
magnitude typically increases with applied pressure.
Consequently, it has been most difficult to measure
bottom pressures of the deep ocean. The drift contam-
inates the observed spectrum most at low frequencies.
(A simple exampile is that a linear drift would add a
red noise spectrum of slope f ~2.) Consequently, earlier
studies with deep pressure gauges have tended to focus
on tides or other relatively high frequency (less con-
taminated ) portions of the data.

This paper has two main purposes:

1) To present results from several deployments of
Digiquartz pressure iransducers in water depths around
4000 m and examine whether the drift is reproducible
and predictable, and whether the amount of drift may
be reduced by “preconditioning™ the sensors prior to
deployment.
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2) To present our method of drift estimation and
removal from the records, and a method to estimate
the residual uncertainty in the “dedrifted” records.

We demonstrate that the residual uncertainty is low
enough (~0.02 db) that the dedrifted records are suit-
able for study of mesoscale frequency dynamical pres-
sure signals in the deep ocean.

In the following, we briefly present the experimental
setting and measurements, and we describe the pressure
and temperature sensors. In section 4 we discuss the
observed pressure drifts in relation to sensor construc-
tion, clock-frequency drift and to prior history of pres-
surization. In sections 5 and 6 we present our tech-
nigues to model and remove the drift, and we estimate
the uncertainties in the drift removal, i.e., the accuracy
of the final records. As a consistency check, in section
7 we compare geostrophic currents calculated from
measured pressure differences with directly observed
deep currents. A companion paper, (Kontoyiannis and
Watts 1990), deals with the scientific interpretation of
the pressure records in combination with other inverted
echo sounder and current meter data. Section 8 sum-
marizes the results.

2. Experimental setting and measurements

As part of our other studies in the Gulf Stream, data
were collected using deep-ocean bottom pressure and
temperature sensors northeast of Cape Hatteras in sev-
eral deployment periods between September 1983 and
March 1987. The deployment sites and the overall
study area are shown in Fig. 1. The data records in this
article are labeled by (i) the last two digits of the year
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in which the instrument was recovered, and (ii) the
.site designation indicated in Fig. 1. For example, 84-
B2 means the data record collected in 1984 at site B2.
In the period from September 1983 to March 1987,
seven different pressure sensors (Table 1) were used
for a total of 17 deployments at 12 sites (Fig. 2). We
had an instrument recovery rate of 100% for these de-
ployments, however due to an electronics failure in
one case and a malfunction of one sensor in two of its
deployments, as described in section 4b, three pressure
records were missing or unsatisfactory. Thus we have
14 deployments with successful pressure records.
Complete records were obtained for all 17 deployments
of the temperature sensors.

3. Description of the sensors
a. Pressure sensor and mounting

All sensors we have used are Digiquartz 6000 psi
range transducers manufactured by Paroscientific, Inc.
A detailed description of them is given by Paros (1976)
and by Wearn and Larson (1982). Briefly, the key
sensing element in the pressure transducer is an oscil-
lating beam-shaped quartz crystal, piezoelectrically in-
duced to vibrate in its lowest resonant flexural mode
by an oscillator circuit. The oscillation frequency of
the crystal varies with the stress load transmitted to it
through a lever arm attached to either a bellows or a
Bourdon tube (Fig. 3). The bellows or Bourdon tube
is pressurized at the full ambient pressure of the ocean
via a long, thin capillary tube filled with mineral oil.
The measurement of fluid pressure is made by counting
(averaging) the output frequency of the oscillator cir-

65°

40°

38°

36° fA%

34°

F1G. 1. Study area and deployment sites under the Gulf Stream. Cape Hatteras
is near the lower left corner. Bathymetric contours are in meters.
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TABLE 1. Pressure sensors used.
Serial Working range
Sensor ' number Model (db) Type
1 8181 75K-002 0-3450 Beliows
2 8180 75000 0-3450 Bellows
3 17848 76KB-032 0-4100 Bourdon-tube
4 17849  76KB-032 0-4100 Bourdon-tube
5 17911 76KB-032 0-4100 Bourdon-tube
6 18426 76KB-032 0-4100 Bourdon-tube
7 19327 46K-032 0-4100° Bourdon-tube
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cuit over a period set to be 2 hour in these deploy-
ments.

The pressure sensors were powered and controlled
by Sea Data Corp. model XP35 electronics cards in-
stalled in inverted echo sounders (IESs). The IES cir-
cuitry and mooring configuration are described by
Chaplin and Watts (1984). These instruments were
tethered less than 1 m above the ocean floor, in order
to have minimal vertical motion of the instrument in
response to bottom currents; we estimate less than 0.4
cm vertical excursion in the peak deep current speeds
(~25 cm s™!) observed in our work area. .

Another potential concern for bottom pressure
measurements is the stability of the mounting on the
sea floor. Most evidence indicates no tendency in these
deployments for the anchors to sink into the mud or
for the bottom to slump downslope: all but three of
the observed pressure drifts discussed in the following
section are toward the lower (rather than higher) pres-
sures. Moreover, the acoustic travel times (7) measured
simultaneously on these IESs show no indication of
depth change, although only depth changes larger than
1-2 m would likely be noticed in the 7 records.

VOLUME 7

b. Temperature sensor

Because temperature also affects the oscillation fre-
quency of the quartz crystal in the pressure sensor, it
is essential to independently measure the temperature
of the crystal. A thermistor (Yellow Springs Interna-
tional Corp., model 44032 ) was placed as close as pos-
sible to each sensor. The thermistor was powered and
controlled by Sea Data Crop. model DC37 electronics
cards installed in the IESs. This circuitry produces an
output frequency that varies with the temperature-de-
pendent resistance of the thermistor.

¢. Time base and recording

The half-hourly period, over which we measure the
output frequency of the pressure and temperature sen-
sors, was controlled by a quartz crystal clock in the
IES; the circuitry is described by Chaplin and Watts
(1984). If the counting period drifts by some unknown
amount, the change in counts of the pressure sensor
frequency is unavoidably interpreted as a pressure drift.
The stability of the crystal (JAN Crystals, model HC33/
U AT cut 4.194304 MHz) and timing circuitry used
in these deployments was reported by the company to
be 25 ppm/°C and 20 ppm in the first year. However,
these stability specifications are not as good as they
ought to be; these crystals were mistakenly used as a
less expensive replacement for a better crystal. The
quartz crystals had all been baked at elevated temper-
atures and aged before deployment; nevertheless, clock-
frequency drift may be responsible for the observed
drift in some of the measured pressures when the drift
range is small. (After these deployments, we discovered
the error and upgraded the time bases.) The preferred
stability of the time base is 0.5 ppm.

DEPLOYMENT PERIOD
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F1G. 2. Deployment periods for pressure sensors at various Gulf Stream sites.
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FIG. 3. Schematics of the Digiquartz pressure sensors (courtesy of Paroscientific, Inc.). In the left of the figure is
shown the bellows-type sensor and in the right the Bourdon-tube sensor. Each sensor is connected to the environment
through a capillary tube filled with mineral oil. Increasing pressure respectively decreases and increases the tension on

the quartz crystal of the bellows and Bourdon transducers.

All the data were recorded digitally on the IES data
cassettes using a Sea Data model 610 recorder.

4. Observed drifts of pressure sensors
a. General description of performance

In many records a long-term drift is apparent when
we remove the mean and the tides. Plots of the detided
pressures and superimposed drift-curves are shown in
Fig. 4. Several features are common to these records:
1) During the first few hours (<12 h) there is a rapid
slewing toward higher pressure readings as the sensors
come to thermal equilibrium at the ocean bottom. 2)
During the next 3 to 12 months of deployment there
is a drift of a few tenths of a decibar, between 0.2 and
0.85 db in the worst six records, with rate decreasing
with increasing time. 3) Superimposed on the drift is
the ocean pressure signal, with obvious 5- to 30-day
periodicities and 0.1- to 0.2 db pressure changes; these
are the dynamic pressure signals of central scientific
interest that we wish to study uncontaminated by drift.
4) There is high-frequency variability of roughly +0.02
db, which exceeds measurement noise (<0.001 db) or
our estimates of instrument depth variation.

Table 2 summarizes the drift characteristics found
for all the deployments; for simplicity, only the total
change during the first 6 days and the total change
from start to end of the record are listed. Several other
factors are also listed that could be expected to influence
the amount of drift. These include the sensor construc-

tion (bellows vs Bourdon tube), whether the sensor
was “preconditioned” to high pressure for some period
before deployment, and the ambient pressure (3340 to
4400 db) during the deployment. We also list the pres-
sure drift caused by clock-frequency drift in those de-
ployments for which we were able to independently
determine the latter. In the following discussion we
relate the amount of drift to these factors, although we
must caution that we have very few replicate examples.

b. Factors influencing performance

In this section we provide an overview of the drift
characteristics shown in Table 2.

Two bellows sensors (labeled 1 and 2 in Table 1)
were used in four deployments and returned four re-
cords, all of which showed significant drift ( ~0.21 to
0.85 db), of opposite sign for the two sensors. The
sense of the drift was reproduced in their second de-
ployments, but did not improve much with precon-
ditioning, and the magnitude is much larger than the
clock-induced component. The characteristic decay-
time and amplitude of the drift changes greatly from
sensor to sensor and from one deployment to another
of the same sensor for bellows and Bourdon-tube sen-
SOrs.

One of the five Bourdon-tube sensors (sensor 6) re-
corded numerous discontinuous jumps of varying size
and sign in both of its deployments, although this was
difficult to detect in the laboratory. After the second
deployment it was returned to the manufacturer, and
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FIG. 4. Original pressure records with tides removed. The fitted drift curves are superimposed.
The sensor malfunction illustrated in record 85-B3 is not drift, as explained in section 4.

the problem was traced to marginal electrical contacts
at the sealed quartz crystal. The other four Bourdon-
tube sensors, used in eleven deployments, produced
.ten records; in the second deployment of sensor 3 (re-
cord 85-C1°), the electronics failed shortly after launch.

Three of the four successful Bourdon sensors (all

except sensor 5) showed a pressure drift in their first
deployment. Two of them (sensors 4 and 7) were not
preconditioned and the amount of their drift exceeded
that which could be accounted for by clock-frequency
drift. The third sensor (sensor 3) was preconditioned
and its small total drift (~0.1 db) may have been
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TABLE 2. Drift characteristics for each deployment.
Drift (db)
Preconditioning Deployment Observed Caused by clock
Sensor

Duration  Pressure Duration Pressure Initial  Entire Initial Entire
Record Number Type (months) (db) Dates (months) (db) 6days record 6 days record
84-B2 1 Bellows 24 3200 Oct 83-Jan 84 3 3625 -0.15 -0.21 unknown
85-B2 1 Bellows 3 3625 Jan 84-Jan 85 12 3645 -0.17 -0.37 +0.01 +0.065
85-C2 2 Bellows 4 3900 Jun 84-May 85 11 3730 +0.15 +048 -0.001 —0.035
86-G2 2 Bellows 11 3730 May 85-Jun 86 12 3870 +0.60 +0.85 -0.002 -0.04
84-Cl 3 Bourdon 3 1400 Nov 83-Jan 84 2 3514 +0.03 +0.10* unknown
85-Cl 3 Bourdon 2 3514 Jan 84-Jan 85 12 * * * —
84-C2 4 Bourdon —_ — Nov 83-Jun 84 8 3730 -0.12 045 -0.004 -0.07
85-C1 4 Bourdon — — Jan 85-May 85 5 3530 none unknown
86-G4 4 Bourdon 5 3530 May 85-Jun 86 12 4240 —-0.02 -0.16 unknown
87-PB3 4 Bourdon — — Nov 86-Feb 87 3 2665 -0.01 —-0.05 unknown
84-C3 5 Bourdon — — Jan 84-Jun 84 6 3990 none unknown
85-CO 5 Bourdon —_ — Jan 85-May 85 5 3340 b i unknown
85-B3 6 Bourdon —_ —_ Jan 84-Jan 85 12 ' t ¥ —
87-PB6 6 Bourdon — — Nov 86-Feb 87 3 t t ' —
85-C3 7 Bourdon —_ Jun 84-May 85 11 3990 —-0.08 -—0.21 -0.02 —0.075
86-G7 7 Bourdon 11 3990 May 85-Jun 86 12 4435 none 0.0 0.0
87-PB1 7 Bourdon —_ Nov 86-Feb 87 3 1950 -0.02 -0.08 unknown

* Not dedrifted because record is very short.
* Electronics failed.

** +0.15 db drift in first two days.

t Record jumpy and unusable.

caused by the clock. The drift of each Bourdon-tube
sensor in its second and subsequent deployments was
either undetectable or had different shape and smaller
magnitude than the first deployment and could possibly
all be due to clock-frequency drift. We take this as a
very promising result for the Bourdon sensors, since
the clock time-base is more easily upgradable than the
pressure transducers themselves.

To briefly summarize the performance discussed
above:

* Bourdon-tube sensors performed better than bel-
lows sensors.

# Preconditioning in the laboratory or prior deploy-
ment of the Bourdon-sensors substantially reduced or
eliminated the drift in subsequent deployments.

e The drift characteristics are not reproducible from
one deployment to another.

5. Method of drift estimation and removal
a. Introduction to drift modeling

Historically, investigators have modeled the drift of
various pressure sensors by either a power-law [~ (¢
— 1,)?, 0 < 8 < 1], logarithmic [ ~In(z — #)] or ex-
ponential { ~exp[—a(z — #)]} dependence on time,
t, after initial pressurization at ¢ = ¢,. Although the

exact cause of the drift is unknown, it is believed to
result from mechanical creep of materials subjected to
high stress. The above three dependencies have been
used to describe creep in laboratory and geophysical
studies, as has been reviewed by Wunsch and Wimbush
(1977), Filloux (1980), and Wearn and Larson (1982).

It had been hoped and asserted (Wearn and Larson
1980) that by careful measurement of drift character-
istics of a sensor in the laboratory, the drift curve for
it in an ocean deployment might be accurately pre-
dicted. Skepticism has probably always been appro-
priate about applying such predictions, because the drift
processes may not be reversible or reproducible. More-
over, for the deep-ocean pressure sensors it has not yet
been practical to monitor the drift in the laboratory at
the required ~ 1 ppm accuracy for long time periods.
In one of the best attempts yet made (Wearn and Lar-
son 1980), the required level of absolute pressure and
temperature stability was not achieved even by their
high-quality calibration instruments.

b. Drift estimation and removal

In these deployments, the approach to drift esti-
mation has been to make least-squares fits of the above
three mathematical models to the records. Since most
of the records are long compared to the time scales of
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the deep-ocean pressure variability, the ocean pressure
signal will tend to average out in estimating the drift,

A detailed comparison of the relative merits of the
above mathematical models in the drift estimation is
presented by Watts and Kontoyiannis (1986) and
shows that the exponential law has the best overall per-
formance. The exponential drift curves have in general
smaller rms deviations from the original data than the
logarithmic and power-law curves; the latter two, when
plotted, are virtually indistinguishable. The better per-
formance of the exponential law compared to the log-
arithmic law is confirmed when we use differences of
the dedrifted pressures between sites to calculate geo-
strophic bottom currents, as in the example of section
7. An undetectable residual drift in our dedrifted pres-
sure records would produce a detectable drift in the
geostrophic bottom currents. For some of the pairs of
our sites, the geostrophic currents calculated from log-
arithmically dedrifted pressures do show a drift in the
first'few days, whereas, in all of the pairs of our sites,
the geostrophic currents calculated from exponentially
dedrifted pressures have no noticeable drift. The ex-
ponential law appears to describe the drift of these re-
cords best, regardless of whether it was caused by the
pressure transducer or may have been significantly in-
fluenced by time-base frequency drift.

The exponential curves were preferred for the drift
removal of all the records except for 85-C2 and 86-G2
(both obtained with bellows sensor 2) for which an
exponential-linear curve seemed to be required. The
mathematical representation of the drift was

Pyin = Pi[1 — exp(Pat)] + P3 + Py,

where P, = 0 except for sensor 2. The P; are free pa-
rameters determined by the nonlinear regression sub-
routine and ¢ is time in hours. The time origin of the
drift was assumed to be the time after launch when the
instrumnent was roughly halfway to the sea floor, i.e.,
1 hour before the first sample on the bottom. We also
removed the first 12 hours of data (24 pts) after the
instrument landed on the sea floor because during this
time the sensors inside the glass instrument housing
were still coming to thermal equilibrium, causing these
initial measurements to change rapidly. Hence the time
origin was 13 hours before the first data point used.
Tides were removed by response analysis (Munk and
Cartwright 1966). The final pressure records (detided
and dedrifted ), which are our best estimate of the true
deep-ocean pressure signal, were calculated by sub-
tracting the fitted Payig curve from its respective detided
set of measurements at each half-hourly data point.

6. Estimated accuracy of final pressure records
a. General remarks

We now attempt to estimate the uncertainty in the
drift-removal procedure, or equivalently, to estimate

JOURNAL OF ATMOSPHERIC AND OCEANIC TECHNOLOGY
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the long-term accuracy of the residual records. This is
a separate question from that of the absolute accuracy
of the mean pressure, which is about £1.5 db. The
absolute accuracy is not at issue here, because the ab-
solute depth of the instrument site relative to the geoid
is not known either.

It is difficult to estimate the accuracy of the drift
curves for these records. Each has a mixture of two
unknown signals that differ for each site: the ocean
pressure signal plus the drift. Some records are from
different time periods, and others coincide in time but
are from different sites (~15 to 50 km apart) with
coherent, but different ocean pressure signals. We have
no independent way to determine either the ocean sig-
nal or the drift signal exactly, but the methods we have
used to separate them essentially assume that they have
different spectral characteristics. N

Since the rate of drift decreases greatly with increas-
ing time, another distinction is that the longer duration
records (especially their later months) have a relatively
smaller proportion of their variance associated with
drift errors. Hence, they become more dominatzad by
the ocean signal. -

b. Two methods to estimate uncertainties

We take advantage of these differences to estimate
the errors in two ways. In the first method, at two sites
we have pairs of records each several months long, in
which one sensor recovery was followed soon after-
wards by another deployment at the same site. Figure
5 shows these records, 84-C2 and 85-C2 at site CZ, and
records 84-C3 and 85-C3 at site C3. The drift-reraoval
error at the end of one record is probably small com-
pared to that at the beginning of the subsequent record,
since it seems reasonable to expect that the magnitude
of error is roughly proportional to the amount of drift
being removed. Hence, any pressure “jump” occurring
between the records gives an estimate of the size of
drift-removal error that characterizes the beginning of
a record. The “jump” magnitudes are about 0.02 db
at site C2 and 0.06 db at cite C3 (listed in Table 3).
However, we should emphasize that the slope and size
of this “jump” is smaller than many of the observed
ocean pressure changes in the continuous records (Fig.
5), and may be real rather than a drift removal error.

The second method to estimate the error was to re-
gress the exponential law on shorter segments of the
records. These segments have the same true drift curve,
but our estimate of it will differ for different segments
due to the “contamination” by the ocean pressure sig-
nal. An inference of how much the ocean signal causes
the regressed drift curve to differ from the true drift
can be taken from the differences between the regressed
drift curves obtained from different segments of the
record.

We use the second method only on the six longest
records (7 to 12 months), because it was felt that di-
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FIG. 5. Detided, dedrifted pressure records from sites B2, C2, and C3 for January 1984 to January 1985.
At site B2 the record is continuous; at sites C2 and C3 the sensors changed in June 1984.

viding the records into segments shorter than 3 months
was inadvisable, given the obviously energetic ocean
pressure signals at shorter periodicities. Each of the six
records was divided into two segments at a point which
had a pressure near the overall drift curve, to avoid
introducing new end effects. An exponential curve was
fitted to the drift for each segment. Then we computed
the offsets between these fitted curves at the break-point
where one joins another. At the same point, we also
computed the differences between the curves fitted on
the segments and the curve originally fitted on the
whole record. The results of these calculations are
summarized in Table 3. The magnitudes of the offsets
range from 0.000 to 0.053 db; the rms offset of all the
break-points was 0.023 db.

¢. Discussion of drift uncertainty estimates

Although the rms uncertainty (0.023 db) in remov-
ing drift is estimated following a statistical approach
(Table 3), it does not represent a random high fre-
quency error, but implies that our final pressure records
might still contain a slow monotonic drift which makes
the detided and dedrifted signal differ from the true
ocean signal by as much as £0.023 db. We now argue
that the offsets between the above exponential-law
regressions on segments of each given record are prob-
ably overestimates of the uncertainty of the drift
regression on the full record. Two reasons support this
contention:

1) The offsets occur at the beginning of each seg-
ment, where the regressed curve has its maximum am-
plitude and probably maximum error. However, in the
regression curve for the full record, this corresponding
time is not at the beginning, but farther out in the tail
of the true drift curve, where the drift rate is slower
and the error should be smaller.

2) The full record regression curve is 2 to 4 times
as long as the independent segments, with consequently
greater degrees of freedom and more confidence in
“averaging out” the ocean signal. If the ocean signal
has roughly a normal distribution given sufficient de-
grees of freedom, then doubling (or quadrupling) the
segment length would improve the removal of ocean
signal from the drift by a factor of 2'/2 (or 2, respec-
tively).

Overall, we estimate that these fitted drift curves have
only about 0.016 db uncertainty for records at least a
year long.

7. Example of geostrophic currents

Geostrophy describes the balance between horizontal
pressure gradient and Coriolis force on a current. For
low-frequency large-scale oceanic and atmospheric
motions, it has been documented that the flow field is
predominantly geostrophic (e.g., Johns et al. 1989).
In this deep-ocean example, because we can not mea-
sure the absolute pressure field relative to the geoid,
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TABLE 3. Pressure offsets between drift curves estimated on different, sequential records (a) and on segments
of the same record (b); estimated accuracy of final, “dedrifted” pressure records.
(a) Pressure offsets between different, sequential records
ta ty AP
Records (months) (months) (db)
84-C2 and 85-C2 8 11 0.02
84-C3 and 85-C3 6 11 ~0.06
t,: Length of first segment or record
15: Length of second segment or record
AP: Pressure offset between drift curves of two segments at join-point or of two full records
(b) Pressure offsets between segments of the same record
ta lb AP AP, a AP, b
Record - (months) (months) (db) (db) (db)
85-B2 4.4 8 -0.015 0.013 —0.002
85-B2 7.4 5 0.000 0.001 0.001
84-C2 3 43 —-0.016 —0.052 —-0.036
84-C2 4.6 2.6 0.042 -0.020 '0.022
85-C2 2.6 8.6 -0.007 —0.004 —-0.011
85-C2 5.6 5.6 0.037 —0.028 0.009
85-C2 8.3 29 0.053 —0.004 0.049
85-C3 2.6 8.6 0.003 0.014 0.017
85-C3 5.6 5.6 —0.006 0.006 0.000
86-G2 6 6 —-0.010
86-G4 6 6 —0.008
AP, for above segment end points: 0.027 0.021 0.022
Est. APygin for 12 month record*: 0.019 0.015 0.016

* Obtained by dividing by (2)"/2, because the degrees of freedom are doubled.
AP,: Pressure offset between drift curve of first segment and drift curve of the full record, both evaluated at the end of first segment.
AP,: Pressure offset between drift curve of second segment and drift curve of the full record, both evaluated at the beginning of second

segment.

we compare only the time-varying components of the
geostrophic and the actual velocity fields.

If (s, 1) denotes a horizontal rectangular coordinate
system, then the geostrophic relationship states:

1 or
pf ds

[
8~

where ¥}, is the geostrophic velocity parallel to /, and
P' is the pressure field. The geostrophic current per-
pendicular to the line As joining two sites is estimated
by differencing the pressures between them and divid-
ing by their distance | As|, the density p and the Coriolis
parameter f. This finite difference estimation of the
geostrophic currents is compared below to the observed
currents perpendicular to As as estimated by the av-
erage between two current meters at the end points.
We apply this comparison to the 40-hour low-pass
filtered bottom pressure and velocity data at sites B2,
C2 and C3. The results are shown in Fig. 6. The fluc-
tuating geostrophic and observed velocity records span
from January 1984 to January 1985, the only period
during which we have current meter measurements.
Although the currents were measured at 500 m off the
bottom in an area of sloping topography, there is little

vertical shear at 3500 m depth, and corrections to the
data accounting for depth differences between mea-
surements have negligible effect.

The differences between these pairs of curves can be
entirely attributed to sampling errors introduced by
comparing finite-differenced bottom-pressures with
averaged end-pairs of bottom currents (detailed error
analysis appears in Kontoyiannis 1988). There is no
evidence in Fig. 6 of drift in the geostrophic current
estimates relative to the observed currents. Morcover,
there is no noticeable jump in V' near day 160, when
new pressure records started at sites C2 and C3. If the

. error 0P, in dedrifted pressures were as large as 0.02

to 0.06 db, the corresponding geostrophic velocity off-
set, estimated as 2'/26P,/(pf As), with As ranging from
40 to 60 km, would be 6-17 cm s~!, which is not ev-
ident in these records. We take this as supporting ev-
idence that the residual error in removing pressure drift
is less than 0.02 db.

8. Summary

The performance of Digiquartz pressure Sensors
suitable for deep-ocean deployments has been inves-
tigated in fourteen records of 3—12 month duration at
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F1G. 6. Comparison of geostrophic (dashed line) and observed (solid line) currents
at sites B2, C2, and C3 (see text).

depths of 3300-4400 db. In particular, we have ex-
amined the problem of drift in calibration of these sen-
sors: how it is affected by sensor construction and prior
history of pressurization, how reproducible it is, how
the drift in a record may be estimated and removed,
and how accurate the dedrifted records are.
Bourdon-tube actuated sensors performed better
(drifted less) than the bellows actuated ones. In fact,
once the Bourdon-type sensors had been precondi-

tioned, i.e., subjected to deep-ocean pressures for a few
months, the amount of drift in subsequent deployments
was reduced to the point where in five of six cases we
could not distinguish whether the remaining drift
(=<0.08 db) should be attrributed to the pressure trans-
ducer itself or to the time-base of the frequency-coun-
ter; the sixth case drifted —0.16 db in a year. (We have
now upgraded the time-base for subsequent work.)
Preconditioning the transducers prior to their first de-
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ployment therefore appears to be a highly valuable ef-
fort, eliminating most if not all of the drift.

The drift characteristics do not appear to be pre-
dictable beforehand for any given sensor. The size and
sign of the drift varied considerably on the first de-
ployment, from +0.85 to —0.37 db in a year for bellows
sensors, and from +0.10 to —0.45 db for Bourdon sen-
sors. However, on all subsequent depolyments each
sensor retained the same sense of drift, and three of
the four successful Bourdon sensors drifted toward
lower pressures or indetectably. The time-constant of
éxponential decay varied greatly, by a factor of 40, from
sensor to sensor (and on different deployments of the
same sensor, but this may be partially due to clock
drifts as mentioned above).

Special methods were developed for estimating and
removing the drift from the records, a difficult task in
the presence of an ocean-signal that is of similar mag-
‘nitude and not independently known. Least-squares
fits of power-law, logarithmic, and exponential decay
laws were made to each pressure record. The exponen-
tial drift curve was best, and this was subtracted from
the record at each data point. We estimate that our
threshold for detecting a drift in a year-long record is
about 0.005 db (in this region of relatively energetic
subtidal deep pressure fluctuations). We estimate that
the uncertainties remaining in our dedrifted pressure
records (mean removed) are <0.02 db; the error may
be possibly somewhat greater than this in the first week
of records that had strong drift, and somewhat less in
the tails of year-long records.

This error estimate was confirmed by differencing
neighboring pairs of bottom pressure records to com-
pute geostrophic currents, and showing that they com-
pare well with directly observed, suitably averaged deep
currents. The residual uncertainties in the final de-
drifted pressure records are small compared to the deep
ocean pressure signal in this region, with typically
around 0.7 db tidal and 0.13 db detided amplitudes.
The errors will tend to contaminate only the relatively
long (<100 d) periodicities in the records. This opens
‘many possibilities for studies requiring knowledge of
the deep-ocean pressure signal. For instance, these bot-
tom-pressure gauges in combination with inverted echo
sounders to monitor the baroclinic dynamic height of
the water column (Hallock et al. 1989); Pickart and
Watts (1990) can provide highly accurate definition of
variations in the sea-surface height for later compari-
sons with satellite altimetry data.
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