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ABSTRACT

We calculate the flux of internal gravity waves (IGWs) getedaby turbulent convection
in stars. We solve for the IGW eigenfunctions analyticalyanthe radiative-convective in-
terface in a local, Boussinesq, and cartesian domain. Weid®nboth discontinuous and
smooth transitions between the radiative and convectiyiens and derive Green’s functions
to solve for the IGWs in the radiative region. We find that i tladiative-convective transi-
tion is smooth, the IGW flux depends on the exact form of theybnoy frequency near the
interface. IGW excitation is mostiecient for very smooth interfaces, which gives an upper
bound on the IGW flux of F¢onf(d/H), whereF¢qny is the flux carried by the convective
motionsd is the width of the transition region, amtlis the pressure scale height. This can be
much larger than the standard result in the literature faseothtinuous radiative-convective
transition, which gives a wave flux FconM, where M is the convective Mach number.
However, in the smooth transition case, the mdstiently excited perturbations will break
in the radiative zone. The flux of IGWs which do not break arededoie to propagate in the ra-
diative region is at most F¢onM>8(d/H)¥?8, larger than the discontinuous transition result
by (MH/d)~*2, The transition region in the Sun is smooth for the energyring waves; as

a result, we predict that the IGW flux is a few to five times lautp@an previous estimates. We
discuss the implications of our results for several astysygal applications, including IGW
driven mass loss and the detectability of convectivelytexiciGWSs in main sequence stars.
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1 INTRODUCTION When propagating through afférentially rotating star, selective
damping of modes can deposit the wave’s angular momentum and
modify the star’s rotation profile (e.g.. Kumar & Quataert919
Zahn et al. 1997; Talon etlal. 2002). Note, however, that |@érs
erally have an anti-dliusive dfect, accentuating angular velocity
gradients. This anti-fliusive behavior leads to the quasi-biennial
oscillation (QBO) in the Earth’'s atmosphere, and has basdtiex

Internal gravity waves (hereafter, IGWs) are a class of wave
in a stably stratified background in which buoyancy servea as
restoring force. IGWs propagate in radiative zones in stas
can influence composition, angular momentum, and energg-tra
port within stars. IGWs could also be important diagnosts
stellar structure—the detection of standing IGVgsnfodes) has - Al : -
been a long-standing goal of helioseismoldgy (Severnyil2036; extenswt_ely by the atmospheric science community (Baldstial.
Brookes et al. 1976), agmodes provide better information about 2001, Fritts & Alexander 2003).
the core of the Sun than the more easily observed global sound  Massive stars have convective cores surrounded by a radia-
waves p-modes) (e.gl, Turck-Chiéze etlal. 2001). However, IGWs tive envelope. Quataert & Shiode (2012) suggested thateetly
are evanescent in the convection zone, so their surfacefesta VigOfOUS convection within the last year of a massive star’s life
tion is expected to be small. could generate a super-Eddington IGW flux and drive sigmifica
IGWs have been invoked to explain the observation that mass loss. Earlier in a massive star’s life, the angular nmoane
F-stars have a smaller than expected Li abundance (e_g”carried by IGWs may generate substantiélletential rotation, per-
Talon & Charbonné| 1998). Garcia Lopez & Sprit (1991), here haps mirroring the QBO in the Earth’s atmosphere (Rogerk et a
after GLS91, first suggested that mixing from IGWs could 2012).

enhance diusion of Li, leading to lower Li abundances. In some stars, IGWs are linearly unstable, driven by, e.g.,
Charbonnel & Talon| (2005) invoke IGWs to explain both the Li the e or x mechanisms_(Unno etlal. 1989). Even absent such lin-
abundances of solar-type stars and the rotation of the iséaior. ear driving, however, IGWs are thought to be generated by tur

bulent convection. Although IGWs are evanescent in a coenvec
tive region, they can be excited by Reynolds stresses or en-
* E-mail: dlecoanet@berkeley.edu tropy fluctuations associated with the convection. A relagci-
+ E-mail: eliot@berkeley.edu tation mechanism is IGW generation by overshooting cotwect
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plumes which penetrate into the radiative region. Numésta-
ulations of a radiative zone adjacent to a convection zong fin
efficient generation of IGWs (e.d., Rogers & Glatzmaier 2005a;
Meakin & Arnett 2007; Brun et al. 2011). Although simulatsore-
ported in Rogers & Glatzmaler (2005a) & Meakin & Arnett (2007
show power distributed over a wide range of frequencies anegw
lengths, the power spectralin Brun et al. (2011) exhibite&lgor-
responding to discretg-modeﬂ Simulations often require artifi-
cially high diffusivities in the radiative zone to maintain a strong
convective flux, and thus IGWs are artificially strongly dadp
in the radiative zone. This complicates estimating IGW fture
guantitatively studying theffects of IGWs on the stellar structure.

There have been severdf@ts to analytically estimate the
flux of IGWs stochastically excited by turbulent convectidhese
models are essential for determining the resultifigiency of the
mixing, angular momentum transport, or mass-loss prodiged
IGWs.|Press (1981, hereafter P81) and GLS91 match pressure p
turbations in the convective region to pressure pertushatin the
waves, whereas Goldreich & Kumar (1990, hereafter GK90) and
Belkacem et al.| (2009, hereafter B09) calculate eigenmaahels
derive how their amplitudes change using an inhomogeneawvs w
equation. P81, GLS91, and GK90 all model the convectiveoregi
using mixing length theory, assuming a Kolmogorov turbaken
spectrum. B0O9 uses an energy spectrum calculated from et dire
numerical simulation of the solar convection zone. Eactheke
papers predicts afilerent IGW power spectrum.

In this paper, we calculate the IGW flux generated by turbu-
lent convection and clarify the relationship betweefiiedlent pre-
dictions in the literature. In Sectidd 2, we state our asgionp
regarding the background state, and describe some preperfti
IGWs. Our main calculation is in Secti¢h 3, where we intragluc
our formalism for calculating the IGW flux. Our formalism ies
on calculating a Green'’s function using the eigenmodese§iis-
tem (also discussed in P81). We relate our method to GK90'’s in
Appendix[Q. In Sectiof_3]5 we calculate the IGW flux and rms
wave displacements for both smooth and discontinuous thaelia
convective transitions. Next, we show that our results fdisaon-
tinuous transition can be derived more heuristically ugirgssure
balance arguments (Sectidn 4); we also make detailed cisopar
to previous results (Sectidn 5). Finally, in Sectidn 6 wedtode,
show how our results increase the predicted IGW flux in stard,
discuss some implications of this increased wave flux.

2 BACKGROUND STATE AND PERTURBATION
EQUATIONS

In this paper we consider a simple model of a radiative zore ad
jacent to a convection zone. We assume that the length sofles
interest are small in comparison to the stellar radius, we. are
in the local limit, so we use cartesian geometry, wherés the
direction of gravity. In our model, the radiative zone is tiagion
—-L < z < z, and the convection zone is the regipn< z < L,
wherez is the location of the radiative-convective interface, and
both regions have a horizontal arga We takel and VA to be
much larger than any other length scale in the problem, atid wi
assumez is close to zero. In Figurlel 1 we sketch a schematic of

1 The simulations of Rogers & Glatzmaier (2005a) and Brun e2111)
solve the anelastic equations, which do not conserve er{@mwn et al.
2012). This could potentially produce errors in the IGW atopes angbr
power spectra.
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Figure 1. A schematic of our problem setup. The radiative-convedtive
terface is at = z, wherez is close to zero, and has width Gravity points
downward in thezdirection. The convection zone is the region z and the
radiative zone is the regian< z. We will useé; a4 to denote the part of the
vertical displacement within the radiative zonedlis small, the waves see
the radiative-convective transition as discontinuousyiieuse superscript
D to denote results for a discontinuous transitiond i large, the waves
see the radiative-convective transition as smooth. In¢h&e, the results
depend on th&\? profile very close t@;. We consideN? parameterized by
a tanh profile, which is a very smooth transition; we will usperscriptT
to denote results for the tanh profile. We also consider apiise linealN?
profile, which is the most abrupt possible continuous ttasiwe will use
superscripL to denote results for the piecewise linear profile. EQnH536,
& B9l give our IGW flux estimates for discontinuous, tanh, aretewise-
linear N2, respectively.

our model. Using a domain with finite vertical extent prowdém-
pler boundary conditions, but yields the same results asfarite
domain.

Furthermore, we employ the Boussinesq approximation. This
is appropriate if the wave generation occurs close to thiatiae-
convective boundary, and if we are only concerned with IG\&&n
this boundary. We will see that the wave generation primard-
curs in a region with height approximately equal to the site o
the energy bearing convective motions, which we assume kit
the pressure scale height. Although the Boussinesq appabidin
is only rigorously valid on length scales smaller thidnwe re-
cover results similar to those presented in GK90 who usetuthye
compressible equations. We thus believe that our resuliddvmt
change significantly if we used the fully compressible eiqunat

We model the radiative region as a stably stratified atmasphe
with a squared buoyancy frequenbl. The convective region is
much more complicated due to turbulent motions. We decompos
the fluid properties in the convection zone into time avedaayed
fluctuating components. We assume the time averaged weiscit
zero, and there is a very small mean stratification with segiar
buoyancy frequencyw?. Because the convective region is nearly
adiabaticw. < No. We treat the fluctuating components of the ve-
locity and entropy in the convective region as source temtbé
wave equation. In practice, we only include source termsaltiee
Reynolds stress in our analysis; source terms due to enthopy
tuations are of the same size or smaller than the Reynoldssstr
terms (P81, GK90).

With these assumptions, the equation for the evolution ef th
vertical displacement; is

62
Vi omét NoViE =0, (1)
in the radiative region, and
2 62 2v72 2 6
Vﬁg—'z—chL&:S:—V FZ+6—ZV-F, 2)

in the convective region. We tak&, = dxe, + dy€y to be the hori-
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zontal part of the gradient operator (perpendicular to igygvand
S to be the source term due to the Reynolds stFess

There are three parts of the Reynolds strEssn the RHS
of eqn.[2: the convection-convection ter®,- (Ucuc); the wave-
convection termgy. - Voi& + (6:€) - Vuc; and the wave-wave term,
(0:€) - V(:€). In this paper, we will only consider the convection-
convection term, taking

F=V-(ucUc). ©)

Nonlinearities from the wave-wave term are only importaint i
k& = 1. We will find later that this condition is not satisfied in
the convection zone, although wave breaking does occuimtiie
radiative zone. The first wave-convection interaction teryV o.&,

is the advection of wave energy by convection, and thus dogs n
change the wave energy. The second p&i£) ¢ Vuc, gives the ef-
fect of the strain associated with the convection on the wamd
can contribute to wave generation. However, we find that tieew
flux is smaller than the convective flux, so the wave velositiee
smaller than the convective velocities. Furthermore, areaheck
that the 6:£) - Vu, is also smaller than the other linear gnterms

in our eigenvalue equation (e.g., using dgd. 29 or [egn. 3M)s;Tit

is consistent to také = V - (ucUc).

We now discuss the wave solutions to the homogeneous equa
tions, i.e., takingS = 0. Because the equations are autonomous in
X, Y,t, we can Fourier transform in these directions. Thus, we can
take the solutions to be

4)

and define the horizontal wavenumber = /k2 + k§ i.e., the

wavenumber perpendicular to gravity. Throughout this pape
will assumeN, > w. The solutions to eqnEl[1,2 are

& ©)
& (6)

respectively, where we have assurr@ﬂ2 + w2 ~ w. The horizon-
tal displacement, and pressure perturbati@p are related t@;

by

&(X Y, 2, 1) = &(2) explkyx + ikyy — iwt),

B; cos(N\ok, z/w) + B, sin(Nok, z/w),
Ciexp-k.2) + Coexpk.2),

&~ 1(No/w)és (7
dp ~ ipo(Now/K\ )&, (8)
in the radiative region, and

‘fJ. ~ ‘fZa (9)
6p ~ po(w’/K)éz (10)

in the convective region. The background densitpgswhich is
constant to lowest order in the Boussinesq approximation.

To solve for the cofficients in eqng.]5 &6 and the eigenvalues
w, we must impose four boundary conditions and a normalimatio
condition (the latter is discussed in Secfion 3.3). Two eftibund-
ary conditions are on the behavior §fatz = +L. The physical
solution requires that, = 0 at the top and bottom boundaries. The
other two boundary conditions are set at the radiative-ective
interface,z = z. These depend on the nature of the boundary be-
tween the radiative and convective regions, and determiniehw
w satisfy the eigenvalue problem. Assume tNatvaries fromN?
to —w? in a thin layer with heightl, as illustrated in FigurEl 1. If
there is a sharp transition between the radiative and ctiveee-
gions, i.e., k. Np/w)d < 1, we can make the approximation that
N2 is discontinuous at;, which we take to be a = 0. However,
if N? varies slowly, i.e.,K. No/w)d > 1, then interesting behavior
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can take place in the transition region. As we discuss ini@dé;
we expect the mostfigciently excited waves in the Sun to fall un-
der this latter regime. We will discuss both the discontisiand
smoothN? limits below.

3 WAVE GENERATION BY TURBULENT CONVECTION

Because the wave generation and wave propagation regedssar
tinct, we use a Green'’s function (or equivalently, variataf pa-
rameters), as in P81. Once we have a Green’s fun@iart; £, 7),
we can write the vertical displacement in the radiativeorgis

t L
Eyraa = f dr f A Gt SKy.Lr). (1)
oo 2

where we assume théat,.q is zero att — —co. The Green’s func-

tion depends on whethéd? can be modeled as discontinuous or
smooth at the radiative-convective boundary. In Seéfi@w& cal-
culate the Green's function assumihg is discontinuous (as was
assumed in GLS91 and GK90) and then in Sedfioh 3.2 we treat the
smoothN? case. As we shall argue, the latter is more appropriate
for the low frequency waves which dominate the IGW flux. In Ap-

pendix[@ we show that the Green’s function method is formally
equivalent to GK90’s method of expandigginto normal modes
to solve eqng.11]2.

3.1 Green'’s Function for DiscontinuousN?

To calculate the Green’s function, we need two linearly pate
dent solutions, one which satisfig$—L) = 0, and one that satisfies
&(+L) = 0. The boundary conditions at which we take to be at
z = 0, whenN? is discontinuous, are thgt anddp are continuous
atz = 0. The first solution, which we calP, satisfies the boundary
condition atz = +L:

|

Here we useuperscript Dto denote the eigenfunction whé?t is
discontinuousat the interface. Below, we will ussiperscript Tto
denote quantities for a smooM? parameterized by a tanh profile,
andsuperscript Lto denote quantities for a smooth piecewise linear
N2. The second linearly independent solution, which we &3JI
satisfies the boundary conditionzat —L:

|

The eigenvalues must satisfy sir{lok,.L/w) = 0. Later we will
project the total vertical displacement in the radiativee@nto
the basig&,},. The vertical displacement in the radiative zone is
approximately orthogonal t¢7,},, in the radiative zone. Thus, it
is important that our second linearly independent soluisoalso
approximately orthogonal @}, as is the case for eqiis]14&13.
The general expression for the Green’s function, assuming

B; cosMNok, z/w + w/No)
B exp(-k.2)

z<0,
z> 0.

Y

(12)

stin(NokiZ/w) z<0,

B, (expk.2) - exp-k,2) z>0. (13)

£

Z,is

§(f (")) &(z WIS ) -
o2 W) expiw’'(t — 1)),
(14)
where we label the eigenfunctions with their frequengy s de-

notes the Dirac delta function, anl(¢) denotes the Wronskian
of & andrn,. f(w') is a function which is zero if and only &’

Gzt ¢,1) = fdw’
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is an eigenvalue. For the discontinuous case, we Hgug) =
sin(Nok, L/w’). We thus can simplify eq._14 to

1 &(Z w'ndd; W)
7 NokJ_L W(é()

where the sum is over the eigenvalugsFor the discontinuous
problem, assuming < 0 andg > 0, the Green'’s function is

AT EDY

W'

Gzt {,7) =

expliw'(t— 7)), (15)

iw'(t-1)).
(16)

w
N2k2 L B §Z (Z w/) exp( kig

3.2 Green'’s Function for SmoothN?

If N? varies smoothly fronN3 to —«Z, then a WKB type approx-
imation can be used, prowded th‘dak d/w > 1. Our motivation
for studying this limit is that the largest scale waves irrstsat-
isfy Nok,d/w > 1 (see Sectiohl6). We would like to develop an
approximate solution which is valid within the transitioegion,
allowing us to connect the solution in the radiative regieqn([%)

to the solution in the convective region (efh. 6).

The solution in the transition region depends on the form of
N?(2) near the radiative-convective interface. In this sectioa
will provide the some details of the calculation for a tanbfie.

An eigenmode with frequenay transitions from oscillatory behav-
ior to exponential behavior at a point(whereN? = w?), which is
lower than the the radiative-convective interfagéwhereN? = 0).
For a tanh profilez, does not change very much ascchanges; al-
though it is smooth, it is ndibo smooth. Thus, we believe that the
tanh profile is the smoothest physically relevaitprofile.

In AppendiXB, we also consider a piecewise linsprofile.

In contrast to the smooth tanh profile, this is the most abraptin-
uous transition possible. Thus, we believe that any actabhsN2
profile should lie somewhere between these two limits. Algio
we focus on the tanh profile in this section, we will also dicr
the IGW fluxes for the piecewise lined profile in Sectiof 3.5.

One might be tempted to appeal to WKB analysis to solve
for the eigenfunction on either side of the interface, amhtimatch
across the interface by expandiNg to linear order near the wave’s
turning point (as is standard in, e.g., quantum mechariRs)ghly,

a WKB solution is valid if the local wavelength of the eigenfd

tion is small compared to the scale on which the wavenumber of
the eigenfunction varies, which for usdsFor smoothN? we have
assumed\ok, d/w > 1, so the WKB solution in the radiative zone
is valid. However, the WKB solution might break down near the
convection zone ik, d < 1. For the piecewise lined? profile, a
version of WKB matching is valid (see AppendiX B). For thettan
profile, however, the eigenfunction is poorly approximatgcthe
WKB solution whenk,d <« 1. Moreover, becausd/H < 1 and
IGWs withk, H ~ 1 dominate the wave flux (see Sectfon] 3-b;
here is the pressure scale height which we assume is thestarge
scale of the turbulence), the WKB solution fails for the mekt
ficiently excited IGWSs. Instead, we need to develop fiedent
method to solve for the eigenfunctions. The details of thisw
lation are given in AppendixJA.

We assumeNz(z) is given by

N2 wg
N“(2) = (tanh(—a) + 1) -
In AppendiXA, we derlve approximate forms for two indepemde
eigenfunctions, and show that there is excellent agreebswneen

the numerical solutions to the eigenvalue problem and ogmps
totic Bessel function solutions. We are interested in thieakier

(17

of the eigenfunctions near the radiative-convective fat@z. The
interface is at

The two independent solutions are

2
— . 18
Ng + W? (18)

exp(—zg d

B; cosNok, z/w + /4) > -

o~ { B, (Mot )1/2(3)“" I ekt exp(-22)| z<d (19)
B, sin(Nok,. z/w + 1/4) z>—d

& ~{ B, (Mo )1/2(w) de[wch exp(-22)| z<d (20)

wherew? = w?+w? andw/w ranges between2 and 1 forw 2 we,
andd = wk,d/w. In eqns[IP &2D we have dropped several fac-
tors of order unity from the equations derived in ApperdIXTAe
eigenvalues for this problem are the frequenciewhich satisfy
Sin(=Nok, L/w + nr/4) = 0. In Figure2 we plot;] for parameters
representative of the energy-bearing waves in the sun.

Given eqnd_119 & 20, the Green’s function, fot 0 andZ > 0

12 kud
) (-—,) (B2Nok, L)
w

is

G'(zt¢,7) ~Z(

w'd
Nok.

x J §ZT(2; w')expEk s —iw' (t - 1), (21)
where we introduce the shorthand
J = ok djw (a)cde) . (22)

Using series expansions from_Abramowitz & Stegun (1972), we
can approximate

I~ 1 ifk d<1,
(k. d) Y2 expk.d) if k.d> 1.

Note that although the Green’s function for a tanh profileqea
to the discontinuous Green’s function whéigk, d/w ~ 1, the
Green'’s function in eqii.21 is no longer valid whigk, d/w < 1
(see AppendikAll). Instead, edn.]16 must be used in this.limit

(23)

3.3 Amplitude Equation

Now that we have the Green'’s function, we can calculate mode
excitation. First, we will expang, a4 (in eqn[I1) into eigenmodes
&,rad(Z, w). We use the subscript rad to denote the z part of the
eigenfunctions (eqnk.11I3.120). We write

1 . .
fzrad = \/—ﬁ ; A(t; w,) §Zrad(2; w,) eXPkaX + |kyy - |w,t)’ (24)

where the, .4 are thez < z part of the eigenmodes. Using this
representation in egi 111, we take the inner product §yith(z, w),
multiply by expeik x—ikyy + iwt), and integrate oveixdyto find

1 772(( w)
At w) = f drfdxdyﬁ gNOk LW
x S(X,Y, ¢, 7) expikex — ikyy + iwT). (25)

This procedure is discussed more thoroughly in Appendix C.
At this point we must pick a normalization condition for our
eigenfunctions. The energy in the perturbation is

0
deXPo =

ot
Y3 M) A W) (00 [ dzpofiadz.0)- Eudz.0) 29)
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We want to identifyy,, |A(w)[? with the energy, so our normaliza-
tion condition is

w0 f 020k ad 7 )+ Eiad Z ) = Bunr (27)

wheres is the Kronecker delta. Using the eigenfunctions (egns. 12,

[I3,[I3[20) and the polarization relation (egh. 7), the ndization
condition implies

1

B2~B2~ B2~ —/——,
1 2 Nngo

(28)

for all the N? profiles considered in this paper. Using this normal-
ization in eqn2b, the amplitude equations are

1 ft f . . .
— dr | dxdyexpikyx —ikyy + iwt
N y exp(-iky yy )

\/7 f dz expk,2) S(x Y, £,7),

— dT dxdyexp(ikyXx — ikyy + iwt
N yexp(-iky vy )

<))
N

Itis straightforward to derive the analogous amplitudeagigun for
the piecewise lineaN? profile using the Green’s function given in

eqn[BI18.

AP(t; w) =

X Nok2 (29)

At w) =

f dzexpCk S Y.C.7).  (30)

3.4 Model of Turbulent Convection

To make further progress, we need to specify the source &rm
We assume that the convective turbulence is composed ofa lar
number of incoherent eddies, estimate the wave generatien d
to a single eddy in isolation, and then find the total wave gene
ation by summing over all eddies. We model the statisticaper-
ties of stellar convection using Kolmogorov turbulencee(seg.,
Goldreich & Keeleyl 1977): the convective velocity on the eyut
scaleH is u. and the associated convective turnover frequency is
we ~ Ug/H. The convective energy flux Beony ~ polS. On scaled
suficiently small compared tél, the turbulent power-spectrum is
given by the Kolmogorov scaling:

Un = Uc (h/H)l/3 = Uc(we/wc)_ll2 (31)

where we have used the fact that smaller eddies have higher fr
guencies, i.e., shorter turnover times, with ~ u,/h « h~?3 and
thush o we3/2 A given convective eddy characterized by its fre-
guencyw, can excite waves having frequenciesand horizontal
wavenumberg, that satisfy

w s we and k, s KM =~ H (we/we)*2. (32)

3.5 Energy Generation Rates and IGW Fluxes

In this section we calculate the IGW fluxes for discontinudgash,
and piecewise linear convective-radiative transitions. Mgin by
estimating the energy generation due to a single eddy wzghtsi
and turnover frequency.. The source term contains three spatial
derivatives which we can integrate by parts. The contrisutiue
to the source term is

S~IBu.

L

(33)
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Assuming the eddy has volunh@ and lasts for a timeyz2, we can
estimate the change in the amplitude due to a single eddy

AAP(w) ~ ‘/%Nﬂoklh“uh, (34)

AAT () ~ \/¥ (9 \/ki_d)(%)kldAAD(w), (35)
1/6

AAY(w) ~ (N"Tkid) AAP(w). (36)

The total energy generation rate due to all eddies is then

“p (AAD)Z A\ po(w ? 3,3

E°(@) ~ ~— ( = )~ T(Wo) @he (k.h),  (37)

ET(w) ~ % (9%.d) (%)2de E°(w), (38)
13

E'(w) ~ (NOTM) EP(w). (39)

The factor ofAk;?/h® in eqn 3T counts the number of eddies with
sizeh which excite IGWs with frequency. We have assumed ex-
citation happens in a region with thickneds ~ k;! (because the
IGW eigenfunction decreases in the convection zone ovelaga ch
acteristic lengthscale k;'). Because of the random phases of the
convective eddies, the excitations due tffetient eddies are as-
sumed to be uncorrelated, and the energy increases onbyliine
with the number of eddies.

In the case of smootN?, the flux decreases exponentially for
k,d > 1. The dominant contribution to the flux is froknd < 1, so
for the rest of this section, we will assurked < 1. The IGW flux
is then given by

dFP EP(w) 5 No

dlogw dlogk, ~ A (ﬂkL Lk*?)
w w \ 122
PRI~ po M (2] (40)
0 We

dFT 3 o w 1572
dlogw dlogk, poug(k H) (w—c) (k.d), (41)

dFt 3 A 12/3 4| W e 1/3
dlogw diogk, ~ poU M“=(k H) (w—c) (kod)”=. (42)

where M = w¢/Np is the convective Mach number. The term in
parentheses in the first equality of efinl 40 is the densityatés.
There areAIk? modes in the horizontal direction, arnd, No/w
modes in the vertical direction, with wavenumberk, and fre-
quency~ w, which each contribute a flug(w)/A. Recall that

eqns.[40-42 only apply fow > w. and k. < K'™w)
H Y (w/w:)*?, and eqnd. 41 &42 assurked < 1.
Integrating ovek,, we find
dFP vz
dlogw ~po CM( C) ’ (43)
dF’ 5fd
dlogw ~P0Uc(ﬁ), (44)
dFt s enf @) A\
aogs ~ () () “o
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Finally, we find that the total flux is

FP ~ poli M ~ FeonM, (46)
d d
FT ~ pOUg (ﬁ) ~ Fconv(ﬁ) > (47)
d 1/3 d 1/3
Ft ~ pOUgles (ﬁ) ~ FconvM2/3 (ﬁ) . (48)

This estimate predicts, for a tat profile, an IGW flux only
slightly smaller than the convective flux. However, as we sbaw,
energy-bearing waves in the smof case (both tanh and piece-
wise linear profiles) will undergo vigorous wave-breakinghwn
the radiative zone (see Figurk 2). This process occurs c@mtly
with overshooting convective plumes, but is much more apgti
localized (inz) than overshooting convection.

To quantify this argument, we calculate the typical sizehef t
perturbations in the radiative zone using

dF

. 2
Tioge diogic. ™ POl V. (49)

whereug, ~ w/k, ~ w?/(Nok,) is the vertical group velocity, and
we have assumefi > &, (eqn[T). From this, we find

oK gnp(2)
é:z N0 L we k]

w w -21/4 d 1/2
Tl e

(50)

w \5/6 w \ 24 [ g \1e
L _ylw 83 W a
T
and
w \ 24
G ~ (e HY2( 2] 59
_23/4 12
T ~M*1/2(le)4(ﬂ) (3) , (54)
we H
w —-65/12 d 1/6
szzL~M’”6(kLH)“/3(—) (—) , (55)
we H

where we have usel, = k,No/w which holds in the radiative
zone for|zZ < d. Recall that the condition for wave breaking is
k£, ~ 1. For the case of discontinuod, the most iciently ex-
cited waves are marginally susceptible to wave breakingvever,
for both tanh and piecewise linell?, the most &iciently excited
waves will break in the radiative zone.

The only waves that successfully propagate in the radiative
zone havek¢, < 1. Thus, to find the IGW flux for smoothi?,
we must integrate the flux only over the regionsiaf, w) space in
which k¢, < 1. This implies

-23/4
(HM/d)Y2 < (le)“(wﬂ) (tanh) (56)

-65/12
(HM/d)Y® < (kiH)“/a(wﬁ) (piecewise linear) (57)

and, as beforep 2 wc, k. $ H Y (w/w)¥?, andk.d < 1. We
find that the waves that are marginally susceptible to waeaker
ing, and which maximize the flux for the tanh profile are at the
convective turnover frequency, ~ w., but have small wave hum-
bers,k,H ~ (MH/d)¥®. For the piecewise linear profile, the spa-
tial scale isk,H ~ 1, but the waves have higher frequencies,
w ~ we(MH/d)"%%5, The resulting IGW flux in waves that do not

break is given by

3/8

FT ~ FconvMs/S(%) 5 (58)
d 8/65

F-~ Fcom,M57/65(ﬁ) . (59)

These results are only valid if these waves see a smébthrofile,
ie.,

MH/d < 1. (60)

If this condition is satisfied, then the IGW flux is larger thiuat
predicted by the discontinuous result bytH/d)=%/8 for the tanh
profile and (MH/d)®/%5 for the piecewise linear profile. Note that
if d/H ~ M, then the discontinuous and smodth limits give the
same wave flux.

3.6 Wave Excitation Within the Overshoot Region

In the previous sections, we have consider thiiency of IGW
excitation by turbulent motions in the convection zone. ldeer,
convective overshoot and wave breaking produce turbuletibmms
within the radiative zone, near the radiative-convectivieriface.
We can estimate the wave excitation within the radiativeeziop
convolving the Reynolds stress associated with turbulesttans
due to convective overshoot with the appropriate Greemstfans
(see, e.g., Sectidn 3.2).

The principal dfficulty in calculating the wave generation
in the overshoot region is in accurately describing the uurb
lent motions near the radiative-convective interface.hditgh
convective overshoot has been investigated via simukat{ery.,
Rogers & Glatzmaier 2006b), it is currently computatiopéifea-
sible to employ a realistic Mach number and interfac@rsss.
To roughly estimate the IGW generation due to turbulent amati
within the overshoot region, we will assume that the moticarsbe
decomposed into incoherent eddies with the statisticadgat@s of
Kolmogorov turbulence, as above. However, instead of takie
outer-scale of the cascade toHewe will assume it is given by the
size of the overshoot regiondlog(No/w:). We assume the typical
velocity on this outer-scale is stili..

To predict where turbulent eddies can moSeetively excite
IGWs, it is helpful to consider the structure of the Greenisdtion
in the transition region. In Figufé 2, we plot the eigenfimet] (2)
whenN? is given by a tanh profile, witb./No = 1072 andd/H =

0.1, as we might expect for the energy-bearing eddies in the Sun

(see Sectiohl6).

If an eddy is much larger than the local wavelength of the

eigenfunction, then it will not be able tdfiently couple to the
mode, as its convolution with the Green'’s function will tasfior-
der average out to zero. The mosi@ent wave excitation in the
overshoot region for the example mode in Figure 2 will be fir e
dies filling the region between and the first zero af,; we define
this distance to b&z,. This eddy has size 0.3H, smaller than
the energy-bearing eddies of sidein the convection zone.

Wave excitation in the overshoot regiorfférs from wave ex-
citation in the convection zone in several ways. First, beeave
assume the outer-scale of the turbulencgleg(No/w.) instead of
H, the turbulent velocities on any length schle: H are larger in
the turbulent velocities on that length scale in the congactone
(see Section_3l4). We will assume that the excitation withia
overshoot region is given by eddies with size at mtgt. Thus,
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Figure 2. Representative eigenfunction and buoyancy frequencyredua
near the radiative-convective transition. See Appehdi{akHetails on the
calculation of the eigenfunction. The top panel shows thaerically cal-
culated vertical perturbation eigenfunction normalizechive amplitude
one in the radiative zone, for the parameiegNy = 103, d/H = 0.1, and
k, H = 1. The bottom panel shows the buoyancy frequency squared nor
malized to one in the radiative zone, which we have assuniledvioa tanh
profile. The vertical dotted lines, from left to right, caspond to the point
at whichkz&; = 1 where we expect the mode to break; the transition @int
(defined byN? = w?), where this mode transitions from exponential to os-
cillatory behavior, and gives a typical amplitudergfwithin the overshoot
region; and the radiative-convective interfaggdefined byN? = 0). We
have also labelled the distance between the radiativeectime interface
and the first zero of the eigenfunctionz,s. Turbulent eddies associated
with convective overshoot canndtieiently couple to this mode unless they
have vertical size less or equalAgys.

there areAAz,/h® eddies with sizd which excite IGWSs with fre-

guencyw (see eqri_37 and accompanying text). Because the vertical

length scale ofy, is Az, in the overshoot region, the typical size of
the Reynolds stress source term in éqn. 2 is

kk, u2
~ , 61
Az, (61)
wherek is the total wavenumber defined by
K=K + AZ2. (62)

If k, > AZ}, thenk ~ k., and ifAZ;} > k, thenk ~ Azl When
we derived the Green’s functions above (e.g., Se€fidn @2}pok
n/(z) as a typical value of, in the convection zone. Here, we will
taken,(z) as a typical value af; in the overshoot region.

The exact form of the IGW wave flux depends on the back-
groundN? profile. As an illustrative example, we will sketch the re-
sults for the tanh profile. Broadly speaking, our estimatesviave
excitation in the overshoot region are comparable to, bustiyo
smaller than, the wave excitation in the convection zonegpifor
high wavenumber waves witkid > 1 which are strongly sup-
pressed in the convection zone. Note that these resultsradé p
cated on our assumptions regarding the turbulence witleiloter-
shoot region, which are uncertain. More detailed calcotetiikely
require input from numerical simulations of plumes in themwlv
shoot region.

For the tanh profile, the distance between the radiative-
convective interface and the first zero of the eigenfunctitms,
is given by

AZos ~ d |og(L (3” (63)

Jkldz
wck, d )

z+w2
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We also have
Nok, d\"/? [ w\k:d/e _
e~ (FES) (2 (64)
w w
where we use the shorthand
_ wk, d 1 if k,d< 1,
)= JW’/”( ® )N{ 0450, d) ¥ ifkds>1 (&9

Note thatJ falls off much less steeply fde,d > 1 than the associ-
ated convection zone quantity(eqn[23).

Using these results, we can calculate the IGW power spec-
trum. Because the result depends sensitively on our assmapt
regarding the turbulence within the overshoot region, wieaniy
highlight the general properties of the excitation powercspum.
The IGW flux in the energy bearing mode, which has~ H™!
andw ~ we, is smaller in the overshoot region by a factor of
(Azos/H)?(H/(dlog(No/w.)); if we taked/H ~ 0.1 andw/Ng =
1072 (see Sectiof]6), this factor is 0.2. For higher frequency
waves withw/w. = (H/Azys)%/?, the excitation is larger in the over-
shoot region by a factor oH/(d log(No/w¢)), which is ~ 1.5 for
the parameters given above. Excitation is significantly emedii-
cient in the overshoot region for modes withd > 1.

As pointed out in Sectioh 3.5, there is a significant flux of
IGWSs which break in the radiative zone. The breaking occumsre/
the localk, becomes comparable £o'. As can be seen in Figuré 2,
this occurs whelk, is large (for higher frequency waves, the break-
ing would occur for even largek;). If the turbulence associated
with the wave breaking is isotropic, then only very small iedd
would dficiently couple to the eigenfunction, leading to negligible
wave excitation. However, the wave will be very anisotropteen
it breaks, possibly leading to mordfieient wave excitation. The
details of wave generation by wave breaking are beyond thgesc
of this paper.

4 PRESSURE PERTURBATION BALANCE

A more heuristic way to derive the IGW flux is to compare thespre
sure perturbation on either side of the radiative-convedtiound-
ary. This argument is not fliciently precise to treat the smooth
N2 case—hence, we will assun¥ is discontinuous, and thus that
the pressure perturbation is continuous at the radiativerective
interface az = 0. The pressure perturbation associated with a con-
vective eddy with a turnover frequenay and sizeh is

(66)

The polarization condition (egill 8) relates the pressuriigEation
in the radiative zone to the vertical displacement,
Nowé,

O Prad ~ Po k_
L

We assume the convective eddy can orflgeively couple to an
IGW if the frequencies and horizontal wavelengths matchictwvh
requireswe ~ w andk, ~ h™,

A large number of convective eddies contribute to driving a
given standing IGW. This is particularly true ferH > 1 andor
w > w, because then small eddies with sibes H are responsi-
ble for the driving. The number of eddies contributing to éxei-
tation of a given standing wave is

6 Peonv ~ POVﬁ ~ poui(we/wc)fl,

(67)

Adz

L L 9/2
N~ 55 = (AH) (ke H) (w—) (68)

C

where we have assumegd> w; and that the excitation happens in



8 D. Lecoanetr E. Quataert

a region with thicknesdz ~ k! (see also eqi_87). Because an in- numbers. They assume that the pressure perturbation irothe c

dividual IGW is excited by many uncorrelated eddies, tfiective vection zone equals the pressure perturbation in the ieelzine.
pressure fluctuation driving a wave is reduced by a factor/sf They takedpeony ~ poUZ, anddPrad ~ po (wé,)?. This expression
relative to that given in eqfi_b6. for the pressure perturbation in the radiative zone doesaiify
WhenN? is discontinuous at = 0 one of the boundary condi-  the polarization conditioBpag ~ po(Now/K, )&, (eqn.[B), unless
tions is thatsp is continuous atr = 0, SO that prag ~ d Peonv- USiNg £ ~ kit Because many eddies contribute to the excitation of a
eqns[66-68, we find that the amplitude of a mode with frequenc single IGW mode, GLS91 also decrease their IGW amplitude by
~ w and wavenumber k, is a factor of 2 VN. However, they only account for the incoher-
5 Beank W3 ent sum of small eddies at the interface producing pertimhsibn
&~ oML~ H3k, 52 N2, (69) large spatial scales. This givéé.se1 ~ (k. )2, wherek h < 1.
poNow VN Now In our analysis, we include eddies which are a distaqéeabove

the interface, and we take into account that IGWs excitedfin d
ferent parts of the domain incoherently interfere with eattter as
they propagate in the radiative zone. These additiofietes yield
N ~ Ak /3.

w3 AR w w \ 24 P81 uses two dierent techniques to calculate the IGW flux.
&~ H%k, N =~ Ni ~H N_(kJ. H)5/2(—) . (70) The first uses a pressure balance argument. Press usépdhat-

0w 0 We pol, and thatsprag ~ (poNow/K, )&, and that these pressure per-
the same result as in the inhomogeneous wave equation atibcul turbations are about equal at the interface. Throughouwtradysis,

However, there areAk? such modes in the domain (we have
already implicitly summed over the vertical modes in demyi
eqns[6H.67), so the typical rms vertical displacement is

(eqn[BD). Press assumés?! ~ h. Thus, Press finds
2
& ~ (kt(h) ~ ki (P81; eq. 75) (72)
5 COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS WORK . ’ . ’ . . .
This is the same result given by GLS91, and is consistent euith
In this section, we discuss the relationship between owlteeand own assuming, h ~ 1. This is becausélk? /N ~ 1 whenk h ~ 1.
previous calculations in the literature. We begin with GK@tho Press also derives this result more rigorously using théadket

only consider the discontinuous? case. GK90 solved the fully  of variation of parameters, which is equivalent to using adgafs
compressible inhomogeneous wave equation by expandingethe  function. In addition, Press considers the case in wheélis con-
turbation in terms of normal modes and then deriving an ampli tinuous at the interface. He only treats this case in the lmhich

tude equation. This is equivalent to our Green’s functiorihoe w ~ No, and finds

(see AppendiX ). Their end result is very similar to our ofan; 1

k.H < 1 they find & ~ P2 (P81; eq. 88) (73)
dF

- Mpoug(kLH)3(ﬁ) e (GK90: eq. 73) (71) the same result as edn.]72. However, note that i Ny, then

we Nok,.d/w < 1, and the smooth result cannot be used (these waves
see the interface as discontinuous). In addition, Presg'®fistan-
dard WKB matching to treat the smodu¥ profile is generally not
applicable (see AppendixlA).

Finally, we consider the work of B09. In their paper, Belkace
et al. numerically calculate the eigenfunctions for a setaucture
model, use a convection simulation to specify the sourea,tand
solve an amplitude equation in the same way as GK90. It is un-
clear whether théN? profile in their solar structure model has a
smooth transition between the radiative and convectiorezeff
their N? profile is discontinuous (Sectifn 8.1) or has an abrupt tran-
sition (AppendiXB), they will derive dierent eigenfunctions than
for a tanh profile (AppendikA). These eigenfunctions wilbguce
a smaller flux (eqnd._46.59) than we predict for a very smooth
radiative-convective transition (edn.]58).

Another key diference is that Belkacem et al. use an eddy-
time correlation functiory(w), which in the notation of this pa-
per can be written ag(w; we). This function describes howffe
ciently an eddy with size /k and turn-over frequencye = ugk
excites a wave with frequeney. Our analysis implicitly assumes
x(w;we) ~ expw?/w?). This Gaussian eddy-time correlation
function implies that eddies with turn-over frequencies only
excite waves with frequencias. However, the turbulence in the

dlogw dlogk,

This differs from our result (egh_#0) by a factorkoH Awe arrive
at a diferent IGW flux because in the Boussinesq approximation
0., ~ K &, whereas for the fully compressible systefig¢, ~
&,/H whenk, H <« 1. Accounting for bottk, H > 1 andk, H < 1,
the correct scaling of the IGW flux witk, H is F ~ (k. H)3(1 +
k. H). This does not influence the flux of IGWs which do not break
in our smoothN? calculations.

Because GK90 solve the fully compressible equations, they
include multiple scale heights in their convection zoneeyfind
that the most#&icient excitation of waves with frequenayis at the
height where the turnover frequency of the energy bearimtieed
is about equal te. This &fect would be straightforward to include
in our model—one would need to derive a Green'’s function dhase
on the fully compressible eigenfunctions, and then core/alith a
vertically varying source term.

GLS91 use a pressure balance argument to study the discon
tinuousN? case. Their power spectrum agrees with €gh. 40 when
w ~ we; andk,H ~ 1, but not at higher frequencies or wave

2 Although our final results are similar, there are some anitiéguin
GK90's derivation. In deriving their egn. 48 from their edth, GK90 ap-

pear to assume that th@ are orthogonal under the weighting functicr? conve(_:tion SimUIat_ion in BO9 is not well described by a Gaarss
and that [ dzo0c2|6pl2 ~ 1. Both of these are true for sound waves, the eddy-time correlation function. Instead, Belkacem et atl that a
main focus of their paper. However, for IGWEdzooc 2|6 pl> ~ M?, and Lorentzian. d!str!bution)((w; we) ~ (1."' 2(w/we)®)t, is more ac-
thesp are only orthogonal under the weighting function 1 (see AyipdQd curate. This indicates that waves with frequenacgan be excited
for further discussion on orthogonality). by a broad range of eddies. In general, this makes wave &gaita
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more dlicient. It would be straightforward to generalize our result
to this Lorentzian expression ffw; we)-

6 DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have calculated the excitation of intermaligy
waves (IGW) by turbulent convection, motivated by the agpli
tion to stellar convection. We assume that the source temitirex

IGW Excitation 9
Sun is somewhere between
d 3/8
FT ~ FconvMs/S(ﬁ) ~5x107° Feconvs (74)
d 8/65
Ft ~ Fcom,M57/65(ﬁ) ~2x107 Feon, (75)

about two to five times larger than the flux in the discontiraiyg
case. In both cases, the flux is dominated by waves with frezies
nearw., and wave numbers nebirt.

We expect th\? profile in stars to be somewhere between the

the IGWs can be modeled by Reynolds stresses associated wititanh profile and the piecewise linear profile. RB&Iprofiles are

uncorrelated eddies in a Kolmogorov turbulent cascade.n@ain
results are the IGW fluxes, eqis.] 46] 54 & 59. In particular, we
predict alarger wave flux than previous calculations for low fre-
gquency wavewhich satisfyNok, d/w > 1, whereN, is the buoy-
ancy frequency in the radiative zorle, and w are the horizontal
wavenumber and frequency of the IGW, respectively, dislthe
thickness of the transition region between the radiativecmvec-
tion zones. We also reconcile somewhat disparate claintgilitt
erature by showing that fierent methods, such as pressure balance
arguments and solving the inhomogeneous wave equatiodicpre

likely to have continuous derivatives, which precludes piece-
wise linear profile. However, a piecewise linear functiom d¢se
smoothed over an arbitrarily small length scale to form &iniitely
differentiable function. Indeed, in simulations of peneteaton-
vection, the time and spatially averagd profile appears similar

to a tanh profile (e.g., Fig. 3 in_Rogers etial. 2006 and Fig. 7 in
Rogers & Glatzmaier 2005b). Specifically, these simulatifind
thatdN?/dZ, < NZ/d, i.e., the slope ofN? nearN? = 0 is much
less than in a simple piecewise linear model. This suggésis t
even if realN? profiles look closer to piecewise linear, the appro-

the same IGW power spectrum when using the same assumptiongriate value ford might be much larger than expected. For these

(Sectior#).

An IGW with frequencyw sees the transition between the ra-
diative and convection zones as discontinuousK, d/w < 1. In
this case, the total flux iB® ~ F¢on M (eqn[46), as derived in past
work, whereF¢, is the convective flux andM is the convective
Mach number. The mostiiciently excited waves have frequencies
w ~ we, the eddy turn-over frequency of the largest turbulent ed-
dies, ank, ~ H™%, the inverse of the pressure scale height. These
most dficiently excited waves are marginally susceptible to wave
breaking when they enter the radiative region.

If, however, the transition between radiative and convecti
regions is smooth (i.eNok, d/w > 1), the problem becomes more
complicated. The IGW flux depends on the structure of the buoy
ancy frequencyN?(2) near the transition between the radiative and
convective regions. We parameterize the transition usiotly
tanh profile, which is we believe represents the smoothestilpie
transition, and a piecewise linear profile, which is the nadstpt
transition possible. These two examples bound the phypassi-
bilities, and we expect redl? profiles in stars to be somewhere in
between. The wave excitation is mor&&ent whenN? is smooth
because the IGW eigenfunctions change amplitude rapidlythe
interface (as originally discussed by P81).

The total IGW fluxes for the tanh and piecewise linear
profiles areFT ~ Fen(d/H) > FP (eqn.[4T), andF- ~
FeonM?3(d/H)Y? > FP (eqn[48), respectively. Again, the most
efficiently excited waves have frequencies~ w; andk, ~ H™.
However, these waves are extremely prone to wave breaking, a
k.£ > 1inthe radiative region (e.g., P81). These waves will break
in the transition region between the radiative and congactbnes.
The flux of IGWSs that are marginally susceptible to wave break
ing (i.e., havek&, ~ 1) is FT ~ FeonM®¥8(d/H)%® (eqn.[58)
andFt ~ FeoneM®785(d/H)®®5 (eqn.[59). This is larger than the
discontinuousN? flux by (MH/d)=%8 for the tanh profile, and by
(MH/d)=8/%5 for the piecewise linear profile.

In the Sun, wc ~ 103N, so M 102 (e.g.,
Brown et al. | 2012), andd is estimated to be~ 0.1H
(Christensen-Dalsgaard eflal. 2011). IGWs produced byrtaeyg
bearing eddies havsgk, d/w ~ 10?, and thus the transition region
must be treated as smooth. This suggests that the IGW fluxin th
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reasons, we expect IGW generation in stars to more closktyfo
the tanh profile results than the piecewise linear results.

In this paper we have also briefly considered IGW excitation
due to turbulence driven by overshooting convective plu(fes-
tion[3.8). These results depend sensitively on our assonmptie-
garding the turbulence within the overshoot region, whéchdorly
understood. However, our calculations suggest that |GWadian
is about as #icient in the overshoot region as in the convection
zone. The flux in the energy-bearing mode, using solar paese
is smaller in the overshoot region by a factor o2,0but the flux
in some higher frequency modes can be slightly larger in tlee-o
shoot region. These higher frequency IGWs are the ones ikelst |
to be observed in main sequence stars (e.g. Shiodelet al),2012
making it important to understand excitation in the ovediire-
gion in more detail in future work. Modes which haked > 1
are excited much moreficiently in the overshoot region than in
the convection zone, where they are exponentially supgdess
is difficult to excite the large, energy-bearing modes in the over-
shoot region, becaude is larger in the overshoot region than in
the convection zone. Thus, only smaller eddies can couplbeto
large modes, decreasing the IGW flux produced in the ovetshoo
region.

The increase in wave flux due to a smooth radiative-convectiv
interface is only for waves witiNok, d/w > 1, i.e., for low fre-
guency waves. For certain applications (e.g., heliosdsgy), the
flux of low frequency waves is unimportant. In particularylfre-
guencyg-modes in the Sun and massive stars are strongly damped
by radiative difusion and are unlikely to be seen at the surface.
Thus, the increase in wave flux we predict for low frequencyega
does not change the expected amplitudes of potentiallyredisie
g-modes in main sequence stars.

However, low frequency waves are important for the angular
momentum transport, mixing, afmd mass loss due to IGWs ex-
cited by stellar convection. For example, a larger IGW fluxyma
increase the predicted mass loss in the final stages of thefli&
massive star (Quataert & Shiode 2012) and in Type la suparnov
progenitors [(Pifo_2011). This will be studied in detail irtute
work.

We have shown that there is significant wave breaking near the
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radiative-convective interface N? is smooth. Wave breaking pro-
duces turbulence and can lead to additional IGW generafiotig
2009). WhenN? is smooth, the flux in modes which are unstable
to breaking is a significant fraction &.ny; thus the breaking pro-
cess has the potential to excite a non-negligible flux of IGW's
addition, wave breaking could redistribute energykin () space,
thus potentially modifying the IGW power spectrum from thal-
culated here.

In order to make a more accurate prediction of the wave flux
and spectrum, one would need to use a stellar structure mdithel
a realistic radiative-convective interface and a bettpragentation
of the convective turbulence, as in B09. Our results higdittlitpe
importance of adequately resolving the smooth transitietwben
the radiative and convective regions in such calculatidrdiscon-
tinuous or abrupt transition will give a fiierent IGW flux than a
smooth transition. We note that the radiative-convectigadition
seen in numerical simulations of penetrative convectiosigsif-
icantly smoother than the transition in typical 1D stellandels
(e.g./Rogers et él. 2006).

Perhaps the most promising way to test the results of thismpap
is through comparison with direct numerical simulationa ofdia-
tive zone adjacent to a convection zone (e.9., Rogers & (e
2005a; Brun et al. 2011). Although such simulations typyces-
quire artificially high conduction in the radiative zone,dait is
unclear how to best identify IGWs_(Dintrans etlal. 2005)s s
probably the simplest system in which one can quantify th&/1G
flux generated by convection. We hope that analysis of sumb-si
lations can provide a quantitative test of the theory derivethis
paper in the near future.
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APPENDIX A: TANH PROFILE EIGENFUNCTIONS

We will derive the eigenfunctions for the equation

0 N3(z
20 eeeo
where
N2 2
N2(2) = % (tanh(—é) + 1) — W2 (A2)

The transition between oscillatory behavior and expoaéhghav-
ior (whereN?(2) = w?) is atz given by
2 2

w* + W ( zt)
~exp(-2=.
N+az PTG

(A3)

The eigenfunction in the radiative zone is well approxirddig the
WKB solution,

£, = By (Nok /)12 k(@)Y cos( [ azka) + n/4)

+B, (Nok, /w)Y? kz(z)’l/zsin( f dzk(2) +7r/4), (A4)
where we define the vertical wavenumber to be
K@) =K (N*@)/w® - 1). (A5)

Near z, the WKB solution in the radiative region diverges. We
wish to derive a new set of functions which closely approxana
the eigenfunctions faz > z.

In many problems, the WKB solutions near a turning point
can be asymptotically matched onto Airy functions, whicbvile
a connection between exponentially decaying and osaijlask B
solutions. However, we cannot use this approach when< 1; in
this parameter regimi€(z) cannot be well approximated as linear
nearz. Instead, we will show that whek.d < 1 the eigenfunc-
tions can be well approximated in terms of Bessel functius:
thermore, these Bessel function solutions are also a goua&p
mation wherk, d > 1.

To show this, first note that if exp@z/d) <« 1, we can ap-
proximate

2 2, 2 2z 2

N*(2) ~ (N§ + ?) exp(—E) -

The solutions to the wave equation (egnl] A1) for this appnate
N?(2) function are

(A6)

2 2
1IN0+wC

ool 2

fzzcl‘]u")hd/w kJ_d
1[Ng+w§ 7

da— exp(——) ,
w d

whereJ andY are the Bessel functions of the first and second kind,
respectively. We have also definel = w?+w?, wherew/w ranges
betweenv2 and 1. These approximate the solution for large posi-
tive z. We can asymptotically match the Bessel functions onto the
WKB solution in the radiative zone (edn.JA4). We will make we
the following asymptotic forms fod andY:

+C2Ya7kJ_d/w kL (A7)

1 X\
[(a + 1) (E) ’ (A8)
Y09 ~ - (3) (A9)
Vs X
provided that O< X < Va + 1, and
3,00 ~ \/g cos(x— ‘”—2” - %) (A10)
Y, (X) ~ \/gsin(x— “—2” - %) (A11)

provided thatx > | + 1/4|.

We must consider two regimes, depending on the sie @f
First considerk,d < 1. We can use the asymptotic formula for
large arguments provided that

24 2
Ng + wg

k.d exp(-g) > %. (AL2)

w
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This constraint can be satisfied simultaneously with e2p(d) <
1, implying that the asymptotic form of the Bessel functi@me

good approximations to the eigenfunctions. If we approxéeki(z)
as
K(2) ~ K b +2w§ eXp(— %Z) (A13)
we can approximate eqn. A7 by
&~Cy \/%(kg(z))fl/4 cos(—d (kﬁ(z))l/2 + M;Ulﬁd + %)
_cz\/% (kg(z))'l"‘sin(-d(k§(z))” g ”‘gi}id + %) (AL4)

This matches onto the WKB solution in the radiative regiarcsi
k. d is small. The amplitudes are

1/2
Ci = Bl(”NZO(ELd) , (A15)
1/2

Now assumek,d > 1. In this case, the asymptotic form
of the Bessel functions for small argument is only valid when
exp(z/d) > 1, i.e., for positions where the Bessel functions them-
selves are not a good approximation to the eigenfunctidiéz)
cannot be simplified as in eqn._A6 if exg/d) > 1). However,
in this limit we can use the WKB approximation in the conveeti
region, and connect the two WKB solutions with Airy functson
Thus, in the convective region, we have

& ~ (B1/2) (NoK, /w)Y?k(2) /2 exp(— f ‘ dz|kz(z)|)
z

+Ba(Nok, /w)Y?k,(2) "2 exp(+ fz dz’lkz(z’)l) . (A17)
z

Forz much larger tham, this becomes

B: /No 12/ a\wkid/w
-3(3) ()

22
1/2 wkd/w
+Bz(No) (g)

exp-(z- z)k.w/w)

expt(z- z)k.w/w), (A18)

w

Forzmuch larger tham;, the Bessel functions are a good ap-
proximation to the eigenfunction. In the limit of largethe Bessel
functions become

1 \Y2 e \dkdiwr1/2 (z-z2)k w

fZA’Cl(-arde) (z) eXp(_T)

4 1/2 2w wky d/w+1/2 (Z_Z()klu_)
el B2

Thus, the Bessel function solution matches onto the WKBtEwiu
in the convective region when

1/2 ok, d/w+1/2
C.- Bl(”N°kid) (£) , (A20)
2w w
12 = ok, djw+l/2
C2=—Bz(ﬂ-N0de) (2) . (A21)
2w w
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Using eqnd. ATH. AT6 &A20, A1, we can approximatdy

1/2 q N2 + w?
&~ B 7Nok, d (ﬁ) Ik d X2~ exp(_E)
2w w w d

12 =d N2 + w?
+Bz(%) (g) Y|k, d exp(—é) . (A22)
where we have definedl = wk,d/w. This will be a good approxi-
mation foré,(2) as long as exp{z/d) < 1.

For the purposes of determining the convective excitation o
IGWs, we are interested in evaluatiigbetweerg, andz + 1/k,,
wherez is the location of the interface between the radiative and
convective regions. Since

2

o ~oo(-2g)
~expl-2-=],
NZ + w? P\™“a

(A23)

the argument of the Bessel functions varies frank,d/w to
exp(k.d) Hwck, d/w. Within this range, the Bessel functions
change by about a factor @& It is thus within the accuracy of
our calculation to take&, to be about constant within this range:
atz = z, we have that

Jak, djw (WK d/w)

7Nok, d\*? [ w \#ediw
§Z~Bl( 2w ) (_)

7Nok, d 1/2(6)%"/“’
2w

In evaluating eqni_A24, we need to calculatg¢xa), wherex =
wk d/w, anda = wc/w < 1/V2. A good set of approxima-
tions for the Bessel functions for < 1 andx > 1 is given

in eqn.[23 of the main text (based on expansiong,fka) from
Abramowitz & Stegunl(1972)).

w

+Bz( Yoot (wek, 0/ (A24)

w

Al Numerical Verification

Here we will present numerical verification of our approxiena
solutions in the above subsection. We numerically integrahe
homogeneous fferential equation (eqii_A1) wittN? given by
eqn.[A2 in Mathematica using the “ImplicitRungeKutta” medh
and solved for a physical solution, satisfyilg— 0 asz —» o
(see Fig[2 in the main text for a representative eigenfanjtiwe
pick the right boundary to be a poibtdeep within the convective
region, where(b) = —k2, specify&,(b) = 1, &(b) = —k,, and
integrates, leftwards into the radiative region. This ensures that
satisfies the boundary conditian- +oc0. We find that our calcula-
tions are insensitive to the value lafprovided that it is sfficiently
larger tharg.

To test the approximations described in the above subsectio
we calculate the value of the physical eigenfunction attterface
between the radiative and convective regigg;). Because any
multiple of the eigenfunction is also an eigenfunction, veemal-
ize by B; (see eqri_AW), which is the amplitude of the oscillations
deep in the radiative zone. Equatlon A24 predicts

(A25)

7Nok, d )1/2 (a) )‘7”9"/‘“

(z)/B1 = ( o 2 oo (kd%)

w
Our analysis is only valid if we are in the smod¥ limit, i.e., if
Nok, d/w > 1.

In Figure[A1 we compare our numerical results to the an-
alytic predictions. In Figuré_Al (top panel) we vauy/N, for
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(@)

10

0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00

k. d

L

Figure A1l. The normalized eigenfunction at the radiative-convective
terfacez. The symbols denote the numerical solution, and the linestde
the analytic prediction, eqi_AR4. In the top panel, we vapNo, fixing

we = w. The blue line and crosses haked = 0.1, and the red line and
asterisks havé, d = 0.01. The numerical solution matches the analytic
prediction for smootiN? whenNok, d/w > 1, and approaches one (the dis-
continuousN? solution) wherNogk, d/w < 1. In the bottom panel, we vary

k. d, fixing w/Ng = 0.01 and settingu:/Np = 0.01 (blue curve, crosses)

or we/Np = 0.002 (red curve, asterisks). Again, there is good agreement
between the numerical solution and the analytic prediction

two different values ok, d. The numerical solutions agree with
our prediction wherNok, d/w > 1. In the opposite limit, when
Nok,d/w < 1, we can trealN? as discontinuous, s¢, is contin-
uous across the interface, afdz)/B; = 1, as is the case for the
lower curve in Figur€AlL (top panel). In FigureJAl (bottom pBn
we varyk, d, fixing w/Ny = 0.01, for two values ofu./No. In this
case, we havé\ok, d/w = 1 whenk,d = 0.01. The normalized
eigenfunctions approach one lasd decreases, and the numerical
solutions begin to deviate slightly from the analytic pridin near
k.d = 0.01. These results indicate that our analytic solution for
&, nearz is accurate provided we are in the smobdthlimit. The
numerical solutions also show how the eigenfunctions itians
between the smooth and discontinudifslimits.

APPENDIX B: PIECEWISE LINEAR N2

In the limit of smoothN?, the eigenfunctions, Green'’s function, and
IGW flux all depend on the nature of the transition betweeisrad
tive and convective regions. In this paper, we focus on tise cha
tanh profile (Appendik’A), as we think it is the best simple reloaf

this transition region. However, in this appendix, we cdesian-
other analytically tractable transition—a piecewise dns? pro-
file. This is the most abrupt transition possible, and thuwiges
a lower limit to the &iciency of wave excitation for a “smooth”
radiative-convective transition.

We assuméN? is given by

N2 if z< —d/2,
N?(2) ={ (N2-w?)/2-(N2+w?)(z/d) if —d/2<z<d/2
oy if 2> d/2.
(B1)
We have thaN?(2) = w? at the point
S el —22a)2—a)§ (9) (B2)
N + w? 2
and thatN?(z) = 0 at
NZ - w? (d
= — | =] B3
4 Ng + W? (2) (®3)

The solutions in each region are

& = BpcosMNok, (z+ d/2)/w) + By sin(Nok, (z+ d/2)/w), (B4)
forz< -d/2,

& = Ciexpki(z-d/2) + Coexpk, (z—-d/2)), (BS)
forz>d/2,

& = DA (K{%(z-2))+ DoBi (K{®(z-2)). (B6)

for —d/2<z<d/2

where Ai, Bi are the Airy functions of the first and second kind
and

_dk@

K. - _ﬁNg+w§
! dz

= 2
2 d w

We can relate the six cficients in eqnd_B#-B6 to one another
using four boundary conditiong; and £, must be continuous at
z=+d/2.

First consider the boundary a& +d/2. The argument of the
Airy functions at this boundary is

(B7)

W? + w?
2/3 1/3
(N2 +w2)™ ()"

This is much smaller than one unldsgl is extremely large. One
can check that IGW excitation is exponentially suppressbdnwv
w?k,d/N2 > 1. Thus, we will assume that’k,d/N3 < 1. This
implies that Ajg/2, Bilg/2, Ai’lg/2, Bi’lg/2 are all of order one, where
we have introduced the shorthand,A¢ Ai(K;*(z - z)), and sim-
ilarly for the other functions. To order of magnitude, we &alvat

(wzkj_d

2/3
(de)Z/s[ N2) . (®8)
0

C1 +C; ~ D1Ailg/2 + D2Bilgj2, (B9)
and
1/3
C:1-Cp~ kl (D1AI"|g/2 + D2Bi'lg)2) - (B10)
1
Notice that
1 N2+ w? 3
1/3 0 c
Ky /ky ~ (@ 2 ) > 1 (B11)

Now consider the boundary at= —d/2. The argument of the
Airy functions at this boundary is

|

w2
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1/3

(B12)

N2 2/3
(kld)zls( & NOde) > 1,

w



where the last inequality follows from assuming that we arthe
smoothN? limit. We thus have

Nok, d\™®
§z|—d/2 "’( oL )
2 Nokid T (2 Nokid T
X chos(§ » 4_1)+ D25|n(§ » + 4_1)] (B13)
implying
-1/6
By ~ (N"Z*d) (D1 cosg@) + D2 sin(g))., (B14)

where¢ = (2/3)(Nok,.d/w) + nr/4. Similarly, by comparing?, on
either side oz = —d/2 we find
B, - (Nokld)l/e
w

(=Dssin(g) + D, cosg)) . (B15)

Using these boundary conditions, we find that the physical

eigenfunction is
L~ 1/6
T B (MY expik, (2 0/2)) 2> d/2,

(B16)
where we usesuperscript Lto denote the eigenfunction for the
piecewise linear R profile, andB; ~ B, ~ B;. An unphysical
eigenfunction is

B, Sin(Noki(‘f—d/Z))

-1/6
( NOde) No o
w

(Biexp(-k.(z-d/2)) + Brexpk.(z- d/2))  z>d/2,

(B17)

whereB, ~ B; ~ B,. Note that the constanBs, B, in 75 andBy, B,

in &L vary sinusoidally withd (as well as the other parameters of

the problem). Thus, although for most valuesldfiey are the same

size, there are specific valuestfior which one term is much larger

than the other.

The Green'’s function foz < 0 and/ > 0 is then

' \po (Nok,d\"®
Gt~ 3 LI ()
#6en ;Noki\/t

x &z ') expEk.l — i (t - 7)).

Blcos(w) + stin(W) z<-d/2,

z< —-d/2,
&~

3%

(B18)

APPENDIX C: MODE PROJECTION FORMALISM
(GK90)

In GK90, an amplitude equation is derived by projecting the i

homogeneous wave equation onto specific modes. We will show

that their approach gives the same result as our Green'sidanc
approach, provided that the correct inner product is used.

First start with the inhomogeneous equation fgrin the
Boussinesq approximation

02
vzﬁgz +N2V2g, =S, (C1)

In the mode projection formalism, we decomp@sas
1
VA

wheren,(z, w’) are the physical solutions satisfying the homoge-
neous wave equation. Substituting this into the inhomogese

& DAL W)z ) explix + iky - o), (C2)
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wave equation, multiplying byor;(z w) expikx — ikyy + iwt)
and integrating oved®xdt, we find

w t . . .
AL w)| = %—Vﬁf—w drfdxdyexp(—lkxx—|kyy+|wr)

L
x f dzpoS(x.y. £ TG w). (C3)
Z

A crucial step in deriving this is using

k2
f d2000.m(Z, " )0,(Z ©) = Sy — .
ww

— (C4)
That is, then,(z w) are orthogonal with respect to the inner prod-
uct(a,by = fdzooazaﬁzb*. This follows from our normalization
equation (eqri_27) and the polarization conditions (Ehn. 7)
Although we use&; as our perturbation variable in this paper,
GK90 usessp. The inhomogeneous wave equation & in the
Boussinesq approximation is
2 02 292 S
\% ﬁ6p+N Viop=S, (C5)
whereS ~ (pow?/k.) S. As above, we can decompose into
eigenmodes

op Z A(t; 0)0p(z ") explkex + ikyy —iw't),  (C6)

_ 1

VA
wheredp(z ') are the physical solutions satisfying the homoge-
neous wave equation. When we put this into the inhomogeneous
wave equation, multiply byod p*(z w) exp-ik.x —ikyy +iwt), and
integrate oved®xdt, one might think that

t
AL w)] 2 f dr f dxdyexp(ik,x — ikyy + iwt)

1 b=
e L dZpeS(%.Y, £, 7)6p" (¢ w).

X — (C7)
2a)ng§

Usingsp(Z; w) ~ (pow?/K.)n¢; w) (eqn[ID), we see that this es-
timate of |A(t; w)| differs from our estimate usirg (eqn.[CB) by
w?/N3. This leads to an underestimation of the flux in IGWs by
~ M4,

The discrepancy is due to using the incorrect inner product.
Implicit in the derivation of eqr_Q7 is the assumption thetdp
are orthogonal under the same inner product agthee.,

[ dwotnontzose@o) Zow it (€O
However, one can check that thp are not orthogonal with respect
to this inner producﬁ. Rather, they are orthogonal with respect to
(a,by = [dzoptab, i.e.,
2

f d2056p(Z W) P (Z ©) = S e ‘l:)—z (C9)
L

Thus, if we integrate the inhomogeneous wave equation twitte

3 Using the properties of Hermitian operators, one can shawttiesp
IGW eigenfunctions of eqii._C5 are orthogonal under the ipneduct de-
fined in eqn[CB. However, for the mode projection to be wefingel, we
must work in a complete basis, and the IGWs alone do not forongptete
basis (in the convection zone). Our resolution of this appainconsistency
is to note that the eigenfunctions of the full non-Boussineave equation
do form a complete basis (this includes sound waves in addiid@Ws).
Moreover, one can show that the eigenfunctions for the non-Boussinesq
equations are only orthogonal under the inner product dé&fimeqn[C9.
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respect taz, multiply by p56p*(z w) expikyx — ikyy + iwt), and
integrate oved®xdt, we get

1 t
——— dr | dxdyexp(ik.x —ikyy + iwt)
2w3 VA \f:oo f

L —
x f dzpsS(x,y. £, 7)o" (£ ). (C10)
Z

|A(t; w)| =

One can check that this is consistent with the calculatiomgus.

If one uses a Green’s function this issue of orthogonaliyeun
different inner products becomes trivial. Using the expansiions
Sec@ we have

\/—_ ZA(t W")ézrad(Z, ') eXPlkyX + ikyy — iw't) =

f de dé,z Ezrad(Z, W )¢ W )S explie’(t - 7)),

Nok, LW(0) (C1)

wherez < z. Since both the left and right hand sides are in the span

of {&;rad}le, We can simply use the inner product defined by
<§zrad(2; ), Ezrad(Z ') = O - (C12)

Taking(&,rad(z w), -) of eqn[CI1, multiplying by expfikx—ik,y+
iwt), and integrating in the horizontal directions, we get

e L[ X (D)
Alt; w) = ﬁf_m dedXdyL dgNOkLL WO
x S(X,Y, ¢, 1) expikex — ikyy + iwt).

(C13)

This is eqn[2b, which can easily be manipulated into qi$3@9
using the eigenfunctions. Note that we cannot use such ar inn

product in the mode decomposition formalism because we need

to calculate terms likésp*(¢; w), S(X,Y, ¢, 7)), and thus need an
explicit formula for the inner product in terms of integralger/.

Finally, we will demonstrate that the mode projection
formalism—when done correctly—and the Green’s function fo
malism give the same result. Specifically, we will show that
eqns[CB and C13 are equivalent. First note Wf) is a constant
for our wave equation. We want to show that

1 Pow
=, Cl14
Nok LW ~ 2k2 (C14)
We can evaluat®V in the radiative zone, and find
W= 2Nok, B1B, N 2k, , (C15)
w NowLpg

where we have used ednl] 28. This proves that the two forronkati
are equivalent.
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