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Synchronizing the helicity of Rayleigh-Bénard convection by a tide-like
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We present results on the synchronization of the helicity in a liquid-metal Rayleigh-Bénard (RB) experiment under
the influence of a tide-like electromagnetic forcing with azimuthal wavenumber m = 2. We show that for a critical
forcing strength the typical Large Scale Circulation (LSC) in the cylindrical vessel of aspect ratio unity is entrained by
the period of the tide-like forcing, leading to synchronized helicity oscillations with opposite signs in two half-spaces.
The obtained experimental results are consistent with and supported by numerical simulations. A similar entrainment
mechanism for the helicity in the solar tachocline may be responsible for the astonishing synchronization of the solar
dynamo by the 11.07-year triple synodic alignment cycle of the tidally dominant planets Venus, Earth and Jupiter.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Helicity, i.e. the scalar product of a vector field with its
vector potential, plays a key role in various fields of hydrody-
namics and plasma physics'. A point in case is the decisive
role of magnetic helicity conservation for Taylor relaxation
in fusion plasmas”. A complementary example is the impor-
tance of kinetic helicity for magnetic field self-excitation in
planets, stars, and galaxies™", as recently confirmed in vari-
ous liquid metal dynamo experiments’. In those cosmic bod-
ies, and technical devices, helicity triggers the induction of
electrical currents in the direction of a prevailing magnetic
field. This so-called & effect is at the root of &> dynamos,
thought to be at work in the Earth’s liquid core, as well as of
a — Q dynamos, responsible for the magnetic field generation
in sun-like stars.

While contemporary solar dynamo theory” has been quite
successful in reproducing the main features of the solar mag-
netic field, such as the typical time scale of the Schwabe cycle
and the shape of the butterfly diagram of sunspots, there re-
main some nagging doubts concerning the conceptional com-
pleteness of the models employed so far. One of the unre-
solved issues relates to the astonishing regularity of the 11-
year Schwabe cycle which, notwithstanding some fluctua-
tions, shows statistical features of a clocked process which
distinguishes it from a simple random walk process’. Mean-
while, we have remarkable observational evidence for the
phase-stability of the Schwabe cycle, stemming both from
sunspot and cosmogenic nuclides’ data of the last millennium,
pointing to a cycle length of 11.07 years, as well as from algae
data of the early Holocene, showing a (barely distinguishable)
period of 11.04 years™".

Inspired by previous work of Hung'®, Wilson' »'~ and
Scafetta'”, we have pursued the idea of a possible link be-
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tween the Schwabe cycle and the 11.07-year triple syn-
odic cycle of the tidally dominant planets Venus, Earth and
Jupiter' A promising rationale for such a connection
was found in the tendency of the current-driven, kink-type
(m = 1) Tayler instability (TT)"">' to undergo intrinsic helicity
oscillations'", which later were shown to be easily entrainable
by a tide-like perturbation with its typical m = 2 azimuthal
dependence'’. While, admittedly, the tidal forces exerted by
the planets in the solar tachocline are very weak, the he-
licity entrainment mechanism employs them only as a cata-
lyst to switch between left- and right-handed states of the pre-
existing TI, leaving its very energy content nearly unchanged.

Yet, the TI is just one candidate for the tides to act upon.
A very similar synchronization mechanism might apply to
magneto-Rossby waves at the solar tachocline which are
presently under intense investigation”"~-°. Preliminary results
suggest that realistic tidal forces as exerted by planets are ca-
pable of exciting magneto-Rossby waves with velocity ampli-
tudes that could indeed be relevant for the solar dynamo

A related question that presents itself concerns the possible
influence of tidal forces on convective motion”’. While, due to
the huge differences between the tidal and inertial forces in the
solar convection zone ", any noticeable effect in this region
seems extremely unlikely, convection is at least an attractive
candidate for an experiment on helicity synchronization. In
view of the significant challenges in carrying out liquid metal
experiments on the very TI"', Rayleigh-Bénard(RB) convec-
tion may provide an interesting surrogate with nearly identical
topological features. Just as the TI, the Large Scale Circu-
lation (LSC)”' =" in an H/D aspect ratio unity vessel breaks
spontaneously the axi-symmetry (m = 0) of the underlying
problem and develops an m = 1 flywheel structure. Secondary
effects such as torsional™ and sloshing modes™' ", rever-
sals and even intermittent cessations™»”'° were experimentally
studied with different working fluids, including water’ »""°,
silicon oil’’, helium-gas™~, air’’, liquid mercury """, liquid
sodium™, and the eutectic alloy GaInSn™""”. Since the slosh-
ing mode with its side-wise motion (transverse to the primary
LSC vortex) is also connected with a helicity oscillation, the
interaction of the m = 1 LSC with some m = 2 tide-like pertur-



bation seems attractive for a paradigmatic experimental veri-
fication of the more generic helicity synchronization mecha-
nism.

With this goal in mind, we have recently proposed’’, and
later confirmed’”, how an electromagnetic tide-like forcing
can be realized in a liquid-metal filled cylindrical cell of as-
pect ratio unity. For that purpose, we utilized two coils (lo-
cated opposite each other) of the more versatile MULTIMAG
system”' (which, in principle, allows for arbitrary superposi-
tions of axial, rotating and travelling magnetic fields). Feeding
these two coils with AC currents (with typical frequencies if
25-100 Hz) we were able to produce four-roll structures with
an approximate m = 2 symmetry .

As a sequel to those preliminaries’’*", this paper is ded-
icated to the investigation of the interaction of a tide-like
electro-magnetic forcing with the single-roll LSC as it typi-
cally develops in cylindrical RB convection with aspect ratio
unity. Our goal is to understand if, how, and under which con-
ditions, the m = 2 forcing leads to a synchronization of the
sidewise motion of the LSC, and the helicity connected with
that. In the next section we will recall the experimental set-
up and the numerical methods for simulating the experiment.
Then we will present the main experimental findings and com-
pare them with numerical results. The paper concludes with a
summary of our findings and a discussion of possible lessons
to be learned for the original solar dynamo problem.

Il. EXPERIMENTAL AND NUMERICAL SETUPS

For the sake of completeness, in this section we recall the
set-up of the experiment and the numerical solver used for its
simulation. More details can be found in previous work =",

A. Experimental setup

The experiments are performed in a cylindrical container
of aspect ratio I' = D/H = 1, with the height H and the
diameter D = 2R both being equal to 180 mm (see Fig. 1).
As working fluid we use the liquid metal alloy GalnSn with
the following physical parameters (at 20° C, see’’): density
p = 6350kg/m?, kinematic viscosity v = 3.44 x 1077 m?/s,
thermal diffusivity k¥ = 1.19 x 1073 m?/s, electrical conduc-
tivity o0 = 3.27 x 10° (2 m)~!. From the latter values we infer
a Prandtl number Pr = v/x = 0.029 and a magnetic Prandtl
number Pm = foov = 1.40 x 1079,

The sidewalls, made of polyether ether ketone (PEEK),
are considered thermally and electrically insulating. On top
and bottom, the cylinder is bounded by two uncoated copper
plates with 220 mm diameter and a thickness of 25 mm. Dur-
ing the RB experiments the bottom plate is electrically heated
while the top plate is watercooled. If not otherwise stated we
work with a temperature difference of 5 K which is ensured
by a thermostat. This temperature difference corresponds to
a Rayleigh number Ra = OtgH3AT/VK =1.03 x 1077 with
thermal expansion coefficient ¢ and gravitational acceleration
g. The turnover time #, = L/u;sc with L being the LSC path

FIG. 1: Schematic setup of the experiment. (a) Two coils
(red), fed by an AC current with 25 Hz, produce a tide-like
m =2 forcing in the cylindrical container filled with GalnSn.
In the case without RB flow, the tide-like force generates 4
rolls which are also shown*. (b) Configuration of the UDV
sensors and the measurement paths. Here, the arrangement of
the excitation coils lying on the y-axis is only indicated by
the dashed lines.

length for this state is estimate to be around 50s. From the
electromagnetic point of view both copper plates are consid-
ered to be in perfect electrical contact with the GalnSn. Due to
the large ratio (appr. factor 18) between the thermal conduc-
tivities of copper and GalnSn and a small size ratio resulting
in a low Biot Number < 1°°, the temperature distribution at
the interface between the two materials is considered homo-
geneous.

Just as in*®, the tide-like m = 2 forcing is generated by
AC-currents through two rectangular, stretched coils which
are situated on opposite sides of the cylinder as delineated in
Fig. 1a. Each has 80 turns, 10 pancake layers, a total inner
height of 350 mm and a mean distance between the long leg
and the x-z centre plane of 145 mm”"). The distance between
the central pancake layer and the cylinder centre is 285 mm.
When a current is applied to the coils a magnetic field is gen-



erated which is symmetrical to the centre plane. A tunable
AC power supply is used to create an alternating current with
defined amplitude and frequency in the coils. Throughout this
paper, this frequency will be fixed to 25 Hz which was opti-
mised previously™®. The polarity of the coils is assigned in
a way that the magnetic field is concordant in both solenoids.
This configuration has turned out advantageous for generating
the desired flow structure

Although the cylinder is also equipped with thermo-
couples, in this paper we exclusively rely on the velocity
signals measured by 8 MHz Ultrasound Doppler Velocimetry
(UDV) sensors, whose configuration around the vessel is il-
lustrated in Fig. 1b. The sampling period for all the sensors is
about 2.45 s for the experimental data and 1 s (plain RB) and
2 s for the numerical data. Referring to the bottom interface
between copper and GalnSn, the measurement planes “Bot”,
“Mid” and “Top” are located at heights of 10, 90 and 170 mm,
respectively. At each height, two sensors called “1” and “3”
are placed with an angle of 7/2 between them (the additional
sensors “2” are not utilized in the following). Two further
UDV sensors for measuring the vertical flow component are
placed in the top copper plate at radial positions r/R = 0 and
r/R = 0.8. Of those, we will only utilize data of “Vert2”, situ-
ated close to the lateral boundary. A more detailed description
of the cell can be found in

B. Numerical scheme

The flow in the cell is computed, using OpenFOAM 677,
by solving the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation and the
continuity equation

du

- P Vyu=-Vp+pyViu+f, (1)

Vou=0, )

wherein the force f is a sum of the electromagnetic force gen-
erated by the AC current in the coils and the buoyancy force
due to the imposed temperature difference between the lower
and upper copper plates:

f = M(t)fEM + fhm)yam‘y . (3)

The thermal convection is modelled by the Boussinesq ap-
proximation which provides the buoyant force fpuoyancy to
the Navier-Stokes equation. Since the resulting flow speeds
are low (a few mm/s), the corresponding small magnetic
Reynolds numbers (Rm ~ 1073...1072 ) allow us to decouple
the magnetic field generation from the flow calculation.

We therefore pre-computed the Lorentz force

feMm=3xB “4)

by solving Maxwell’s equations in Opera 1.7”” and added it
as a vector field to the Navier-Stokes equation. To emulate a
time-dependent tide-like forcing, this time-constant part fgs
of the Lorentz force is amplitude-modulated by the factor

M(t) = sin* (T fioat) (5)

wherein the frequency f,,,,4 is chosen close to the natural fre-
quency fyosn Of the sloshing motion of the LSC (which is dis-
played below). To achieve a positive-defined sinusoidal mod-
ulation, i.e. 0 < M(¢) < 1, the sine function is squared and the
natural frequency is halved. Figure7 in™ shows the spatial
distribution of fgy, at the maximum M(r) = 1.

The mesh utilized for the simulations consists of hex-
ahedral cells with contracted cells at the walls where the
no-slip condition u = 0 is implemented. For all numerical
simulations of the combination of RB convection and tidal
forcing, we used the results from a pure RB flow after 3000
seconds as starting point.

Ill.  RESULTS

Although a wide variety of frequency, current and temper-
ature parameters has been explored in the experiments, in the
following we focus on a RB flow with a temperature differ-
ence AT = 5K which corresponds to a Rayleigh number of
Ra=1.03x10.

In all cases with forcing, the fundamental frequency of the

coil current is fixed to 25 Hz, while the amplitude is slowly
modulated with frequency f,,,q. A setting of f,,,q = 18 mHz
has been chosen to be in the range of the natural sloshing fre-
quencies of the LSC as mentioned before. The intention was,
staying close to a possible 1:1 resonance, while being slightly
off so a possible entrainment would be visible.
First, we present the UDV sensor data for four representative
cases with increasing coil currents. This yields already a qual-
itative picture for the process under investigation. A follow-
ing spectral analysis and forcing-signal-correlations elucidate
possible causal relationships. Further insight is provided by
evaluations of the simulated flow field, allowing for an attempt
at a theory for the underlying mechanisms.

A. UDV data for four different coil currents

Here we present the velocity profiles measured along seven
selected UDV sensor beams and compare them with the corre-
sponding profiles of virtual sensors as extracted from numer-
ical simulations. Specifically, we discuss the results for the
four maximal coil current amplitudes of 0 A, 12.5 A, 21.2 A,
and 27.6 A. The presented data are representative examples
from, in some cases, much longer time series.

We start with the pure RB flow, i.e. with zero coil cur-
rent. For seven selected sensors, Fig.2 shows the contour
plots (over time and UDV beam depth) of the actually mea-
sured signal (left column) and of the corresponding “virtual
sensors” (right column). For the selected time frame of 1600 s,
all sensors show velocities with amplitudes of some 30 mm/s,
and short term oscillations with periods of appr. 50s. The
dominance of the flywheel-type LSC is clearly mirrored by
the reciprocal flow direction (red versus blue) between sensors
“Top1” and “Botl”, as well as between “Top3” and “Bot3”.
Whenever the flow is directed towards (blue) the sensor at the
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FIG. 2: Contour plots of the velocities along the sensor beamlines for a coil current of 0 A (pure RB convection). The left
column shows measurement data for seven selected UDV sensors, while the right column shows the corresponding virtual
sensor data extracted from the simulation.

top, the corresponding signal at the bottom sensor is red, in-
dicating a motion away from the sensor. Appropriately, the
“Vert2” sensor observes, for most of the time, a downward
motion (red). The signals from the “Mid” sensors are notice-
able weaker. What they actually measure is not the flywheel
itself, but basically its lateral deflection, which corresponds to
the sloshing motion of the LSC with its periodicity of appr.
50s. On longer time scales not shown here, we also observe
an azimuthal drift of the main LSC direction, as well as sud-
den cessations with direction change. Qualitatively, the virtual
sensors on the right hand side show a very similar behaviour,

including the ~ 50 s periodicity. Yet, in view of the random
direction of the LSC and its long-term drift, a perfect agree-
ment of all details cannot be expected.

The next plot, Fig. 3, shows the corresponding (real and vir-
tual) sensor data for a coil current of 12.5 A. While neither
the velocity amplitude nor the ~ 50 s periodicity have much
changed from the 0 A case, we observe now a clear regular-
ization of the flow, with the LSC constantly oriented in y di-
rection, i.e., along the sensor path of “Top3” and “Bot3”. This
effect has already been noted in*”" and is confirmed in this
dataset. The fact that the direction of the LSC in the numeri-
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2, but for a coil current of 12.5 A.

cal simulation happens to be contrary to that in the experiment
(red versus blue in “Top3”’) merely results from random ini-
tial symmetry breaking and is of no consequence for the anal-
ysis. Sloshing in x-direction is now most strongly expressed
in the “Mid1” data, while the numerical data shows slightly
more regularity than the experimental one. As for the “Vert2”
sensor, one can observe exchanging upward and downward
streams resulting from the rotation/torsion of the LSC. Note-
worthy is also the change in flow structure in the “Topl” and
“Botl” data. It switches from a mainly unidirectional flow (as
in Fig. 2) to a four-section structure, which will become even
more pronounced with increasing coil currents.

At21.2 A (Fig. 4) the regular patterns become obvious, par-

ticularly visible in the “Top3” and “Bot3” data. Despite being
accordant to the forcing, as will be shown below, they are un-
likely to be just a measurement of the forcing, as the particular
sensors “look” perpendicular to the main forcing direction. In
particular, the unimodal flow direction is not what would be
expected from a purely forced flow, as in*". Interestingly, also
a somewhat higher frequency in “Mid1” emerges which will
be discussed in more detail further below.

Finally, the 27 A case (Fig.5) exhibits a very stable peri-
odicity, pointing to a sort of asymptotic synchronization be-
haviour. The four-section structure in “Top3” and “Bot3” is
now very pronounced.
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FIG. 4: Same as Fig. 2, but for a coil current of 21.2 A.

B. Fourier spectra

Having observed an increasing flow regularity in the pre-
vious section, we asks now what frequencies are included
and how they relate to the forcing. For that purpose, we
discuss the Fourier spectra of several locations in the cylin-
der. Specifically, for “Top3”, “Bot3”, “Mid1” and “Vert2” we
will focus on the central segments around 90 mm, averaged
over the depth between 85 mm and 95 mm. For the “Mid1”
sensor, we will additionally observe points centered around
40 mm, and 140 mm, likewise averaged over the surround-
ing 10mm. Along the time axis, segments of ca. 1600s
are selected identical to the ones displayed in section IIT A.

The resultant time series are detrended and a von Hann win-
dow of the same length as the series is applied before the data
are passed to NumPy’s real-valued discrete Fourier Transform
function “rfft”. The shown periodograms are to be interpreted
as examples only. As the turbulent flow (of Re = uD/v ~ 10°)
has an inherently chaotic element to it, the results can vary de-
pending on the observed time frame (particularly for the low
current values).

Let us begin, in Fig. 6, with an analysis of the pure RB case
(0A). In view of long-term wanderings of the LSC in this
case, the corresponding data in Fig.2 has been chosen from
a longer time series such that the LSC is pointing roughly in
the direction of the “Top3” and “Bot3”’sensors. The FFTs of
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FIG. 5: Same as Fig. 2, but for a coil current of 27.6 A.

the center flow show a rather broad maximum around 18 mHz
(corresponding to 55.56's) which is the typical frequency of
the sloshing/torsional motion in our case. This is why it has
been chosen as the forcing modulation period in this study.
Such a peak actually can also be found in the angle data, a
measure used in previous investigations’”

At 12.5 A the peaks of the “Mid1” sensor start to shift to-
wards higher frequencies, as can be seen in Fig. 7. The other
measurement points still seem to be much too irregular in be-
haviour for the FFT to pick up anything worth mentioning.

Increasing the coil current further to 21.2 A, Fig. 8 displays
now prominent peaks at the forcing frequency of 18 mHz, both
for experiment and simulation. The points roughly one fifth

from the wall in “Mid1” also see this frequency in addition
to the faster periods. Those faster periods also shift a little
further up the scale, which seems to be consistent behaviour.

Further increasing the coil current to 27.6 A shows the same
pattern with an even more expressed forcing period in the
“Top3” and “Bot3” data (Fig.9). At this stage it is even ex-
pressed in the “Vert2” experimental data.

We conclude that the increasing Lorentz-forces clearly
leave their mark in the FFT spectra as well. A remaining ques-
tion is, how the fluctuation at the cylinder centre evolves. As
a first glance, Fig. 10 depicts the strongest frequencies for the
90 mm data divided by the modulation frequency of 18 mHz.
It is not a perfect measure and subject to statistical fluctua-
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FIG. 6: Power spectral density (partly shifted) of six data sets
from four sensors, extracted at various depths from Fig. 2, for
a coil current of 0 A. The upper panel corresponds to data
from the real sensors, the lower panel to those of "virtual
sensors" from simulation.

tions, but suggests a continuous increase. And while the 37 A
data points are not quite reliable due to small peaks, further
simulations suggest a saturation beyond that current. At any
rate, the observed periods are somewhat unstable and thus the
frequency peaks are not sharply expressed.

C. Transition to synchronization

With a first characterization at different forcings at hand, we
now discuss the synchronization in a more quantitative man-
ner. For that purpose, we assess the correlation between the
force signal M(t) according to Eq. 5 and the velocity around
the centre of “Bot3”. The latter data is chosen because the
measured LSC velocities are perpendicular to the forcing and
the sensor is delivering a low noise signal throughout all mea-
surement runs. It also shows the strongest forcing response in
the contours 2-5. The employed metric is Pearson’s empirical
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FIG. 7: Same as Fig. 6, but for 12.5 A.

correlation coefficient:
n = =
re(x,y) = i:l(x17 %) (Vik — ) _ (6)
VI (i =%)2 2 ik — )
where x is a 27 periods long segment of the forcing envelope
curve, y is the formerly mentioned velocity data, from which a
29-period length is selected, and k denotes the lag between the
correlation signals. During correlation, the signal y is shifted
across signal x and only the part of x is used that has a corre-
sponding value in the y data. In order for this to be executable,
both signals exhibit an identical temporal sampling.

As the forcing signal is 27 periods (=1500s) long, only a
long-term coherent effect will yield a high correlation coef-
ficient and thus hint at synchronization. If the synchronicity
is weak and the periodic velocity’s phase drifts with respect
to the forcing or looses its periodic structure, the correlation
coefficients will be small.

As two periods of lagging were chosen, when plotted over
the lag distance the resultant coefficients resemble more ore
less two periods of a sinusoid for all datasets (including plain
RB). Thus, the maximum correlation and average phase dif-
ference can be estimated. Non-linear fitting of a sinusoid has
been used to estimate the phase lag.
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FIG. 8: Same as Fig. 6, but for 21.2 A.

In Fig. 11 those maximal coefficients and corresponding
phase lags are plotted against the coil current. The blue tri-
angles are taken from measurements, while the grey crosses
are values from the numerical data. The orange circles repre-
sent the average of the grey crosses for one current value.

Evidently, at low currents there is almost no correlation be-
tween the forcing and the flow (for the plain RB case, a proxy
sine function with 18 mHz was used). Then, the correlation
rises steeply between 10 A and 25 A, after which it reaches a
sort of plateau. As long-term coherence is required for such
high values to occur, we take this as strong evidence for a syn-
chronization effect at play.

Nevertheless, the phase difference is quite large with more
than half a period lying between the maximum of the forcing
and the maximum of the flow velocity. This might hint at the
synchronization mechanism working in a part of the cylinder
which is away from the centre.

While the phase in Fig. 1 1(b) appears to be very steady even
starting at 10 A, there is, obviously no reasonable phase rela-
tion to be defined for lower currents. Since the “coherence
length” is rather short, the maximal correlation coefficient is
strongly dependent on the chosen time frame. A first attempt
on characterizing the underlying statistics has been made us-
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FIG. 11: Onset of synchronization with increasing current.
(a) Maximum of the empirical correlation coefficient of
sensor “Bot3” with the function M (¢) according to Eq. (5).
(b) Phase shift between the two signals where the maximum
of the correlation occurs. In both panels, the blue triangles
represent experimental results, while the grey crosses
represent the numerical results for multiple intervals on the
same dataset. The orange circles depict the average over the
crosses for each current amplitude.

ing a sort of bootstrapping on the numerical data. There,
longer datasets were available and more than one interval of
1500s could be evaluated. The result are the grey crosses in
Fig. 11.

For high currents, the crosses have a consistently small
spread, which gives some validity to the former interpretation
of the data. Yet, the correlation does not reach exactly one,
which is due to noise from turbulence always contained in the
data.

Even though a synchronization effect is readily apparent,
the actual process facilitating it has to be further illuminated.

10
D. Flow geometry and helicity synchronization

In this section we will have a closer look on the actual
mechanism of the synchronisation. For that purpose, we
mainly rely on the numerical simulations which allow to an-
alyze the flow in much more detail than it would be possible
from the limited number of sensors used in the experiment.
This applies, in particular, to the helicity of the flow which
can only be quantified by numerical data. However, the good
correspondence between numerics and experiments presented
so far makes us confident about the physical relevance of the
numerical simulations.

As previously stated, the flow geometry changes from a
plain RB case to a forced case. In Figs. 12 and 13, the flow
is illustrated in 9 panels distributed over one period of 55s.
For the pure RB case, in Fig. 12 the panels show the typical
sloshing and torsional motion associated with the movement
of the LSC in the volume. The forced case with 30 A, shown
in Fig. 13, reveals a more complex behaviour. On the mid-
height plane, a back and forth motion is visible but has ad-
ditional components superimposed. On the top and bottom
planes, the flow seems to be parted in two, along positive and
negative x, whenever the forcing starts to act. On closer in-
spection it appears that the LSC is strong on one side and
then switches sides without visibly crossing the center over
the course of one period. The large scale structure of the LSC
seems to become more complex with those branching flows.

There are several ways to interpret this behaviour. Looking
at how the alternation of sides in plume formation is regular-
ized, an interaction of the Lorentz-forces with the internals of
the RB process is suggested. Further investigation is required
to exclude this possibility.

Nevertheless, turning to the helicity we can find another
mechanism. In order to understand this concept, we have to
make a few distinctions beforehand which are illustrated in
Fig. 14. In addition to the full helicity

H:/u~a)dV, withw =V xu @)
1%

integrated over the entire volume V, we consider also the
partial helicities H~, integrated over the restricted volume
with x < 0, and H™, integrated over x > 0. Furthermore,
we distinguish between the two helicity density contributions
hy = u, @, (red) and h; = u, @, (green), whose volume integrals
are denoted by H, and H,, respectively. Roughly speaking, the
first one, Ay, represents the projection of the vorticity @, of the
LSC on its sidewise motion u, (presupposing that the LSC is
mainly directed in y-direction, which is safely guaranteed only
in the synchronized regime). The second one, /., represents
the projection of the vorticity @, of the four rolls (arising from
the m=2 forcing™”) on the vertical component u, of the LSC
which penetrates them. The third contribution, #, = u,®, has
not such a clear interpretation and is, therefore, skipped in the
following.

We start again, in Fig. 15, with the pure RB case. Its left col-
umn exhibits time series of various helicity components, the
right column shows the corresponding FFTs. The three rows
of panel (a) show helicities averaged over the entire volume,
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FIG. 12: Tllustration of the vector flow field for a coil current of O A (pure RB convection). The 9 panels cover a typical
sloshing period of 55 seconds, during which the LSC undergoes a “round trip”. The upper and lower planes show the horizontal
component of the velocity (gray arrows), including its intensity (color). The plane at mid-height shows the corresponding
vertical velocity component.

while the rows of panel (b) show the corresponding partial he-
licity H™ for the restricted volume with x < 0 (we skip H* for
x > 0 as its graph looks similar to H~, except with opposite
sign). What we observe here in all FFTs is a rather broadband
distribution, mirroring the sidewise motion of the LSC with
its main, but not very sharp sloshing frequency.

For the next case of 12 A (Fig. 16), things are starting to
change. All FFTs now show peaks at the synchronizing fre-
quency of 18 mHz and also previously mentioned higher fre-

quencies (see section III B).

Going over to the case with 21.5 A as shown in Fig. 17, we
observe even more drastic changes. All FFTs now exhibit ex-
tremely sharp peaks but with a decisive difference between
the full-volume helicity H and the half-volume helicity H ™.
In the former, only a higher frequency at 23 mHz is apparent,
while in the latter, a strong and narrow peak remains at the
forcing frequency of 18 mHz.

At 27.6 A, which corresponds the to the “fully synchro-
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FIG. 13: Same as Fig. 12, but for a coil current of 30 A.

nized state”, the distinction becomes more or less complete.
In difference to the full-volume version, the half-volume he-
licity H™ of Fig. 18(b) are now dominated by the frequency of
the forcing modulation, with only a minor component at the
higher frequency.

From this evidence we conclude that helicity synchroniza-
tion indeed occurs. The two half-volume helicities H~ and
H™ are synchronized by the external m = 2 forcing. H, and H,
contribute comparable shares and take control of the cycle. It
is not only the (unsurprising) oscillation of @, of the four rolls
directly driven by the m = 2 forcing which in combination
with the reciprocal sign change of u, translates to a non-zero

signal. But also the oscillation of u, leads to a more or less
symmetric sloshing of the LSC in the two x half-spaces. This
explains also the clear peak at the forcing frequency as seen
at the “Top3” and “Bot3” sensors in Fig.9, evidencing that
the split LSC “passes by” at x = 0 with that frequency. Evi-
dently, with decreasing forcing this dominance of the applied
frequency in the H~ and H is lost, as seen when going back
from Fig. 18 to Fig. 15. It is important to note that this type of
helicity synchronization is accomplished with only minor en-
ergetic effort, as illustrated in Fig. 19. Synchronization occurs
already (at 21.5 A) with a 14 percent increase of the energy,
and even at the highest forcing of 27.6 A, the energy changes
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FIG. 14: Tllustration of the main contributions to the helicity, &, = u, @, (red) and h; = u,®, (green).

only by 22 percent.

As elucidated above, the sharp peak at 18 mHz is propor-
tional to the forcing while being perfectly canceled for the
whole volume. It is probably directly driven by the forcing
itself. What we are left with at this point is the question about
the character of the second frequency which completely dom-
inates the full helicity H. This wider frequency bunch still
shows natural variation around a center value, suggesting it-
self as a higher order mode of the slightly more irregular LSC.
As is clear from the Lh.s. of Fig. 14 a non-vanishing total H
is connected with a typical sloshing motion of the LSC with
its u, that is asymmetric in x. This was clearly the dominant
part for the pure RB case, but evidently some part of it re-
mains also for higher forcing. A natural explanation of the
frequency increase, as observed in Fig. 10, would be that the
spatial range of the azimuthal LSC’s angle oscillation is re-
stricted by the m = 2 forcing which dominates the x-region
farther away from the center. A stronger and more defined
helicity oscillation would, in that train of thought, originate
from a “stiffer” forcing potential wall. Just as an analogous
guitar string would exhibit an increase of eigenfrequency un-
der tension. What is still unexplained then is the sharpness of
this second peak as seen in Fig. 16 to Fig. 18 which makes it
tempting to speculate about a resonance of higher order (e.g.
4:3 or 3:2), Yet, until now the frequencies shown in Fig. 10
are not really conclusive, so that further work on that issue is
definitely required.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented and compared experimental
and numerical results on the synchronization of the helicity in
a liquid metal RB convection by a time-periodic tide-like force
with its typical m = 2 azimuthal dependence. By increasing
the current in the field producing coils, between 10 A and 25 A
we have observed a tightening synchronization of the flow by
the force. We characterized the typical periods at various lo-
cations in the cylinder and found periodic flow structures ac-
cordant to the forcing frequency. Surprisingly, we observed

also higher frequencies connected with a remaining sidewise
motion perpendicular to the main flow direction. We quan-
tified the tightness of synchronicity using a cross correlation
method and found strong coherence above a certain threshold.
Digging more deeply into the numerical data, helicity syn-
chronization was clearly identified. Above the threshold, the
two partial helicities H~ and H, left and right of the LSC’s
main plane, showed a nearly perfect synchronization with the
external frequency, while the full-volume helicity H turned
out to have a higher frequency, perhaps related to an odd-
numbered synchronization (depending on peak current ampli-
tude), an effect that is still to be understood. For different
current strengths, we have visualized the flow which reveals
a complicated three-dimensional sloshing motion which ac-
quires, at least partly, also a component that is symmetric with
respect to x.

Admittedly, the particular final results was slightly against
our initial expectation of a rather simple synchronization of
the side-wise sloshing motion by the m = 2 force, allegedly
leading to an 1:1 synchronization of the total helicity, too.
Such a tidal synchronization of the m = 0 component of
the helicity had been numerically observed for the Tayler
instability ' '”. The difference to the RB case presented here,
with its LSC in form of one single roll, might have to do with
the different number of m = 1 rolls, which was equal to 2 in
the TI case (using a slightly taller cylinder). It therefore sug-
gests itself to use also a taller RB flow, with a higher number
of rolls stacked above each other™, to better mimick the syn-
chronization of the full-volume helicity as in the TI case ™

Coming back to the motivating subject of a possible syn-
chronization of the helicity in the solar tachocline by plane-
tary tidal forces, it remains to be seen whether the 1:1 syn-
chronized non-axisymmetric helicity component, as observed
now, can in any descent way be applied there. At any rate,
it would clearly contradict the original idea of a Tayler-Spruit
dynamo with axisymmetric helicity distribution. While clearly
admitting that the analogy of our RB model with the TI in
a thin tachocline should not be overstretched, we also point
out that an asymmetric helicity distribution (although with re-
spect to the equator) was at the root of our 1D-synchronization
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APPENDIX

Additionally to the synchronization boundary, a shift in
modulation frequencies has been investigated. In Fig. 20 the
result is displayed for the “Bot3” sensor. It shows a broad
maximum around the LSC’s sloshing period of roughly 55s.
The maximum appears to be at over 60 s, but one has to con-

sider the statistical variance of the values at 21.2 A, as in
Fig. 11. This is also emphasized by Fig. 21, where the values
for the “Top3” sensor are given. In this case, the maximum
is slightly left of 55s. We interpret these results such that the
“resonance” of the forcing with the RB process is strongest at
the natural sloshing frequency

The phase difference in panel (b) of Figs.20 and 21 has
been normalized to the length of one period to make the re-
sults comparable. Interestingly, the flow’s lag decreases lin-
early from almost one period at fast modulations to about half
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