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We report experimental measurements of heat transportating Rayleigh-Bénard convection in a cylin-
drical convection cell with aspect ratid = 1/2. The fluid was helium gas with Prandtl number Pr = 0.7.
The range of control parameters was Rayleigh number 10° < Ra < 4 x 10! and Ekman number
2 x 1077 < Ek < 3 x 10~°(corresponding to Taylor numbdrx 10° < Ta < 1 x 10'* and convective
Rossby numbe.07 < Ro < 5). We determine the crossover from weakly rotating turbugemvection to
rotation dominated geostrophic convection through expental measurements of the normalized heat trans-
port Nu. The heat transport for the rotating state in the fgepkic regime, normalized by the zero-rotation
heat transport, is consistent with scaling(®aEk~"/4)” with 3 ~ 1. A phase diagram is presented that
encapsulates measurements on the potential geostropthiteinice regime of rotating thermal convection.

PACS numbers: 47.20.Bp, 47.32.-y, 47.54.+r

Thermal convection in the presence of rotation occurs irrefer to as geostrophic turbulence. Several predictions ha
many geophysical contexts, including the Earth’s maﬂ]e [1 been made for the scaling of heat transport in this regime
oceansl__[JZ], planetary atmospheres such as Juiter [3],cand swith power laws in Rayleigh number, Ra, corresponding to
lar interiors I[]l]. It also remains a fundamental problem inRa*/?, based on numerical simulatio[l?], or’Reased on
fluid dynamics, balancing rotation and buoyancy in a simpledimensional argumentﬂlQ]. The data in this regime are
system that can be studied theoreticdﬂ}y [5], experiméntal scarce and the range of Prandtl number, Pr, Ekman number
[IEE] and numerically{ﬂﬂfﬂ] with high precision. Thus, Ek (proportional to the inverse of the angular rotation rate
the problem of rotating thermal convectionis of interesbas (), and Ra is very limited. In particular, the crossovers from
a wide spectrum of scientific disciplines. buoyancy dominated turbulent convection (where rotatas h

The parameters of rotating convection aia = no measurable effect) to rotation-influenced turbulenveon

gaATd? /vk which measures the buoyant forcing of the flow, ion (dominated by thermal boundary layer development) to
Ek =v/(24?Q) which represents an inverse dimensionless rogeostrophic turbulence (Ek small) have not been well invest
tation rate, and Pr &/, whereg is acceleration of gravity ~ 9ated.
T is the temperature difference between top and bottomgplate The experimental apparatus used for these studies has been
separated by distaneg v and« are the fluid kinematic vis- described in detail previouslﬂlZZZ] so we include only es
cosity and thermal diffusivity, respectively, atd= 27f is  sential details. The convection cell had a cylindrical getisn
the angular rotation about an axis parallel to gravity for ro with heightd = 100 cm and diameter 50 cm resulting in an
tation frequencyf. Rotation can also be represented by theaspect ratid” = 1/2. The working fluid was helium gas near
Taylor number Ta = 1/Ekor by the convective Rossby num- its critical point at around 5.2K, and the range of Ra and Ek
ber Ro = Eky/Ra/Pr which reflects the ratio of rotational was controlled by a combination of variationsA&fT in the
time to buoyancy time. Here we use the representation of Ekange 0.04 - 0.30 K at a mean cell temperature between 4.61
or Ro such that high dimensionless rotation rates corresporand 4.75 K and densitigsof 0.00033, 0.00066, 0.0013, and
to small values of the rotational control parameter in thgtsp 0.0018 g/cc. The Prandtl number was constantat Pr=0.7. For
of the asymptotic equation approach of expanding in a smalnost of the runsy was fixed at the maximum for the appa-
variable [14]. The measured response of the system in thisatus corresponding to 0.167 Hz resulting in runs at constan
space of buoyant and rotational forcing is the Nusselt numbeEk (and Ta). In one run, Ra was fixed afidiaried between
Nu = Q/(AAT) whereQ is the applied heater power through 0.0056 and 0.167 Hz. For all of the data, Nu was measured
the fluid and\ is the thermal conductance of the fluid. without rotation as a reference and is denoted.Nthe data
Much of the experimental work on rotating convection at@'€ reported in standard ratios of Nu(RB/Nuo(Ra, 0), that
high dimensionless rotation rates has focused on either tH@ first order compensate for small systematic uncertaintie
transition to convection where rotation-induced wall mode @nd also facilitates comparison to other data sets by pirgyid
play an important roIe[['/[iS] or the turbulent state far froma.s_e_lf-reference forthe sys_tem that takes into acgountdbe p
onset where thermal boundary layers control heat transpoftPility of small differences in static and/or dynamic bokany
[6,[8L11]. Recently, the numerical simulation[L6] 17] of th conditions, etc.
appropriate equations of motioE[14] in the asymptoticfimi  We measure the convective heat transport through the Nus-
of high rotation rate has focused on the heat transport scaselt number Nu and explore the crossover to geostrophic ro-
ing above the convective onset but below the transition tdating turbulence over a parameter rarige 10~ < Ek <
boundary-layer controlled turbulence - a region that we wil 3 x 10~° and4 x 10° < Ra < 4 x 10'!, corresponding to
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106 which corresponds t&a/Ra, < Ek~/® which we derive
\\\ below. Finally, we find that the scaling of Nu with Ra in the
105 A \&\ ] geostrophic regime is consistent with a power law of order 1;
‘5\\ no evidence for power-law scaling of NuRa® [|E] is found.
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FIG. 1: Phase diagram of rotating convection in paramete/R& , , , , ,
and Ek. Rotation first affects turbulent convection beloneliA 10° 1010 10 102
for Pr= 6 (Ro = 2) and below line B for Pr = 0.7 (Ro = 0.35). Ra

The crossover to geostrophic turbulence is roughly inddpenof
Pr (or depends on it very weakly) and occurs along linevhere
Ra; = 0.5Ek~7/* and above line D which indicates Ra/Ra: 4
corresponding roughly to a regime of weakly non-linear eation
near onset. Line E indicates a rapid change in the crossaver f
Pr = 4.4 corresponding tRa;. ~ Ek~°. Line F is the upper
limit of applicability of proposedRa®Ek* scaling corresponding to
the relationshifRa/Ra, < Ek~'/°. Data are from[9](solid square _ . . o
- red), [10[20] (open and solid up triangles - bluk)] [11]isdown As in earlier expenmentﬂtl] in this apparatus at much
triangles - black),[[21] (open diamond - black), and thiskvpen  higher Ra and Pr = 6, Nu/Nu< 1 for all parameters mea-
and solid circles - red). The shaded region correspondsitessex-  sured as shown in fifl 2. The data are for four different runs
pected to show geostrophic turbulence. corresponding to constant Ek betwe@T% and10~" and one

run at constant Ra 6.2 x 10°. From these data, we determine

the Ek dependent values of Ra where Nuj/NMuops below 1.
a range of convective Rosshy Numb@7 < Ro < 5. We  These transition values Rare plotted in figlL (line B) with
find that the crossover to buoyancy dominated turbulence haan Ek dependence consistent with a conskante 0.35. The
a strongPr dependence whereas the crossover to geostrophitata also suggest a second change in slope of the curves for
turbulence has, at most, a weak Pr dependence and, oversmaller Ra but this behavior shows up more clearly if we scale
range of moderate Pr and more than 3 orders of magnitude ithe data so that they collapse onto a single curve.
Ek, occurs for values of Ra consistent with, = 0.5Ek /. One possibility for collapsing the data is to plot them in
A summary of the resultant phase diagram based on a conterms of Ro (proportional to R&Ek or equivalently Ra EX
bination of our measurements with earlier measurements athich we show in figL 3. The collapse is reasonable although
larger Pr and Elﬂgl] (mostly water at different mean tem-the DNS datdﬂO] at much lower Ra are not captured well by
peratures) is shown in fig] 1 where we normalize Ra by thehis scaling. The collapse does suggest two ranges of bmhavi
rotation-dependent Ra= 8.4Ek /3, representing linear sta- consisting of an initial decrease in Nu/jNwith decreasing Ro
bility values: in general, one needs Ra/R& 1 to achieve starting at Rox 0.35 and a second more rapid decrease start-
a strongly nonlinear turbulent state. The strong Pr depening at Ro~ 0.1. Nu/Nu, has dropped to about 0.8 at this
dence of the crossover from buoyancy-dominated to rotationsecond decrease. The solid lines indicate power law curves
influenced thermal boundary layer turbulence is easily demo corresponding to Rd@* for the first decrease and R for
strated by comparing lines A and B. Line C shows the extrapthe faster decrease. No particularly strong conclusiondea
olation of our Ra ~ Ek~"/* curve to include the higher Pr drawn from these scalings but they are convenient for charac
data. The high Pr data are consistent with the Bk rela-  terizing the form of the data. The lack of collapse of the DNS
tionship for8 x 1076 < Ek < x10~*. Onthe other hand, the data at much lower Ra, however, anticipates that the scaling
high Pr data for smaller Ek__[jZO] show an abruptincrease alongan be improved.
line E with Ra,, ~ Ek™°, an apparently unnoticed feature of ~ Recently, measurements in water with2r6 were con-
the high Pr data. We also show line F, the upper limit of self—ducted[[b] in which the crossover between the boundaryrlaye
consistency for argumen@]@ 23] leading to NIR&’EK*, dominated turbulent state and convection with Nu/Nu 1

FIG. 2: (Color Online) Nu/Nu vs Ra for constant Ek1.1 x 10~°
(solid diamond - gray);.9 x 10~7 (solid square - blueB.1 x 107
(solid circle - black),2.1 x 10~ (solid up triangle - red), and for
constant Ra $.2 x 10° (solid down triangle - gray). Dashed lines
are guides to the eye.
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FIG. 3: (Color Online) Log-Log plot of Nu/Naivs Ro for constant £, 4: (Color Online) Log-Log plot of Nu/Nguvs RaER/* for con-
Ek: 1.1 x 10~° (solid diamond - gray)3.9 x 10~7 (solid square - stant Ek:1.1x 10~ (solid diamond - gray);.9 x 10~7 (solid square
blue),3.1 x 10~ 7 (solid circle - black)2.1 x 10~7 (solid up triangle . blue),3.1x 10~ (solid circle - black)2.1x 10~ (solid up triangle

- red), and for constant R&.2 x 10° (solid down triangle - gray), - red), and for constant Ra.2 x 10° (solid down triangle - gray),
DNS [10] - 1 x 10° (open square - black). The solid lines show pNs [10]-1 x 10° (open square - black). The solid lines show ap-
approximate power law variations of the regi@8 < Nu/Nu, < 1 proximate power law variations of the regio8 < Nu/Nu, <
with Ro'/* (top, blue) and folNu/Nu, < 0.8 with Ro*/? (bottom, 1 with (RaEK”/*)"/ (top, blue) and forNu/Nu, < 0.8 with
red), respectively. Vertical arrow indicates approximasnsition (RaEk7/4)2/3 (bottom, red), respectively. Vertical arrow indicates
value Re=0.12. approximate transition value RaER = 0.4, slightly less than the

best value of 0.5 that fits all the data.

was attributed to competing thermal and Ekman boundary

layers. The resulting crossover was found to have the fomﬁbhase diagram is that experiments at highex ER—5 do not

Ra = 1.4Ek~"/*, suggesting the scaling variable RaA’'Ek  have a measurable range of geostrophic turbulence. At the
We show the data normalized in this manner inffilg. 4. Thegwer end for the present experiments, the range of Ra/Ra
collapse for our data is better for this scaling with the DNSgyailable is ultimately limited by) and AT resolution. In
data now collapsed as well. The difference in the two scaling principle, one would like measurements of Nu over a range of
is rather small, i.e., Ra Ekin fig. @ compared to Ra EK'  Ra such thaRa, << Ra << Ra,. This limit suggests that

in fig.[@. It takes the large difference in Ra for the DNS 10 one needs Ek 10~ to achieve a sufficient range to measure a
differentiate the two scalings. A more recent analysis ef th decade of scaling of Nu with Ra in the geostrophic turbulence

experimental water data [19] suggested that a better fitwas tange and Ek 10~ to approach two decades. This will be
Ra EK/? but that does not fit our data very well. Furthermore, 5 stiff challenge for future experiments. In the presenecis

the DNS results also are then significantly shifted to the lefis ynclear whether our scaling of Nu/Ne- Ra” with 8 ~ 1

of the experimental points. Indeed, to within our experimen js pptained far enough below Raot to be influenced by that

tal uncertainties, we find Ra= 0.5Ek"/* as plotted in the  ¢rossover: i.e., larger values Bfare not completely ruled out
phase diagram in fi@l 1. Interestingly this relationshiptfis  py these measurements. Nevertheless, the data preserged he
crossover estimates for data with higher Pr in the range 3-faye the lowest Ek (highest dimensionless rotation rate) an
[9-111] and for Ek> 4 x 10~ but with a lower prefactor than  |argest range that resolves the geostrophic turbulengera

the 1.4 suggested earliéf [9]. experiments performed until now.

The power law straight lines in fifl] 4 are consistent with  Another surprise in our phase diagram is the very steep
those in fig[B, yielding relationships of R& and R&/® for  Ek dependence of the apparent crossover to boundary layer
the slopes. Again these lines are drawn for the purposes @btation-influenced turbulent convection. These data wbre
describing the data collapse and are over quite limitedeang tained in experiment5 [20] that were not designed to detegmi
of parameters. There is, however, no evidence férsRaling.  the low Ro crossover but instead concentrated on the cressov

at higher Ra/Rato rotation-free buoyancy driven turbulence.

Expanding on the limits for a geostrophic turbulenceMeasurements on that system indicated that the aspect ratio
regime, numerical simulationﬂl?] suggest that one needk plays a role in determining the upper boundéﬂ [24] and
Ra/Ra to be larger than about 4 to 6 to enter a regime ofthat there is a Pr dependence of the crossover [20] of approx-
geostrophic turbulence. We denote this limit in fify. 1 as lineimatelyRo. ~ Pr’%. On the first point, the data at very high
D. One implication of this cutoff that can be drawn from the Ra in helium gas with® = 0.5 [|2_J|] suggest that the transition
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remains aRo. ~ 2 independent of’ so there may be Ra de- There are thus many experimental and numerical challenges

pendence since an implication of the measuretpendence that need to be addressed to further characterize and extend

[@] would beRo,. = 4. Second, if we take lines A and B the fascinating problem of rotating thermal convection.

as describing the data for Pr = 6 and Pr = 0.7, respectively, We acknowledge important conversations with Keith
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ments leading to that scaling is that the stability of thiarth

mal boundary layers of width is the same as for the bulk

rotating convection problem, namely that one can [19]
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