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Abstract During the storm event 29–31 October 2000
long regular trains of residual sea-level oscillations with
period about 6 h occurred in the North Sea area. Crestto-trough heights up to 0.8 m were observed along the
western coast of Norway. Model simulations show that
these oscillations were mainly due to spatial and temporal variations in the atmospheric forcing and were not
the result of nonlinear tide–surge interaction. The
oscillations propagated northwards along the Norwegian coast and the signal was ampliﬁed in some fjords in
agreement with predictions by high-resolution regional
models. In Skagerrak in the north eastern North Sea
the main storm-surge signal appeared as amplitudemodulated oscillations with period about 12 h and crestto-trough height up to 1.5 m. Here the tide–surge
interaction contributed up to about 20% of the peak
surge. On the coast of Scotland and in the southern part
of the North Sea nonlinear eﬀects produced oscillations
with 6-h period at some stations.
Keywords Sea level oscillations Æ Quarter diurnal Æ
North Sea Æ Norwegian coast

1 Introduction
Sea-level oscillations in the quarter-diurnal band, i.e.,
period about 6 h, are primarily generated by nonlinear
distortion of the semidiurnal tide in shallow waters. In
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the North Sea area it is well documented that the
dominant semidiurnal M2 tide in some regions leads to a
signiﬁcant quarter-diurnal overtide (M4 ) due to nonlinear eﬀects, namely, advection, wave drift, quadratic
bottom friction, and time-dependent viscosity. The
amplitude and phase of the M4 tide in the North Sea is
mapped by models and compared with in situ sea-level
measurements by Davies (1986), Kwong et al. (1997),
and also by satellite altimetry Andersen (1999). The
largest sea-level amplitudes, up to 25 cm, are found in
the southern parts of the North Sea and in the English
Channel. In the Irish Sea the M4 tide has been modeled
by Davies and Jones (1996) with sea-level amplitudes up
to 20 cm in the Liverpool Bay and Morecambe Bay regions in the eastern part of the sea. The M4 tide shows
relatively rapid spatial variation in amplitude and phase
and is localized to limited areas basically in shallow
water.
Possible transient generation of sea-level oscillations
in the M4 band due to interaction between the M2 tide
and wind-generated current was inferred by Pingree
et al. (1984) and Davies and Lawrence (1994) from
model studies, but has, to our knowledge, not been
documented by observations.
A strong storm event in late October 2000 generated
a large storm surge, particularly in the northeastern part
of the North Sea and in Skagerrak. Superimposed on the
main surge signal, an unusual sequence of residual sealevel oscillation with period about 6 h was recorded in
the North Sea area. Particularly along the western coast
of Norway, outside the main storm area, long trains of
oscillations with period about 6 h and amplitude up to
0.8 m are evident in the observations. Oscillations with
period around 6 h were also observed on the southwestern coast of Denmark and along the coast of Great
Britain (Flather and Williams 2001). At some stations,
particularly in the northeastern part of the North Sea
and in Skagerrak, the main storm surge signal was
dominated by a group of amplitude-modulated oscillations with period around 12 h and peak-to-peak amplitude range up to 1.5 m.
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Table 1 List of stations with sea-level records
Station
Esbjerg
Hirtshals
Helgeroa
Tregde
Stavanger
Aberdeen
Wick
Lerwick
Bergen
Måløy
Ålesund
Kristiansund
Heimsjø
Trondheim
Rørvik
Bodø
Narvik
Kabelvåg
Harstad
Andenes

Fig. 1 Map of the northern part of the North Sea and the western
coast of Norway. Stations with sea-level records are marked with
map code (see Table 1). Rectangles mark the domains for the
high-resolution models around the Lofoten Islands (northern) and
mid-Norway (southern). Depth contours in meters

During the same storm event, harbor seiching with
period about 1.5 h was observed at the Port of Rotterdam in the southern North Sea and linked to the passage
of a cold front on 30 October (de Jong et al 2003).
The occurrence of oscillations in the 6-h (M4 ) band
raises the question whether these oscillations are due to
nonlinear coupling between the astronomic semidiurnal
tide and the surge signal at nearly the same period.
Another possible explanation is that the oscillations are
primarily an eﬀect of an unusual atmospheric forcing
pattern combined with ampliﬁcation in some Norwegian
Fig. 2 Weather map for 30
October 2000, 00 and 12 GMT.
Isobars with 4-hPa intervals.
(Courtesy of the Meterological
Oﬃce, Bracknell, England)

Coordinates
55 280
57 360
59 000
58 000
58 580
57 090
58 260
60 090
60 240
61 560
62 280
63 070
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63 260
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67 170
68 260
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08 270
09 580
09 520
07 340
05 440
02 040
03 050
01 080
05 180
05 070
06 090
07 450
09 070
10 260
11 150
14 230
17 250
14 300
16 330
16 090

Map code
E
E
E
E
E
W
W
W
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E

Es
Hi
H
Tr
S
Ab
W
L
B
M
Aa
K
He
T
R
Bo
N
Ka
Ha
A

fjords after the sea-level signal has propagated out of the
generation area.
This paper presents an analysis of sea-level records
mainly from stations along the Norwegian coast and
some adjacent stations on the coasts of Britain and
Denmark in order to examine the properties of this
unusual event and to investigate its generation mechanism. The map in Fig. 1 shows the geographical area of
interest and the locations of the stations with sea-level
observations (see also Table 1).

2 Meteorological data
The general weather situation during the late October
2000 event (Fig. 2) shows an extensive low-pressure
system over the North Sea with secondary low-pressure
centers precessing round each other. The minimum
pressure was below 955 hPa for part of the period and
pressure was below 980 hPa over large parts of the shelf.
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Associated with the low-pressure centers, strong wind
occurred over the North Sea area and the multiplepressure centers and fronts led to complex variations in
wind speed and direction. An exceptionally strong storm
center (Tora) hit the southern coast of Norway in the
afternoon of 30 October. Associated with the passage of
these storms and low-pressure centers, large sea-level
variations were observed all around the North Sea.
Small-scale spatial and temporal variations in the
wind ﬁeld in the area west of Stavanger in southern
Norway are clearly displayed by wind-stress maps
(Fig. 3) plotted from data from the atmospheric model
used to force the British operational storm-surge model
CS3 (see Sect. 3). This picture is supported by wind
observations from two stations (Obrestad and Utsira)
on the coast near Stavanger and the oﬀshore platform,
Sleipner, South-West of Stavanger. The wind records
were sampled with 1-h intervals at Utsira and Sleipner
and 10-min intervals at Obrestad. The wind records
from Obrestad lighthouse about 35 km southwest of
Stavanger (Fig. 4) show a wind speed peak late on 30
October (at 42 h) corresponding to the exceptionally
strong storm, Tora, which developed in the North Sea
area. A smaller wind peak was observed about 12 h
earlier (at 30 h). The wind observations from Utsira
about 60 km northwest of Stavanger show four
dominant oscillations in wind speed starting at 06 UTC
30 October (30 h) and lasting for about 24 h. The
mean period of these oscillations is about 6 h. At the
oﬀshore platform Sleipner about 230 km South-West
of Stavanger strong oscillation in wind speed was
observed from about 30 October 12 UTC to 31
October 00 UTC. (36–48 h).

3 Models
Proudman Oceanographic Laboratory (POL) has developed and maintained tide-surge models run operationally in real-time at the UK Meterological Oﬃce since
1978. They produce surge predictions for use in the
warning system for coastal ﬂoods in England and Wales.
The current model, CS3, with resolution 12 km was
introduced in 1991 (Flather 2000). The model is forced
by surface pressure and 10-m wind ﬁelds supplied hourly
from the Met Oﬃce mesoscale weather forecast model
(resolution also 12 km). The surge models run four
times per day, each run consisting of a 6-h hindcast,
driven by met data including assimilated meteorological
observations, and a 48-h forecast. Hourly model ﬁelds
are archived for subsequent analysis. We used data from
CS3 model runs for comparison with the recorded
sea-level data from the period 29–31 October 2000 in
Sections 4 and 5.
In order to investigate the propagation of the sea-level
signal along the coast of Norway, we also performed a
series of specially designed model simulations. First, a
regional barotropic tidal model for the Norwegian–

Fig. 3a, b Wind stress 30 October 2000, 06 UTC (a) and 12 UTC
(b) from the atmospheric model used as forcing for the British
operational storm surge model (CS3). Color code indicates strength of
wind stress; blue-green-yellow-red represent low–high values. Letters
O, U, and S mark the position of Obrestad, Utsira, and Sleipner
respectively. Arrows show direction of wind stress

Barents Seas (Gjevik et al. 1994), reﬁned to 12.5-km
resolution, was modiﬁed to allow speciﬁed wave input at
a southern boundary section at about 58  N from Stavanger, southern Norway, to Aberdeen in Scotland. The
volume ﬂux normal to the boundary was set to;
pﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃ
a gh
t
V ðs; tÞ ¼
ðL  sÞat expð1  atÞ sinð2p Þ;
ð1Þ
L
tp
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Fig. 4 Observed wind speed
(full line) and direction in
degree true (dotted line) at
three stations: Sleipner,
Obrestad, and Utsira. Time
origin 00 UTC 29 October
2000

where s is the distance from the coast at Stavanger, t is
time, L is the length of the boundary section, a ¼ 0:1 m
is the sea-level amplitude of the wave, h is the depth,
which is a function of s, and g is the acceleration of
gravity. The duration of the wave group is set by the
parameter a with a1 = 24 h, and the period of the
individual waves tp = 6 hours. Along the other open
boundaries towards the North Atlantic and in the Arctic
Ocean, radiation boundary conditions were used. We
refer to this model as the NBS model and results of the
simulations with it are described in Section 5.
The local wave transformation near the Lofoten Islands in northern Norway and in the Trondheimsfjord
area in mid-Norway have been modeled with modiﬁed
versions of the high-resolution barotropic tidal models
with 500-m grid resolution for these regions (Moe et al.
2002, 2003). The location of the model domains is shown
on the overview map in Fig. 1. We will subsequently
refer to these models as HRN (northern) and HRS
(southern), respectively. A method is applied for forcing
the models similar to that for the NBS model above.
This implies speciﬁed boundary input along the southern
boundaries of the model domains and radiation
boundary conditions on the western and northern
boundaries. More details are given in Section 5, where
the result of the simulations is presented and compared
with the observations.

4 Sea level data
Sea-level data from 20 stations along the Norwegian
coast and the neighboring coasts of the northern and
northeastern parts of the North Sea and Skagerrak
(Fig. 1 and Table 1) have been analyzed.
The stations along the Norwegian coast are operated
by the Norwegian Hydrographic Service, Stavanger. The
records were sampled with 10-min interval and for most
stations harmonic constants for sea-level elevation,
determined from long series of measurements, are
available for an accurate detiding of the records. Data
from the British stations with 15-min sampling intervals
are made available from POL. The data from the two
Danish stations are from the Danish Meteorological
Institute and are also with 15-min sampling intervals.
In addition to data from the stations listed in Table 1,
we also had access to records from several other stations
along the coasts of Great Britain and one station at the
Faroe Islands. After subtracting the predicted astronomical tide from the observed sea-level records, the
residual signal from several stations shows an unusual
series of sea-level oscillations during the period 29–31
October 2000.
The observed residual sea-surface displacement for
the stations is plotted in Figs. 5 and 6. Predictions of
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Fig. 5 Observed residual sea-surface displacement (in cm) for
southern stations as function of time (full lines). Predicted residuals
by CS3 model with tide included in the simulations (broken lines); ﬁne
dotted lines tide–surge interaction (see text). Time origin 00 UTC 29
October 2000

residual sea-surface displacement from the CS3 model
(see Sect. 3) for some of the stations are shown on the
corresponding plots. The three stations around Skagerrak in the northeastern North Sea (Hirtshals, Helgeroa,
and Tregde, Fig. 5) show mainly a semidiurnal variation
of the surge with period about 12.2 h and amplitude
peaking in the afternoon of 30 October. At Tregde this
occurred close to the time of the high tide and the sea
level reached a record height of 115 cm above mean sea
level. The astronomical tidal range is small in this area
due to its proximity to the amphidromic point located
between Tregde and Stavanger and the mean tidal range
at Tregde at springs is 22.8 cm. The predictions by the
CS3 model are in very good agreement with the observations for all three stations.
Aberdeen on the Scottish coast, across the North Sea
west of Tregde, shows oscillations in sea level with
period about 6 h on 30 and 31 October. Esbjerg on the
southern part of the west coast of Jutland also shows
short periodic oscillations, with period about 6 h, which

are reproduced quite well by the CS3 model. It is
interesting to note that the main four oscillations on 30
October (between 24 and 48 h, Fig. 5) correlates well
with the main group of 6-h oscillations at Bergen.
(Fig. 5), without any signiﬁcant time delay.
On the Norwegian coast at Stavanger and Bergen
(Fig. 5) the signal is dominated by oscillations with
period about 6 h which for both stations also appear
clearly in the model predictions. Oscillations with period
about 6 h are also pronounced in the record from Lerwick on the Shetland Islands west of Bergen, and to a
lesser extent at Wick on the Scottish coast. Records from
the Faroe Islands west of Shetland (not shown here)
show no clear evidence of oscillations with period about
6 h. This indicates that the signal has originated in the
North Sea and had not propagated into the area from
the North Atlantic north of Shetland. The main group
of oscillations with period 6 h observed at Bergen
propagated northwards along the western Norwegian
coast and is clearly identiﬁed at Måløy (Fig. 5) and
subsequently at Ålesund, Kristiansund, and Heimsjø
(Fig. 6). At Trondheim, located in the long fjord
northeast of Heimsjø, the oscillations are ampliﬁed,
producing a long train of very regular oscillations on the
29–31 October. The period and amplitude of the oscil-
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Fig. 6 Observed residual sea-surface displacement (in cm) for
northern stations as function of time (full lines). Time origin 00
UTC 29 October 2000

lations are determined manually from the plot of the
time series and checked with a spectral analysis. The
period is found to be 6.1 h and the crest-to-trough height
of the signal is up to 60 cm. At Rørvik, on the coast
north of Trondheim, the signal is more blurred, but the
main group of oscillations can still be identiﬁed. The
stations north of Rørvik in the Lofoten area, Bodø,
Kabelvåg and Narvik (Fig. 6) show regular trains of
oscillations which are ampliﬁed in Vestfjorden, the large
bay area located south of the Lofoten Islands (Fig. 9) .
The oscillations are most pronounced at Narvik at
the head of the fjord with crest-to-trough height up to
80 cm. The oscillations in Vestfjorden are clearly identiﬁed for the entire period 29–31 October. North of the
Lofoten Islands at Harstad and Andenes the signal is
weaker and hardly identiﬁable.
The northward propagation of the signal along the
west coast of Norway can be followed by tracing a
particular phase at the front of the main group of
oscillations. This is identiﬁed as a clearly deﬁned ﬁrst
peak between 27 and 28 h at Stavanger, at 28–29 h at

Bergen, and at about 29 h at Måløy. The same peak can
also be identiﬁed on the records from stations further
north along the coast. The travel time of this peak and
computed phase speeds between some stations between
Bergen and Bodø are listed in Table 2.
The results show that the speed of propagation varies
considerably along the coast with the phase speed from
34 ms1 to 107 ms1 . The error in this estimate is,
however, large since the propagation time is relatively
short compared to the period of the individual waves.
Numerical calculations of the phase speed for a baro-

Table 2 Travel time, distances, and phase speed
Station

Travel time
(min)

Distance
(km)

Bergen

0

0

Måløy

28

180

Kristiansund

126

378

Rørvik

174

624

Bodø

253

933

Speed
(ms)1)
107
34
85
65
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Fig. 7 Predicted astronomical tide (in cm) for Bergen and Narvik
(broken lines) and observed residual sea-surface displacement (full
lines). Time origin 00 UTC 29 October 2000

tropic Kelvin wave with period 6 h for various sections
of the west coast of Norway show phase speed ranging
from 85 to 135 ms1 depending on the shelf sea depth
and the width of the shelf. It therefore seems that the
observed propagation speed for the signal is somewhat
lower than the speed of a barotropic Kelvin wave with
the same period. The reason for this may be partly due
to the eﬀect of the numerous large fjords along the coast;
each of them may cause a delay of the wave, as shown by
Miles (1972). Friction may also have an additional
delaying eﬀect.
In order to demonstrate that the oscillations are not
phase-locked to the tide, the predicted astronomical tide
and the residual signal are shown for two stations,
Bergen and Narvik, in Fig. 7.

5 Model simulations and comparison with data
The performance of British operational storm surge
model CS3 (see Sect. 3) during the late October 2000
event has been studied by Flather and Williams (2001).
It predicts the surge oscillations reasonably well for most
British stations, as well as the oscillations with 12-h
period observed in Skagerrak (see Sect. 4). The rapid
changes in surge elevation and timing errors caused
signiﬁcant errors at some places. The 6-h oscillations at
Stavanger and Bergen in southwestern Norway are also
predicted by the model, although these stations are located near the northern boundary of the model domain
and a close resemblance with observations cannot be
expected. Actually, the agreement is best for Stavanger,
while the prediction for Bergen shows some phase errors.
Animations of the sea-level variation in the northeastern North Sea based on data from the CS3model

show that oscillations with about 6-h period appeared in
the southern North Sea and propagated northeastward
along the coast of The Netherlands and into the German
Bight. Similar oscillations also appeared in the area
southwest of Stavanger, where localized small-scale
variations in the wind-stress ﬁeld occurred (Figs. 3, 4). A
sequence of color contour maps of the residual sea-level
displacement in the North Sea from 30 October 2000 is
presented in Fig. 8. It shows a complex pattern of rather
large-scale sea-level disturbances where the quarterdiurnal signal is superimposed, but not so easily identiﬁable. We have also ﬁltered the sea-level displacements
ﬁeld with a low-frequency band pass ﬁlter with cutoﬀ
around 8 h. The ﬁltered sea level is then subtracted from
the original signal to obtain a ﬁltered signal containing
the quarter- diurnal oscillations. When plotted, these
ﬁltered ﬁelds (not shown) display clearly the quarterdiurnal signal propagating northeastwards along the
coast of The Netherlands and into the German Bight. It
was not possible, however, to identify these oscillations
in the ﬁltered time series from the three stations Hirtshals, Tregde, and Helgeroa, and follow the propagations across Skagerrak.
To study the eﬀect of nonlinear tide–surge interaction
we ran the CS3 model both with and without tides.
Figure 5 shows the detided prediction (i.e., astronomical
tide removed after the simulation) for some stations in
the northern and northeastern part of the North Sea.
Also shown is the diﬀerence between the detided model
simulations and the model results without tidal forcing.
The diﬀerence (ﬁne dotted lines in Fig. 5) gives an
indication of the tide–surge interaction. The interaction
eﬀect at the three stations Hirthals, Helgeroa, and Tregde appears as oscillations with nearly semidiurnal
period and crest-to-trough height up to 0.5 m. At
Stavanger and Lerwick further west the interaction does
not contain any noticeable oscillations with 6-hour
period. At Wick on the coast of Scotland (Fig. 5) the
tide produces by nonlinear interaction O(10 cm) amplitude oscillations with 6-h period. This leads to the
conclusion that the large 6-h oscillations observed in
the northern part of the North Sea are mainly due to the
atmospheric forcing.
As expected, the results of the simulations with the
12.5-km resolution NBS model (see Sect. 3) show a
northward-propagating wave signal along the western
coast of Norway. The wave energy is mostly conﬁned to
the shelf zone with depth less than 500 m (Fig. 1). The
waves have the character of coastal trapped waves with
wave length of about 900 km modiﬁed by bottom
topography and the geometry of the coastline. In the
north, at about 68 N, the waves are scattered by the
Lofoten Islands, where the shelf width narrows to less
than 50 km. North of the islands the wave signal is very
weak. In the large bay area south of the islands, Vestfjorden, the waves are ampliﬁed. This agrees qualitatively
well with the observations (see Sect 4).
In order to study the local wave transformation near
the Lofoten Islands in more detail, we performed addi-
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Fig. 8a–d Colour contour maps of residual sea-level displacement
(tide-removed) in the North Sea from the CS3 model on 30 October
2000 at 3, 6, 9, and 12 UTC panel a–d respectively

tional model simulations with the HRN model. The
location of the model domain is shown on the overview
map in Fig. 1 and the details of the bathymetry for the
model domain as displayed in Fig. 9. A wave input of
the form Eq. (1) is applied along the southern boundary
of the model with peak amplitude at the coast (170 km)
decreasing linearly to zero at the southwestern corner of
the model (0 km). Along the western and northern

boundaries radiation conditions are implemented. In
Fig. 9 the contour lines for sea-level displacement at
t ¼ 27 h clearly show the ampliﬁcation of the wave in
Vestfjorden, the bay area south of the Lofoten Islands.
We note that the sea level increases gradually from the
mouth of the fjord south of Værøy (V in Fig. 9), indicating a co-oscillating type of mode in the fjord (see
below)
The variation in wave amplitude in the area is also
seen by the time series for sea-level displacement at these
ﬁve stations: Bodø (Bo), Kabelvåg (Ka), Narvik (N),
Harstad (Ha), and Andenes (A) (Figs. 9,10). Time-series
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Fig. 9 Contour lines for seasurface displacement (intervals 2 cm) at t ¼ 27 h with
wave input at southern
boundary (see text). Location of Bodø, Narvik (N),
Kabelvåg (Ka), Harstad
(Ha), Andenes (A), and
Værøy (V) are shown. For
the latter station only model
data. Colors indicate water
depth in meters

Fig. 10 Time series of modeled sea-surface displacements for stations
in the Lofoten area; Bodø, Kabelvåg (Ka), Narvik (N), Harstad (Ha)
and Andenes (A), ordered from bottom to top. The graphs are
successively displaced by 20 cm to avoid overlap

for sea-level displacement from a station near Værøy (V)
west of Lofoten (not shown in Fig. 10) conﬁrms that the
largest amplitude is conﬁned to the Lofoten bay
(Vestfjorden). Despite the fact that the exact cross-shelf
structure of the wave at the southern boundary of the
model is unknown, the amplitude variation is qualitatively in good agreement with the observations (Fig. 6).
Simulations with wave period tp = 4 h show an even
sharper ampliﬁcation peak at Narvik, while with period
tp = 8 h the ampliﬁcation eﬀect is reduced and the
oscillations are noticeable also at the two stations
Harstad and Andenes north of the Lofoten Islands.
Ampliﬁcation of the semidiurnal and the diurnal tide
around the Lofoten Islands has been demonstrated by
Moe et al. (2002) and related to the topography of the
shelf and the coastline.
The local wave ampliﬁcation observed in Trondheimsfjorden is investigated by the HRS model (see Sect.

3). The fjord proper is about 135 km long, 8–30 km wide
and with depth to about 600 m. The location of the
model domain is shown on the overview map in Fig. 1
and the details of the bathymetry for the model domain
are displayed in Fig. 11. A wave input of the form
Eq. (1) is applied along a section of the western
boundary of the model with peak amplitude at the coast
(45 km) decreasing linearly to zero 150 km from the
southwestern corner of the model domain. Along
the remaining section of the western boundary and on
the northern boundary, radiation conditions are implemented. The overview, (Fig. 11), displays the contour
lines for sea-level displacement at t ¼ 27 h in the Trondheimsfjorden area. The ampliﬁcation within the fjord is
shown by by an enlargement, (Fig. 12), with wave
amplitude increasing from about 8 cm at the mouth to
more than 32 cm at the head of the fjord.
The variation in wave amplitude in the area is also
seen by the time series for sea-level displacement at
ﬁve locations: Kristiansund, Heimsjø (He), Trondheim,
the inner Trondheimsfjord (Be), and Rørvik
(Figs. 11–13). Although the exact cross-shelf structure
of the wave at the western boundary of the model is
unknown, the amplitude variation is qualitatively
found to agree well with the observations (Fig. 6). A
considerable ampliﬁcation takes place inwards from
Trondheim, as seen from the time series for a location
(Be) at the head of the fjord, but no observations are
available to conﬁrm this ﬁnding. Additional simulations with the period of the input wave signal tp ¼ 4 h
and 8 h show that the ampliﬁcation has a rather sharp
peak around tp ¼ 6 h. An ampliﬁcation of the sem-
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Fig. 11 Contour lines for
sea-surface displacement
mid-Norway (intervals 4 cm)
at t ¼ 27 h with wave input
along the western boundary
(see text). Location of Kristiansund, Heimsjø (He),
Trondheim, inner Trondheimsfjord (Be) (only
model data), and Rørvik are
shown. Colors indicate
water depth in meters

Fig. 12 Enlargement of
Trondheimsfjorden from
Fig. 11. Contours for sealevel displacement with 4-cm
intervals. Colors indicate
water depth in meters

idiurnal tide (M2 ) with an amplitude increase of about
15 cm from the mouth to the head of the fjord was
reported by Moe et al. 2003.

The observed local ampliﬁcation of the signal in the
two fjord systems, Vestfjorden in Lofoten, and Trondheimsfjorden, can be explained in terms of a co-oscil-
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Fig. 13 Time series of modeled sea-surface displacements for
stations in mid-Norway; Kristiansund, Heimsjø (He), Trondheim,
inner Trondheimsfjord (Be), and Rørvik ordered from bottom to
top. The graphs are successively displaced by 20 cm to avoid
overlap

lating mode where the water in the fjord communicates
with the open ocean through the fjord mouth. The term
Helmholtz mode is also used for this type of oscillation
(Miles 1974, and references therein). For the simple case
of an open rectangular fjord of length L and uniform
depth h connected to a deep ocean, the period is
T ¼ p4Lﬃﬃﬃﬃ. A crude approximation for Vestfjorden is
gh

L ¼ 260 km and h ¼ 400 m, leading to T ¼ 4:6 h. An
equivalent length for Trondheimsfjorden is more diﬃcult to estimate due to the complex coast form and the
islands outside the fjord, but may be somewhat larger
than the length of the fjord proper. If we take L ¼ 150
km and mean depth h ¼ 500 m we obtain T ¼ 2:4 h. A
mouth correction factor may apply here, bringing the
period closer to 6 h. Clearly, the depth and width of the
shelf outside the mouth will inﬂuence the period as well
as frictional eﬀects and the Earth’s rotation, but these
eﬀects can only be estimated by numerical simulations
with realistic high-resolution fjord and shelf bathymetry,
as shown by the examples above.

6 Conclusions
This study investigates a special storm situation 29–31
October 2000 which led to long regular trains of residual
sea-level oscillations with 6-h period in the North Sea.
The oscillations were recorded over a large area from
Dover in the English Channel to Lofoten in northern
Norway. In Skagerrak in the northeastern part of the
North Sea the main storm-surge signal had a character
of amplitude-modulated oscillations with period about
12 h and crest-to-trough height up to 1.5 m. Along the
western coast of Norway, outside the central storm area,
long trains of regular oscillations with period about 6 h
and crest-to-trough height up to 0.8 m were observed.
Simulations with the British operational storm-surge
model (CS3) show that the latter oscillations most likely
were generated by rather small-scale spatial and temporal variations in the wind-stress ﬁeld localized to the
area oﬀ the coast west of Stavanger, southern Norway.
The sea-level oscillations propagated northwards
along the coast of Norway as coastal trapped waves

and were ampliﬁed locally in some fjords, notably in
Trondheimsfjorden, mid-Norway, and in Vestfjorden in
the Lofoten area. The wave ampliﬁcation in these fjords
and the scattering of the wave signal by the Lofoten
Islands are also conﬁrmed by simulations with highresolution local models.
The train of oscillations with 6-h period were also
recorded at stations along the eastern coast of Scotland
and at Lerwick on Shetland. The signal from Lerwick
correlates with the signal recorded at Bergen on the
Norwegian coast east of Shetland.
Model simulations with the CS3 surge model with
and without tides included show that the oscillations
with period about 6 h in the northern North Sea and
along the west coast of Norway is little aﬀected by
nonlinear tidal eﬀects or tide–surge interaction. An
exception is Wick on the east coast of Scotland, where
the tide produces small amplitude oscillations with period about 6 h. The tide–surge interaction is, however,
noticeable at stations in Skagerrak in the northeastern
North Sea, particularly at Hirtshals, Helgeroa, and
Tregde, where the interaction produces a signiﬁcant
semi-diurnal signal. The 6-h oscillations are not detected
in Skagerrak. At stations along the coast of England in
the southern North Sea and in the English Channel,
oscillations with 6-h period are partly due to nonlinear
eﬀects and small-scale variations in the wind stress. The
oscillations propagate northwards from the English
Channel along the coast of The Netherlands and Germany and can be traced in the observations from Esbjerg on the southern coast of Jutland, Denmark (Fig. 5).
There is a close correlation between the oscillations at
Esbjerg and Bergen (see Sect. 4), but we have not been
able to follow the propagation of the signal between
these two stations.
The storm of 29–31 October 2000 seems to be a rare
event, but we have not systematically examined archive
data to identify other similar events. The amplitude of
the observed oscillations is so large that the phenomena
is of practical signiﬁcance although it is not a frequent
event.
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