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ROTATING RAYLEIGH-BENARD CONVECTION: ATTRACTORS, BIFURCATIONS AND HEAT
TRANSPORT VIA A GALERKIN HIERARCHY

ROLAND WELTER!

ABsTrRACT. Motivated by the need for energetically consistent climate models, the Boussinessq-Coriolis (BC) equations
are studied with a focus on the averaged vertical heat transport, ie the Nusselt number. A set of formulae are derived by
which arbitrary Fourier truncations of the BC model can be explicitly generated, and Criteria are given which precisely
guarantee that such truncated models obey energy relations consistent with the PDE. The Howard-Krishnamurti-Coriolis
(HKC) hierarchy of such energetically consistent ODE models is then implemented in MATLAB, with code available on
GitHub. Several theoretical results are proven to support a numerical analysis. Well-posedness and convergence of the HKC
hierarchy toward the BC model are proven, as well as the existence of an attractor for the BC model. Since the rate of
convergence is unknown, explicit upper and lower bounds on the attractor dimension are proven so as to provide guidance
for the required spatial resolution for an accurate approximation of the Nusselt number. Finally, a series of numerical studies
are performed using MATLAB, which investigate the required spatial resolution and indicate the presence of multiple stable
values of the Nusselt number, setting the stage for an energetically consistent analysis of convective heat transport.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the study of climate, general circulation models aim to accurately represent phenomena in the atmosphere and ocean
using equations from fluid dynamics. In order to be computationally tractable, these models must make approximations
and, in so doing, can violate energy conservation and other physical principles [8]. The main goal of this paper is to develop
a mathematically rigorous framework for studying vertical heat transport in atmospheric convection via a combination of
theoretical and numerical results, with a particular focus on energetic consistency.

The models considered in this paper are the three-dimensional, non-dimensionalized Boussinesq Oberbeck equations
with a Coriolis force

1
E[ﬁtu—i—u-Vu + Vp = Au+ 7RTé&> —S5&° x u,

(1) V.-u=0,
T +u-VT = AT,

and its Galerkin truncations. Here u = (u1,u9,us), T, p are the non-dimensionalized velocity, temperature and pressure
of a fluid lying in a box x = (z1, 22, 23) € [0, %] x [0, %] x [0, 7] for shape parameters k;, and & denotes the unit vector in
the i*" direction. The fluid is assumed to be periodic in z1, zo and it is assumed that the fluid configuration is horizontally
aligned, ie it is independent of the variable x5. Due to this condition it suffices to consider the behavior on the plane
29 = 0, hence the domain is taken to be Q = [0, i—’;] x [0,7]. The fluid is assumed to be heated from below and cooled

from above, hence the non-dimensionalized temperature 7" must satisfy the boundary conditions

(2) T(x1,0,t) =1 , T(xy,m,t) =0.

Furthermore, the fluid is assumed to satisfy the impenetrability and free slip conditions at the top and bottom boundaries
(3) uz =0 , Opgtty = Ogyttin =0 for x3=0,1.

The parameters P, R are the Prandtl and Rayleigh numbers, whereas the parameter S, referred to as the "rotation number",
is proportional to the angular speed of the rotating frame.

This model was chosen because it is a simple model which still captures many features of atmospheric convection.
Vertical heat transport is of interest, so no hydrostatic assumption is made. Rotation plays an important role, so the
velocity field must be 3d. The fully 3d case still presents intractable theoretical problems, so the horizontal alignment
assumption is made to provide a nice analytic setting. This assumption is invariant under the full 3d evolution, though such
solutions will most often be dynamically unstable. By inserting approximate values relevant for atmospheric convection
as in [A] one finds that the parameter values should be roughly as follows:

(4) P~ , R ~ 106 ’ S ~ { 0 near the equator,

10 near the poles.
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Note that the rotation number S rather than the Rossby number is used in this paper, since the case S = 0 is a relevant
parameter value for geophysical flows. Finally, the free-slip condition implies that the fluid can slip along the boundary
with zero viscosity. Despite the small viscosity this is somewhat unphysical, but it simplifies the analysis considerably.

As mentioned, the main quantity of interest is the average vertical heat transport, as measured by the Nusselt number.
Using the notation () to denote the volume integral and an overbar to denote an infinite time average

= [ rede L fe g f(s)ds,

t—oo t

the Nusselt number is then defined as the vertical heat flux averaged over time and space:
Ky ——
(5) Nu:=1+ ﬁ<U3T>.

The Nusselt number depends in a complicated way on the parameters, R, P,S,k; and on the initial states (ug,Tp), and
this dependence is analyzed here. An important aspect for this analysis is energetic consistency. Energy conservation is
not to be expected in a model such as , but rather the kinetic and potential energy should obey the following definite
rules:

() 24
These will be referred to as the balance equations for kinetic and potential energy, and a numerical approximation of
will be said to be energetically consistent if these are satisfied. While there are abundant numerical studies regarding
the Nusselt number , the question of energetic consistency, and its influence on the approximate Nusselt
number, remains relatively unaddressed. Another important aspect for the present analysis concerns how much spatial
and temporal resolution are required for an accurate representation of the flow, which also influence the approximate
Nusselt number. Finally, "stable" Nusselt number values, i.e. those realized by solutions with dynamic stability, are of
particular interest, since these are most relevant for climate applications.

In this paper a hierarchy of truncated ODE models, referred to as the HKC hierarchy, is developed and it is proven
analytically that each model in the hierarchy is energetically consistent. One ascends the HKC hierarchy by adjoining
more Fourier modes, obtaining higher spatial resolution by considering a higher dimensional ODE. The HKC hierarchy
is then implemented in MATLAB and used to compute approximations of Nu as a function of the Rayleigh number and
rotation numbers. The results of these numerical studies provide strong evidence of multi-stability of Nu, suggest that the
required spatial resolution increases as R'/2, and in general map out the dependence of Nu on R and S. Figure [1] displays
the temperature field of a fluid flow computed from one of the models in this hierarchy, and different Nusselt number
values computed using HKC models of increasing spatial resolution.

) = —P(Vu?) + 7PRusT) . (1 27y =~ LiusTy + (1 - 2)o2, 7).

dt T - T s

R=7500, S=0, t =0.065
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FIGURE 1. For P =10, k; = %, (a) The temperature field of the HKC 190 model with R = 7500,S =0
and (b) Nusselt number approximations computed over 0 < R < 1500 and 0 < S < 20 using the HKC 1,

HKC 3 and HKC 6 models.

It can be difficult to discern the sources and sizes of error only by comparing numerical methods to each other.
Most of this paper focuses on theoretical results to set the stage for an unambiguous intercomparison. Beyond the
energetic consistency mentioned above, these include well-posedness, regularity and the existence of a compact attractor
for , estimates on the attractor dimension, and a bifurcation analysis. Indeed, while the well-posedness theory provides
convergence results showing that the Nusselt number can in principle be computed, such theorems fall short of providing
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concrete information about the rate of convergence. Thus bounds on the attractor dimension are obtained to address the
required spatial resolution.

Thus the structure of the paper can be summarized as follows. In section [2]the HKC hierarchy is defined and energetic
consistency is proven analytically. In section [3] well-posedness, regularity and dynamical properties of the Boussinesq
Coriolis model are established analytically. In section (4| the attractor dimension of is studied, wherein a lower
bound is obtained by studying the local bifurcations occurring at the origin and an upper bound is given by the analogue
of Temam’s result. Section [5| presents the results of several numerical studies into heat transport that address various
numerical issues and interesting dynamical behaviors. In order to make this work more accessible, code for generating
these models in I¥TEX, MATLAB and Mathematica was written, and can be found on GitHub at https://github.
com/rkwelter/HKC_CodeRepol Finally, these results are interpreted in a larger context in section [6]

1.1. Notation and basic definitions. In this paper, scalars are written in normal font, vectors v in bold, matrices M
and operators in calligraphic, parameters P in serif and sets . in script. Generally subscripts will be used to denote the
component of a vector or matrix, and superscripts will be used to indicate indexed quantities. There will be a couple of
exceptions to this rule, namely that some quantities will be indexed by the symbols u, 6 as subscripts to indicate a different
definition for the two different variables, and the subscript zero (e.g. ug) will be used to indicate initial conditions. This
should not cause confusion, since these could not indicate a component of a vector or matrix.

For a Banach space B, || - ||z will denote the norm, B’ the dual and (+,-) g the dual pairing. When B is a Hilbert space
(-,-)x denotes the inner product. C*, W*P HF = W*?2 and L? will denote the space of k times differentiable functions,
the Sobolev spaces, the Hilbert Sobolev spaces and the Lebesgue spaces respectively. For k < 0, H* is the well-known
negative Sobolev space. Unless otherwise specified these will denote functions defined on €2; when referring to functions
defined on another domain €, the notation C*(£)’) and so on will be used. All functions defined on © are assumed periodic
in z1. For k > 0 let C} be the corresponding subspace with zero trace, and for k > 0 let Wéc’p, HE be the closure of C¥
in WkP HF. Similarly let Cfi be the space of incompressible vector fields u = (u1, ug, u3)” with components in C* and
satisfying the boundary conditions , and let Wﬁ’p , Hﬁ, L? denote the closure of C2° in WP H* and LP, respectively.
Since one can translate to a moving frame if necessary, without loss of generality one can take these vector valued function
spaces such that ui, us have zero mean. We will use the following notation to denote the product spaces

H =12x1* , H':=H'xpgt | cF=ctxck.
For a Banach space B, let C*([0,T]; B) denote the space of mappings f : [0,7] ~ B such that ¢t — ||f(¢)||z belongs
to C*(]0,7T)), and so on for the spaces W*P([0,T]; B), H*([0,T]; B) and L?([0,T); B). For a semi-group of operators
S(t) : [0,00) x B+ B, asubset Y C B is said to be functionally invariant under S(¢) if S(¢)Y =Y for all ¢ > 0, and is
said to attract another set Z C B if for all zg € Z

Jim, o 150 =l =0

A set o/ C B is the global attractor for S(¢) if it is the maximal functional invariant set which attracts all bounded subsets
of B.

For a vector v € R? the notation |v|, = (3, v7)}/? will be used and |v| = |v|o. K = diag(ks,1) will denote the 2 x 2
diagonal matrix with ki, 1 on the diagonal and ™,V will denote the normalizing constants defined by

1 ifm>0 72\ 1/2
m .,__ ,mi,ms3 mo,__ ’ —_( —
(7) N =Ty, U] -—{ L ifm=0, V= (le) '

We will define 6 to be an indicator function as follows:
» 1 ifi=j . P
1, . ) v,V . T4 V;,U4
0 .—{ 0 ifitj, oV i =1I{_,0 )
P = (R,S, P, ki) will denote the vector of parameters for , and P will be said to be admissible if R,S > 0, P, k; > 0.

1.2. Reformulation as an evolution equation. It is desirable to write the system as an evolution equation on a
function space. To this end, define 6, pge,, to be the temperature and pressure deviations from the pure conduction profiles:

1
0 =n(T—1)+as : Pdev = p = TR(z3 = 5—25).

Inserting these into and applying the (Leray) projector, P, onto divergence-free vector fields, one obtains the following
evolution equation:
®) dyu=PAu+P[PRA&’ — PS&° x u—u-Vu|,
00 = AO+uz —u- V.
The velocity field u should have finite kinetic energy, hence a natural choice of function space for the velocity is Li, and
the function 6 is equal to zero at both boundaries, hence a natural choice of function space is Hg.
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2. THE HKC HIERARCHY OF ROTATING CONVECTION MODELS

2.1. Generic reduced order rotating convection models. As described above, the first goal of this paper is to develop
a hierarchy of ODE models by expanding the variables u, 6 in a Fourier series and projecting onto the corresponding
Fourier coeflicients. In this section, we lay out the fundamentals of the projection process by which a generic Fourier
truncation results in an ODE system. We start by looking for a general expansion of the form

) u(x,t) =Y utvh(x) 0t = 0"t (x).

where u”(t), 6™ (t) are Fourier coefficients corresponding to some sinusoidal functions v*(x), f™(x) yet to be defined. One
could naively choose the functions v*(x), f™(x) to be complex exponentials typical for Fourier expansions, but eventually
the nonlinear analysis becomes much messier due to the complicated implicit relationships between the Fourier coefficients
required to enforce the real-valued condition, boundary conditions and divergence free conditions. Since we avoid complex
exponentials, let us briefly motivate the choice of the definitions of v®(x), f™(x) by recalling some basic facts about
Fourier expansions in one dimension. In this case a real-valued, periodic function f(x1) defined on [0, 27| can be expanded
in terms of Fourier coefficients fmhpl via

1 £ 7 Py n
fla) = Wfo’l + Z f7n1,160§7(:;111/9261) +f'n172s((7:)n11/21).

m1E€Z>o

Here we see that using sinusoids requires that the Fourier coefficients be indexed by two quantities, namely a wave number
m1 and a phase p1, describing whether the coefficient corresponds to cosine or sine. Furthermore, the number of phases
depends on the wave number, e.g. for m; = 0 there is only one phase, corresponding to cos(0) = 1, whereas sin(0) = 0
is not included in the expansion. Finally, for a Fourier expansion of a vector field one must additionally specify which
component of the vector is being expanded, which is done here by using a "component" index c.

With this in mind, the index n = (my, ms,p1,c) will consist of a wave vector m = (mq,mg3), a phase index p; and a
component index c¢. Due to the horizontal alignment condition, mq is always zero and hence excluded. We will slightly
abuse the notation and write n = (m,py,c¢) at times. Since 6 is a scalar one can just use the usual Fourier expansion
satisfying the Dirichlet boundary conditions. Hence define the functions f™ via

m m
(10) flte) . — nvcos(klmlxl)sin(mgmg) , fm2e) = 777 sin(kymizq) sin(msxs) .
Since 6 is a scalar only ¢ = 1 is defined, but this gives a unified notation with the velocity field. The expansion for u is
more complicated since u is a divergence free vector field. In this case, one can expand either the first or second component
of the vector field, and the third is determined by the divergence free condition. Hence define a family of vector fields

i) pm mg sin(kymxy) cos(msxs)
Mh = 0 ,
M K[V | _, .
—kymy cos(kymyzy) sin(msxs)
o) pm mg cos(kymq 1) cos(msxs)
11 mat) = 0 ,

(11) v Km[V | , .

1mq sin(kymyxy) sin(msxs)

vm1.2) %Az sin(kymixy) cos(msxs) v(m22) . 777” cos(kymyzy) cos(msxs).

One can quickly check that these vector fields are divergence free and satisfy the boundary conditions. One can also check
that the following orthonormality properties are satisfied:

(12) (VRovE) =R () = o,
It can also be checked that the collection is complete and hence nothing is missed by the expansion @ This is
slightly more involved and a distraction from the present goal, hence is carried out in [B.1}

As above, some of the functions v™(x), f®(x) can equal zero due to the fact that sin(0) = 0. We therefore define the
admissible wave, phase and component index sets by simply inspecting , for sine:

(13) My =T>0 X Lso , Ma=173%,\{0},
pm _ {1,2} if my > 0, gm _ {1,2} if mg > 0,
{1}  otherwise, u {2} ifmg=0.

Define also
M={n-meHy ,ppe ™, c=1} , M={n-meH ,pp+1€P™ ceCr}.

Henceforth, whenever referring to v®(x), f®(x) or the corresponding coefficients it is always assumed that n € A4 or
n € 4 respectively. Furthermore, any calculation involving the phase index p; and component c is taken to be mod
4



2 (e.g. um13) = 4mMLDY Note m = 0 is not included for either variable: for it is excluded due to the boundary
conditions, and without loss of generality it is excluded for u due to the Galilean invariance of .

The above basis can be used to construct reduced order models via Galerkin truncation of the full PDE model. In
general, this can be done by considering expansions of the form

(14) W)= S MOV L M= S M) ().

ne M ne M

in which M C Ay, MM C Ap are some finite index sets. Define the projection operators P, PM associated to these

index sets via
PYIVI = > (veviivi(x) . Pgl= D (afM ).

ne WM ne M
One can consider the reduced problem obtained by projecting of the full problem onto this basis, as follows
du™ = PAuM + PRPY [0M&°] — PSPY [&° x uM] — PY [u™ - Vu],
0™ = AN + P! [ud] — Py [u™ - voM].
This truncated PDE can also be viewed as a system of ODE’s for the finite set of Fourier coefficients, where the equation
for u™ can be recovered by computing the inner product of the first equation with v®, and the equation for 6™ can be

recovered by computing the inner product of the second with f®. For each n € #M one thereby obtains an equation of
the following form:

(15)

Y 2 n,M Kimi o1 n v PSmg
16 ZumM — _plk n, pipR_LT se.lpgn, 1 (mp1e+1),M NnM
(16) u P 4 (1) PREL gm0 — (1) 28y

and for each n € 4, one obtains an equation of the following form:

d k
(17) Egn,kl _ 7|Km|29n,M + (71) "ém1| u™mM Nn M

The linear terms in the system (16]) - . are obtained easily from the relations

Ay _ (-1 ) k1m1 5 sp1pn sel s oy (—1)ms
18 n en\ _ §mm §p1,p1 §¢, n (a3 ny\ _ 6m m(spl’p150+1 c
(18) (vg' ™) K| , (v (8 x V) = ey
which can be established from the explicit formulas for v, f™. Abstractly, the nonlinear terms are given by
(19) NpM — / v [(u™ - v)uM]ax NpM = / o [u - veM]dx.
Q Q

However, to write (16) - (I7) as an ODE system one must insert the expansions for u™, #™ to determine these sums
explicitly in terms of the Fourier variables u™* ™M namely one must find the time-independent constants I, I§* such

that
n,M o, n' M, n"’ M n,M _ o, n' M gn"' M
N = E E Igu™ " u ., Ny = E E Igu™ 0 ,
DIE«/VUZM Il”E:/VuM n/E%M n//e%lw

where the multi-index o := (n,n’,n”) is used to indicate that IS, I§* depend on all of the indices involved in the triad
interaction. These constants are explicitly derived in by computing inner products of the basis elements inserted into
(19). This derivation is somewhat involved, but much of the coming analysis only requires general properties of I, I§*
rather than their precise form, so the reader could skip this derivation on a first read. The proof of Theorem [2 as Well
as the numerical implementation do require the precise formulas for I, I§* and so for a complete definition of the ODE
model we give the general formulas here. First, we introduce some notatlon to describe the triad interactions:

(20) ¢ = (php/lﬂp/l/) ) p‘k = (mk7m§cumg) for k = 173a
e=(1,1,1) , €:=(1,2,2) , ¢&:=(2,1,2) , & :=(2,21).
The constants I, I§* are zero unless the wave number and phase triads p*, ¢k satisfy certain compatibility conditions,
namely p® must satisfy convolution type conditions, the phases ¢' satisfy sinusoidal orthogonality conditions, and the
component indices ¢, ¢/, ¢’ satisfy pointwise orthogonality conditions:
(21) my = |my, £mj| for k=1,3 , ¢ € {Ek}k§4 , cd=1,d"=c¢
When these conditions are satisfied then one can write
ce { —mgm ¢ (P Gy m¢? e

|[Km||Km'’|

(22) I = 0o (™3
¢t if ¢ = 2.



where
e | Ko/ [V

a

In order to specify the coefficients (*7, j = 1,3, we introduce the phase maps

pH(@) =@+ (1,1,0), p(d)=0+(1,0,1), p*(@)=0+(0,1,1), pl¢)=9¢.
The coefficients ¢*7 are then given by
(23) Cod = (= 1) mlm s 0 (90 s’ &) (1Pl st (@) g (7 87T

in which the sign coefficients are defined as follows:

€ .1 ’ s(:€%) . gm.m’m” 7 sm€%) . gm'sm”m ’ g€ . gm’ mm’ 7
(24) gavaz.as . —1 if a1 = as + as,
1 otherwise.

2.2. Mode selection criteria and the HKC hierarchy.

2.2.1. Energetic consistency. The formulas from the previous section enable one to write down a system of ODE’s for any
choice of a finite set of Fourier modes M JI{,M . We turn now to the question of how to choose these sets to best retain
the behavior of the full system. Sufficiently regular solutions u, 6 of should satisfy the following balance equations,
where w : =V x w:

(25) (S uP) = ~P{ITuP) + PRus),

(26) D120 = —(0P) + (ust),

(27) 910 =20) = (1~ 2)32,0) — ~ (us),

(29) 9w = P(0%,w) + (@ V)u) + PS (0, w)

These balance relations are physically meaningful, since they express the time evolution of kinetic energy, temperature
variance, potential energy and the total vorticity for the PDE , respectively. For any choice of index sets A M, %M
the same balance equations , hold also for the truncated fields u™, 6™, since these balances are derived from
inner products of the evolution equations for u™, 6™ with themselves, hence projection operators P, P} in have
no effect in their derivation. More concretely, the projectors P ,Péw have a self-adjointness property, namely for any
scalar functions F,G € L3 one has

(29) PYIFIG) = (S (FfmG) = (F 3D (G) ") = (FRYIG),

ne M ne M

and a similar identity holds for P . Since also PM[9M] = 6™ it follows that the projectors disappear when computing
these "self" inner products, so for instance with the nonlinear terms one can then integrate by parts:

(OM P TuM . VoM ]) = (9M - [uM . veM]) = (uM . v%(oM)% ~0.

However, it has been recognized in several works that the balance equations , can fail to hold in a truncated ODE
model unless the modes are selected in a particular way [15] 28} 12|, and this failure can lead to unphysical dynamics such
as unbounded trajectories [16]. We first consider the following mode-selection Criterion:

Criterion 2.1. (Energy balance): For any pair W' € /M 0" € #M satisfying
(30) my=m{>0 , p=p" , /="=1,

and mly = mY, one must have (0,2m},1,1) € M. On the other hand, if any pair n' € /M 0" € VM satisfies
and mY # mY, then one can have (0, |m} —m4|,1,1) € M if and only if (0,mfy +m¥,1,1) € M.
6
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FIGURE 2. A depiction of the Fourier modes included in the minimal model which contains the modes

in and satisfies Criterion

To illustrate this Criterion, consider the example depicted in Figure 2] Suppose one wanted to study an energetically
consistent truncated ODE which includes the following Fourier modes:
(31) {(1,1,1,1), (1,3, L, )} c M . {(1,1,1,1)} c M.
Since both AZM and ;M contain the mode (1,1,1,1), Criterion says one must additionally include the mode (0,2, 1, 1)
in AM:

{(1,1,1,1), (1,3, L, D)} c #M | {(1,1,1,1),(0,2,1,1)} € AM .

Considering now the pair n’ = (1,3,1,1) € /M and n” = (1,1,1,1) € A, note that since (0,2,1,1) in A4, Criterion
says one must additionally include the mode (0,4, 1,1) in </V9M . Thus the minimal model satisfying Criterion which
contains the modes in is given by

AN ={(1,1,1,1),(1,3,1,1)} , A4 ={(1,1,1,1),(0,2,1,1),(0,4,1,1)} .

In the following proposition, it is proven that Criterion is necessary and sufficient to prove also holds for the
corresponding truncated model, and that (25)-(27)) then imply the existence of a global attractor.

Proposition 2.2. For any admissible parameters P, index sets %M,%M and initial condition Xéw = (w1, 00" a
unique smooth solution XM (t) = (uM(t),0M (t)) of the truncated ODE model - with X(0) = Xy ewists. The
following statements hold:
(a) The potential energy equation holds with u, 0 replaced by uM,0M if and only if Criterion (i) is satisfied.
(b) If holds, then there ezists a forward invariant ball depending only on P,R, ki and | A#;M | which monotonically
attracts all solutions lying outside. Thus all solutions are global and the semi-group SM(t), defined by

(32) SM(1)[Xo'] = XM (1),
admits a compact global attractor /™.

Proof. The ODE models are locally Lipschitz, so the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem is sufficient to guarantee existence of
smooth, short-time solutions. Global existence follows from the presence of an attracting ball, which can be proven using
the balances. Hence we consider the first balance . Computing the inner product of the temperature equation in
with (1 — %2), one obtains

d I3 T3 I3
33 — (1= =My = (1 = =2)92 oMy — (1 — Z=2)yPM [uM - voM]).
(33 S =Ty = (1 Z)02,0M) — (1 - )P [u - voM))
Let {M(z3) denote the projection of the linear background state onto the modes included in the index set .4,
2 sin(mszs)
34 Mas) =P 1-2]= Y :
(34) (w3) 0 [ s ] Vkims V2V

(0,m3,0,1)eNM
m3>0

This function of course depends only on the vertical variable, and in fact the set of vertically stratified modes will occur
so often in our analysis that we define

(35) M*={meZy:m=0,m3>0},
NF={neMS - men*} , N={neM me.A*}.
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Focusing on the last term in , one finds the following by using , the mean-free property of # and integrating by
parts

(1= 2P [u - VM) = (1M (@g)u - VM) = (0,1 (3)ul 0.
Comparing with the expression in , one sees that the ODE model obeys a consistent potential energy balance iff
(36) (D 1M (3)u3” 9M> (uz'o™).
Inserting the Fourier expansions into the left hand side of (36 gives

(05, 1M (23)udTOM) = 2 Z <cos(m3x3)u3jt9M>
neNMNN

@ Y Y S e s )
DG%MQJVH* n/eﬂuM I’IHEJVGM
The orthogonality properties of the sinusoidal functions imply that the only terms which survive in this sum satisfy
my = mfy, py = pf, ¢ =" =1 and either mg = m% + m¥, mz = mi — m4 or mg = —mf + m4. On the other hand,
inserting the Fourier expansions into the right hand side of (36) one has
Z Z un/’Men//7M<U§/ fn//>’
DIE«/VUNI n//e%lw
so using (18]) one must have m’ = m”, p} =p/, ¢/ =" =1:
’ ’ kim
MM M gn’, M 1My
" R S L Y
[Km|
n’e /MM
Assume now that Criterion (i) is satisfied. Then for each term appearing in (37) with mj5 # m¥ the terms with
mg = m4 +m4 and mg = |m3 mY4| are both included in the sum, and one can easily check that
(cos ((mf + mg)xg)vglfn”> = —(cos (|m} — mg|m3)v§’/fn”),
since here only the integral in x3 needs consideration. Thus all such terms cancel out. Furthermore, for each term

appearing in with m4 = m¥ the index m3 = 2m} is included in the sum, and by inserting the definitions ,
and computing the integrals one can similarly check that

’ ’ 4 k 4 k
—2eos(mia)o’ ) = (-1 2o | cos(@mias) sin' (maza)das = (<1 et
Thus and are equal and holds. On the other hand if Criterion (i) is not satisfied, then it is clear that at
least one term which appears on one side of , does not appear on the other side, either because it is not included

in the sum, or because a cancellation fails to occur.
For part (b) note that by combining the balance equations - one obtains the following:

1d |U-M‘2 M2 L3\ om\ _ |V‘1M|2 M2 2 HM
(39) §$< sa + (0M) +am(1- =)0 >_—<T+\ve 2 - (1—7)3 o).

This alone implies the existence of an attracting ball M for the ODE system. To see why, one can use and by
adding a constant term inside the time derivative to complete the square, the left hand side becomes

1d M |2

For the right hand side one can use integrate by parts and add and subtract a term to obtain the following:
< |V0M|2+2 (1- )82 9M> <(9M+7TZM)A0M oMszM+T—T>,

where T = 7lM (23) Awl™ (z3). Hence by 1ntegrat1ng by parts, one obtains
(= 1VOM P+ 2m(1 = 22)82,0M) = ( — |V (0™ +mi)|* + 22| VM |")
Letting p := %|J/€M N A2, can thus be rewritten as

(40)

uM|? vuM
§£<| PR' + (0™ + 27T1M)2> = <| = “ 4 V(0™ + 7IM) y2> + 0
On the right hand side one sees the time derivative of a weighted H® norm of (uM, 0M 4 271M), and on the left one has
the a weighted H' norm of (u™, M + 7i™ (z3)) subtracted from a positive constant. Thus the H’ norm decreases until
the H' is smaller than the positive constant, and hence a ball containing the region where this H' norm is smaller will
be attracting. In fact, the weighted norms in express ellipsoids in phase space with principle semi-axes PR, 1 and R,
8



1 along the u™,#™ directions respectively. To prove existence of an attractor one only needs an attracting ball, but we
point out that using these ellipsoids gives a bound on #™ which is independent of R.

Denoting such an attracting ball by %M | recall that the w-limit set of % with respect to S(t) is defined
w(BM) = Nis0Ui>S (O BM

where the overline denotes the closure. Since %M is forward invariant, this is an intersection of compact sets, hence
compact. It is easy to check that it is forward invariant, attracts the bounded sets of the phase space, and that it is the
maximal set with these properties. Thus &M = w(%M) is the global attractor.

O

Turning now to the vorticity balance , consider the following mode selection Criteria:
Criteria 2.3. (i) (Vorticity balance): Suppose v/, n' € WM satisfy
my=m{>0 , mi+mf odd , p=p'+1.

If ¢ = " =1, then one can have (0,|m4 —mY4|,2,1) € A#M if and only if (0,m5+m¥4,2,1) € #M. On the other
hand, if (¢, ") = (1,2) or (2,1) then one must have both (0,m}s +m}4,2,2),(0,|m4 —mj|,2,2) € #M.
(ii) (Rotating vorticity balance): If S # 0 and mz > 0 is odd, (0, m3,p1,¢c) € /M = (0,m3,p1,c+1) € #M.

In the following Proposition, it is proven that these Criteria are necessary and sufficient to ensure that also holds
for the corresponding truncated model. Similar to Prop. the essence of the proof involves checking when the curl
operator commutes with the projection operator P}. However, the analysis is more technical due to the curl operator,
and so the proof is given in [C]

Proposition 2.4. For any admissible parameters P, index sets JV,LM,%M and nitial condition Xéw = (ud?,001) let
XM(t) = (uM(t),0M(t)) be the solution of the truncated ODE model - with X(0) = Xy. The vorticity equation
holds for w™ =V x uM, uM if and only if Criteria are satisfied.

2.2.2. Buoyancy criterion, invariant subspaces, phase locking and the HKC hierarchy. In this section we define the Howard-
Krishnamurthy-Coriolis (HKC) hierarchy of ODE models, the main computational tool used herein. In order to converge
the PDE in the limit, the index sets in this hierarchy should be chosen to increase to eventually include all Fourier modes,
ie one should have #M C #M for M < M and Uy A M = ;. Furthermore at each step in the hierarchy Criteria
should be satisfied. Two further considerations are involved in the definition of the HKC hierarchy: buoyancy
instabilities and computational expense.

Based only on Criteria one could include a velocity mode u™ P11 in the model without including the corre-
sponding temperature mode §(™?1:1) or vice versa. In the full PDE, these two modes are coupled via the buoyancy force,
and in Section [d.I] below we shall see that this coupling gives rise to a linear instability, which in turn produces a non-trivial
sub-manifold of the attractor. Since an accurate representation of the attractor is important for the Nusselt number, we
adopt the following additional mode-selection Criterion so that the ODE models also contain such sub-manifolds:

Criterion 2.5. (Buoyancy): For all m € Z%,, (m,p1,1) € /M & (m,p1,1) € M.

Invariant subspaces provide the opportunity to study solutions to which are lower dimensional, hence less computa-
tionally expensive. One can deduce the existence of many invariant subspaces of the Boussinesqg-Coriolis system from the
compatibility conditions (21]). For example the fully 2d planar convection system can be seen to be invariant when the
rotation is set to zero by checking the nonlinear couplings of the different phases ¢ = 1,2. While there are many possible
interesting choices of invariant subspaces, this paper will focus on invariant subspaces coming from the phase condition in
as done by Olson and Doering [19], so as to have results to compare against. Note that the phase condition implies
that every nonlinear term for the phase p; = 2 must always contain a term with either pj = 2 or p{ = 2, and hence if all
such modes are initially zero then they will remain so for all time. In fixing the phases of the sinusoids, one throws away
the translation invariance of , e.g. the convection rolls will occur at fixed locations, hence this is referred to as "phase
locking". Olson and Doering specifically use the following phase locking condition:

(41) p1=mi+ms+1 mod 2.

This is a somewhat unusual choice, but one can check via that it is indeed invariant. This choice might have been
made so that Olson and Doering could study models with shear flows while also setting things up such the Lorenz model
appears as the first model in their hierarchy. Note especially that the admissible phase conditions in together with
the phase lock condition imply that only certain Fourier variables are included depending on the wave vector m.
We are therefore ready to define the HKC hierarchy. For a given wave vector m € Zio, the phases p; will always be
chosen according to and all admissible component indices ¢ will always be included. Since the phase p; is always
9



determined by we will henceforth drop this from the notation and simply write u™ = u(™P11) ™ = ¢, (MP1,2) apd
g™ — g(m.p1.1)  We also adopt a different notation for the index sets:

MM = {m € ZQZO S(mypy, 1) e MYy M = {m e ZQZO :(m,py,2) € #MY
///9M ={m ¢ Zzzo :(m,p1,1) € J%M}.

To specify the models we choose these wave vector sets via the following iterative algorithm. Define an ordering on the
wave vectors by saying m > m iff

my+mg > my +ms3, or my +ms = mq + ms3 and mq > my.

Let m’ denote the ' smallest wave vector in Z2, according to this order, e.g. m! = (1,1),m? = (2,1), and so on. The
first HKC model is defined via

%1} = %1}) ={(0,1),(1,1)}, %61 = {(1,1),(0,2)},

For M > 1 and m¥ > 1, the M*" HKC model is defined by simply adjoining the next mode m* to the M — 1** model,
as displayed in Figure

MM = MmN = MO mMY ) = ) U {m™

w

8 8@

HKC - 2 u™, W™, 0™ @ "\ HKC-10 u™, W™ 0™ @
T ™, w™ @ m\\\\\ ™ ™ @
6 m @ 6o ‘\\\\ ™ e
5 w™ @ S NN w™ @

FIGURE 3. A depiction of the mode selection process, displaying which Fourier variables are included in
the (a) HKC-2 and (b) HKC-10 models, respectively. The black line indicates the progression of higher
order models, the colors indicate which index sets .ZM, .#M, ///01\/1 include the mode m, and the dashed
lines indicating when the vertically stratified modes are adjoined to ensure that Criteria are
satisfied.

For the case m}! = 1, the HKC-M model is defined by adjoining m*, but one must additionally include the vertically
stratified temperature mode required for energy consistency as in Criterion [2.1] Although not required by Criteria[2.T] 23]
the shear velocity modes u(0™3) 1(0:m3) 4y(m1.0) are also included at this stage so as to have a more complete model. In
particular, the choice to adjoin the w(™%) modes beginning from HKC-2 was made so that the lowest order model is the
well-known Lorenz-Stenflo model, which is useful for testing. Therefore in this case the HKC model is defined as follows:

MM = M Um0, 2m) — 1)}y, A =) U {m™(0,2miT))
MM = MU {m™M (0,2m — 1), (md —1,0)} .
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Due to relative simplicity of the lowest level model of this hierarchy, the HKC-1 model is given here explicitly:

4 p0.2) _ _yp0.2) 4 ki g
dt 2(k2+1)V
d PRk PS
- ;ﬁuﬂ»l) — —P(k3 + 1)utY) — kzgila(l’l) t e Y
aw(l’l) = Pk + DwY — 7@ i 1u(1’1)
I I S R

together with the equations

iu(o’l) = —Pul®V 4 PSy(O1) , iw(o’l) = —Pw® — pSyu D),

dt dt

which are decoupled from the rest of the system and hence u(®1) w(®1 decay exponentially. As noted this model is

essentially the Lorenz-Stenflo model 25|, aside from a linear change of variables and the trivial addition of u(®1), w1,
In general the Mth model in the HKC hierarchy is a system of ODE’s of dimension

{ 8M+1_1J

(43) 3M + 4 —1,

and one can define an analogous Nusselt number as follows:

NuM =1+ %(ué‘/fﬂf\@
On the other hand, note that by taking the infinite time averages of the evolution equations in @, one obtains the
following equivalent expressions for the Nusselt number in terms of 6:
ki —— ki ——— k

Nu=1+ ﬁ@gm =1+ ﬁqvom =1+ i
These various expressions are useful in different contexts. For instance while the first has a clear physical interpretation as
the average vertical heat transport, it is clear from the second that the Nusselt number must be greater than or equal to 1,
i.e. a convective flow transports more heat than the pure conductive state. Since the same evolution equations hold for the
HKC models, one has the analogous equivalent expressions. In the computational work below, the third expression will be
most useful, since it expresses the Nusselt number in terms of the least number of modes. Furthermore the computational
work involves only finite time approximations of the infinite time average. Hence the finite time Nusselt number is defined
via the third expression as follows:

(44) Nu(t)=1- ) Ml/tom’M(s)d&

™ t 0
me.#AMN.H*

(1= 22)32,6).

3. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS AND ATTRACTORS

3.1. Well-posedness and attractor theory. In this section it is shown that the above PDE is well-posed and that
solutions to the HKC hierarchy converge to solutions of . Furthermore it shown that the PDE admits a compact
global attractor, hence the Nusselt number is well-defined. Since the fluid is assumed to be horizontally aligned,
the well-posedness theory for the model is similar to that in the two-dimensional, non-rotating case (for example
|27]). However, the proof here is in a slightly different context (3d velocity, non-zero rotation), contains more details, and
provides further regularity such that - are satisfied in a classical sense. First, some classical inequalities will be
used in the existence proof, given in the following Lemma. Since an explicit basis has been given, these inequalities can
be established by referring to the Fourier basis, hence the proofs are omitted.

Lemma 3.1. (a) (Poincaré) For uc H,, § € H} one has

1

(45) luslle <[[Vusllpz , [10l2 < [1VO]l2 , Jluallz2 < min(1, k%)

(IVu;|| g2 fori=1,2.

agliardo-Nirenburg-Sobolev) Let p € |2,00) and 0 = ~—=. ere exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any
b) (Gagliardo-Nirenb Sobol L 2 d pp2 Th 2 C >0 h that f

uw € H' having mean-zero one has

(46) l[ulle < Cllull}z7 Vul|Z-.
11



(¢) (Gronwall) Suppose v(t),a(t), 3(t) € C([0,00);R) and 5(t) is non-negative. If the left hand side of the following
holds ¥t > 0, then the right hand side holds Yt > 0:

(47) v(t) < af(t) +/0 B(s)v(s)ds = wv(t) <a(t) Jr/o a(s)pB(s) exp [/ B(r)dr]ds

The following theorem proves existence of smooth solutions for with Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions,
which implies uniqueness. A maximum principle is then proven, which together with the balances (| - (27) imply the
existence of an absorbing ball in H’. By bootstrapping to prove existence of an absorbing ball in H*, we show that all
solutions are in fact global and obtain a compact global attractor in H°.

Theorem 1. (a) Given any admissible B, Xy = (ug,6p) € H, 7 >6>0andk € Zsq there exists a unique
X(t) = (u(t),0(t)) € C([0,7]; H)NL2((0,7); HYNC*([8, 7]; C) such that X(0) = Xo which solves (8) fort € (0,7), and
satisfies - in the classical sense. Furthermore, one has Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions, i.e. letting
X(t), X*(t) denote solutions with initial conditions Xy, X, one has

1X() ~ X (1) < 1Ko — X3 (1 + p(t)exp [p(0)] ) for ac. t € [0,7]
“8) C|I% 3
_ OllF® (PR+1)t
=(PR+1 .
where p(t) = (PR+ 1)t + min(P2,1)e
Thus the semi-group S(t) [Xo] = X(t) is well defined and continuous.
(b) If |0o|| L~ < 7 then ||0(t)||L~ < 7 for a.e. t > 0. On the other hand, if ||0o||L~ < 7 is not assumed, then
6(t) = (1) +6(t),
where ||©(t)||pe < 7 for a.e. t >0 and
10()llz2 < C(1+ [|follz2)e™"
(c) There exists an absorbing ball in H' for the semi-group S(t). Thus one can take T = oo and S(t) admits a compact
global attractor o .

Proof. For X € H® let X' = (u}!,0)!) denote the projection onto the modes defined by the Mth index set in the
hierarchy. Note that the Galerkin solutions satisfy

S, 4 PIVRY [, = PREATOM) L0V 90, = (a6,

hence integrating and applying Young’s inequality one obtains

PR
LI (O] +P / [V ()]32ds < 3 o2 + / [l (5)]122 + 16 (s)]2.] ds

t
(49) §H9M(t)llia +/O V6™ (5)|[72ds < §||96”H%z + 5/0 [llug” ()72 + 0¥ ()17 ] ds.

By adding these two inequalities and neglecting the integral terms on the left hand side, one obtains the following by using
Gronwall’s inequality

(50) XM (#)[1F0 < 1X0" IF0 exp [(PR+1)t] < [[Xol3o exp [(PR +1)7].

This bound is independent of ¢ and M, hence for any 7 > 0 all of the Galerkin solutions are uniformly bounded in
Le=([0,]; H°). Inserting (50) into , one obtains a bound on the L?([0, 7]; H') norm which is independent of ¢, M:

(51) [ I s < 5ol (14 PR+ D7 exp [(PR+ 7)),

Having proven X is uniformly bounded in L>°([0, 7]; H”) N L2((0, 7); H'), one can inductively show that for any & > 0
the sequence t5XM g uniformly bounded in LOO(<O,T);Hk) N L2((O,T);Hk+1), which implies that for any 0 < 6 < 7
the sequence X is uniformly bounded in L>°((8, 7); H*) N L2((6, 7); H*™). The method is the same as the derivation
of , , but involves more complicated arithmetic, hence is carried out in From , one sees that for any
Y = (v,p) € H' one has

<8‘6‘TM v) = —P(Vu : VPY[v]) + PR(6M&* - P [v])
(52) ~Ps{(e* x w) - PY[V) - PV (u - Vu),
M
(20) = —(V6Y -V + (PR [gl) — (PR [l - M),
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Note that by integrating by parts, using Cauchy-Schwarz and one obtains
(P V] - (0 V)| < a4V V] e < Clla™ ||z [ Va2 V]2,
(53) (P[] (™ - Vo)) | < [[u™]| ][0 L[|V ol 2
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
< Ol VM I 0N 1 IV OM 1 271Vl e

One can then square both sides of , integrate over [0,7], and bound all of the terms on the right hand side using
,7 . One thus obtains a uniform bound for 9, X in the space L2([0, 7]; H_l)7 hence by the Aubin-Lions lemma
[22] the collection of Galerkin solutions is relatively compact in L2([0,7]; H°). Thus a sub-sequence converges strongly
to some X(t) in L?([0,7]; H°). In the same way, for any k > 1 one can obtain a uniform bound for 9, X" in the space
L2([6,7); H™"), and together with the uniform bound in L2([6, 7]; H*) the Aubin-Lions Lemma says that any sub-sequence
which converges strongly in L2([0,7]; H°) must have a further sub-sequence which converges strongly in L2([5, 7]; H* ™).

In fact, every sub-sequential limit must belong to the more regular subspace L>([0,7]; H®) N L2([0,7]; H'). Let X™:
be a sub-sequence which converges strongly to some X(t) in L?([0,7]; HO). Since this sub-sequence is again uniformly
bounded in L*°([0, 7]; H°), it is relatively compact in the weak-* topology due to Banach-Alaoglu. Hence there must be
some point X*(t) € L>=([0,7]; H°) and a further sub-sequence such that for all Y () € L'([0,7]; H®) one has

T

(54) lim [ (XM () - X*(t) - Y(t))dt = 0.

J—00 0

Since one has strong convergence this gives that for all Y(¢) € L?([0, 7]; H) one has

(55) /0 (X () - X)) Y (),

and hence X(t) = X*(t) belongs to the subspace L>([0,7]; H"). Similarly, since this sub-sequence is uniformly bounded
in L2([0,7]; H), it is relatively compact in its weak-* topology. However, since this is a Hilbert space this is the same
as its weak topology, hence there must be some (apriori possibly distinct) point X*(t) € L2([0,7]; H'), and a further
sub-sequence such that for all Y () € L2([0,7]; H') one has the following, where : denotes the Frobenius product:

Jim (V(XMis (t) — X*(t)) : VY (t))dt = 0.

> Jo

Since A : H! — H~! is an isometry this implies holds for all Y(t) = AY(t) € L3([0,7]; H™'), thus holds for
such Y(t) and hence X(t) = X*(t) € L?([0,7]; H'). In the same way, one can show that the uniform bounds of X* in
L>((s,7), H") N L2((5,7), H**1) imply that the sub-sequential limits belong to these spaces as well.

Testing with Y € C°°([0,7]; C*) one can then use the respective strong, weak and weak-* convergence to show
that holds for any sub-sequential limit X(t), where O,u, 0,0 are the distributional derivatives in time. Since ,
and all of the terms on the right hand side have been shown to have certain regularity, it then becomes clear that the
distributional derivatives 9;X(t) belong to L([0,7]); H™!), and using the Lions-Magenes lemma one can conclude that
X (t) € C([0,7]; H®), and that the following holds in a distributional sense

1d 1d

2dt 2dt
In fact, since these sub-sequential limits belong to L>°((8, 7), H*) for any k implies that they belong to C*((4,7); C*) due
to the Sobolev embedding and the fact that the time derivatives can be expressed in terms of the spatial derivatives by
virtue of the differential equation . Since these sub-sequential limits solve in a strong sense for ¢ € [d, 7], it follows
that - hold as well.

Having proven existence and regularity, one can show the Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions , from which
uniqueness clearly follows. This is proven in along with the maximum principle in Theorem |1} part (b).

Next, it is proven that the evolution defined by admits an attracting, forward invariant ball in H°. Using (b) one
can prove that for any e > 0 there exists t*(€) > 0 such that ||0(t)||z2 < /7|Q| + € for all ¢ > t*(¢). One can therefore
prove the velocity eventually enters a ball in L?, where it remains ever after as follows. Testing the momentum equation
with u, one obtains

[ulg> = (Geu(t),u(®) 16172 = (9:0(1), 0(1)) -

1 d .
ﬁ%”llﬂiz = —(|Vul?) + R(usf) < —min(1,k?)(ui + u3) — (u3) + R[|0]| £2[|us]| L2
< —min(1, k) (uf + u3) — (u3) + R(V/7[Q| + €)[|us]| >
) 1 2 R2(\/7|Q] +¢)?
(56) < —min(1, k?)(u? 4+ u3) — (||u3HL2 — §R( || + 6)) + —
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Thus the radius of (||u1||rz, ||uzl|Lz, ||us||rz) decreases unless the norms of the solution lie in the ellipsoid centered at
([[ur] r2, luallze, lusllz2) = (0,0, $R(\/7|Q| 4 €)). Therefore any larger ball centered at the origin containing this ellipsoid
in its interior is an attracting, forward invariant set, for instance the ball Z(0, R(\/7|Q| + 2¢)).

Finally, one can bootstrap the result to prove the evolution defined by admits an attracting, forward invariant ball
in Hi x H}. First, by integrating the equations for the L? norms from time ¢ to ¢ + 1, one obtains

t+1 t+1
35 (4 DI~ OIE) = = [ IVa(s)ads+R [ (us(s)ds.
t+1

1 t+1
30+ DIE = 10013 = = [ 190 IReds+ [ (ua(s)o()as,
hence for t > t*(¢) one can use Cauchy-Schwarz, Young’s inequality and the bounds on the L? norms of u, 6 to obtain
t+1 R 2
/ [Vu(s) |3 2ds < §(R+1+E)(\/W\Q|+2e) ,
t
(57) 1 )
[ IVORds < SR+ 3)(/ + 2)
t

Next, by testing the momentum equation with —Au, then using Cauchy-Schwarz, Poincaré and Young’s inequalities
together with taking v = Au in , one obtains

1 d 1
ﬁ@”vu\ﬁﬁ = —[AuZ: + 5<((“ -V)u) - Au) + R(Vug - V6)
1
< —||Aul|Zz + EH(H “V)ullp=[|Au|| 2 + R[[Vus| 2| VO] L2
1 1, 172 3/2 R?
< —5\\AU||2L2 + EHUHLz [Vl =[] Aull7%” + Fmin(L, KD V0|7
1 9 27 9 4 R? N
< _ZHAUHLQ + @HUHL?HVUHH + mHV@HL%

Hence one has
PR2

min(1, kj)
and together with it follows from the Gronwall inequality, that for ¢ > t*(€) 4+ 1 one has

d 27
IVl < (555l 1Val: ) Val?: +

VoI,

PR?2(R+3) R 2 27R3 2
DI < (5o 4 o (R 1+ 2)) (V@] + 26 exp |0 (7101 + 26 R+ 1+ 5).
Vel < (G T2 R+ 1+ p) (Vrll 429 exp | 5 (710 + 207 (R + 1+ 5)
The same argument can be used to obtain a bound on ||V6]||2,, thus proving the result.
Finally, since the attracting ball Z ¢ H' is compactly embedded in H°, the proof & = w(Z) has the properties of the
global attractor is the same as in the finite dimensional case above. O

4. THE DIMENSION OF THE ATTRACTOR AND AN ANALYSIS OF BIFURCATIONS

As the above proof of Theorem [I] has shown, one has the convergence result that for any 7 > 0 and any € > 0 there
exists a M*(7,€) > 0 such that for all M > M*(7,€) one has

(58) 1X = XM || 2 (0,rps310) < €

Hence with a solution to a sufficiently large HKC model one can approximate the Nusselt number via

1 T MaM 1 M CE
|;/O /Q [usf — uz" 0 |dudt| < —ia X llogo ) IX = Xl L2 om0y < 75

where the constant C' depends only on the initial condition and the radii of the absorbing balls above. However, note that
the above proof makes use of the Aubin-Lions lemma. Unlike contraction mapping techniques, this abstract result does not
provide any information about the rate of convergence. Hence even for finite time averages the number of necessary modes
M*(7,€) is unknown. Furthermore, it is unclear whether the above result about finite time approximation is sufficient for
an infinite time average such as the Nusselt number, since in the worst case one could have M*(7,¢) — co as 7 — oo.
This section therefore aims at studying the properties of the global attractor for in order to provide a stronger
theoretical basis for the numerical heat transport analysis in section[5] This global attractor likely has a highly complicated,
fractal structure which can be difficult to study, so first we study the local bifurcations which give rise to the unstable
manifold at the origin. This is a smooth sub-manifold of the attractor about which analytical statements can be made.
In this way one obtains a nice lower bound on the dimension of the attractor which can help inform how large M*(7,¢)
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might be. Next, we adapt Temam’s result on the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor to the present case, giving an upper
bound on the complexity of the attractor as a function of the Rayleigh number.

4.1. Local bifurcations at the origin and a lower bound on the attractor dimension. The analysis of the
unstable manifold at the origin begins with a detailed analysis of the linearization of about the origin, denoted £°.
Note only terms with the same wave vector m are coupled via £°, hence £ acts on Lg x L? by multiplying each x™ by
a corresponding matrix £O™ In the case m € 72, these matrices are given explicitly as follows:

—P[KCm|? PS“’C";’1| (—1)|m|1+1PR%
(—1)‘m‘1+1l|<1%7:r;11| 0 _‘K:m|2

whereas when either m; or mg is zero it is an appropriate submatrix (recall ) Due to the block diagonal action, the
spectrum of £° is just the set of eigenvalues of ﬁ07m, ranging across m € Z2>0. The interesting case for these eigenvalues
ism € Z2>0, since in all other cases the eigenvalues have strictly negative real part for all parameter values. In this case
the eigenvalues A™7 must belong to at least one of the following discs in the complex plane, due to Gershgorin’s theorem:

(60) IA™7 4+ P|[Km|?| <P(R+S) , |\ +P|Km[?|<PS , |\™ 4+|Km|]*| <1.

For fixed 8, the radii are fixed while the centers of these discs tend to —oo as —|Km|? when |m| becomes large.

The following Lemma studies how these eigenvalues behave as S are varied. The statements in this Lemma prove that
as the Rayleigh number increases the eigenvalues of L£o™ must either appear as depicted in Figure |4| panel (a), or as in
Figure [4] panel (b) in the special case of low Prandtl and high rotation. The proof is given in

Lemma 4.1. For any admissible parameters ¥ and my, ms > 1, let the critical Rayleigh numbers R™, R™2 be defined
by
_|Km|® +S*m3

_2(P+ 1)|Km + 2225%m2
kim? a

2, 2
S

and let R™¢ = min(R™!, R™2). Furthermore let the rotation threshold S™ be defined by

(61) R™! R™?

’ ’

3
Lpllml yro<pP <,
LS. if P> 1,

2m3w/ P(Pfl)

(62) sm—

The following statements hold:

(i) For all 0 < R < R™*¢  the matriz L™ has eigenvalues with strictly negative real parts, and for all R > R™*¢ at

least one has positive real part.

(ii) For all R > R™ the matriz L™ has two (possibly complex valued) eigenvalues with strictly negative real parts,
and a third real valued eigenvalue with positive real part.

(iii) There exists a unique R* := R*(P,S, ki, m) > 0 such that L%™ has two complex conjugate eigenvalues for 0 <
R < R*, and has three distinct real eigenvalues for R > R*. Furthermore R* = 0 if and only if S = 0.

(iv) If 0 < P < 1, then the rotation S determines whether a (real) eigenvalue or a conjugate pair of eigenvalues cross
the imaginary axis:

S| < S™ = R* < R™! < R™? |
S| =s™ = R* = R™! =R™? |
S| > S™ = R™?% < R* < R™!,

(v) If P > 1 then R™! < R™2. When P =1, R* < R™! whereas for P > 1 one has
IS|>S™ & R*>R™! | |§|=S™ & R*=R™!.

In particular, Lemma characterizes how the eigenvalues can cross the imaginary axis as the Rayleigh number
is increased, which will determine what kind of bifurcations can occur. In particular, there are four types of crossing
scenarios, which will simply be referred to as type 1,2,3.4. The crossing depicted in Figure |4| panel (a) will be referred
to as type 1, which occurs when R™! < R™2. Lemma (iv),(v) show that this is the more common crossing scenario.
The crossing of the conjugate eigenvalues in panel (b) will be referred to as type 2, which occurs in the more special case
when R™2 < R™1. As shown in panel (b), subsequent to a type 2 crossing the complex eigenvalues meet and one of the
real eigenvalues returns across the imaginary axis. This will be referred to as type 3. Finally, the crossing that occurs
when R™! = R™2 will be referred to as type 4.
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FIGURE 4. Eigenvalues of the matrix £%(1) as a function of R, for k; = 1/1v/2. (a) ForP =2,S = %+1,

0 < R <200, a type 1 crossing occurs at R(1:1. (b) For P = 1/2, S = % +2,0 <R <200, a type 2
),2

crossing occurs at R(W1D2 and a type 3 crossing occurs at R(L1DL,

With the spectral picture in hand, the next ingredient required to classify the bifurcations at the origin is further
regularity for the semi-group S(t) obtained in Theorem [I} Although Theorem [2] only uses the Frechet regularity of S(t)
at the origin, the following Proposition provides global Frechet regularity used in Theorem [3] The proof is given in [D.2]

Proposition 4.2. For admissible B and Xo € H°, let X(t) be the solution of given in Theorem and let LX0(t) be
the linearization of along X(t), given explicitly by

(63) £%o (1) g9\ _ PAg+P[PRye&’ —PSe’x g—u-Vg—g-Vul, ’

(4 A +g3 —u-Vip — g- Vo.
where P is the Leray projector. For any T > 6 > 0, K € Z>o, Yy € H® there exists a unique Y(t) = (g(t),)(t)) €
([0, 7]); H°) 0 L2((0,7); H) N C*([0, 7]; C%) with Y(0) = Yy which solves the following equation:

d

(64) o

Y(t) = LX) Y(t) .

The semi-group S(t) is uniformly Frechet differentiable at Xo, with Frechet derivative FX(t) given by
FXo(t) Yy := Y() .

In order to understand how the unstable manifold unfolds as the Rayleigh number is increased, we need a holistic view
of the critical Rayleigh numbers R™¢ across all wave numbers m. We must therefore consider the level curves of R™1, R™:2
in the my, m3 plane, as well as the boundary (P + 1)|Km|% = (1 — P)S?m3 along which these are equal. Specifically, let
the level curves mgz(mq,P), ms(m,P) solve

Rk2m? = (k¥m? 4+ m32)® + S?*m3 for 0 < kymy < RY4,
(65) i 2P? R1/4

At any given parameter value B, each of the variables ™, 0™ with mg lying below these level curves give rise to a linear
(buoyancy) instability, which we will see corresponds one dimension of the unstable manifold. Figure [5 below depicts the
progression of instabilities as the Rayleigh number increases, corresponding to an increasingly high dimensional unstable
manifold. For P > 1, the progression must be similar to that shown in (a), where an intersection a level curve of R™! with
an integer vertex m corresponds to an eigenvalue of £9™ crossing the imaginary axis. Here all of the crossings are of type
1. For 0 < P < 1, the progression must be similar to that shown in (b), where the red curve depicts the boundary along
which R™! R™2 are equal. Inside the red boundary, intersections of the solid curves with the integer vertices correspond
to crossings of type 2, whereas intersections with the dashed curve correspond to a crossing of type 3. If any integer
vertices lie on the red boundary curve, then these correspond to a crossing of type 4 at the appropriate Rayleigh number.
All other crossings are of type 1.
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FIGURE 5. (a) For P = 2, S = 10v/5, k; = 1, the level curves of R™¢ as R increases. (b) For P = 1/2,
S = 100v/5, k; = 1, the boundary curve R™! = R™2 (red), as well as level curves of R™¢. For wave
vectors m inside the red boundary, the solid curves indicate the initial (Hopf) type 2 crossing and dashed
curves indicate the subsequent type 3 crossing.

It is possible that multiple critical Rayleigh numbers can be equal, i.e. R™¢ = R™¢ with m # m, in which case more
complicated bifurcations could occur. On the other hand, in[E:2]it is proven that mg,ms are strictly concave functions of
mq, and the boundary curve is a strictly concave function of m3z. This puts a nice constraint on the complexity of possible
scenarios for simultaneous critical Rayleigh numbers. For example, when P > 1, one can have a maximum of two critical
Rayleigh numbers with the same value of ms.

Before we study the bifurcations associated to these crossings, we need to introduce some notation. First, we introduce
My C 72 be the set of all wave vectors m which are critical at parameter value B, ie .#Z°(P) := U<y *(P), where
AP C 72 are defined to be the set of all wave vectors m € Z2, such that the eigenvalues of £%™ have a crossing
of type £ at a given Rayleigh number R. Explicitly,

M= {METE RN =RY L MORR) = AN R) = () =
for P > 1, whereas for 0 < P < 1, these are defined as
MP) ={m:R™' =R, S| <™}, AZ*(P)={m:R™* =R, [S|>S™},
3P = (m R™L=R S| > S™} | /%Y%) = {m:R™I =R, [5| = 5™},

Similarly, we let .Z*, . #" C 72, denote the sets of all wave vectors which are stable and unstable at parameter 3,
respectively. Explicitly, these sets are given by

MEP) = {m:R™ >R} . _#P) = {m:R™ <R}

Let X*®, X X" denote the projections of X onto the corresponding index sets .#%, #°, #".

In the following theorem, it is proven that the unstable manifold of the origin #*(0) exists, and its dimension d(#*(0))
is estimated in terms of the parameters 8. In particular, by holding S constant d(#“(0)) increases as R'/? as R — oo,
and by holding R constant d(# *(0)) collapses as S™! as S — oo. The bifurcations giving rise to the unstable manifold are
then classified in the special case when only one mode is critical and all eigenvalues are distinct, hence |S¢| # S™. Note
that this theorem is not meant to be an exhaustive summary of all possible bifurcations, but only a proof regarding typical
bifurcations, and the case of simultaneous critical modes and degenerate eigenvalues should be quite rare in parameter
space. The proof is given in

Theorem 2. (a) For admissible P,S ky, let R* = minmezio R™¢. For R > R* a non-trivial unstable manifold of the
origin W " (0) exists, and one has
R1/2

O

More precisely, there exists constants C’lo’“7 C’Qo’u > 0 such that one has the following bounds, and furthermore one has the
following limit

Ouni/2 O,up1/2

ki (1+ )12~ ool o dwe
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Since #“(0) C <7, one immediately obtains the following lower bound:

(67) dHaus(be) > d(Wu(O)) .

(b) For admissible P€, suppose A °(PB°) is non-empty. Then the PDE undergoes a local bifurcation at (u,6,P) =
(0,0,B°). If |.#°| =1 and |S°| # S™ these bifurcations are classified as follows:

(i) If m e 4! and P¢ > k;"fsl then a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation occurs as R is increased through R with the
other parameters fized. If P¢ <

1 ms3 —-1/2
68 cm=__|K 3 2 1 )
(63) o lemP ()t = 1)
If |S¢] < C™ then a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation occurs, whereas if |S¢| > C™ a subcritical pitchfork bifurca-
tion occurs. If m € .43, then the same bifurcations occur as R is decreased through R°.
(ii) If m € .42, P > % and ms > \/2kymy then a supercritical Hopf bifurcation occurs.

Remark 4.3. Note that the rotation number S could just as well be treated as the control parameter, rather than the
Rayleigh number, and the same bifurcations occur. For example, as one decreases the rotation S through S€¢, the critical
Rayleigh number R® defined in decreases through the fixed Rayleigh number R.

4.2. Upper bound on the attractor dimension for the Boussinesq Coriolis model. Here we apply the techniques
of Temam [27] to obtain an upper bound on the dimension of the attractor. Since the attractor presumably has a fractal
structure, it is more precise to use alternative notions of dimension. Therefore recall that the d-dimensional Hausdorff

measure of &/ is the number o
c
d
1 d) = o gt 2™
where C. is the collection of all coverings C' of & by balls B; of radius 0 < r; < €. The Hausdorff dimension of &,
dpraus(2), is defined as the unique number such that for all d € [0,00) one has pg(2/,d) = 0 if d > dgaus(2) and

up (e, d) = o0 if d < dgaus(2/). On the other hand the box-counting dimension of & is defined

o log n (€)
dpox () : lim sup log 1/¢
where ng(€) is the number of balls of radius < e which is necessary to cover /. Note that Temam refers to the box-
counting dimension as the fractal dimension, whereas others use the term fractal dimension more generally to refer to any
index which characterizes fractal sets by quantifying their complexity.
Temam et al’s result is for non-rotating, planar flows, hence S = 0, and ua(x,¢) = 0 for all ¢t > 0. For S = 0, the
condition ug(x,t) = 0 is invariant for the flow defined by , their result can be stated in our notation as follows:

Theorem 3 (Foias, Manley, Temam [10] Theorem 5.1). For S = 0, ugo(x) = 0, let &/ be the global attractor of S(t)
defined in Theorem (a). There exists constants Craus, Chor depending only on P, ky such that

(69) dHaus(d) S CHaus(]- + R) ) dboa:(d) S Cboa:(l + R)

In fact, one can check that this result carries over to the general case S > 0, ug,0(x) # 0, with different constants

C Haus, C’box Hence is used in the analysis in sectionwith C Haus- The proof for the general case is so similar to that
in [10] that it is not repeated here in full detail. However, by carefully analyzing the proof, one can extract the constant
C’Haus, hence a sketch of the proof is provided in |F| l to show how these arise. The result is as follows:

32073

(70) CHaus = P(l i P) min(L k%) .

Remark 4.4. Note that while 1s independent of the rotation number, this bound is not necessarily sharp. Indeed, the
analysis of the local bifurcations at the origin and the numerical work in section [ strongly suggest that the rotation plays
a significant role. Howewver, a rotation dependent bound ended up being too difficult to prove for the present work, since
the rotation is energy neutral and hence doesn’t enter into , hence one must use new methods. This same problem
arises in background field arguments, described in the conclusion section.

5. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

This section summarizes some numerical investigations into heat transport in the Boussinesq Coriolis model via the
HKC models. First, an overview of some heat transport phenomenology is given, leading to the goals for the numerical
studies. A summary of the codes written to achieve these goals is then given. The results of several numerical studies
regarding convergence and dynamics are then presented. Note that all of the computations were done using MATLAB on
a standard laptop or desktop, and as mentioned above the codes are available on GitHub.
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5.1. Context, goals and code inventory. In order to provide context for the numerical results below, we summarize
here some heat transport phenomena which are fairly well understood, and give a more detailed account in [Gl Already
one can gain many qualitative insights by carefully considering the HKC-1 model. Figure [0] depicts the heat transport
for the HKC-1 model, in which one can see an intimate correspondence between the dynamics of this model and its heat
transport. Here we chose the parameters (P, ki) equal their classical Lorenz values (10, 1/1/2), since with this choice there
is a huge body of literature to compare to.

1000

0 100 200 300 400

F1GURE 6. For P = 10, k; = %, Nusselt number approximations for the HKC-1 model (a) for S = 0

with random initial conditions (green) and the fixed point values, with blue indicating local stability and
red indicating instability and (b) for random initial conditions 0 < S < 20, 0 < R < 1000.

Panel (a) depicts a bifurcation diagram of the Nusselt number as R increases with S fixed at 0, where blue and red curves
indicate locally stable and locally unstable equilibria, respectively. Solutions with random initial conditions are depicted
in green. For very small Rayleigh numbers, the origin is the global attractor and hence all solutions have Nu® = 1. At
R = 6.75, a pair of nontrivial fixed points emerge from the origin in a pitchfork bifurcation, representing steady convection
rolls. They are locally stable for 6.75 < R < 166.97, and solutions with random I.C.’s track their Nusselt number. At
R ~ 166.97 these fixed points lose stability in a subcritical Hopf bifurcation, whereupon solutions tend to the famous
chaotic attractor. One then observes that trajectories exhibit less heat transport than those of the unstable fixed points.
In this case, the fluid seems to be spending more energy moving around chaotically and hence transports less energy.

Panel (b) depicts the Nusselt number computed for random initial conditions as a function of both R and S. The
effect of rotation seems to always be to stabilize simpler dynamical behavior. This stabilization can increase Nu® only
as it moves the dynamics out of the chaotic region, but typically the rotation decreases the heat transport, and it never
increases Nu' above the maximal rate realized among solutions with S = 0. As the rotation becomes very large Nu® must
decrease down to 1, since eventually the stabilizing effect becomes so strong that vertical motion is impossible and the
origin becomes the global attractor.

Several of the above phenomena seem to carry over the PDE. For example, it is proven that vertical motion is suppressed
to zero in the limit of infinite rotation (see for example [1]), so vertical convective heat transport will be zero. Since the
rotation drops out of the energy balance equation, the rotation cannot increase the heat transport above the bound for
the S = 0 case. There is numerical evidence suggesting that the maximal heat transport for the PDE is also realized by
time-independent solutions [30], although this remains unproven.

The PDE may have qualitative similarities to the HKC-1 model, but one must use an ODE of appropriately high spatial
resolution to have any chance of accurately representing the PDE quantatively. For instance, it is widely believed that the
PDE exhibits unbounded heat transport as R — co, whereas it can be proven analytically that the heat transport in the
HKC-1 model tends toward a constant value |21]. The required spatial resolution to accurately capture the heat transport
of the PDE at given Rayleigh and rotation numbers is unknown and presents one of the main questions studied herein.
In the 6 dimensional HKC-1 model the short time steps and long integration times required by the chaotic dynamics are
expensive but not prohibitive. If the dimension required for accurate heat transport were to increase as in , then the
computational expense would very quickly become prohibitive.

Therefore the goals of the numerical studies below aim at addressing issues which fall roughly into two categories:

(1) Convergence issues: How long must one integrate a trajectory to obtain an approximation of the infinite time
average? How large are the errors associated with step-size, especially for solutions which appear chaotic (ie
persistent errors)? For a given R, S, how large must M be such that the heat transport values from the HKC-M
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model appear to converge? How does this compare to the bounds in section [d? How large is the error associated
with using an insufficiently large model?

(2) Dynamical issues: What are the dynamically stable values of the heat transport (ie heat transport obtained
by all initial conditions in a set of positive measure)? At a given Rayleigh number, are there multiple stable heat
transport values? What heat transport do stationary solutions exhibit, and how much does this differ from time
dependent solutions? How can chaotic solutions be identified?

The codes begin with the script ModelConstructor.m which takes as input a positive integer M, and writes a file
called HKCM.m containing the right hand side of - . Solutions of the HKC-M model can then be simulated with
the function FluidSolver.m, which takes as input the desired parameters 8 and model number M, uses ode45 to call
HKCM.m and saves the trajectory along with the parameters. FluidSolver .m was written so that it can be given an initial
condition (either random or near-uniform) and start at ¢ = 0, or it can extend an already computed trajectory for a specified
time. Several codes are then available to visualize the trajectory, either in phase space, or via the corresponding velocity
or temperature fields. Several codes are also available to compute the cumulative average heat transport corresponding to
these trajectories using the expression . The function Heat Transport_Trajectory.m takes a single trajectory and
computes its heat transport, whereas the script Heat Transport_Iterator.m is initialized with an array of Rayleigh
and rotation numbers, computes trajectories for each parameter value by calling FluidSolver.m and then computes
the corresponding heat transport.

5.2. Convergence issues. The first convergence issue was that of convergence in time, namely the step size for the
numerical integration must be chosen sufficiently small to approximate the ODE solution well, and the total integration
time must be chosen sufficiently long to obtain a good approximation for the infinite time average. Regarding this first
issue, most of the time some small step size such as At = 10~ was chosen, and then ode45’s built in error control was
used to determine whether smaller time steps were needed by setting the relative and absolute error.

Regarding the long integration time, the function HeatTransport_Iterator.m was designed to first compute a
trajectory for some long integration time such as 10° time increments. The function HeatTransport_Iterator.m
then enters into a loop which tests the fluctuations in the heat transport value, and either continues the trajectory if the
fluctuations are larger than a specified threshold or saves the data if the fluctuations are acceptably small. Specifically,
the trajectory is extended by an additional 10® time units until the standard deviation in the second half of the trajectory
was less than 2% of the cumulative heat transport at the end of the trajectory. Most commonly the solutions exhibited
quick convergence toward an apparent infinite-time average, although in rare cases a trajectory can spend a long time
near solutions which are weakly unstable (see for example Figure , hence long integration times may be required.

In order to study the convergence of the ODE models toward the PDE, trajectories were generated using Heat Transport_Itera
for each the following HKC-M models, beginning from a random perturbation of the uniform initial state (ug(x), Tp(x)) =

(0,1/2):

(71) M=1,3,6,10,21,36,45,55,66, 78,91, 105,120, 136, 153 , 171, 190 .

These corresponding to the 1%¢ through 19" completed shell. For each model, a trajectory was generated with P = 10,
ki = 1/\@7 for each pair of R, S in the following range:

(72) R =[1,50 : 50 : 500, 600 : 100 : 1000, 2000 : 1000 : 5000] , S =0:50 :400.

where xo : Az : x¢ is the MATLAB notation denoting the set of all integers beginning from ¢, incrementing by Az and
ending with x;. For these trajectories, the relative and absolute error in ode45 were set to 10719, the time increment
was set to 1074, the trajectories were initially integrated for 10* time increments, or 10? more time increments until the
fluctuations in heat transport met the 2% error threshold. The results are shown in Figure [7} although for clarity only a
smaller selection of models is displayed and the dependence on the parameters R, S is shown separately.
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FIGURE 7. Heat transport model comparison (a) for all 0 < R < 5000,S = 0 and (b) for R = 5000,
0 <'S <400.

Panel (a) in Figure [7| displays the dependence of the heat transport on R for S = 0. Most prominently, this figure
displays that in each HKC model the heat transport increases rather rapidly for low Rayleigh numbers, then the rate of
increase levels off for higher Rayleigh numbers. This increase is fairly monotonic, although with some fluctuations. The
higher dimensional HKC models almost always exhibit more heat transport than the lower dimensional models. We point
out one interesting exception where at the value R = 500 the HKC-55 model appears to exhibit less heat transport than
many of the others. Rather than a peculiarity of this model, this might be due to the random initial conditions, and we
will return to this point later. All HKC models tend to agree fairly well for low Rayleigh numbers, but as one moves toward
higher Rayleigh numbers the lower dimensional models one by one exhibit significantly less heat transport than the higher
dimensional models. As described above, one sees that the HKC-1 model levels off to an apparently constant value, as one
would expect from analytical results, and already by R = 5000 exhibits around 5 times less transport than the HKC-190
model. It might be that the failure mechanism for the HKC-1 model described above also appears in each truncated model,
where the heat transport eventually levels off to a constant value as the Rayleigh number begins to vastly dominate over
the viscosity of the smallest scale of the truncated model. Even the HKC-105 model seems to lie significantly below the
other models beginning around R = 2000. On the other hand, the HKC-136, HKC-153 and HKC-190 all seem to agree
quite well in Figure [7] (a), so on this range it seems that these models are accurately representing the PDE.

Panel (b) in Figure m shows the dependence of the heat transport on the rotation number for R = 5000. The heat
transport decreases with increasing rotation for all models, although more slowly for the higher dimensional HKC models.
This decrease appears to be monotonic, although one sees that the slopes are not strictly increasing. One sees a more
interesting relationship across the HKC models, where for S > 100 the HKC-190 model seems to exhibit slightly less heat
transport than the HKC-136 and HKC-153 models. This again could be due to the random initial conditions, but it is
somewhat curious that it is so consistent. Finally, in this case the HKC-105, HKC-136, HKC-153 and HKC-190 all seem
to agree quite well over the whole range, and one sees that all models tend to agree for higher rotation numbers. Hence
for higher rotation, the PDE seems well represented by lower dimensional models.

In order to quantify the apparent convergence across models of different spatial resolutions, the heat transport for each
model in was compared to the heat transport from the HKC-190 model at each Rayleigh and rotation number in
(72). For definiteness, the value 10% was chosen arbitrarily, and if the heat transport from a given model was within 10%
of the heat transport value from the HKC-190 model, then that the model was considered to represent the PDE "well".
The dimension of the smallest model found in this way will be referred to as the empirical Nusselt dimension, dnsseit-
In Figure [8 below, one can see the plot of dyysseit, indicating the increasing computational cost associated with resolving
the flow as the Rayleigh number increases.

21



400 +

300 -

I]]dNusselt
-dunstable

200 -

100 ~

0l

4000 300

] 200
o 2000 o0 100 g

FIGURE 8. The computational cost measured by the empirical Nusselt dimension dpygserr vS. the dimen-
sion of the minimal HKC model containing all unstable modes dystabie-

The lower bound on the Hausdorff dimension found from @ was found to be quite small compared to the plot of
dNussert- This is not at all surprising, and in fact this is not a meaningful comparison because the attractor must of course
be embedded in a larger ambient space. In order to provide a more meaningful comparison, the quantity dypstapie Was
plotted in red in Figure [§ panel, defined as the minimal HKC model which contains all of the unstable modes at the origin.
The upper bound (69| was not depicted in |8 because this is far larger, on the order of 10> for most of the range depicted
in Figure

The two graphs plotted in Figure [8] seem to agree fairly well, although for larger rotation numbers it is noticeable
that dynstapie jumps up immediately to high dimension when the Rayleigh number crosses a critical threshold, whereas
dNusselt Tamps up over a larger range of Rayleigh numbers. This is not surprising because the structures developing after
a critical threshold are initially small and do not immediately produce a large change in transport. It is also noticeable
that dyysserr fluctuates in a non-monotonic way. This is surprising, and possibly just a result of the crude nature of this
comparison. This study should be interpreted as a rough idea about how much resolution is needed, since it is limited by
the fact that only the restricted number of HKC models in was used, rather than every HKC model from 1 to 190.
Furthermore this study does not necessarily compare across different HKC models for analogous initial conditions. As we
shall see in the coming section this dependence of the heat transport is nontrivial due to the presence of multiple stable
values of transport, hence the comparison across models may be skewed by the fact that trajectories for each model were
initialized using random perturbations of the uniform state.

5.3. Dynamical issues. While stationary solutions are important for understanding the dynamics of any system, they
are particularly important in Rayleigh-Bénard convection since it is thought that they might maximize heat transport
. Hence this subsection presents results on heat transport and stability properties of all equilibria bifurcating from
the origin tracked using MATCONT, a MATLAB software project for numerical continuation and bifurcation analysis of
parameterized dynamical systems @

After some experimentation, the HKC21 model was selected for analysis using MATCONT, since this model was found
to be large enough to represent the PDE over a decent range of Rayleigh numbers, but also small enough where a host
of numerical continuations could be performed. Fixing S,P, k; at (0,10,1/4/2) and starting at the origin, the Rayleigh
number was increased from 0 to 2000, and the equilibria bifurcating from the origin were tracked. The second generation
equilibria arising at each branch point were then tracked through R = 2000, as well as the third generation. The heat
transport along each branch was then computed, and the result is depicted in Figure [9 below. This figure displays the
stability information as well, where the heat transport corresponding to locally stable equilibria is depicting in blue vs the
heat transport for unstable equilibria is depicted in red. The branches of equilibria also exhibited many Hopf bifurcations,
hence these were continued as well. Some of these branches of periodic solutions were locally stable for a range of Rayleigh
numbers, hence locally stable periodic solutions are depicted in purple vs locally unstable periodic solutions in orange.
These branches of periodic solutions typically lost stability via torus bifurcations, and hence the stable heat transport
values were not tracked further due to the extreme complexity. Furthermore, a time dependent solution beginning from
a random perturbation of the uniform state was computed for each of the following Rayleigh numbers, and depicted in
green:

R=0:5:2000 .
A very complicated bifurcation structure is evident in Figure [0} and in fact Figure [J] only displays the branches which
were most directly related to the stable transport values. Dozens of branches had to be left out to avoid overcrowding
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the plot. Most interestingly, there appear branches which emerge from the origin as unstable, but later restabilize for a
range of Rayleigh numbers by ejecting further unstable equilibria, leading to the presence of multiple stable values of heat
transport at a given Rayleigh number. From Figure EI panel (a) one sees that the HKC-21 model might only be accurate
for the PDE up to around R = 500, but the multi-stability appears well before this, and the dynamics of the HKC-21
model are interesting nevertheless. In the region of multi-stability, note that the green points do not fall exactly on the
blue equilibria branches, and the points seem roughly evenly distributed between the two branches. This might indicate
that these two branches have comparably sized basins of attraction which are fairly close together, and the values of the
time dependent trajectories are tainted by finite integration time errors.

M |ocally stable
equilibrium

M |ocally unstable
equilibrium

M |ocally stable
periodic soln.

locally unstable
periodic soln.

M rand. I.C. soln.

0 500 1000 1500 2000
R

FIGURE 9. Heat transport bifurcation diagram for HKC-21 with the Rayleigh number as the control
parameter at S = 0.

Figure [T0] depicts the analogous study using the rotation number as the control parameter at R = 2000. In this case,
a time dependent solution beginning from a random perturbation of the uniform state was computed for each of the
following rotation numbers:

S=0:1:200.

These were again depicted in green. At this high Rayleigh number the branches of periodic solutions were found to be
too expensive to compute, hence they are not depicted. However, the equilibria apparently regain stability fairly quickly
and seem to explain the observed values of heat transport after S ~ 25. As one might expect, the bifurcation diagram
was found to be symmetric in S, hence for S < 0 the bifurcation diagram is the mirror image of that shown in panel
(b). However, it is interesting because several of the branches form closed loops with their mirror image which cannot be
accessed by tracing branches from the origin. This is for instance the case for the branch with maximal heat transport at
S = 0. In particular the stability might not be explained by tracing the stability to the origin. For instance, in the region
60 < S < 80, note that the green points fall fairly far away from the two stable branches. While this could again just be
a finite integration time error, the trajectories seemed to show good convergence in time here. It could be that there is
a stable branch here which could not be found by tracking the bifurcations either beginning from the origin or beginning
from one of the branches found with S = 0.
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FIGURE 10. Heat transport bifurcation diagram for HKC-21 with the rotation number as the control
parameter at R = 2000.

In order to study this apparent multi-stability further, the HKC-55 model was selected. From Figure [7] one sees that
this model could be sufficiently high dimensional to represent the PDE up to roughly R = 1000, but also sufficiently low
dimensional where many simulations could be performed for different initial conditions. To gather statistical information
regarding the multi-stability, trajectories were simulated at 48 initial conditions obtained from randomly perturbing from
the uniform state. This was done for each of the following R and S values:

(73) R =[0:50: 500,600 : 100 : 1000, 1250 : 250 : 3000] , S$=0:50:300.

The results are plotted in Figure[II]below. The trajectories were then binned binned into groups according to their Nusselt
number, where a trajectory was put into group i if its Nusselt number was closest to the i*” element of the following vector:

(74) Nu®® =0:0.5:10.

The number of initial conditions falling into each bin is depicted in Figure [I2]at S = 0 for a few Rayleigh number values.
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(a) (b)

FIGURE 11. (a) The dependence of the heat transport on the Rayleigh number for 48 random initial
conditions in the HKC-55 model (b) A frequency plot counting the number of initial conditions exhibiting
various Nusselt number values.
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At R = 350 the distribution of Nusselt values is distinctly bimodal with two peaks of roughly even frequency, whereas
for other values there seems to be a more dominant heat transport value. Nevertheless at all values of the Rayleigh in
Figure [12| there is a non-trivial spread of Nusselt values, reflecting a multi-modal distribution.

Frequency

35
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600
550

500

400 R

5 350

FIGURE 12. A frequency plot counting the number of initial conditions exhibiting various Nusselt number
values for 350 < R < 600, S = 0.

6. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has provided several results to aide both theoretical and applied researchers. Explicitly computing the
formulas for the Galerkin truncations enabled the HKC hierarchy to be implemented in MATLAB, which can be of use
for applied researchers. Criteria [2:3] were shown to not only guarantee the energetic consistency desired by climate
researchers, but compact dynamical behavior as well. The well-posedness theory and upper bound on the attractor
dimension carry over from the two-dimensional case, and the rotation in the present case apparently does not ruin the
smoothness properties or increase the radius or dimension of the attractor. By studying the local bifurcations at the
origin, one mechanism by which the attractor increases in complexity was identified and a rate of increase was given.
Furthermore, several heuristic steps toward an analysis of heat transfer were given in the numerical results, including a
basic outline of the dependence of the heat transport on the Rayleigh and rotation numbers, convergence results as one
looks at higher dimensional HKC models, and results on bifurcations and multi-stability. In particular, multiple stable
values of heat transport presents an interesting challenge for representing convection as a sub-grid process, since one
would in fact need to know what is going on beneath the subgrid scale to get the correct value of transport. The studies
conducted herein could inform a stochastic representation of sub-grid convection, where the stochastic measure is chosen
to be consistent with the frequency statistics in Figure

These results invite further analysis. On the applied side, one natural next step is to extend the hierarchy to allow
fully 3-dimensional flows, rather than horizontally aligned flows. In this paper a careful study of the convergence across
models was conducted for Rayleigh and rotation numbers only up to around 5000 and 400 respectively, but with more
computational resources one could certainly use the HKC models herein at higher parameter values. One could push
this even further by exploiting the convolution type conditions in , for example one could study the special class of
solutions to such that m € 100Z2, for all u®,6™. Even using relatively few modes one could study solutions with
very fine scale structures using this class. A sequel paper is already underway to address these issues. The results could
then be used to compare heat transport in established climate models such as ICON-A [11] or to specific heat transport
parameterizations. For the model studied herein such direct comparisons would only be reasonable in a restricted physical
regime. One could add moisture into the model and it seems very likely that the energetic consistency Criteria would
remain the same. A further challenge would be to consider more physically realistic boundary conditions, for instance
with no-slip conditions or allowing the upper boundary to behave as a free surface.

On the theoretical side, the results herein open up a new approach toward obtaining universal upper bounds on the
Nusselt number. The standard approach for such bounds is the background field method |7], which for instance provides
the sharpest known bound in the non-rotating, free slip case |32], namely that for fixed P, k; there exists a constant Cp k,
such that
(75) sup Nu <1+ Cp, RY"? for all R > 0.

(uo,7o)
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To the best knowledge of the author the only analytical result in the rotating case was obtained by Constantin et al. [4]
5] in the special case where P = oo, very far from relevant for atmospheric flows. The background field method appears
to fail for the rotating case when P < oo, since many of the global analytical estimates use quadratic expressions such as
the kinetic energy ||u||3, formed by computing an inner product of a term with itself, and due to the skew-symmetry of
the Coriolis term the dependence on rotation disappears. In this case one might have to apply more advanced techniques
such as the more general auxiliary function method [3|, which when combined with convex optimization techniques has
been successful in obtaining bounds for several ODE systems |9} |13}, [20]. The results of this paper allow one to apply such
techniques to arbitrary Fourier truncations of the BC model.

While the bounds on the attractor dimension obtain here give a rough idea of the required spatial resolution, the
reduction of the BC model to the ODE system is still not fully rigorous. For more ideal equations, such as reaction-
diffusion or Navier-Stokes-alpha models, one can make a fully rigorous reduction to an ODE system by showing the
existence of an inertial manifold, which loosely speaking is a graph T’ : R™ — L? such that the solution u (t) to a
sufficiently high dimensional ODE (say, of dimension M) satisfies

lu(t) — (" (t) + Tu™ (1) 2 < Ce™".

With an inertial manifold in hand one could recover infinite time averages from the PDE (such as the Nusselt number) by
solutions of the ODE system. Progress continues in the general theory of inertial manifolds [33], but challenges remain to
prove existence for Navier-Stokes type models. However, studying inertial manifolds in the models developed herein may
provide insights regarding how this could be done for the full BC system.

APPENDIX A. NON-DIMENSIONALIZATION AND VALUES OF THE PHYSICAL PARAMETERS
Using variables with physical units, the three dimensional Boussinesq equations with a Coriolis force are given as:
Ov+v-Vv+ EVﬁ =vAv + ga(T — T,)& — 258 x v ,
(76) é v=0,
0T +v-VT = kAT.

Here v = (v1,v2,v3), T, p are the velocity, temperature and pressure of a fluid depending on y = (y1,y2,y3) € [0, L1] x
[0, Lo] x [0, H] and £ > 0. The parameters p,v,g,a, Ty, s,k are the density, kinematic viscosity, gravitational constant,
thermal expansion coefficient, local angular speed of the rotating frame, thermal diffusivity and reference temperature.
The temperature is held constant at the top and bottom, hence T(yl,yg, 0) = Tb, T(yl,yg, H) = Tt, and it is assumed
that T, > T;. Without loss of generality one can choose the reference temperature T, = T, and rescale as follows:

Ty H? . Hv T-T, H?
X = — ’ t=—-1 ) u=— ) T= = ~ ) b= p )
H 2K R T, — T, T2KUp
and obtain the non-dimensionalized system . The dimensionless parameters in are given explicitly by
H3(T, — T, 2sH?
(77 p_” 7 R = 90 (T = Ti) 7 5= 27
K TRy w2y

The gravitational constant near the surface of the Earth is given by g ~ 9.87;. Taking the fluid to represent air, some
values for the physical parameters are as follows:
2 2
p A 1.2]“—% o ~43.100°T am15.107°2 L ka19-1007%
m S K ]

There is some choice involved in the other parameters, depending on what is to be modelled. For instance, the local
angular speed is zero at the equator or s = 1.6 - 10_5% near the poles. If the box 2 is taken to represent the troposphere
then some approximate values are given by

T, ~ 300K , T,~222 , H=~10*m.
Inserting these values into one obtains .

APPENDIX B. MODEL CONSTRUCTION

B.1. Completeness of the general Fourier expansion for divergence-free vector fields. First, artificially extend
the domain by defining u for x3 € [—7,0) by an odd extension for uz and an even extension for u, us in order to satisfy the
boundary conditions. The sinusoidal functions are a complete basis for L2([0, 27]), hence one can expand each component
of the vector field. As mentioned above one can assume each component has zero mean, and furthermore due to the
even/odd properties above 11, us must be given only in terms of cos(mszs) and us must be given only in terms sin(msxs).
Defining the following index sets

Iy ={mi,m3 >0} , S={m; >0m3=0} , SF3={mz>0,m; =0},
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one therefore has the following general expansion

u(x,t) = Z [(a™" & &' +ay'e?) cos(maxs) + uy e sin(maxs)] cos(kymiz)

me.#;
n [( P m2 2) cos(maws) +u§“ 283 sm(mgxg)] sin(kymqz1)
+ Z Am 1A1+u ,1 )COS k1m1x1)+( m2»1+u 2 )sin(klmlxl)
me .Y
4 Z Aml 1+,&m1 2) cos(m3x3)+u 1e3sin(m3$3)7
me.?s

where for m € .#; the Fourier coefficients are given by
m1 1 [W [
U, (t) = W/ / Ug(X,t) cos(klmla:l)cos(mgxg)dx N
0 -7

1 o [T
wP(t) = — ; 1/ ug(x, t) sin(kymyz1) cos(maws)dx

V2 x
for £ =1,2 and
27
1 el s
ﬂgj’l(t) = W/ ' / Ug(X, t) cos(klmlxl) sin(mgxg)dx ,
0 —T
1R
(78) i (t) = W/ ' / uz(x,t) sin(kymqz ) sin(mszs)dx
0 -7

For m € %, %3 the Fourier coefficients are defined similarly.
For m € .#, one can use the definitions of the 4,7, integrate by parts and apply the incompressibility condition to
establish that for each j one must have the relation

(79) (1) kymy @ mgay? =

This relation then reduces the number of coefficients to be considered for each m. In this case each component of the
vector field has two Fourier coefficients for a total of six, namely @, for j < 2, £ < 3. However, the condition 79| implies
there can be at most one independent Fourier coefficients for each j, hence one ends up with four independent coefficients.
Therefore there is some transformation carrying the four corresponding vector fields to the four vector fields in . For
m € %, .¥3, the analogue of shows that one of the Fourier coefficients must be zero, hence in these cases there is
some transformation carrying the two remaining linearly independent vector fields to the two vector fields in .

B.2. Derivation of the explicit form of the nonlinear terms. We drop the superscript M for this derivation.
Expanding the expressions using the Fourier expansions @, one obtains the following;:

/QV“-[(u~V)u}dx—/ﬂv“~[(;u“/vnl- Zu v? dx

n’’

= Z Zu u” / " [(v“’ 'V)v“”}dx,

n’ n’

/an~[u vodx—/fn Zu Vv e

n’’

=3 e /f“ v v dx

n’ n’’

Having extracted the time dependent terms, denote the (time-independent) integrals via
Igz _ / vi . [(Vn/ . V)Vn”]dx : Ig‘ _ / fn . [Vn/ . vfn//]dx
Q Q

where we have used o := (n,n’,n"”). Next, we expand the dot products in terms of the vector components via

S OD SR oF S

i=1,3 j<3 i=1,3

(80) I8 = / of - [of o) Jdx, JP = / £ R 0n, 1 dx
Q Q
7



Note the value ¢ = 2 is excluded since the derivative in x5 is zero. Since the component of v;‘/ must match the derivative

. m’,p;,2) . _—
0y, in , and only the second component of U( P12 g non-zero, one must have ¢’ = 1. Similarly one must have ¢ = ¢,
since otherwise v, v®" have no matching non-zero components, and hence the expression for I simplifies:

g =

u

Jt+Js + s+ J5s ife=1,
Jﬁ? + J§2 if ¢ = 2.

In order to explicitly resolve the integrals in a concise way, let k3 = 1, and let the sinusoidal functions h™?* and
phase matrices G™ be defined

B y) = cos(my) , B™2(y) = sin(my),

P1 kimy ]

g(mml,l) := diag L0, (—
[ O "

, g(m,p172) = d|ag[071>0}

Using this notation one can write all of the cases in , in the following general expressions

o hm1,P1+1(k1x1) COS(mgl'g) m
(81) Vi — nvgn hml,p1+1(k1x1) COS(TTL3JS3) , fn — %hmlml(kll‘l) sin(m3x3)a
h™1P(kyzq ) sin(mgas)

where we recall that the phase and component 1ndlces p1, c are taken mod 2. Define also the sign function a to give the
signs produced by taking the derivative ,, of the j' component in (80):

O’Pllf = a?/l/Uj ) O’flll = (=1)m oifi=1, ) 0j = 1 ifj=12
-1 if i = 3, -1 ifj=3.

Finally, for g = (m,m’/,m"), ¢ = (p1,p},p}), let E*®) be the evaluation of the sinusoidal integral:

"o

27
E(H”QS) ::/ P (y)hm’}ﬂ (y)hm Py (y)dy
0

We can now pull out all parameter dependence and explicit dependence on m, m’, m” from the integrals by inserting

into :
m, m’ m' B m, m
(82) gy =T grgrar i Je= T e ot s,

in which the integrals IA;"J are given as follows (after using the substitutions y = kyz1,y = 2x3):

~ A~ 1 ’ 1" 3 ~ Y 1 / /" 3
Igy =1Ipy = — et pitlpi+le)) pli 111 Ig = 1Igy = — B e Lpi el ) gt 12.2)
2k 2k
(83) jlad — %ME(“I’I“’p/1+1’pl1/+1)E(MT3’2’1’2) 7 f§‘3 — iE(ul,p1,p’17p’{)E(“7372,271) 7

where p* are as in Note if either u! = 0 or p? = 0 then the integrals don’t need to be evaluated, since J2y = jf‘ =0
already follows from the fact that mj, = m} = 0, ¢ = 1 in (82)). Hence we can assume at least one wave number my, mj},, mj,
is non-zero for both k =1, 3.

It remains to evaluate the eight integrals E#®) for ¢ € {1,2}3. First, for any p € ZS>0 one has

B2 _ pwl21) _ 21l _ p222) _ g

since these are integrals of odd functions over the domain [—m, 7] (after using a substitution). This then gives the phase
condition (21]) on py,p},py. So one need only consider the remaining four integrals, and as in p can have either
integer or half integer components. In order to evaluate these, one can repeatedly apply the angle addition formulas:

cos((m’ +m")y) + cos((m’ — m")y)

cos(m’y) cos(m'y) =

2 )
cos(m’y) sin(my) = SO+ m")y) —sin((m’ = m")y)

(84) cos((m' — m")y) 3 cos((m' +m")y)
sin(m’y) sin(m”y) = 5 7

it ettty — S0 ")) + sin((m’ = m")y)

sin(m'y) cos(m'y) = 5 )

28



To see how the evaluation procedure works, consider the specific example
2m
Em.1,2,2) / cos(my) sin(m'y) sin(m”y)dy.
0

In this case, E*122) = 0 if m’ = 0 or m” = 0 since sin(0) = 0, so E#*122) should be proportional to the amplitude
factor A1:2:2) .= ym":m" where
Xm,m’ — 0 ifm=0orm = 0,
1 otherwise.
Expanding via , one obtains

2m
EW122) — i / [cos ((m+m' —m")y) + cos ((m —m' +m")y)
0

—cos ((m —m' —m")y) — cos (m+m’ +m")y)]|dy.

If no convolution condition is satisfied (i.e. m # |m’ & m”|) then in the case where m,m’;m’ are integers one obtains
w™sin(wz) for each of the integrands (for some w # 0), which then evaluates to zero due to periodicity. If m,m/,m”
are only half integers, then a convolution-type condition must still be satisfied, since the function w=!sin(wz) is zero at
both boundaries if w # 0 is a half integer. On the other hand, if m’,m"” > 0 and a convolution-type condition is satisfied,
then the integral is non-zero. If m = m’ + m” then it is negative, otherwise it is positive. The absolute value is equal to
5 if m,m’,m" are all non-zero, or 7 if m = 0. By repeating this procedure for each of the remaining integrals E (1:®) one

arrives at the following general statements:

(1) E®™®) = if the triad u doesn’t satisfy a convolution-type condition of the form m = [m' £ m"|.
(2) If p # 0 satisfies a convolution condition and ¢ € {£€'};<4 then

(85) Ed) —

™
20 ™ ™ )?
for the sign coefficients s(*%) given in , and amplitude factors A*®) given as follows:

s(®) g(.d)

" " ’

A(I"’igl) =1 , A(I"£2) = Xm,am A(P’r£3) = Xm’m A(l"a£4) = erm A

Note however that the amplitude factors A#*®) enter into the analysis to handle the case sin(0) = 0. However, in our
choice of admissible phases we have specifically excluded these cases, and by this reason one should always have
sin(ma), sin(m’z) # 0. The sinusoid sin(m”z) for m” = 0 might not be avoided by (13]), but since this sinusoid is obtained
by taking a derivative one always has the factor m” = 0 in which enforces J; = 0 or jf‘ = 0. Hence for all u, @

chosen via one can take A% =1, and - then follow from collecting - and simplifying.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF VORTICITY BALANCE
Proof. Note that the vorticity w™ = V x u™ must satisfy
(86) dw™ =PAWM +V x PY[PROM& — PS(8* x u) —u - vu'],

Computing the volume integral of , one can eliminate the horizontal derivatives in the viscous term using periodicity,
and only 833@7 cannot be eliminated due to the boundary conditions, as for (28]). There are then three terms to consider,
the buoyancy term, the nonlinear term and the Coriolis term, as follows:

Ty =(VxP[Me]), To=—(VxPI ™ vav]), T3=—(VxP)[e’xu]).

In order to transform these terms into those in (28)), we consider their expression in Fourier space. First, consider the effect
of the curl and projection operators. For a vector valued function F one can use the definition of the projection operator
PS/I , apply the curl operator and compute the spatial integral, and then eliminate all of the terms involving derivatives in
x1 due to the periodicity:

(V x PY[F]) = Z (F-v™)(V xv")

ne A M

Z (F - v™) ((0p,07)8% — (0,,05)8").

ne A M

(87)

Furthermore note that only the terms for which m; = 0 are non-zero, since 0,,v}, 0, v5 otherwise have zero mean. Since
my = 0, it follows from that p = 2 and from the definition one has
Al A2

V(O,rng,Z,l) _ € V(O,m3,2,2) _
\/5[/

—— cos(mgx3) , cos(mgxs) .

V2V
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One can therefore evaluate the integrals in , and one finds that the only non-zero terms in the sum must have msg
odd. Thus the curl of the projection gives the following sum:

4
(88) (V x PY[F]) = Z L (F R (502" — 6018?).
ne A MAN; K
ms3 odd

Thus each of the terms T7, T5, T3 are sums over such restricted indices n. The buoyancy term 7} can therefore be eliminated

since from (|18]) one has

s 71)171 k1m1 ~ ~ -
oMas . 1) — E ( Fm.m §p1,p1 §e1gh, M
(o7 - v |Km| 0,
flGJVSNI

since m; = 0. By expanding the nonlinear term, integrating by parts and using m; = 0, one finds

(89) (@™ V)uM] . v?) = — Z Z un/’Mu“”’M@g‘/V“” - Opy V).

HIE«/VUM n”EJVuNI

Due to the orthogonality of the blnuSOldS one sees that the only terms which remain in this sum must satisfy mj = m/
and mg3 = |m4 £ m%|. Clearly v3 must be non-zero, hence m’, m5 > 0 and ¢ = 1. Furthermore, since only one component
of v™ is non-zero, the dot product in involves only one component of Vn//, so the phase p’ of v§ must match the phase
of this component, hence one finds ¢’ = ¢ and p/ +p” = 1 mod 2. One can then insert the definitions of v, v*" and since
the phases match the horizontal integral is easily evaluated. The vertical integral has fixed phase and can be evaluated as

in via (8F). For ¢’ =1 one obtains the following:

"

"+ s
<”:I31,Vn Oy v") = (—=1)P kg mymymg M35 16¢" s &Y

02K/ [Km" [V ey

whereas for ¢’ = 2 one obtains
(=17 +1k1m1m3 gmagelye’ e ey

V0 = o

In order to avoid repeated terms in the expression for 75, one can impose mjs > m4 by adding the corresponding term
with n’, n” reversed, and hence by collecting the above results, one obtains the following expression:

/ 1/ ! "
(90) T2 _ § (_ ) k1m 5m1,m1 5P P +1 n n’’ u? ,qun M ,
nl7nl/€</VuA/[ ™
ngrm's' odd
my>my
in which

602(6L 26(, 167n3 S(# &3 )y _ 50/,16(;”,/2/)
[Km'| [Km’|n™3

91 an/,n” _ m seilgel tge’ 1 gml I , 3 ¢3
(91) ;M:M 3| SEs A (o  sa”€7))
neAN NAS
mg:mgimg 0
On the other hand, for the vorticity balance to hold one must have
(92) T = ((w" - V)u'),

hence we consider the expression of the right hand side in Fourier space. Expanding the right hand side one obtains:

(WM V)yuM) = Z Z u“/’Mun”’M«(V x v ) n”>

n’eNM n'’eNM

For the third component vé‘”, one can simply integrate by parts to cancel the various terms from the curl, whereas for
the first two components one cannot integrate by parts in the vertical direction without obtaining a boundary term. Thus
one obtains the following:

(((Vxv™) VIV = 37 (— 00,08 05, + 0,08 0, )0 )&

j=1,2

. o, . / " . ’ . . .
One can then insert the definitions of v ,v™ . Since v¥ must be non-zero, one has ¢’ = 2, the orthogonality of sinusoids
implies mj = m{ and since each term involves a derivative in z; one has m} > 0. The phases of the components must
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match, hence one finds p’ +p” = 1, and then the horizontal integral is easily evaluated. By evaluating the vertical integral
as well one find m4 + m% must be odd. In the case ¢’ =1 one obtains the following:

/ ron
(V5 v) - W)v") = g/ 2gmimi go'n"+1 (_1),,| I‘é‘;ﬂl% i 5 g
™

whereas in the case ¢’ = 2 one obtains the following:

’
_1\p I
o1 (CDP Akmimg

<((V % vn’) . V)vn”> _ 5c/,26m’1,m'{5p 3nm’3'(6c”,1é1 + (56”’2é2).

In order to avoid repeated terms one can again impose mj > mj4 by adding the corresponding term with n’, n” reversed,
and hence by collecting the above results, one obtains the following expression:

/4 ’ 7" o o ’ 1
93 WM. V)uM) = —1)P —kymf g™ g P Flpnnty My nt M
1 9
n/ n”E(/VIW ™

) u

mg>my
in which

1nsc’ 15’2 1 sc’15c,2

(94) prin g (807 0T mad” 0

Km”|  |Km/|

Hence in order for the vorticity balance to hold one must have

an/’n// _ 2_I:)1,1/7n// 7

for all n’,n” € A M such that m} = my >0, p’ = p" + 1, mj +m¥ odd. There are three cases to consider:

(1)
(2)

If ¢ = ¢ =2, it is immediate from the definitions (91)), that both a® " and b™ ™" are zero.
If ¢ = ¢” = 1, note that the first component of both a® " and b™ ™ are zero, so only the second component

needs to be considered. The second component of b s explicitly zero. The second component of an’n”
is zero if neither (0,m% + mj,2,1) and (0, |m}s — m%|,2,1) are included in A#®. On the other hand, if both
(0,m4 +m4,2,1) and (0, |ms —m4|,2,1) are included in A4M, then one has

D ma(mg = mis#ED) = (mly -+ i) (mg — ) + (mly — mif) (mf 4 miy) = 0.

nE./VuMﬂJVu*

mg:mé:l:mg
On the other hand, if only one of (0,m} + m¥,2,1) or (0,|m4 — mj],2,1) is included in AM, then the above
cancellation does not occur. o
If either (¢/,¢”) = (1,2) or (¢,¢’) = (2,1) then the second component of both a®®" and b™ ™ are zero, hence
one only need consider the first. Here it is clear that both (0, m} + m¥,2,2) and (0, |mf5 — m%|,2,2) must be
included in 4™, since one has

ml 3.3 / " / " "

E m3d™s 58D = (mf 4 mY) — (mly —my) = 2mY
neNMAN
mg:mé:ﬁ:mg’

/ 1/ ! " " ’
Z ms3 { (my +mg) + (ms —mgz) mz >0 — 2l

mY 2 "
m ms =0
ne%f”fm%* K f 3 3

m3:mé:|:m'3'

Thus Criterion (i) is exactly what is required for to hold.
Finally, we consider T5. For the balance to hold one requires

(95)

—PS(V x P} [8* x uM]) = PS(0,,u) ,

which is trivial for S = 0, hence we consider S # 0. Considering the left hand side of 7 one recalls from that

. —1)¢ ~ ~ B
((8° x v?)-v") = mémymap1,p1é‘c+l,c7

hence the only non-zero terms in the sum must satisfy m = (0, m3) = m, m3 odd, and p = p. Therefore T5 has the

form

u? (59%8" + 6'@%).

Ts=— Z Z N

ne M ne /M
mg odd  a=(0,m3,p,c+1)
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On the other hand, using the periodicity in z; and evaluating the vertical integral, one finds

n n 4 n/sc.la .2 A
(0p,uM) = E U (Dy, V) = — E \/TTU (618" + 5%8%).
ne N M ne M
emg ogd

Comparing these two expressions one sees that, for to hold, the mode u(%3:7:¢) can be included in AM if and only
if the mode u(®3:7¢) is included as well, as in Criterion (ii). O

APPENDIX D. WELL POSEDNESS AND REGULARITY PROOFS

D.1. Additional proofs in Theorem
D.1.1. Further regularity.

Proof. We have already obtained uniform bounds for {X*}/5¢ in L*2((0,7); H°) and L?((0,7); H'), so one can assume
that for some & > 0 one has that for 0 < k < k the sequence {t2X }ar>o0 is uniformly bounded in L*°((0, 7); Hk)

L2((0,7’),Hk+1). We show that this implies the sequence {t XM }arso is uniformly bounded in L*((0,7); H*') N
L2((0,7); H"?). Let a € Zzzo be such that |a| = k 4+ 1. As above the strategy is to show that for some non-negative
A(t) € L>=((0,7)), B(t) € L*((0,7)) and C > 0 one has the bound

(96) |02 XM (1) 350 +C/ M0 XM (s) [ Epds < A(t / B(s)s* |02 XM (s)|Fgods

and hence Gronwall’s inequality gives the L ((0,7); H*™') bound. Inserting the L>°((0,7); H*™) bound into gives
the L2((0,7); Hk+2) bound. By differentiating and computing an inner product with t’““@‘;XM one obtains

1

2tk+1 [logXM|[3] = t*FH (a2 XM . LO092X M)

- ah%;:a <a1>tk+1<8aXM ((agluM . v)a;ngM)> ,

where £° is the linearization of about the origin. Using Young’s inequality as in one has
1
(97) (0XM - L097XM) < S (PR+1)[[07XM 550 — min(P, 1) 07X |3

oexXM 350 to both sides and integrating in time, one obtains

and by also adding the term ££1¢"||

t
#H1109XM (8240 + 2 min(P, 1)/0 SFHL92XM (5) |20 ds

t
(98) g/ ((k+1)s" + (PR+ 1)s" 1) 02X () [Fods + ) 2(2‘)1\101702,
0 1

o1 toar=a

¢

Noes — / S (92X (s) - (020 (s) - V)02 XM (s) ) | ds .
0

Due to the inductive assumption, one can include the first terms on the right hand side of in the functions A(t) and

B(t) respectively, so one need only consider the terms in the sum. Note that when a; = 0 one has

(02 (s) - (w(5) - 9)0 XM (5)) ) = 5 (w(5) - VI92XM (5)) =0,

hence one need only bound the terms for which |a1| > 0. For such a1, one can integrate by parts, apply Cauchy-Schwarz
twice and then apply to obtain the bound

N"‘l""z:/tskHKB??XM(s)-((aglu (5) - V)OXM () )>]ds

0

t
S/ P02 XM ()l 102 XM (5) s pa |05 XM (8) e ds
0

t 1 1 1 1
S/O P02 XM ()50 19022 XM (5) | £ 1057 XM () 50 102 XM (5) | s 05X () e s -
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For a sufficiently small € > 0 (yet to be chosen), one then obtains the following from Young’s inequality

1 t
N2 < g/ 022 XM (5) [lro 1052 XM () [ |05 XM () o 057 XM () | e ds
0

t
(99) e [ S 0TXY (9) s

The first term on the right hand side of is then dealt with in one of two possible ways, depending on o, as:
(1) Case 1: 0 < |ag|; <k and 0 < |az|y < k (if £ > 0)
In this case one can directly apply the L°°((0, 7); H*) and L2((0, 7); H**!) bounds from the induction hypothesis
to the H? and H' terms respectively, hence here the first term on the right hand side of is included in A(t).
(2) Case 2: a; = «
Here one must instead apply Young’s inequality again to obtain the bound

ag,o 1 ! &
e < [ ) X ) i 05X () o

t
(100) + 25/ 99X (8) |21 ds |
0
Due to the L>((0,7); H) and L2((0,7); H') bounds one has a uniformly bound on

t
/0 13K () 200 |5 (5) | 2ge s -

hence the first term on the right hand side of (100|) can be included in B(t).

Finally, by choosing € such that
o 2 ’
altoas=o

the sum over the second terms in the right hand sides of (99), (100) involving [|02X* (s)|/z: can be absorbed in the
corresponding term on the left hand side of , and hence (96) holds with C' = min(P,1)/2.
O

D.1.2. Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions and mazximum principle.

Proof. First we prove the Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions in (48). Suppose that X(t), X*(t) are two different
sub-sequential limits with initial conditions X, X, (not necessarily distinct). The difference X = X — X* must satisfy

1d, ¢ ~ A ~ A ~ * * 0 * *
§%||X||f{o + Ptz + 10l = (PR+1)(uzf) — (0- (u-Vu—u*-Vu)) — (f(u- V0 —u* - V6)).
Integrating over [0, ¢], one can use
(101) u-Vu—u"-Vu*=a-Vu+u"-Va , u-Vod—u*-V6#* =ua-Vl+u" Vb,

and together with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and a bound similar to one obtains

(102) 1K ()20 +2min(P,1)/0 1K (s) 12 ds

< Rolfo + | ((PRo+ DKo + I8 o 10 e 15 e s

for a.e. t € [0,7]. One can then use Young’s inequality on this last term as follows

C/ X () e [1X(3) [t X (5) | o
0

02 t 5 t
< sy [ X 1X(9)[Fods + 2min(P, 1) [ [1X(s)l|Fpds -
= 8min(P,1)/0 X ()l [1X(s) [ g0 ds + 2min(P, )/0 1X(s)|| i ds

This last term can be cancelled with the identical term on the left hand side of 7 and then together with
Gronwall’s inequality and gives . It follows that if Xo = O then X(t) = 0, hence the limit is unique.

The maximum principle in Theorem [I} part (b) is the analogue of Temam’s Lemma 3.2 in Chapter 3 of [27], and
the proof therein carries through identically for the present problem. To briefly recall, the proof is given in terms of
the temperature T in order to eliminate the additional us term, since part (a) provides existence for T with the same
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regularity as 6, although with different boundary conditions. Set T, = max(T — 1,0), T = max(—7,0). By testing the
temperature in with 7', one obtains

T T =0,

ST + T =

and by the Poincaré inequality and Gronwall’s inequality one has

T+ ()] 22 < || T4(0)]| p2e™",

for a constant C. The same reasoning applies to T_, and taking T = T, — T is sufficient to prove (b).

D.2. Further regularity of the semi-group.

Proof of Prop. [{.2 For Y, € H', The existence of the solution Y(t) of the linearized equation can obtained by
essentially the same Galerkin argument as for the existence of X(¢) in Theorem [1} treating now X(¢) as a forcing term.
In so doing, one obtains constants C] ’XO, Cy X0 and the following bounds analogous to , :

t
(103) sup [[Y(8)[Io < CT™[[YolFo /0 1Y ()35 ds < €57 [ Yol g0-

0<t<r

This is left to the reader to verify. To verify the uniform Frechet differentiability for Xo € H?, let X{ = Xo + Yo and let
X(t),X'(t) be the solutions of (8) corresponding to Xy, X(. Define

This solves the following equation
d
Z

7 2(t) = LYZ(t) — (0 - V)X'(1) + (- V)X () + (u- V)Y () + (g V)X(?)

= LOZ(t) — (u? - V)X'(t) — ((u+g)- V)Z(t) — (g V)Y(1) .
Computing inner products and using the analogue of one arrives at

1d

120 -+ min(P |23 <5 PR+ )IZ(0)

+{Z (0® VX' O]+ KZ- ((g- V)Y ()] -
Integrating in time, using the fact Z(0) = 0, integrating by parts and applying Cauchy-Schwarz gives
t t
. 2
I1Z(t) 350 + 2 min(P, 1)/0 |Z(s) || g ds < /0 [(PR + DIZ(s)|IFg0 + 201Z ()75 141X (5) [
o+ 20Z )l Y () [ s

Using and Young’s inequality these last two terms can be bounded as follows

t min(P,1) [*
1B X ) s < T / 12(5)| s

/ 1 (5) 2001 Z) 2o s

mlnP 1)

¢ min(P, 1)
| 1 1Y 6 peds < P / 1) ds

/ Y (3)20 [ Y (5) 2ol -

Subtracting the integral of the H' norm from both sides and using (103]), one obtains the bound

t CT XOCT XDHY ||
2 . 2 Ollgo
(0 + min(P. 1) 1205 pds <=t S Y

b [ R+ O e,
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Finally, using Gronwall’s lemma one obtains

Z(t)||?
sup || ( )||2H0 § C;,XUHYOH%IO ,
o<t<r ['Yollo

X
for some constant C5°. O

APPENDIX E. PROOFS REGARDING THE LOCAL BIFURCATIONS AT THE ORIGIN
E.1. Proof of Lemma [4.1]
Proof. For m € Z2,, the cigenvalues of L£0m denoted X™J7, j = 1,2, 3, must solve the following characteristic equation:
(A2 4 (A2 4 e (A™)2 4+ ¢ =0,
(104) ca = (2P +1)|Km|? ,

2 k2m2
—P((P ) 4 P 2 M3 - R 171
c1 (( + 2)|Km|* + PS K2 K |2) ,

co = P?(|[Km|® + S®mj — Rkim}) .

For convenience, define the A™7 to be descending by lexicographic order, so that A™! has largest real part, or with largest
real part and positive imaginary part if this is ambiguous. Note that the sum j A™J must equal —(2P + 1)|Km|?, hence
for all values of P at least one of the eigenvalues must have negative real part. According to the Routh-Hurwitz criteria,
the characteristic equation has roots with negative real parts iff the coefficients ¢y in are positive and coc; —cg > 0.
These quantities are clearly positive at R = 0, so one can check that the coefficient ¢y in changes sign at R™!, the
quantity cac; — ¢o changes sign at at R™2, and the coefficient ¢; changes sign at R™3 defined by

P+ 2)|Km|* + PS?m3
kim{ '
For P > 1 one can verify R™! < min(R™?2 R™3). On the other hand, for 0 < P < 1 one has R™! < min(R™?2 R™3)
only for |S| < S™. For |S| = S™ one has R™! = R™2 = R™:3_and |S| > S™ one has R™? < min(R™! R™3). Hence
claim (i) follows. Since the last coefficient is equal to the product I[;A™ and at least one of the roots must have negative
real part, claim (ii) follows. When R™2 < R™! the last coefficient in the characteristic equation is strictly positive on an
interval around R = R™¢ hence claim (iv) above follows if claim (iii) is proven.
To prove claim (iii), note that the discriminant D()) of the characteristic equation is given by
IKm|°D(A) =4R® + ((P — 1)?|Km|® — 12m2P?S?)R?
— 4m3P?S?(5(P — 1)*|Km|® — 3m3P?S?)R
— 4m3P?S*((P — 1)?|Kml® + m3p?s?)? |

Rm,?) _ (

in which R = k?2m2PR. For S = 0 this is always positive, whereas for S # 0 this is negative for R = 0 and positive for R
sufficiently large, hence claim (iii) follows if this discriminant has only one positive root in R. To this end let pq, pa, p3
denote the roots of the discriminant, and note that in the special case P = 1, the roots of the characteristic equation are

2,02R _ 112G2
kimsR —m3S

m,1 — _ 2
(105) A KCm|? + T

,oAm2 = —|lCm\2 ,
)\m,3 — _ \lCm|2 _ k%m%R — m%sQ \
[Km|?

2g2

so here it is obvious that the discriminant has only one positive root in R, and in fact one has p1 = p2 = p3 = % Note
1 1

also that p1, pa, p3 depend continuously on 9. One can therefore check how the roots p; behave for 0 < |P — 1] < 1 by

checking the discriminant of the discriminant D(D())), given by

16
D(D(N) = ez miP?S* (P = 1) (P — 1)?Km|® - 27m3P252)" |
2p2c2
This is of course zero for P =1, but for 0 < [P — 1| < % it is negative, i.e. there is one real root p;, which must be
positive by continuity, and two complex roots ps, p3. Note that the product of the roots must be

prpaps = 4m3S? ((P — 1)%|Km|® + m3P?s?)” .
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Since this is strictly positive for S # 0, the roots p; can only cross the imaginary axis as a pair of complex conjugates, hence

2p2¢g2 2p2cg2
p1 must remain positive on 0 < |P — 1| < %. The complex roots pa, p3 join on the real axis at [P — 1| = %,
and apriori one could then see additional positive roots. However, note that the sum of the roots must equal
1
p1+p2+p3= [KCoal® 5 (12m3P?S? — (P — 1)*|Km|°) .
This is positive only for |P — 1| < % so the pair of complex conjugate roots pa, ps must cross the imaginary axis
and have negative real part before the conjugate roots join on the real axis. Finally, for |P —1| > % the roots p2, p3

are trapped on the negative real axis, and it follows that R* := p; is the unique positive root of the discriminant.
Finally, by inserting R = R™! into the characteristic equation and solving the quadratic equation for the non-trivial
roots, one obtains the following expressions, from which (v) plainly follows:

S2m3
[Kml?

(106) A2 = (P + %)|l€m|2 + \/i|ICm4 +P(1—-P)

2
S2m3

1 1
m3 _ - 2 - 4 _
A (P+2)|1Cm| \/4|1Cm +P(1 )|IC 7

O

E.2. Analysis of the level curves of the critical Rayleigh numbers. Both equations in can be brought to the

form
=@y +ry? for O<w<1,
via the transformations

kim; ms S2 174 ki
“RACYTRATTR TP TR Y=

i 2pP252
op 4 2)1/4 8
respectively. The above is cubic in y? with discriminant —(1 + r)z2. Since this is strictly negative, there is precisely one
real root. For the case r = 0 it is trivial to prove y(z) is concave, since there is a nice explicit solution. For r > 0, let
¢ =22, n = y? and implicitly differentiate:
d
dyp  1—3(6+n)? dn 6 +n)(1+ )

— 3 = s 5 o
(107) E=EmiHm = S sErrar  de@ T aEtniir

Using the chain rule, one finds

dy .’L‘d?? d?y 1 d’n
By m e g <)

which must be negative to prove concavity. Since 0 < x < 1 and ¢ = 22, n = %? one must have 0 < ¢ < 1 and
n > 0. Furthermore since &,7 solve (107), one has 7 < min(¢'/3 — ¢, %5) < 1—¢&. Note that fl—z is strictly positive for

E+n< \% =: U%!, and zero for 5 +1n=U%, hence 3272 is easily seen to be strictly negative on this region.
We must therefore check that 4% is negative on the region U%! < £ +7 < 1. For this we expand the above and obtain
dz

d?n dn dn

(B¢ +m)+ 1) (265 — 150 —€(50)°) =3n(€ +m)? —n—126n(¢ + ) (

1+r 2
dez ~ ag dg )

3(E+m)?>+r
1—3(E+n)*)2
- éh<3(§ +1)2 —|—7‘) ‘
On the right hand side there is one positive term and three negative terms, hence we split the positive term between the
negative terms using some constants f;’, f3 > 0 yet to be chosen:

d? d d
(3 +1)” + 1) (260 g — g - <‘d‘2>2) = 0T+ (€ +0)Te + T,
T = (3 = RBE 0?1,
1+7r 2
_ i (3(€+n)?—1)
T = fy/n(€+n)? - fW-
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One easily finds where these terms are non-positive:

(108) T <0 & f4n< (3 - g ouid
(109) T,<0 & fIE+nBE+n)?+r) <1261+ 1),
(110) Ty<0 & fonE+n)2BE+n2+r) <eBE+n?-1)%

In the region Uffl’j < &4 1 < U one can use 1 < &Y3 — € to prove &€ > (U"'7)3. One can therefore ensure the
inequality for 7% on this region by choosing f;”, f3* such that:
(111) 0 < 12U V)3 (14 7)2 = FRUY (B3(U)? 4 1) =2 Q¥ (r).

On the other hand, the right hand side of the inequality in (T10] is zero at the boundary & +n = U, hence first we must
take le’1 = 0 and then T3 < 0 is trivially satisfied. Choosing fl’1 = 1.16 for instance, the resulting Q1! (r) is a quadratic

polynomial with strictly positive coefficients, hence (111)) is satisfied and 3272 <0for é4+n < UM ~0.74 for all » > 0.

One can then iteratively expand the region on which 327?2’ is known to be negative by choosing f;’l = 0 and choosing fli’1
such that Q%!(r) has strictly positive coefficients. For example, one could choose
2l—=149 , =161 , fr=166 , fF'=168 = U ~087.

Further iterations only yield smaller improvements, so we must choose f;J > 0. However, note the left hand side of the
last inequality in (110)) increases unboundedly with 7, hence first we choose f15 2 =9 f25 2 — 0. This gives T3 < 0,77 <0
on the whole domain £ + 71 < 1, but then Q%2 has some negative coefficients:

Q%?(r) ~ 5.91r% + 3.83r — 10.09 = Q>?*(r) > 0 for r > 1.03 .
Therefore T < 0 on £ +n < 1 for r» > 7% := 1.03.
2
Thus it remains to prove % < 0 on the region U>! < ¢ +n < 1 for r < r5. To do so we can iteratively choose

. . . . 2 .
;’1, §’1 > 0 to find an extended region U~ 1! < £+ < Ub! where jjm—z is negative for all 0 < » < r*~!, although it is now

nontrivial to enforce T3 < 0. To do so one can use the upper bound 1 < £'/3 — ¢ to prove n < ni~17 := yi-b1 — (Ui_l’l)3
on this new domain, and hence one has T3 < 0 if f{’l, 5’1 are chosen such that

0< (Ui71,1)3(3(Ui71,1)2 . 1)2 . i,lnifl,l(Ui,1)2(3(U7L,1)2 + 7,2‘71) —. Vi,17
Choosing ff’l = 1.24, fg’l = 0.61 gives V! > 0 and Q%!(r) strictly positive, and finally choosing f17’1 =0, ]”27’1 =2
proves negativity on the remaining part of the region £ +n < 1.
On the other hand, the boundary curve mi(ms,J8) at which R™! = R™2 is easily shown to be concave. For P > 1,
there is no boundary curve, whereas for 0 < P < 1 my(ms, ) must solve:

201 1/4
(112) S*(1—Pym3 = (P+1)(kim} +m3)* for 0<my< (W) '

Using y = ((i;? S2)~Vimg, x = ((};E) S2)~1/4kym; one finds a solution which is clearly strictly concave on this interval:

x=\y?/3 -2 for O<y<1.
E.3. Proof of Theorem 2]

Proof of Theorem[3 There are plenty of tools available for proving the existence of the unstable manifold, but for con-
creteness we invoke specifically the invariant manifold theorem of Chen, Hale and Tan [2]. For a semi-group S(t) of
operators acting on a Banach space B, this theorem requires the following hypotheses:

(i) (Regularity) S(¢) : [0,00) X B + B is continuous in ¢, Lipschitz in B and for each 7 > 0 bounded as follows:

IS®[u] —s@O [z _

sup sup
0<t<7 u,vEB [u—vl5
uFv

For each t € [0, 7] one can also decompose S(t) = L(t) + R(t), where L(t) is a bounded linear operator and R(t)
is globally Lipschitz and Frechet differentiable at 0, and satisfies R(¢)[0] = 0, DR(t)[0] = 0.

(ii) (Spectral gap) There are subspaces By, B with B = By @ By which are invariant with respect to £(t) and are
associated with continuous projections P; : B — B;. Also L(t) commutes with P;. If £;(t) = L(t)|B,, then L£1(?)
has bounded inverse and there exist constants C; and «; such that a; > ay > 0 and for ¢t > 0 one has

(113) 1L (=) Pilloes:z) = 1(£1(0) " Pillos:s) < Crar®  [1L2()Pellows.s) < Crak -
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(ili) (Nonlinearity small compared to spectral gap) The constants C;, «; are related to the nonlinearity via

(114) WO+ V@) IRO[] - ROl _
ap — Q2 u,l;éGB ||U—’U||B

In fact, (i) slightly overstates the required regularity, but this is fine for the present case. When these are satisfied, the
theorem gives the existence of a globally Lipschitz function ¥ : By — By with ¥(0) = 0 whose graph is invariant under
the semi-group S(t) and satisfies certain growth/decay estimates. One can verify that the hypotheses hold for the present
case as follows, and hence the unstable manifold exists.

(i) The required regularity for S(t) was obtained in Theorem [} Defining
L(t):=exp[L%] , R():=8(t)— L),

it follows from Lemmathat L(t) is a bounded linear operator, and the Lipschitz property and R(0) = 0 follow.
Of course, the Lipschitz constant in is only bounded on bounded subsets of H’, but since one only needs to
prove existence in a neighborhood of the origin, one can introduce a cutoff function such that R(¢) is zero outside
of some ball around the origin, and hence obtain a global Lipschitz constant. One can also check that S(¢) is
Frechet differentiable at the origin and that DS(¢)[0] = L(¢).

(ii) The required subspaces are given by By = span (X"), By = span (X®)@span (X°), which are clearly invariant under
L(t) since they are formed by the spectral projections of £, and similarly the commutability property is obvious.
Since £1(t) acts on only a finite number of Fourier modes, it is invertible. Letting 51 = maxme_ gz Re(/\m’j)7 Bo =
maXme.zsu.zc Re(A™7) be the largest real parts among the stable/center and unstable eigenvalues, respectively,
the growth/decay estimates hold with a; = €1, ay = €.

(iii) One can check using Duhamel’s formula that with R(¢) defined as above one has the Lipschitz bound

IR(t)[Xo] = R()[X5] 10 < C (&) Xolleo |1 Xo — XGlgo

where C(t) is independent of X, X(. As above, this Lipschitz constant is unbounded on the whole domain, but by
considering short times and using a cutoff function on a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin the spectral
gap condition is satisfied.

The dimension of the unstable manifold is found simply by counting the number of positive eigenvalues of each £%™
at a given set of parameters. In the case P > 1, each integer vertex m under the level curve R™! corresponds to exactly
one positive eigenvalue, hence the number of positive eigenvalues is comparable to the area under this curve. This area
can be computed by using the substitution kym; = R4z, ms(m1) = (R + S?)Y4y(z), r = (1 + %)73/4, and then using
Cardano’s formula to solve for y:

R4 /Ky R1/2 1+$ 1/4 p1 R1/2 1+$ 1/4
/ ms(my)dmy = (R)/ y(a,r)dx = %F(T) ,
0 kl 0 kl
1 2 2.1 2 2.1 1 23 2.4
3T\ 3 r3T°\Ns 2 o3 (1—r3) rIx
ror= [ 10+ 25) (-2 el e
(r) /0 VD + 5 VP 3 T3y x D o7 + 1
This integrand is smooth for r € (0, 1], continuous for r € [0,1] and equal to zero at » = 0. In order to determine the
asymptotic behavior as r — 0, note the integrand is not smooth but one can expand using the identity

4
Troi-ioZ 2 m0vdrs)
2 8 16 1-2-2 -z 4,T—2
and analogous identities for (1 & 2)'/3, (1 4 2)?/3. Note that the last term in this expansion can be uniformly bounded
in a neighborhood of z = 0 by a term of order z*. Using these expansions one can obtain the following identity in a
neighborhood of r = 0:

1 2
F(r) = 7‘/ Va2 — zbdx + O(r°/3) = %r—i— o3y .
0

Thus F(r)/r is bounded above and below by some constants on r € [0,1], and the bounds in follow. On the other
hand, when 0 < P < 1 the integer vertices m which undergo type 2 crossings temporarily increase the dimension by 2,
before the subsequent type 3 crossing decreases the dimension by 1. As in Figure [5| the set of such integer vertices is
bounded by a convex curve and is therefore finite, so in this case the bound still holds with different constants. One
can check F(1) = 1/2, and since the number of integer vertices contained beneath the level curve will be asymptotically
equal to the area under the curve, one obtains the limit in .

The result of part (b) follows by proving the existence of a parameter dependent invariant manifold in a neighborhood
of the origin and a small neighborhood of 3¢, determining its Taylor coefficients out to second order and analyzing the
reduced system. The theorem of Chen, Hale and Tan doesn’t address higher orders of smoothness required for order two
Taylor coefficients, hence we use here Theorem 3.3 of Chapter 2 of Haragus and Iooss’s book [14], which gives existence
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of a smooth, parameter dependent center manifold under some conditions regarding the equation itself rather than the
semigroup. For Banach spaces & — % — 2 with continuous embeddings and an equation of the form

d
d—?:Lu—i—R(mu),

the Theorem of Haragus and Iooss requires the following hypotheses:

(i) L is a bounded linear operator from 2 to 27, and R is a C* map from some neighborhood of (u, i) = (0,0) in
Z x R™ into %. Furthermore R(0,0) =0, D, R(0,0) = 0.
(ii) Decomposing the spectrum o of L as 0 = oy U oy Uo_, where

or={Ae€o;Re(\) 20} , o9g={X€o;Re(N) =0},

the set oy must consist of a finite number of eigenvalues with finite multiplicity and there must exist a positive
constant v > 0 such that
inf Re(A\) >+ , sup Re(N) <~.
A€oy Ao _

(iii) There exist positive constants wg > 0,c¢ > 0, and « € [0, 1) such that for all w € R, with |w| > wg we have that iw

belongs to the resolvent set of L, and

[[(iwl — L)Y 2(2) < ﬁ o wl =L) M @, 2) < M% :
In particular, hypothesis (i) requires that the nonlinear term must be C2. This is easily verified if one chooses 2 = Cc?,
@ = C', 2 = C° Since the semi-group has been shown to have smoothing properties, one can restrict to these
subspaces, especially since the goal is only to classify the bifurcations, rather than prove growth/decay estimates for
solutions beginning from general initial data. The other hypotheses have already been verified, for instance (iii) follows
from the application of Gershgorin’s theorem . Hence a C? center manifold exists.
In order to analyze the bifurcation structure, recall the projections X°, X X* introduced in before the statement of

Theorem [2| Furthermore let X™ denote the vector of all of the Fourier variables with a wave vector m € Z2% ), for one has
the following explicit expression:

(um’wm79m) my,ms > 0;

(115) Xm — (um’wm) my = 0 , M3 > 0 , ms Odd,
pm m1 =0, m3 >0, ms even,
w™ my >0, mz=0.

The PDE can be rewritten as an equation for each X™, analogous to - but now with m ranging over all
m € ZQZO \ {0}. In particular we write as

d ~m,c
(116) Exm = LOmX™ - N™¢(X X5 X") - N (X X",
where N™° denotes the sum of all nonlinear terms which involve at least one variable from X¢ and N is all other
nonlinear terms involving only variables from X* X". Since we only consider the case |.#Z¢| = 1, for m € .Z°¢, the only
nonlinear terms involving variables from X are as follows:

,m,2 ,2m,
I’L(me m)umu2m+LSm mm)u2mum

N™C — Il(um’mzm)umem + Ifum’zm’m)UZm’wm + vamama(leao))umw

Ia(mvm72m)um92m +I{5m=2mam)u2m9m+Iémama((),QmS))um0(0,27n3)

(2m4,0)

where we have written I#, I#, I} for the coefficients Ig, I§* defined in -. This is unambiguous, since the component

information ¢, ¢, ¢’ is determined by the variables u,w, 8, and the phase information ¢ is determined by the wave vector
triad p, since we are considering phase locked solutions as in (41). Many of these terms drop out, for instance one can

check by inserting m’ = m, m"” = 2m into that I{™™2™) — () By evaluating I#, I# I}*, one finds

0
—1)Im|
N™e — m | m, (2m1,0) for ™. (—=1)Imlrkymyms
Um0(0’2m3) \@IICmW

By integrating by parts, one can check the following anti-symmetry property

I&m’m,’m”) = / vt [(V“/ . V)v“”]dx = 7/ v [(an . V)V“} dx = 7I7(ﬂm”,m',m) ,
Q Q
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and one finds the same property for I}, hence one has the explicit equations

d - ,

(117) dtw(le,O) 4Pk%m%w(2m1,0) T ™™ N(le,o),c()(s7)(u) ,
d - ,

(118) yr 9(0,27n3) 4m§9(0,27n3) T e™ N(O,ng),c()(s’ )(u) )

Next, as proven in Lemma some of the eigenvalues of £%™ have strictly negative real part, hence the corresponding
eigenprojections of X™ belong to the stable subspace at J3°. On the other hand, the eigenprojections corresponding to
the eigenvalue(s) which pass through the imaginary axis will be called "critical variables".

In order to separate the critical variables from the stable subspace, we need to consider the eigenvectors of £%™. For
admissible P and m € Z2>07 let A™J denote the eigenvalues of £L2™ in lexicographic order, as described after . By
inserting —P|Km|? into one obtains km2PR(1 — P), hence for P # 1, S # 0 none of the eigenvalues A™7 are equal
to —P|Kml?. For such 8 one can therefore define

|Km|? + ™

-m,j ._ ms(|[Km[*4A™7)
(119) V= | PSS )
(—1)lmht ey

We claim that for arbitrary admissible P (also for P =1, S = 0), one can then define the following matrix Y™

o)
120 Vv = lim L,
(120) 1,9 Fop [V
P#£1, S#£0

For P =1 and S = 0, one has A™? = —P|Km)|?, hence is of indeterminate form. The eigenvalues A™7 are always
continuous functions of P, and using the characteristic equation one obtains the identity
(121) PSm3(|Km|? 4+ \™7) _ (PRk?m? — |Km|?(P|[Km|? + A\™9)(|Km|? + \™7))
PIKm|2 4 \m.J PSmg '

Using this identity and the normalization one sees that the limit in is also well defined, and the matrix V™ defined in
this way is then automatically has continuous dependence on 3. The vectors V™7 are casily verified to be eigenvectors and
hence the columns of V™ inherit this property. Since we assume |S¢| # S™ the eigenvalues are distinct in a neighborhood
of P, hence the eigenvectors are linearly independent.

Since the matrix V™ has full rank one can define 4™ = (V™)~! and separate the stable variables from the critical
variables by projecting X™ onto the eigenspaces:

Z =YX D™=y LYY = diag(A™, A2 )
Then (116 becomes:
i 0
(122 Sz = pomgm gy 3 |y 7m0 | -y N (XX

J<3 V{‘fj er,ng((wms)

Furthermore we will denote the critical variables by Z™°, and note that Z™° = Z}, Z or (Z1, Z%), depending on
the type of eigenvalue crossing. Now we apply the center manifold theorem, which says that all non-critical variables can
be written as a graph over the critical variables, and since ¥(0) = 0, Vz-¥(0) = 0 all non-critical variables are at least
quadratic in the critical variables. In order to classify the type of bifurcation that occurs, must be rewritten solely in
terms of the critical variables out to cubic order. The terms belonging to Nm’c, N@ms0).e N(0:2m3).e congist of products of
non-critical variables, hence are quartic order and can therefore be neglected. So one needs only determine quadratic the
Taylor coefficients for w(?™1:0) §(0.2m3) While in general the center manifold may not be unique, the Taylor coefficients
of U at 0 are unique, hence one can determine them using the invariance condition. More explicitly, in the case where

Z™¢ = 7™ one writes w219 9(0:2m3) in terms of Taylor coefficients wf{nl’o), eg?fm” as follows:
w0 = w2 L o(ZP) 00 = 0T (21 + o 2P

One can then solve for wﬁn 1’0), Hﬁzms) by matching the left and right hand sides of (117)), (I18)), and the result can be
inserted into to determine the type of bifurcation that occurs.
From this point, the cases above must be considered more or less individually. In the case m € .# ! one has Z™° = Z™,
and hence Z3", Z5" are non-critical and can be ignored. One obtains the following Taylor coefficients:
o) _ TPV p02ms) _ _LTVIEAVEA
Ll T o(ml 4 2PkIm3) T 2(0ml 4 2m2)
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where we note that since A™1! = 0 at 3¢ the denominators are strictly positive in a neighborhood of 3¢. Inserting these

into (122]) one obtains

d, 1 Ul"‘zVé“H ULV 3
123 — ymilgm _ _(m)2ym ( 373, ) 70V’ 4 o1z ).
By using the explicit expressions ([119)) one obtains the following identity at J = P
(124) UrpVin WYY kimiP(Km|® 4 m5S?) — m;sS”

AT oPKZm2 M T £ 2m2 - 2k2m2m2P((1 + P)[KmlS + (P — 1)S?m2)

o or PC < e and
IS¢| < C™ the coefficient of (Z™)3 is strictly positive in a neighborhood of 3¢. Therefore if one increases R through
R¢ one has \™! passing from the negative real axis to the positive real axis, hence a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation
occurs. Alternatively if P < ;#2- and |S¢| > C™ the coefficient of (Z{ )3 is strictly negative in a neighborhood of 3¢,
hence a subcritical pitchfork blfurcatlon occurs.

The case m € .Z%% is similar, although here one has Z™¢ = Z® and hence Z™, ZI" are non-critical and can be
ignored. In this case one obtains the following Taylor expansion to quadratic order, where again the denominators are

strictly positive in a neighborhood of J3¢:

Note this expression also holds when P¢ = 1 and/or S¢ = 0 due to continuity. Hence if P¢ >

_Jmym pm
(2m1,0) _ 1,2Y2,2 Zm 2 O(l7m 3
w1y 1 2()\m)2+2Pk%m%)( )+ 0(125°)°)
mymym
602m) = o (257) + 0(1257)

2(Am:2 4 2m?2)
Inserting these into (122 one obtains
d usLym um v 3
4 ym_ ym2ym M2 m2< 2,2¥2,2 2,3%32 )Zm O 7m4).
22 2 ( )*(OVr) N2 4 2Pk2m? + N2 1 9m? (z5)" + 0(1z3*1")
By using the explicit expressions ((119) one obtains the following identity at P = J<:
UsHVa U35V kimiP?(|[Km|® + m3S?) — m3S?

126 272 3782 .
(126) N2+ 9P T w2 1 2m? — 2km2mAP((1 1 P)Km® + (P — 1)SEn)

(125)

The right hand side is the same as in , however in this case if one decreases R through R® one has A™?2 passing from
the negative real axis to the positive real axis, hence the same bifurcations occur by decreasing R.

Next, consider the case m € .#%2. In this case one has Z™¢ = (Z®, Z"), and Z® is non-critical and can be ignored.
Note that A™1, A\™2 are complex conjugates, hence their eigenvectors are also complex conjugates, and since (u™, w™, 6™)
are real Z™ Z™M are complex conjugates as well. Therefore define p, ¢ such that Z™ = pe’®, ZW = pe~*. One obtains
the following Taylor expansions to quadratic order:

—Imymym I™(V Vs, 4+ VY
w(@m10) — 1,1 22,1 . ( in>2 ( 1,1 V2,2 1,2 22 1>Z{“Z2
2(Am1 4+ 2Pkimy) AmL 4 Am.2 4 4PkIm
ImVﬂIQVéﬂ?Q ( m)2
2(Am2 4 2Pk2m3) "2/
goms)  TTVEVEL iz TPOTVR A VIV s TV (o
2(Am:l 4 2m2) V7 Amlpam2 g2 T T2 g(m2 g gy2)\ T2 )

One can then insert these into (122)). Using the chain rule and Taylor expanding the resulting sinusoids, it follows that p
and ¢ must solve

(127) L p=Re(X™ ) — (I"PC(0)0* + 06" o= Im(A™) 4 0(?)

d
where

C() =V g% | cos (ArglVin] — ArglUgt]) + cos (26 + Arg[Vin] + Arglizn)) )
y ( Re(VI1V3%) ViV ViV D)
Re(Am1) + 2PkZm?2 | Aml 1 2Pk3m? AmL 4 2PKZm?
+ VT [U (cos (/—\rg[Vl’l] — Arg[Z/Gn’g]) + cos (2¢ + Arg[Vi%] + Arg[Z/{;g]))

( Re(VﬁV:?,lz) V{n1V3 2
Re(Am:1) 4+ 2m3 | Am1 4 2m2
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cos (2¢ + Arg|

ymym
cos (2¢ + Arg [AmllliJijng])) )




For any ¢ > 0 one can integrate the first equation in (127) to obtain the following:

(128) plt) = po+ [ [ReA™)p(s) = (I PO 5) + 06 ds

From the second equation in , one sees that in a neighborhood %;(0) of p = 0 the time derivative of the phase is
bounded below, for instance by zlm(A™!). For some (possibly smaller) neighborhood %5 (0), solutions with py € % (0)
will remain inside %;(0) for at least time ¢t = |m(il\+,1)7 and hence these solutions will make a full orbit from ¢ = 0 to
27. Hence these solutions have a well defined first return time ¢*(pg), and one can therefore define the Poincaré map
po — p(t*) by evaluating at t*. By iterating the formula , using a first order Taylor expansion in pgy, and

changing variables from ¢ to ¢ one obtains the following formula for the Poincaré map:

27

p(t*) = po + Re(A™ ") (1 + Re(A™ ") B(po))po — (I™)?pj ) C(p)do + O(p) -

where B(pg) is a term from the Taylor expansion involving 7 [f’ , hence can be bounded. We look for a nontrivial solution
where p(t*) — po = 0, corresponding to a periodic orbit. Since the term B(py)Re(A™!) can be made arbitrarily small in a
neighborhood of P = P, we look for solutions of

2m

Re(A™1) — (I™)?pj i C(¢)do+ O(py) =0 .

In this case, one has A™3 = —(2P + 1)|Km/? at P = P, hence one can insert this into (104) to obtain the purely
imaginary eigenvalues:

|ICm|\/1+P mySt Kl A= IICmI\/1+P m3S? — [Kml

Note that m € .#%? only occurs for P < 1, S > 0, hence one has [VI%| > 0, and by using the explicit expressions (119)
one obtains the following identity at 8 = P*:

P(m3 — kimi)

2
/0 C(p)do = nf*(Th +T2+T3+W 1) 5

where
PSng |Km|®

= [ 2 (|Kml®(1 + P)2(1 + 3P) + (1 = P)P2m3S?) (P2 Km|* 4 [Am-1[2)

which is clearly strictly positive for P < 1, and

_ (1 P)PlRmP ) : e
N (g " Towr ) (277 = Dl ).
- 1+P[2Pk§m§(P|/cm|4+|Am1| )+| 2(1 —P)IKm\Q]

2 5 AmI[2 1 4P2k1m1 ’
7y~ (14 py 2P DIKmE (PIEmI + ™2 2PkEmi(1 — P)lcm?)
3 2(|Am 12 4 4P2kdmd) ’
2
Ty = (P(1 + 2P)k2m? + (6P2 + P — 2)m2)|Km|> + (2+P+\/c |2)|Aml|2

Note that T is a sum of strictly positive terms for P < 1. One can easily check that if ms > v/2k;m; then all of the
negative terms in 77, T3 are more than compensated by the positive terms, hence these are strictly positive. Finally, the
prefactor for T} is clearly positive for mg > kymy, and furthermore one has 6P% +P —2 > 0 for P > 1/2, hence T} is a sum
of positive terms. Therefore in this case, if one increases R through R¢ a supercritical Hopf bifurcation occurs. Note that
for mg < kymy it is possible that the integral of C(¢) is negative, in which case a sub-critical Hopf bifurcation occurs.
Theorem [2] gives only a partial statement regarding the Hopf bifurcations at the origin only because of the complexity of
determining the sign of the integral of C(¢), which is left open.
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APPENDIX F. SKETCH OF THE PROOF REGARDING THE UPPER BOUND ON THE ATTRACTOR DIMENSION

The crux of the proof studies how d-dimensional infinitesimal volumes are expanded or contracted by the flow, for
arbitrary d > 0. The goal is to find d large enough such that all higher dimensional infinitesimal volumes are contracted
by the flow, and the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor can be no larger than d (see the general theorems on the relation
between the Lyapunov exponents and the Hausdorff dimension |27] Theorems V.3.1, V.3.3). In order to study the distortion
of infinitesimal volumes by the flow, one considers solutions of the linearization about the flow along the attractor. Namely
for an initial condition X € <7, let X(t) denote the solution and for j = 1, ...,d, let Y7 (t) = (g7 (t),%’(t)) be the solution
of for some initial conditions Y? = (gg, wg) € H°. The d-dimensional volume of the parallelepiped formed by these
vectors is given by the determinant of the matrix of inner products, and it can be shown (for instance [27] Lemma V.1.2)
that this volume evolves via the formula:

det(<Yi<t) Y (t)>)d

,j=1

- det(<Yg 'Y%>)j,j:1 exp [/Ot Tr [ﬁxo (r) 0 Qd(T)}dT},

where Q%(7) is the orthogonal projector of L2 x L? onto the subspace spanned by Y?(7), j = 1,...,d. Letting Yj(T) =
(VI(1),¢7 (7)), j = 1,...,d be orthonormal vectors spanning this same subspace, one has from the definition of £Xo (1)

d . .
Tr[cX(m) 0 @4n)| = > (Y (1) L)Y ()
j=1
d
=3 PVl — e i + PR+ 1)(@70d) — (¢ (v - V) +v7 - [v7 - V),

j=1
The first two sign indefinite terms are easily bounded as follows using Cauchy-Schwarz, the maximum principle |6(7)| < T,
Young’s inequality, and the fact that (v7,7) are normalized:

[(¢? (V7 - V9)>! = [(0(v' - V') <7V Iz 1’| < 7ll? [ < 5(7T2 + 17 13)

1
(0d) < 5 (I3l + I913a) < 5.

The last term sign indefinite term is more difficult to bound, and requires use of the Sobolev-Lieb-Thirring inequality,
which in this case states

d d
(129) Z VIllLe < w1 VY e

j=1

for a constant k1 depending only on the domain ). Hence one obtains

( Jullf +PZ||VJ||H1

d

\Z (v (v - u))| < Jufle |02z <

j=1

N =

Putting all of these equations together, one obtains

2 +1 K2 1/ . .
Tr[eXe(r) 0 @] < T —d+ ShiuliEy — 5 (o PIV I + 1 I3 )-
j=1

The fact that (v7, #7) are mutually orthogonal puts constraints on their Fourier expansions, and hence the following sum
is bounded below by choosing (v/, 67) to have the d lowest allowed wavenumbers (my,m3). The H' norms give a factor
m?2 + m3, but since there are n + 1 wavenumbers with m; + m3 = n, the sum behaves as a sum over j:
d d
; ; . ) . dd+1
S PIV i + ¢/ = 301+ Phmin(1I2); = (1-+ Pymin(1 i) L0 L.

Jj=1 Jj=1

Finally, since (57)) applies for all time for initial conditions on the attractor, one obtains
t
/ Tr[£Xo(r) 0 Q*(r)]ar
0
1+ P)min(1, k? 2+ IR
<(—( FPImin(LKE) g yqy Ty FL R+1+ (/79 +2e).

- 4 2 2P2

This is quadratic in d, with leading coefficient negative, hence one can solve for the d such that all higher dimensional
volumes are contracted. By gathering together the constants in this argument, one arrives at .
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Remark F.1. Note that the constant k1 in the Lieb-Thirring inequality (129) can be taken to be

47 *©  ds !
_ inf 2k 1-k 1— kd .
" min(1, ky) 1<k< /0 (14 s)k /0 p (A =p)dp

This can be extracted by following the arguments in the Appendiz of [27], although in these arguments there is a confusing
notational choice, perhaps a typo. Specifically, in the proof of the Birman-Schwinger inequality (Proposition 2.1) the
exponent k > 1 is not the same k which arises in the definition of the operator 2 in (1.1).

APPENDIX G. A SURVEY OF HEAT TRANSPORT PHENOMENA IN THE HKC-1 MODEL

Consider the following remarks regarding the dynamics in the HKC-1 model, each of which appears as an aspect in the
heat transport plots in Figure [f] First consider S = 0, where the HKC-1 model reduces to the Lorenz '63 model.

Remark G.1. The following statements can be proven analytically:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(Fized points and maximal transport) For small Rayleigh HKC-1 admits a Lyapunov function, so the origin
is the global attractor for R < R = 6.75, thus for any initial condition one has Nu* =1 (see [24)]). Similar to
Theorem@ (b), a pair of nontrivial fized points emerge from the origin in the pitchfork bifurcation at R = 6.75.
These fized points exhibit the maximal heat transport for the Lorenz model [23]. They are locally stable for
6.75 < R < 166.97, and at R ~ 166.97 they lose stability in a subcritical Hopf bifurcation, whereupon solutions
tend to the famous chaotic attractor.

(Chaotic region) The chaotic attractor is ergodic [29], so the heat transport is well-defined. This proof implies
that in principle one could perform a rigorous numerical integration along the chaotic attractor to obtain its heat
transport value within some desired error bounds, although the author is unaware of any work where this has been
carried out.

(Large Rayleigh region) As the Rayleigh number becomes very large, the heat transport of the fized points tends
toward a constant value. Furthermore, the chaotic attractor collapses down to a stable periodic orbit [21], and
the heat transport realized on this periodic orbit tends to another constant which is strictly less than that of the
non-trivial fized points.

Furthermore, the following statements appear to be true from numerical experiments and past studies, although the author
s unaware whether they have been settled analytically:

(4)

(Fized points) For 6.75 < R < 166.97 the non-trivial fized points appear to have a large basin of attraction
and may be globally attractive. Thus in Figure @ (a) solutions with random initial conditions appear to converge
to the fized point value, hence their Nusselt number does as well. As R approaches 166.97 orbits exhibit long,
"psuedo-chaotic” behavior before settling down on the fived points, thus a very long integration time is required
and a finite time approximation may fail to capture the infinite Nusselt number. Conversely, above the critical
threshold trajectories may spend an arbitrarily long time near the fized points before eventually eventually tracking
the chaotic attractor. As depicted in Figure the heat transport may erroneously appear to converge to some
value for a long time before slowly transitioning to another value.

R =167.0625, S =0

1.75
1.7

1.65

Nu'(t)
16

1.5

e |

0 100 200 300 400 500
t

FI1GURE 13. The apparent convergence of the finite time Nusselt number from HKC-1 towards an infinite
time average for two different (random) initial conditions. A time increment of 1073 was used and the
trajectories were computed for 5 - 10 time steps. The trajectory in orange was started closer to a non-
trivial fixed point and requires a very long integration time for an accurate heat transport value.

In this case both trajectories were determined from random perturbations from one of the non-trivial fized points.
The trajectory in blue depicts the type of convergence scenario which was most commonly observed, namely after
an initially large fluctuation the cumulative average quickly settles down to some value. The trajectory in orange
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(e)

depicts another, more rare convergence scenario which was observed. In this case the trajectory spends a fairly
long time close to the fixed point before eventually converging to another value, hence the heat transport first
appears to converge to one value before transitioning to another. HeatTransport_Iterator.m thus continues
this trajectory until this threshold was met.

(Chaotic region) Accurate numerical integration along the chaotic attractor is a difficult and computationally
expensive task fraught with subtle sources of error. For example, the persistent errors studied by Noethen [18] do
not average out over long integration times, but also require very small step sizes for accuracy. In Figure@ (a) the
trajectories were computed with step sizes of 1074 for 4-10° time steps, and it was found that by the heat transport
values changed by less than 5% when decreasing the step size by a factor of 1/2 and computing for 8 - 105 steps.
One observes here that trajectories appear to exhibit less heat transport than those of the unstable fized points. In
this case, the fluid seems to be spending more energy moving around chaotically and hence transports less energy.

Introducing now S > 0, consider the analogous statements and the effects of rotation:

Remark G.2. The following statements can be proven analytically:

(a)

(b)

(Fixzed points) The origin is globally stable at least on the same region R < 6.75, and locally stable on the larger
parameter region R < R(WD-¢ = 6.75 + 252 and the non-trivial fized points emerge in a pitchfork bifurcation only
at this higher thermal forcing threshold. After they emerge, the non-trivial fized points are also locally stable on
a larger parameter region. This larger region has a boundary given by a somewhat complicated function in S, but
properly contains the region R < 166.97 + 7.185% with simpler boundary.

(Mazimal transport) At any fixed value of R, the mazimal heat transport among solutions with S > 0 can never
exceed the maximal heat transport among solutions with S = 0.

Furthermore, the following statements appear to be true from numerical experiments and past studies, although the author
18 unaware whether they have been settled analytically:

(a)
(b)

(c)

The origin appears to be the global attractor on the larger parameter range 0 < R < R(1)-c,

Fixing S > 0 and increasing R, one sees a similar story as for the S = 0 case, although unfolding over a larger scale
of Rayleigh numbers. The non-trivial fixed points appear to be globally attractive for higher Rayleigh numbers, and
the system enters an apparently chaotic region only after an increasingly large threshold.

On the other hand, by fizing R and increasing S one sees a reversal of the story above. Beginning from a region
with chaotic dynamics, the non-trivial fived points stabilize as one increases the rotation, and eventually these
non-trivial fived points merge with the origin.
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