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We prove new bounds on the heat flux out of the bottom boundary, FB, for

a fluid at infinite Prandtl number, heated internally between isothermal par-

allel plates under two kinematic boundary conditions. In uniform internally

heated convection, the supply of heat equally leaves the domain by conduc-

tion when there is no flow. When the heating, quantified by the Rayleigh

number, R, is sufficiently large, turbulent convection ensues and decreases

the heat leaving the domain through the bottom boundary. In the case of no-

slip boundary conditions, with the background field method, we rigorously

determine that FB ≳ R−2/3−R−1/2 log (1−R−2/3) up to a positive constant

independent of the Rayleigh and Prandtl numbers. Whereas between stress-

free boundaries we prove that FB ≳ R−40/29−R−35/29 log (1−R−40/29). We

perform a numerical study of the system in two dimensions up to a Rayleigh

number of 5× 109 with the spectral solver Dedalus. Our numerical investi-

gations indicate that FB ∼ R−0.092 and FB ∼ R−0.12 for the two kinematic

boundary conditions respectively. The gap between the scaling in our simu-

lations and our constructions in the proof indicates that further optimisation

could improve the rigorous bounds on FB.
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I Introduction

Turbulent convection is ubiquitous in nature, be it atmospheric convection, mix-

ing in lakes or mantle convection within planets; the motion of fluids shapes the

physics of the Earth. Studies of turbulent convection use the model introduced

by Lord Rayleigh1, referred to as Rayleigh-Bénard convection (RBC), where tem-

perature variations are generated by heating a fluid confined between two plates

from the lower boundary. However, for turbulent convection in geophysics, heat

is generated and removed throughout the domain2–4. For atmospheres and lakes,

this occurs by the absorption of solar radiation5–7, whereas, for the Mantle, the

radioactive decay of isotopes provides a constant supply of heat for convection8,9.

By numerical simulations or experiments, emergent quantities of turbulent con-

vection, like the mean vertical heat transport, can be studied. However, exper-

iments and simulations currently cannot reach parameter values of relevance to

geophysics. The Prandtl number quantifying the ratio of thermal to viscous diffu-

sion of a fluid varies significantly within planets from 1023 in the Mantle to 10−1 in

the liquid core8. Similarly, the Rayleigh number, R, quantifying the destabilising

effect of internal heating to the stabilising effect of diffusion, is estimated to be at

least 106 in the Mantle and possibly 1029 in the core10,11.

A mathematically rigorous study of turbulent convection can instead give insight

into heat transport at all parameter values. In individual papers, Malkus, Howard

and Busse (MHB)12–14, working with the premise that turbulence maximises heat

transport, constructed a variational method to determine the dependence of mean

convective heat transport, ⟨wT ⟩, to R (overlines denote an infinite time and the

angled brackets a volume average). Rather than optimising ⟨wT ⟩ over solutions

to the governing equations, one optimises over the set of incompressible flow fields

that only satisfy integral constraints in the form of energy balances. The optima

of the MHB approach is still difficult to evaluate. In the 1990s, Doering and
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Constantin demonstrated that conservative one-sided bounds are possible with

their background method15–18. The problem reduces from a variational problem over

the state variables into one of constructing a background field. The background

method has enjoyed significant success since its introduction19.

Recent insights have demonstrated that the background method and alter-

native bounding methodologies can be systematically formulated within a more

general framework for bounding infinite-time averages, called the auxiliary func-

tional method20,21. Using quadratic functionals makes the approach equivalent to

the background method. This auxiliary functional method yields sharp bounds

for well-posed ordinary and partial differential equations under certain technical

conditions22,23. The advantages of this formulation are that: (i) it provides a sys-

tematic approach to bound any mean quantity of choice, and (ii) it reduces the

search for a bound to a convex variational principle. Furthermore, the variational

problem can be simplified using symmetries and improved by incorporating addi-

tional constraints such as maximum/minimum principles19.

Building upon previous work on IHC, this paper applies the auxiliary func-

tional method to uniform internally heated convection (IHC) at infinite Pr be-

tween isothermal plates. The main results are a bound for no-slip boundaries that

improve on the work of Arslan et al.(2023)24 and a novel bound for stress-free

boundaries on the change in heat flux out of the domain due to turbulent convec-

tion. The bounds are compared with a two-dimensional numerical study of IHC

obtained with the spectral solver DEDALUS. Our mathematical results take in-

spiration from previous applications of the background method to RBC and reveal

that, unlike RBC, there remains scope for improvement of the bounds for flows

driven by internal heating at infinite Pr.

In RBC, the Nusselt number, Nu = 1 + ⟨wT ⟩, defines heat transport enhance-

ment by convection, and the best-known bounds for RBC are optimal within the

background method25,26. For arbitrary Pr, it was established that Nu ≲ Ra1/2,

where Ra is the Rayleigh number in RBC quantifying the destabilising effect of
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boundary heating to diffusion18. Here, ≲ and ≳ denote bounds that hold up to

positive constants independent of Pr, Ra, the initial conditions or aspect ratio.

In the limit of infinite Pr, it was proven, that, Nu ≲ Ra1/3 up to logarithms27.

The Ra1/2 and Ra1/3 scaling represent two different phenomenological predictions,

known as the classical and ultimate regimes of turbulent heat transport. With

alternative techniques to the background method, it has been demonstrated, up to

logarithms, that Nu ≲ Ra1/3 provided that Pr ≳ Ra1/3 and Nu ≲ Pr−1/2Ra1/2

otherwise28. While the variation of the thermal boundary conditions does not alter

the results, changing the kinematic boundary conditions does. Between stress-free

boundaries, it has been proven, that Nu ≲ Ra5/12, by exploiting additional infor-

mation in the enstrophy29–31. As such, the ultimate regime does not exist for RBC

when Pr is higher than Ra1/3 or if the boundaries are stress-free. While bounds

on IHC can also provide insight into the ultimate state of turbulent convection, in-

ternal heating introduces additional features such that bounds instead give insight

into the limits of energy estimates on the underlying PDEs.

The two emergent quantities of turbulent convection are ⟨wT ⟩ and the mean

temperature ⟨T ⟩, unlike RBC in IHC, the two cannot be a priori related32. The

bounds for RBC translate over to IHC when bounding ⟨T ⟩, which is interpreted as

Nu−1, albeit this relation is only empirical32. It was established that for arbitrary

Pr that ⟨T ⟩ ≳ R−1/3 between no-slip boundaries33, while at Pr = ∞, ⟨T ⟩ ≳ R−1/4

up to logarithms34. In the case of stress-free boundaries, the background method

gives that ⟨T ⟩ ≳ R−5/17 by use of the same approach as in RBC31. The proofs

on ⟨T ⟩ do not translate directly to ⟨wT ⟩ in IHC. Instead, to obtain bounds on

⟨wT ⟩ with the background method, one must enforce a minimum principle on the

temperature, which states that the temperature within the domain remains above

the value prescribed at the boundaries35. Furthermore, recent work has determined

the need for background fields of higher complexity, where the boundary layers are

of different widths and can have multiple layers24,36,37.
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FIG. 1: A non-dimensional schematic diagram for uniform internally heated convection. The

upper and lower boundary is at the same temperature, the domain is periodic in the x and y

directions, and FB and FT are the mean heat fluxes out the boundaries in the respective

directions.

IHC also has significant physical differences from RBC. In the turbulent regime,

internal heating creates thermal boundary layers of different widths, with a flow

characterised by plumes descending from an unstably stratified boundary layer at

the top to a stably stratified one at the bottom32. Moreover, when the boundaries

are isothermal, as shown in Figure 1, heat leaves through both boundaries, such

that convection (and by extension ⟨wT ⟩) leads to an asymmetry in the heat flux

out of the domain38. Indeed, in uniform IHC, we define

FT := −⟨∂zT ⟩h|z=1 =
1

2
+ ⟨wT ⟩, (1a)

FB := ⟨∂zT ⟩h|z=0 =
1

2
− ⟨wT ⟩, (1b)

as the non-dimensional mean heat fluxes through the top and bottom boundaries32.

When the fluid is stationary, a state that is globally stable for R ≤ 26 926.6,

then ⟨wT ⟩ = 0 and all heat input is transported to the boundaries by conduction

symmetrically, giving FT = FB = 1
2
. Convection breaks this symmetry, causing

more heat to escape through the top boundary. Given that the temperature remains

non-negative in the domain, one can prove that 0 ≤ ⟨wT ⟩ ≤ 1
2
uniformly in R and

Pr 38. The zero lower bound of ⟨wT ⟩ saturates for a no-flow state, saturating the
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upper bound of 1
2
would require a flow that transports heat upwards so efficiently

that all heat escapes the domain through the top boundary.

Aided by numerical optimisation, the first R-dependent bounds on FB were only

recently proven35,37. At arbitrary Pr, for all R < Rn where Rn is the Rayleigh num-

ber below which the use of the minimum principle on the temperature gives a sub-

optimal bound, FB ≳ 1
2
−R1/5, while for R > Rn, instead FB ≳ R1/5 exp (−R3/5).

At Pr = ∞ the best bound, prior to this work, was FB ≳ R−2, notably the use

different boundary layer widths at the top and bottom ensured no logarithmic

corrections are present in the bound24. All this being, there remains room for

improvement in bounding FB, as the bounds are conservative relative to known

phenomenological theories and data from experiments and numerical simulations.

Whether any flow saturates the known bounds on FB remains an open question.

The improvement in this work to the no-slip case shows that the choice of back-

ground fields used in Arslan et al.(2023) for what they called IH1 is suboptimal.

Stated precisely the main contribution of this paper is the following two results,

no-slip: FB ≥ c1R
−2/3 − c2R

−1/2 ln(1− c3R
−1/3) ∀R > R0 , (2a)

stress-free: FB ≥ c4R
−40/29 − c5R

−35/29 ln(1− c6R
−10/29) ∀R > R0 . (2b)

With positive constants c1 to c6 that are O(1) and R0 > 1. One notable feature of

the results in (2a) and (2b) is that in the limit of R → ∞, the bounds are c1R
−2/3

and c4R
−40/29 respectively, however, for small R, the logarithmic term remains

relevant.

For notation, we use ∥f∥2 to represent a standard L2 norm of a function on

z ∈ (0, 1), overbars to denote infinite-time averages, angled brackets to indicate

volume averages, and angled brackets with a subscript h for averages over only the
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horizontal directions:

⟨f⟩h =
1

LxLy

ˆ Lx

0

ˆ Ly

0

f(x, y, z, t) dy dx, (3a)

⟨f⟩ =
ˆ 1

0

⟨f⟩h dz, (3b)

⟨f⟩ = lim sup
τ→∞

1

τ

ˆ τ

0

⟨f⟩ dt. (3c)

The paper is organised as follows: §II presents the setup being considered, in §III

by use of the auxiliary functional method, we construct the problem, §IV and §V

prove the bounds for no-slip and stress-free boundary conditions of (2a) & (2b),

then numerical results are in §VI for both boundary conditions and finally §VII is

a discussion of the bounds and numerical results with concluding remarks.

II Setup

We consider an incompressible fluid with constant density ρ, specific heat ca-

pacity cp and thermal diffusivity κ that is horizontally periodic between two plates

a distance d apart. The fluid motion is governed by the Navier-Stokes equations

under the Boussinesq approximation at infinite Prandtl number, heated at a con-

stant rate, H, per unit volume. We take d as the characteristic length scale, d2/κ

as the time scale and d2H/κρcp as the temperature scale3. The fluid occupies the

periodic domain Ω = [0, Lx]× [0, Lx]× [0, 1] and satisfies

∇ · u = 0 , (4a)

∇p = ∆u+ R T ẑ , (4b)

∂tT + u · ∇T = ∆T + 1. (4c)
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where u = (u, v, w) is the velocity of the fluid in Cartesian coordinates, p the

pressure of the fluid and T a scalar for the temperature of the fluid. The only

control parameter is a ‘flux’ Rayleigh number defined as

R :=
gαHd5

ρcpνκ2
. (5)

Here g is the acceleration of gravity, α is the thermal expansion coefficient of the

fluid, and ν is the kinematic viscosity. At the boundaries, the velocity satisfies

either no-slip or stress-free conditions, and the temperature is isothermal, taken as

zero without loss of generality. Hence we enforce

no-slip: u|z∈{0,1} = 0, (6a)

stress-free: w|z∈{0,1} = ∂zu|z∈{0,1} = ∂zv|z∈{0,1} = 0, (6b)

T |z=0 = T |z=1 = 0. (6c)

To simplify the notation, we introduce a set that encodes the boundary conditions

and the pointwise non-negativity constraint on the temperature,

H := {(u, T ) | horizontal periodicity, ∇ · u = 0 & (6) }, (7a)

H+ := {T ∈ H |T (x) ≥ 0 a.e. x ∈ Ω}. (7b)

III The auxiliary function method

Given that FB is defined by (1), to bound FB, we find a bound on ⟨wT ⟩,

and will in the problem construction work with ⟨wT ⟩. Here, we outline the main

steps to make the paper self-contained, but further details are available in previous

works24,35.

To prove an upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩, we employ the auxiliary function method19,21.

The method relies on the observation that the time derivative of any bounded
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functional V{T (t)} along solutions of the Boussinesq equations (4) averages to

zero over infinite time, so that

⟨wT ⟩ = ⟨wT ⟩+ d
dt
V{T (t)}. (8)

Two key simplifications follow. The first is that we can estimate (8) by the

pointwise-in-time maximum along the solutions of the governing equations, and

then this value is estimated by the maximum it can take over all velocity and

temperature fields in H+.

We restrict our attention to quadratic functionals taking the form

V{T} :=

〈
β

2
|T |2 − [τ(z) + z − 1]T

〉
, (9)

that are parametrised by a positive constant β > 0, referred to as the balance

parameter and a piecewise-differentiable function τ : [0, 1] → R with a square-

integrable derivative that we call the background temperature field. Here τ(z)

satisfies

τ(0) = 1, τ(1) = 0. (10)

Introducing a constant, U , and rearranging, (8) can be written as,

⟨wT ⟩ ≤ U − U + ⟨wT ⟩+ d
dt
V{T} ≤ U, (11)

where the final inequality holds given that, U − ⟨wT ⟩ − d
dt
V{T} ≥ 0. However,

the minimum principle on T is necessary to obtain a R-dependent bound on ⟨wT ⟩

that approaches 1
2
from below as R increases. The condition is enforced with a

Lagrange multiplier24,35, λ(z), so that the problem statement becomes

⟨wT ⟩ ≤ inf
U,β,τ(z),λ(z)

{U | S{u, T} ≥ 0 ∀(u, T ) ∈ H+}, (12)
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provided λ(z) is a non-decreasing function, where

S{u, T} :=
〈
β|∇T |2 + τ ′(z)wT + (βz − τ ′(z) + λ(z))∂zT + τ(z) + U

〉
− 1

2
. (13)

From (12), an explicit expression on U is obtained by exploiting horizontal period-

icity and taking the Fourier decomposition,T (x, y, z)
u(x, y, z)

 =
∑
k

T̂k(z)

ûk(z)

 ei(kxx+kyy) , (14)

where the sum is over wavevectors k = (kx, ky) for the horizontal periods Lx and

Ly. The magnitude of each wavevector is k =
√
k2
x + k2

y. Inserting the Fourier

expansions (14) into (13) and applying Youngs’ inequality and using the incom-

pressibility condition to write the horizontal Fourier amplitudes ûk and v̂k in terms

of ŵk, gives an estimate from below on S{u, T}. Then, using that ŵ0 = 0 gives

S{u, T} ≥ S0{T̂0}+
∑
k

Sk{ŵk, T̂k}, (15)

where

S0{T̂0} :=

ˆ 1

0

β|T̂ ′
0|2 + (βz − τ ′(z) + λ(z))T̂ ′

0 + τ(z) dz + U − 1

2
, (16)

and

Sk{ŵk, T̂k} :=

ˆ 1

0

β|T̂ ′
k|2 + βk2|T̂k|2 + τ ′(z)Re{ŵkT̂

∗
k} dz , (17)

with boundary conditions,

no-slip: ŵk(0) = ŵk(1) = ŵ′
k(0) = ŵ′

k(1) = 0, (18a)

stress-free: ŵk(0) = ŵk(1) = ŵ′′
k(0) = ŵ′′

k(1) = 0, (18b)

T̂k(0) = T̂k(1) = 0. (18c)
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If S0 and Sk independently are non-negative then S ≥ 0 is satisfied. The condition

Sk ≥ 0, is usually referred to as the spectral constraint and must hold for all k,

while guaranteeing S0 ≥ 0 gives an explicit expression for U . Solving the Euler-

Lagrange equations for T̂0 in (16), subject to the boundary conditions on τ(z) and

T̂0 in (10) and (18c), along with the condition
´ 1

0
λdz = −1 gives,

U :=
1

2
+

1

4β

∥∥∥β(z − 1
2
)− τ ′(z) + λ(z)

∥∥∥2
2
−
ˆ 1

0

τ(z) dz. (19)

The final ingredient is the diagnostic equation between the w and T . Taking

the vertical component of the double curl of the momentum equation (4b) gives

∆2w = −R∆hT, (20)

where ∆h := ∂2
x + ∂2

y , is the horizontal Laplacian. Substituting for w and T given

(14) gives

ŵ′′′′
k − 2k2ŵ′′

k + k4ŵk = Rk2T̂k . (21)

Finally, the optimisation problem can be stated in a self-contained way as

inf
τ(z),λ(z),β

1

2
+

1

4β

∥∥∥β(z − 1
2
)− τ ′(z) + λ(z)

∥∥∥2
2
−
ˆ 1

0

τ(z) dz,

subject to τ(0) = 1, τ(1) = 0,

⟨λ(z)⟩ = −1 & λ(z) non-decreasing,

Sk{ŵk, T̂k} ≥ 0 ∀ŵk, T̂k | (18c), (18a) or (18b) ∀k ̸= 0,

ŵ′′′′
k − 2k2ŵ′′

k + k4ŵk = Rk2T̂k.

(22)

IV Bounds for no-slip boundaries

In this chapter, we prove an upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩ with the auxiliary function

method under no-slip boundary conditions. For the problem constructed in §III, we
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first introduce choices for the background field τ(z), Lagrange multiplier λ(z) and

balance parameter β in §IVA. Then, we utilise an estimate on ŵ′′
k, first proven in

Doering & Constantin (2002)39, that uses the diagnostic equation (21), to enforce

the spectral constraint. We do not attempt to optimise the constants and in §IVB

prove the desired result.

A Preliminaries

To prove the upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩ requires appropriate choices of β > 0, τ(z),

and λ(z) that satisfy the conditions of (22) and make the quantity U(β, τ, λ) as

small as possible. To simplify this task, given the conditions that τ(0) = 1, τ(1) = 0

and ⟨λ⟩ = −1, we restrict τ(z) to take the form

τ(z) =


1− (1− A)z

δ
, 0 ≤ z ≤ δ,

A, δ ≤ z ≤ 1− ε,

A

ε
(1− ε)

(
1− z

z

)
, 1− ε ≤ z ≤ 1,

(23)

and λ(z) to be given by

λ(z) :=


−1− A

δ
, 0 ≤ z ≤ δ,

− A

1− δ
, δ ≤ z ≤ 1.

(24)

These piecewise-defined functions, sketched in Figure 2, are fully specified by the

bottom boundary layer width δ ∈ (0, 1
3
), the top boundary layer width ε ∈ (0, 1

3
),

and the parameter A > 0 that determines the amplitude of τ(z) in the bulk of

the layer. The upper limit of 1
3
on the boundary layers’ widths is set here for the

convenience of the algebra. Smaller maximal values of ε and δ will give a bound

with improved prefactors without changing the R scaling.
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1

δ 1− ε
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λ(z)
1δ

−1−A
δ

FIG. 2: Sketches of the functions τ(z) in (23) and λ(z) in (24) used to prove (2a), where δ is

the boundary layer width at the bottom, ε the boundary layer width at the top of the domain

and A is given by (25).

We also fix

A =
1√
2
δε1/2. (25)

This choice arises when insisting that the upper bound on U be strictly less than

1
2
for values of δ and ε. From a similar argument, the sign-positive integral in the

expression of U in (19) can be estimated as

1

4β

∥∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)− β
(
z − 1

2

)∥∥2
2
≤ β

2
∥z − 1

2
∥22 +

1

2β
∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 . (26)

Hence, we also fix

β := ∥z − 1
2
∥−1
2 ∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥2 = 2

√
3∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥2 . (27)

Finally, we require the following result from Doering and Constaint (2001)39

that provides a pointwise estimate on the magnitude of ŵ′′
k in terms of T̂k.

Lemma 1 (Velocity estimate39). Let T,w : Ω → R, be horizontally periodic func-

tions such that ∆2w = −R∆hT subject to the velocity conditions in (6a). Then

∥ŵ′′
k∥∞ ≤ c0Rk∥T̂k∥2 , (28)

where c0 =
√

2/(7−
√
41) .
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B Estimates on the upper bound

Given the choices stated in §IVA we first obtain an upper bound on U in terms

of the lower boundary layer δ in τ(z) given by (23).

To start off, use of (27) and (26) in the expression of U in (19) gives,

U ≤ 1

2
+

1√
12

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥2 −
ˆ 1

0

τ(z) dz. (29)

Next, we evaluate the two integrals in (29). The positive-definite integral in (29) is

estimated from above and below, as both are necessary for the proof. Given τ(z)

and λ(z) in (23) and (24) we have,

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 =
ˆ 1

δ

|τ ′(z)− λ(z)|2dz

=
A2

(1− δ)2
(1− ε− δ) +

A2

ε2

ˆ 1

1−ε

(
−(1− ε)

z2
+

ε

1− δ

)2

dz

=
A2

3ε

(3− 3ε+ ε2)

1− ε
− A2

1− δ
. (30)

To obtain a lower bound on (30), the non-negativity of ε gives 1/(1 − ε) ≥ 1 and

given that ε, δ ≤ 1
3
, we take 3− 3ε+ ε2 ≥ 19

9
and −(1− δ)−1 ≥ −(17

27
)ε−1 to obtain

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 ≥
2A2

27ε
. (31)

For an upper bound on (30), given that ε ≤ 1
3
we take 3 − 3ε + ε2 ≤ 4 and

1/(1− ε) ≤ 2, such that

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 ≤
8A2

3ε
. (32)

Then, when we evaluate the integral of τ(z) in (19) to obtain

ˆ 1

0

τ(z) dz =
1

2
δ(1− A)− A

ε
(1− ε) ln(1− ε). (33)

14



Substituting (33) and (32) back into (29), taking A as given by (25) and ε, δ ≤ 1
3

such that δ2ε1/2 ≤ (
√
2
6
)δ and −(1− ε) ≤ −2

3
, gives

U ≤ 1

2
− 1

12
δ +

2

3
√
2
δε−1/2 ln (1− ε) . (34)

C Satisfying the spectral constraint

Next, we determine the non-negativity of the spectral constraint, Sk ≥ 0. Taking

the absolute magnitude of the sign-indefinite integral in (17) and substituting for

τ(z) from (23) gives

ˆ 1

0

τ ′|ŵkT̂k|dz = −1− A

δ

ˆ δ

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz −
A

ε
(1− ε)

ˆ 1

1−ε

z−2|ŵkT̂k|dz. (35)

First, we estimate the integral at the lower boundary in (35). Given the bound-

ary conditions in (18), use of the fundamental theorem of calculus and Hölders

inequality gives

|ŵk| =
ˆ z

0

ˆ σ

0

|∂2
ηŵk(η)|dηdσ ≤ 1

2
z2∥ŵ′′

k∥∞, (36)

and for T̂k, the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

give

|T̂k| =
ˆ z

0

|∂ηT̂k(η)|dη ≤
√
z∥T̂ ′

k∥2. (37)

Then, by use of (36) and (37), the integral at the lower boundary, given that

0 < A < 1, becomes

1− A

δ

ˆ δ

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz ≤ 1

δ

ˆ δ

0

|ŵk||T̂k|dz ≤ 1

2δ

ˆ δ

0

z5/2dz∥ŵ′′
k∥∞∥T̂ ′

k∥2

=
1

7
δ5/2∥ŵ′′

k∥∞∥T̂ ′
k∥2. (38)
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Now we use Lemma 1, substituting (28) for ŵ′′
k in (38) and using Youngs’ inequality

gives

1

7
δ5/2∥ŵ′′

k∥∞∥T̂ ′
k∥2 ≤

1

7
c0kδ

5/2R∥T̂k∥2∥T̂ ′
k∥2 ≤

β

2
k2∥T̂k∥22 +

c20
98

δ5R2

β
∥T̂ ′

k∥22 . (39)

Turning to the integral at the upper boundary, we modify (36) and (37) into

|ŵk| ≤
1

2
(1− z)2∥ŵ′′

k∥∞, and |T̂k| ≤
√
1− z ∥T̂ ′

k∥2. (40)

Given that the integral is evaluated in the interval (1− ε, 1), where ε ≤ 1
3
, we have

that z−2 ≤ (1− ε)−2 ≤ 5
2
and 1− ε ≤ 1. Following the same steps as before, using

(28) and Youngs’ inequality gives

A(1− ε)

ε

ˆ 1

1−ε

|ŵkT̂k|
z2

dz ≤ A

ε

ˆ 1

1−ε

|ŵkT̂k|
z2

dz ≤ A

2ε

ˆ 1

1−ε

(1− z)5/2

z2
dz∥ŵ′′

k∥∞∥T̂ ′
k∥2

≤ A

2ε

ˆ 1

1−ε

(1− z)5/2

(1− ε)2
dz∥ŵ′′

k∥∞∥T̂ ′
k∥2

≤ c0kAε
5/2R

7(1− ε)2
∥T̂k∥2∥T̂ ′

k∥2 ≤
5

14
c0kAε

5/2R∥T̂k∥2∥T̂ ′
k∥2

≤ β

2
k2∥T̂k∥22 +

25c20
392

A2ε5R2

β
∥T̂ ′

k∥22. (41)

Substituting (39) and (41) into (35) gives that

ˆ 1

0

τ ′|ŵkT̂k|dz ≥ −βk2∥T̂k∥22 −
(
c20
98

δ5R2

β
+

25c20
392

A2ε5R2

β

)
∥T̂ ′

k∥22. (42)

After substituting (42) into (17) we get

Sk{ŵk, T̂k} ≥
(
β − c20

98

δ5R2

β
− 25c20

392

A2ε5R2

β

)
∥T̂ ′

k∥22 ≥ 0. (43)
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Finally, given the estimates in (31) and (32) we have estimates for β from above

and below, where β is given by (27) such that

2

3
δ ≤ β ≤ 4δ. (44)

Use of the lower bounds on β from (44) and substituting for A into (43) the spectral

constraint is satisfied provided

1− 9c20
392

δ3R2 − 225c20
3136

ε6R2 ≥ 0. (45)

We then make the choice δ = 251/3

2
ε2, and take c0 as given by Lemma 1 such that

δ ≤
(
98

9
(7−

√
41)

)1/3

R−2/3, (46)

is the condition necessary to ensure that the spectral constraint is satisfied.

D Bound on FB

Taking δ as large as possible in (46) gives the condition with the largest freedom

that satisfies the spectral constraint. Finally, substituting back into the upper

bound on U in (34), remembering that ⟨wT ⟩ ≤ U , gives

⟨wT ⟩ ≤ 1

2
− n1R

−2/3 + n2R
−1/2 ln (1− n3R

−1/3) , (47)

where n1 = 1
12

(
98
9
(7−

√
41)
)1/3

= 0.1555, n2 = 21/6

3
n
3/2
3 = 0.7104 and n3 =

21/6(12n1)
1/2 = 1.5334 . By (1), we obtain that

FB ≥ n1R
−2/3 − n2R

−1/2 ln (1− n3R
−1/3), (48)

the desired final bound.
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V Bound for stress-free boundaries

For stress-free boundary conditions, the optimisation problem in (22) is iden-

tical. In what follows, we will demonstrate an upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩ to bound

FB, with a new background field, τ(z) and Lagrange multiplier, λ(z). Then, by a

pseudo-vorticity, ζ, first used by Whitehead and Doering (2012)31, we demonstrate

that the spectral constraints is satisfied and again choose not to optimise constants.

A Preliminaries

Similar to §IV, we initially state preliminary choices and estimates to obtain an

upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩, with some β > 0, τ(z) and λ(z) that satisfy the conditions

in (22) subject to stress-free boundary conditions. We choose τ(z) to be,

τ(z) =


1− z

δ
, 0 ≤ z ≤ δ,

A(z − δ), δ ≤ z ≤ 1− ε,

A

ε
(1− ε− δ)(1− ε)

(
1− z

z

)
, 1− ε ≤ z ≤ 1,

(49)

and λ(z) to be given by

λ(z) :=


−1

δ
, 0 ≤ z ≤ δ,

0, δ ≤ z ≤ 1.

(50)

These piecewise-defined functions, sketched in Figure 3, are fully specified by the

bottom boundary layer width δ ∈ (0, 1
3
), the top boundary layer width ε ∈ (0, 1

3
),

and the parameter A > 0. We fix A to be

A =
δε1/2

3
, (51)
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z

τ(z)

1

1

δ 1− ε

z

λ(z)
1δ

−1
δ

FIG. 3: Sketches of the functions τ(z) in (49) and λ(z) in (50) used to prove (2b), where δ is

the boundary layer width at the bottom and ε the boundary layer width at the top of the

domain.

but take β as given by (27).

For stress-free boundary conditions, we introduce the pseudo-vorticity ζ, which,

due to horizontal periodicity and incompressibility in Fourier space, is given by,

kζ̂k = ŵ′′
k − k2ŵk, (52)

with boundary conditions

ζ̂k(0) = ζ̂k(1) = 0. (53)

Use of (52) along with incompressibility and (21) gives the following lemma.

Lemma 2 (Pseudo-vorticity and integral estimates31). Let T,u : Ω → R be hori-

zontally periodic functions such that ∆2w = −R∆hT subject to the velocity bound-

ary conditions. Let the pseudo-vorticity ζ̂k be given by (52).Then,

k2R2∥T̂k∥22 ≥ k4∥ζ̂k∥22, (54)

and ˆ 1

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz =
1

R
∥ζ̂k∥22. (55)

Finally, we require an additional pointwise estimate of the vertical velocity by

the pseudo-vorticity. The estimate first introduced for RBC for the 2D scalar

vorticity also applies to the pseudo-vorticity in 3D.
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Lemma 3 (Pointwise velocity estimate29). Let ŵk and ζ̂k be functions zero at z = 0

and z = 1. Given the relation (52) and incompressibility ∇ · u = 0, it follows that

|ŵk| ≤ c1 k
1
2 min (z, 1− z)∥ζ̂k∥2, (56)

where c1 = 33/4/23/2.

B Estimates on the upper bound

We take the same choice of β as in the previous section, and the expression of

U is estimated from above by (29). Then, given τ(z) and λ(z) in (49) and (50) we

get

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 =
ˆ 1

δ

|τ ′|2dz = A2(1− ε− δ) +
A2

ε2
(1− ε− δ)2(1− ε)2

ˆ 1

1−ε

1

z4
dz

= A2(1− ε− δ) +
A2

3ε

(1− ε− δ)2(3− 3ε+ ε2)

1− ε
. (57)

For a lower bound on (57), the fact that ε ≤ 1
3
and δ ≤ 1

3
, implies that 1−ε−δ ≥ 1

3
,

1/(1− ε) ≥ 1 and 3− 3ε+ ε2 ≥ 2 such that

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 ≥
2A2

27ε
. (58)

Whereas for an upper bound, 1− ε− δ ≤ 1, 3−3ε+ ε2 ≤ 4 and 1/(1− ε) ≤ 2 gives

∥τ ′(z)− λ(z)∥22 ≤
8A2

3ε
+ A2 ≤ 3A2

ε
. (59)

The integral of the background field is

ˆ 1

0

τ(z) dz =
1

2
δ− 1

2
A(1− ε− δ)(1− ε+ δ)− A

ε
(1− ε)(1− ε− δ) ln (1− ε). (60)
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Then, substituting (60) and (59) back into (29) with A as given by (51), we obtain

after use of the estimate δε1/2 ≤ δ, that

U ≤ 1

2
− 1

6
δ +

2

27
δε−1/2 ln (1− ε) . (61)

C Enforcing the spectral constraint

Now we find the condition for the spectral constraint, Sk ≥ 0, to hold. Since

ε, δ ≤ 1
3
we have the estimate (1 − ε − δ)(1 − ε) ≤ 1. Substituting for τ ′(z) from

(49), A from (51), use of (54) and (55) from Lemma 2 in (17) and rearranging gives

Sk{ŵk, T̂k} ≥ β∥T̂ ′
k∥22 +

βk4

R2
∥ζ̂k∥22 −

1

δ

ˆ δ

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz + A

ˆ 1−ε

δ

|ŵkT̂k|dz

− A

ε
(1− ε− δ)(1− ε)

ˆ 1

1−ε

z−2|ŵkT̂k|dz (62)

≥ β∥T̂ ′
k∥22 +

(
βk4

R2
+

δε1/2

3R

)
∥ζ̂k∥22 −

(
1

δ
+

δε1/2

3

) ˆ δ

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz

− δ

3 ε1/2

ˆ 1

1−ε

(
z−2 + ε

)
|ŵkT̂k|dz. (63)

Then, we estimate the two integrals at the boundaries in (63). Starting with the

integral at the lower boundary, given that ε ≤ 1
3
and δ ≤ 1

3
, we take δε1/2 ≤ 1/δ.

Substituting for ŵk by use of Lemma 3, for T̂k from (37) and an application of

Youngs’ inequality gives

(
1

δ
+

δε1/2

3

) ˆ δ

0

|ŵkT̂k|dz ≤ 10

9δ

ˆ δ

0

|ŵk||T̂k|dz ≤ 4c1k
1/2

9
δ3/2∥ζ̂k∥2∥T̂ ′

k∥2

≤ β

2
∥T̂ ′

k∥22 +
8c21k

81β
δ3∥ζ̂k∥22. (64)

Next, we consider the integral at the upper boundary. Since the integral is over

the open interval of (1−ε, 1) we have the estimate that z−2+ε ≤ (1−ε)−2+ε ≤ 3,
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then the use of Lemma 3, (40) and Youngs’ inequality gives

δ

3 ε1/2

ˆ 1

1−ε

(
z−2 + ε

)
|ŵkT̂k|dz ≤ δ

ε1/2

ˆ 1

1−ε

|ŵk||T̂k|dz ≤ 2

5
c1k

1/2δε2∥ζ̂k∥2∥T̂ ′
k∥2

≤ β

2
∥T̂ ′

k∥22 +
2c21k

25β
δ2ε4∥ζ̂k∥22. (65)

Given the estimates in (58) and (59) we have estimates for β from above and below,

where β is given by (27) of
2
√
2

9
δ ≤ β ≤ 2δ . (66)

Taking (64), (65) and the lower bound in (66), the Sk is estimated as

Sk{ŵk, T̂k} ≥

(
2
√
2δk4

9R2
+

δε1/2

3R
− 2

√
2c21kδ

2

9
− 9

√
2c21kδε

4

50

)
∥ζ̂k∥22. (67)

The spectral constraint, Sk ≥ 0, is now guaranteed when (67) is non-negative for

all wavenumbers. To proceed we make the choice that δ = 81
100

ε4, such that we

require
k4

R2
+

(360)1/4

4

δ1/8

R
− 2c21kδ ≥ 0. (68)

The condition in (68) has one negative term O(k), balanced for large wavenumbers

by the O(k4) term and for small wavenumbers by the O(1) term. Noticing that

(68) is convex in k and has a minimum in k in terms of the remaining variables.

Differentiating the expression on the left-hand side of (68), setting it to zero and

rearranging, we find

km =

(
c21
2

)1/3

δ1/3R2/3. (69)

Substituting for km in (68) and c1 from Lemma 3, and rearranging then

δ ≤
(
24953

330

)2/29

R−40/29, (70)

which is the necessary condition to ensure that the spectral constraint is satisfied.
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D Bound on FB

Taking δ as large as possible in (70) gives the condition with the largest freedom

that satisfies the spectral constraint. Finally, substituting back into (61) while

remembering that ⟨wT ⟩ ≤ U gives

⟨wT ⟩ ≤ 1

2
−m1R

−40/29 +m2R
−35/29 ln (1−m3R

−10/29), (71)

where m1 = 1
6

(
24953

330

)2/29
= 1.4953, m2 = 23/4

35/251/4
(6m1)

7/8 = 0.1026 and m3 =(
20
27
m1

)1/4
= 0.6555 . By use of (1) we obtain that

FB ≥ m1R
−40/29 −m2R

−35/29 ln (1−m3R
−10/29), (72)

the desired result.

VI Numerical investigation

We present numerical simulations of uniform internally heated convection as

defined in (4) in a two-dimensional system. The numerical results supplement the

bounds by providing insight into the mathematical results. Our primary interest

is the value of FB and ⟨T ⟩ after the simulation reaches a statistically stationary

state. We use no-slip and stress-free boundary conditions with R ranging from

104 to 109. We solve the system of equations with Dedalus40, using pseudospectral

spatial derivatives and a second-order semi-implicit BDF time-stepping scheme41.

Numerical convergence was verified in the stationary state by ensuring at least ten

orders of magnitude between the lowest and highest order in the power spectrum for

both dimensions. We use Chebyshev polynomials in the finite vertical dimension

and Fourier bases in the periodic horizontal dimension. The aspect ratio of the

horizontal to vertical dimensions is 4:1. The results were initially benchmarked
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FIG. 4: Plots of the mean temperature ⟨T ⟩ (right vertical axis, ) and the mean vertical

convective heat transport ⟨wT ⟩ (left vertical axis, ) as a function of the Prandtl number, Pr,

for a Rayleigh number of R = 2× 107 and no-slip boundary conditions.

against Goluskin& van der Poel (2016)42 with Pr = 1 runs. The parameters and

data attained are in Table I.

Additionally, we performed simulations for different Prandtl numbers in Figure

4, ranging from Pr = 1 to Pr = 105 for fixed Rayleigh numbers. In which case the

momentum equation (4b) is given by

∂tu+ u · ∇u+∇p = Pr∆u+ Pr RT ẑ. (73)

We found no significant statistical difference in ⟨wT ⟩ and ⟨T ⟩ for Prandtl higher

than 100 in the range of R explored. The results of this parameter study motivated

the choice of Pr = 103 for the simulations. Similar findings have been observed

and implemented in other numerical studies43.

The main results are in the compensated plots Figure 5 and Figure 6, where we

identify from our data a scaling for FB and ⟨T ⟩ with R in the turbulent regime. The

first data points at R = 5× 104 are ignored when determining the exponent of the

Rayleigh scaling. For no-slip boundary conditions we find that, FB ∼ R−0.092 and

⟨T ⟩ ∼ R−0.15. In the stress-free case, the value of the exponents of both quantities

is larger at ∼ R−0.11 and ∼ R−0.17, respectively.
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FIG. 5: Compensated plots of the horizontally averaged heat flux out of the bottom boundary,

FB , in panel (a), where the straight line corresponds to R−0.092 and the mean temperature ⟨T ⟩
in panel (b) where the straight line corresponds to R−0.15, as functions of the Rayleigh number,

R. The simulations are carried out with Pr = 103 for isothermal no-slip boundary conditions,

with the data provided in full in Table I.

FIG. 6: Compensated plots of the horizontally averaged heat flux out of the bottom boundary,

FB , in panel (a), where the straight line corresponds to R−0.11 and the mean temperature, ⟨T ⟩,
in panel (b), where the straight line corresponds to R−0.17 as a function of the Rayleigh

number. The simulations are carried out with Pr = 103 for isothermal stress-free boundary

conditions, with the data provided in full in Table I.

In panel (a), the evolution of the ⟨T ⟩ and ⟨wT ⟩ are shown as the simulation

progresses. In Figure 7, a snapshot of the vertical velocity field and temperature

field are shown in a contour plot for R = 5×108 in panels (b) and (c). The contour

plots demonstrate that the flow is characterised by downward plumes from the

upper unstably stratified thermal boundary layer as per previous studies38,44.
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FIG. 7: (a) Plot of the evolution with time of the mean vertical convective heat flux ⟨wT ⟩ and
mean temperature ⟨T ⟩. The vertical dashed line ( ) at t = 0.18 [d2/κ] corresponds to the point

at which we display the snapshots in (b) and (c). Panel (b) is a contour plot of the vertical

velocity w and panel (c) the temperature field T for R = 5× 108 and Pr = 103, after statistical

convergence of the mean values for stress-free boundary conditions.

VII Discussion

We prove new bounds for uniform internally heated convection (IHC) at infinite

Prandtl number between isothermal plates with no-slip and stress-free boundary

conditions. More precisely, we prove new bounds on the horizontally averaged heat

flux out of the boundaries, FB and FT in terms of the Rayleigh number, R, by the

background field method formulated in terms of auxiliary functionals. Then, we

performed numerical experiments to study FB and the mean temperature, ⟨T ⟩, for

R between 104 and 109 in a two-dimensional domain with Dedalus. In this section,

we discuss the significant elements of the results.

For no-slip boundaries we prove that, FB ≥ c1R
−2/3 − c2R

−1/2 ln(1− c3R
−1/3),

where c1 = 0.1555, c2 = 0.7104 and c3 = 1.5334, which improves on the previously

known best bound of, FB ≳ R−2 from Arslan et al.(2023)24. While for stress-

free boundary conditions we prove, FB ≥ c1R
−40/29 − c2R

−35/29 ln (1− c3R
−10/29)

where c1 = 0.0131, c2 = 0.0312 and c3 = 0.6301. The two features of our proof
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that lead to the improved bound is (i) the use of pointwise estimates on w and w′′

from previous works on Rayleigh-Bénard convection (RBC)31,39 (ii) a background

temperature field with a 1/z behaviour near the upper boundary.

We highlight that while the momentum equation for RBC and IHC are iden-

tical, the mean convective heat transport, ⟨wT ⟩, describes a different physical

feature of the turbulence. While ⟨wT ⟩ in RBC is unbounded and directly de-

termines the Nusselt number, in IHC, it is bounded (by 1
2
due to the choice of

non-dimensionalisation) and relates to the heat flux out of the domain FB. In fact,

for uniform IHC, FB = 1
2
− ⟨wT ⟩ and a lower bound on FB is obtained from an

upper bound on ⟨wT ⟩. In general, it is difficult to prove a lower bound on ⟨wT ⟩

with quadratic auxiliary functionals. The zero lower bound of ⟨wT ⟩ can always

be saturated by trivial solutions of the system, which would need to be excluded

from the set of fields being optimised over. An approach that achieves this fea-

ture is the so-called optimal wall-to-wall transport method45,46 that has recently

demonstrated interesting results for RBC47.

In RBC, Doering & Constantin (2001)39, by the use of Lemma 1 prove that

when Pr = ∞, Nu ≲ Ra2/5, with a background temperature field, τ(z), that is

linear in the boundary layers and a constant elsewhere. However, by taking τ(z)

that is logarithmic in the bulk of the domain, i.e. ∼ ln(z/(1 − z)), the bound

is improved to Nu ≲ Ra1/3 up to logarithmic factors, as first demonstrated in

Doering, Otto & Reznikoff (2006)27. In addition to a logarithmic τ(z), the Ra1/3

bound uses an integral inequality of Hardy-Rellich type as opposed to the pointwise

estimate in Lemma 1. Furthermore, logarithmic constructions of τ(z) for RBC are

known to be optimal at Pr = ∞28,48. In contrast, for IHC, the previous O(R−2)

bound in Arslan et al. (2023)24 used logarithmic τ(z) along with Hardy-Rellich

inequalities, while our improvement in this work does not. The optimal τ(z) for

IHC between isothermal boundaries at Pr = ∞ is unknown, and the discrepancy

in the constructions of τ(z) between RBC and IHC, and our results, indicate that

improvements to the bound on FB should be possible. Future work would involve
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8: Plots of the data from numerical simulations with the rigorous bounds on FB against

R. In panel (a), the results for no-slip boundaries from Table I are plotted with blue crosses ( )

and a dotted blue line ( ) shows the slope R−0.092, the red solid line ( ) shows the lower

bound in (2a) and the green solid line ( ) the previously known best bound from Arslan et al.

(2023)24. In panel (b), the results for stress-free boundaries from Table I are plotted in blue

crosses ( ) with a dotted blue line ( ) showing the slope R−0.11 and the red solid line ( )

shows the lower bound in (2b).

numerically optimising over a finite range of R to determine the optimal τ(z) and

λ(z).

The second and novel aspect of the τ(z) in (23) and (49), is the 1/z behaviour

near the upper boundary, which introduces the logarithmic term in the bounds on

FB. Given that the upper boundary layer width ε is less than 1, it follows that

−δε−1/2 ln(1 − ε), is positive and improves the bound for finite R. In the limit

of ε → 0, the logarithmic term is O(δε1/2) and the bounds are given by the O(δ)

contributions, giving that FB ≳ R−2/3 and FB ≳ R−40/29. The choice of τ(z) made

here will also improve the bounds on ⟨wT ⟩ at finite Pr since the expression for U

in (19) is identical. A final feature of the background fields is that the best bound

is obtained when the boundary layer widths are different. In the case of no-slip

boundaries, we set δ = ε2 and δ = ε4 for stress-free boundaries. The choice for no-

slip boundaries matches predictions in heuristic arguments35,49, and the difference

in boundary layer widths is observed in all numerical studies (Figure 7).
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The main results of this work are the new rigorous bounds on FB, but we carried

out a numerical study, which we now discuss, to gauge how conservative our results

are. In the results (Figure 5(a)), we see that FB ∼ R−0.092, and the exponent of

R is a factor of 7 lower than the rigorous bound in (2a). Both are plotted in

Figure 8(a) with blue crosses ( ) and a red line ( ) respectively. For comparison,

Goluskin & van der Poel (2016)42 report that FB ∼ R−0.055 at Pr = 1, where their

exponent is 39.6% lower than our value in Figure 5. The authors also find larger

values of FB and a non-linear behaviour for two, compared to three dimensions

for their runs above R ∼ 109. Wang et al. (2020)49 report a numerical study in

two dimensions but do not provide a scaling for FB due to the small range of R

covered. Figure 9 plots both of the aforementioned works with our simulations,

with a Pr = 1 run in a green cross ( ) for comparison. Unlike results for Pr = 1,

in Figure 9 we do not observe an increase in FB in the Pr = 103 runs ( ) when

R gets large. This is an interesting difference between the turbulence at high R

for IHC in 2D and is left to future Prandtl number studies. A possible limitation

in obtaining sharp bounds for FB could be the choice of auxiliary functional. The

use of higher-than-quadratic functionals is analytically intractable such that using

additional constraints beyond the minimum principle on T could be the feasible

route to improvement. Alternatively, an optimal τ(z) in the proof might give a

sharp bound, however, this was not the case or IHC at finite Pr35,36.

To our knowledge, no further numerical studies for IHC report results on FB,

instead focusing on ⟨T ⟩, taken as a proxy for the Nusselt number. In Figure 5(b)

and Figure 6(b) we find that the mean temperature scales as R−0.15 and R−0.17, for

no-slip and stress-free boundaries. The results for ⟨T ⟩ in Figure 6 can be compared

to Sotin & Labrosse (1999)50, where the authors carry out 3D simulations at infinite

Pr and find that ⟨T ⟩ ∼ R−0.234 for stress-free boundaries. Their results have an

exponent 80% larger than the value we find. The authors consider a model with

uniform internal and boundary heating, which could account for the difference,

aside from the dimension of the simulation. The main results of the stress-free
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FIG. 9: Plot of the heat flux out of the bottom boundary, FB , for different Rayleigh numbers,

R, between isothermal no-slip boundaries in two dimensions. The green cross ( ) represents

data at Pr = 1 and the blue cross ( ) the data at Pr = 103 from Table I. Results of Goluskin &

van der Poel (2016)42 are shown in red squares ( ) and Wang et al. (2020)49 in white circles ( )

at Pr = 1 for the same boundary conditions in two-dimensions.

simulations are FB ∼ R−0.11, which, as compared in Figure 8(b), has an exponent

a factor of 20 smaller than our rigorous bound. For stress-free plates, vorticity is not

produced at the boundaries, and no vortex stretching occurs in the bulk of the fluid.

Therefore, the efficiency of convective heat transport should increase and does so

when comparing our results between the two kinematic boundary conditions.

A feature of the background profiles in our proof is the role of A defined in

(25) and (51), which gives a bound on ⟨wT ⟩ that asymptotes to 1
2
from below and

defines the balance parameter β (a R dependent parameter). The dependence of

β on R is a critical element of our bound on ⟨wT ⟩ and the main variation with

RBC, where β is a constant. The magnitude of A is crucial to a bound for stress-

free boundaries, where A is the value of τ ′ in the bulk and necessary in satisfying

the spectral constraint. Additionally, when satisfying the spectral constraint in

the stress-free case, we minimise over k and find that km is ∼ R18/87. For ⟨T ⟩ in

IHC, Whitehead & Doering (2012)31, for whom the proof follows with the same
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approach, find that km ∼ R3/17. The discrepancy between km could indicate that

further improvements are possible to the result proven in the stress-free case.

Finally, the problem considered here is that of uniform IHC, although, for geo-

physical applications like Mantle convection, the internal heating is non-uniform.

Therefore, the effects of spatially varying heat sources on heat transport are of

interest to applications, and a natural question would be on the nature of rigorous

bounds for the emergent quantities that depend on the heating location in addition

to R or Pr. Recent mathematical, numerical and experimental work has looked

at the case of net zero internal heating and cooling51–54, to explore the different

regimes of turbulence. However, if the fluid is heated and cooled, the minimum

principle no longer holds and the physics, and consequently quantities of interest,

change. Nevertheless, the emergent quantities can be studied if the arbitrary heat-

ing is strictly positive55, wherein a link is possible between the rigorous bounds of

IHC and that of previous studies of RBC.
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A Data of the numerical results

In this section, we present the exact data for the simulations carried out as

described in §VI.

31



TABLE I: Details of the 2D numerical simulations carried out with Dedalus. Each row

corresponds to an individual run and the columns from left to right show the Rayleigh number,

the Prandtl number, the number of terms in the vertical Chebyshev and horizontal Fourier

series, the simulations time, the volume-averaged temperature, the volume-averaged product of

the vertical velocity and temperature and the kinematic boundary conditions.

R Pr Nx, Nz Time[d2/κ] ⟨T ⟩ ⟨wT ⟩ BC

5× 103 1000 256,64 10 0.0718 0 no-slip

5× 104 1000 256,64 10 0.0790 0.0782 no-slip

1× 105 1000 256,64 10 0.0714 0.0571 no-slip

5× 105 1000 256,64 8 0.0590 0.162 no-slip

1× 106 1000 256,128 7 0.0542 0.133 no-slip

5× 106 1000 256,128 1 0.0432 0.183 no-slip

1× 107 1000 512,128 2 0.0384 0.213 no-slip

5× 107 1000 512,128 1 0.0296 0.242 no-slip

1× 108 1000 512,128 1 0.0261 0.268 no-slip

5× 108 1000 512,128 0.5 0.0198 0.275 no-slip

1× 109 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0174 0.313 no-slip

5× 109 1000 512,256 0.05 0.0128 0.329 no-slip

5× 103 1000 256,64 10 0.0373 0 stress-free

5× 104 1000 256,64 5 0.0664 0.0782 stress-free

1× 105 1000 256,64 5 0.0614 0.108 stress-free

5× 105 1000 256,128 2 0.0504 0.161 stress-free

1× 106 1000 512,128 2 0.0467 0.180 stress-free

5× 106 1000 512,128 1 0.0329 0.241 stress-free

1× 107 1000 512,128 1 0.0284 0.257 stress-free

5× 107 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0205 0.299 stress-free

1× 108 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0178 0.312 stress-free

5× 108 1000 1024,256 0.1 0.0126 0.345 stress-free

1× 109 1000 1024,256 0.05 0.0109 0.356 stress-free

2× 107 1 256,64 2 0.0380 0.1491 no-slip

2× 107 10 256,64 2 0.0368 0.2123 no-slip

2× 107 100 256,64 2 0.0346 0.2241 no-slip

2× 107 1000 256,64 2 0.0344 0.2256 no-slip

2× 107 10000 256,64 2 0.0343 0.2260 no-slip

2× 107 100000 256,64 2 0.0344 0.2252 no-slip
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