














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Figure 6: Vertical profiles of instantaneous plume width away from the wall (in side view)

similar to figure 5. These experiments had an initial volume flux of Q0 = 2.15cm3 s−1.

considered to be in the quasi-steady state, and these profiles have similar gradients to the

non-rotating steady state (dbx/dz ≈ 0.177 for f = 0.5 and dbx/dz ≈ 0.2387 for f = 1). The
increase in gradient for f = 1 may simply be due to detraining dyed fluid making it hard to
identify the edge of the plume. Beyond a certain distance from the source, the plume is not
consistent with a linear profile and this distance reduces as the rotation rate increases.
Bottom boundary effects becoming more important as rotation increases may explain these
shrinking quasi-steady regions. At f = 2 no quasi-steady behaviour is observed, as can be
seen in the rightmost panels of figures 5 and 6.

The vertical profiles from the side view in figure 6 have similar properties to those from
the front view. At intermittent times throughout the experiments for f = 0.5 and f = 1,
the plume exhibits a quasi-steady state but its connection to the non-rotating steady state
is a little different. Both experiments show a rapid spreading near the source as in the non-
rotating case which stops at a width just below 2cm. Moving vertically away from the source,
the quasi-steady profile has a region where the width remains approximately constant before
further spreading occurs. The size of the region of constant width decreases with rotation
rate, again indicative of increasingly important bottom boundary effects.

Inspecting video snapshots from the experiments provides us with some understanding
of the plume dynamics during the times when it is not in a quasi-steady state, and reveals
remarkable quasi-periodic behaviour. As shown in figures 7b and 7d, the upper section
of the plume occasionally detaches fully from the wall and moves to the left in the front
view. This intriguingly means that the plume moves in the opposite direction along the
wall to the cross flow that is induced by entrainment. After a short period of time being
detached from the wall, the plume typically reattaches to the wall and adjusts back to the
quasi-steady state seen i n figures 7a and 7c. I n the detached state, the upper plume fluid
appears to become arrested at a certain height f rom the sou ce, and figure 7b also shows
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Figure 7: False colour images of blue light intensity from two experiments rotating at f = 1
with a source density of ρs = 1.023g cm−3. (a) and (b) show the front view at times
t = 60s and t = 100s respectively for volume flux Q0 = 2cm3 s−1. (c) and (d) show the
side view (flipped left to right) at times t = 50s and t = 80s respectively for volume flux
Q0 = 2.15cm3 s−1.
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Figure 8: Time series of a horizontal slice of blue light intensity 10cm below the source level
in front view for the same experiment as figures 7a and 7b.

that plume fluid further from the source is advected to the right along the wall. Videos of the

experiment show that significant amounts of the fluid moving to the right are detrained from
the plume while it is detached from the wall. This is clearly visualised in figure 8 by a time
series of a horizontal slice 10cm below the plume. Large, diffuse patches propagating upwards
in this figure correspond to fluid detraining to the right, and these coincide with the sudden
deflections of the darker region associated with the plume.

A similar analysis for the side view experiment is shown in figure 9, which presents a
time series of a vertical slice against the wall. The light space at the top of the figure shows
that the plume does not leave the source attached to the wall and adjusts over a distance of
1-2cm. Detachment events can be seen clearly in figure 9 as the lighter patches descending
over time. Although the front view and side view experiments were run with comparable
parameters, the times of detachment are not consistent, suggesting that the mechanism is
very sensitive to the experimental conditions or somewhat chaotic. This makes it difficult
to determine whether the buoyancy flux has any effect on the frequency of detachment, but
there is a clear trend for increasing rotation rate to increase the frequency of detachment
as shown by figure 10.

Figure 9: Time series of a vertical slice of blue light intensity between the source and the
wall from the side view. The experimental parameters are identical to those in figures 7c
and 7d.
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Figure 10: Scatter plot of time periods measured between detachment events against the
inertial period of rotation. Only side view experiments were used to obtain these values.

5 Discussion

The results of our experiments leave many open questions for the effects of rotation and
confinement on turbulent plumes. Even without the presence of rotation, the shape of the
steady state formed by a point source plume along a wall is surprising. The results of a
recent numerical study [7] do not appear to match the profile of close to constant width
from the wall found in figure 6, and it remains important to understand this discrepancy.
The difference between the numerics and our experiments may also have implications for
the use of the half-cone model (6)-(8) in modelling glacial meltwater plumes. Quantifying
the variation in the volume flux with height experimentally for this flow would be useful in
determining whether the model can accurately represent the asymmetric plume dynamics.
We only performed the non-rotating experiment at a single volume flux and source density,
so there is plenty of scope for further investigation of this flow in various parameter regimes.

One caveat for our results in the non-rotating experiments is the position of the source
nozzle. As discussed earlier, the dynamics near the source are thought to be dominated by
the Coandă effect and the downstream impact of this is unknown. Replacing the source with
a simple pipe outflow attached to the wall would remove these effects, but it is likely that
the flow from this source would be laminar. Obtaining geophysically relevant parameters
would be difficult in this case, but possible with a sufficiently deep tank that allows for the
laminar-turbulent transition region.

The addition of rotation to the wall plume experiments resulted in frequent deviations
from the steady state. The movement of the plume away from the wall and the detrainment
that occurs during these detachment events has a strong impact on the amount of mixing
that occurs between the plume and the ambient. Figure 11 shows the time-averaged front
view of plumes at four different rotation rates for a buoyancy flux of B0 ≈ 47.5cm4 s−3.
Despite the difference in dye concentration between the non-rotating and rotating experi-
ments, a clear trend is visible with the dye becoming more diffuse at higher rotation rates.
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Figure 11: 3 minute time averages of the reduction in blue light intensity for four exper-
iments in front view at various rotation rates. The time average is taken over a period that
begins 20s after the start of each experiment so effects of initial transients are not seen. Note
that the dye concentration in the f= 0 experiment is half of that in the other experiments.

The lateral spreading of dyed fluid is also greater as f increases.
This increased dispersion can be quantified by considering a Gaussian profile fit to the

light intensity def cit at each height. For a given row of pixels, we fit the profile

I = Ae−
(x−μ)2

2σ2 , (10)

by taking the maximum intensity deficit to be equal to A and finding the first two data
points away from this maximum to have I < A/e, i.e. the points that are an e-folding
distance from the maximum. We then assume these points are at x = μ±√

2σ, from which
we obtain the mean of the Gaussian μ, and the standard deviation σ. Vertical profiles
of σ(z) provide a useful measure of dispersion to compare the different experiments with.
Figure 12 plots these profiles for both the experiments shown in figure 11 and those run
with a higher buoyancy flux. The profiles show a striking dependence on the rotation rate
of the experiment, with the change in buoyancy flux having practically no impact on the
dispersion observed. This is despite the fact that the frequency of detachment was not
totally consistent between experiments with the same rotation and varying buoyancy flux.

This apparent independence of buoyancy flux for long term mixing poses an interesting
question as to how wall jets without any buoyancy would develop in this rotating system.
Turbulent jets initially lead to confined cylindrical structures at sufficiently high rotation
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Figure 12: Plot of Gaussian standard deviation σ(z) from 3 minute averages.

rates (see GFD Report of Lehn, 2018), but the interaction of these structures with the wall
is unknown. Finding out whether a turbulent wall jet has the same detachment behaviour
would be useful for further understanding the dynamics. Another process in rotating plumes
found to be independent of the buoyancy flux is the precession of an axisymmetric plume
in a rotating environment. The precession frequency was found in [10] to only rely on the
rotation rate and not the buoyancy flux of the plume or the total depth of the water. This
suggests that the process of detachment from the wall may be related to the free plume
precession, and gaining further insight on the wall plume dynamics could help our
understanding of the laterally unconfined plumes.

The fact that the wall plume reverts to a quasi-steady state between detachment events
could be indicative of bistability in the system. The existence of multiple steady states for
an unconfined plume in a rotating (and stratified) environment was discovered by Deremble
[6]. This study used a continuation method to numerically compute the steady states
of an LES-type model where turbulent processes are parameterised by an eddy viscosity.
Without rotation the method identifies the steady state solutions described by classical
plume theory. Once rotation is added, a steady state similar to the classical solution is
found as well as second state that exhibits very different circulation patterns. This solution
has fluid upwelling along the vertical axis beneath the plume, and the outflow of plume
fluid is deflected. If similar steady states exist for the wall plume this could explain the
attachment/detachment behaviour, so a further study on steady states for this problem
would provide a lot of insight into the dynamics.

The influence of the bottom boundary on the wall plume is not fully understood. At
higher rotation rates the more rapid lateral spreading appears to coincide with hindered
vertical motion, as can be seen in figure 11 when f = 2. In the video for this experiment,
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detrained fluid is seen to arrange itself into Taylor columns, indicating that the Taylor–
Proudman theorem is affecting the dynamics and that velocity is close to uniform with
height. The combination of the bottom boundary condition and the Taylor–Proudman
theorem would explain this restriction on vertical motion. However the precise effect that
the bottom of the tank has on the detaching behaviour is unknown. Plume precession in
[10] was found to be independent of the depth of the water, and testing whether the wall
plume motion also has this property would provide further evidence to determine if the
detachment is a signal of the precession.

One key result from [10] comes about because the precession is solely dependent on the
rotation rate. Since precession occurs in every experiment after approximately one rotation
period, rotation will always affect the dynamics as long as the source is maintained for a
sufficiently long period of time. We have not quite shown that the dynamics of the wall
plume are only dependent on the rotation rate, but we can hypothesise that since it is
independent of the buoyancy flux similar results may apply. This would have implications
for geophysical flows with sustained sources, such as glacial meltwater plumes and dense
water currents running into undersea canyons. As we have seen above, plumes affected by
rotation mix and disperse laterally to a greater extent than expected from a plume in a
non-rotating environment, leading to changes in the long-time effects of these flows.
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On Turbulent Fountains with Background Rotation

Andrea M. Lehn

September 29, 2022

1 Introduction

Turbulent fountains are ubiquitous in natural systems as well as in industrial processes
[7]. Fountains occur when there is a reversal or arresting of fluid motion due to buoyancy
differences between the fluid in the fountain and the ambient environment. A turbulent
fountain occurs when a fluid of non-neutral buoyancy is injected form a localized source
with sufficient momentum to be driven initially against gravity and to become turbulent.
Consider a jet of salty water injected at the bottom of a tank of fresh water. Initially,
the salt water will be driven upwards, against gravity, if there is sufficient momentum to
make the jet turbulent. The fluid will rise, entraining fresh water along the way, until it
can no longer rise. The diluted salty fluid at the top of the fountain then overturns, driven
downwards by gravity. The fluid may fall completely to the bottom or intrude horizontally
in the ambient if a background density stratification is present.

The role of rotation on the dynamics of turbulent fountains has not been detailed in
scientific literature, although it is relevant for geophysical processes. For some natural
processes involving turbulent fountains, such as cloud formation or volcanic eruptions, the
Earth’s rotation may influence the dynamics. This report presents experimental results
investigating the role of rotation on turbulent fountains.

1.1 Laminar vs. Turbulent Fountains

The Froude number (Fr) is the non-dimensional group which determines whether or not
a fountain will be turbulent or laminar. Consider a circular source with radius R and
mean source velocity ū, injecting buoyant fluid with a modified gravitational acceleration
g′ = (Δρ/ρ0) g, where Δρ is the density difference between the two fluids, ρ0 is a reference
density, and g is acceleration due to gravity. Fr represents the ratio of inertial forcing to
gravitational forcing for the fountain and is defined as

Fr =
ū√
g′R

. (1)

For Fr >> 1 a fountain becomes turbulent while for Fr = O(1) it remains laminar.
Qualitatively and quantitatively there are differences between turbulent and laminar foun-
tains. Before overturning, laminar fountains rise to a height, h, which is on the order of R,
the source radius. This result may be obtained from dimensional analysis. For a laminar
fountain with four variables, h,R, g′ and ū, h ∼ R for a source with a fixed g′ and ū. There
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Figure 1: A turbulent fountain rising. Dense, salty water is injected upwards into a fresh
ambient from a high F r source. Image from Bloomfield and Kerr [3].

is little to zero entrainment of the surrounding fluid and the laminar fountain has memory
of the source conditions, i.e., the penetration height is totally dependent upon source con-
ditions. Burridge and Hunt [4] have systematically investigated the behavior of fountains
at low and very low Fr source values. Overall, these systems are well studied.

The behavior of high F r sources, i.e. negatively buoyant sources driven by source
momentum, was initially studied by Turner in 1966 [8]. Turbulent fountains have little
memory of the source conditions due to turbulent entrainment of ambient fluid, which
causes the fountain to penetrate such that h >> R. An example of a turbulent fountain is
shown in Figure 1. Heavy fluid is injected from a point source upwards into a still body of
ambient fluid. Turbulence enhances mixing of the lighter ambient into the injected fluid,
which reduces the buoyancy, allowing the fluid to rise higher before overturning and falling
back down.

The important parameters for turbulent fountains are the buoyancy flux, B, and the
momentum flux, M . M is the volume flux of the source times the mean outlet velocity with

units of L4/T2 and B is the volume flux of the source times g′, with units of L4/T3. For a
source with a circular cross section,

M = πR2ū2 (2)

and
B = πR2ūg′. (3)

Both of these variables include information about source conditions g′, ū and R; however,
these parameters alone do not determine the fountain height, as they do for a low Fr source

fountain.
Bloomfield and Kerr [3] determined a power law for the mean height of rise of a turbulent

fountain, based on original work by Turner [8]. The height,Hf depends solely upon M and B.

For a turbulent fountain,

Hf = 1.6M3/4B−1/2. (4)

This non-rotating, turbulent Hf is useful as a characteristic length scale. The height of
the fountain oscillates about a mean height with relatively large amplitudes. Eddies where
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mixing occurs are visible along the sides of the fountain and at the top, as shown in Figure
1. Once the fountain overturns, a curtain partially shields the sides of the rising fountain,
preventing the rising fluid from entraining the ambient fluid. The dynamics of turbulent
fountains have been well studied for a range of conditions, including turbulent fountains in
multi-layer cross-flows [1] and fountains impinging on a density interface [2].

1.2 Low Fr Sources with Rotation

Griffiths and Linden [6] investigated the stability of two-layer density stratified systems with
ambient rotation. A curved density interface forms due to the buoyancy difference between
the two fluids, and eventually the system becomes unstable under the influence of the Coriolis
force. The constant flux experiments performed by Griffiths and Linden are related to the
present investigation. A buoyant fluid was injected at the free surface of a homogeneous body
of fluid which had been spun-up to rigid body rotation. A circular cross-section, porous source
of 1 cm diameter was positioned at the free surface. A constant volume of buoyant fluid was
injected for the duration of the experiment, and the radial and vertical growth of a vortex was

observed. The F r values for these experiments are relatively low, ranging from 10−3 to 5, so
that the flow remains laminar.

A key feature that differentiates the Griffiths and Linden experiments from those pre-
sented in this report is that upon injection there is no large vertical penetration of the fluid.
For turbulent fountains, there is a large change in height of injected fluid due to source
momentum and subsequent entrainment of ambient fluid. The momentum of the source for
the Griffiths and Linden experiments, indicated by Fr, is not sufficiently large to create
turbulent entrainment of the ambient fluid. In the constant flux experiments, a geostrophic
vortex grows, surrounded by the ambient fluid. There is very little mixing. A side-view
image showing vertical penetration of a geostrophic vortex is shown in Figure 2.

The streamlines of the flow are solely determined by rotational effects, the Coriolis

and centrifugal forces, and the modified gravity, g′, between the two fluids. Eventually,
the vortex becomes unstable to rotation and higher order modes occur. A top view of an
unstable configuration is shown in Figure 3. The vortex that forms from injected fluid forms
a smooth boundary with the ambient fluid since there is negligible mixing at the density
interface. The density difference between the two fluids is maintained as the vortex grows.

A key result of Griffiths and Linden’s work is that the radius, R ∼ t1/4 and the height,
h ∼ t1/2.

1.3 Objective: Behavior of Turbulent Fountains with Rotation

How the current investigation is situated with published scientific literature can be visualized
as table with two options, rotation or no rotation and laminar or turbulent. This grid is
shown in Figure 4. Laminar and turbulent fountains have been well characterized and
rotating currents with a low Fr have been studied, filling in three quadrants of the grid.
Conversely, constant source volume flux, turbulent fountains with background rotation have
yet to be studied. This project is situated in the bottom right corner of this grid. The
dynamics of the turbulent fountain are studied by systematic experiments over a parameter
space determined by important dimensionless groups, as discussed below.
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Figure 2: Side view of a vortex forming from Griffiths and Linden [6]. The dark vortex is
buoyant fluid injected from a low F r source. Dotted lines are theoretical predictions of the
vortex location. The tank is rotating anti-cyclonically and the vortex is rotating cyclonically.

Figure 3: Top view of the onset of instabilities with different azimuthal wave numbers in
experiments by Griffiths and Linden [6].
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Figure 4: The scientific context of this project fits into the bottom right quadrant of this
grid. The dynamics of rotating, turbulent fountains are investigated for the first time in
this project.

2 Dimensional Analysis

Dimensional analysis was used to determine a parameter space for experiments. Although
dimensional analysis is useful, knowing the relevant physical variables is crucial for deter-
mining appropriate dimensionless groups. Based on expected behavior of rotating systems
and turbulent fountains, relevant physical variables are determined and scaling is performed
to derive three dimensionless Π groups.

Based on the power law produced by Turner [8] and verified by Bloomfield and Kerr [3]
there is a time scale for the turbulent fountain. A relevant time scale for the time it takes a
fluid parcel to rise to the top of the fountain is the ratio of momentum flux to buoyancy flux,
M/B. For a turbulent fountain, recall that momentum flux and buoyancy flux are the
relevant parameters for predicting fountain behavior. The Coriolis parameter, f , has units of

T−1. It is the appropriate rotational time scale. The Coriolis parameter is equal to twice the
rotational frequency of the experimental table: f = 2Ω. In terms of the period of the table’s
rotation, Ttable, Ω = 2π/Ttable. Thus, the period of rotation is 4π/f s.

Since the system is rotating, there is an added stiffness to the fluid due to its vorticity.
This can be understood by considering the Taylor-Proudman Theorem. A fluid parcel that
is displaced in a direction parallel to the axis of rotation will be forced back to its initial
location by rotation. The faster the rotation rate, the more vertical displacement of fluid
parcels is suppressed. An alternative argument is that in the limit of rapid rotation, the
Taylor-Proudman Theorem gives ∂w/∂z = 0 where w is the velocity in the vertical direction,
z. Since there is no vertical flux through the bottom of the tank, w = 0, the vertical velocity
must be zero everywhere.

Using the Buckingham Pi Theorem and intuition about the system based on the Taylor-
Proudman Theorem and on behavior of non-rotating turbulent fountains, three Π groups are
determined for the rotating fountain system. There are five relevant variables in the system,
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f,M,B, the height of the fountain, Hf and the initial depth of the ambient, HT . Since
there are two dimensions, three Π groups exist. The groups are Π1=fM/B, Π2 = Hf/HT

and Π3 = M/f2H4
T . The first group, fM/B represents a ratio of the two important time

scales of the problem, the fountain rise time to the rotational time. The third group can
be thought of as a ratio of the momentum imparted to the fountain and the resistance to
vertical penetration. For simplicity, given the time constraint of the GFD program, the
ratio of fM/B was varied systematically for fixed values of M . The height of the tank HT

was also fixed. Based on the parameter space, the rotation time scale, 1/f was slower than
the fountain time scale, M/B. Thus, it was anticipated that the fountain dynamics would
dominate the system before rotation.

3 Experimental Setup

3.1 Laboratory Apparatus

Experiments were performed in the Geophysical Fluid Dynamics Laboratory at the Woods
Hole Oceanographic Institution. A 91 cm diameter cylindrical plastic tank was placed on
a direct-drive rotating table and filled with sea water to HT = 35 cm. A pump was used
to inject a constant flux of dyed fluid through a 0.5 cm diameter copper pipe, which was
positioned in the center of the tank, just below the free surface. An acrylic lid with a small
circular opening for the source was placed on top of the tank for rotating experiments. This
was so the air layer above the free surface was also brought up to solid body rotation, to
create a nearly stress free boundary between the water and air.

Instrumentation for collecting digital video data from the side view and top view were
attached to the rotating table. From the top, a Basler imager was positioned to provide a
top view of the entire tank. A Windows machine equipped with software to control the top
view camera was mounted to the rotating frame and used to acquire images. Images were
collected as single page tifs at a rate of five frames per second. The side view was filmed
on a Nikon Coolpix P7000. The collection rate was 24 frames per second. Start times were
synchronized using coordinated verbal and visual cues. For the side view, illumination was
provided using Light Tape, a flexible electro-luminescent panel, which was aligned flush
with the curved tank wall. Pictures of the experimental setup are shown in Figure 5.

3.2 Experimental Parameter Space

A total of 20 experiments were conducted to investigate the role f and B on the behavior of
turbulent fountains. The volume flux of the source, Q0, M and HT were fixed at Q0 = 5.11
cm3/s, M = 133 cm4/s2 and HT = 35 cm for all experiments. To compare the fountain rise
time and rotation time f and B were systematically varied. For the rotating experiments
the table was rotated at f = [0.5, 1.0, 2.0 and 3.0] s−1. Another set of experiments examined
the non-rotating case, f=0. For all five rotation rates, fluids of four different densities were
injected to investigate the role of buoyancy. Four values of B were examined, B/Q0 =
[0, 0.2, 0.5, 1] g′0 where g′0 ≈ 25 cm4s−3. The case of B = 0 is a jet purely driven by
momentum, since there is negligible buoyancy. In terms of the dimensionless parameter
fM/B, which represents the ratio of rotational time to fountain rise time, the fountain
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Figure 5: The experimental apparatus used to study rotating fountains. Left: the top view
of the rotating system showing the tank lid and source. Right: a side view of the system
showing the location of the two camera views as well as the lighting, provided by flexible
electro-luminescent lighting (Light Tape).

dynamics are expected to set in before rotation. The Rossby number, Ro is represented by
(fM/B)−1 for this problem. Ro is a ratio of the rotation time, 1/f s to the advective time,
M/B s for the initial values of the flow. So, Ro = B/fM for the turbulent fountain with
background rotation. The experimental parameter space is shown graphically in Figure 6.
The horizontal axis is the reciprocal Ro and the vertical axis is the theoretical fountain
height, computed from equation 4, normalized by HT .

4 Results

4.1 Role of Rotation in Turbulent Fountains

The first experiments were performed by varying f with a fixed B and M . The buoyancy
difference was set by the difference between sea water and fresh water, which was the
maximum buoyancy flux tested, B/Q0 = g′0. The role of rotation significantly influences
the system dynamics. Figure 7 is a time series comparing a non-rotating turbulent fountain
to a turbulent fountain with background rotation. In the non-rotating case, the injected
fluid spreads radially as it penetrates the ambient. Billows at the interface of the two fluids
indicate turbulent mixing, whereby denser ambient fluid mixes with the fountain, decreasing
it buoyancy. With reduced buoyancy, the fountain touches the bottom boundary of the
tank and then returns to the surface, driven by buoyancy. The same source conditions with
background rotation produced a fountain with a smoother interface and with significantly
decreased penetration. The vortex formed in the rotating case prevents the newly injected
fluid from mixing with the ambient, thus stifling penetration. Figure 8 shows the fluid
interactions occurring in the interior of a surface vortex, formed once the fountain has
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Figure 6: Experimental parameter space for non-zero buoyancy flux and non-zero rotation
rate. The vertical axis is Hf based on scaling by Bloomfield and Kerr [3] given in equation 4,
scaled by the depth of the ambient,HT . The horizontal axis is the reciprocalRo, fM/B.

turned around and risen due to its buoyancy. The injected fluid is initially colored yellow
but then dyed red after the vortex has established. The red fluid shows the fountain still
exists but is contained within the vortex. A small region at the center of the fountain may
punch through the vortex, but largely the fountain is contained within the vortex. Since the
newly injected fluid is largely shielded from the ambient by the established vortex, it may
only entrain fluid of similar density, leaving its buoyancy relatively unchanged. Without
the reduction in buoyancy, the fountain penetrates less deeply. It is too buoyant to continue
further and must rise.

For all non-zero rotation rates, rotation systematically decreases the vertical fountain
penetration. Figure 9 shows the height of the fountain as a function of time for a fixed

value of B/Q0 = g′0 and four non-zero f values. Data is plotted until a consistent fountain
depth is established. As f increases, the initial entrainment and penetration depth are
systematically decreased. Before the vortex has begun to shield the incoming fluid from the
ambient, entrainment and mixing occur, as in the non-rotating case. The vortex establishes
more rapidly at higher f , decreasing the time available for fluid to entrain the denser
ambient. Thus, the buoyancy remains unchanged and the fountain does not penetrate
as deeply. The average fountain height obtained from data presented in Figure 9, scaled

by the height of a non-rotating turbulent fountain, Hf = 1.6M3/4B−1/2 is plotted against
fM/B in Figure 10. This non-dimensional plot shows that the penetration of the fountain is
substantially reduced with increasing rotation. By comparing the volume of the vortex with
time to the injected volume, it is clear that rotation systematically suppresses entrainment,
as shown in Figure 11. Overall, the entrainment is small relative to the injected volume
and only occurs at early times, when the fountain is initiated, before the vortex partially

346

1 

0.9 

0.8 

-£ 0.7 
f 
a) 0.6 

~ 
0.5 ID 

..; 

" ... 0.4 :i:: .._ 

! 0.3 • • 
:i:: 

0.2. r • • • • 0 0 

o., 

0 
0 2 4 

H,, NR / Hr vs. fM/B 

0 

0 

6 8 10 12 

1/Ro ~ fM/B 

14 

• f=1 
0 f=2 r 
• f=0.5 

0 f=3 
-----' 

0 

16 18 



Figure 7: A time series showing the influence of rotation on turbulent fountain dynamics.
Panel A shows a turbulent fountain with no background rotation. The fountain becomes
turbulent, hits the bottom of the tank, and eventually rises back up to the surface. Panel B
shows the same fluid being injected with identical source conditions, B/Q0 = 0.5g′0 = 12.5
cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2, but with a background rotation of f = 3.0 s−1. The period
of one rotation (T = 1 ROT) was 4.2 s.

Figure 8: A time series revealing fountain behavior in an established vortex. The fountain
color is changed from yellow to red after the vortex has established. The interior behavior
of the vortex-fountain system is qualitatively shown to be complex, including stratification
and circulation. Source conditions were B/Q0 = g′0 = 25 cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2

with a background rotation of f = 0.5 s−1.
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Figure 9: Height of the fountain versus time for increasing f at a fixed B. Source conditions

were B/Q0 = g′0 = 25 cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2.

encapsulates the fountain. Entrainment of ambient fluid subsidies as more fluid is injected
because the fountain is contained within the growing vortex, shown qualitatively in Figure
8. The fountain is entraining fluid of a density close to that of itself, which doesn’t enhance

mixing with the ambient and maintains a large g′.
Unexpectedly, the radius of the vortex which develops at the surface grows with t1/2.

A log-log plot of radius versus time is shown for all g′ values with varying f in Figure 12.
Since this collapses well to a line with slope of a half, this suggests that R(t) ∼ t1/2. This is
robust for all non-zero values of f and B examined. Notably, this behavior is different than

the t1/4 scaling demonstrated by Griffiths and Linden [6]. A scaling for R as a function of f
was estimated by plotting the vertical intercepts of the log-log R vs.t plots and assuming a

power law scaling of the form R ∼ t1/2fβ . This power law can be determined by plotting the
vertical intercepts of the lines of slope m = 1/2, shown as dotted lines on Figure 13. Plotting
these vertical intercepts against log f would produce a line should a power law scaling be
correct. Figure 13 shows the intercepts used to determine the value of β. Figure 14 shows the
intercepts plotted against log f . Two dotted lines are plotted to serve as visual aids, one of

slope m = −1/3 and one of m = −1/2. A similar approach was applied for the B, using data

from cases with varying g′, to find thatR∼B1/3.
The power law for R ∼ fβ is not obvious. There is support for β = −1/3 and for β =

−1/2, but it is not clear which is correct given the limited amount of data currently available.
A value of β = −1/3 would be consistent with a −1/3 power law for the dimensionless group

fM/B since R ∼ B1/3. A linear least squares fit produced a slope of β = −0.44 with a
R-squared error R2 = 0.99 and an RMS error of 0.042. Since there are only four data points,
this power law is not yet definitive. However, a power law of β = −0.44 is consistent with
expected values based on dimensional analysis and physical reasoning, as discussed further
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Figure 10: Average fountain height after long times normalized by the non-rotating fountain
height, plotted against fM/B for one value of B/Q0 = g′0. Average Hf values are obtained
from data shown Figure 9.

Figure 11: The volume of the vortex that develops plotted against total injected volume as
a function of time. The initial entrainment, indicated by the large increase in volume at
early times, is decreased with increasing f . Source conditions were B/Q0 = g′0 = 25 cm4s−3

and M = 133 cm4s−2.
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Figure 12: A log-log plot of R vs. t for varying f and three non-zero values of B/Q0 =

[0.2, 0.5 and 1.0]g′0 where g′0 = 25 cm4s−3. A line of slope m = 1/2 is shown as a dotted
line for comparison to the data. The scaling of R ∼ t1/2 is robust for the 12 experiments
represented here.

in § 4.2.

Plots collapsing the radius according to the scaling relationships R ∼ t1/2B1/3f−1/3 and
R ∼ t1/2B1/3f−1/2 are presented in Figures 15 and 16, respectively. Both of these plots
collapse the data relatively well. Since M and HT were not varied due to time constraints,

there is not enough information to determine a complete scaling for radial growth of the
vortex at the surface. However, there has been progress toward determining a comprehensive
power law. An interesting finding that is strongly supported by this data set is that the radius

grows with t1/2 rather than t1/4, as was determined by Griffiths and Linden [6].

4.2 Turbulence versus Rotation in Rotating Jets

In order to further understand how rotation impacts the fountain, the simplified case of a
pure momentum source (i.e. a jet) with background rotation was studied. The experimental
setup was the same, except salt water was injected into salt water, so there was no buoyancy
flux. The experiment was repeated for the same rotation rates, f = [0.5, 1.0, 2.0 and 3.0]

s−1. As expected from the previous experiments, rotation plays a critical role. A time
series of the early time behavior of a jet with and without rotation is shown in Figure
17. The jets subjected to background rotation are contained to a vertical column almost
immediately. The non-rotating jet expands laterally and reaches the bottom. Background
rotation influences the jet by constraining radial growth to a vertical column. The jet with
rotation penetrates the ambient, but does not descend to the bottom of the tank as the jet
does. As more fluid is added, the column grows radially and the vertical interface with the
ambient fluid is maintained. The fluid appears to be forced into a Taylor column at very
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Figure 13: To estimate a power law for R ∼ fβ the vertical intercepts of the dotted lines,
indicated by red asterisks, are plotted against log f in Figure 14. Source conditions were
B/Q0 = g′0 = 25 cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2.

Figure 14: A plot of the vertical intercepts in Figure 13 versus log f . Source conditions were
B/Q0 = g′0 = 25 cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2. Lines of slope m = −1/2 and m = −1/3
are shown for comparison. A least squares analysis produces a slope of m = −0.44 with an
R-squared fit of R2 = 0.99 and an RMS error of 0.042.
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Figure 15: Collapse of R data for cases of non-zero f and B. Data is fit according to the
scaling R ∼ t1/2f−1/3B1/3, which has dimensions of T−1/6L4/3. B/Q0 = [0.2, 0.5 and 1.0]g′0
where g′0 = 25 cm4s−3.

Figure 16: Collapse of R data for cases of non-zero f and B. Data is fit according to
the scaling R ∼ t1/2f−1/2B1/3 which has dimensions of T−1/2L4/3. Source conditions were
B/Q0 = [0.2, 0.5 and 1.0]g′0 where g′0 = 25 cm4s−3.
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Figure 17: A time series comparing a turbulent jet with no background rotation (A) and

with background rotation (B). The rotation rate is f = 3.0 s−1, corresponding to one
rotational period (T = 1 ROT) of 4.2 s. Snapshots are taken after 1,2,3,4 and 5 rotational

periods. Source conditions were B = 0 and M = 133 cm4s−2.

early times, as soon as two rotational periods. In order to quantify the role of rotation, the
radius of the initial Taylor column, RTC , was plotted against f . An example measurement
RTC is shown in Figure 18.

From dimensional analysis an expected scaling for f can be obtained. For a non-buoyant
(B = 0), turbulent jet with background rotation the meaningful physical parameters are

RTC , f , and M . From this, RTC ∼ f−1/2M1/4 is expected. A dotted line of slope m = −1/2
is plotted along with the experimental results in Figure 19. This fits the data well and is
consistent with the proposed scaling. A linear least squares analysis yielded a power law

exponent of −0.46 with and R-squared error R2= 0.96 and an RMS error of 0.089. This result

agrees with a study of rotating jets by Etling and Fernando, [5]. This scaling of f−1/2may be
influencing the radial growth of the vortex for the buoyant cases. This finding supports the

scaling ofR∼ f−1/2, although more data is necessary to validate the relationship.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

The dynamics of turbulent fountains and jets with background rotation was investigated
by varying the non-dimensional parameter, fM/B, which represents a ratio of the fountain
time to the rotation time. Key results of this project are shown in Figure 20. Although
more rigorous statistical analysis is ongoing to clarify and validate the scaling laws presented

in this report, many trends have been observed clearly. For cases where B �= 0, once the
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Figure 18: The distance treated as the radius of the Taylor column, RTC , for jets with
background rotation. The source conditions were B = 0 and M = 133 cm4s−2 with a
background rotation of f = 3.0 s−1.

Figure 19: A log-log plot of the radius of the Taylor column versus f . A dotted line of
slope m = −1/2, which is expected from dimensional analysis, is shown for comparison.
The source conditions were B = 0 and M = 133 cm4s−2.
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Figure 20: As a follow up to the diagram shown in Figure 4, the results of this project have
begun to populate the bottom right quadrant.

fountain returns to the surface, the radius of the vortex grows as R ∼ t1/2. Comparing cases
with varying B showed R ∼ B1/3; however, the dependence on rotation is less clear, leaving

R ∼ f−1/2 and R ∼ f−1/3 as possible power laws. There is support for both of these laws.
More data is necessary to clarify the dependence on f . It could be argued that R ∼ f−1/2

based on evidence that a Taylor column with RTC ∼ f−1/2 establishes at early times.
Experiments varying HT and M will be performed in the near future. HT appears to

matter for the fountain system. This is in contrast to Bloomfield and Kerr [3], where the
penetration height Hf does not depend on HT . Solid-body rotation introduces a stiffness

to the ambient fluid which strongly discourages vertical motion, in accordance with the
Taylor-Proudman Theorem. This is apparent by how rotation systematically suppresses
fountain penetration. The fluid appears to be forced into a Taylor column after just a few

rotation periods. RTC appears to scale according to RTC ∼ f−1/2.
Another ongoing aspect of this project is investigating the onset of instability once

the vortex becomes unstable to rotation. A picture demonstrating the onset of different
instabilities shown from the top view is show in Figure 21. For a turbulent source with
background rotation, higher order azimuthal wave numbers are observed, as they are in
Griffiths and Linden [6]. Further characterization of these instabilities will be the topic of
future work.
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Figure 21: Once the fluid returns to the surface, the vortex becomes unstable to rotation.
Characterization of this unstable behavior is ongoing. Panel A shows source conditions of
B/Q0 = 0.2g′0 = 4.9 cm4s−3 and M = 133 cm4s−2, with a background rotation of f = 2.0
s−1. Panel B shows source conditions of B/Q0 = 0.2g′0 = 4.9 cm4s−3 and the same M with
a background rotation of f = 0.5 s−1.
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Porous onvection with nternal eating:

nderstanding Enceladus ydrothermal ctivity

Thomas Le Reun

October 3, 2018

1 Introduction

Enceladus, a 500 km diameter icy satellite orbiting Saturn, has drawn a lot of attention since
the first flybys operated by the Cassini probe in 2005. Pictures and in situ astrochemical
measurement have revealed the presence of a water vapour and ice plume ejected into outer
space, as represented in figure 1 [26]. It emerges along fractures in the ice crust at the
South Pole of Enceladus and is associated with a large heat flux anomaly of 12.5 GW.
[26]. Later analyses have revealed that the ejected material contains silicate particles of
nanometric size whose chemistry indicates that the water contained in the plume has been
previously hot, liquid, and in contact with silicate rocks [17]. Enceladus plumes have since
then been interpreted as evidence for hydrothermal activity occurring below the ice crust
of Enceladus. This remains nonetheless surprising and paradoxical as, unlike the Earth,
Enceladus has radiated away all its initial heat, and its small size makes internal heating
by radiogenic elements insufficient to explain the abnormal heat flux [5].

Recently, Choblet et al. [5] have proposed a self-consistent model to explain the
hydrothermal activity based on internal heating by tides in Enceladus’ water-saturated
porous core. Because of the small gravity intensity within the moon, its silicate core, depicted
in figure 2, is thought to be unconsolidated [28, 5]. As an example, the pressure at the centre
of the core is around 2 MPa, which is well below the typical fracture stress of silicate rocks
encountered in planetary interiors [28]. Based on Enceladus’ density and moment of inertia,
researchers propose that the core porosity ranges from 20% to 30% [5]. In addition, it is also
proved from tracking of Enceladus’ librations that between the core and the ice crust lies a
global ocean [ 29] whose thickness varies from 30 km to around 5 km in the model proposed in
[5], the ocean’s liquid water permeates and saturates the porous core. Flowing of water inside
Enceladus’ core may then be driven by tidal heating giving rise to instabilities. Enceladus has
a short period and eccentric orbit around Saturn which exerts a huge gravitational torque
because of the gigantic mass ratio between the two bodies. The spin and the orbit of the moon
are synchronised. If the orbit was perfectly circular, the tidal bulge of Enceladus would
always point towards Saturn, but eccentricity changes this picture as it forces periodic
misalignment of the tidal bulge, leading to oscillations of the shape of the core. This periodic
deformation and net heating in the bulk of the core over
one period. With these three ingredients, it is proposed in [5] that as water flows
inside the core, tidal heating causes its temperature to rise, thus leading to upwelling of
hot plumes through the porous matrix. This process is summarised schematically in
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Figure 1: Picture of Enceladus’ vapour and ice plume taken by Cassini, adapted from [26].

figure 2. Choblet et al. [5] provide a thorough numerical study of the porous convection
with internal heating process in conditions similar to Enceladus’ interior. They observe that
this phenomenon is able to drive hydrothermal activity which is consistent with Cassini’s
observations. Interestingly, they showed in their simulations that the flow organises in
narrow upwelling sheets that focus heat flux anomalies along lines at the surface of the
core.

Yet, convective instabilities in internally heated porous layers far from the onset of
motion has received little attention. Several experimental and numerical studies, mostly
carried out by researchers interested in nuclear accident prevention, were focused on the
onset of convective instabilities or on averaged heat transport through closed porous layers
[3, 24, 13, 19, 8]. To the best of our knowledge there is no quantitative study describing
flow structures inside such a porous layer and the associated thermal anomalies at the top
boundary. In addition, Enceladus’ core includes additional complexity as it communicates
with a layer of unconfined liquid water: the subsurface ocean. Heat and mass transport
are coupled between the two media and their behaviours are governed by very different
physics. Studies of instabilities driven by temperature differences have been carried out in
the context of nuclear accident prevention, waste storage in deep geological repositories
or solidification of binary alloys [1, 2, 20]. Yet they are restrained to quantifying either
the onset of instabilities [4, 16], or to heat transfer close or far from the onset of motion
[1]. Other numerical works, mostly carried out in a geophysical fluid dynamics context,
have proposed a simplification to the issue of two layers coupling: they focus on the porous
medium only and apply a special boundary condition that allows for heat and mass transfers
at the top as a parameterisation for the coupling with the above layer [27, 22, 6, 5].

In the present proceeding, we introduce an idealised model for Enceladus’ core as a two
dimensional internally heated porous layer with an open top boundary. With this set-up,

motion, and to quantify heat transfer efficiency and heat flux anomalies in such a system.
We thus seek to bridge the gap between idealised and mathematical studies of the related
Rayleigh-Bénard problem in porous media [25, 14, 15] and complex numerical simulations
of planetary interiors [22, 5].

This report starts with a short introduction on the idealised system used here. We
discuss in particular the choice of the thermal boundary conditions at the top of the layer and
the expected balances at stake to adequately scale the governing equations. We then present
a brief stability analysis of the considered system, and explore the different regimes above

we aim the flow structures close and far from the onset of convective
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U =
k

μ
(−∇P + ρg) (1)

Figure 2: Right: schematic view of Enceladus’ interiors. The entire surface is covered by
a thick ice sheet; underneath lies a global water ocean and a silicate core. Due to the low
gravity, large deviations are observed in the topography of these layers: the thickness of the

ocean is thought to vary between 30 to 60 km. Left A cartoon of the model proposed in
[5] to explain hydrothermal activity inside Enceladus. The rocky core is porous, saturated
with the ocean’s water and heated by tidal friction. Heating forces the ascent of buoyant
hot fluid then giving rise to hydrothermal activity.

the onset of convection. The core of this proceeding is devoted to investigate the principal
scalings and balances at play in the non-linear regime and the how the flow organises to
carry the internal heat away. We then study the influence of large-scale variations of the
volume heat production to account for a tidal-like heating and compare the driven flow to
the homogeneous case. Lastly, we discuss the relevance of this simple model to describe the
interior of Enceladus; we include estimates of the hydrothermal activity driven by convection
in the core of Enceladus that are consistent with those provided in [5].

2 A imple odel for the nterior of Enceladus

2.1 The model and its governing equations

The core of Enceladus is modelled by a two dimensional porous medium of permeability k,
which is saturated with water of viscosity μ. It lies beneath an ocean that we assume to be
well mixed with a global temperature T0 —see figure 3. The flow U = (U,W ) inside the

porous core is modelled by Darcy’s law:

where P is the pressure, ρ is the density of water and g is the gravity field, which we
assume to be vertical and constant throughout the layer. Note that this is not the case in
Enceladus’ core as the gravitational field intensity increases linearly with radius. Moreover,
since it is a small 500 km oon, the strength of gravity on Enceladus is about a hundred times
smaller than on the Earth. In addition to Darcy’s law, the flow is assumed to be
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Figure 3: An idealised 2d model to describe porous convection inside Enceladus’ core in
interaction with the subsurface ocean. The bottom of the porous layer models the centre of
the moon, there is no heat and mass flux at this height. Mass exchange between the ocean
and the porous core are allowed with a free vertical velocity at the top.

incompressible, so that it must also satisfy a continuity equation:

∂xU + ∂zW = 0 . (2)

Water motion inside the core is driven by buoyancy and temperature differences. We
model the effects of temperature on density assuming linear expansion of the fluid with
temperature under the Boussinesq approximation, such that ρ = ρ0(1 − α(T − T0)) where
ρ0 is a reference density and α the thermal expansion coefficient. Darcy’s law may thus be
written as:

U =
k

μ

(−∇P ′ + ρ0gαΘez
)

(3)

where P ′ =P+ ρ0gz and Θ ≡ T− T0
The flow being driven by thermal anomalies Θ, we must introduce an equation modelling

the transport of heat inside the porous medium. This is achieved using thermal energy
conservation, in which a source term accounting for volume heat production is included:

∂tΘ+U ·∇Θ = κ∇2Θ+ q (4)

with κ the heat diffusivity inside the porous medium —i.e. of both water and the porous
matrix together— and q is the internal heat source term. The latter is related to the volume
heat production by tidal heating QV via q = QV /(ρcp) where cp is the heat capacity per

unit of mass of the porous medium and ρ its density.

2.2 Boundary conditions

From a mathematical point of view, Darcy’s l aw is a first order equation with two com-

ponent two boundary conditions must therefore be applied to the velocity fieldU . The
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temperature field is governed by a second order equation and two boundary conditions must
also be imposed on Θ

The bottom of the porous l ayer roughly corresponds to the core centre we thus assume
that there is no heat and mass flux crossing the bottom boundary, that is:

∂zΘ(z = 0) = 0 and W (z = 0) = 0 (5)

The top of the layer at z = h is in contact with the ocean and must allow mass exchange
between the core and the ocean. This is achieved by imposing a purely vertical velocity at
the top, i.e. :

U(z = h) = 0 . (6)

The two layers are also thermally coupled. One first natural choice for the top boundary
condition is to impose the top temperature to be the temperature of the ocean, i.e. Θ(z =
h) = 0. However, the advective heat flux driving hydrothermal activity WΘ(z = h) across
the interface would vanish. Another condition should then be considered as the water
coming out the porous layer may drive a buoyant plume rising in the ocean. In such a
configuration, the water coming out of the core would keep its temperature as it crosses the
boundary between the two domains, that is:

∂zΘ(z = h) = 0 . (7)

Such a condition cannot be applied everywhere at the top boundary as the temperature of
the water flowing in would not be controlled. We must therefore impose the temperature
of the incoming fluid to be the same as in the ocean. To summarise, the other boundary
condition that is used hereafter is:{

if W > 0, ∂zΘ(z = h) = 1
else Θ(z = h) = 0 .

(8)

Such a discontinuous boundary condition introduces an additional non-linearity in the sys-
tem which may be difficult to handle. In addition, one may wonder whether the elliptic
problem (4) with the boundary conditions (8) is well posed; this issue will be discussed
below.

The boundary conditions (8) and (6) may be regarded as two end-members of the
fully coupled problem of the core-ocean interaction. In the case of slow ascent in the
porous medium, diffusion from the ocean inside the core causes the temperature inside the
porous medium to drop in the top boundary vicinity. Conversely, if the upwelling is fast,
diffusion is not able to affect the temperature inside the ascending plume. As a side note,
intermediary situations where ∂zΘ(z = h) = −β with β > 0 could also be considered.
Nevertheless, choosing between the two boundary conditions or parameterisation β would
require a demanding study of the fully coupled system involving both the ocean and the
porous core.

2.3 Scaling the problem: dimensionless equations

In this paragraph, we aim at writing dimensionless equations driving the porous convection
with internal heating. First, all considered lengths are normalised by the height of the
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porous layer h. We must also define a velocity and a temperature scale, respectively denoted

as U∗ and ΔΘ.
Darcy’s law (3) gives a simple relation between these two scales

U∗ =
k

μ
ρ0αgΔΘ . (9)

Another relation can be inferred from the advection-diffusion equation and several balance
may be considered: advection and diffusion, diffusion and heat production or advection and
heat production. We predict that in the non-linear regime, heat production and advec-
tion will be the dominant balance, leading to the following relation between velocity and

temperature:

(10)U∗Θ∗= hq .

Both scales are then ex ressed as a function of physical parameters as follows:⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
U∗2 =

k

μ
ρ0αghq

ΔΘ =

√
μhq

kρ0αg

(11)

We finally find that the system is governed by only one dimensionless
parameter, a Rayleigh number comparing the relative importance of advection and diffu-
sion1:

Ra ≡ hU∗

κ
=

(
kαg

κν

qh2

κ
h

)1/2

. (12)

Note that other definitions have been considered for the Rayleigh number, depending in
particular on the expected balance at play. For instance, Buretta & Berman [3] choose
velocity and temperature scales based on advection and diffusion balance, leading to a
Rayleigh number Rabb = Ra2.

Introducing the dimensionless temperature θ = Θ/ΔΘ and velocity u = U/U∗, the
dimensionless governing equations for a porous layer with internal heating are:⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

∇ · u = 0
u = −∇p+ θez

∂tθ + u ·∇θ =
1

Ra
∇2θ + 1

(13)

where the pressure is rescaled by hU∗ and time by h/U∗. The flow being incompressible and
2d, it is particularly convenient to introduce a stream function ψ such that u = ∇×(−ψey).
The governing equations (13) are then transcribed as:⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

∇2ψ = − ∂xθ

∂tθ + J(ψ, θ) =
1

Ra
∇2θ + 1

J(ψ, θ) ≡ ∂zψ∂xθ − ∂xψ∂zθ

(14)

1It can thus also be regarded as a Peclet number.
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Figure 4: Schematic cartoon of the staggered grids used in the numerical code showing the
relative locations of the computed values of the stream function ψ and the temperature θ.
ψ is evaluated at the nodes of the lattice whereas temperature is computed at the squares’
centres.

Lastly the boundary conditions are, for the velocity:{
w(z = 0) = 0
u(z = 1) = 0

(15)

and for the temperature:

BC 1:

{
if w > 0, ∂zθ(z = 1) = 1
else θ(z = 1) = 0 .

BC 2: θ(z = 1) = 0 . (16)

2.4 Numerical code

In the following, we investigate numerically the non-linear behaviour of porous convection
with internal heating. We use a code that was introduced by Hewitt et al. [14] to study
Rayleigh-Bénard convection in porous media. The code solves the governing equations of
the temperature and stream function (14) in a rectangular domain of aspect ratio L with
periodic boundary conditions in x. It proceeds using a Fourier transform in the x direction
and finite differences in z and time. The code evaluates temperature and velocity at the
nodes of two staggered grids —see figure 4— allowing the numerical scheme to be flux
conservative and second order accurate in time and space.

In this section, we investigate both theoretically and numerically the critical value of the
Rayleigh number Ra above which a convective instability develops. We also study the
motion the flow structure at onset, which is in particular helpful to benchmark the numerical
scheme.

3 The nset of onvection
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3.1 The diffusive base state

We seek a base state (ub, θb) for which there is no velocity (ub = 0), which corresponds to
a balance between heat production and diffusion:

∇2θb + 1 = 0 . (17)

The system is invariant along the x direction and taking into account the boundary condi-
tions —either BC 1 or BC 2 in (16)— yields:

θb(z) =
Ra

2

(
1− z2

)
. (18)

3.2 Linear perturbations to the base state

We look for perturbations of the base state of the form:

ψ = ψ1(x)e
σt and θ = θb + θ1(x)e

σt (19)

such that |ψ1|, |θ1| � θb. The exponential terms allow to account for the existence of
convective instability characterised by Re(σ) > 0. Using the ansatz (19), the equations (14)
written at order one are:

∇2ψ1 = − ∂xθ1 (20)

σθ1 +Raz∂xψ1 = Ra−1∇2θ1 . (21)

Taking the x derivative of (21) and substitution with (20) gives a single equation on the
stream function:

∇4ψ1 = Raσ∇2ψ1 − zRa2∂xxψ1 (22)

As the system is invariant along the x direction, ψ1 is assumed to be a plane wave along
x, that is ψ1 = ψ01(z) exp(ikx) —and consequently θ1 = θ01(z) exp(ikx). The equation (22)
with the plane wave assumption yields the following ordinary differential equation on the
function ψ01:

ψ
(4)
01 − (2k2 +Raσ)ψ

(2)
01 + (k4 +Raσk2 − zRa2k2)ψ01 = 0 (23)

where σ is also unknown. This boundary value problem has five boundary conditions:

• w(z = 0) = 0 −→ ψ01(0) = 0

• u(z = 1) = 0 −→ ψ′
01(1) = 0

• θ(z = 1) = 0 −→ ψ′′
01(1) = k2

• ∂xθ(z = 0) = 0 −→ ψ
(3)
01 (0) = 0

• ψ01(1) = 1 to set the amplitude of the solution

where we have used the boundary condition BC 2 for the temperature at the top of the
domain. This is justified as we consider the onset of motion and upwelling is by construction
very slow close the threshold.
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3.3 Theoretical solving

The equation (23) is solved numerically with the SciPy routine solve bvp [18, 7]. The
input parameters are the Rayleigh number Ra and the wave number k. These two values
are explored to find the range of parameters for which the instability grows. A plot of the
critical values of the Rayleigh number above which the instability grows as a function of
the wave number is given in figure 5 left. From this numerical solving, we find the lowest
value of the Rayleigh for which σ = 0 to be Ra = Rac = 5.894 at k = kc = 1.751. The
temperature field and streamlines of the unstable mode at onset are represented in figure 5
right. The vertical structure functions ψ01 and θ01 are plotted in figure 6.
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Figure 5: Left: Curve of the critical Rayleigh number Rac(k) above which the instability
grows as a function of the horizontal wave number k. Right: temperature heat map and
velocity streamlines of the most unstable mode at the threshold of the instability.

In their experimental set-up with closed top boundary Buretta & Berman [3] pre-
dicted, and found experimentally their critical Rayleigh number to be Rabb,c � 32.8. To
compare their values to ours, we must remember thatRabb=Ra2, and here we find that

Rac
2 � 34.7; this is slightly above Rabb,c, but remains similar.

3.4 Benchmarking the numerical code

The theoretical investigation of the onset of convection is used to benchmark the numerical
code. Simulations are carried out at values of the Rayleigh number Ra very close to the

onset —|Ra−Rac| ≤ 101 typically. The aspect ratio L of the box in the x direction is chosen
to match twice the critical wave length, i.e. L = 2 × 3.580. Computations are initiated with a
diffusive temperature profile (18) plus a relatively small noise. We observe an exponential

growth or decay of the kinetic energy and the thermal energy of the perturbation to the
diffusive base state. The growth rate found numerically is reported in figure 7. It is
compared to the theoretical value of the growth rate at the same Rayleigh numbers and
at the critical wave number kc. The agreement between the two method appears to be

satisfying: the relative error between both growth rates is within 2%, apart from the

closest value ofRa toRac for which it is difficult to measure precisely the growth rate.
The agreement between the numerical computation is sufficient to use it confidently for

the study of the non-linear behaviour of the instability above the threshold, provided the
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Figure 6: Vertical structure function of the stream function ψ01(z) and the temperature
θ01(z) obtained by solving the boundary value problem (23) (black line) and extracted from
a numerical simulation of the instability close to the threshold (Ra−Rac � 3× 10−2).

spatial and time resolution are sufficient to well resolve the dynamics.

4.1 Organisation of the flow: structures and scales

4.1.1 Illustrating the non-linear behaviour

To introduce to the non-linear behaviour of the instability driven by internal heating, we
propose to illustrate typical patterns observed at different Rayleigh numbers. Figures 8
and 9 are typical snapshots of the temperature field and streamlines, and figure 10 shows
the mean temperature difference between the bottom and the top of the porous layer as a
function of Ra. At low Rayleigh number, i.e. for Rac ≤ Ra � 40, the convection reaches
a steady state with few rolls, be it for boundary condition BC 1 or BC 2 —see (16). For
larger Rayleigh numbers, the flow exhibits a chaotic behaviour where two or three modes
with different periodicity —or plume numbers— are in competition. This situation ceases
for Ra � 600, at least for an aspect ratio L = 4: higher values of the Rayleigh number
give rise to steady solutions with a large number of narrow plumes. This transition is
also noticeable in the temperature difference —figure 10— where the emergence of steady
plumes is associated with a sudden decrease in the temperature difference.

The only noticeable difference between the two boundary conditions is the existence of
thin thermal boundary layer when the top temperature is imposed —BC 2. Its thickness
of order Ra−1 is set by a balance between vertical advection and diffusion. In addition,
the high degree of similarity between the simulations carried out with different boundary

that the mixed boundary condition —BC 1— is reliable. Note that this
is not the case below the threshold of the instability where that are highly sensitive
to initial are observed. We therefore choose to use both boundary conditions in
the study hereafter, as long as Ra > Rac; the condition BC 1 is particularly convenient in

4 The on-linear ehaviour of nternally eated onvection
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Figure 7: Growth rate computed from numerical simulations and comparison with the
expected theoretical value obtained solving the boundary value problem (23). For the
theoretical computation, the wave number k is chosen such that k = kc.

terms of resolution as it does not produce a sharp boundary layer at the top of the domain.
Lastly, we notice on these that (θ, |u|) = O(1), and more quantitatively on

the plot of the mean temperature difference between the top and the bottom of the layer
—figure 10. This is the case even close to the instability threshold at Rayleigh numbers
as low as 10. It confirms that the balance between advection and heat production drives
the dynamics. In addition, in the steady saturated state of the convective instability, the
temperature anomaly θ is positive. This is a theoretical constraint given by the extremum
principle applying on elliptic and parabolic partial differential equations —the interested
reader may refer to a short demonstration in [12].

4.1.2 Typical plume size and distances

The snapshots presented in figures 8 and 9 show that, as the Rayleigh number is increased,
the typical extent is reduced, as observed for instance in [5] for the case of internal heating,
and also in [14] and [15]. We also notice that the number of plumes increases.

In this paragraph, we aim at better quantifying the typical plume size �p and separation
Δxp as a function of the Rayleigh number. This is achieved from measurements of the heat
flux Jt at the top of the porous layer,

Jt =

(
wθ − 1

Ra

∂θ

∂z

)∣∣∣∣
z=1

(24)

where the horizontal bar denotes a horizontal averaging. Jt involves both an advective
and a diffusive contribution, and we recall that for the case of fixed temperature at the top
—BC 2—, the advective part of Jt vanishes.

Jt peaks at the core of upwelling zones, and we define the typical plume scale �p as the
full width at half maximum of these peaks. For one simulation, Jt is recorded every quarter
time unit —while a simulation is typically a hundred time units— �p is the ensemble average
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Figure 8: Snapshots of the temperature field θ (heat map) and the stream lines of the flow
at Ra = 10 (left) and Ra = 100 (right) for boundary condition BC 1 (top) and BC 2
(bottom). Both states have reached a statistically steady state but the overall behaviour

is chaotic. The resolution for both simulations is 512× 300 (x× z). Note that the
aspect ratio is decreased by a factor two between the two Rayleigh numbers.

Figure 9: Snapshots of the temperature field θ (heat map) and at Ra = 1000 for boundary
condition BC 1 (top). The resolution for both simulations is 1024× 300 (x× z).
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Figure 10: Mean temperature difference between the bottom and the top of the porous layer
Δθ as a function of the Rayleigh number Ra, for both boundary conditions and for an aspect
ratio L = 4. The diffusive temperature difference Δθ = Ra/2 is shown for comparison.

over every peak of all snapshots. The same process is used to determine the typical plume
separation Δxp. The result of this processing is shown in figure 11: both the plume width
and separation exhibit the same scaling with the Rayleigh number, that is �p,Δxp ∝ Ra−1/2,
even close to the threshold. It indicates that although the plumes become narrower with
increasing Ra, their density and aspect ratio remains unchanged. This power law can’t be
explained by linear theory, even at low Ra, as the mean separation between plumes does
not coincide with the most unstable mode predicted by linear stability analysis —see figure
11.

The Ra−1/2 power low describing plume size and separation may be explained by de-
riving a relation between the mean temperature field and the mean temperature gradients
[9]. Multiplying the energy conservation relation in (13) by the temperature θ yields:

1

2
∂tθ

2 + θ∇ · (uθ) = 1

Ra
θ∇2θ + θ . (25)

Taking the time and volume average, denoted as 〈 · 〉, and assuming the system has reached
a statistically steady state, leads to the following relation:

1

2
wθ2

∣∣∣
z=1

=
1

Ra

〈
θ∇2θ

〉
+ 〈θ〉 (26)

where the left hand side term is an energy leak term at the top boundary averaged in x.
It vanishes for boundary condition BC 2 where θ(z = 1) = 0. Integration by parts of the
term

〈
θ∇2θ

〉
finally gives the following identity:

〈θ〉 = Ra−1
〈|∇θ|2〉+ 1

2
wθ2

∣∣∣
z=1

. (27)

w and θ are both order one quantities because of the physical balance between heat pro-
duction and advection. As a consequence, the gradients are order Ra1/2 which explains the
scaling observed in figure 11.
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Figure 11: Typical plume size �p (left) and plume separation Δxp (right) for several

simulations with both boundary conditions BC 1 and BC 2 at different aspect ratios ranging

from 2 to 8. Both quantities scale with the Rayleigh number as Ra−1/2. The error bars are
determined by the standard deviation of the mean plume width and separation over a data
set containing every plumes of all snapshots. The red stars indicate the plume separation
expected for the most unstable mode fitting in an aspect ratio L = 8 domain inferred from
linear theory by solving the boundary value problem (23).

4.2 Describing the asymptotic regime of porous convection with internal
heating

In the previous section, we have illustrated the heat transporting structures in the non-
linear regime of the convective instability through snapshots. We have also characterised
shape properties such as their typical width and distance. In this section, we present a
thorough characterisation of the asymptotic regime in terms of heat transport and physical
balances. In particular, we derive a steady non-linear solution for plumes at high Rayleigh
numbers that we compare with what is observed in simulations.

4.2.1 The flux conservation equation to characterise heat transport

The horizontally averaged vertical heat flux, including advection and diffusion, writes:

J(z) = wθ(z)− 1

Ra

∂θ

∂z
. (28)

Thermal energy conservation (13) prescribes a balance between vertical heat transport and
volume heat production such that:

J(z) = z (29)

In the asymptotic regime of high Rayleigh number, we expect that the heat produced is
carried away by advection only, except in a boundary layer when they exist —i.e. for
boundary condition BC 2—, that is:

wθ(z) = z (30)
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Figure 12: Vertical variations of the horizontally-averaged advective heat flux in the case
of both low and high Rayleigh numbers, for boundary condition BC 1 and aspect ratio
L = 4. Note that the results are very similar for BC 2 apart from the presence of a top
boundary layer of thickness O(Ra−1) where the advective flux drops to zero as θ vanishes.
The asymptotic law wθ = z is given for reference.

As it can be noticed in figure 12, the advective heat flux tightly follows the asymptotic law
(30) even at Rayleigh numbers as low as Ra = 50. This balance is broken when θ = 0 is
imposed everywhere at the top boundary —BC 2—: the advective flux is converted into
conductive heat flux over a layer of thickness O(Ra−1) as illustrated in figure 15. Never-
theless, heat transport in the bulk is dominated by advection at high Rayleigh numbers, as
expected.

4.2.2 The evolution of temperature with height

Convection being efficient in transporting heat away, one may wonder how it mixes the
thermal energy in the porous layer, which is characterised by the horizontally averaged
temperature profile. In the case of Rayleigh-Bénard convection in porous media, in the
asymptotic regime of high Ra, the temperature is constant in the bulk [14]. That is also
an observation made in classical convection with internal heating, where the quadratic
temperature profile at low Ra flattens towards constant temperature across the domain
—see [11] and references therein.

In figure 13, at low Rayleigh number —here Ra = 10— the temperature profile bears
a quadratic shape reminiscent of the diffusive base state (18). Conversely, at high Ra, we
observe homogenisation convergence towards an asymptotic profile for which the tempera-
ture increases with depth in the porous medium. The temperature difference being O(1),
it is reduced by a factor O(Ra−1/2) compared to the diffusive base state. In that respect,
the non-linear regime of our convection setup is similar to those mentioned above in terms
of internal energy mixing.

We also quantify the lateral variations of the temperature and represent in 14 the hori-

zontal variance of the temperature field, that is θ2 − θ
2
. Surprisingly, it seems to converge

towards a linear profile, exactly like the advective flux. The origin of this particular law will
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Figure 13: Vertical variations of the horizontally-averaged temperature flux for boundary
condition BC 1 and aspect ratio L = 4. Note at Ra = 10 a quadratic profile that is
reminiscent of the diffusive steady state (18)
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Figure 14: Horizontal variance of the temperature as a function of z for boundary condition

BC 1 and aspect ratio L = 4 at low and high Ra. The line θ2 − θ
2
is given for reference in

both cases.
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Figure 15: Comparison between the two boundary conditions BC 1 and BC 2 of the advec-
tive flux, average temperature and horizontal variance profiles at Ra = 1000 for an aspect
ratio L = 4. This figure highlights the similarities between the profiles apart from the top
boundary layer.

be explicited in the next paragraph. The variance increase with height is consistent with
the observation from snapshots in 8 and 9 that the temperature contrast between upwelling
and downwelling zones increases with height, as cold water hot water is expelled.

4.2.3 Analysing scalings and balances in the high Rayleigh number regime

In the preceding paragraphs, we have exhibited the statistical features of the asymptotic
regime of high Rayleigh numbers in terms of plume dimensions, heat transport and temper-
ature variations. We would like to provide a theoretical understanding of these properties;
we thus propose to analyse the governing equations (13) for Ra � Rac.

We know after paragraph 4.1.2 that horizontal gradients are order Ra1/2: this forces in-
troducing a rescaled horizontal variable x̂ = Ra1/2x. The continuity equation then compels
|u|/|w| ∼ Ra−1/2, we thus also define a rescaled horizontal velocity û = Ra1/2u. With these
rescaled variables, velocity components, temperature and gradients are all O(1).

The curl of Darcy’s law in (14) gives:

∂xw − ∂zu = ∂xθ (31)

or equivalently with rescaled variables:

Ra1/2∂x̂w −Ra−1/2∂zû = Ra1/2∂x̂θ (32)

which yields at leading order in Ra:

∂x̂w = ∂x̂θ (33)

and thus, taking into account vertical mass flux conservation:

w = θ − θ(z) . (34)

The advective heat flux may therefore be recast as:

wθ = θ2 − θθ = θ2 − θ
2

(35)
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which explains the similarity observed between figures 12 and 14. The equivalence between
temperature fluctuations and heat advection is a consequence of Darcy’s law and of the

O(Ra1/2) scaling for the plume dimensions.
Lastly, note that the advection-diffusion equation in not easily reduced in the asymptotic

regime of high Ra. Horizontal and vertical advection, lateral diffusion and heat production
are all of the same order when rescaled variables are used.

4.2.4 A non-linear solution in the high Rayleigh number regime

With the help of the scalings expressed in the preceding paragraph, we derive in the present a

fully non-linear solution to the equations (13) in the high Rayleigh number regime. We look

for a low order solution that is steady and harmonic with wave number k = Ra1/2k̂. The
ansatz for the velocity field is therefore:{

û = û0(z) sin(k̂x̂)

w = w0(z) cos(k̂x̂)
(36)

for which there is no mean vertical or horizontal mass flux. For this ansatz to satisfy the
continuity equation, the following relation is required:

w′
0 = −k̂û0 . (37)

We must also introduce an assumption for the structure temperature field. It may be
found by analysing the advection-diffusion equation (13) transcribed in rescaled variables x̂
and û, and keeping the highest order terms only:

û∂x̂θ + w∂zθ = ∂x̂x̂θ + 1 . (38)

θ must contain a harmonic part for the temperature fluctuations to match the velocity field
(36), but a component depending on z only must also be added for the diffusion term in
(38) to be balanced by the non-linear term. Our ansatz for the temperature is therefore:

θ = f(z) + w0(z) cos(k̂x̂) (39)

which automatically satisfies the velocity-temperature fluctuations relation provided by
Darcy’s law (34).

To determine the functions w0 and f , we must use the advection-diffusion equation (38),
which contains a mean and two harmonic (k̂ and 2k̂) terms. Balancing the mean terms and
using the continuity relation (37) simply yields a balance between vertical heat advection
and heat production, that is:

dw2
0

dz
= 2 i.e. w0 =

√
2z (40)

The harmonic k̂ terms transcribe a balance between horizontal diffusion and the vertical
advection of the average thermal energy —or temperature— profile:

w0f
′ = −k̂2w0 i.e. f(z) = f0 − k̂2z . (41)
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The latter balance is particularly important, without any a priori knowledge of the depen-
dence of k with the Rayleigh number, it sets k ∝ Ra1/2. In other words, an alternative way
to derive the structure of the temperature and velocity fields would have been to use first a
similar ansatz to (36) and (39) but without any assumption on the relative scalings between
the two components of the velocity or the dependence of k with Ra. The balance between
vertical advection and lateral diffusion would have imposed k ∝ Ra1/2, and consequently
the relative scalings of the preceding paragraph.

Lastly, the harmonic 2k terms coming from the non-linear term leads to exactly the
same balance as Darcy’s law, which is automatically satisfied by our ansatz.

To summarise, the fully non-linear low-order solution to the internally heated porous
convection in its expanded form is:⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

u = −Ra−1/2

k̂
√
2z

sin(Ra1/2k̂x)

w =
√
2z cos(Ra1/2k̂x)

θ = f0 − k̂2z +
√
2z cos(Ra1/2k̂x)

(42)

where k̂ and f0 are O(1) but a priori unknown. Note that this solution only satisfies one
boundary condition: the absence of mass flux at the bottom of the porous layer. The
remaining boundary conditions, be it the absence of bottom heat flux, the purely verti-
cal velocity at the top, or any of the thermal BC 1 or BC 2, are all
unmatched with the solution. Although the non-linear solution predicts a decrease of tem-
perature with height, the obtained linear trend obviously does not match the more complex
master curve observed in figure 13.

Figure 16 provides a comparison between plumes extracted from the simulations at
two different Rayleigh numbers with a synthetic plume corresponding to the solution 42.
The overall behaviour of the two fields are the same, but the theoretical solution does not
capture the shrinking of the plumes close the the top boundary. To draw a more quantitative
comparison between the non-linear solution and the flow in one plume, we plot in figure 17
several horizontal cuts at different heights of the vertical and horizontal velocity. We find
that in the bulk, the theoretical solution adequately describes the amplitude of the velocity
variations despite the above-mentioned discrepancies. As indicated by the highest profile
in figure 17, refining the model would require including higher harmonics which become
predominant at the top boundary, which is difficult to implement because of non-linearities.

4.2.5 Conclusions

To conclude on the asymptotic behaviour of the instability, we have derived a steady, pe-
riodic and fully non-linear solution of the equations (13) under the assumption of high
Rayleigh number. It has highlighted the main balance at play in the layer between heat
production and the vertical advective flux, and between the horizontal diffusion and the
advection of the average thermal energy. Although the non-linear solution is too simple
and does not satisfy the majority of the imposed boundary conditions, it does capture the
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Figure 16: Left: single plume isolated in the regime where the flow is steady and periodic
in x, with boundary condition BC 1. Right: synthetic field for a single plume obtained
from the solution (42). The rescaled wave number k̂ is chosen to match the Ra = 5000
case, and its value is around 0.64. f0 is chosen around 1.8 to roughly match the bottom
temperature profiles observed in 13. Note that although the streamlines do not seem to be
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Figure 18: Plot of the Nusselt number N defined in (45) as a function of the diagnostic
Rayleigh number R∗ = Ra × Δθ for both boundary conditions BC 1 and BC 2 and an
aspect ration of L = 4. The transition around R∗ = 103 corresponds to the emergence of a
steady state in the saturation of the instability —see snapshots of the flow in figures 8 and
9. The line N = 1 materialises purely diffusive heat transfer, and the vertical line marks
the theoretical onset of convective instability. The insert shows the same data close to the
threshold of the instability.

amplitude of both the horizontal and vertical velocities, and hence of temperature fluctua-
tions.

4.3 Quantifying heat transport across the porous layer

Earlier in this proceeding, we have shown that heat is carried away by convection. This
results into a well-mixed interior with a temperature that remains O(1) whereas it would be
O(Ra) if advection was not efficient. Nevertheless, we would like to quantify this transport
efficiency and to compare it to the more classical setup of Rayleigh-Bénard convection.

In the case of Rayleigh-Bénard convection, be it in an unconfined fluid or a porous
medium, advective heat transport efficiency is characterised by the Nusselt number which
quantifies the enhancement of the heat flux compared to a purely diffusive case. In the case
of internal heating, as the system has reached a statistically steady state, the flux crossing
the top boundary must match the heat produced in the layer. Quantifying heat transport
efficiency therefore requires using a more general definition of the Nusselt number. On
solution is to generalise the definition of the Nusselt number considering that it compares
the volume and time average of the total heat flux —including advection and diffusion—
to the diffusive heat transport [10]. Calling N this number, its definition reads:

N ≡
〈
wθ −Ra−1∂zθ

〉
−Ra−1 〈∂zθ〉 = 1 +Ra

〈wθ〉
Δθ

, (43)

where Δθ = 〈∂zθ〉 = θ(0)− θ(1) > 0.
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In order to compare the present setup to Rayleigh-Bénard convection in porous media,
we must use an effective Rayleigh R∗ for which the temperature scale is based on the
temperature difference across the layer. We recall that, according to (9), the temperature
and velocity scales are proportional to one another. Here, we introduce a diagnostic Rayleigh
number that is based on the temperature scale Δθ×ΔΘ instead, and therefore on a velocity
scale U ′ = ΔθU∗. Consequently, as Ra = hU∗/κ, the diagnostic Rayleigh number based on
Δθ ×Δθ writes:

R∗ ≡ ΔθRa . (44)

The “Rayleigh”-Nusselt law that we must use for comparison with the Rayleigh-Bénard
setup is therefore a mapping between R∗ and N . It is explicited from (43) as:

N = 1 +R∗ 〈wθ〉
Δθ2

. (45)

Because Δθ = O(1), the asymptotic regime of high Ra corresponds to high values of
R∗. Moreover, because 〈wθ〉 = 〈z〉 = 1/2, the scaling between N and R∗ boils down to the
simple law:

N ∝ R∗ . (46)

This scaling is observed in our simulations for both conditions at the top boundary —
BC 1 and BC 2— as shown in figure 18. Interestingly, there is a clear enhancement of
the efficiency of heat transport as steady states emerge in the non-linear saturation of the
instability around R∗ = 103.

The same scaling between N and R∗ is also found in the classical Rayleigh-Bénard setup
[25, 14, 15]. The fact that the Rayleigh-Bénard and internally heated convection both lead
to the same efficiency is specific to the porous media: in unconfined fluid, it has recently
been shown experimentally that the Nusselt-Rayleigh laws are different between the two
setups [21] because of the important role of inertia.

4.4 Conclusion on the asymptotic regime

In the present section devoted to the study of the large Rayleigh number regime, we have
shown via simulations that, as expected, the heat produced in the layer is mostly carried
by the flow. This is characterised by the observed balance between vertical advection and
heat production in figure 12, or by the large values of the Nusselt number which compares
the total heat flux to the diffusive heat flux —see figure 18. We have also shown that the
efficiency of heat transport by the flow is similar to the classical Rayleigh-Bénard setup in
porous media.

Lastly, we have exhibited a low order solution to the non-linear problem (14) that
captures the velocity amplitude in the bulk of the layer, and that also reveals that the scaling
between the plume size and the Rayleigh number is set by a balance between horizontal
diffusion and vertical advection of the mean thermal energy.
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Figure 19: Snapshot of the temperature field for the heterogeneous heating case (top) and
the mean temperature and mean flow streamlines averaged of the the saturated phase of
the instability (bottom).

5 Accounting for idal eating: patial odulation of eating

5.1 Large scale modulation of heating

We explore in this section the change in the transport brought by large-scale modulation of
the internal heating. This is important for the case of Enceladus in which heterogeneity of
tidal heating ha been shown to play a role in focusing the heat flux where heating is the most
intense [5]. We consider here a domain with aspect ratio L= 4 for which q takes the

following form:

q(x) = 1−Δq cos

(
2π

L
x

)
(47)

which is such that the mean heat production is unchanged compared the homogeneous case.
In addition, the maximum heat production is located at the centre of the domain. In the
following, we only illustrate heat modulation with Δq = 0.5 in the case of the boundary
condition BC 1. Δq = 0.5 is a good proxy for tidal heating which bears latitudinal and
longitudinal variations up to a factor 2 between minima and maxima.

5.2 Large scale flow and pulsatility

The first striking feature emerging from heterogeneous heating is the attraction of the
plumes towards the centre where internal heating is the strongest. Although plumes may
exist in the whole interior of the domain, they merge towards the centre, which results in a
higher temperature region with larger heat flux anomaly, as illustrated in figure 19. Note
that despite the plume merging in the centre, the upwelling zones remain narrow and their
number is increased with Ra.
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Figure 20: Horizontally averaged advective heat flux at the top boundary at Ra = 300 (left)
and Ra = 3000 (right), with comparison between homogeneous (top) and heterogeneous

(bottom).

Plume merging towards the centre is driven by a large scale mean flow that is also shown
in figure 19. Note though that fine structures may still be traced in the mean flow, especially
at Ra = 3000 where the side plumes persist over a long time. Although we attempted to
describe this mean flow in a way very similar to the plume solution found in the previous
section, a simple solution remained elusive. This is because time-dependent fluctuations
play a collective role in establishing the mean flow and transporting heat, and they remain
difficult to handle without any proper closure method.

Sweeping and merging of plumes also leads to pulsatility in the advected heat flux, as
shown in figure 20. At intermediate Rayleigh number (Ra = 300), whereas the flux was
intermittent for homogeneous heating, it exhibits a quasi-periodic behaviour for a modulated
heating. The typical period is of order one, i.e. it takes place over a convective time scale, and
correspond to the time needed for plume formation, advection and merging. The effects of
heterogeneous heating are even more striking at high Ra: the steady state observed in the
homogeneous case is replaced by quick oscillations of the heat flux. They correspond to the
many plumes observed in the centre of the domain hitting the top boundary non
synchronously —see figure 19.

5.3 Similarities with the homogeneous heating case

Despite the existence of a mean flow and the pulsatile behaviour, convection with hetero-
geneous internal heating bears many similarities with the homogeneous case. As already
noticed earlier, small scale plumes are still present in the flow, and their typical width re-

mains proportional to Ra−1/2 —see figure 21— but with increased variability. This means
that the balance between horizontal diffusion and vertical advection is still at play to de-
termine the single plume dynamics.
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Figure 21: Left: typical plume size in the heterogeneous heating case, and comparison with

a law �p ∝ Ra−1/2. The error bars are determined in the same way as in figure 11. Right:

mean temperature profile for the heterogeneous heating at several Rayleigh numbers; the

red line correspond to the temperature profile in the homogeneous case in the highRa
regime.

Moreover, even if lateral variations of the mean temperature are obvious in figure 19, the
horizontally averaged temperature follows a trend that is very close to the homogeneous case,
as it is shown in 21.

5.4 ChangingΔq

The effect of the amplitude of heating modulation Δq has also been considered. As expected,
increasing Δq leads to a narrower confinement of the upwelling plumes and larger heat flux
anomalies at the center of the domain. It also gives rise to transtion from intermitent
behaviour to quasi-periodic, even at large valeus of Ra.

6 Porous onvection with nternal eating nside Enceladus

6.1 Physical properties of Enceladus’ core

This last part comes as a conclusion on this ideal study of porous convection with internal
heating and aims at re-framing our results in the context of Enceladus core.

To characterise convection inside Enceladus’ core, and to compare our results to existing
literature, we use the same physical parameters as in [5]. A set of fixed physical constants are
given in table 1. We reproduce the process used in [5] and do not precisely specify the
permeability k and internal heat productionQV values. Instead, we consider that kmay range

from 10−15 m2 to 10−12 m2 and that the tidal heating is between 10 GW2 and 40 GW. We
therefore draw a map of the behaviour of the system keeping the parameters of table 1
constant and varying both k andQV .

2This lower bound is inferred from the flux at the south pole of Enceladus
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Core radius (h) 186 km
Kinematic viscosity (ν) 1× 10−6 m2.s−2

Thermal diffusivity (κ) 1× 10−6 m2.s−2

Water thermal expansion (α) 1.2× 10−3

Heat capacity (cp) 4× 103 J.K−1.kg−1

Gravity (g) 0.1 m.s−2

Table 1: A summary of the physical parameters used to transpose our idealised study to the
case of Enceladus’ core. They are adapted from [5] —see in particular the Supplementary
Material.
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Figure 22: Left: the Rayleigh number as a function of the permeability and the tidal
heating. The red line materialises the onset of convection for the homogeneous heating
case. Right: typical dimensional temperature scale ΔΘ (in Kelvin) —see (48)— inside the
porous core of Enceladus. The white line gives an idea of the liquid-vapour transition that
arises around 500 K at the pressure reached at the core-ocean boundary.

6.2 The Rayleigh number inside Enceladus

As explained in the second section of this proceeding, the overall behaviour of the system
depends only on one dimensionless parameter, the Rayleigh number defined in (12). The
map of the possible Rayleigh numbers inside the core of Enceladus is given in figure 22.
In the range of values of k considered in [5], the system is always unstable to convection.
Nevertheless, Ra does not reach very high values and peaks around 500.

6.3 Typical velocity and temperature inside the core of Enceladus

In this paragraph, we are interested in quantifying typical temperature and velocity —or
Darcy flux— inside the porous medium. Using the scalings introduced in paragraph 2.3,
we write the temperature scale ΔΘ as a function of Ra:

ΔΘ =
κν

kαgh
Ra (48)
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This scale is shown in figure 22. We find that depending on the parameters, the expected
temperature difference between the porous core and the ocean ΔΘ ranges from a few tens
of degrees to a few hundred. For a difference of 200 K, the temperature inside the porous
medium reaches 500 K, which is the temperature at which liquid water turns into vapour at
the pressure found at the bottom of Enceladus ocean. Beyond this temperature, our model
is certainly not adapted to describe the flow inside the core.

The velocity scale is given by a diffusive velocity κ/h augmented by a factor Ra, that
is:

U∗ =
κ

h
Ra . (49)

The diffusive velocity scale amounts to 0.1 mm.yr−1; because Ra does not exceed 500, the
Darcy flux remains below 5 cm.yr−1.

Consequently, the convective time scale τ is:

τ =
h

U∗ =
h2

κ
Ra � 1Gy×Ra . (50)

The typical variability timescale, for instance for the flux at the top boundary —see figure
20— is thus at least 2 million years. It is a very slowly evolving system; as a consequence,
the presently observed symmetry breaking between the south pole and the north pole of
Enceladus, where tidal heating is the same [5], might be a consequence of pulsatile behaviour
happening over a timescale that is too long to be appreciated.

6.4 Hydrothermal velocity at the bottom of Enceladus

To evaluate the typical velocity of the buoyant hot water coming out of the core at the
bottom of the ocean we must first evaluate the buoyancy flux. A first difficulty arises
when we seek to transpose our two dimensional simulations into three dimension: does
the source of buoyancy take the form of a point or of a line? Simulations carried out in
[5, 22, 27] suggest that upwellings in the porous medium take the form of elongated sheets.
We will therefore assume that the upwellings we have characterised in the porous layer here
drive line sources of buoyancy, giving rise to a two dimensional buoyant plume. The two
dimensional buoyancy flux B2d has dimensions [B2d] = L3 · T−3, a typical hydrothermal

velocity Uh is therefore given by Uh = B
1/3
2d . Not that a refined calculation adapting the

model of Morton et al. [23, 30] to the case of 2d plumes in unstratified ambient leads to a

similar result: the velocity inside the turbulent plume is constant and proportional to B
1/3
2d .

The buoyancy flux is given by [30]:

B2d =

∫
upwelling

αg (ΘW )|z=h (51)

where the 1d integral is computed over an upwelling zone of typical extent �p ∝ Ra−1/2. As
Θ and W are proportional to Ra, B2d scales like Ra3/2, or more explicitly:

B2d � κ2ν

kh
Ra3/2 (wθ)|z=h . (52)

Focusing of the heat flux in narrow upwelling zones leads to enhanced values of (wθ)|z=h, as
shown in figure 23. In the case of heterogeneous heating, focusing increases by a factor 10
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Figure 23: Left: maximum value of the non-dimensional advective heat flux at the top of
the porous layer determined from the simulations. The error bar accounts for the standard
deviation of the maximum value over the course of a simulation. Both homogeneous (Δq =
0) and heterogeneous (Δq = 0.5) are considered. Right: typical hydrothermal velocity
obtained from the buoyancy flux at the bottom of the ocean as a function of permeability
and tidal heating.

the heat flux at the bottom of the ocean. Finally, the typical hydrothermal velocity is found
to be about 1 cm/s, no matter what the permeability or the tidal heating are. This value
is coherent with the typical velocity found in [5] with different scaling arguments relying on
the power anomaly advected to the ocean floor.

7 Conclusions and uture orks

observations that were already made in [5], such as the focusing of heat flux in narrow areas,
that we have described theoretically and numerically. The model used here ha also helped to
highlight the underpinning of heat transport in an internally heated layer. In particular, we
have shown that the plume structure is governed by a balance between the vertical advection
of thermal energy with horizontal diffusion. In addition, the heat transport efficiency, which
has been characterised via a generalised Nusselt number, is the same as for the classical
Rayleigh-Bénard convection in porous media [25, 14, 15]. Lastly, despite the idealisation of
our model, rescaling it to the core of Enceladus gives estimate of hydrothermal activity
that are coherent with those carried out in [5].

A first theoretical extension of this work would be to derive an upper bound for the
heat transport in the porous medium. We have found that the transition to steady state at
high Rayleigh number is associated enhancement of the transport observed in figure
18. We don’t know a priori whether the observed steady solutions are optimal and it would be

We have carried out in this project an analysis of convection driven by internal heating
in a porous layer with an open top boundary. This ideal system has been designed as a
model for the core of Enceladus, following the work of Choblet et al. [5]. We reproduce

416

~ ½ t Ii 
: .!11 i ..... 
• • • 



interesting, using the method introduced in [25], to derive the most efficient flow to carry
heat away.

In addition, there is a need to clarify the behaviour of the system at the boundary and
the coupling between the porous layer and the above ocean. We have stated in the second
section that the two possible thermal boundary conditions used here —imposed temperature
of free temperature in the upwellings— are the end-members of the system. The imposed
temperature condition represents a very slow porous layer compared to the above ocean.
In this configuration, the water coming out of the core is at the same temperature as the
ocean and is neutrally buoyant; there is then no hydrothermal activity in the sense of what

we know at the bottom of the Earth’s ocean. Nevertheless, it is associated a diffusive
heat flux anomaly on the subsurface ocean’s floor which is likely to drive convection and
mixing in the ocean. The observed chemical signature of contact with silicate rocks at high
temperature could very well happen below the thin thermal boundary layer at the top of the
core. In short, it is difficult to produce statement on the thermal structure of the subsurface
ocean without a careful study of the coupled system with possibly two very different typical
evolution timescales for each medium.
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