CONVECTIVE TURBULENCE IN A RAYLEIGH BENARD
SYSTEM WITH AND WITHOUT ROTATION IN THE
INFINITE PRANDTL NUMBER LIMIT

Jayanta K Bhattacharjee

Harishchandra Research Institute
Jhunsi, Allahabad 211019
INDIA

ABSTRACT

Convective turbulence in a Rayleigh Benard systamdmown a marked reluctance to exhibit
clear scaling in the energy or entropy spectrune fidtent numerical simulation of Pandey,
Verma and Mishra has shown significantly bettederce of scaling in the infinite Prandtl
number limit. This prompted us to look at this liranhalytically. We find that the inevitable
presence of sweeping helps give a very good uradwelistg of the results of Pandey et al. In
the presence of rotation the Rayleigh number degresel of the Nusselt number shows a
strong increase in slope in recent experimentssamdlations at finite Prandtl number. In
this infinite Prandtl number we find that this gieeing does not occur for any rotation speed
and our results satisfy the Doering—Constantin doun



Convection occurs in a fluid layer in a gravitaabfield if a temperature gradient is set up
such that the lower layers of the fluid are hotiten the upper layers. This causes the fluid to
be top-heavy and consequently a convective flowucavhich causes the hot fluid to rise
and the cold fluid to fall. In a laboratory set-mpa simulation this is achieved by considering
a fluid enclosed between two horizontal parallekgs a distance d apart, with the lower plate
maintained at a temperature higher than that ofufheer plate (Rayleigh-Benard system).
The convective flow would be driven by the buoyarfoyce which is proportional to
a(AT)gd® where a is the volume expansion coefficiemtT the temperature difference
between the two plateg,the acceleration due to gravity adtrepresents a typical volume
element of the fluid. The resistance to this floauld be provided by the retarding force due
to the kinematic shear viscosityand also by the thermal diffusivitywhich would tend to
neutralize the temperature difference and thusgmtesonvection. Consequently the onset of
convection is determined by a dimensionless nur(fRayleigh numbeR) which is defined
a(AT)gd?

Av
boundary conditions and large aspect ratio contgjneefore the buoyancy overcomes the
resistive effects and convection sets in as a gteatlular flow pattern. If the Rayleigh
number is increased, the steady flow is destabilizg a time-dependent periodic flow and
with increase of Rayleigh number the space and tlependence of the flow becomes more
and more complicated leading to an essentiallyganflow pattern which is described as
turbulent convection.

asRk= . The Rayleigh number has to cross a certain tbtéqi708 for realistic

A measure of how strong the convective effectssidetermined by the Nusselt numiber
which is defined as the ratio of the total heahdfarred from bottom to top to the total heat
transferred due to convection. It follows tihat is also equal to unity added to the ratio of the
heat transferred by convection to the heat trarexdeby conduction. Near the onset of
convectionNu is slightly larger than unity and &sis increased it becomes bigger and in the
region of convective turbulenddu>>1. In this rangeéNu increases witlR and this increase
can in general be expressed as a power law [Irthany realistic systems (e.g. atmospheric
flows) the convection occurs in a rotating fluiddahence it is of interest to consider a
laboratory (or simulation) setup where the fluicht@ner rotates with angular velocify
about the vertical (direction of gravity) axis [8]1The rotation can lead to instabilities in a
viscous fluid under certain conditions and the affeness of rotation is consequently
measured in terms of a dimensionless rotation catked the Taylor number defined by
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the two diffusive processes of velocity and heatefy large value of would imply that at
long time scales, the heat diffusion alone wouldimeortant while a small value of
corresponds to the long time importance of the ndome diffusion process.

Ta= . Another important fluid parameter is the Pramgdiinbero=v/A which compares

If the turbulence is homogeneous and isotropicthate is no question of heat flow, then the
most important paradigm is Kolmogorov’'s theory ofbulence [12] which asserts that the
picture of steady turbulence involves a dissipatbkinetic energy due to viscosity at very
small length scales (viscosity is a molecular pssgend the injection of equal energy per



unit time at a large scale which is of the ordertlod system size. The common rate of
dissipation and injection s In the intervening range of length scales (wavelper scales in

Fourier space) the energy is transferred from araesto another (this is done by the
nonlinear terms in the governing equations) at shme rates as discussed above. The
intermediate range, called the inertial rangearsrémoved from the scales where injection
and dissipation occur and hence is a universalerdmgall turbulent fluids where the energy
spectrumi,(K) is determined bk ande¢ alone. The total enerdy, per unit mass is written as

E, :jEV(k)dk to define the energy spectrum. According to Kolmogp £, (k) 0 k™°.

When one attempts to derive this dimensional arslyssult from the Navier Stokes
equation, one encounters a problem. An approximpiatare for the Fourier transform( k)

of the velocity is that of an eddy. The Navier &®lequation couples all pairs Bfp) and
v(g) with p andq adding uptdk. The typical size of an eddy isk1When a large eddy<0)

couples with a small eddygfk) we have the dynamics of a small eddy simply being
transported by the large eddy. This advection istadulent and simply corresponds to a

-3/2

sweeping of small eddies by a large one [13]. Weeping effect leads td (£)0 4 and

needs to be removed from the analysis of the tarttuspectrum to see clearly the
Kolmogorov spectrum. Since 5/3 is not all thatetént from 3/2 the sweeping is difficult to
detect.

When it comes to convective turbulence, the apfitinaof the Kolmogorov theory has to
recognize that there is, in addition to the kinetnergy, another “energy” whose density is
proportional to the square of the local fluctuationthe temperature. If we call this the
thermal energy then this too has a flux from thigddength scales to the small length scales.
If the thermal flux dominates the kinetic energuxflthen the energy spectrui(k) is

determined by the thermal flux and a dimensionallysis gives£ (k)0 k*¥® which is

called the Bolgiano-Obukhov spectrum [14-16]. Tihugonvective turbulence we can have
two kinds of spectrum, one proportionalkid® and other proportional ™. The spectrum
associated with the temperature fluctuation is gdlyecalled the entropy spectrum.

For Rayleigh numberR significantly higher than the threshold of conwect the Nusselt

number Nu) scales [1-6] with the Rayleigh numieraccording toNu [ RP. The exponent
S has a slow variation witR [5]. In the lower range dR values it is nearly 2/7 and increases
slowly with R presumably towards what is called the ultimatemeg 7] of f/=1/2.The effect
of rotation on this convective turbulence has &sen widely studied. A new dimension in
these studies was introduced by Schmitz and Til¢@leand by King et. al. [9] when they
observed that for the rotating Rayleigh Benardesysthe scaling oNu with R follows a
significantly larger exponent for the lower rangeRovalues. How low is the lower range
depends on both the rotation rate and the Prandtber( the ratio of kinematic viscosity to
the thermal diffusivity).This increased value ok tkexponenis is also dependent on the
Prandtl number and it was found [8,9] that for arfeitl number of 7 the exponent was about
1.2 while for a Prandtl number of 0.1 it varied [I@tween 0.5 and 0.7. However, it was
established by Doering and Constantin [11] thatha limit of the Prandtl number being



infinity there is a strict upper bound on the Ndiseamber independent of the rotation rate
and this bound is given lyR?® wherec is a numerical constant depending on the rotation
rate. This motivates a direct calculation of thesdkit number in the infinite Prandtl number
limit.

Turning to the energy and entropy spectra, the eotienal wisdom for zero rotation rate has

k—5/3

been that the kinetic energy spectrum will be Kaorov [12] like ( ) for large values

of k (small length scales) and Bolgiano-Obukhov [14-il6 (k'11’5) for small values ok
(large length scalesl,being the wave number. The dividing length scélihe two spectra is
the so-called Bolgiano length which can be expkssderms of the Nusselt, Rayleigh and
Prandtl numbers. Intensive numerical and experiedembrk [17-19] over the last decade has
not seen any convincing scaling behaviour in thiabfgm. However, in the infinite Prandtl
number limit the very recent work of Pandey, Veraral Mishra [20] show a significant
scaling regime with an exponent that is expectednfdimensional arguments. However,
there is a small systematic deviation from purdisganaking an investigation of this infinite
Prandtl number limit worthwhile. The effect of rotan on the spectra has not been studied at
all giving further incentive for a direct calculai.

In view of the above we decided to explore thenitdi Prandtl number limit by diagrammatic
perturbation theory arranged by the number of fdigssed loops [21,22]. The scaling forms
are independent of the order of perturbation thednyje the amplitudes associated with the
scaling will be dependent on the order of pertudmatheory. We find that

A) the kinetic energy spectrum at zero rotationespis a combination ok ™% and k™/? the
latter coming from the sweeping effect and beirggdhuse of the departure from pure scaling
as observed by Pandey et al. [20].

B) at very high rotation speeds the spectrum saales / Q*3, whereQ is the rotation rate
C) for zero rotation rate ,Nu O R
D) for very high rotation rated\u 0 R"3/ Q%*

We begin by writing down Navier Stokes equation dnel heat diffusion equation for a
rotating fluid in the Boussinesque approximatidng(is an approximation in which, after the
buoyancy force is accounted for, the fluid is teglahs incompressible).The variables that are
used are the ones which describe the deviation thentonduction state described %y 0

and a temperature profile 3f(2) :Tl—Ad—Tz,whereAT =T,-T, andzis the height from the
bottom plate. The fluid is taken to be confinedwssn two large horizontal parallel plates
placed az=0 andz=d with the lower plate maintained at a temperaffjrand the top plate

maintained atT,with T, >T,. The system rotates with an angular velocityabout the

vertical @) axis. The fluid has kinematic viscosityand thermal diffusivityl, so that the
Prandtl numbew is given bys=v/i.. The equations of motion will be written in terrok



dimensionless variables. The velocity will be sdaley i/d, time byd®/A, and the
temperature deviation from the steady conductiateswill be scaled baT and denoted by
0. After the divergence free condition on the velpdield is used to eliminate the pressure
fluctuation, one gets the standard form

62
(1a) imz(ua +(ugd p)U,) = R(0%3,5-0,05)0 + 0, +TaY4Oo E g —£W3(—U'B J)
o 0%, 0%,

(1b) 6+ (u,d,)0 =020 +u, + f

In the aboveR is the Rayleigh numbefa is the Taylor number, arfdis a random external
force which will help define correlation functioasd propagators subsequently. The random
forcef is Markovian and has a Gaussian distribution withodd moments vanishing and the
second moment given by (in Fourier space)

) < f(k,w)f (K'w)>= DK)S(w+w')

The functionD(K) will be dictated by the physical requirementsha theory. In the limit of
- oo, the terms on the left hand side of Eq. (1a) gisap and the velocity field is tied to the
temperature field by the relation (in wave-numlsace)

(3) (K® + Tak,?)u, (k) = RP,5(k)k “8(k) —Tallzé:aﬁg(ﬂkﬁ(k)

Koks

whereP, ;(k) =9, - %

is the usual projection operator. It should be ddtet R is still

finite as it contains three independent quantil@&sv and/. Using Eq. (3) we can write Eq.
(1b) in the form:

4) 6(k) + T (K)O(k) = =ik, | ﬂpgua(ﬁ)é’(l?— p) + f(K)
(2m)

whereI'(k) is the relaxation rate of a fluctuation at wavenberk. Clearly " (k) O k?(for k

greater than a minimum value 6(R"#)) to the leading order with corrections, coming from

the R-dependent term, which are not isotropickiapace. At present we do not bother with
this complication as it is the nonlinear contribution to relaxathat will dominate.

We will treat the nonlinear term in Eqg. (3) in perturbation thedtyere are two primary
ingredients in the perturbation theory- the Green’s functiGtk,w) defined as

< o0k, w)

of (k',w"
<8k, )K", w")>=CK,w)d K +k ) (w+w')where the angular brackets denote averaging
over the random forcef. The Ilinear theory gives the Green’s function

>=G(k,w)I(Kk +k YI(w+w?)and the correlation functiol€©(k,w) defined as

Gy(k,w) = (-lw+ k?)™%, while the full Greens function is given by Dyson’s equation



(5) Gk, w) = Gy 1+ 5 (k,w) = —iw+ k2 +Z (K,w)

whereX(k,w) is the self energy which is to be interpretedhascontribution of the nonlinear
terms to the relaxation rate.

Our interest will be in seeking scaling solutiob&,0) 0 k"and C(k) :jg—j:C(k,w) Ok™.

The two quantities which are usually measured in experiments americal simulations are
the spectrunk,(k) and the Nusselt numbaiu(R). The spectrum of the temperature variable
0(K) is related to the correlation functi@{k) in a 3-dimensional space by the relation

(6) E, (k) = C(K)k? O k2™

It should be clearly understood that in the above equation weakiag at the isotropic part
of C(k) alone. As our calculations will clearly show there will g anisotropy in the
correlation function as explored in great details in the numerical woRinzon [23]. The
kinetic energy spectrum which is the one which is usually mopelpr can be found trivially
from Eqg. (3) onceC(K) is determined. The other measured quantity, the Nusselt nuisber,
expressed in terms of a volume averaged correlation function as [upi8) E

d®p sin’y
2

1 - s 2 Sy
7) Nu= 3 JaT <us(r 0B == RY s C P T Tacody

(

wherey is the angle between the vecmrand the vertical so thad®p =27p?sin ydydp

Clearly onceC(Kk) is known both the usually measured quantities can be datstmVe now
argue that for all practical purpos€g) can be found from a knowledge of the self energy
Y(k,w). The turbulent regime is dominated by the nonlinear terms andehin this regime
the self energy will exceed the bare relaxation Fék®. Further since our interest will be in
long time properties, we will explore only the low frequencymegand hence the frequency
dependence of(k,w) will not play any significant role. We will therefore incorp@ahe
effect of the nonlinear term in the dynamics of Eq. (4) through a tedaxeateZ(k).This
allows us to write Eq. (4) in frequency space, through anvalguit linearization, as
(Hw+Z(k)E(k,w) = f (k,w) and it follows that

dow <ff> _D(k)
2 o +3(k)?>  Z(K)

®) C(k) =152 <0k, 0(-K ) >=

Thus we see thd(k) plays the pivotal part in the calculations. Tloeni of D(k) will be
forced on us by the requirement of a constant dtithe 6 related “energy” through wave-
number space.

Substituting fou(k) in Eq. (4) from Eq. (3) wehave a nonlinear equatin the single field
0(k,t) and one can use the usual rules for diagramrpatiirbation theory [21] to calculate
¥(K),which is the primary aim of the theory. In thdlyuself-consistent one loop [22]
approximation, straightforward algebra leads toahswer:



>(k) =] d*p | [R?(ksp?~ ps(K.p))+Tap ip32(k12p22+ K, P43l
(27’ p'[3(p) + (K - p)]
©) .
cpp’ ,  Clk-phk-p
(P°+Tap)" (K - p|"+Tak, - po)?)?

X

This is one of the central equations of this pagleich will be used repeatedly. Before we
make use of this equation we need to introducether ingredient of the theory — the rate at
which the “thermal” energy92d3r / 2 changes. This is the rate at which energy is dissipated
at short length scales and the rate at which it is injected bgxtieenal random forcé at
large length scales. It is also the rate at which the nonlinear tetfg.i¢4) transfers the
energy from one wave-number to another. This transfer rétékjsand from Egs. (4) and (3)
can be written as the expectation value

__ q PPy (@)’ <9(q)9(p 4)¢(=p)>
(10) (k) IRI L on )SI o +Tag,?

where we have ignored the anisotropic partii{k) and focussed on the part which depends
on the magnitude df alone. To evaluate the three point correlation function aboveseisi|
to write Eq. (4) as the integral equation [we have repladegdd using Eq. (3)]

1kp
(27’

(11) e(R,t):eo(R,t)ﬂR}dt'G(k,t—t')joep{ ;ésp)e(px Yk - pt)}
0

WhereQO(E,t) is the solution of Eq. (4) without the non-linear term. We caeri the above
expression in Eq. (10) and iteratively evaludt{g).

Having introduced the two primary quantitie§k) andI1(k),we are ready to look at the
consequences. We focus on the non rotating case first i.€@=€etIn this case Eq. (9)
becomes

(IZ)

¢p Yo7 C(p) C(‘k )

(12) 200 =RT o 2p)+2(k-p)| P [k-pf°

It is clear that the two terms in the square bracket have two diffenaracteristics. The first
clearly has a divergence ps»0 and would require the integral to be cut off at some lower
limit. In this case we can easily read off thfk) is proportional tck. This means that the
exponent i’ that we had introduced would be given ibyl. This is the so called sweeping
term. It corresponds toé- fluctuation at wave numbdrbeing simply transported by a long
wavelength velocity fluctuation and hence the relaxation rate is wiprpbortional to the
wave-vector. The second term in the square bracket in Eq. (12) givéte @dimtribution and



hence the scaling characteristic of that part efdbntribution to the relaxation rate yields on
a simple power counting

(13) m+2n=1

We now turn to the fluxI(k) at zero rotation rate. Looking at Egs. (10) aht) (ve see that
the right hand side of Eq. (11) will contain onee@mns function and two correlation
functions. Since the Greens function is the inverfsthe self energy, the power count of the
relevant integral yields

14 2m+n=4
for the flux to be a constant independenkofrom Egs. (13) and (14) we fimg-2/3 and

m=7/3. The corresponding kinetic energy correlafiomction [from Eq. (3)] is seen to scale

as k™®3 and hence the energy spectrum will scalekdg’. If the dynamics is sweeping
dominated then Eq. (13) is irrelevantragets fixed at 1 and for a constant flux [Eq. (24

getm=3/2. The kinetic energy spectrum is then givenkﬁz/z. In the most simple minded
handling of these two contributions to the specirtime result would be an additive form
(consistent with a lowest order calculation of tleerelation function)

C
(15) E,(K) = s+ 72

wherec, and c, are constants. The validity of Eq. (15) is adedyaterne out by the data of

Pandey, Verma and Mishra [20]. A spectrum compeashy k**? has a small but distinct

increasing trend with increasidgwhile a spectrum compensated bf/zhas a decreasing
trend. A complete scenario is shown in Fig 1 whie fit to the spectrum demonstrates
convincingly that sweeping cannot be ignored.
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We now note that the result obtained for the casieowt sweepingr(=7/3, n=-2/3) actually
fixes the form of the noise correlation functibfk). Noting thatC(k)=D(k)/Z(k) according to

Eq. (8),we find thatD(k) O k3. This form ofD(K) is completely consistent with that used by

various authors [23-26] in arriving at the Kolmogorov spectr@cognizing this form of
D(k) and its relation t&€(k) will be very useful in discussing the finite rotation casas T
becausd®(k) cannot be affected by Rayleigh number or Taylor number, hawidg with an
external random force, and the calculation shifts to the determiradtin(k) alone.

Turning to the Nusselt number for zero rotation rate, we seewbateed to find thé&R
dependence of the amplitudesXfk) and C(k). If we write (k) =T k"and C(k) =Cy,k™,
then from Eq. (12) it is clear theiTtOZICOR2 is a constant independent d&. In a similar
fashion from Eqgs. (10) and (11),we find the combinatl%%ﬁ:ozll'o is independent oR.
This leads taC, 0 R™?*. From Eq. (7) it follows immediately that

(16) Nu O RY®

It should be clear that this result holds independent of whetlgeisaliscussing the sweeping
free regimeor thesweeping independent one.

We now turn to the case of finite rotation rate. Now we do not hayalivergence at small
wave numbers and the difference between the sweeping and non-sweegimgs
disappear. To find the effect of rotation B(K) , it is simplest to talk about the very high



Taylor number regime when in the integrand of E%). e can drop the external wave
numberk. Since we are looking at the isotropic part3k) alone we can drop th&éa
containing terms in the numerator of Eq. (9). Weuase that fofa>>1,

K"

(17) Z(k) = FlTay

wherel";is a constant. We insert this form in Eq. (9), rexber Eq. (8) and by simple power
counting arrive at

k2

Comparing Eqgs (17) and (18), we conclude tmt2 and y=2/3. In this limit, we
immediately haveC(k) 0 Ta?3/k® and hence the kinetic energy spectrum will scale as

(19) E, (k) =cTa?®/k’

wherec is a constant. We return to Eq. (7) and note @k} is still proportional toR"?*and
hence thec(p) appearing in Eq. (7) will be proportional T@**R%*p~ 5giving the result

(20) NuO R} /Ta®* 0 RY3 Q %

Thus we find that in this infinite Prandtl number limit, Relependence is alway%l’3 with
the prefactor being a function 61, the rotation rate. This result supports the strict upper
bound on the Nusselt number found by Doering and Constirit].

To get a feel for the appropriateness of the claim that inithisthe Nusselt number has just
one power law dependence Bnone can have a look at the numerical simulations of King et
al. One can see that as the Prandtl number is increased (Fi§ Ringoet al [9]) the
steepening range becomes smaller and smaller and is hardly visibRratcil number of
100.

In conclusion we have shown that in this infinite Prandtl benimit the explicit calculation

with Eulerian hydrodynamics brings out clearly the role of theeping and gives the self
energy explicitly as the sum of a sweeping and a non-sweepingTkisimesult is supported
very strongly by the numerical work of Pandey et al. [20]. We al®dict that at high
rotation speeds the spectrum will be much steeper and have a chdraatetasion rate

dependence. The Nusselt number calculation gives a Rayleigh nurependénce in
accordance with the Doering—Constantin [11] bound and a charactatégiendence on
rotation speed at high Taylor numbers.

| am grateful to Ambrish Pandey and Mahendra K Verma for several itmgréelsscussions
and for providing Fig. 1 of this paper from their unpublishathd
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig 1. The kinetic energy spectrum as a functiorithef wave-numbek. The compensated
spectrum with the sweeping contribution includethis best fit to the data. The contribution
of sweeping is quite strong as seen from the aoeffis of the two terms.



