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Energy spectrum and fluxes for Rayleigh Bénard convection
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We compute the spectra and fluxes of the velocity and temperature fields in Rayleigh Bénard
convection for a wide range of Prandtl numbers in turbulent regime using pseudo-spectral simulations
on 512% grids. We adopt free-slip and conducting boundary condition for the simulations. Our
spectral and flux studies support the Bolgiano-Obukhov scaling for high Prandtl number convection,
and the Kolmogorov-Obukhov scaling for low Prandtl number and zero Prandtl number convection.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Turbulent convection is one of the most challenging
problems of classical physics [1]. A large number of work
on convection have been done for an idealized version
called Rayleigh Bénard convection (RBC) in which the
fluid is heated between two parallel plates. The con-
vective flow properties depend on two nondimensional
parameters: the Rayleigh number (proportional to the
buoyancy force) and the Prandtl number (the ratio of
kinematic viscosity and thermal diffusivity). The con-
vective flow becomes turbulent when the Rayleigh num-
ber is much larger than the critical Rayleigh number.
One of the important topics in the study of convective
turbulence is the scaling of energy spectra and energy
fluxes of the velocity and temperature fields in the iner-
tial range. In this paper we perform direct numerical sim-
ulation (DNS) and compute these quantities numerically
and compare them with the existing phenomenologies.

The energy spectra and fluxes for convective turbu-
lence are more complex than those for fluid turbulence
due to the presence of the buoyancy force [2]. For stable
stratified-fluid convection, Bolgiano 3] and obukhov [4]
proposed dual cascade in the inertial range. For small
wavenumbers (large length scale), they predicted domi-
nance of buoyancy force over the inertial force leading to
the velocity and temperature spectra as k~'/% and k~7/5
respectively, where k is the wavenumber. In this regime,
the flux for the temperature field is constant, while the
flux of the velocity field varies as k~*/5. For the interme-
diate wavenumbers, Bolgiano 3] and obukhov [4] conjec-
tured dominance of the inertial force over the buoyancy
force. Consequently the temperature field evolves as a
passive scalar, and both the velocity and temperature
fields have constant energy fluxes and k~/3 energy spec-
tra [3, 4, 15]. The length scale that separates these two
different regimes of energy cascades is called the “Bol-
giano length” (Ip).

Later Procaccia and Zeitak [6], L’vov [7], and Falkovich
and L’vov [8] proposed the same scaling for Rayleigh
Bénard convection. In convective turbulence, for scales
above the Bolgiano length (I > Ig), the kinetic energy
spectrum (E*(k)) and the entropy spectrum (E?(k)) fol-

low the Bolgiano-Obkhov (BO) scaling

E"(k) = Cr(e®) % (ag) k™%, (1)
E°(k) = Co(e®)? (ag) " Fk ™%, (2)
(k) = Cy(e”) % (ag) S k5, (3)

and for | < Ip, spectra follow Kolmogorov-Obukhov
(KO) scaling

E*(k) = Kio(e")3k™3 (4)
(5)

where IT* is the kinetic energy flux, €% and €’ are the
kinetic and entropy dissipation rate respectively, « is the
thermal expansion coefficient of the fluid, and g is the
acceleration due to gravity. Note that in literature, the
spectrum and the flux of the temperature field are also
referred to as the “entropy spectrum” and “entropy flux”
respectively.

The Bolgiano length /5 has the following dependence
on the convective parameters:
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(6)

where Nu is the Nusselt number (dimensionless heat
flux), R is the Rayleigh nymber, P is the Prandtl number,
and d is the vertical height of the container. Grossmann
and L’vov [9] argued that for P < 1, Bolgaino length is of
the order of container’s size (see Eq. (@)). Hence, only KO
scaling is expected in the inertial regime for low Prandtl
number (low-P) convection. For large-Prandtl number
(large-P) convection, [p lies in the inertial regime, hence
mixed scaling is expected.

Note that the above scaling arguments are applicable
only to the bulk flow since they ignore the boundary
layers. Shraimann and Siggia [10] and Grossmann and
Lohse [11] incorporated the boundary layers and studied
their effects on the heat transfers and scaling of various
quantities.

There have been numerous experimental studies to test
the above phenomenology of RB convection. Most con-
vection experiments measured the velocity and tempera-
ture fields only at fixed locations of the apparatus. Taylor
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frozen-turbulence hypothesis is assumed in these exper-
iments. However, a small number of experiments mea-
sured high resolution spatial velocity and temperature
fields for computing the above mentioned spectra. Ex-
periments by Mashiko et al. [12] and sun et al. [13] belong
to this category of experiments. Chilia et al. [14] and
Cioni et al. |[15] carried out convection experiments on
water (P & 7) and mercury (P = 0.02) at large Rayleigh
number, and found the frequency power spectrum to be
consistent with BO scaling for water, and KO scaling for
mercury. Heslot et al. |[16] and Castaing |17] measured
frequency power spectrum of the temperature field in He
gas (0.65 < P < 1.5), and found the spectrum to be
consistent with KO scaling. Wu et al. [18] however re-
port BO scaling for Helium gas through frequency spec-
trum measurements of temperature. Zhou and Xia [19]
and Shang and Xia [20] performed experiments on water
and reported agreement with BO scaling. Askenazi et
al. [21] and Mashiko et al. [12] reported BO scaling for
SFs (1 < P < 93) and mercury respectively. Niemela et
al. |22] measured temperature time series in He gas and
reported the presence of both the KO and BO scaling.
Thus the outcome of these experiments is not conclusive
on the validity of the phenomenology of RB convection.

Numerical experiments provide important clues in tur-
bulence. A series of numerical simulations of RB con-
vection have been performed to test the KO and BO
scaling. Grossmann and Lohse |23, 24] simulated RB
fluid with P = 1 under Fourier-Weistrass approximtion
and reported KO scaling. Borue and Orszag [25] and
Skandera et al. [26] performed pseudospectral simulation
on P = 1 fluid with periodic boundary conditions on
all directions and found consistency with KO scaling.
Kerr [27] used pseudospectral method for his simulations
of P = 0.7 fluid (air) under no-slip boundary conditions
for the velocity and observed KO scaling. On the con-
trary, Cammusi and Verzicco 28] found agreement with
the BO scaling in their simulation of P = 0.7 fluid in
cylindrical geometry (finite difference method). These
numerical results indicate uncertainty in the tests of the
convective phenomenology.

Another way to investigate turbulent scaling is through
the structure function calculations. Following Kol-
mogorov, Victor Yakhot [29] derived the exact ana-
lytical form of third order structure function for BO
scaling in convective turbulence. Sun et al. [13] com-
puted the structure function of the velocity and the tem-
perature field in their convection experiment on water
and reported KO scaling. Kunnen et al. [30] performed
similar calculation on convection in water (both experi-
ments and numerical simulation) and observed BO scal-
ing. Calzavarini et al. [31] computed third-order struc-
ture function using Lattice Boltzmann method for P =1
and reported BO scaling.

In this paper we compute the energy spectra and cas-
cade rates for the velocity and temperature fields for a
wide range of Prandtl number (P = 0,0.02,0.2,1,6.8)
using numerical simulations. Our computations include

zero-P, low-P, and high-P convection, hence we have rea-
sonable number of numerical runs to test the convective
turbulence phenomenology. We adopt pseudo-spectral
method and performed simulations on 5123 grids using
free-slip boundary conditions for the velocity field and
conducting boundary condition for the temperature field.
As a consequence of the above boundary conditions, the
viscous boundary layer is absent, but the thermal bound-
ary layer is present in our simulation. Hence we expect
our simulation results to resemble somewhat with the
convective patterns in the bulk.

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section II con-
tains the dynamical equations and the definitions of the
energy spectra and fluxes. The details and results of our
numerical simulations is discussed in section III. We con-

clude in Sec. IV.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

We numerically solve the nondimensionalized Rayleigh
Bénard equations under Boussinesq approximation |32]

ou . P_,
E—i—(u-V)u —VO'—FRQZ-"-\/}—%V u, (7)

P(% +u-V)0) = uz+ \/gv%, (8)
V-u=0 (9)

where u = (u1,ug,us) is the velocity field, 6 is the per-
turbations in the temperature field from the mean tem-
perature, o is the deviation of pressure from the conduc-
tion state, R = ag(AT)d*/vk is the Rayleigh number,
P = v/k is the Prandtl number, and £ is the buoyancy
direction. Here v and x are the kinematic viscosity and
thermal diffusivity respectively, d is the vertical height of
the container, and AT is the temperature difference be-
tween the plates. For the nondimensionalization we have
used d as the length scale, \/a(AT)gd as the velocity
scale, and v(AT)/k as the temperature scale. For large-
P convection, the temperature scale is taken as AT, and
the governing equations is altered accordingly.

Zero Prandt number (Zero-P) convection is the limit-
ing case of low-P convection, and the corresponding di-
mensionless equations are

ou n
ot
uz + V30 = 0 (11)

(u-V)u = —Vo + RO+ V?u, (10)

Here we use d as the length scale, v/d as the velocity
scale, and v(AT)/k as the temperature scale.

Boundary conditions of the systems strongly affects
the properties of the convective flow [11,124]. We employ
Free-slip and conducting boundary conditions on the hor-
izontal plates, hence

uz = (93’(1,1 = (93’11,2 =0 = O, at z = 0, 1. (12)



Periodic boundary conditions are applied along the hor-
izontal directions. Viscous boundary layer is absent un-
der the free-slip boundary conditions, however thermal
boundary layers are present due to conducting boundary
conditions. Hence our simulation results are expected to
resemble the bulk flow due to the absence of the viscous
boundary layer.

The energy spectrum for the velocity field E*(k) and
the temperature fields E(k) are defined as

B = Y )P, (13)
<k <k+1

By = Y )P (14)
<k <k+1

Here the sum is being performed over the Fourier modes
in the shell (k,k + 1). We will compute these spectra
numerically at the steady state.

The energy flux is a measure of the nonlinear energy
transfers in turbulence [33, 34, 135]. The energy flux for
a given wavenumber sphere is the total energy trans-
ferred from the modes within the sphere to the modes
outside the sphere. The energy flux has been stud-
ied in great detail for fluid and magnetohydrodynamic
turbulence. However there are only a small number
of work on the flux computations in convective turbu-
lence |25, 126, 136]. Toh and Suzuki [36] defined the kinetic
energy flux II, (ko) and the entropy flux IIp(ko) based on
Kraichnan formalism [37] as

% Z Z 5k,p+qi%(l — 01,n)

k>ko p,q<ko
xuj (K)um(p)un(a) (15)

53 Y Guprail u(a)

k>ko p,q<ko
x(0"(k)0(p)) (16)

These quantities represent the net cascade of |8|?/2 and
|u|?/2 respectively from the modes within the wavenum-
ber sphere of radius kg to the modes outside of the sphere.

The energy fluxes defined above can also be de-
fined quite conveniently using the “mode-to-mode en-
ergy transfers” formalism that has been discussed in
Verma [34]. According to this formalism, the kinetic en-
ergy flux and the entropy flux are

11 (ko)

11° (ko)

(ko) = Y > dkp+aS(k-u(@)]u(k) - u(p)))
k>ko p<ko (17)

k) = > Y SkpraS(k-u(@]” (k) - 6(p)])
k>ko p<ko (18)

where < represents the imaginary part of the argu-
ment. We compute the spectra and fluxes of the velocity
and temperature fields using numerical simulations [34].
These results will be described in the next section.

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS AND
RESULTS

As described in the previous section, the dynamical
equations of RBC are Egs. (@) for low-P convection
and Eqs. (IOHIT]) for zero-P convection. The equations for
large-P convection are similar. We solve these equations
numerically using pseudospectral method under free-slip
and conducting boundary condition along the vertical
(buoyancy) direction, and periodic boundary condition
along the horizontal directions. We use Fourier basis for
the horizontal directions. For the vertical direction, sine
function is used for the vertical velocity and tempera-
ture fields, and cosine function is used for the horizontal
velocity field.

The unidirectional initial energy and entropy spectra
for the initial conditions are of the form:

ak?
R CGETUEE
where b = 0.02, ¢ = 1.5, a = 2.8/12, and a as a free
parameter |38]. The initial phases are randomly gener-
ated. Time stepping of dynamical equations are carried
out by fourth-order Runge-Kutta (RK4) scheme. We
start our simulation on a smaller grid, and run the sim-
ulation until it reaches steady state. We then use the
steady solution of the lower grid as an intial condition for
a higher grid size at a higher R. We continue this proce-
dure till turbulence state is reached. The final runs were
performed on 5123 grid for 20 large eddy turnover times
on 8 nodes and 16 nodes of EKA, the supercomputer at
Computational Research Laboratory. Zero-P convection
runs were performed on 2563 grid. The kyqqn, Where 7
is the Kolmogorov length, for our simulations are always
greater than one. We choose five representative Prandtl
numbers P = 0,0.02,0.2,1,6.8 for our spectra and flux
studies. Our numerical results are discussed below.

exp(—bk' 1), (19)

A. Prandtl number P = 6.8

First we present the kinetic energy spectrum for P =
6.8 at R = 6.6 x 10°. In Fig. [ we plot the compensated
kinetic energy spectra E*(k)k*/? (KO) and E"(k)k™/°
(BO). The flat region is rather short, yet, the BO line
appears to be in a better agreement with the numeri-
cal results than the KO line. The inverse of Bolgiano
length lgl is around 16.4. Hence according to the con-
vective turbulence phenomenology discussed in Section
I, the BO scaling should hold for k < lgl, and the KO
scaling should hold for k& > l;l. The BO scaling appears
to be present in our numerical results, but the KO scal-
ing is not observable. The dominance of dissipation for
modes with k& > lg,l in our 5122 simulation may be the
reason for the absence of the KO scaling. We need higher
resolution simulation to investigate this issue.

Fig. 2 exhibits entropy spectrum that contains two
distinct spectra. A careful observation shows that the



upper spectral curve corresponds to the Fourier modes
0002, 0004, Boo6, ... (here the three indices are ky, ky, and
k. respectively). Paul et al. [39] studied these modes
for free-slip and conductive boundary conditions, and
showed using phenomenological arguments that 6gge =
1/(27) ~ —0.15 independent of Prandtl number. Our
numerically computed 6o and corresponding spectrum
Ey (k = 2m) are in very good agreement with the predic-
tion of Paul et al. The Fourier modes 6gg4, Boos and oos
are also larger than other Fourier modes that form the
lower energy spectrum curve. This is the reason for the
existence of dual entropy spectral curves.

The modes 6gg2, Ooo4, 006, ... maintain their energy,
and they do not participate in nonlinear energy trans-
fers. Thus the entropy flux appear to be generated by
the modes of the lower spectral curve, We compare the
lower curve with the BO and KO scaling. Among the
two, the BO scaling fits better with the numerical data
than the KO scaling. Note that the dual spectra for en-
tropy is a consequence of free-slip boundary condition,
and it is absent in no-slip and periodic boundary condi-
tions simulations.
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Normalized Kinetic Spectra

FIG. 1: Plot of the compensated kinetic energy spectra
E“(K)K®® (KO) and E“(k)k'*® (BO) vs. k for P = 6.8,
R = 6.6 x 10° on 512% grid. The horizontal line indicates an
agreement with the BO scaling for large-P convection.

We complement our spectral analysis with energy flux
studies. Recall that for large-P convection, under the BO
scaling, the entropy flux is constant but the energy flux
varies as k=% (see Eq. @)). In contrast, the fluxes of
the kinetic energy and entropy are constant in the KO
scaling. In Fig. [3] we plot both the fluxes as well as the
compensated kinetic energy flux I%(k)k*/®. We observe
that entropy flux as well as the compensated kinetic en-
ergy flux are constant in the inertial range. The range of
the kinetic energy flux is rather small, but the entropy
flux is a constant for a significantly large wavenumber
range. Note that IT%(k) falls rather steeply as a function

E%k)

Entropy Spectrum

FIG. 2: Plot of entropy spectrum E°(k) vs. k for P = 6.8,
R = 6.6 x 10° on 512% grid. The lower part of the spectrum
matches reasonably well with k~7/5 line.

of wavenumbers.
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FIG. 3: Plot of the kinetic energy flux (solid line) and the
entropy flux (dashed line) vs. k for R = 6.6 x 105, P = 6.8
on 512 grid. The normalized kinetic energy flux (multiplied
by k4/5) is also shown in the figure as a dotted line. The flux
results are in better agreement with the BO scaling than the
KO scaling.

From these observations we conclude that for large-P
convection, the BO scaling is a better model than the
KO scaling.

B. Prandtl number P =1

Next we present the kinetic energy and entropy spec-
tra and fluxes for P = 1 at R = 6.6 x 10°. Figs. @ and



exhibit the compensated kinetic energy spectra and
entropy spectrum respectively. The kinetic energy spec-
trum is in a better agreement with the KO scaling than
the BO scaling, a result consistent with earlier work by
Borue and Orszag [25] and Skandera et al. [26].

The entropy spectrum, shown in Fig. Bl has two dis-
tinct slopes similar to P = 6.8 case. In agreement with
the predictions of Paul et al. |39], the values of fpp2 and
its corresponding entropy spectrum E? (the upper curve
in Fig. Bl are similar to those for P = 6.8. Comparison
of the lower curve with BO or KO scaling yields some-
what ambiguous results, and it is difficult to ascertain
which of the two scaling works for the entropy spectrum.
Fig. [l shows the kinetic energy and entropy fluxes along
with the compensated kinetic energy flux. Here, the KO
scaling appears to be a better fit than the BO scaling.

The spectra and flux results for P = 1 indicate a tran-
sition from the BO scaling to the KO scaling. P =1 is
probably the dividing Prandtl number between the large-
P and the small-P convection regimes.

Normalized Kinetic Spectra

FIG. 4: Plot of the compensated kinetic energy spectra
E"(k)k®/3 (KO) and E"(k)k*/® (BO) vs. k for R = 6.6x10°,
P =1 on 5123 grid.

C. Prandtl number P =0.2

Next we present our numerical results for P = 0.2 at
R = 6.6 x 10°. In Fig. [0 we plot the compensated kinetic
energy spectra E(k)k/3 (KO) and E*(k)k'Y/® (BO).
The inertial range is between k = 20— 80, and the inverse
of the Bolgiano length is around 0.01. Hence we do not
expect to observe the BO scaling. Even though both
the BO and the KO scaling do not fit very well with
the numerically computed energy spectrum, yet the KO
scaling is in better agreement with the numerical data
than the BO scaling.

In Fig. 8 we plot the entropy spectrum. We obtain
bi-spectra similar to that for P = 6.8 and P = 1. The
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FIG. 5: Plot of the entropy spectrum vs. k for R = 6.6 x 10,
P =1 on 512° grid.
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FIG. 6: Plot of the kinetic energy flux (solid line) and the
entropy flux (dashed line) vs. k for R = 6.6 x 10°, P =1 on
512% grid. The dotted line represents IT1*(k)k*/® curve. The
kinetic energy and entropy fluxes are constant in the narrow
inertial range indicating agreement with the KO scaling for
P=1

upper curves represent the spectrum of the Fourier modes
0002, 0004, G006, --- etc. The lower curve however appears
to fit better with the KO scaling than the BO scaling.
Next, we compute the energy fluxes for the velocity and
temperature fields for the same run. Inset of Fig.[7]shows
the velocity and entropy fluxes. We observe constant
fluxes for both the velocity and temperature fields. Given
the kinetic energy spectrum and flux, we compute Kol-
mogorov’s constant using Eq. (@) that yields Kx, =~ 2.0
with significant error. Considering the uncertainties in
the numerical fits, this value is in a reasonable agreement
with Kolmogorov’s constant for the fluid or the passive-



Normalized Kinetic spectra

FIG. 7: Plot of the compensated kinetic energy spectra
E"(k)k/3 (KO) and E"(k)k*/® (BO) vs. k for R = 6.6x10°,
P = 0.2 on 512% grid. The numerical results match better
with the KO scaling than the BO scaling. In the inset the
kinetic energy flux (solid line) and the entropy flux (dashed
line) are plotted for the same parameters; they are constant
indicating an agreement with KO scaling.
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FIG. 8: Plot of the entropy spectrum vs. k for R = 6.6 x 10°,
P = 0.2 on 512% grid. Here the KO scaling matches better
with the numerical data.

scalar turbulence measured earlier using experiments and
numerical simulations.

Thus for P = 0.2, the numerical values of kinetic en-
ergy and entropy spectra and fluxes fit better with the
predictions of the KO scaling than the BO scaling.

D. Prandtl number P = 0.02

Now we compute the kinetic energy and the entropy
spectra and fluxes for P = 0.02 at R = 2.6 x 10°. Fig.
contains the compensated kinetic energy spectra for the
KO and BO scaling. Neither the KO spectrum nor the
BO spectrum matches with the numerically computed
kinetic energy spectrum, yet the KO scaling fits better
with the numerical data than the BO scaling. Fig.[I0 con-
tains the numerically computed entropy spectrum. The
KO scaling appears to fit better with the lower curve of
the figure than the BO scaling. As discussed earlier, the
upper curve corresponds to 6p g2, Fourier modes.

The inset of Fig.[@shows the energy and entropy fluxes.
The kinetic energy flux is flat for more than a decade,
but the range of constant entropy flux is rather small.
The entropy flux tends to decay due to the large thermal
diffusivity.

On the whole, the numerical results for P = 0.02,
which is a representative of low-P convection, appear to
favour KO scaling than BO scaling. In the next subsec-
tion we compute kinetic energy spectrum and flux for
P =0, which is an asymptotic case for low-P convection.
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FIG. 9: Plot of the compensated kinetic energy spectra
E“(k)k®/3 (KO) and E“(k)k*/> (BO) vs. k for R = 2.6x10°,
P =0.02 on 512° grid. Both the KO and the BO scaling do
not fit well with the numerically computed spectrum, yet,
the KO scaling is in better agreement than BO scaling. The
kinetic energy flux (solid line) and the entropy flux (dashed
line) are plotted in the inset.

E. Prandtl number P =0

For P = 0, the temperature fluctuations can be ex-
pressed as 0(k) = us(k)/k? using Eq. ([I)). Consequently
E%(k) =~ E*(k)/k*. Hence the entropy spectrum is very
steep for zero-P convection, and we can safely assume
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FIG. 10: Plot of the entropy spectrum for R = 2.6 x 105, P =
0.02 on 512% grid. The DNS spectrum is in better agreement
with KO scaling than BO scaling.

that the velocity field is buoyantly forced only at very
large scales (small k). Hence, Kolmogorov’s argument for
the fluid turbulence must be valid for zero-Prandtl num-
ber convection. This argument closely resembles mathe-
matical derivation of Spiegel [40].

We performed DNS for P =0 at R = 1.97 x 10%, and
computed the energy spectrum using the steady-state
data. The compensated kinetic energy spectrum thus
computed is illustrated in Fig. [[I] that clearly exhibits
the KO scaling, thus verifying the above arguments. Us-
ing simulation data we also compute kinetic energy flux
that is plotted in the inset of Fig. [Il The kinetic en-
ergy flux is flat in the inertial range, thus it is in agree-
ment with the KO scaling. The Kolmogorov constant for
P =0 is around 1.8 (with the significant errors) which is
in a reasonable agreement with the expected value of 1.6
(Kolmogorov’s constant for the fluid turbulence).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We numerically compute the kinetic energy and en-
tropy spectra and fluxes of convective turbulence using
pseudospectral method. We performed these simulations
for a large range of Prandtl numbers—zero-P, low-P, and
high-P. The Rayleigh number of our simulation is around
a million, which is at the lower end of turbulent convec-
tion.

Our numerical results show that the phenomenology
of large-P convection is closer to the Bolgiano-Obukhov
(BO) scaling than the Kolmogorov-Obukhov (KO) scal-
ing. Here, the kinetic energy spectrum E*(k) ~ k~11/5,
and the entropy spectrum E? ~ k~7/5. The kinetic en-
ergy flux IT*%(k) ~ k~%/°, while the entropy flux II? is
a constant. Thus for large-P convection, the buoyancy
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FIG. 11: Plot of the compensated kinetic energy spectra
E(k)k®/3 (KO) and E*(k)k'Y/® (BO) vs. k for R = 1.97 x
10*, P = 0 on 256° grid. The DNS spectrum matches with
KO spectrum quite well. The kinetic energy flux, plotted in
the inset, is constant showing consistency with KO scaling.

force dominates the inertial force. In these simulations
we have not observed the signature of coexistence of both
the KO and BO scaling because the wavenumbers be-
yond lgl (inverse of Bolgiano length) appear to be dissi-
pated strongly thus making the observation of KO regime
rather difficult.

For low-P convection (P < 1) convection, our numer-
ical results are in better agreement with the KO scaling
than the BO scaling. In these runs, E%(k) ~ k=53,
E? ~ k753 T1%(k) ~ const, and TI°(k) ~ const. Hence,
the buoyancy force appears to be an irrelevant variable in
renormalization group sense, and the temperature field is
advected by the velocity field similar to that in passive
scalar turbulence. Also, BO scaling is not observable for
low-P convection runs because l;l is too small.

For zero-P convection, we observe KO scaling for the
velocity field (E"(k) ~ k~5/3 and IT%(k) ~ const) rather
conclusively. The temperature field is active only for very
small wavenumbers since E(k) ~ E*(k)/k*. Hence, the
buoyancy force is active only for small wavenumbers lead-
ing to Kolmgorov’s scaling just like in fluid turbulence.

We observe that sometimes our computational grid of
5123 is not sufficient to resolve the scaling (BO or KO).
We need to go up to 10243 or higher grids, which is
very expensive at present. We also need to perform runs
similar to those presented here for no-slip and periodic
boundary conditions to isolate the effects of the boundary
layers.
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