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Abstract

Treatment of fields near domain boundaries is a long-standing problem in signal process-
ing that has come into renewed focus following recent efforts in convolution-based mul-
tiscale coarse-graining and in machine-learned parameterizations due to ocean bound-

ary artifacts. Here, we propose a general and principled method for extending fields be-
yond the domain boundaries by solving a Laplace boundary-value problem. Construc-
tion of the harmonic extension is well-posed, including uniqueness, and is consistent with
the boundary conditions by design. The formulation applies to irregular boundaries such
as discretized coastlines. The harmonic extension is physically desirable since it has min-
imum spatial variability among all admissible extensions satisfying the boundary con-
ditions. The method is simple to implement using well-established numerical approaches,
and is broadly applicable to extending oceanic variables over land boundaries. Other ap-
plications include machine learning parametrization and subgrid modeling of wall-bounded
flows and multiphase flows. We demonstrate the method by extending sea-surface tem-
perature (SST) over land using fixed temperature (Dirichlet) and no-flux (Neumann) bound-
ary conditions: the land-filled solution is smooth with SST values between the coastal
minimum and maximum.

Plain Language Summary

Earth system models and datasets from satellite observations often only define ocean
variables where there is water. Yet, many modern analysis tools and machine learning
methods require information over land regions, beyond the ocean boundary. To make
the data “workable,” land points have been filled using simple tricks such as copying nearby
values, setting them to zero, or heavily smoothing the field. These ad hoc fixes can dis-
tort the real ocean signal, especially near coasts where many important processes occur.
Here, we introduce a mathematically well-posed way to fill land points by regarding the
ocean field as an undulated/stretched membrane due to the vigorous and complex cir-
culation. Along the coastline we keep the ocean values fixed in a manner consistent with
the data, while over land we let the membrane relax to its smoothest possible shape. This
is equivalent to solving a classical Laplace equation, which guarantees a unique, mini-
mally variable extension that is fully consistent with the coastal values, i.e. boundary
conditions. Our approach is easy to implement with standard numerical tools and works
for complex coastlines, vector fields, and curved surfaces such as the globe.

1 Introduction and Motivation

Classical signal processing has long relied on domain “extensions” to enable the use
of Fourier methods on non-periodic data. A standard strategy is to embed a finite sig-
nal into a larger periodic domain so that the fast Fourier transform (FFT) can be ap-
plied efficiently, typically through simple devices such as periodic extension, windowing,
mirroring, or zero padding at the boundaries (Boyd, 2001, 2002). These constructions
offer practical solutions for handling non-periodic data with FFTs, but they do not in
general respect the boundary conditions implied by the underlying dynamics, which are
seldom periodic.

Another scale-analysis method to probe multiscale processes relies on convolution-
based coarse-graining (Leonard, 1974; Germano, 1992; Meneveau, 1994; Eyink, 1995; Eyink
& Aluie, 2009). This approach resolves processes at different scales in space-time, and
its generalization to spherical surfaces (Aluie, 2019) has led to its rapid adoption in geo-
physical applications (Aluie et al., 2018; Srinivasan et al., 2019; Schubert et al., 2020;
Grooms et al., 2021; Rai et al., 2021; Steinberg et al., 2022; Schubert et al., 2023; Ju-
ricke et al., 2023; Solodoch et al., 2023; Loose et al., 2023; Li et al., 2024; Xue et al., 2024;
Liu et al., 2024; Barkan et al., 2024; Kouhen et al., 2024; Danilov et al., 2024; Yu et al.,
2024; Shaham & Barkan, 2025; Rai et al., 2025). To probe processes at length scale ¢



on the globe, the method relies on low-pass spatial filtering, constructed so that the con-
volution commutes with spatial derivatives on spherical surfaces and thus preserves scale-
dependent symmetries (see Aluie, 2019). Filtering near boundaries involves a weighted
average over a ball of radius ¢/2 around x, which may cross the domain boundary. For
oceanic quantities such as velocity or tracers, the kernel may overlap land points. Mo-
tivated by oceanic applications, we refer to regions outside the domain boundaries as “land,”
while keeping in mind that the applications are more general. One option is to deform
the filtering kernel to avoid land, but then convolutions with such a “deformed kernel”
do not commute with spatial derivatives (Aluie, 2019). For a comparison between “de-
formed” and “fixed” kernels, we refer the reader to Grooms et al. (2021); Buzzicotti et
al. (2022).

In past studies (Zhao & Aluie, 2018; Aluie et al., 2018), it was argued that a phys-
ically sound choice for land values is one that is consistent with the boundary conditions
(BCs) governing the dynamics. For the velocity field, past oceanographic works (Storer
et al., 2022, 2023; Khatri et al., 2024) had chosen to treat land as zero-velocity water,
motivated by the fact that most general circulation models impose rigid-wall, no-slip BCs
for velocity. For scalar fields beyond the top and bottom boundaries in canonical Rayleigh-
Taylor- (buoyancy-) driven flows, Zhao and Aluie (2018); Zhao et al. (2022) kept den-
sity constant (zero normal gradient) and extended pressure according to the hydrostatic
relation 9,p = —pg (non-homogeneous Neumann BC). However, for more general sce-
narios, such as extending oceanic tracers over land, there remains an infinite family of
possible extensions that all satisfy the boundary conditions.

A physically consistent strategy for land treatment (or domain extension) is essen-
tial not only for coarse-graining, but also for traditional signal-processing tools such as
Fourier-based methods. For Earth system data, spherical harmonics provide a natural
global basis defined over the entire sphere, but they are not restricted to the ocean do-
main, which is one reason they have been seldom used in oceanic applications. During
the early days of satellite altimetry, there were attempts to utilize spherical harmonics
(Wunsch, 1991; Wunsch & Stammer, 1995); however, land values were treated without
dynamical justification, for example by setting them at each latitude to the zonal aver-
age (Wunsch & Stammer, 1995), with the acknowledgment that “...no claim that we
have made the best possible choice.” It appears that the use of spherical harmonics for
ocean analysis was largely abandoned after these early studies. More recently, the re-
sults of Buzzicotti et al. (2023) have provided justification for using spherical harmon-
ics on the global ocean, with convolution-based coarse-graining offering a guide for treat-
ing land in a manner consistent with the governing boundary conditions.

Treatment of points beyond the domain boundaries is also a problem in machine-
learned parameterizations, as highlighted recently by Zhang et al. (2025) in an oceano-
graphic context. Convolutional neural network (CNN) parameterizations of subgrid physics
perform well in the open ocean but often degrade near coastlines, where sliding convo-
lution stencils intersect land and thus encounter inputs that are out-of-sample relative
to the training data. This boundary contamination propagates across layers in multi-
layer CNNs, producing coastal artifacts (e.g., spurious shear and eddies), inflated errors,
and in some cases numerical instability. Two practical remedies were proposed in Zhang
et al. (2025), namely zero padding and replicate padding (a quasi-Neumann boundary
condition) beyond the boundary. In particular, replicate padding was found to help min-
imize the propagation of extreme values that can contaminate model fields or cause sim-
ulations to fail.

However, two issues remain: (1) consistency with the boundary conditions of the
governing dynamics, and (2) lack of uniqueness, in that imposing a homogeneous Neu-
mann (no-flux) condition does not uniquely determine land values at arbitrary distances
from the boundary. How far one needs to fill into land depends on the length scales be-
ing parameterized, with larger scales requiring deeper padding over land, up to distances
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of replicate-padding. Schematic illustrating why repli-
cate padding does not yield a unique solution for filling interior land regions (grey). Each yellow
cell represents a land point to be filled, while arrows indicate replicate-padding of data from
neighboring ocean points (blue). How far inland one needs to fill depends on the lengthscales ¢
being parameterized, with larger scales requiring deeper padding over land, up to distances of
order ¢/2 from the boundary. Because these land cells receive conflicting values from different

directions, replicate padding introduces ambiguity and non-uniqueness in the filled field.

of order ~ £/2 from the boundary. The non-uniqueness is most easily seen around an
island (or peninsula), as in Figure 1, where the replicate-padding strategy is unlikely to
yield a self-consistent value at interior land points that is compatible with the entire sur-
rounding boundary.

In this study, we propose a general framework for physically consistent land-filling
of fields defined on bounded domains. Our method is based on solving Laplace’s equa-
tion with boundary conditions that respect the physical constraints at the land-ocean
interface. We illustrate the approach using sea-surface temperature (SST), but the har-
monic extension method can be useful for a broad range of applications that require do-
main extension, including Fourier-based methods and local spatial filtering in Large Eddy
Simulation (LES) of wall-bounded flows.

2 Method
2.1 Harmonic extension beyond the boundary

Fix a time ¢ and consider a field u(x) defined over a domain D (e.g. the global ocean),
subject to boundary conditions on 9D that are imposed by the governing dynamics. Let
D be a larger embedding domain within which D and 0D are subsets, (DU dD) C D.
For the ocean, D can be the entire spherical surface S, of radius r. More generally, for
wall-bounded flows, D can be the n-dimensional real space R™. For the fill region (e.g.
land points beyond the coastline), we write

Dgn =D\ (D UHD),
i.e., Dgn consists of all points in D that are neither in D nor in D. The fill region Dgy

is bounded by 9D, which forms the interface with the original domain, and possibly by
an outer boundary, 9D, of the embedding domain. If the embedding domain D has no



boundaries, such as when it is the entire spherical surface S, or real space R™, then 0D
is the only boundary for the fill region Dg;.

Given u(x) on D, we define an extended field ueyt(x) as follows. First, we solve a
Laplace boundary value problem in the fill region:

V2u,(x) = 0, x € Dgy, (1a)
Bu, (x) = Bu(x), x € 9D, (1b)
Cuy(x) = g(x), x € dD, (1c)

where V2 is the Laplace operator or, more generally, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
curved surfaces such as the sphere. B denotes the boundary operator that enforces con-
sistency with the original field, e.g. Dirichlet: Bu = u so that u.|sp = u|sp, or Neu-
mann: Bu = J,u so that O,u«|lsp = Opulsp to match normal flux, where 9,, denotes

the outward normal derivative from the perspective of the original domain D. In eq. (1c¢),
C encodes auxiliary conditions on the outer boundary of the embedding domain, e.g. ho-
mogeneous Neumann Oy, .| op = 0or homogeneous Dirichlet .| op = 0. If D is com-

pact with no boundaries, such as in the case of the spherical surface, eq. (1c) is irrele-

vant since 9D does not exist. A solution wu, that satisfies the Laplace equation (1) is called
a harmonic function (Axler et al., 2013).

The harmonic extension of u to D is then defined as

u(x), xe€DUaID,
Uext (X) 1=
u+(x), X € Day,

(2)

where u, is the unique solution for eq. (1). In what follows, without loss of generality,
we assume that 0D is the only boundary for Dgy.

Note that Dg) can be multiply connected, for example when the land to be filled
completely surrounds an inland sea such as the Caspian Sea. The method can also be
easily applied to flows with domain boundaries that deform or evolve in time. Examples
include ocean-ice boundaries and multiphase flows, such as sea-spray droplets and gas
bubbles at the air-sea interface (Deike, 2022). For such applications with time-varying
boundaries, the Laplace boundary value problem (1) has to be solved for each time and
with an updated boundary interface 0D.

2.2 Physical Justification

The Laplace boundary value problem (1) is well-posed following basic theory of par-
tial differential equations (e.g., Evans, 2022). Well-posedness means (Hadamard, 1902)
that solution u, is guaranteed to exist, is unique, and that small changes in the bound-
ary conditions yield proportionally small changes in the solution (i.e., stability). This
makes the method appealing from a physical perspective and also from considerations
of its numerical implementation.

Moreover, the harmonic extension is physically desirable since u, is the field with
minimum spatial variability while satisfying the boundary conditions. More precisely,
Uy is the minimizer of the Dirichlet energy (Evans, 2022), E(v), in the fill region,

Uy = arg min {E(v) = / |Vo(x)|? dx | v satisfies the BCs in (1)} . (3)
Drin

The physical reason we desire u, to have the least possible spatial variability is that the

fill region is “quiescent”, without sources of variability beyond that which is imposed at

the domain boundaries. In other words, u, serves as a background field of minimum vari-

ability. This is not necessarily the case of non-linear interpolation (or extrapolation) schemes,

such as a cubic interpolant.



Related to minimizing the Dirichlet energy, the harmonic solution w, of eq. (1) sat-
isfies the mazimum principle: extrema values of u, lie at the boundary and cannot oc-
cur in the interior of the fill region, Dgy. In fact, the value of u,(x) at every interior point
x € Dpgy is a weighted average of the boundary values. This can be easily seen from
the Green’s function representation of the solution (Gilbarg et al., 1977). For example,
in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions at the interface, u.|gp = ulop in eq. (1b),

s (x) = / Py uly)dy,  P(xy)=—8.,C(xy). (4)
y€eoD

Here, G(x,y) is the Laplacian Green’s function (G(x,y) = —(27) ! log(|x—y|) in two-
dimensions!) and On, denotes the normal derivative at y € OD. This makes explicit

that interior values of w,(x) are weighted averages of boundary values, with weight P(x,-)
known as the Poisson kernel (Axler et al., 2013). Any harmonic solution is infinitely smooth
(real-analytic) in the interior of Dg), independent of boundary smoothness.

Putting the preceding discussion in a wider context, the Laplacian acts as a local
high-pass filter: its sign diagnoses whether the value of a field u.(x) at location x lies
above or below its neighborhood average (Gilbarg et al., 1977). If VZu,(z) > 0, then
u, is, locally, below its neighborhood average (a negative anomaly); if VZu,(z) < 0,
it is above its neighborhood average (a positive anomaly). A function with V2u, > 0
throughout the domain is called subharmonic; in one dimension this coincides with con-
vexity, e.g. u.(z) = 2% A function with V2u, < 0 everywhere is superharmonic. A
harmonic function satisfies V2u, = 0 and obeys the mean-value property: its value at
each point equals the average of its surroundings within a ball of any radius contained
in the domain. In effect, harmonic fields are very large-scale fields, the largest possible
while satisfying the boundary conditions.

2.3 Technical Considerations

In the case of Neumann BCs,

VQ’U,* =0 in Dﬁ]l7
Opx =g on JD,

existence of a solution requires the solvability condition

/BDQ(X)dXZO

on the imposed flux g. In other words, the net (integrated) flux along the boundary has
to vanish. Moreover, u, is unique up to an additive constant in the pure Neumann case.

Another consideration pertains to smoothness of the interface boundary 0D. Whether
u, attains u|gpp pointwise everywhere along the boundary 0D depends on the boundary
regularity at each point (e.g., Gilbarg et al., 1977). Polygonal /polyhedral ocean domains
D (e.g., with corners arising from discretized coastlines) are sufficiently regular (Lips-
chitz) to render the Laplace boundary value problem (1) well-posed in the usual weak
(Sobolev) sense. In particular, there exists a unique locally-averaged (e.g., cell-averaged)
solution u, such that both u, and its gradient are square-integrable, and u, has the pre-
scribed values on 9D. This weak solution is precisely the object approximated by stan-
dard numerical schemes such as finite volume discretizations. For general bounded do-
mains with highly irregular boundaries, such as cusps or fractal boundaries, the harmonic
solution with boundary data u|sp attains these boundary values at all regular points,

1 On the spherical surface, G(x,y) = —(27)~!log(sin %), where v € [0,7] is the geodesic angle sub-

tended by the geodesic arc connecting x and y, which reduces to the flat 2D expression for small angles.



but may fail to do so at irregular points (Gilbarg et al., 1977). In practice, however, any
fixed numerical discretization (or grid resolution) replaces the interface 9D by a polyg-
onal approximation, for which the Laplace problem is again well-posed. In other words,
for each fixed grid representation of the interface 0D, solving the Laplace boundary value
problem (1) is well-posed both as a continuum problem and as a discrete numerical prob-
lem. Potential issues associated with rough boundaries arise only when considering the
convergence of u, as the grid is refined and the discrete boundary tends to its irregu-

lar limit set.

2.4 Generalizations

Although we have described the harmonic extension of a scalar field in eq. (1), the
method can be naturally generalized to vector fields and higher rank tensors. If Dgy is
a flat (Euclidean) space, then this is accomplished easily by solving problem (1) for each
of the vector’s Cartesian components separately. This yields a harmonic vector- (or tensor-)
extension over Dy that satisfies the imposed boundary conditions at 9D. If Dgy is not
flat, such as for oceanic applications, then one needs to replace the scalar Laplacian in
eq. (1la) with the vector Laplacian (the covariant or Bochner Laplacian) that is intrin-
sic to the manifold (e.g., Gilbarg et al., 1977). While it is possible in curved space to still
perform the harmonic extension component-wise using the scalar Laplacian, harmonic-
ity would then be satisfied only for the vector components in that particular coordinate
basis and would not yield a vector field that is harmonic in the geometric sense. On curved
surfaces, the vector Laplacian is intrinsically different from the scalar Laplacian: it mixes
vector components and involves additional metric-dependent terms arising from curva-
ture. In Euclidean (flat) settings with Cartesian components, the vector Laplacian re-
duces to the component-wise scalar Laplacian since there is no curvature.

The harmonic extension method accommodates a wide range of boundary condi-
tions for the velocity, including more general cases beyond the standard no-slip and free-
slip formulations, for example those arising in subgrid wall-models (Bose & Park, 2018).
If the vector field carries additional structure (e.g. an incompressible velocity field with
V-u = 0), one may instead wish to enforce such constraints in the extension. In that
case the extension is defined by a vector-valued elliptic system, for example a Stokes-type
problem

V2u,(x) — Vp(x) =0, x € Dy, (6a)
V u.(x) =0, x € Dgn, (6b)
Bu.(x) = Bu(x), x € 0D, (6¢)

with appropriate boundary conditions on 9D. Here, p(x) is analogous to pressure and

serves the role of a Lagrange multiplier to enforce the divergence-free condition. Thus,

the idea of harmonic extension can be adapted to structured vector fields by replacing

the scalar Laplace equation with an appropriate vector elliptic system. In theoretical physics,
harmonic extensions have been used as background reference fields relative to which the
degree of knottedness (helicity) of vorticity and magnetic field lines can be quantified

in arbitrary material regions co-moving with the flow (Berger & Field, 1984; Finn & An-
tonsen, 1985; Aluie, 2017; Soltani Tehrani & Aluie, 2023).

2.5 Special Cases

Past oceanographic studies (Storer et al., 2022, 2023; Khatri et al., 2024) chose to
treat land as zero velocity water. The choice of filling land with u, = 0 is a special case
of the harmonic extension method. Indeed, for an oceanic circulation with no-slip and
rigid wall Dirichlet BCs, Bu(x) = u(x) = 0 at 9D, commonly used in general circu-
lation models, the Laplace boundary value problem (1) has the homogeneous BC u. (x) =
0 at 9D in eq. (1b). For an embedding domain D that is the entire globe, 9D does not
exist and eq. (1c) is irrelevant. The solution to a Laplace boundary value problem with



Dirichlet boundary conditions set to zero yields the solution u, = 0 over Dgj by the
maximum principle: the minimum and maximum of u, should lie at 9D, but u, = 0
on OD. Therefore, u, = 0 over Dgy, regardless of curvature considerations? mentioned
in section 2.4.

Another special case is the extension of pressure and density fields in a canonical
Rayleigh-Taylor instability (buoyancy-) driven flow (Rayleigh, 1883; Taylor, 1950). The
initial setup of the canonical problem has a heavy fluid on top of a light fluid in the pres-
ence of gravity —g z pointing downward in the vertical z-direction. The domain is pe-
riodic in the horizontal directions and has rigid top and bottom walls. Each of the two
fluids has an initially uniform density p separated by an interface in the middle of the
domain (Fig.1 in Bian et al. (2020)). Prior to instability growth and fluid motion, pres-
sure satisfies hydrostatic equilibrium, d,p = —pg. Past studies (Zhao & Aluie, 2018;
Zhao et al., 2022, 2025) using coarse-graining to analyze scale interactions in these flows
had to make a choice regarding the extension of density and pressure beyond the top and
bottom walls. The density field was kept constant (zero normal gradient) and pressure
was extended linearly, p = p g z, in accordance with the hydrostatic relation d,p = —pg
(non-homogeneous Neumann BC). It is straightforward to verify that these choices for
p and p are the harmonic solutions of the Laplace boundary value problem with the re-
spective BCs for density and pressure.

2.6 Numerical Implementation

In practice, the Laplace boundary value problem for the fill domain Dgj; is solved
on the same grid and stencil as the underlying model, such as that of a general circu-
lation model. Generally, V2u, = 0 can be discretized over Dgj using a standard second-
order finite-volume (or finite-difference) scheme, enforcing the boundary conditions weakly
by prescribing u, on the interface 0D. This yields a sparse, symmetric positive-definite
linear system
Au, = b, (7)

where A is the discrete Laplace operator restricted to Dg);; and b contains the contribu-

tions from the imposed boundary values. The system can be solved with an iterative method
such as Gauss-Seidel or conjugate gradients (Press, 2007), and because A depends only

on the fixed geometry and mask, its structure (or preconditioner) can be reused across

time steps and for multiple fields. Therefore, the harmonic extension adds only a mod-

est numerical cost compared to an existing numerical model.

Below, we choose a standard diffusive relaxation solver (Press, 2007) for solving prob-
lem (1). Instead of solving the steady Laplace problem V2u, = 0 in Dgy directly, dif-
fusive relaxation introduces a pseudo-time 7 and considers the artificial diffusion equa-
tion

Oy

or
with the boundary values on 9D held fixed for all 7. As 7 — oo, the solution relaxes
to a steady state that satisfies the desired Laplace boundary value problem. Here, & is
a diffusivity parameter whose value influences only the solver’s stability and convergence
speed, but not the harmonic solution u, itself. Numerically, (8) amounts to iterating a
simple relaxation scheme that mimics diffusion. For example, with an explicit time dis-
cretization,

=k V3u, in Dgp, (8)

ufer+1) _ u>(kn) + ATIQV%LU(”)7 (9)

where V,%L is the discrete Laplacian on Dg);; and 1™ denotes the n-th pseudo-time iter-
ate. Below, we use a centered 4-th order finite-difference scheme for V2 over land [see

2 For rigid-wall no-slip BCs on the ocean velocity u, fDm dxu.-VZ, u. = fo'n dx |Vu.|? = 0 for the

harmonic vector field u. over land. Therefore, the field is constant with ux = 0 to match the BCs.



eq. (A.2)]. Ocean grid points are held fixed to their original values at every iteration. The
size of the (pseudo-) time-step is constrained by a CFL condition to ensure numerical
stability. The harmonic solution u, is then obtained when the relaxation converges to

a steady-state within a prescribed numerical tolerance. Details of the discretization, time-
stepping, and convergence criteria are provided in Appendix A and Appendix B.

3 Application: Land-filling Sea-Surface Temperature
3.1 Data

We use 1-day averaged Level-4 global sea-surface temperature (SST) field from the
EU Copernicus Marine Service OSTIA product (Copernicus Marine Service, 2020), which
provides gap-free analyses at 0.05° resolution on a regular latitude-longitude grid by merg-
ing satellite and in situ observations through optimal interpolation. The dataset spans
the global ocean and is updated in near real time. Here, we use data from May 1, 2025.

3.2 Initialization Strategy

To speed up convergence of the Laplace solver (9) on the high-resolution 0.05° grid,
we use a two-level multigrid method by first solving the system on a coarser 0.25° grid.
The coarse grid is initialized using zonal means, which is computationally inexpensive.
For datasets involving several snapshots in time (e.g., a time-series of global SST), the
solution from the previous snapshot is used as the initial state, further accelerating con-
vergence while preserving large scale coherence. Implementation details and convergence
tests are given in Appendix B.

3.3 Boundary Conditions

We solve the Laplace boundary value problem (1) over the entire land domain to
fill land globally. Because the harmonic extension is determined by boundary conditions,
we implement and compare two formulations. Implementation details are provided in
Appendix A.

Dirichlet boundary condition. Here, we use ocean cells adjacent to land as a strong
(explicit) Dirichlet boundary along the coastline, and no separate treatment or interpo-
lation of interface values is required. This formulation is computationally inexpensive.

Neumann boundary condition. Alternatively, we impose a zero-flux (insulating)
boundary condition on the temperature 7',

Z—T =0, (10)
" oDsn

at the land-ocean interface while solving the same Laplace equation over interior (non-
coastal) land cells. The Neumann boundary condition can be approximated using finite
difference schemes of first- or higher-order accuracy. In a simple first-order approach, the
coastal land temperature is set to the average of the adjacent ocean temperature.

3.4 Results

Figure 2A illustrates the result of land filling, with convergence metrics presented
and discussed in Appendix B. The middle row (panels 2B-D) zooms onto coastal regions
to highlight smoothness of the land-filling near shore. The dashed lines in Fig. 2B-D in-
dicate the selected transects that are shown (with land shaded) in the bottom row (Fig. 2E-
F), highlighting how the harmonic solution fills land smoothly from the adjacent ocean.
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Figure 2. Harmonic extension of sea-surface temperature over land. Land values

are computed here by enforcing a no-flux boundary condition (07/0n =  0) along coastlines,
yielding a smooth, physically consistent harmonic extension of the oceanic SST field across land.
Top [A]: global SST land-filling using a Neumann (no-flux) boundary condition. Middle [B,C,D]:
three representative zooms highlighting coastal smoothness and fidelity. Bottom [E,F,G]: selected
cross-coast transects through filled regions, illustrating zero coast-normal gradients and continu-

ity between ocean and land values.
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Figure 3. Comparison of boundary conditions. Harmonically-extended sea surface tem-
perature using [A] Neumann BCs and [C] Dirichlet BCs. (B,D) Histogram of coastal-normal
temperature differences for the solution in (A,C), respectively. (E) Difference between the Neu-
mann and Dirichlet harmonic extensions (A-C). (F) Overlay of the two histograms in (B) and
(D) for direct comparison. Note that the plotted Neumann distribution (orange) does not inte-

grate to unity because of the large number of zero values, which are at —oco on the log-axis.

Comparing Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions. Figure 3 compares the
results of the Dirichlet and Neumann BCs. Panels 3A,C show that the Neumann and
Dirichlet fields are visually indistinguishable at basin scales, while panel 3E shows that
their differences are small and localized near coastlines and inland water bodies (e.g., lakes).
The right column (panels 3B,D,F) quantifies the boundary differences via a histogram
of coastal-normal temperature differences. In the Neumann case (orange curves), the coast-
normal differences are not identically zero because of coastal points with multiple land
neighbors, but there are substantially fewer points with non-zero coastal-normal gradi-
ents using the Neumann BC. Note also that the Neumann distribution (orange) does not
visually integrate to unity because of the large number of zero values that are not rep-
resented on a log-axis.
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Coastal Transect at 10°S
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Figure 4. Transect comparing Neumann and Dirichlet results The transect follows
the 10°S parallel from the southeastern Atlantic (off Angola) across southern Africa to the south-
western Indian Ocean (off Tanzania). Original (ocean) SST (black lines) together with harmonic
extensions using Dirichlet (blue) and Neumann (orange) boundary conditions. Shaded vertical
bands mark longitudes corresponding to land. Note that the local maxima at ~ 26.5°E and
~ 28.5°E are the imprints of Lake Upemba and Lake Mweru, respectively. The inset map indi-

cates the transect with the dashed green line.

To further compare the two boundary treatments, Figure 4 shows a transect at 10°S
extending from the western coast of Angola (south-east Atlantic) to the Indian Ocean
(eastern coast of Tanzania). The in-set map shows the geographic location of this tran-
sect. The Dirichlet and Neumann solutions are generally very similar, with differences
localized to coasts and in-land bodies of water. The transects highlight how those dif-
ferences can extend in-land through the harmonic extension. The pronounced peaks near
26.5°FE and 28.5°E reflect the influence of Lake Upemba and Lake Mweru, respectively.

4 Concluding Remarks

We have presented a harmonic extension framework for extending scalar values to
regions beyond the domain boundaries by solving a Laplace boundary value problem con-
sistent with the governing boundary conditions. The resulting extension is mathemat-
ically well-posed and minimizes spatial variability among all admissible fields that sat-
isfy the prescribed boundary conditions. In practice, it yields smooth, physically sen-
sible fields that preserve coastal extrema, is robust to irregular (e.g., polygonal) bound-
aries, and is straightforward to implement with standard finite-volume or finite-difference
solvers and simple relaxation schemes. The method is broadly applicable beyond the SST
example considered here, including to scale-analysis using Fourier methods or convolution-
based coarse-graining, and to training machine-learned parameterizations near complex
boundaries.

An Immersed Boundary Method. Although our formulation here has been mo-
tivated by diagnostic needs, it also suggests interesting prognostic uses. The harmonic
extension naturally embeds the original domain within a larger computational region,
with the fill region playing a role analogous to the “solid” or “immersed” region in im-
mersed boundary methods (IBM; for reviews, see Peskin, 2002; Mittal & Iaccarino, 2005;
Griffith & Patankar, 2020). Unlike classic ghost-cell fills, which are typically local alge-
braic extrapolations, the harmonic extension provides well-posed ghost (land) values that
are globally consistent with the physical boundary conditions. The tradeoff is a global
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elliptic solve each step, but the cost is modest with multigrid methods (Brandt, 1977;
Trottenberg et al., 2001). In principle, such an embedding could be coupled dynamically
to the governing equations or to data-driven closure schemes, enabling treatment of evolv-
ing interfaces (e.g., sea-ice or multiphase flows) in a unified framework. A possible us-

age as an IBM is:

1. Define a land-ocean mask.

2. At each time step, perform a harmonic fill of ghost (land) cells as described here.

3. Compute right-hand sides, including spatial derivatives, with the standard finite-
difference/finite-volume stencils everywhere. Near coasts, stencils that reach into
land read the harmonic ghosts.

4. Time-advance the PDE for the dynamics only over ocean cells.

5. Refresh land cells via the next harmonic solve.

The cost is one elliptic solve per field per step, which is modest with multigrid meth-
ods. Spatial derivatives are evaluated consistently with the same stencils throughout the
domain, including near boundaries via ghost-cell values obtained from a principled el-
liptic extension rather than ad hoc local extrapolations. Thus the harmonic extension
supplies ghost values that are globally optimized (minimum-Dirichlet-energy) and yield
physically consistent boundary behavior without body-fitted meshing. This is especially
useful for high-order schemes with wide stencils, avoiding special lower-accuracy bound-
ary stencils. From this perspective, spectral methods are essentially highest-order schemes
whose effective stencil spans the entire embedding grid. Consequently, our extension frame-
work here opens the possibility of using spherical-harmonic dynamical cores in ocean mod-
eling, with harmonic ghost-cell values over land enforcing coastal boundary conditions
and smoothly matching the ocean fields. Moreover, having well-posed ghost-cell values
throughout the land mask facilitates multigrid (or multiresolution) flow simulations on
complex geometries, where the flow is advanced on a grid hierarchy and coarse levels re-
quire ghost information deeper inland to maintain accurate stencils and intergrid (coarse-
to-fine) transfers (Trottenberg et al., 2001). Exploring these prognostic applications, in-
cluding their stability and accuracy, in full simulations is a promising direction for fu-
ture work.

Appendix A

Implementation Details: Harmonic Extensions using Dirichlet and Neu-
mann Boundary Conditions

1. Coarse-to-fine Dirichlet initialization (two-level multigrid diffusion). Raw 0.05°
SST fields defined over the ocean cells are block-averaged onto a coarser grid (here,
0.25°).

Coarse-level On the 0.25° grid, we solve V2T = 0 over land with T'|p (ocean
cells) held fixed by explicitly advancing the diffusion equation
0, T = V2T until it reaches a steady-state within a prescribed
tolerance. Zonal means are used as the initial conditions for
simplicity. The resulting harmonic field is linearly interpolated
to the native 0.05° grid.

Fine-level Starting from the up-sampled field, we integrate the same dif-
fusion equation again on the 0.05° grid with the ocean fixed
until convergence.

Note: All figures in this paper use 0.25° fields to focus on method
development, but the full pipeline operates at 0.05° as described.

2. Discrete Laplacian operator. Spatial derivatives are computed on a regular latitude-
longitude grid using 4th order centered finite difference stencils. The discrete scalar
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Laplacian on the sphere is expressed as

V2T =

2 2
1( 1 9T 9T 6T>7 A

RizE COSQ¢W+5‘¢2_tan ¢

where A and ¢ denote longitude and latitude and Rg is Earth’s radius. All deriva-
tives use fourth-order centered stencils with periodicity in longitude and mirrored
boundaries at the poles, effectively enforcing a no-flux condition there. A small
lower bound ¢ is applied to cos ¢ near the poles for numerical stability. The nu-
merical stencils for fourth-order second derivative (Cﬁ,)l) and first derivative (CE,)L)
are:

[-1, 16, —30, 16, —1]

1212

where h denotes the grid spacing.

1, — -1
and C&)d = —[ ! 8’12;18’ ], (A.2)

(2) _
C14th -

3. Dirichlet boundary condition. Dirichlet conditions are imposed by holding the wa-
ter values constant and evolving the diffusion equation over all land points.

4. Neumann boundary condition.
For each coastal land cell, the normal derivative 9T /0n is approximated using a
first-order finite difference from the adjacent ocean neighbor, such that the value
on the coastal land cell is set to that of its water neighbor. When a land cell is
exposed to more than one ocean neighbor (e.g., at corners or tips), the correspond-
ing values are averaged to obtain a single representative value. This low-order en-
forcement of zero flux (0T /dn = 0) is computationally inexpensive, in contrast
to higher order methods that require solving least squares systems [c.f. Appendix

cl.

5. Laplace solution (for land cells). Ocean cells (and coastal land for Neumann BCs)
are held fixed in the diffusion solver. The remaining interior land cells are evolved
by integrating the diffusion equation:

oT 9
5 VT, (A.3)
explicitly in time until the solution reaches steady-state.

6. Time stepping and stability. We use explicit Euler integration with a local CFL
constraint At < h2, /(4k), with £ = 1. It is worth noting that only the land
points are updated (except coasts in the case of Neumann BCs): ocean points re-
main fixed. In the results presented here, the CFL is fixed at 0.1. The grid spac-

ing Amin = min(Ax, Ay) is computed in metres using the local grid spacing.

Az = RE COS ¢ A)‘rad7 Ay = RE A¢rad- (A4)

Appendix B

Convergence Metrics To track the convergence of the iterative solver, we consider
the root-mean-squared (RMS) Laplacian of the scalar over land cells, Djang. For Dirich-
let boundary conditions, Di.ng includes all land cells, while under Neumann conditions
Diana excludes coastal cells.

RMS(V2s) :=

= V2sdA (B.1)
‘Dland| Diand

Figure B1 presents the RMS Laplacian for both the Dirichlet and Neumann cases. Both
cases demonstrate similar convergence rates, and show a decrease in the RMS Laplacian
by four orders of magnitude from initalization. For reference, the dashed black line in
Fig. B1 shows the RMS Laplacian evaluated over water.
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Figure B1l. Convergence of the RMS Laplacian For both the Dirichlet (blue) and Neu-
mann (orange) boundary conditions, we compute the RMS Laplacian of the land-filled scalar
throughout the iterative solver. Convergence is reached once the RMS value falls below a desired
tolerance. For reference, the dashed black line in Fig. B1 shows the RMS Laplacian evaluated

over water.

Appendix C
Higher Order Neumann Boundary Condition

Enforcing the Neumann boundary condition with a higher order derivative intro-
duces additional computational complexity. Here we outline the process for enforcing the
second-order centered derivative to be zero on coastal points. The corresponding nor-
mal gradient constraints can be solved using a minimum change projection (large sparse
least-squares system, LSMR; see Fong and Saunders (2011)) which modifies coastal land
values to drive the normal gradients toward zero, while keeping ocean points unchanged.

1. Discrete derivative operators (4th-order interior, 2nd-order near boundaries) and
spherical Laplacian. All spatial second derivatives are computed directly using second-
derivative finite-difference stencils on a latitude-longitude grid, without compos-
ing first-derivative operators. We employ 4th order centered stencils (eq. (A.2))
in the interior and 2nd-order centered stencils (02(711)@ below) near boundaries to

impose Neumann BCs. [ |
1 -1,0,1
ofyy = El ©
Sparse derivative matrices C’f) and Cf) are assembled for longitude and latitude,
respectively, which act on inputs of size Ny, and Nj,;. Two-dimensional opera-

tors acting on the full field of size Nt X Nion are built by Kronecker products:
o = ey, PR =cP e, (C.2)

where I and I4 denote the identity matrices of size (Nion, Nion) and (Nias, Niat),
respectively. The spherical scalar Laplacian is expressed as:

1(182T 327T 5‘T)

2
- (L 91 _tang 2L
VI=% \covoon "o %%

(C.3)

—15—



In discrete matrix form, this becomes

1
VT~ — (D

=7 (DZCEEIT + OF VT = Doy €T (C4)
E

cos
where Dgos = diag(cos ¢) and Dian ¢ = diag(tan ¢).

2. Coastline masks for boundary conditions. Boolean masks L, and L, mark land
cells adjacent to ocean in the east-west and north-south directions, respectively.
To support centered stencils while only modifying land, we impose the boundary
conditions within a two-cell dilation of these coastal sets.

3. Neumann enforcement via projected least squares (centered 2nd order). We im-
pose the no-flux condition by minimizing the coast-normal components of the gra-
dient using centered second-order first-derivative operators:

Rm C§1,2D)

Dneu =
R, OQ(:,2D)

] ) 7= Dyeu vec(T'), (C.5)

where R, R, restrict rows to the (dilated) sets in L,, L,. At each relaxation step
we solve a damped least-squares problem (LSMR) for a minimal correction A sup-
ported only on the dilated coastal land band:

. 2
inln ’Dneu (T - A) |2 + /J/2 |A1and‘§ , st Aocean =0, (06)
land
with small Tikhonov parameter y, loose tolerances (e.g., 107%), and a modest it-
eration cap (e.g., 40). Warm starts use the previous A to improve convergence.
The update is T'— A — T'. All other computational steps follow the same pro-
cedure described in Appendix A.

Open Research Section

The SST data is available publicly from the EU Copernicus Marine Service (Copernicus
Marine Service, 2020). All analysis and figure generation Jupyter notebooks will be made
publicly available through a Zenodo archive upon acceptance of the manuscript.
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