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a b s t r a c t
Aerodynamic roughness heights of 1–3 cm were obtained from measured wind profiles collected among
fields of gravel-mantled megaripples in the high desert of the Puna region of northwestern Argentina.
Roughness height appears to be relatively insensitive to the angle at which the wind was incident upon
the bedforms throughout the study sites. The results represent the first wind profiling measurements for
large megaripples, but they also demonstrate the importance of a careful evaluation of many potential
effects that can influence the utility of wind profiling data. The same effects that influence collection
of fieldwork data must also be considered in any prediction of wind profiles anticipated to occur near
Transverse Aeolian Ridges and other aeolian features on Mars that are intermediate in scale between
wind ripples and small sand dunes.
Published by Elsevier Inc.

1. Introduction
Gravel-mantled megaripples, some with heights exceeding one
meter, are present in portions of the Puna high desert region of
northwestern Argentina (Milana, 2009; de Silva et al., 2013). The
megaripple gravels consist of a bimodal association of dense
(>2 g cm3) low-albedo volcanic and metamorphic clasts up to
2.5 cm in diameter, along with high-albedo pumice clasts
(<1.5 g cm3) up to 5 cm in diameter, typically concentrated in a
surface layer <30 cm in thickness, all overlying a fine-grained interior displaying local layering that is conformable to the underlying
bedrock surface (de Silva et al., 2013). The Puna gravel-mantled
megaripples were investigated in order to evaluate these features
as analogs for Transverse Aeolian Ridges on Mars (de Silva et al.,
2013; Bridges et al., 2015). One aspect of the overall project was
to determine the aerodynamic roughness height (z0) associated
with these large aeolian bedforms, a parameter that is critical to
understanding the work that can be done by the wind on a particulate surface exposed to an atmosphere. This report presents z0
results derived from wind profile measurements collected at four
sites within the Puna study area. The gravel-mantled megaripples
in the Puna represent an important end member in the range of
aeolian features that is included within the general term
⇑ Corresponding author.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2015.11.008
0019-1035/Published by Elsevier Inc.

‘megaripple’ (Greeley and Iversen, 1985). The Puna wind profile
data were collected during two field trips that took place in
December 2010 and November 2013.
The wind profiles provide the first estimate of z0 for gravelmantled megaripples throughout the Puna study area, but perhaps
as significant, they also suggest that the largest gravel-mantled
megaripples appear to induce flow separation, similar to what
occurs near sand dunes (Walker and Nickling, 2002). The largest
gravel-mantled megaripples seem to affect the wind profile more
like a sand dune than like a typical sand ripple, which has implications for the roughness height expected near Transverse Aeolian
Ridges (TARs) on Mars, a non-genetic term applied to large aeolian
bedforms that are wide-spread across the planet that may have
formed either as small sand dunes or large wind ripples (Bourke
et al., 2003; Wilson and Zimbelman, 2004; Balme et al., 2008;
Berman et al., 2011). The Puna has also been proposed as an analog
to investigate a possible genetic relationship between the gravelmantled megaripples and ‘periodic bedrock ridges’, erosional bedforms with physical dimensions similar to the gravel-mantled
megaripples; periodic bedrock ridges were first identified on Mars
(Montgomery et al., 2012) but they have also been studied in the
Puna (Hugenholtz et al., 2015). The differences of atmospheric density and gravity between Earth and Mars (Greeley and Iversen,
1985, pp. 82–85; Kok et al., 2012; Lorenz and Zimbelman, 2014,
pp. 40–48) do not diminish the importance of surface–wind
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(aeolian) interactions being strongly dependent upon z0 for natural
surfaces present on both planets.

2. Methodology
Wind profile data were collected at four sites within the Puna:
Campo Piedra Pomez (CPP) [S26°340 59.000 , W67°280 17.200 , 3060 m
elevation (WGS84)], White Barchan [S26°350 55.800 , W67°260 39.900 ,
3030 m], Campo Purulla [S26°360 46.600 , W67°460 03.600 , 3380 m],
and Salar de Incahuasi [S26°280 59.100 , W67°410 03.800 , 3310 m]. The
regional setting for each of these study areas is described in detail
in de Silva et al. (2013). Wind velocity profiles were measured
using three SPER Scientific anemometers that record maximum,
minimum and average wind speed (0.1 m/s accuracy, ±2% precision) during a time interval determined by the manual start and
stop times of the recording period. We documented all three values
for each anemometer after each run (Table 1), but it is important to
note that only the average value captures all of the instantaneous
readings throughout the sampling period. The maximum and minimum values indicate the magnitude of the fluctuations encountered during the sampling period, but there is no way to tell
whether the maximum or minimum values occurred at the same
instant at all three anemometers. Hence, it would not be reliable
to derive z0 using the maximum or minimum values; here we only
use the average values for evaluating the characteristics of the
wind profile. Due to occasional fluctuations in both wind strength
and direction during the Puna trips, most wind profile data were
collected during 2-min recording intervals. Studies of the averaging interval used for wind profile measurements indicate little loss
of precision occurs when going from recording periods of 15 min to
less than 1 min (Namikas et al., 2003), in agreement with recent
tests that gave consistent results using our equipment for sampling
periods ranging from 10 s to 7 min. Longer recording periods (up to
several hours) and towers with more anemometers (>5) would certainly improve the accuracy of z0 obtained from wind velocity profiles (Bauer et al., 1992; Wieringa, 1993; Marticorena et al., 2006),
but the short time available at each site in the Puna led to the
choice to collect multiple wind profiles at multiple locations at
diverse sites rather than collect long time averages for a single
tower location at one site (but see Section 4). Due to the length
of time required to commute to and from the study sites, all wind
measurements were obtained during the afternoon at times when
the horizontal winds were strong so that inertial forces should
dominate the wind flow, but we do not have the information
needed to make a more detailed assessment of atmospheric stability (e.g., Marticorena et al., 2006) at each Puna site.
The three anemometers were logarithmically spaced with
height above the surface, measured to the center of the spinning
vane on each sampling head; anemometer readings and corresponding heights are listed in Table 1. The three anemometers
were affixed to a thin portable pole that was faced into the wind
prior to each recording session (Fig. 1), mounted in a manner that
that did not interfere with wind flow to the sensor heads. A logarithmic least-squares fit (with correlation coefficient r2) was
applied to the wind profile data for each run, from which the
height above the surface at which the wind velocity is zero (z0)
was determined. The fit used an expression of the form y = a
+ b ln x, where y is the observed wind speed at height x above the
surface. The fitting procedure worked well as long as the wind profile followed the normal logarithmic relationship present within a
turbulent boundary layer generated through friction between the
surface and the wind. The surface relief and particle sizes at each
tower location were consistent for long fetches upwind from the
tower; using Google Earth after the trips, the upwind fetch was
consistent for >900 m at the CPP site, >160 m at the White Barchan
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site, >400 m at the Purulla site, and >300 m at the Incahuasi site.
These fetch lengths should be sufficient for development of a
well-mixed boundary layer at the tower locations, as discussed
by Wieringa (1993) and in Section 4.
Setting y = 0, the best-fit expression is solved for x, which gives
the value of z0 (Table 1). When z0 and the wind speed at one height
are known, the wind speed at any other height is obtained using
the Prandtl–von Karman logarithmic relationship known as the
‘‘Law of the Wall” (Walker and Nickling, 2002; Kok et al., 2012):
u(z) = (u⁄/k) ln (z/z0), where u is the wind velocity at height z, u⁄
is the shear velocity (or friction speed) of the wind, and k is the
von Karman constant (normally taken to be 0.4). Using z0 and
the wind speed measured at each height, the Law of the Wall gives
the shear velocity u⁄ (a measure of the slope of a semi-logarithmic
profile of velocity versus height) of the wind for each anemometer
reading. The rightmost column in Table 1 lists the average of the
three shear velocities calculated for the observed wind speeds
measured by each anemometer during each recording session. In
general, typical u⁄ values range from 0.2 m/s (for well sorted fine
sand both in wind tunnels and in a field setting) to 0.4 m/s (field
measurements in diverse desert settings) at the threshold of sand
motion (Bagnold, 1941; Greeley and Iversen, 1985; Nickling,
1988; Lancaster and Baas, 1998; Creyssels et al., 2009; Kok et al.,
2012). The elevation of the Puna means that the atmospheric pressure and density is considerably lower than at sea level, which
translates to the shear velocity at the Puna being about 1.7 the
value at sea level; hence, threshold shear velocity at the Puna study
sites should be more like 0.4–0.7 m/s (de Silva et al., 2013; Bridges
et al., 2015).
Topographic profiles of a gravel-mantled megaripple at each
site were measured perpendicular to the bedform crest (Fig. 2).
At the three 2010 sites the profile data were obtained by measuring the relief relative to a laser line projected above the megaripple
bedform (following the procedure described in Zimbelman et al.
(2012)). During the 2013 trip, a new profiling technique was used
at the Incahuasi site. Through collection of many digital images
taken along a line perpendicular to one gravel-mantled megaripple
crest, multi-view stereo photogrammetry (MVSP) software was
used to generate a digital terrain model (DTM) from which a
detailed topographic profile across the feature was obtained
(Scheidt et al., 2014). Local slope was removed from each topographic profile where the measurements clearly revealed breaks
in slope on both sides of the bedform. The topographic profiles
(Fig. 2) are representative of the gravel-mantled megaripples present at each wind profile location.
3. Results
The wind profile data from the CPP site were the first to be collected, and they are unique in that a strong afternoon wind was
blowing from a direction almost parallel to the gravel-mantled
megaripple crests (see Supplemental Material Fig. S1). This persistent strong wind direction was not typical of the formative winds
responsible for the construction of the gravel-mantled megaripple
bedforms, but the roughness height values of 1–3 cm obtained
here are consistent with results obtained from the other Puna
study locations (Table 1). The gravel-mantled megaripples at the
CPP site are generally >80 cm in vertical relief (Fig. 2), with wavelengths >14 m, which represent the largest bedforms encountered
at the four Puna wind profiling study sites. There is no significant
change in z0 obtained from wind tower locations distributed at various positions along a line perpendicular to the gravel-mantled
megaripples at the CPP site, interpreted to suggest that the derived
roughness height is a result of wind flow over a large portion of the
megaripple field rather than being overly influenced by the nearest
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Table 1
Aerodynamic roughness height (z0) and average shear velocity (u⁄) derived from logarithmic least-squares regression (with correlation coefficient r2) to wind profiles in the Puna
of Argentina. Anemometer heights remain constant for subsequent entries until new heights are listed. Measurement sampling duration was 2 min except for one run at White
Barchan. Bold entries indicate a non-logarithmic profile with height at the crest and downwind of a Purulla megaripple (see text).
Site

Roughness height

Corr. coeff.

Shear vel.

v1 (m/s)

Velocity (at height, in cm)
v2 (m/s)

v3 (m/s)

z0 (cm)

r2

u⁄ (m/s)

7.3 (9)
6.3
4.6

9.6 (39)
7.9
5.5

18.4 (159)
15.9
11.1

1.9

0.93

1.4

Max
Ave
Min

6.9
5.9
4.1

9.6
7.4
4.9

18.4
14.5
12.9

1.7

0.93

1.2

Max
Ave
Min
Max
Ave
Min

5.7
4.9
2.9
4.3
3.5
2.3

9.5
8.5
5.8
8.1
6.4
4.7

18.2
16.6
12.4
16.2
12.6
8.9

3.3

0.97

1.7

3.7

0.98

1.3

Max
Ave
Min

10.8
9.3
6.6

13.5
11.5
8.0

24.6
23.4
16.5

0.13

0.91

1.0

Max
Ave
Min

12.0
7.7
5.6

14.6
9.7
6.7

24.7
16.5
9.1

0.60

0.94

1.1

Max
Ave
Min

6.8 (8)
5.3
3.9

10.1 (38)
8.6
6.5

17.8 (158)
12.8
10.4

0.94

0.99

1.0

Max
Ave
Min

6.1
5.2
3.3

10.4
8.3
5.1

15.6
13.7
8.8

1.4

0.98

1.1

5.1 (8)
4.0
2.4

7.9 (39)
6.2
4.2

13.7 (160)
11.8
9.3

2.1

0.96

1.0

Max
Ave
Min

3.7
2.9
2.1

5.8
4.4
3.3

12.7
9.8
7.6

3.0

0.94

1.0

Maxd
Aved
Mind

6.7
2.8
1.7

9.0
4.3
2.7

13.1
6.8
5.0

1.1

0.98

0.5

3.9 (11)
1.2
1.0

6.9 (43)
2.9
2.3

7.8 (162)
3.9
3.0

3.0

0.99

0.4

Max
Ave
Min

4.9
3.1
1.3

7.2
4.3
2.9

8.9
7.8
4.5

2.3

0.96

0.7

Max
Ave
Min

3.9
2.0
1.4

6.3
2.9
2.4

8.1
4.9
3.8

2.0

0.98

0.4

Max
Ave
Min

9.4 (11)
7.8
3.8

9.9 (43)
8.0
3.8

11.1 (161)
8.6
4.1

<1 E10

0.96

Max
Ave
Min

8.8
5.9
3.8

7.8
6.1
5.2

9.6
7.0
4.3

<1 E07

0.94

Max
Ave
Min

14.0
7.4
4.5

10.3
5.1
4.3

12.8
5.9
4.7

>200

Max
Ave
Min

4.7
2.7
1.0

4.3
2.7
1.8

7.4
5.3
3.4

1.0

0.86

Max
Ave
Min

3.6
0.5
0.0

3.1
2.0
1.0

5.8
5.0
3.3

9.5

0.98

Max

4.3 (12)

4.3 (44)

7.6 (162)

Campo Piedra Pomez (CPP) (12/5/10)
Trougha
Max
Ave
Min
Trougha

Stoss basea

Stoss basea

Cresta

Cresta

Trougha

Trougha

White Barchan (12/5/10)
Troughb
Max
Ave
Min
Troughb

Troughb

Campo Purulla (12/6/10)
Max
Troughc
Ave
Min
Troughb

Troughb

Crestb

Crestb

Crestb

Lee baseb

Lee baseb

Troughb

0.65

0.9
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Table 1 (continued)
Site

Troughb

Velocity (at height, in cm)

Roughness height

Corr. coeff.

Shear vel.

v1 (m/s)

v2 (m/s)

v3 (m/s)

z0 (cm)

r2

u⁄ (m/s)

Ave
Min

2.6
1.6

2.5
2.0

4.6
2.9

0.60

0.84

Max
Ave
Min

8.2
5.5
4.0

5.9
4.3
2.8

9.8
7.4
5.3

<0.01

0.61

4.7 (10)
3.7
1.7

6.7 (40)
4.4
2.1

10.7 (160)
7.9
3.6

1.2

0.93

0.6

Max
Ave
Min

8.4
5.3
1.2

9.9
6.0
2.3

14.9
9.7
3.0

0.49

0.93

0.6

Max
Ave
Min

6.4
4.5
0.0e

9.8
6.3
3.2

14.6
8.7
4.8

0.55

0.99

0.6

Salar de Incahuasi (11/19/13)
Troughb
Max
Ave
Min
Troughb

Troughb

a
b
c
d
e

Wind was blowing 15° from parallel to the crest.
Wind was blowing perpendicular to the crest.
Wind was blowing 20° from parallel to the crest.
22 min sampling duration.
This value is questionable; the overall wind seemed relatively constant throughout the sampling period to an observer positioned behind the tower.

Fig. 1. Wind profile equipment in a trough between megaripples at the Purulla site, looking north. Subsequent measurements were obtained at locations across the
megaripple to the right of the tower. JRZ photo, 12/6/10.

bedform. However, smaller z0 values were obtained at the CPP site
when the tower was placed on the crest of a megaripple (Table 1),
which also correspond to the strongest wind speeds observed at
any of the Puna tower sites. The height of the CPP megaripple

bedforms (Fig. 2) placed the crest tower location well above the
height of the other CPP tower sites, which may possibly have contributed to a higher overall wind speed at this location. All wind
speeds at the CCP site were above threshold shear velocity, but
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Fig. 2. Combined plot of megaripple profiles measured perpendicular to the megaripple crests. Profiles are shown at the same scale, oriented so that the formative wind
comes from the left for each site. The precision of the measurement for each point is smaller than the symbols shown in the plot. See text for the methods used to produce
these profiles.

only occasional saltating sand grains were observed during the
wind profile measurements, indicating a lack of a substantial
upwind sand supply at the time of the measurements.
At the White Barchan site, the wind was blowing perpendicular
to the megaripple crests during the profile measurements (SM
Fig. S2). The White Barchan megaripples are best described as
granule-covered features, given the 2–3 mm size of the milky
quartz coarse particles on their surface (SM Fig. S7), in contrast
to the gravel mantling on the large bedforms at the other Puna
study sites (megaripple crest particles at each site are shown in
SM Figs. S5 and S7–S9). The White Barchan granule ripples are
the smallest bedforms at the four Puna study sites (Fig. 2), with
vertical relief of 10–20 cm, which is comparable to granule ripples
in diverse desert locations (Sharp, 1963; Yizhaq et al., 2009;
Zimbelman et al., 2012). In spite of the small bedform and surface
particle size at this location, our experimental setup was not capable of distinguishing effects attributable to these smaller physical
dimensions; a roughness height of 1–3 cm was obtained here as
well (Table 1). The lowest measured z0 values at the White Barchan
site come from of a 22-min-long observation session, the only Puna
measurements obtained for a sampling period longer than 2 min.
The Purulla site was the first location where wind profile data
were obtained with wind blowing both along and perpendicular
to the crest orientation of large gravel-mantled megaripples. The
Purulla megaripples have 75 cm of vertical relief (Fig. 2) and wavelength >11 m. During the first Purulla wind profiling measurement,
the wind blew almost parallel to the megaripple crests, similar to
the situation encountered during profiling at the CCP site; a z0 of
3 cm was obtained from this profiling run, at a shear velocity only
slightly above threshold (Table 1). Following the first profiling
measurement, the wind underwent a pronounced shift to an orientation perpendicular to the bedform crests. The anemometer pole
was rotated (while at the same location) to face the anemometers
into the new wind orientation, after which two profiling runs
yielded z0 of 2.0–2.3 cm for shear velocities comparable to those
during the first measurement (Table 1). The fact that the results
obtained at this tower location, in the trough between two
megaripples (Fig. 1), are consistent for two rather different wind
orientations, as well as with the overall CCP results, suggest an
insensitivity to a specific wind orientation, although more precise
measurements may be needed in order to distinguish any subtle
orientation-dependent changes.

Subsequent Purulla profiling locations placed the tower at positions on (Fig. 3) and downwind of (SM Fig. S3) a large gravelmantled megaripple. At these locations, the wind profiles were
non-logarithmic; the lowest anemometer speeds were comparable
to or even higher than the speeds at the second anemometer,
resulting in spurious z0 values when applied to a logarithmic fit
(Table 1). At the time, we suspected that perhaps the lower
anemometer may have malfunctioned, and this assessment ended
the wind profiling measurements for the 2010 trip. However, once
back home, all three anemometers were found to be functioning
properly, giving consistent wind results to within 0.1 m/s when
placed adjacent to each other in a constant wind, leading to the
conclusion that accurate speeds had been recorded at Purulla.
Following the first trip, an extensive literature search revealed
multiple investigations of non-logarithmic wind profiles associated
with wind flow over sand dunes (e.g., Fraser et al., 1998; Hesp,
2002; Walker and Nickling, 2002). Much of the non-logarithmic
behavior over dunes can be attributed to the speed-up of nearsurface winds caused by flow compression on the stoss side (e.g.,
the Bernoulli principle in action; Walker and Nickling, 2002), along
with formation of a separation bubble downwind of the dune crest
(e.g., Sauermann et al., 2001; Kroy et al., 2002; Duran et al., 2010;
Walker and Shugar, 2013). The Purulla wind profiling results from
locations on and immediately downwind of a large megaripple
suggest that flow separation may take place at the gravelmantled megaripple crest, along with development of a turbulent
wake zone downwind, something we had not anticipated. Unfortunately, the anemometers do not record wind direction, so we are
unable to confirm that reverse flow actually took place at Purulla.
During the 2013 trip, we intended to investigate the possibility
of flow separation downwind of large megaripples, but due to multiple cable failures early in the profiling effort, useful wind profiling
measurements were obtained for only a single tower location at
the Incahuasi site. The gravel-mantled megaripples at the Incahuasi site have vertical relief and wavelength very similar to that
of the Purulla site (Fig. 2). The Incahuasi tower site was chosen to
be >5 m downwind from the nearest upwind gravel-mantled
megaripple, in order to be well beyond the likely end of any separation bubble (SM Fig. S4). Wind profiles obtained from three 2min sampling periods at this location gave good logarithmic wind
profiles and z0 of 0.5–1.2 cm for wind perpendicular to the gravelmantled megaripple crests, at shear velocities above what should
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Fig. 3. Tower on crest of a megaripple at the Purulla site. Wind was blowing perpendicular to the megaripple crest. A non-logarithmic wind profile was observed at this
location, possibly related to the Bernoulli effect of compressed flow lines moving up the stoss side of the bedform. JRZ photo, 12/6/10.

be the local threshold for sand saltation (Table 1). As at all other
Puna megaripples sites, virtually no sand was observed to be in
motion at the Incahuasi site, likely due to limited upwind sand
supply. The minimum wind speed for the lowest anemometer gave
a null result at the conclusion of the third measurement period, followed quickly by complete failure of the middle anemometer; both
anemometers failed to produce any useful results after this third
measurement period, most likely due to failures in the cables leading from the anemometers to the recording meters. After several
aborted attempts to find a way to resolve this issue in the field,
we abandoned further wind profile measurements during the
2013 trip. Upon returning from the 2013 trip, we concluded that
it would not be productive to replace the failed anemometers, for
reasons discussed in the next section.
4. Discussion
After the completion of both Puna trips, the review process
brought to our attention a very important paper that would have
greatly assisted both the preparation for and the performance of
wind profiling experiments in the field. Wieringa (1993) made an
in-depth assessment of several conditions that can affect the usefulness of wind profiling measurements aimed at determining
roughness height, published in a journal that is likely unfamiliar
to most geologists. This paper includes both an excellent review
of the theory of wind flow within a boundary layer, the region
between steady stream flow and a solid (or mobile) surface boundary, and explanations of several conditions that govern the collection of meaningful wind profile measurements; this paper should
be required reading for everyone contemplating making wind

profile measurements in a field (or laboratory) setting. We only
became aware of this paper after the Puna data had already been
collected, but next we consider how the Puna measurements compare to the guidelines of Wieringa (1993).
The region of interaction between the wind and the surface can
be described by several terms, but the concept of the ‘inertial sublayer’ (ISL; Wieringa, 1993) has an effect on how and where wind
profile measurements should be made. In particular, the lower
limit to the ISL, below which the wind flow transitions from true
turbulent flow to more laminar flow, should be at least 20z0
(Wieringa, 1993). Consequently, an estimate of z0 is needed before
the lowest anemometer height can be determined. The Puna z0 values obtained here suggest that the lowest anemometer should
have been at a height of at least 20 cm above the surface, so it is
quite probable that our lowest anemometer was located below
the bottom of a ‘well-mixed’ ISL, but there is no indication that
the lowest anemometer results from the Puna were somehow consistently skewed or modified, except immediately downwind of
large megaripples. The upper limit to the ISL is related to the planetary (global-scale) boundary layer at the study location, and our
small tower was much shorter than what could be expected for
the scale of the planetary boundary layer at the Puna.
Measuring a wind profile can also be affected by the upwind
fetch, the length over which the surface has a homogeneous distribution of roughness elements. Once again, the minimum fetch
length for development of a well-mixed ISL is related to the roughness height of the surface, so an estimate of z0 should normally
precede selection of a tower location. For roughness heights on
the order of 10 cm, the minimum fetch should be about 100 times
the lowest anemometer height (Fig. 3 of Wieringa (1993)), which
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from above should be 20z0. Consequently, for the Puna study sites,
the minimum fetch lengths should have been >200 m. Google
Earth allowed us to determine the upwind fetch length at each
tower site (described above), with the result that the Puna tower
locations exceeded or were close to the recommended minimum
upwind fetch length.
The number of levels at which the wind speed should be measured is also a function of the surface roughness of the study site. In
order to determine z0 to within a factor of 2, 4 levels should be documented for z0  0.1 m, with 5 or more levels needed for really
smooth terrains (Wieringa, 1993). Since the Puna tower used three
anemometers for all of the measurements, the resulting z0 values
in Table 1 could be uncertain by more than a factor of two. However, the 3-anemometer setup used at the Puna typically obtained
results consistent with the Law of the Wall, except immediately
downwind of large megaripples, and it was successful obtaining
reasonable z0 values at some other desert settings (discussed
below).
Wieringa (1993) mentioned that the equations used to describe
wind flow within the ISL refer to a ‘neutral thermal stratification’
condition in the atmosphere. Marticorena et al. (2006) explored
the thermal conditions associated with wind tower measurements
in great depth, relating z0 to several temperature profile conditions.
We do not have temperatures for each anemometer height for the
Puna measurements to address the stability question quantitatively, but the observed horizontal afternoon winds experienced
while making the wind measurements suggest that inertial forces
likely dominated over local convective instability.
The anemometers used in the Puna study recorded maximum,
minimum and average wind speeds during each recording interval.
As described in Section 2, there is no way to confirm that the maximum and minimum winds occurred at the same instant during
the recording interval, and therefore both extreme values are not

useful for a quantitative assessment of the wind profile. For completeness all recorded values are reported in Table 1, but only
the average values were used to determine z0 and u⁄. For future
wind profiling experiments, we recommend that anemometers
with a data logging capability (along with simultaneous temperature measurements) be employed, which would allow the wind
strength variability to be assessed through the entire recording
interval, as well as assess the atmospheric stability during the
measurement interval. These considerations governed our choice
not to replace the anemometers used for the Puna study with similar instruments.
The experimental set-up used in the Puna clearly has several
limitations, as discussed above. In order to characterize the effects
that these limitations may have had on the results, we compared
results obtained with our equipment at other locations to values
in the literature obtained over similar terrains using a more sophisticated apparatus. Table 2 gives z0 results obtained with the same
3-anemometer tower used in the Puna to compare to wellconstrained results reported in the literature from diverse settings.
The z0 range reported by Marticorena et al. (2006) also incorporates consideration of thermal stability conditions. These data
demonstrate that the tower setup used in the Puna does reproduce
small z0 values for obstacle-free sand that are consistent with several previously published well documented studies. The sand sheet
results obtained at the Killpecker dunes slightly exceed the range
reported by Marticorena et al. (2006), but it is not clear how comparable in detail these two locations may be. The equipment used
in the Puna also obtained values for grass-covered sand that are
consistent with other published results. These comparisons do
not account for all of the issues raised by Wieringa (1993) and
Marticorena et al. (2006), but at least they suggest that the Puna
results can be considered to be a first-order representation of what
might be expected for wind flow within fields of megaripples.

Table 2
Comparison of roughness heights reported in the literature to those obtained at desert locations with the same 3-anemometer equipment used in this study. If only a single value
was published, that value is listed in both the minimum and maximum columns. Bold entries are 3-anemometer measurements obtained on the specified date. Literature data are
mostly derived from Tables 6 and 7 of Marticorena et al. (2006) and Table VIII of Wieringa (1993).
Surface type

Ref.

Location

z0 min (m)

z0 max (m)

[1]
[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]

Owens Lake, CA
Central Sahara
McMurdo, Antarc.
Multiple sites
Gobabeb, Namibia
Douz, Tunisia (S8)
Kau Desert, HI
Killpecker, WY

.00075
.0003
.0005
.0002
.00004
.000019
.00002
.00009

.00075
.0003
.0009
.0005
.00004
.00034
.00005
.0006

Vegetated sand
Sand sheet with salt grass
Short grass and moss
Tundra
Vegetated surfaces
Grass-covered sand sheetc

[1]
[4]
[7]
[6]

Owens Lake, CA
Multiple sites
Peard Bay, AK
Tunisia (S2–5, 7, 10)
Killpecker, WY

.002
.008
.021
.0017
.01

.013
.03
.021
.020
.035

For comparison to Puna
Gravelly sand sheets to boulder-covered moraines
Short grass and moss
Vegetated, stony pasture
Gravel-covered megaripples

[3]
[4]
[6]

McMurdo, Antarc.
Multiple sites
Tunisia (S3, S5)
This work

.001
.008
.0046
.01

.03
.03
.015
.03

Flat sand
Bare sand sheet
Flat desert
Flat sand, scattered rocks
Flat desert, tidal flat
Interdunal surface
Sand dunes
Flat sand sheeta
Non-vegetated interduneb

[1]
[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]
a
b
c

Lancaster and Baas (1998).
Tezlaff (1974).
Lancaster (2004).
Wieringa (1993), from Table VIII – homogeneous surface types.
Greeley et al. (1997).
Marticorena et al. (2006).
Harper and Wiseman (1977, 1978).
Data collected on 8/16/09.
Data collected on 7/12/06.
Data collected on 7/14/06.
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Table 2 also shows that the Puna results are broadly similar to
results obtained from gravel- to boulder-covered glacial terrain,
as well as sites with short grass or in a vegetated, stony pasture.
It appears that the gravel-mantled megaripple bedforms in the
Puna influence the wind in a manner equivalent to that of a stony
field or terrain covered by low plants. We interpret these comparisons to suggest that the Puna z0 values are more likely a representation of wind flow over a broad region of megaripples rather than
being dominated by a single nearby bedform (unless the measurements are made too close to an upwind large megaripple), or by
the distribution of particles that coat the megaripple surfaces. If
this is correct, then the Puna results represent a regional property
more than a result that is somehow tied to an individual megaripple bedform.
The Puna study sites appear to have similar z0 values regardless
of the orientation of the wind relative to the crests of the bedforms
(within the acknowledged limitations of the measurements).
Unlike what we expected before the fieldwork, the Puna results
hint that roughness height may not be closely tied to the orientation that the wind blows across a megaripple field. This possible
orientation insensitivity also may be related to the observation
that the crests of the large gravel-mantled megaripples consist of
closely packed gravel particles (SM Figs. S5, S8, S9), while the
troughs between large megaripples (SM Fig. S6) consist of more
separated gravel particles, more comparable to the spacing of particles on the granule-coated White Barchan megaripples (SM
Fig. S7). Somehow the combination of both the surface particle distribution and the scale of the large megaripples may contribute to
an effective roughness height that does not demonstrate a strong
directional dependence, although clearly more precise wind profile
measurements are required to evaluate this possibility.
The Puna results have some broad implications for the possible
aerodynamic roughness height associated with coarse-particlemantled TARs on Mars. It is probable that the thin martian atmosphere would alter some of the limitations for wind profiling
described by Wieringa (1993), such as the minimum and maximum heights at which to assess the ISL. Even without a detailed
understanding of boundary layer details for Mars, the Wieringa
(1993) guidelines should be considered when attempting to predict what wind profile may be associated with a TAR field. Some
specific values recommended by Wieringa (1993) may turn out
to be minimums for a planet where reduced atmospheric pressure
and gravity (compared to Earth) both contribute to saltation paths
that are substantially longer than those experienced on Earth (e.g.,
White, 1979).
Martian TARs are mantled by particles that are considerably larger than medium sand, as has been observed by rovers at multiple
locations on Mars (e.g., Sullivan et al., 2005, 2008; Blake et al.,
2013). Perhaps the difference between wind flow over a flat surface
versus wind flow over a TAR field may contribute to both the initiation and growth of coarse-particle-mantled aeolian bedforms
on Mars. The roughness height associated with a TAR field should
affect how saltation, reptation, and creep processes express themselves with regard to the resulting bedforms. The Puna results
should be viewed as warranting further careful investigation, both
on Earth and for eventual application to Mars. Wind tunnel investigations of z0 associated with scaled megaripple bedforms could
be a productive area for future investigation, and also aid in preparations for future wind profiling experiments around megaripples
on Earth or Mars.
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