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ABSTRACT

We analyse potential changes in the average and cumulative properties of wind waves owing to
the loss of sea ice in regions that are currently seasonally ice-covered. The focus is on the Gulf
of Riga, located in the eastern Baltic Sea at higher temperate latitudes. This water body is almost
isolated from the rest of the Baltic Sea in terms of wave and ice fields. We compare the statistical
properties of wave time series from a hypothetical ice-free wave simulation for the period 1990-
2021 with truncated ones in which waves are ignored during the ice season. These simulations
are made using the SWAN model with a spatial resolution of about 1 nautical mile for the whole
gulf and down to 300 m in its nearshore, and forced with ERAS wind data. The presence of
seasonal ice cover insignificantly impacts the formal average wave properties, but the total loss
of sea ice will significantly increase the levels of annual cumulative wave energy and its flux,
and will thus add considerable energy to coastal processes in this water body.

Introduction

Sea ice, an inherent phenomenon in polar regions, occupies around one-tenth of the
ocean’s surface. Most of the seas that are seasonally or year-round covered by ice are
located at higher temperate or polar latitudes of the globe, far to the north or south of
latitude 60°. Some water bodies at more temperate latitudes, such as the Sea of Japan
(which usually has quite thin ice cover; Zhang et al. 2023), the Gulf of St Lawrence
(Urrego-Blanco and Sheng 2014), and the Great Lakes (Wang et al. 2012), also
regularly experience seasonal ice cover. All these water bodies are impacted by
climate change that generally leads to a shortening of the ice season and alternations
to ice properties (Ruest et al. 2016; Huang et al. 2021). The loss of ice in such water
bodies naturally leads to changes in wave properties: an increase in the significant
wave height (Wang et al. 2018) and a substantial intensification of nearshore sediment
transport (Manson 2022).

These processes are also characteristic of the Baltic Sea. It is a boreal marginal
water body that is completely isolated from wave formation processes in the North
Atlantic, has its own wave climate (Soomere 2023), and experiences highly varying
seasonal ice cover each year (Vihma and Haapala 2009). As this sea extends almost
1600 km from the south to the north (Leppéranta and Myrberg 2009), its ice cover
varies greatly in the different parts of the sea. While the ice season covers about half
a year in the northern regions, ice in the open sea is infrequent in the south (SMHI
and FIMR 1982).

Ice cover can affect wave climate in several ways. The presence of ice cover
reduces the fetch length, hinders the propagation and growth of waves (Liu and
Mollo-Christensen 1988), and enhances wave energy attenuation (Wadhams et al.
1986; Squire 2020). The presence of floating ice generally leads to wave energy
dissipation (Collins et al. 2015; Mostert and Deike 2020; Tavakoli and Babanin 2021;
Thomson 2022). Sea ice protects the nearshore and coastal zones, both directly as a
natural breakwater and indirectly via reduction of wind speed over sea ice owing to
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the increased local atmospheric stability (Alkama et al. 2020;
Iwasaki 2022). It can also prevent coastal areas from storm
surges and erosion (Orviku et al. 2003; Ryabchuk et al. 2011).
This aspect has a particular impact in the Baltic Sea where
large variations in water level are caused by atmospheric
forcing (Weisse et al. 2021). As a result, the presence of even
partial ice cover decreases the impact of waves in the near-
shore and at the shoreline. The total decrease in cumulative
wave energy due to ice cover can reach up to 80% in the
Bohai Sea, the Yellow Sea (Zhang et al. 2020), and up to
82% in the Bay of Bothnia, the Baltic Sea, in single years
(Najafzadeh et al. 2022).

Ice extent in the Baltic Sea is strongly linked to large-
scale atmospheric circulation patterns in the North Atlantic
(Omstedt and Chen 2001). The most dominant teleconnection
patterns in this region are the North Atlantic Oscillation
(NAO) and the Scandinavian mode (e.g., Tinz 1996; von Storch
et al. 2015). These patterns largely not only govern the course
of air pressure and temperature but also affect seasonal and
decadal variations in wave properties (Najafzadeh et al. 2021;
Adell et al. 2023) through their impact on wind speed and
direction. An increase in air temperature is apparently the
main driver of the gradual decrease in the area and thickness
of the ice cover in the Baltic Sea (Palosuo 1953; Hari et al.
2017). An upward trend in the probability of ice occurrence
locally in the Gulf of Riga and the Gulf of Finland in the 20th
century (Jevrejeva et al. 2004) was probably caused by an
increase in freshwater influx to these subbasins (Winsor et al.
2001). The loss of'ice is expected to persist (Jylha et al. 2008;
Luomaranta et al. 2014), which is consistent with satellite
observations and models that demonstrate a gradual ice loss
across the entire planet (Slater et al. 2021).

Despite varying estimates of changes in wind speed in
the Baltic Sea region (Pryor and Barthelmie 2003; Hiinicke
et al. 2015; Torralba et al. 2017), it is likely that no major
trend in wind speed exists in this region (Hiinicke et al. 2015;
Rutgersson et al. 2022). However, notable changes in the
direction of strong winds (Bierstedt et al. 2015) that pre-
dominantly blow from the west or southwest (Ruosteenoja
et al. 2019) have been observed. These changes are evident
in spatial variations in the Baltic Sea wave properties
(Kudryavtseva and Soomere 2017; Najafzadeh et al. 2021)
and extreme water levels (Pindsoo and Soomere 2020), and
are most pronounced during autumn and winter seasons
(Bierstedt et al. 2015), coinciding with the onset of cold
weather and freezing conditions. Therefore, these relevant
trends may have changed both the wind-wave and ice climate
of the Baltic Sea. Moreover, extreme wave conditions, char-
acterised by significant wave heights of >7 m, usually occur
during the period from November to January (Bjorkqvist et
al. 2017). It is thus likely that changes in the beginning time
or duration of the ice season due to the described changes not
only leave the shoreline unprotected but could also result in
a substantial increase in nearshore hydrodynamic loads.

In this paper, we evaluate the nearshore wave loads in
response to the climate change-driven loss of sea ice in the
Gulf of Riga, the third-largest seasonally ice-covered water
body of the Baltic Sea. To a first approximation, we analyse

the potential changes in average wave properties and the
likely increase in cumulative wave properties, such as total
wave energy or its flux, owing to the complete loss of ice.
The analysis is performed using time series of wave prop-
erties, evaluated with idealised totally ice-free climate and
actual ice data from recent decades, similar to Najafzadeh et
al. (2022). This approach assumes that waves do not penetrate
into ice-covered sea areas. We analyse five characteristic
locations: one is used for instrumental wave measurements
(Giudici et al. 2023), two for visual wave observations
(Eelsalu et al. 2014), one characterises the situation in the
offshore of the gulf, and the last one is located near the
entrance of the gulf in the eastern Baltic Proper.

Data and method
The basic procedure

The influence of sea ice on wave properties is a multi-faceted
process, and different approaches to the presence of sea ice
may lead to different ways to evaluating the statistical prop-
erties of wave fields in seasonally ice-covered seas (Tuomi
et al. 2011). Contemporary wave models usually accurately
replicate the impact of sea ice on wave properties in terms of
long-term statistics (Bjorkqvist et al. 2018). However, un-
certainties in the specification of the spatial distribution of
ice cover may result in large differences in time series and
short-term (e.g., monthly) maxima. For example, the use of
various sources of ice information led to a 3.2 m difference
in the monthly maximum significant wave height in the north-
ern Baltic Sea (Tuomi et al. 2019). For this reason, we focus
on the annual average and cumulative properties of wave
fields in the Gulf of Riga. Similar to the more northern
regions of the Baltic Sea (Najafzadeh et al. 2022), it is likely
that these characteristics are less sensitive with respect to
uncertainties in ice information.

There are several approaches for estimating the effect of
ice cover on wave properties. The most common is Type F
approach (also called Type F statistics; Tuomi et al. 2011). It
exclusively incorporates wave data during ice-free time at
a given location. Type N approach represents the idealised
scenario where there is no ice at all in the study area (Tuomi
et al. 2011). Type N statistical quantities for seasonally ice-
covered regions are usually estimated with wave models
that do not involve sea ice during the entire study period.
Following Najafzadeh et al. (2022), we perform a comparison
of wave properties evaluated using Type F and Type N stat-
istics to develop a first approximation of the impact of the
presence of ice on wave climate.

We employ ice information from public databases OSI-450
and OSI-430 (Lavergne et al. 2019) and wave time series from
a recent replication of idealised ice-free wave climate in the
entire Baltic Sea (Giudici et al. 2023). The procedures of hand-
ling ice data are described in detail in Najafzadeh et al. (2022).
For this reason, we only explain the main features of these
datasets that are directly related to the analysis in this paper.

The basic procedure follows the one employed by
Najafzadeh et al. (2022). The potential impact of ice loss on
wave loads is evaluated using modelled Type N statistics and
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satellite-derived information about the duration of the ice
season. Wave height is taken from the simulations by Giudici
et al. (2023) and is set to zero during the ice season for each
ice-covered location. We use only two dates extracted from
the ice data: the start and end days of the ice season at each
location. As the ice season often extends over two subsequent
calendar years, the differences in wave properties in the
current climate (for which Type F statistics are used as a
proxy) and in the hypothetical ice-free climate (Type N) are
evaluated for the so-called windy seasons (Ménnikus et al.
2020), involving the time period from 1 July to 30 June of
the subsequent year. The analysis covers 31 windy seasons
from 1990/1991 to 2020/2021, focusing on average wave
height as well as cumulative wave energy and wave energy
flux during the whole windy season and the ice-free time of
such seasons.

Wave data

The time series of wave height and period were extracted
from simulations performed using the SWAN wave model
(Booij et al. 1999) for the period of 1990-2021. The model
setup under idealised ice-free conditions, implemented para-
meters and features of the output are described in Giudici et
al. (2023). The simulations were performed on a three-level
nested grid. The coarse grid covers the entire Baltic Sea (Fig. 1)

with a horizontal resolution of about 3 nautical miles (nmi).
The medium grid covers the Gulf of Riga and its vicinity with
aresolution of approximately 1 nmi. A set of fine grids covers
the coastal area, with a resolution of 0.32 nmi (about 600 m)
along the southern and eastern (mostly straight) shores of the
gulf, and with a resolution of about 0.16 nmi (about 300 m)
in the northern side of the gulf, to meet the complicated shape
and irregular bathymetry in this region.

The simulations were forced with wind information
matching the latest WMO climatological standard normals
from 1991 to 2020, with an extension from 1990 until 2022,
using the state-of-the-art global atmospheric reanalysis ERAS
(Hersbach et al. 2020) developed by the European Centre for
Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF 2006). More
detailed information about the bathymetry and other features
of the grid, as well as the particular setup, is provided in
Giudici et al. (2023) and Najafzadeh et al. (2024).

The output of the model was validated against wave mea-
surements at one location in the Baltic Proper (Harilaid,
Fig. 1) near the entrance to the Gulf of Riga and four loca-
tions in the interior of the gulf (Table 1; Najafzadeh et al.
2024). Wave properties at Kdiguste, Matsi and Kihnu (Fig. 1)
were evaluated with a bottom-mounted Recording Doppler
Current Profiler (RDCP) during a few months at each loca-
tion. Here, the RDCP is a medium range (600 kHz) device
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Fig. 1. Scheme of the study area and the wave measurements (red triangles) and observations (cyan pentagons) used to validate the

wave model in Najafzadeh et al. (2024).
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that calculates wave parameters based on the dynamic pres-
sure of wave motion. The temporal courses of measured wave
heights and periods were adequately replicated by the model.
The correlation coefficients between the measured and mod-
elled wave heights are in the range of 0.89-0.92 for the data
from the innermost grid and 0.71-0.8 for the 1 nmi grid
(Najafzadeh et al. 2024). The associated bias is in the range
of —0.19 to —0.23 m, and the root mean square deviation
(RMSD) of the measured and modelled values is 0.24-0.30 m.
These estimates are almost the same as for the simulations of
Bjorkqvist et al. (2018) for the Gulf of Finland, which are
considered state-of-the-art in wave modelling in the Baltic
Sea (Soomere 2023). This comparison indicates that the em-
ployed wave data appropriately reflect the actual wave con-
ditions in the Gulf of Riga.

The match of wave heights is even better for wave buoy
measurements near the Skulte Harbour at 57°19.199" N and
24°21.813" E at a water depth of 15 m over 8.5 months, where
the bias was 0.02(0.03) m, the RMSD was 0.19(0.20) m,
and the correlation coefficient was 0.88(0.92) for the 1 nmi
(0.32 nmi) grid (Najafzadeh et al. 2024). Wave properties at
this location were acquired using the Wave and Tide Sensor
5218 (Aanderaa, Norway) once an hour, and the pressure time
series were measured over a time period of 120 s. More im-
portantly, there was almost no difference in the quality of re-
plication of wave properties between using the 1 nmi and
0.32 nmi grids. For this reason, we use below the results for
the 1 nmi grid.

The mismatch between modelled and measured periods
was larger, with an average bias ranging from —0.41 to 1.04 s
and RMSD from 1.21 to 2.51 s. This level of mismatch is
usual in the simulations of the Baltic Sea waves in nearshore
conditions. While it does not affect the estimates of average
wave height and cumulative wave energy, it adds uncertainty
to the estimates of cumulative wave energy flux (wave power).

Seaice

The sea ice dataset was retrieved from the second release
of EUMETSAT Ocean and Sea Ice Satellite Application
Facility OSI-450 (v2.0, 2017; Lavergne et al. 2019) and
its extension, OSI-430-b. These datasets are provided
by the Norwegian Meteorological Institute and the Danish
Meteorological Institute via an open data interface at
http://osisaf.met.no (accessed in May 2023).

The OSI-450 dataset offers worldwide information on sea
ice concentrations and encompasses records from 1979 to
2015, while OSI-430-b covers data from 2016 onwards. Both
datasets have a spatial resolution of 25 x 25 km, with each
spatial grid cell containing daily ice concentration as a per-
centage of the grid cell covered by sea ice. Every record is
further characterised by a flag that indicates the level of un-
certainty for this record. Following Najafzadeh et al. (2022),
we employ only records with a flag of 0, which signifies the
highest reliability.

A comparison of remote sensing-based ice data and cor-
responding estimates derived from ice charts provided by the
Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological Institute (SMHI)
was performed for the Baltic Proper in Najafzadeh et al. (2022).
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Fig. 2. Comparison of ice season duration provided by SMHI ice
charts and retrieved from OSI-450 with ice concentration >50% at
southwest Nordvalen. The red line represents the linear regression
line. From Najafzadeh et al. (2022).

An estimate of the ice season duration by the SMHI at
southwest Nordvalen (63.54° N, 20.73° E) was compared
with a similar estimate at the nearest OSI-450 satellite ice
measurements location (63.54° E, 20.76° E; Fig. 2). By con-
sidering ice concentration >50%, these two estimates re-
sulted in the most accurate agreement with a correlation
coefficient of 0.94 and a bias of around five days. The
analysis in Najafzadeh et al. (2022) also showed that satellite-
derived data tend to miss small ice concentrations. From the
retrieved time series of ice concentrations, we evaluate the
length of the ice season (Fig. 3) from its start and end days
for each windy season. These days are defined as the first and
last days of a windy season where ice concentration exceeds
50% at the selected location (Najafzadeh et al. 2022).

The analysis is applied to four locations in the Gulf of
Riga and one location close to the entrance of the gulf in the
eastern Baltic Proper (Harilaid, Table 1). While satellite ice
data are not available for three wave measurement locations
(Matsi, Koiguste and Skulte, provided in Table 1) close to the
coastline, ice data could be retrieved for areas near the
locations of historical visual wave observations at Sdrve and
Ruhnu. The length of the ice season varies considerably
between years and selected locations. It typically lasts for

Table 1. Geographical coordinates and water depth of
stations used to validate the wave model (Najafzadeh et al.
2024) and estimate the impact of ice on wave properties

Station Longitude (°E) |Latitude (°N) |Depth (m)
Kihnu 23.95 58.05 11.5
Matsi 23.72 58.33 9.4
Koiguste [23.02 58.32 6.3
Harilaid |21.82 58.47 13.7
Skulte 24.36 57.32 15.9
GoR1 23.87 57.70 42.4
Sorve 22.06 57.90 4.8
Ruhnu 23.34 57.77 232




30 F. Najafzadeh and T. Soomere

175

150

125

Ice season duration, days

® Sorve % Runu

A GoRT};

2000/2001

1995/1996

1990/1991

2005/2006

2010/2011 2015/2016 2020/2021

Fig. 3. Ice season duration at Kihnu, Sérve, Ruhnu and GoR1 based on OSI-450 and OSI-430 satellite data. Harilaid has had notable ice
cover only in five years since 1990 (1993/1994, 1995/1996, 2002/2003, 2009/2010, 2010/2011). The ice season duration (not shown) for
this location ranged from 13 days in 1993/1994 to 59 days in 2002/2003.

Fig. 4. Boxplot of ice-free modelled
mean significant wave height

Hg (Type F statistics according to
Tuomi et al. 2011) during 31 windy
seasons from 1990/1991 to
2020/2021. The coloured area
reflects the two middle quartiles of
the windy season mean Hg. The
vertical line in this area represents
the median Hg (in terms of mean Hg
in single windy seasons). The
sections denoted by dashed lines
represent the lowest and highest

{ Harilaid

050 055 060 065 070 075 080 085
Significant wave height, m

about two months but may reach five and a half months (e.g.,
at SOrve) in severe winters, whereas substantial ice cover is
virtually missing in about half of the winters at the observed
locations. Harilaid has the shortest ice season that does not
allow for sensible comparison with locations in the interior
of the Gulf of Riga. The location GoR1 in the offshore of the
Gulf of Riga has good quality ice information but only
modelled wave data. However, the above comparison of mod-
elled and measured wave data at this location demonstrates
that the modelled wave properties adequately match the
measured ones.

Results
Average wave properties

The median values of the average significant wave height H
for single windy seasons in terms of idealised ice-free
statistics (Type N in terms of Tuomi et al. 2011) range from
0.7 to 0.75 m at Kihnu, Ruhnu and GoR1 (Fig. 4). The median
value is much lower, 0.58 m at Sorve. It is expected that these
values almost exactly match the estimates of long-term H at

0.90 0.95 1.00 quartiles. The maximum and minimum

Hg at a particular location are shown
by small vertical lines.

the relevant locations (Giudici et al. 2023; Najafzadeh et al.
2024), even though having slightly different interpretations.
The lower value of H at Sdrve compared to the ones at other
locations reflects the well-known west-east anisotropy of
wind and wave fields in the Gulf of Riga, where the largest
wave heights occur in the northeastern part of the water body
and the western nearshore has a clearly milder wave regime
(Eelsalu et al. 2014; Giudici et al. 2023). The difference in
the medians of the windy season average H at Sorve and
Ruhnu is almost equal to the similar difference in long-term
observed wave heights at these locations (Eelsalu et al. 2014).
It is also expected that the wave climate near Harilaid in the
Baltic Proper is clearly rougher in terms of annual averages
as well as their minima and maxima (Fig. 4).

The temporal courses of the windy season average wave
energy (Fig. 5) qualitatively replicate the similar courses of
average Hg (not shown) but have much larger amplitudes. The
temporal course of this quantity is almost the same at
Harilaid, Ruhnu, Kihnu and GoR1. As expected, wave fields
are more energetic at Harilaid than in the interior of the Gulf
of Riga, where the GoF 1 location has more wave energy than
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Fig. 5. Average ice-free wave energy (Type F statistics) evaluated from the SWAN model hindcast for single windy seasons in 1990/1991-

2020/2021.

other locations for the reasons explained above. Interestingly,
this quantity varies insignificantly at Sdrve. This feature
indicates that wave fields at this location, on average, only
weakly depend on the storminess of the particular windy
season. Even though the average wave energy decreased at
Harilaid, Ruhnu, Kihnu and GoR1 from 1990/1991 to
2002/2003, there is no evident long-term trend in this
quantity. Instead, the temporal course suggests the presence
of decadal-scale variations, with a decrease in the 1990s and
a less rapid increase in the 2000s and 2010s.

The temporal course of the windy season average wave
energy flux (Fig. 6) is qualitatively similar to the one for the
average wave energy. Wave energy flux is much more
powerful at Harilaid than in the Gulf of Riga. Different from
wave energy that is relatively large at GoR1, the vicinity of
Kihnu tends to have larger energy flux than other locations

in the gulf. Interestingly, this quantity at Sdrve is only slightly
smaller than at other locations. In some years, it reached the
same level as the wave energy flux at Ruhnu that has almost
21% higher average H..

This pattern signals the importance of wave periods in
the formation of wave loads in different parts of the gulf. The
wave periods are clearly larger at Harilaid than in the Gulf of
Riga because of the systematically longer fetch in the Baltic
Proper. Note that the higher level of wave energy flux at
Harilaid in our estimates compared to the results of Soomere
and Eelsalu (2014) apparently reflects a systematic under-
estimation of wave heights by about 15% in the early simu-
lations of Radmet and Soomere (2010).

It is likely that the systematically longer fetch is the
reason for the larger wave energy flux at Kihnu compared to
Ruhnu. The relatively large wave energy flux at GoR1 com-

Wave energy flux, kW m™
0.51.01520253.03540455.055

* Ruhnu

A GoR1

1990/1991  1995/1996  2000/2001

' 2005/2006

' 2010/2011  2015/2016  2020/2021

Fig. 6. Average ice-free wave energy flux (Type F statistics) evaluated with the SWAN model during windy seasons in 1990/1991-

2020/2021.
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pared to Ruhnu may stem from the presence of relatively
infrequent but comparatively strong north-northwestern winds
in this region (Soomere 2003) that have a longer fetch at this
location. The relatively high level of wave energy flux at
Sorve signals that this location may often receive relatively
long waves from the Baltic Proper. Similar to above, there is
no evident long-term trend in the windy season average wave
energy flux.

The impact of ice loss

The potential impact of total ice loss can be quantified, to a
first approximation, using a comparison of Type N (idealised
ice-free) statistics for the entire windy season, with estimates
where the wave height time series is omitted during the ice
season (a proxy of Type F according to Tuomi et al. 2011).
The difference between wave climate parameters calculated
using Type F and Type N approaches depends on the match

50 55 60 65
%

of the windy season and ice-free time. Type F statistics under-
estimate average wave height when the ice season is windier
than ice-free time, and overestimate it in the opposite case.
This comparison (Figs 7, 8) signals that the loss of ice insig-
nificantly impacts the Type F statistics of average H and
mean wave energy flux in the Gulf of Riga, and practically
does not affect these statistics at Harilaid (which had ice only
in five windy seasons out of 33; Fig. 3).

The situation is, as expected, greatly different in terms of
cumulative wave properties in the interior of the Gulf of Riga.
Figure 9 first of all signals, not unexpectedly, that any loss of
sea ice will lead to an increase in total wave energy flux at
any location in the gulf. The changes are the largest at Sorve,
where an increase in wave energy flux by 8% in average and
up to 60% in single windy seasons is likely. A large number
of years with no notable ice cover is apparently the main
reason why the loss of sea ice will not affect the median of
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windy season cumulative wave energy flux at Harilaid.
The actual increase is, of course, inevitable, should sea ice
be completely lost, but it is still much smaller than in the Gulf
of Finland or the Sea of Bothnia, where the ice season is
currently much longer.

Figures 7 and 8 present a generalised view of the changes
in average wave properties that focuses on the ranges of
the presented values. A more detailed inspection of the inter-
relations between the duration of the ice season and average
wave properties during the associated windy season demon-
strates that a decrease in the ice season duration will even-
tually lead to a substantial increase in the average significant
wave height (Fig. 10) and average wave energy flux (Fig. 11).

m-!

This increase is fairly small at SGrve but may reach up to
0.2 m (i.e., about 30% of the long-term average) in the in-
terior of the Gulf of Riga.

Figures 10 and 11 also reiterate the representation of the
range of ice season durations at different locations presented
in Fig. 3 in a different context. While the ice season duration
varies much more at Sorve than at other locations of the Gulf
of Riga, the ranges of variation in the windy season sig-
nificant wave height and wave energy flux are much smaller
at Sorve than at other locations. This feature signals that ice
formation and breakup at Sorve is only weakly correlated
with the severity of wave conditions in the Gulf of Riga. The
similar range for the windy season average wave energy flux
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is also small for Sorve. Consistently with Fig. 9, the ranges
in question reached the long-term average values of these
quantities in the interior of the gulf, where changes in the ice
season duration have, therefore, a much larger impact on both
the average and cumulative wave properties.

Discussion and conclusion

We have performed a simple exercise to evaluate some
consequences of the loss of sea ice on the wave regime and
hydrodynamic loads in the Gulf of Riga, based on simulated
wave climate and satellite data about ice concentration. This
water body is the southernmost large subbasin of the Baltic
Sea that has at least some amount of sea ice each year under
the current climate. Climate change will likely lead to sub-
stantial variations in the ice regime of this region. The sea ice
cover and its duration are more persistent in the Gulf of Riga
compared to neighbouring areas (e.g., Harilaid in the north-
eastern part of the Saaremaa Island that is washed by the
waters of the Baltic Proper; Jevrejeva et al. 2004). The ice
season usually lasts about two months but can cover up to
five and a half months in severe winters at some locations
(Sdrve) in this gulf. Therefore, the Gulf of Riga is obviously
vulnerable to climate warming and its consequences, such as
changing stratification. The altered behaviour of sea waves
can affect coastal regions, shipping routes and various indus-
tries, depending on wave conditions.

The analysis also reiterates several known features of the
wave climate in the Gulf of Riga. It is generally mild, with
the average significant wave height over windy seasons (from
July to June of the subsequent year) reaching maximally
0.9 m and usually being about 0.7-0.75 m. The anisotropy of
wind conditions and the different exposure of different
locations to predominant winds have created a situation
where the spatial distribution of annual average wave energy
flux does not exactly match the similar distribution of average
wave height. In particular, in some years at locations such as
Sorve with a low median significant wave height (0.58 m),
the wave energy flux (during ice-free time) can reach values
characteristic of locations where the average wave height is
much higher (e.g., Ruhnu with the median significant wave
height of 0.7 m).

The analysis of ice impact is performed by comparing
average and cumulative wave properties during ice-free time
with those in an idealised totally ice-free climate. This ap-
proach ignores possible changes in the wind regime in the
absence of sea ice owing to different surface roughness and
changes in the stability of air flow, and thus serves only as a
rough, first-order estimate of the future wave properties and
associated loads. Furthermore, within the scope of our inves-
tigation, the multifaceted aspects of sea ice and waves inter-
action, such as the penetration of waves into the sea ice cover
(Wadhams 1986), have not been addressed. Ignoring the wave
dispersion and attenuation in the ice may lead to biases in
wave statistics.

First of all, it is likely that even total ice loss will lead to
insignificant changes in average wave properties, such as
average significant wave height or average wave energy.

This feature is consistent with the outcome of a similar
analysis of more northern regions (Najafzadeh et al. 2022)
and signals that the classical statistical properties of wave
climate in seasonally ice-covered seas must be interpreted
with caution.

However, cumulative wave properties, such as annual
wave energy and wave energy flux, are expected to increase
significantly. Changes during a typical ice season make up
about 10% of the annual wave energy flux in the current
climate, and are thus clearly smaller than similar changes
observed in the Gulf of Finland and the Sea of Bothnia
(Najafzadeh et al. 2022). The future is still threatening, as
changes may be much larger, reaching 40-60% of the existing
typical levels in terms of cumulative wave energy flux in
single years and at single locations. Such changes, if as-
sociated with elevated water levels that are typical of windy
months, may lead to a particularly rapid evolution and erosion
of certain coastal sections that are no longer protected by ice
(Orviku et al. 2003; Ryabchuk et al. 2011).

It is thus likely that the projected climate changes, es-
pecially the continuing warming of the Baltic Sea region, will
lead to a gradual increase in hydrodynamic loads on the shores
of the Gulf of Riga. These loads may be particularly large
during single relatively windy years, the analogues of which
had extensive ice cover in the past. The signal of the global
sea level rise adds to the increasing susceptibility of the Gulf
of Riga’s shores and calls for careful monitoring of their
vulnerable sections and preparation of necessary management
solutions.

Acknowledgements

The research was co-supported by the Estonian Research
Council (grant PRG1129), the European Economic Area
(EEA) Financial Mechanism 2014-2021 Baltic Research
Programme (SolidShore, grant EMP480), and the Estonian
Ministry of Foreign Affairs via support to arctic studies at
Tallinn University of Technology (grant MNVA22037LT).
The authors are grateful to two anonymous reviewers for their
valuable comments. The publication costs of this article were
partially covered by the Estonian Academy of Sciences.

References

Adell, A., Almstrom, B., Kroon, A., Larson, M., Uvo, C. B. and
Hallin, C. 2023. Spatial and temporal wave climate variability
along the south coast of Sweden during 1959-2021. Regional
Studies in Marine Science, 63, 103011. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
rsma.2023.103011

Alkama, R., Koffi, E. N., Vavrus, S. J., Diehl, T., Francis, J. A.,
Stroeve, J. et al. 2020. Wind amplifies the polar sea ice retreat.
Environmental Research Letters, 15(12), 124022. https://doi.org/
10.1088/1748-9326/abc379

Bierstedt, S. E., Hiinicke, B. and Zorita, E. 2015. Variability of wind
direction statistics of mean and extreme wind events over the
Baltic Sea region. Tellus A: Dynamic Meteorology and Ocean-
ography, 67(1), 29073. https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v67.29073

Bjorkqvist, J.-V., Tuomi, L., Tollman, N., Kangas, A., Pettersson, H.,
Marjamaa, R. et al. 2017. Characteristic properties of extreme
wave events observed in the northern Baltic Proper, Baltic Sea.
Natural Hazards and Earth System Sciences, 17(9), 1653—1658.
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-17-1653-2017


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2023.103011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2023.103011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2023.103011
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abc379
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abc379
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abc379
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v67.29073
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-17-1653-2017

Impact of changes in sea ice cover on the wave climate of the Gulf of Riga 35

Bjorkqvist, J.-V., Lukas, 1., Alari, V., Vledder, P. G. van, Hulst, S.,
Pettersson, H. et al. 2018. Comparing a 41-year model hindcast
with decades of wave measurements from the Baltic Sea. Ocean
Engineering, 152, 57-71. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.20
18.01.048

Booij, N., Ris, R. C. and Holthuijsen, L. H. 1999. A third-generation
wave model for coastal regions: 1. Model description and vali-
dation. Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans, 104(C4),
7649-7666. https://doi.org/10.1029/98JC02622

Collins III, C. O., Rogers, W. E., Marchenko, A. and Babanin, A. V.
2015. In situ measurements of an energetic wave event in the
Arctic marginal ice zone. Geophysical Research Letters, 42(6),
1863—-1870. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063063

ECMWEF (European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts).
2006. IFS Documentation CY41R2 — Part IV: Physical Processes.
https://www.ecmwf.int/en/elibrary/79697-ifs-documentation-cy41r2-
part-iv-physical-processes (accessed 2023-02-07).

Eelsalu, M., Org, M. and Soomere, T. 2014. Visually observed wave
climate in the Gulf of Riga. In The 6th IEEE/OES Baltic
Symposium “Measuring and Modeling of Multi-Scale Interactions
in the Marine Environment”, 27-29 May 2014, Tallinn, Estonia.
IEEE Conference Publications. https://doi.org/10.1109/BALTIC.
2014.6887829

Giudici, A., Jankowski, M. Z., Ménnikus, R., Najafzadeh, F.,
Suursaar, U. and Soomere, T. 2023. A comparison of Baltic Sea
wave properties simulated using two modelled wind data sets.
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, 290, 108401. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ecss.2023.108401

Hari, P., Aakala, T., Hilasvuori, E., Hiakkinen, R., Korhola, A.,
Korpela, M. et al. 2017. Reliability of temperature signal in
various climate indicators from northern Europe. PLOS ONE,
12(6), e0180042. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180042

Hersbach, H., Bell, B., Berrisford, P., Hirahara, S., Horanyi, A.,
Muiioz-Sabater, J. et al. 2020. The ERAS global reanalysis.
Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society, 146(730),
1999-2049. https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803

Huang, C., Zhu, L., Ma, G., Meadows, G. A. and Xue, P. 2021. Wave
climate associated with changing water level and ice cover in
Lake Michigan. Frontiers in Marine Science, 8, 746916. https://
doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.746916

Hiinicke, B., Zorita, E., Soomere, T., Madsen, K. S., Johansson, M.
and Suursaar, U. 2015. Recent change — sea level and wind waves.
In The BACC II Author Team, Second Assessment of Climate
Change for the Baltic Sea Basin, Regional Climate Studies. Springer,
Cham, 155—-185. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16006-1_9

Iwasaki, S. 2022. Role of sea ice on winter wave power and its
interannual variability in the Sea of Okhotsk: natural breakwater
modified by surface wind changes. Progress in Oceanography,
210, 102944. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2022.102944

Jevrejeva, S., Drabkin, V. V., Kostjukov, J., Lebedev, A. A.,
Leppéranta, M., Mironov, Y. U. et al. 2004. Baltic Sea ice seasons
in the twentieth century. Climate Research, 25(3), 217-227.
https://doi.org/10.3354/cr025217

Jylhd, K., Fronzek, S., Tuomenvirta, H., Carter, T. R. and
Ruosteenoja, K. 2008. Changes in frost, snow and Baltic sea ice
by the end of the twenty-first century based on climate model
projections for Europe. Climate Change, 286, 441-462. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9310-z

Kudryavtseva, N. and Soomere, T. 2017. Satellite altimetry reveals spa-
tial patterns of variations in the Baltic Sea wave climate. Earth System
Dynamics, 8(3), 697-706. https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-8-697-2017

Lavergne, T., Serensen, A. M., Kern, S., Tonboe, R., Notz, D.,
Aaboe, S. etal. 2019. Version 2 of the EUMETSAT OSI SAF and
ESA CCI sea-ice concentration climate data records. The
Cryosphere, 13(1), 49-78. https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-13-49-2019

Leppéranta, M. and Myrberg, K. 2009. The ice of the Baltic Sea.
In Physical Oceanography of the Baltic Sea. Springer, Berlin,
Heidelberg, 219-260. https://doi.org/10.1007/9 78-3-540-79703-6_7

Liu, A. K. and Mollo-Christensen, E. 1988. Wave propagation in a
solid ice pack. Journal of Physical Oceanography, 18(11), 1702—
1712. https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0485(1988)018<1702:WPIA
S1>2.0.CO;2

Luomaranta, A., Ruosteenoja, K., Jylhd, K., Gregow, H., Haapala, J.
and Laaksonen, A. 2014. Multimodel estimates of the changes in
the Baltic Sea ice cover during the present century. Tellus, 66(1),
22617. https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v66.22617

Mannikus, R., Soomere, T. and Viska, M. 2020. Variations in the mean,
seasonal and extreme water level on the Latvian coast, the eastern
Baltic Sea, during 1961-2018. Estuarine Coastal and Shelf
Science, 245, 106827. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106827

Manson, G. K. 2022. Nearshore sediment transport as influenced by
changing sea ice, north shore of Prince Edward Island, Canada.
Canadian Journal of Earth Sciences, 59(11), 935-944. https://
doi.org/10.1139/cjes-2020-0150

Mostert, W. and Deike, L. 2020. Inertial energy dissipation in
shallow-water breaking waves. Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 890,
A12. https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.83

Najafzadeh, F., Kudryavtseva, N. and Soomere, T. 2021. Effects of
large-scale atmospheric circulation on the Baltic Sea wave climate:
application of EOF method on multi-mission satellite altimetry
data. Climate Dynamics, 57(11-12), 3465-3478. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00382-021-05874-x

Najafzadeh, F., Kudryavtseva, N., Soomere, T. and Giudici, A. 2022.
Effect of ice cover on wave statistics and wave-driven processes
in the northern Baltic Sea. Boreal Environment Research, 27, 97—
116.

Najafzadeh, F., Jankowski, M. Z., Giudici, A., Ménnikus, R.,
Suursaar, U., Soomere, T. and Viska, M. 2024. Spatiotemporal
variability of wave climate in the Gulf of Riga. Oceanologia, early
access. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0cean0.2023.11.001

Omstedt, A. and Chen, D. 2001. Influence of atmospheric circulation
on the maximum ice extent in the Baltic Sea. Journal of Geo-
physical Research: Oceans, 106(C3), 4493—4500. https://doi.org/
10.1029/1999JC000173

Orviku, K., Jaagus, J., Kont, A., Ratas, U. and Rivis, R. 2003.
Increasing activity of coastal processes associated with climate
change in Estonia. Journal of Coastal Research, 19(2), 364-375.

Palosuo, E. 1953. 4 Treatise on Severe Ice Conditions in the Central
Baltic. Merentutkimuslaitoksen Julkaisu/Havsforskningsinstitutets
Skrift, 156. Finnish Institute of Marine Research, Helsinki.

Pindsoo, K. and Soomere, T. 2020. Basin-wide variations in trends
in water level maxima in the Baltic Sea. Continental Shelf
Research, 193, 104029. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2019.104029

Pryor, S. C. and Barthelmie, R. J. 2003. Long-term trends in
near-surface flow over the Baltic. International Journal of
Climatology, 23(3), 271-289. https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.878

Réadmet, A. and Soomere, T. 2010. The wave climate and its seasonal
variability in the northeastern Baltic Sea. Estonian Journal of
Earth Sciences, 59(1), 100-113. https://doi.org/10.3176/earth.
2010.1.08

Ruest, B., Neumeier, U., Dumont, D., Bismuth, E., Senneville, S.
and Caveen, J. 2016. Recent wave climate and expected future
changes in the seasonally ice-infested waters of the Gulf of
St. Lawrence, Canada. Climate Dynamics, 46(1-2), 449—-466.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-015-2592-3

Ruosteenoja, K., Vihma, T. and Venéldinen, A. 2019. Projected
changes in European and North Atlantic seasonal wind climate
derived from CMIPS5 simulations. Journal of Climate, 32(19),
6467-6490. https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-19-0023.1

Rutgersson, A., Kjellstrom, E., Haapala, J., Stendel, M.,
Danilovich, I., Drews, M. et al. 2022. Natural hazards and extreme
events in the Baltic Sea region. Earth System Dynamics, 13(1),
251-301. https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-13-251-2022

Ryabchuk, D., Kolesov, A., Chubarenko, B., Spiridonov, M.,
Kurennoy, D. and Soomere, T. 2011. Coastal erosion processes
in the eastern Gulf of Finland and their links with geological


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2018.01.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2018.01.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2018.01.048
https://doi.org/10.1029/98JC02622
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063063
https://www.ecmwf.int/en/elibrary/79697-ifs-documentation-cy41r2-part-iv-physical-processes
https://www.ecmwf.int/en/elibrary/79697-ifs-documentation-cy41r2-part-iv-physical-processes
https://doi.org/10.1109/BALTIC.2014.6887829
https://doi.org/10.1109/BALTIC.2014.6887829
https://doi.org/10.1109/BALTIC.2014.6887829
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2023.108401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2023.108401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2023.108401
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180042
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.746916
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.746916
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.746916
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16006-1_9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2022.102944
https://doi.org/10.3354/cr025217
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9310-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9310-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9310-z
https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-8-697-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-13-49-2019
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-79703-6_7
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0485(1988)018%3c1702:WPIASI%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0485(1988)018%3c1702:WPIASI%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0485(1988)018%3c1702:WPIASI%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v66.22617
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106827
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjes-2020-0150
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjes-2020-0150
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjes-2020-0150
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.83
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-021-05874-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-021-05874-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-021-05874-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceano.2023.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JC000173
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JC000173
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JC000173
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2019.104029
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.878
https://doi.org/10.3176/earth.2010.1.08
https://doi.org/10.3176/earth.2010.1.08
https://doi.org/10.3176/earth.2010.1.08
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-015-2592-3
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-19-0023.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-13-251-2022

36 F. Najafzadeh and T. Soomere

and hydrometeorological factors. Boreal Environment Research,
16(Suppl. A), 117-137.

Slater, T., Lawrence, L. R., Otosaka, I. N., Shepherd, A., Gourmelen, N.,
Jakob, L. et al. 2021. Review article: Earth’s ice imbalance.
The Cryoshpere, 15(1), 233-246. https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-15-233-
2021

SMHI (Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological Institute) and
FIMR (Finnish Meteorological Institute). 1982. An Ice Atlas
for the Baltic Sea, Kattegat, Skagerrak and Lake Vinern.
Sjofartsverket, Norrkdping.

Soomere, T. 2003. Anisotropy of wind and wave regimes in the
Baltic Proper. Journal of Sea Research, 49(4), 305-316. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S1385-1101(03)00034-0

Soomere, T. 2023. Numerical simulations of wave climate in the
Baltic Sea: a review. Oceanologia, 65(1), 117-140. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.0cean0.2022.01.004

Soomere, T. and Eelsalu, M. 2014. On the wave energy potential
along the eastern Baltic Sea coast. Renewable Energy, 71, 221—
233. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2014.05.025

Squire, V. A. 2020. Ocean wave interactions with sea ice: a re-
appraisal. Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics, 52, 37-60. https://
doi.org/10.1146/annurev-fluid-010719-060301

Storch, H. von, Omstedt, A., Pawlak, J. and Reckermann, M. 2015.
Introduction and Summary. In The BACC II Author Team, Second
Assessment of Climate Change for the Baltic Sea Basin. Regional
Climate Studies. Springer, Cham, 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1007/
978-3-319-16006-1_1

Tavakoli, S. and Babanin, A. V. 2021. Wave energy attenuation
by drifting and non-drifting floating rigid plates. Ocean Engineer-
ing, 226, 108717. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2021.108
717

Thomson, J. 2022. Wave propagation in the marginal ice zone:
connections and feedback mechanisms within the air-ice—ocean
system. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A,
380(2235), 20210251. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0251

Tinz, B. 1996. On the relation between annual maximum extent of
ice cover in the Baltic Sea and sea level pressure as well as air
temperature field. Geophysica, 32(3), 319-341.

Torralba, V., Doblas-Reyes, F. J. and Gonzalez-Reviriego, N. 2017.
Uncertainty in recent near-surface wind speed trends: a global
reanalysis intercomparison. Environment Research Letters,
12(11), 114019. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa8a58

Tuomi, L., Kahma, K. K. and Pettersson, H. 2011. Wave hindcast
statistics in the seasonally ice-covered Baltic Sea. Boreal Environ-
ment Research, 16(6), 451-472.

Tuomi, L., Kanarik, H., Bjorkqvist, J.-V., Marjamaa, R., Vainio, J.,
Hordoir, R. et al. 2019. Impact of ice data quality and treatment
on wave hindcast statistics in seasonally ice-covered seas.
Frontiers in Earth Science, 7, 166. https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.
2019.00166

Urrego-Blanco, J. and Sheng, J. 2014. Formation and distribution
of sea ice in the Gulf of St. Lawrence: a process-oriented
study using a coupled ocean-ice model. Journal of Geophysical
Research: Oceans, 119(10), 7099-7122. https://doi.org/10.1002/
2014JC010185

Vihma, T. and Haapala, J. 2009. Geophysics of sea ice in the Baltic
Sea: a review. Progress in Oceanography, 80(3—4), 129-148.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2009.02.002

Wadhams, P. 1986. The seasonal ice zone. In The Geophysics of
Sea Ice (Untersteiner, N., ed.). NATO Advanced Science Institutes
Series. Springer, Boston, MA. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-
4899-5352-0 15

Wadhams, P., Squire, V. A., Ewing, J. A. and Pascal, R. W. 1986. The
effect of the marginal ice zone on the directional wave spectrum
of the ocean. Journal of Physical Oceanography, 16(2), 358-376.
https:/doi.org/10.1175/1520-0485(1986)016<0358: TEOTMI>2.0.CO;2

Wang, J., Bai, X., Hu, H., Clites, A., Colton, M. and Lofgren, B.
2012. Temporal and spatial variability of Great Lakes ice cover,
1973-2010. Journal of Climate, 25(4), 1318-1329. https://doi.org/
10.1175/2011JCLI4066.1

Wang, L., Perrie, W., Long, Z., Blokhina, M., Zhang, G., Toulany, B.
and Zhang, M. 2018. The impact of climate change on the wave
climate in the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Ocean Modelling, 128, 87—
101. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0cemod.2018.06.003

Weisse, R., Dailidiené, 1., Hiinicke, B., Kahma, K., Madsen, K.,
Omstedt, A. et al. 2021. Sea level dynamics and coastal erosion
in the Baltic Sea region. Earth Systems Dynamics, 12(3), 871—
898. https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-12-871-2021

Winsor, P., Rodhe, J. and Omstedt, A. 2001. Baltic Sea ocean cli-
mate: an analysis of 100 yr of hydrographic data with focus on
the freshwater budget. Climate Research, 18(1-2), 5-15. https://
doi.org/10.3354/cr018005

Zhang, N., Li, S., Wu, Y., Wang, K.-H., Zhang, Q., You, Z. J. and
Wang, J. 2020. Effects of sea ice on wave energy flux distribution
in the Bohai Sea. Renewable Energy, 162, 2330-2343. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.10.036

Zhang, L., Ren, G., Xu, M., Meng, F., Liao, R., Liu, D. et al. 2023.
Spatiotemporal patterns of sea ice cover in the marginal seas of
East Asia. Atmosphere, 14(2), 207. https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos
14020207

Jaaolude muutumise mdju parasvootme veekogude lainekliimale

Liivi lahe naitel

Fatemeh Najafzadeh ja Tarmo Soomere

Kuigi talvise merejaa kadumisel vdib lainekliima oluliselt muutuda, ei pruugi see kajastuda lainetuse omadusi
peegeldavates formaalsetes suurustes. Aasta keskmine lainekdrgus ei pruugi muutuda, kuid nditeks kogu aasta
jooksul randa joudev lainetuse energia uldjuhul kasvab. Voéimalikke muutusi analtlsitakse parasvédtme kilme-
mas osas paikneva Liivi lahe naitel, kus nii lainetuse omadused kui ka jadolud on suures osas séltumatud Laa-
nemere avaosa lainetusest ja jaatingimustest. Aluseks on lainemudeliga SWAN aastatel 1990-2021 ERAS sis-
teemis modelleeritud tuuleinformatsiooni abil rekonstrueeritud lainetuse parameetrid 1-miilise (ca 1,86 km)
lahutusvbimega kogu Liivilahes ja 300-meetrise lahutusvdimega lahe rannaldhedastes osades. Vorreldakse lai-
netuse omadusi idealiseeritud jadvabas lahes ja satelliidiinfo alusel maaratletud jadolude korral, mil lainetust
jadga kaetud merealadel ignoreeritakse. Méneti ootamatult kattuvad idealiseeritud jadvaba mere jaoks leitud
lainetuse keskmised omadused suuresti tegelikke jadolusid arvestavate hinnangutega. Sisuliselt tdhendab see,
et tldpiline tuule tugevus ja lainete omadused jaéperioodil ja jadvabal ajal oluliselt ei erine. Kiill aga suureneb jaa
kadumisel markimisvaarselt lainete poolt randa kantav energiavoog ning eeldatavasti kiirenevad margatavalt

lainete pbhjustatud rannaprotsessid.
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