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We prove new bounds on the heat flux out of the bottom boundary, Fg, 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 Fp > R~%%— R™1/2log (1 — R~%?®) up to a positive constant
independent of the Rayleigh and Prandtl numbers. Whereas between stress-
free boundaries we prove that Fp > R™9/29 — R=35/2Jog (1 — R71/2%), We
perform a numerical study of the system in two dimensions up to a Rayleigh
number of 5 x 10° with the spectral solver Dedalus. Our numerical investi-
gations indicate that Fp ~ R7%%2 and Fz ~ R~%'2 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 Fpg.
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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 Rayleigh!, 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 domain®*. For atmospheres and lakes,
this occurs by the absorption of solar radiation®”, whereas, for the Mantle, the

radioactive decay of isotopes provides a constant supply of heat for convection®®.

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 10%® in the Mantle to 10! in
the liquid core®. Similarly, the Rayleigh number, R, quantifying the destabilising
effect of internal heating to the stabilising effect of diffusion, is estimated to be at

least 10° in the Mantle and possibly 10* in the core!®!!.

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)'* ! working with the premise that turbulence maximises heat
transport, constructed a variational method to determine the dependence of mean
convective heat transport, W, to R (overlines denote an infinite time and the
angled brackets a volume average). Rather than optimising W 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



Constantin demonstrated that conservative one-sided bounds are possible with
their background method'> 8. 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 introduction'®.

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 method®*?'. 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
conditions®®?3. 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 principles'®.

Building upon previous work on THC, 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)** 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 THC
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+ (w—T>, defines heat transport enhance-
ment by convection, and the best-known bounds for RBC are optimal within the
background method??5. For arbitrary Pr, it was established that Nu < Ra'/?,

where Ra is the Rayleigh number in RBC quantifying the destabilising effect of
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boundary heating to diffusion'®. Here, < and > denote bounds that hold up to
positive constants independent of Pr, Ra, the initial conditions or aspect ratio.

/3 up to logarithms?7.

In the limit of infinite Pr, it was proven, that, Nu < Ra
The Ra'/? and Ra'/? 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 < Ra'/? provided that Pr > Ra'/? and Nu < Pr—'/?Ra'/?
otherwise?®. 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 < Ra®'?, by exploiting additional infor-

29-31 ~ As such, the ultimate regime does not exist for RBC

mation in the enstrophy
when Pr is higher than Ra'/? 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 (w7') and the mean

temperature (T), unlike RBC in IHC, the two cannot be a priori related®. The

bounds for RBC translate over to IHC when bounding m, which is interpreted as
Nu~!, albeit this relation is only empirical®?. It was established that for arbitrary
Pr that (T) > R~'/3 between no-slip boundaries®, while at Pr = oo, (T) > R™'/4
up to logarithms3*. In the case of stress-free boundaries, the background method
gives that (T) > R~/17 by use of the same approach as in RBC?'. The proofs
on (T) do not translate directly to (wT) in IHC. Instead, to obtain bounds on
W 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 boundaries®®. 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 layers®43637,

4



I 1

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 Fp and Fr are the mean heat fluxes out the boundaries in the respective

directions.

[HC 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 bottom??. 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 domain®. Indeed, in uniform IHC, we define

Fr = _<62T>h|z:1 = +W7 (1a)

-FB = <azT>h|z=0 = - <U)T>, (1b)

as the non-dimensional mean heat fluxes through the top and bottom boundaries®?.

When the fluid is stationary, a state that is globally stable for R < 26926.6,

then (wT) = 0 and all heat input is transported to the boundaries by conduction

symmetrically, giving Fr = Fp = % 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') < $ uniformly in R and

Pr3. The zero lower bound of (wT) saturates for a no-flow state, saturating the



upper bound of % 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 Fpg were only
recently proven®>37. At arbitrary Pr, for all R < R,, where R, is the Rayleigh num-
ber below which the use of the minimum principle on the temperature gives a sub-
optimal bound, Fz > 1 — R'/5, while for R > R,, instead F > R'/®exp (—R3/%).
At Pr = oo the best bound, prior to this work, was Fp = R~2, notably the use
different boundary layer widths at the top and bottom ensured no logarithmic
corrections are present in the bound?!. All this being, there remains room for
improvement in bounding Fp, 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 Fp 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: Fp > R%% — c,R7V/? In(1 — 03R_1/3) VR > Ry, (2a)

stress-free: Fp > caR7 — ;R332 1In(1 — ¢sR7'?°) VR > R,. (2b)

With positive constants ¢; to ¢g that are O(1) and Ry > 1. One notable feature of
the results in (2a) and (2b) is that in the limit of R — oo, the bounds are ¢; R=%/3
and ¢, R™%/% respectively, however, for small R, the logarithmic term remains

relevant.

For notation, we use ||f]|2 to represent a standard L? 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)n= Lley/O w/o yf(a?,y, z,t) dy dz, (3a)
(f) = / (ondz, (3b)

m:hmsupl/; (f)dt. (3c)

T—=oo T

The paper is organised as follows: §II presents the setup being considered, in §II1
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.

IT Setup

We consider an incompressible fluid with constant density p, specific heat ca-
pacity ¢, and thermal diffusivity « 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, d*/x
as the time scale and d?H/kpc, as the temperature scale®. The fluid occupies the

periodic domain Q = [0, L,| x [0, L,]| x [0, 1] and satisfies

V-u=0, (4a)
Vp=Au+RTz, (4b)
AT +u-VT = AT +1. (4e)



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

B goHd®
 peyvk?

R: (5)
Here g is the acceleration of gravity, « is the thermal expansion coefficient of the
fluid, and v 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: ~ w).cqo13 = 0, (6a)
stress-free:  wl.cqo1) = 0:ul:cf0,13 = 0:v|:c013 = O, (6b)
T|z:0 = T|z:1 =0. (6(3)

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, V-u =0 & (6) }, (7a)
Hy ={T eH|T(x)>0ae xc} (7b)

III The auxiliary function method

Given that Fp is defined by (1), to bound Fp, we find a bound on (w7,

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
works?437,

To prove an upper bound on (wT"), we employ the auxiliary function method!'®:2!.

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

(W) = (W) + FV{T(1)}. (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

YT} = <§]T|2 () 42— 1}T> , ()

that are parametrised by a positive constant 5 > 0, referred to as the balance
parameter and a piecewise-differentiable function 7 : [0,1] — R with a square-
integrable derivative that we call the background temperature field. Here 7(2)
satisfies

7(0) =1, (1) =0. (10)
Introducing a constant, U, and rearranging, (8) can be written as,

(WT) <U - U+ (wT) + LV{T} < U, (11)

where the final inequality holds given that, U — (wT) — $V{T'} > 0. However,

the minimum principle on T is necessary to obtain a R-dependent bound on (wT)
that approaches % from below as R increases. The condition is enforced with a

Lagrange multiplier®»3° \(z), so that the problem statement becomes

wT) < inf {U | S{u,TY>0 Y(u,T)eH,}, 12
Wij< inf {U]S{wT}20 ViuT)en,) (12)



provided A(z) is a non-decreasing function, where
S{u, T} = (BIVTP + 7' (2)wT + (Bz — 7'(2) + A(2))0.T + 7(z) + U) — 1. (13)

From (12), an explicit expression on U is obtained by exploiting horizontal period-
icity and taking the Fourier decomposition,

Ty, )| _ 5 [ Do) | rarigy) (14)

’U,(.’K,y, Z) k uk(’Z)

where the sum is over wavevectors k = (k,, k,) for the horizontal periods L, and
L,. The magnitude of each wavevector is k = /kZ + k2. Inserting the Fourier
expansions (14) into (13) and applying Youngs’ inequality and using the incom-
pressibility condition to write the horizontal Fourier amplitudes g and 9y in terms

of 1y, gives an estimate from below on S{u,T}. Then, using that wy = 0 gives

S{u, T} > So{To} + Y _ Sk{tin, T}, (15)
k
where
. L . 1
So{To} = / BITEP + (B2 = 7'(:) + M)+ 7(2)dz + U — 5, (16)
0
and

1
Sp{tg, Ty} = / BIT}|? + BE*|Tk|* + 7' (2)Re{wn Ty} dz, (17)
0

with boundary conditions,

no-slip: W (0) = wg(1) = W, (0) = (1) = 0, (18a)
stress-free: g (0) = W (1) = wL(0) = wi(1) =0, (18b)
T(0) = Tr(1) = 0. (18c)
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If Sy and Sy independently are non-negative then & > 0 is satisfied. The condition
Sk > 0, is usually referred to as the spectral constraint and must hold for all &,
while guaranteeing Sy > 0 gives an explicit expression for U. Solving the Euler-
Lagrange equations for T} in (16), subject to the boundary conditions on 7(z) and

Ty in (10) and (18c), along with the condition fol Adz = —1 gives,

U ;:%+$Hﬁ(z—§) —T'(Z)H(Z)Hz —/Olf(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
A*w = —RA,T, (20)

where Ay = 9% + 83, is the horizontal Laplacian. Substituting for w and T' given
(14) gives
Wy — 2k20y + k', = RE*Ty, . (21)

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

9 1
—/ 7(z) dz,
2 0

(AM(2)) = =1 & A(z) non-decreasing,

1 1
inf —_|__H R A N
(A8 2 48 Bz =3) =7(2) +A2)

subject to  7(0) = 1,7(1) =0,

(22)

Se{te, T} >0 Vi, Tr | (18¢), (18a) or (18b)  Vk # 0,

Wy — 2kby + k't = Rk*T),.

IV Bounds for no-slip boundaries

In this chapter, we prove an upper bound on (w7') with the auxiliary function

method under no-slip boundary conditions. For the problem constructed in §I11, we
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first introduce choices for the background field 7(z), Lagrange multiplier A(z) and
balance parameter $ in §IV A. Then, we utilise an estimate on wy,, first proven in
Doering & Constantin (2002)%, that uses the diagnostic equation (21), to enforce
the spectral constraint. We do not attempt to optimise the constants and in §IV B

prove the desired result.

A Preliminaries

To prove the upper bound on (w7T') requires appropriate choices of 8 > 0, 7(z),
and A(z) that satisfy the conditions of (22) and make the quantity U(8,7,\) as
small as possible. To simplify this task, given the conditions that 7(0) =1, 7(1) =0

and (\) = —1, we restrict 7(z) to take the form

( —

1— w7 0 S z S 5’
J

7(2) = < A, 0<z<1-—g¢, (23)
1—
—(1—5)( Z), l1—-e<2z<1,
\ € z

and \(z) to be given by

Az) = (24)

These piecewise-defined functions, sketched in Figure 2, are fully specified by the
bottom boundary layer width ¢ € (0, %), the top boundary layer width ¢ € (0, ),
and the parameter A > 0 that determines the amplitude of 7(z) in the bulk of
the layer. The upper limit of % on the boundary layers’ widths is set here for the
convenience of the algebra. Smaller maximal values of € and ¢ will give a bound

with improved prefactors without changing the R scaling.
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FIG. 2: Sketches of the functions 7(z) in (23) and A(z) in (24) used to prove (2a), where 0 is
the boundary layer width at the bottom, € the boundary layer width at the top of the domain
and A is given by (25).

We also fix

1
A= E(Ssl/?. (25)

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

% for values of § and . From a similar argument, the sign-positive integral in the

expression of U in (19) can be estimated as

1 1
HIF@ =32 = 8= DI < 1 - M+ ol - M. (20)
Hence, we also fix
8=z = 5l 17 (2) = A@)l2 = 2V3[7'(2) = A2)l2 (27)

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

that provides a pointwise estimate on the magnitude of wy, in terms of Tk.

Lemma 1 (Velocity estimate®). Let T,w : Q — R, be horizontally periodic func-

tions such that A*w = —RA,T subject to the velocity conditions in (6a). Then
ldflloe < coRE||Tkll2, (28)

where co = 1/2/(7 — /41) .
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B Estimates on the upper bound

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

of the lower boundary layer § in 7(z) given by (23).

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

1 1, !
U< 5+ o=l = MG - /0 r(2) de. (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 7(z)

and A\(z) in (23) and (24) we have,

I7(2) = A2 = /5 17(2) — A=) 2z
A2

—m(l—a—é)—i-?—j/l; (—(1;6)+1i5)2dz

A?(3—3e+¢e?) A2
T 3e 1—c¢ T 1-6 (30)

To obtain a lower bound on (30), the non-negativity of ¢ gives 1/(1 —¢) > 1 and
given that e,6 < %, we take 3—3e+e2 > 2 and —(1—6)7" > —(4L)e™! to obtain

, , _ 242
I7°(z) = A2 =2 o (31)

For an upper bound on (30), given that ¢ < % we take 3 — 3¢ + &2 < 4 and

1/(1 —¢) <2, such that

8 A2
"(2) = A(2)|5 < —. 32
I7(2) = AR < o2 (32)
Then, when we evaluate the integral of 7(2) in (19) to obtain
! 1 A
/ 7(z) dz = 55(1 —A)— Z(l —¢e)ln(l —¢). (33)
0
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Substituting (33) and (32) back into (29), taking A as given by (25) and €, <
such that 6%/? < (¥2)§ and —(1 —¢) < —2, gives

wl=

1 1 2
U<=-__— 2 57210 (1 = ). 4
< 12(5—1— 3\/555 n ( £) (34)

C Satisfying the spectral constraint

Next, we determine the non-negativity of the spectral constraint, S > 0. Taking
the absolute magnitude of the sign-indefinite integral in (17) and substituting for
7(z) from (23) gives

L . 1—A [0 . A ! -
/ T/‘UAJka‘dZ = —T/ ’wka’dZ — g(l — 5)/ ZﬁZIwka’dZ. (35)
0 0 1—e

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 Holders

inequality gives
) 4 o R 1 R
inl = [ [ (oo < 52l (36)

and for T}, the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
give

(Tl = / 10, T(m)ldn < v/ T . (37)
0

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

0 < A < 1, becomes

1—A J JUES 1 d N ~ 1 o 5/2 N/ 'l
_ |’LUka|dZ <= |wk||Tk|dZ < = “ dZHwk||0<>||Tk||2
5 0 (S 0 25 0

1 R ~
= 20yl | T l2- (38)
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Now we use Lemma 1, substituting (28) for wj, in (38) and using Youngs’ inequality

gives

Co 6°R?
98 3

B

55/2H”’HooHTkHz —Cok55/QR!\Tk|!2!\Téllz SFITlE + sg——ITkll3 - (39)

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

R 1 R > A
| < S(1 = 2’|l and |Ti| < V1= 2| Ti. (40)

Given that the integral is evaluated in the interval (1 —e,1), where ¢ < %, we have
that 272 < (1—-¢)2< g and 1 —e < 1. Following the same steps as before, using

(28) and Youngs’ inequality gives

Al — U o T A Y iRT, A 1 (1= 2)2
( 5)/ | W k'dz<—/ |, k|dz<—/ (1—2)% AT
1—e 1—¢ 1—¢ 22

€ 22 T € 22 T 2
<it [ G D apaidi.
< C;ff‘—f)nnn Tl < TreobAs"RITulla 1Tl
< 2t + B A= 7y (1)

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

1 . . 2 65R2 2502 A2€5R2 R
iy Ty dz > — BR[| Tl |2 — ( =2 0 Iz (42
[ lintas > -seii - (2554 TS 5.
After substituting (42) into (17) we get
A ct 0°R? 2502 AP R? A
Sp{wg, T} > 0 Tr|2 > 0. 43
on i 2 (- B0 - SR AT ) 11 > (43
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Finally, given the estimates in (31) and (32) we have estimates for 5 from above

and below, where 3 is given by (27) such that
2
S6<B< s (44)

Use of the lower bounds on /3 from (44) and substituting for A into (43) the spectral

constraint is satisfied provided

9¢3 225¢2
- %531%2 - 31—30605632 > 0. (45)

We then make the choice § = %52, and take ¢y as given by Lemma 1 such that

1/3
§ < (%(7 - m>) R™/3, (46)

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

D Bound on Fp

Taking § 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) < = — nmR2? +nyR™ Y% (1-— nngl/?’) , (47)

NO| —

where n; = = (%(7—\/ﬁ))1/3 = 0.1555, ny = %“ni” = 0.7104 and ng =

12 \9

21/6(12n,)Y/? = 1.5334 . By (1), we obtain that
Fg >nR™2? —nyRY21In (1 — ngR™Y/?), (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 W to bound
Fp, with a new background field, 7(z) and Lagrange multiplier, A(z). Then, by a
pseudo-vorticity, ¢, first used by Whitehead and Doering (2012)3!, 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 5 > 0, 7(z) and A(z) that satisfy the conditions
in (22) subject to stress-free boundary conditions. We choose 7(2) to be,

1— 5 0<2z<9,

7(2) = { Az —9), 0<2<1—c¢, (49)

é(1_5—5)(1—g)(1_z>, 1-e<z<1,

\ €

and \(z) to be given by

These piecewise-defined functions, sketched in Figure 3, are fully specified by the
bottom boundary layer width § € (0, %), the top boundary layer width ¢ € (0, %),
and the parameter A > 0. We fix A to be

(551/2
= 5

A (51)
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) 1—-¢ 1%

FIG. 3: Sketches of the functions 7(z) in (49) and A(z) in (50) used to prove (2b), where ¢ is
the boundary layer width at the bottom and € the boundary layer width at the top of the

domain.

but take /5 as given by (27).
For stress-free boundary conditions, we introduce the pseudo-vorticity ¢, which,

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

kG = 0y — K>, (52)
with boundary conditions
Ce(0) = G(1) = 0. (53)

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

Lemma 2 (Pseudo-vorticity and integral estimates®'). Let T,u : @ — R be hori-
zontally periodic functions such that A*w = —RA,T subject to the velocity bound-
ary conditions. Let the pseudo-vorticity fk be given by (52).Then,

R 2 kG (54
and
Lo 1,
[ Tl = Gl (55
0

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 estimate®). Let iy, and ék be functions zero at z = 0

and z = 1. Given the relation (52) and incompressibility V - w = 0, it follows that
k] < ¢ k% min (2,1 — 2)||Cell2, (56)

where ¢; = 3%/4/23/2.

B Estimates on the upper bound

We take the same choice of S as in the previous section, and the expression of
U is estimated from above by (29). Then, given 7(2) and A(z) in (49) and (50) we
get

HTI(Z) - )\(z)H% = /5 ’7’/|2dz = A2(1 —e—0)+ 1:_2(1 e 5)2(1 . 6)2 /_ 2 ds
A2 (1 —e—0)%(3—3e+¢?)

=A(1—-ec—-6)+— . 57
(I-e-9)+ 3¢ 1—¢ (57)
For a lower bound on (57), the fact that ¢ < § and § < %, implies that 1—e—4§ > 1,
1/(1 —¢) > 1 and 3 — 3¢ + &% > 2 such that
2A2
'(z) = A(2)|)5 > =—. 58
I7(2) = A = 22 (58)

Whereas for an upper bound, 1 —e—6 < 1,3—3e+¢* <4 and 1/(1—¢) < 2 gives

A? A?
I7(2) = AR < S+ A2 < 2 (59)

The integral of the background field is

A(l—s)(l—s—é) In(1—-¢). (60)

€

1 1 1
/0 7(2) dz:§5—§A(1—€—5)(1_5+5)
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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 de'/? < §, that

1
< - = -1/ — ).
U 5 5 + 27(55 In(1—¢) (61)

C Enforcing the spectral constraint

Now we find the condition for the spectral constraint, S > 0, to hold. Since
e,0 < 3 we have the estimate (1 —e — 0)(1 —€) < 1. Substituting for 7/(z) from

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

N . E* . 1[0 l-s
Sefitn, Tk = BT + 1l — 5 [ lanfiddz+ 4 [ Jinidds
0 0

A 1 X
— g(l —e—06)(1— 5)/ 22 g Ty |dz (62)
1—¢
~ 5k4 561/2 1 551/2
> BITHI2 + ( S 1Gel2 - / (g T2
R 3
st .
- - 0T |dz. 63
321/2 /1_5 (=7* + ) [inTx|dz (63)

Then, we estimate the two integrals at the boundaries in (63). Starting with the
integral at the lower boundary, given that ¢ < & and § < %, we take 6¢'/% < 1/6.
Substituting for wy by use of Lemma 3, for Tk from (37) and an application of

Youngs’ inequality gives

1 o'/ AerkM? g pn s
(3+57) [ 1aetidas < 39 [ auiaio: < 525l il

82k
8143

< DITI+ Sl (64)

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

the open interval of (1 —¢, 1) we have the estimate that 272 +¢ < (1—¢) 2 +¢ < 3,
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then the use of Lemma 3, (40) and Youngs’ inequality gives

0 ' -2 aoT 0 R 2 1227 7
T2 / (e linTildz < / Il Telde < cek 202 Gl T
B 22k .
< SITIB + 55507 Gl (65)

Given the estimates in (58) and (59) we have estimates for § from above and below,
where (3 is given by (27) of

ﬁa <8< (66)

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

5 220k 0eV? 2/2%k0% 9V2c3kdet |
Ok, The ¥ > — — 2. 67
Se{ Wk, k}_( oz T 3R 9 50 1Ckll2 (67)

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

81 4

all wavenumbers. To proceed we make the choice that § = {75¢", such that we

require
Kt (360)1/451/8
R? 4 R

—2c¢2ké > 0. (68)

The condition in (68) has one negative term O(k), balanced for large wavenumbers
by the O(k*) term and for small wavenumbers by the O(1) term. Noticing that
(68) is convex in k and has a minimum in & in terms of the remaining variables.
Differentiating the expression on the left-hand side of (68), setting it to zero and

rearranging, we find

2 1/3
Ky = (é) SY3RY3, (69)

Substituting for k,, in (68) and ¢; from Lemma 3, and rearranging then

24953 2/29
J < ( =50 ) R0/, (70)

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

Taking § 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
— my R 4 my R/ In (1 — ma R™1V/%), (71)
23/4

where m; = 1 249—53’2/29—14953 = 2 —(6my)"/® = 0.1026 and =
1 — 330 - . , Mo = 35/251/4( ml) - . ana ms =

(g_(;ml)l/4 = 0.6555 . By use of (1) we obtain that

]:B Z mlR—40/29 o mQR—35/29 In (1 o m3R_10/29), (72)

the desired result.

V1 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 Fp and (T') after the simulation reaches a statistically stationary
state. We use no-slip and stress-free boundary conditions with R ranging from
10* to 10°. We solve the system of equations with Dedalus®, using pseudospectral
spatial derivatives and a second-order semi-implicit BDF time-stepping scheme®!.
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, X) and the mean vertical
convective heat transport (wT') (left vertical axis, 0) as a function of the Prandtl number, Pr,

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

against Goluskin& van der Poel (2016)*? 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 = 10° for fixed Rayleigh numbers. In which case the

momentum equation (4b) is given by

du+u-Vu+Vp=PrAu+ PrRTz. (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 studies®?.

The main results are in the compensated plots Figure 5 and Figure 6, where we
identify from our data a scaling for 5 and (T') with R in the turbulent regime. The
first data points at R = 5 x 10* are ignored when determining the exponent of the

R—0.092 and

Rayleigh scaling. For no-slip boundary conditions we find that, Fp ~
(T) ~ R7%15. In the stress-free case, the value of the exponents of both quantities

is larger at ~ R™% and ~ R7%17, respectively.
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FIG. 5: Compensated plots of the horizontally averaged heat flux out of the bottom boundary,
Fp, in panel (a), where the straight line corresponds to R~°%92 and the mean temperature (7T
in panel (b) where the straight line corresponds to R=%1  as functions of the Rayleigh number,
R. The simulations are carried out with Pr = 102 for isothermal no-slip boundary conditions,
with the data provided in full in Table I.
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FIG. 6: Compensated plots of the horizontally averaged heat flux out of the bottom boundary,
Fp, in panel (a), where the straight line corresponds to R~%!! and the mean temperature, (T'),
in panel (b), where the straight line corresponds to R~%17 as a function of the Rayleigh
number. The simulations are carried out with Pr = 102 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 x 10® 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 studies®®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 (7). The vertical dashed line (-=+) at ¢ = 0.18 [d?/k] 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 x 10% 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, Fz and Fr 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 Fp and the mean temperature, m, for
R between 10* and 10? 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, Fg > ¢; R72/3 — c R™Y/2In(1 — csR™Y/3),
where ¢; = 0.1555, ¢; = 0.7104 and c3 = 1.5334, which improves on the previously
R™? from Arslan et al.(2023)?*. While for stress-
free boundary conditions we prove, Fp > ¢; R74/% — ¢ R=3/2In (1 — c3 R™19/%9)

where ¢; = 0.0131, ¢o = 0.0312 and c¢3 = 0.6301. The two features of our proof

known best bound of, Fp =

~
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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)3!% (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, W, 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 % due to the choice of
non-dimensionalisation) and relates to the heat flux out of the domain Fp. In fact,

for uniform IHC, Fp = £ — (wT) and a lower bound on Fp is obtained from an

upper bound on W In general, it is difficult to prove a lower bound on W
with quadratic auxiliary functionals. The zero lower bound of W 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 method*>*% that has recently
demonstrated interesting results for RBC*7.

In RBC, Doering & Constantin (2001)%°, by the use of Lemma 1 prove that
when Pr = oo, Nu < Ra?®, with a background temperature field, 7(z), that is
linear in the boundary layers and a constant elsewhere. However, by taking 7(z)
that is logarithmic in the bulk of the domain, i.e. ~ In(z/(1 — z)), the bound
is improved to Nu < Ra'/? up to logarithmic factors, as first demonstrated in
Doering, Otto & Reznikoff (2006)%”. In addition to a logarithmic 7(z), the Ra'/3
bound uses an integral inequality of Hardy-Rellich type as opposed to the pointwise
estimate in Lemma 1. Furthermore, logarithmic constructions of 7(z) for RBC are
known to be optimal at Pr = co?%. In contrast, for IHC, the previous O(R™2)
bound in Arslan et al. (2023)*! used logarithmic 7(z) along with Hardy-Rellich
inequalities, while our improvement in this work does not. The optimal 7(z) for
IHC between isothermal boundaries at Pr = oo is unknown, and the discrepancy

in the constructions of 7(z) between RBC and IHC, and our results, indicate that

improvements to the bound on Fpz should be possible. Future work would involve
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FIG. 8: Plots of the data from numerical simulations with the rigorous bounds on Fp against
R. In panel (a), the results for no-slip boundaries from Table I are plotted with blue crosses (x)
and a dotted blue line (++) shows the slope R~%992  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)%%. In panel (b), the results for stress-free boundaries from Table I are plotted in blue
crosses (x) with a dotted blue line (=) showing the slope R~ and the red solid line (—)
shows the lower bound in (2b).

numerically optimising over a finite range of R to determine the optimal 7(z) and

A(2).

The second and novel aspect of the 7(z) in (23) and (49), is the 1/z behaviour
near the upper boundary, which introduces the logarithmic term in the bounds on
Fp. Given that the upper boundary layer width ¢ is less than 1, it follows that
—6c71/21n(1 — ¢), is positive and improves the bound for finite R. In the limit
of € = 0, the logarithmic term is O(6¢'/?) and the bounds are given by the O(4)
contributions, giving that Fp > R~2/% and Fp > R™%?°. The choice of 7(z) made
here will also improve the bounds on W 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 § = €2 and § = * for stress-free boundaries. The choice for no-

35,49

slip boundaries matches predictions in heuristic arguments®>*’, 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 Fg, 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 Fp ~ R7%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 (x) and a red line (—) respectively. For comparison,
Goluskin & van der Poel (2016)** report that Fg ~ R™%% at Pr = 1, where their
exponent is 39.6% lower than our value in Figure 5. The authors also find larger
values of Fp and a non-linear behaviour for two, compared to three dimensions
for their runs above R ~ 10°. Wang et al. (2020)* report a numerical study in
two dimensions but do not provide a scaling for Fp 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 (x) for comparison. Unlike results for Pr = 1,
in Figure 9 we do not observe an increase in Fp in the Pr = 103 runs (x) 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 Fp 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 7" could be the feasible
route to improvement. Alternatively, an optimal 7(z) in the proof might give a

sharp bound, however, this was not the case or IHC at finite Pr3536,

To our knowledge, no further numerical studies for IHC report results on Fg,
instead focusing on m, 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~%1% and R7%!7, for
no-slip and stress-free boundaries. The results for m in Figure 6 can be compared
to Sotin & Labrosse (1999)°°, where the authors carry out 3D simulations at infinite
Pr and find that (T) ~ R™92 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, Fp, for different Rayleigh numbers,
R, between isothermal no-slip boundaries in two dimensions. The green cross (x) represents
data at Pr =1 and the blue cross (x) the data at Pr = 10® from Table I. Results of Goluskin &
van der Poel (2016)%? are shown in red squares (s) and Wang et al. (2020)?° in white circles (o)

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

simulations are Fg ~ R™%! 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 3 from below and
defines the balance parameter § (a R dependent parameter). The dependence of
B on R is a critical element of our bound on (wT) and the main variation with
RBC, where (3 is a constant. The magnitude of A is crucial to a bound for stress-
free boundaries, where A is the value of 7" 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 k,, is ~ R'®/37. For (T in

[HC, Whitehead & Doering (2012)3!, for whom the proof follows with the same
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approach, find that k,, ~ R3'7. The discrepancy between k,, 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 cooling® >, 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 positive®, 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.
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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 N, N, Time|[d?/x] (T) (wT) BC
5x 103 1000 256,64 10 0.0718 0 no-slip
5 x 104 1000 256,64 10 0.0790 0.0782 no-slip
1 x10° 1000 256,64 10 0.0714 0.0571 no-slip
5 x 10° 1000 256,64 8 0.0590 0.162 no-slip
1 x 108 1000 256,128 7 0.0542 0.133 no-slip
5 x 108 1000 256,128 1 0.0432 0.183 no-slip
1 x 107 1000 512,128 2 0.0384 0.213 no-slip
5 x 107 1000 512,128 1 0.0296 0.242 no-slip
1 x 108 1000 512,128 1 0.0261 0.268 no-slip
5 x 108 1000 512,128 0.5 0.0198 0.275 no-slip
1 x 10° 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0174 0.313 no-slip
5 x 10° 1000 512,256 0.05 0.0128 0.329 no-slip
5 x 103 1000 256,64 10 0.0373 0 stress-free
5 x 10% 1000 256,64 0.0664  0.0782  stress-free

5
1x10° 1000 256,64 5 0.0614 0.108 stress-free
5 x 10° 1000 256,128 2 0.0504 0.161 stress-free
1 x 10° 1000 512,128 2 0.0467 0.180 stress-free
5 x 108 1000 512,128 1 0.0329 0.241 stress-free
1 x 107 1000 512,128 1 0.0284 0.257 stress-free

5 x 107 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0205 0.299 stress-free
1x 108 1000 512,256 0.5 0.0178 0.312 stress-free
5 x 108 1000 1024,256 0.1 0.0126 0.345 stress-free
1 x 10° 1000 1024,256 0.05 0.0109 0.356 stress-free
2 x 107 1 256,64 2 0.0380 0.1491 no-slip
2 x 107 10 256,64 2 0.0368 0.2123 no-slip
2 x 107 100 256,64 2 0.0346 0.2241 no-slip
2 x 107 1000 256,64 2 0.0344 0.2256 no-slip
2 x 107 10000 256,64 2 0.0343 0.2260 no-slip
2 x 107 100000 256,64 2 0.0344 0.2252 no-slip

32



References

10

11

O. M. Lord Rayleigh, “On convection currents in a horizontal layer of fluid, when
the higher temperature is on the under side,” The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin
Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science 32, 529-546 (1916).

E. M. Sparrow, R. J. Goldstein, and V. Jonsson, “Thermal instability in a horizontal
fluid layer: effect of boundary conditions and non-linear temperature profile,” Journal

of Fluid Mechanics 18, 513-528 (1964).

P. Roberts, “Convection in horizontal layers with internal heat generation. theory,”

Journal of Fluid Mechanics 30, 33-49 (1967).

D. J. Tritton and M. N. Zarraga, “Convection in horizontal layers with internal heat

generation. experiments,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 30, 21-31 (1967).
K. A. Emanuel, Atmospheric convection (Oxford University Press, 1994).

R. T. Pierrehumbert, Principles of planetary climate (Cambridge University Press,
2010).

S. Seager and D. Deming, “Exoplanet atmospheres,” Annual Review of Astronomy

and Astrophysics 48, 631-672 (2010).
G. Schubert, Treatise on geophysics (Elsevier, 2015).

G. Schubert, D. L. Turcotte, and P. Olson, Mantle convection in the Earth and planets

(Cambridge University Press, 2001).

D. Bercovici, “Mantle convection,” Encyclopedia of Solid Earth Geophysics Springer
(2011).

D. Gubbins, “The rayleigh number for convection in the earth’s core,” Physics of the
Earth and Planetary Interiors 128, 3-12 (2001), dynamics and Magnetic Fields of the

Earth’s and Planetary Interiors.

33


http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786441608635602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786441608635602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112064000386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112064000386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112067001284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112067001272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081309-130837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081309-130837
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9201(01)00273-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9201(01)00273-4

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

W. V. R. Malkus, “The heat transport and spectrum of thermal turbulence,” Pro-

ceedings of the Royal Society A 225, 196-212 (1954).

L. N. Howard, “Bounds on flow quantities,” Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics 4,

473-494 (1972).

F. H. Busse, “On Howard’s upper bound for heat transport by turbulent convection,”

Journal of Fluid Mechanics 37, 457-477 (1969).

C. R. Doering and P. Constantin, “Energy dissipation in shear driven turbulence,”

Physical Review Letters 69, 1648-1651 (1992).

C. R. Doering and P. Constantin, “Variational bounds on energy dissipation in in-

compressible flows: Shear flow,” Physical Review E 49, 4087-4099 (1994).

P. Constantin and C. R. Doering, “Variational bounds on energy dissipation in in-

compressible flows. II. Channel flow,” Physical Review E 51, 3192-3198 (1995).

C. Doering and P. Constantin, “Variational bounds on energy dissipation in incom-
pressible flows. III. Convection,” Physical Review E 53, 5957-5981 (1996).

G. Fantuzzi, A. Arslan, and A. Wynn, “The background method: Theory and com-

putations,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A 380, 20210038 (2022).

S. Chernyshenko, “Relationship between the methods of bounding time averages,”

Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A 380, 20210044. (2022).

S. Chernyshenko, P. J. Goulart, D. Huang, and A. Papachristodoulou, “Polynomial
sum of squares in fluid dynamics: a review with a look ahead,” Philosophical Trans-

actions of the Royal Society A 372, 20130350 (2014).

I. Tobasco, D. Goluskin, and C. R. Doering, “Optimal bounds and extremal tra-
jectories for time averages in nonlinear dynamical systems,” Physics Letters A 382,

382-386 (2018), arXiv:1705.07096.

R. M. S. Rosa and R. M. Temam, “Optimal minimax bounds for time and ensemble

averages of dissipative infinite-dimensional systems with applications to the incom-

34


http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1954.0197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1954.0197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fl.04.010172.002353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fl.04.010172.002353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112069000668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.1648
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.49.4087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.51.3192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.53.5957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2013.0350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2013.0350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2017.12.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2017.12.023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.07096

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

pressible Navier—Stokes equations,” Pure and Applied Functional Analysis 7, 327-355
(2022).

A. Arslan, G. Fantuzzi, J. Craske, and A. Wynn, “Rigorous scaling laws for internally
heated convection at infinite prandtl number,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 64,
023101 (2023).

B. Wen, G. P. Chini, R. R. Kerswell, and C. R. Doering, “Time-stepping approach
for solving upper-bound problems: Application to two-dimensional Rayleigh—Bénard
convection,” Physical Review E 92, 043012 (2015).

C. Nobili, “The role of boundary conditions in scaling laws for turbulent heat trans-
port,” Mathematics in Engineering 5, 1-41 (2023).

C. R. Doering, F. Otto, and M. G. Reznikoff, “Bounds on vertical heat transport
for infinite Prandtl number Rayleigh—Bénard convection,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics
560, 229241 (2006).

A. Choffrut, C. Nobili, and F. Otto, “Upper bounds on Nusselt number at finite
Prandtl number,” J. Diff. Egs. 260, 3860-3880 (2016).

J. P. Whitehead and C. R. Doering, “Ultimate state of two-dimensional Rayleigh—
Bénard convection between free-slip fixed-temperature boundaries,” Physical Review
Letters 106, 244501 (2011).

X. Wang and J. P. Whitehead, “A bound on the vertical transport of heat in the
‘ultimate’ state of slippery convection at large prandtl numbers,” Journal of Fluid
Mechanics 729, 103-122 (2013).

J. P. Whitehead and C. R. Doering, “Rigid bounds on heat transport by a fluid
between slippery boundaries,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 707, 241-259 (2012).

D. Goluskin, Internally heated convection and Rayleigh—Bénard convection (Springer,

2016) pp. VIII, 64.

35


http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2010.06730
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2010.06730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0098250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0098250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.043012
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/mine.2023013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112006000097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112006000097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2015.10.051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.244501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.244501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2013.289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2013.289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-23941-5

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

L. Lu, C. R. Doering, and F. H. Busse, “Bounds on convection driven by internal

heating,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 45, 2967-2986 (2004).

J. P. Whitehead and C. R. Doering, “Internal heating driven convection at infinite
Prandtl number,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 52, 093101 (2011).

A. Arslan, G. Fantuzzi, J. Craske, and A. Wynn, “Bounds on heat transport for
convection driven by internal heating,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 919, A15 (2021).
A. Arslan, G. Fantuzzi, J. Craske, and A. Wynn, “Bounds for internally heated
convection with fixed boundary heat flux,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 992, R1 (2021).
A. Kumar, A. Arslan, G. Fantuzzi, J. Craske, and A. Wynn, “Analytical bounds on
the heat transport in internally heated convection,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 938,

A26 (2022).

D. Goluskin and E. A. Spiegel, “Convection driven by internal heating,” Physics
Letters A 377, 83-92 (2012).

C. R. Doering and P. Constantin, “On upper bounds for infinite Prandtl number
convection with or without rotation,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 42, 784-795
(2001).

K. J. Burns, G. M. Vasil, J. S. Oishi, D. Lecoanet, and B. P. Brown, “Dedalus: A
flexible framework for numerical simulations with spectral methods,” Phys. Rev. Res.
2, 023068 (2020).

D. Wang and S. J. Ruuth, “Variable Step-Size Implicit-Explicit Linear Multistep
Methods for Time-Dependent Partial Differential Equations,” Journal of Computa-
tional Mathematics 26, 838-855 (2008), publisher: Institute of Computational Math-
ematics and Scientific/Engineering Computing.

D. Goluskin and E. P. van der Poel, “Penetrative internally heated convection in two

and three dimensions,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 791, R6(1-13) (2016).

36


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1760845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3637032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2021.360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2021.527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2022.170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2022.170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2012.10.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2012.10.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1336157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1336157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023068
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43693484
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43693484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2016.69

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

C. J. Davies, D. Gubbins, and P. K. Jimack, “Convection in a rapidly rotating spher-
ical shell with an imposed laterally varying thermal boundary condition,” Journal of

fluid mechanics 641, 335-358 (2009).

M. Worner, M. Schmidt, and G. Grotzbach, “Direct numerical simulation of tur-
bulence in an internally heated convective fluid layer and implications for statistical

modelling,” Journal of Hydraulic Research 35, 773-797 (1997).

I. Tobasco and C. R. Doering, “Optimal wall-to-wall transport by incompressible

flows,” Physical Review Letters 118, 264502 (2017).

C. R. Doering and I. Tobasco, “On the optimal design of wall-to-wall heat transport,”

Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics 72, 2385-2448 (2019).

A. Kumar, “ Three dimensional branching pipe flows for optimal scalar transport

between walls ,” arxiv:2205.03367 [math.AP] (2022).

C. Nobili and F. Otto, “Limitations of the background field method applied to

Rayleigh-Bénard convection,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 58, 093102 (2017).

Q. Wang, D. Lohse, and O. Shishkina, “Scaling in internally heated convection: a
unifying theory,” Geophysical Research Letters 47, ¢2020GL091198 (2020).

C. Sotin and S. Labrosse, “Three-dimensional thermal convection in an iso-viscous,
infinite prandtl number fluid heated from within and from below: applications to
the transfer of heat through planetary mantles,” Physics of the Earth and Planetary
Interiors 112, 171-190 (1999).

S. Lepot, S. Aumaitre, and B. Gallet, “Radiative heating achieves the ultimate regime
of thermal convection,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the U.S.A.

115, 8937-8941 (2018).

B. Song, G. Fantuzzi, and I. Tobasco, “Bounds on heat transfer by incompressible
flows between balanced sources and sinks,” Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, , 133591

(2022).

37


http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112009991583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112009991583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00221689709498388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.264502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21832
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5002559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2020GL091198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9201(99)00004-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9201(99)00004-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1806823115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1806823115
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physd.2022.133591
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physd.2022.133591

53

54

55

V. Bouillaut, B. Flesselles, B. Miquel, S. Aumaitre, and B. Gallet, “Velocity-informed
upper bounds on the convective heat transport induced by internal heat sources and

sinks,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A 380, 20210034 (2022).
S. Kazemi, R. Ostilla-Moénico, and D. Goluskin, “Transition between boundary-
limited scaling and mixing-length scaling of turbulent transport in internally heated

convection,” Physical Review Letters 129, 024501 (2022).

A. Arslan, G. Fantuzzi, J. Craske, and A. Wynn, “Is downward conduction possibe in
turbulent convection driven by internal heating?” arXiv:2402.19240 [physics.flu-dyn]
(2024).

38


http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.024501

	New bounds for heat transport in internally heated convection at infinite Prandtl number
	Abstract
	 Introduction
	Setup
	The auxiliary function method
	Bounds for no-slip boundaries
	Preliminaries
	 Estimates on the upper bound 
	Satisfying the spectral constraint
	Bound on test 1

	Bound for stress-free boundaries
	Preliminaries
	Estimates on the upper bound
	Enforcing the spectral constraint
	Bound on test 1 

	Numerical investigation
	Discussion
	Data of the numerical results


