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Bounds on heat flux for Rayleigh-Bénard convection
between Navier-slip fixed-temperature boundaries

Theodore D. Drivas, Huy Q. Nguyen, and Camilla Nobili

ABSTRACT. We study two-dimensional Rayleigh-Bénard convection with Navier-slip, fixed temper-
ature boundary conditions and establish bounds on the Nusselt number. As the slip-length varies
with Rayleigh number Ra, this estimate interpolates between the Whitehead—Doering bound by
Raiz for free-slip conditions [13] and classical Doering—Constantin Raz bound [4].

1. Introduction

The standard Rayleigh-Bénard convection model describes the dynamics of a fluid layer confined
between two rigid plates held at different uniform temperatures: the lower plate is hot and the
upper plate is cool. This temperature difference triggers density variations of the fluid layers and
instability ensues, leading to a convective fluid motion and, as the control parameter Rayleigh
number Ra increases, eventually becomes turbulent. Rayleigh-Bénard convection is a paradigm of
nonlinear dynamics, including pattern formation and fully developed turbulence and has important
applications in meteorology, oceanography and industry. A principal quantity of interest due to
its relevance in geophysical and industrial applications is the vertical heat transport across the
domain. This is usually expressed through the non-dimensional Nusselt number Nu, which is the
ratio between the total heat flux and the flux due to thermal conduction. Famously, experiment
and numerical simulation suggest a power-law scaling for the Nusselt number Nu

Nu ~ Pr®Ra®  for some o, 8 € R,

where Ra and Pr are the non-dimensional Rayleigh and Prandtl number, respectively. In [15] a
systematic theory for the scaling of the Nusselt number Nu is proposed, based on the decomposition
of the global thermal and kinetic energy dissipation rates into their boundary layer and bulk
contributions. As such, it is of interest to provide mathematical constraints on allowed exponents
from the equations of motion.

In physical theories, scaling laws are based, in part, on the structure of (thermal and viscous)
boundary layers. It is therefore interesting to understand how the heat transport properties change
with respect to different choice of boundary conditions for the velocity. Most research has focused on
the cases where the velocity field satisfies the no-slip 2} 3}, 4}, 0] and free-slip boundary conditions
[11), 12, 13, 14]. In this paper we consider the nondimensional Rayleigh-Bénard convection model
subject to Navier-slip boundary conditions. We note that, in contrast to the free-slip boundary
conditions studied by Whitehead—Doering, the Navier-slip boundary conditions allow for vorticity
to be produced at the boundary. In a sense, these conditions interpolate between the no-slip and
free-slip conditions as the slip length is increased from 0 to co. As such our bounds degenerate to
those available for no-slip in the small slip length regime. As we show later in this paper, the bound
Nu < Ra%, holds uniformly in Prandtl number in any dimension and for any boundary conditions
such that the vertical component of the velocity is zero at the (upper and lower) boundaries. At
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fixed Pr, this bound corresponds to the classical Spiegel-Kraichnan scaling and has since been
termed the “ultimate regime”. To this day, there is active debate regarding the validity of the
ultimate regime insofar as it can be inferred from data [7, (5, [18]. We remark that the bound holds
in any dimension and for any of the three type of boundary conditions mentioned above and its
estimation uses only non-penetration of the velocity at the walls.

We now describe our setup precisely. Let Q = [0,T'] x [0, 1] be the channel with boundaries at
{z2 = 0} and {x9 = 1} and periodic in z1. We consider the Rayleigh-Bénard system [9]

1

E(Btu—l—u-Vu)—kVp—Au: RaTes, in €, (1)
V-ou=0, in Q, (2)
0T +u-VT = AT, in Q, (3)

1
Ohuy = on {zg =0}, (4)

S

1
—Oouy = U on {xy =1}, (5)

S
ug =0, on {ra=0}U{zy =1}, (6)
T=1, on {zy =0}, (7)
T =0, on {xzg =1} (8)

In the horizontal direction x1, all the unknowns are I'-periodic. See Figure [1| for a depiction of the
setup in 2d. For higher dimensions, ey in equation becomes e4 and the boundary conditions
are f@ in all tangential components. There are two nondimensional parameters appearing in
the system: the Rayleigh number Ra which expresses the strength of the thermal forcing and the
Prandt]l number Pr which represents the ratio of kinematic viscosity to thermal diffusivity.

FIGURE 1. Visualization (with data from no-slip convection [17]) of temperature field.

As — is already non-dimensional, the Nusselt number is defined simply by
Nu := (ueT — 9T, 9)



where we have introduced notation for the long-time, global-in-space average

1 T 1 I r1
(p) = lim sup/ / / o(x1,x2,t) dry dzy dt. (10)
T 0 I 0 0

T—o0

We shall also write (p),; for the long-time and x; average. Our main result is the following:

THEOREM 1. Let Lg > 0. Then

e For any d > 2, we have

Nu < Ra?. (11)
e For d =2, if Pr satisfies L¢*Pr? > Ra%, then for all Ra > 1 it holds
Nu < Ratz + L, 2Raz. (12)

The implicit constants depend only on T, || To|| e and ||ug||yy1,r for any fized r € (2,00).
Note that when Lg = ¢,Ra® with ¢ > 0 then for Pr > csflRa%*O‘ the bound reads

5 . 1
Nu < Rap(o‘), pla) := {12 ifa >3

: 13
$—20 f0<a<g (13)

Theorem [1| recovers the Whitehead-Doering bound of [13] in 2d with Ly = oo and of [14] in 3d
with Ls = Pr = oco. For smaller slip-lengths, the bound approaches the classical result of
Doering—Constantin [4]. Our result improves upon available bounds at fixed Prandtl numbers
when the system is equipped with no-slip boundary conditions instead of f provided that the

slip-length is sufficiently large Ls > CSRa%, suggesting that the Navier-slip conditions may slightly
inhibit turbulent heat transport. We remark that the work of Choffrut-Nobili-Otto [2] for no-slip

1 1
boundaries (in arbitrary dimensions) gives Nu < Ra3 for Pr > Ra3s, which improves the bound
over Doering—Constantin in that regime. Similar arguments may improve our estimates in that
case. Moreover we observe that for the 3d model with free-slip boundary conditions, Wang and

Whitehead proved the estimate Nu < Raiz + Gr? Rat where the Grashof number Gr = % is small.

REMARK 1 (Infinite Prandtl number). For d > 2, Pr = oo, J. Whitehead (unpublished) proved
Nu < Raiz for all Ls > 0. In Remark |3 we show how this follows from our argument.

Inspired by [13], we employ the background field method with the simple ansatz of a background
profile 7(z2) being constant in the bulk and linear in the boundary layers of size §. Since the Navier-
slip conditions allow vorticity production at the walls, our argument is delicate in a number of places
compared to that for free-slip conditions. A consequence of the vorticity production at the walls is
the lack of conservation of the mean of u;. As a result, our uniform-in-time bound for the kinetic
energy grows linearly with the slip-length L¢ (see Lemma [I|and Remark . Another consequence is
that the uniform-in-time bound for the enstrophy does not follow directly from an energy estimate
for the vorticity equation. Here, following an idea in [8], we establish the uniform LP bounds

1
Jo(®) o < C(Jlwoller + lluollzz +Ra) >0, pe[1,00). (14)
S

Firstly, yields the long-time average enstrophy balance . Secondly, is carefully com-
bined with an appropriate pressure estimate (see ) to handle the bad boundary term in in
such a way that our Nusselt bound recovers the result in [13] when Ls — oo.

Following [13], we use the long-time average energy/enstrophy balances and reduce the proof of
to establishing the positivity of certain quadratic functional Q (see Prop. |§) when parameters
are suitably chosen. By obtaining a new estimate for the term (7'u36) generated by the background
field, we bypass a Fourier argument in [13] and base the proof entirely in physical space.
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2. Energy Identities and Uniform Bounds

In what follows, we always consider smooth initial data so that the system — has a
unique global smooth solution. See e.g. [I, 6]. We will repeatedly use that [|T(t)| o) <
max{1, | To|[ o (q)} for all £ > 0 by the maximum principle. Without loss of generality, we consider
initial data ||Tp[zo(q) < 1 so that

1T oo () < 1. (15)

Now we recall the well-known (see e.g. [4]) identification of the Nusselt number with the heating
rate

PROPOSITION 1. The Nusselt number satisfies Nu = (|[VT|?).

ProoF. Multiplying the temperature equation by T', integrating by part in space, and using
the incompressibility condition and the boundary conditions for us and 7', we get

1d
th”THL?(Q) —[IVT[I72 (0 _/0 0T |, _od

Since [|T'(?)(|z2(q) is uniformly bounded in ¢, averaging in time yields
(IVTP) = (0T, _o)ons

where (-),, denotes the long time and x; average. On the other hand, if we integrate in x1 and
time average, we find Oo(usT — 92T'),, = 0. Integrating in xo gives

(upT — 9T )iy = ((uaT — BT, _o)ay = (=0T

120

In view of the definition (9), we deduce that Nu = —(9,T| = (|VT)?). O

To= 0
PROPOSITION 2 (Energy Balance). Strong solutions of f satisfy the balance

1 d

o qglllE +IVuliEa + o = (la Bggeymryy + e Baggepoyy ) = R /Q wTde.  (16)

PROOF. Dotting equation with u, integrating over {2 and using and @, we find

1 d
o qgllle = [ - st Ra [ wTd.

Using the periodicity and , and @ gives

r
/u-Au dx:—]VuH%g—i—/ (u-agu )dxl
Q 0 z2=0

r
= —||Vul72 +/ <82u1u1 ) dzq
0 xo=0

1
= ~I19ullts ~ ¢ (halaqaamryy + alaggaamn)) -

—u - Ou
xro=1

— Ohurug
xo=1

From the energy balance, we find that the kinetic energy is bounded for all times.

LEMMA 1. The energy of u satisfies the following bound

u®)|l 2 < lluoll e 2P ™™ b5} 1 3P max{1,Li}Ra, Vit > 0. (17)



PrOOF. From the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

To 2 1
nten ) < 2un(er 0P +2 ([ oo n)ldn) < 2o, 0P + 200 [ 1ovunor,) Py
0 0
and thus upon integrating over €2, we obtain
luillZ2 () < 2llua (- 0) 17200,y + 2102ur 720 -

Combing this with the Poincaré inequality [[ua|z2(q) < [|O2u2l[12(q), we obtain

lullZ2iy < 2llua(, 0201y + 3l Vull72()-
In addition, the temperature T' obeys the maximum principle (L5)); hence | T(¢)[| 2 < [Q||T'(¢)|| z <
I'. Then, Proposition [2] gives

1d 2 . 1
ﬁ&”u”m < 2Ral’ — gmln{l,L—s}HUHLz. (18)
([l

REMARK 2. Consider the free-slip boundary conditions uo = 0 and dsu; = 0 on x5 = 0, 1,
which can be formally obtained by setting Ls = oo in @—. The (spatial) mean of u; is conserved
upon integrating the first component of . Appealing to the Galilean symmetry of the system,
one can assume without loss of generality that the mean of w; is zero for all time. Consequently,
the Poincaré inequality ||ul|z2 < C||Vu| 12 holds. Then, the energy balance

1 d
2Pr dt
yields the uniform bound |lu(t)||z2 < e T |lwollz2 + C||To|| L~ Ra. This bound is better than by

the factor Lg in front of Ra. On the other hand, for the Navier-slip boundary condition, the mean
of u; is not conserved due to the generation of vorticity at the walls.

lul22 = —|| V|22 + Ra /Q woTdar

COROLLARY 1 (Average Energy Balance). The following balance holds

1
(Val?) + (t3],,-0) + (@3],,_)) = Ra(Nu—1). (19)
ProoF. Using the boundary conditions for the temperature 7, one finds
Nu =1+ (uT) (20)

from the definition @ Then the claim follows upon integrating (16]) in time and taking the long
time limit using the uniform bound for ||u(t)||;2 given by Lemma O

PROPOSITION 3 (Pressure-Poisson equation). The pressure in satisfies

1
Ap = —EVuT : Vu + RadyT in Q, (21)
1
—agp = L—ﬁlul —Ra on {xg = 0}, (22)
1
Oap = L—alul on {xg =1} (23)
S

PRrROOF. The equation follows from taking the divergence of the momentum equation. The
boundary conditions come from tracing the second component of the momentum equation along
the boundaries. Specifically, one has

82]3 = 822U2 + RaT = —81(92711 + RaT,
where Jyuq is given by and . O
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PROPOSITION 4. For any r € (2,00), there exists C = C(r,T") such that
Il o) < O (- Iorwliaey + RallTlacmy + ol ol o) (24)
PRrROOF. On one hand, using the boundary conditions f gives

r
[ pdv e = 1ol + [ pourizzZlae,
0

r

17
= —||Vpll72 + L/o (pO1U1 | z9=1 + PO1UL | go=0) A1 — Ra/o Plao=oda.
S

On the other hand, using , and , we find
1 r
/pAp de = —— / pVul : Vu dz — Ra/ OopTdx — Ra/ P|zy=0dxy.
0 Pr Jo Q 0

Consequently,

e 1
||Vp||%2 = / (pO1U1|gy=1 + POLUL |zy=0) dT1 + — / pVul Vo dz + Ra/ OopTdzx.
LS 0 PI' 0 (9]
By virtue of the Sobolev trace inequality and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

1 1

IVpli72 S Pl 10| e + Ralipll g |17 2 + ﬁIIPVUT V|
S

11

For any r € (2,00), letting % =5 — -, we have ¢ € (2,00) and

lpVa® s Vul o < pllzelVull 2 Vullzr < Cllplla lwllz2 o] -

where we use the Sobolev embedding and .
Since p has mean zero, we have ||p||z1 < C||Vp||12, so that upon using d1u; = —0daug we get

1 C
1Pl S —ll02ul[ g + Ral| T 22 + o [[wl 2 flw] -
L Pr

From Lemma [6] and (62), ||Vul|z2 = ||w||z2 and ||daus|| g1 < C||01w]| 2, whence follows. O

PROPOSITION 5 (Vorticity formulation). The vorticity w = V+-u where V- = (=0, 01) satisfies

1

ﬁ(atw +u-Vw) — Aw = Rao T in Q, (25)

1
—w = —u on {xe =0}, (26)

Ls

1
W= on {xg=1}. (27)

S

ProOOF. Equation follows from taking the curl of the momentum equation ([L). The bound-
ary conditions — follow from the conditions — since the vorticity on the boundary is
simply w = —0yuq upon recalling ((6]). O

LEMMA 2. The normal derivative of vorticity satisfies

1
— Dow = ﬁ(atul + ulalul) +0ip, on {xg2 =0} and {zg = 1}. (28)
Proor. Using incompressibility of u, we find
O = —822u1 + 0109u9 = —Auyg. (29)
From the first component of traced on the boundary (using us = 0 there) we have
1
Aug = —(&tul + ulalul) + O1p. (30)

Pr



0
PROPOSITION 6 (Enstrophy Balance). The following identity holds
opr g 1llze + Aprd (||U1\|L2({m2:1}) + HulHLQ({mg:O})) + [[Vwl[72
L ; (31)
= — </ pOLUq dxq —I—/ po1U1 dm1> + Ra/ wo Tdx.
LS 0 xro=1 0 xo=0 0
Proor. Multiplying by w and integrating over the domain, we obtain
1 d
ﬁéﬂwH%Q = /QwAwda: + Ra/ﬂw@lex, (32)
where we have use the non-penetration boundary conditions for the velocity @ Now note that
r r
/ wAwdr = —|| Vw2 + / whow dz; — / whow dzq
Q 0 z2=1 0 22=0
e e
= —HVwH%z + / w1 0w dxy + / U1 09w dzq
Ls 0 ro=1 LS 0 z2=0
2 1 d Yoy by
=—||V - — d d
IVl = S5 pra </0 U, M +/0 fa P xl)
1 r r
+ — </ O1u1p dzy +/ Oruyp dﬂfl) ,
LS 0 To= 0 x2=0
where we have used Lemma [2] together with periodicity of the function u; in xy. O
Next we provide uniform in time bounds for the vorticity
LEMMA 3 (LP vorticity bounds). Let Ls > 1, p € [1,00). There is C = C(p,T') < oo so that
1
lw(®)|lLe < C<||w0||Lp + = lhuollzz + Ra> Vit > 0. (33)
S

PROOF. Since €2 is bounded it suffices to prove for p € (2,00). To this end, we follow a
strategy used in [8]. For arbitrary T > 0 set

1
A= e (gaa=01yx0,1)
S

and consider the problems

%(8&& +u- V(:):t) — A4+ = Rao\T in Q,

@t |t=0 = E|wo in €,
Wy ==xA on {xg =0} U{xe =1}
Now let w/, := w — @x. This quantity satisfies
%(Gtw;—l—u-Vw’i)—Aw;:O in Q,
W |t=0 = wo F |wol in O
—wl = Llsul +A on {zy =0},
Wl = lul FA on {zy =1}

Ls
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By the maximum principle, we have w/ < 0 and w” > 0 a.e. Q x [0,7). Thus we obtain
w_ <w < wy and hence

lw] < max{|@y]|, |0_|} a.e. Qx[0,7). (34)
We now bound w4 in LP. We focus on w = @, the other is similar. Let @ := & — A. This solves
1
ﬁ(&gd} +u-Vo)— Av = Rao, T in Q,
(2)‘,5:0 = ]wg\ —A in Q,
w=20 on {zy =0} U{zy=1}.

We now perform LP estimates; multiplying by &|@[P~2 where p > 2 we find
1d 9
HwH -1) |Vw| |wP~*dxr = —Ra 81 HTdz.
We bound using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young s inequality

1 1
<(p-1) ( / |w|2|a|p—2dx>2 <Ra2 / |&J]p_2T2dx>2

<Pl / Ve + 2 ol Ra2 ]

Ra

/ O (&)|wP~H)Tdx
Q

where we used that ||T'||p~ = 1. Thus we obtain
1d —1 -1, 2 _
Ll + 2 [ [VaPap-2de < P j0f Re? o
dt 2 Jo 2
Finally, since w vanishes on the boundary, we have the Poincaré inequality

— D 4 P9 4
Vo |@fP~?dz = IIVIwI 172 > Nwl2l72 = 5wl
/Q L 205 L p2C]§ Lp

Thus we obtain (dividing through by Hof;||p ?) the inequality
. -1 4 p—1 2
ol < -2l + ElaliRat

It follows that for all ¢ > 0

(p—1

N ~ *tp202) pCp 1 _t .
&(®)llze < l@ollzre 7% +21017Ra < C(Jwollre™ +A+Ra), C=C.D).  (35)

Given this bound, we estimate A using interpolation as follows

1 C C
A< fs|‘u||Lm(QX(0,T)) < = ||“||L°<> ([0,T);L2) HVUHLOQ ([0,7];L2) E||“||L°°([o,T];L3)

C’ C
<= H“”Loo ([0,T1;L2) HWHLoo (0.T]:L7) fs\\ulle([o,T];Lg)

st

1 1
< C: 3 + L 1wl Los jo,17;22) + €llwll oo (o, 77;2)
S

where 6 = 2 € (0,1), e > 0 is arbitrary and, appealing to Lemma @ we used ||Vullze < ||lwl|ze-
By virtue of Lemmal7 11} for Lg > 1 we obtain

A< €. (Lllollze + Ra) + ellll~ oy
S



In view of this, and , choosing € small enough gives

1
|l oo 0,172y < C(Hwolle + T luollz2 + Ra),
S
where C' is independent of T'. Since T > 0 is arbitrary, this completes the proof. (|

An immediate consequence of the enstrophy balance and the uniform vorticity bound
is the following global balance

COROLLARY 2 (Average Enstrophy Balance). We have the balance for long-time averages

<|Vw\2> = I_ls ((P81u1‘x2:1> + <p31u1‘x220>> + Ra(wo T'). (36)

3. Proof of Theorem [

The theorem follows by an application of the background field method [4]. This method is
based on adopting the ansatz

T(ZCl,l’Q,t) =: T(.%'Q) —|—9(£C1,$2,t). (37)
We choose the “background” profile 7 : [0, 1] — [0, 1] to be the continuous function given by
nE z € [0,0]
7(2)2:1—% J z€(0,1-9), (38)

z4+20—-1 ze€[l-6,1]

for some § > 0 to be chosen later in the proof. Note that

1 z€]0,6)
7'(2) = Y 0 z€(6,1-9). (39)
1 ze(1-94,1]

Note that HT'H%Q([ = 5=. Note that 6 vanishes at the boundaries z = {0,1}.

0,1])
ProposITION 7. With 8 and T defined by and , the following identity holds

1
Nu— o = —{(|VO?) — 2(7"uz8). (40)
PROOF. According to Proposition |1} the decomposition and the profile , we have
Nu = ([VO*) + (171 720,17 + 2(7020). (41)
Inserting now the ansatz into (3]), we find the fluctuation 6 satisfies
00 +uom +u-VO— A — 7" =0 in Q, (42)
0=0 on {zga=0}U{zy =1} (43)

Integrating against # and taking the long-time average (using the fact that 6, like T', is uniformly
bounded in time), we obtain

(T'090) = —(|VO|*) — (T"uzb). (44)
This argument can be made rigorous by smooth approximation of the profile 7. Inserting this
equality above yields the claimed identity. O

Similarly to the bound of Doering—Constantin for the no-slip boundary condition [4], we have

LEMMA 4. For any Ls > 0, we have Nu < RaZ.



10 THEODORE D. DRIVAS, HUY Q. NGUYEN, AND CAMILLA NOBILI

ProoOF. Equation implies Nu < 55 —2(7'u36). Since 7/ = 35 on its support (0,6)U(1,1-6)
and 6 and us vanish on 2o =0, 1, we have

821, 29)| < V3l|0eB(ar, 20y Vo € (0,8)U (1,1 3)
and similarly for us. Consequently,
1t 1
F/ / 2|7’/’U,29’d$2d$1 S 5fH62u2|],;z(m|]829HL2(Q)
0 Jo

Integrating in time and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

[(=27"us0)| < 20(|0auaf?)Z (|0201%) % (45)
Appealing to Proposition [1] and Corollary [T we deduce
1 1
Nu < o<+ 25(Nu)2 (Nu — 1)Ra)2 < S5t + 20NuRaz . (46)
Choosing § ~ Nu=2Ra~1 by balancing the contributions of each term yields Nu < RaZ . O

To improve the bound, we follow [13] by using the energy and enstrophy balances
1
(a) == (|Vw|?) — 0 (p@lul‘x ) <p81u1‘x2:0)) — Ra(wd, T),

(b) i= (Val?) + = ({ud],p) + w8, p)) — Ra(Nu = 1)

Note that (a) = (b) = 0 by Corollary |1} and [2| Thus in view of we have

Nu = 2% _([VO) — 207 usf) — %(b) _ a(a), (47)

for all b€ [0,1) and a € R.
PROPOSITION 8. Let 6 >0, b€ [0,1), a >0 and M > 0. Then the following identity holds

(1—b)Nu+b—2—15+MRa — Ql0,u, ], (48)

where Q[0,u, 7] is defined by
Qlf, u, 7] := MRa® + (|010]?) + (|020]%) + 2(1"uz6)

b b
+ =l + = ; (tw3],) + (031, 0))
+a(Vel’) — - ~ (o l,,_,) + (porwl,,_,)) — aRalwdrf). (49)

The strategy is to show that Q is non-negative for an appropriate choice of 6 := §(Ra). Then
will yield the desired bound on the Nusselt number. This requires bounds for the pressure and
for 2(7'us0), where the former is handled by virtue of and the latter requires a bound different
from (45)). The main result is

PROPOSITION 9. There exists a universal constant Ly > 0 such that for all Ls > Lo and Pr
3
such that L&?Pr? > Ra2, we have

Nu<Rai + L, 2Raz,  VRa > 1. (50)

Here, the implicit constant depends only on T, ||Tol|p~ and ||ug|lyy1.- for any fized r € (2,00).
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PrOOF. First we use Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality to get

[aRa(wdh0)] < = Ra (w]?) + <\<919\2>, (51)

so that O of Proposition |§| enjoys the lower bound

CL2 2
O, u,7] > MRa® + L {1010%) + (02612 + 2(r'us6) + (Ffa - Sa )<|w\2> + a{|Vel?)

+ R:Ls ((u%}12:1> + <U%|12:0>> - L% <<P31U1}12:1> + (palul‘x2:0>) ,

Note that from the Sobolev trace inequality and the incompressibility, we have

Cra Cia
)| < T el 92unll2) < TVl 22000l ).
S

(52)

+ (pOru |

xro2= 1 z2=0

where we used and C; = C1(I"). To bound the pressure, we recall from that for any
€ (2,00),

1
Iplln o < C (T 10wl +RalT iz + ool el ):
Recall also from Lemma [3] that ||w||zr < C(||uo|lw1.» + Ra) and hence

U 1,r + Ra
Crllllin oy < a0z + Ra+ LR o)),

Using Young’s inequality ylelds

aCt ugl||y1- + Ra
Vbl 10wl < 57 lonw (Ra -+ Teollwrr +Ray )

C‘02 2 ), a3 2, [[uol[3y 1. Ra?
=< FHalem + §HaleL2 o2 Ra®+ — 5 llw wlze + pz @il |-

2
Choosing M = ;ILLQZ in the definition on Q, we find

1 9 9 , b a’Ra? CLCQHUOHWl r aC’%Ra2 9
> - 9 2
0l 7] 2 1010F) + 0u6%) + 2(s"wat) + . — T - 2N SOy
1 C
a5 = 32)1veP) (53)
LEMMA 5. For some Cy > 0 and any € > 0 we have
(a) )
_ €
[2(r"u20)| < 5 (0201%) + Coo%e ™ {|wl*) + 7 (|01w?), (54)
(b) )
_2 €
2(r"u20)| < <|029| %) + Cod'e ™3 (|wf?) + - (0Fw]?). (55)

Proor orF LEMMA [Bl Note that

1 1 5 1
2/ T usfdzy = = (/ usfdxs +/ uﬁdm) .
0 o \Jo 1-6

We shall consider the first integral; the second one is treated similarly. Since # and us vanish on
x9 = 0, we have

0(z1, 2)| < /22(|020(21, )| L2(0,20)>  |u2(z1,22)| < 22| O2us (w1, )| (0,1) V2 € (0,1),
where, for the second bound, we used the fundamental theorem of calculus to have wua(z1,22) =
foxz Oouz(z1,2)dz < ToSUP< <y, |O2uz(71,7)|. Noting that fol Ooug(x1,x9)dre = 0, we deduce
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Oqua (1, z0) = 0 for some zp = 2zp(x1) € (0,1). Then by the fundamental theorem of calculus and
Hoélder’s inequality, we obtain

z2
/ oo (21, 2)05us (21, 2)dz

20

|Oauz (21, w2)|> = 2 < 02ua(@1, )l 2.1y |103u2(21, )| 12(0,1)- (56)

Applying Hélder’s inequality for x; yields

3
2

(=%

4 1 1
; ugfdzodzy *|!329||L2(Q)||32U2H22(Q)H3§U2||22(Q)

S

3
02

ﬂ\Q

1 1
102011 2 ]| 2 11 22

where we have used Lemma |§| and .
Proof of (a): From the above we have

C 3 _1 1 1 1
1< 210501120 105wl gy HeF 01 gy -
Taking the time average and using the Hoélder and Young inequalities, we deduce
1 _ €
(1) < 5{10a01%) + C6% ™ {Jwl*) + *<I5‘1w\2>-

Proof of (b): As in (56), we have the interpolation inequality H31w||L2(Q) wll 20 107wl £2(0)
Thus we obtain the bound

C 3 1. 3 1 1
I'< 7110202y {02e 4Hw|liz(g)}{€4Ha%wﬂia(g)}
1
< *||329HL2 +Co{52€ 4||w||L2(Q b2 {6 107wl 2 ) *.
The proof is complete. U

Applying Lemma [5[ (a) with £ = a to , we find

b a?Ra®  aC3llugll?,1,  aC2Ra® _
Qi 7] 2 1010F) + 5 1020P) + g — o - “AI R — SR gt ) ()

vaf5 - ff)qw ). (57)

Clearly, the coefficient of (|Vw|?) in is positive for sufficiently large Ls. Fixing an arbitrary

b e (0,1) and imposing Ls? Pr? > Ra? and a = agRa"2 gives

A b a?Ra? B aC3|uo]f3y1.. B aC3Ra’ S b a? B aoC3 ||uo |31, B aoC3
" Ra 2 2L.? Pr? 2L2Pr2 ~ Ra  2Ra Ra® 2Ra

We choose
b Ra?

io0cg ™ U gz )

so that A > 2—38. Letting § solve ﬁ = 2Cp6%a; " RaE, the coefficient of (Jw|?) in is positive
and hence Q is positive. This gives
1
aob 6 _ 5
0=|(-—% ] Ra 12.
(400)

2 1 2
In view of . ) with M = 2, we obtain Nu < (@) 6Ra% + a02C’2 L572Ra%. Inserting ag we
finally arrive at ( . O

apg =

=
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For L € (0, Lg), we have Nu < Ra2 according to Lemma and hence the bound is still
valid. If Lg = oo, the entire argument follows the same way in view of Remark

REMARK 3 (A proof of the Pr = oo result of Whitehead). If Pr = oo, the inertial term in the
momentum equation vanishes. We work in 2d for the sake of simplicity. The key observation of
Whitehead is that from with Pr = co we have

([0101%) = = (|Aw]?) > é<|a%w|2>, (58)

1
Ra?
since 910 = 01T and according to Lemma [§] we have (|0?w|?) < C{|Aw|?) for some C > 0 for any
Ls > 0. Applying Lemma [5| (b) to with M = a =0, we find

1 g2
sora ~ §) (P8l

The bound Q[f,u, 7] > 0 follows by choosing ¢ = C~1/2Ra~" and § ~ Ra—°/12.

Qo u, 7] > (Rba - 0054g§> (w|?) + (

Appendix A. Some elliptic estimates
Here we record some useful identities/inequalities involving the vorticity.

LEMMA 6. With w = V-, the following identities hold
o [|[Vullrz = [lwl|Lz,
o |Auflz2 = [[Vwl|fz.

PROOF. The second identity is a consequence of Au = V+'w. Next we prove the first identity.
By the periodicity in z; and the boundary condition ug = 0 on {x2 = 0} U {x2 = 1}, we have

r xo=1
Z /ajuiﬁjuidm = —/ u-Audz+/ w1091 dx,
i=1279 0 0 =0
n r ro=1
= —/ u- V—wdz —|—/ u1 021 dx
Q 0 22=0
2 : z2=1 2
:/ |w] dx—}—/ u1(O2u; + w) day :/ |w|“de,
Q 0 Z‘QZO o)
where we have used that dsuqy +w = d1us = 0 on ON. O

LEMMA 7. For any m > 1 and p € (1,00), there exists C' such that ||Vul|lwmr < C|lw||wms.
PROOF. Let 1) be the streamfunction for u, i.e. u = V+¢ such that
AY=w in €,
=0 on {xg =0},
P =c(t) on {xg =1},
for some possibly time dependent but spatially constant ¢(t). Consequently, 011 satisfies

A1) = w in Q, (59)
Y =0 on {1’2 = 0} U {1’2 = 1}. (60)

Fix k> 1 and p € (1,00). By elliptic regularity, we have
[Vug|[r = [[VO14]|Lr < Cllw]| L, (61)

[uzllwitrr = 1019 ]lwrtrr < CllO1w[lwe-1- (62)



14 THEODORE D. DRIVAS, HUY Q. NGUYEN, AND CAMILLA NOBILI

Now note that by divergence-free and the definition of the vorticity we have dyu; = —dsus and
Osu1 = O1us — w. Therefore, for any m > 0, we have the bound

Vurllwme < C([[Vuzllwne + wllwne) < Cllwllwmne.

LEMMA 8. With w = V- u, we have |01w| 2 < C||Awl|z2 for some C > 0.

ProOF. From (59)—(60) we have Adius = Ofw in Q and d1up = 0 on {wy = 0} U{xy = 1} since
01 is a tangential derivative. It follows

/A281uQ81u2dx1dx2:/A&%w@lugdmldmg.
Q Q

First note

/ A281UQ61UQd:L’1d$2 = —/ VA81u2 . V81Ude1da}2
Q Q

r 1
= |]A81uz||%2(m —/ 8361u28281u2dx1dx2
0 T

2=0

r 1
= HA(%UQH%Q(Q) —/ 6%62’&16%’&1(1.1‘1(1.1‘2
0

xo=0

1 r
= HA81U2”%2(9) + L/ (a%u1)2dx1dx2
s JO

xo=0

1 r
+/ (8fu1)2daf1dx2
zro=1 Ls 0
> [[Ad1uz]|72 (o),

where we used incompressibility, the fact that dfus is zero on the boundary and the boundary
conditions f. On the other hand

/ Aa%wall@dl‘ldl‘g = / Aw@%ugdxldxg S ||Aw||L2(Q)||8§u2HLz(Q) S C||ALUHL2(Q)HAal’LLQHLQ(Q) s
Q Q

where we used that, since djus = 0 on the boundary, elliptic regularity tells us ||0Fuz|| 2@ <
||81u2||H2(Q) < C||A81U2||L2(Q) Finally since A81u28%w, we are done. ]
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