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ABSTRACT

There is strong observational evidence that the convective cores of intermediate-mass and massive main sequence stars are sub-
stantially larger than those predicted by standard stellar-evolution models. However, it is unclear what physical processes cause
this phenomenon or how to predict the extent and stratification of stellar convective boundary layers. Convective penetration is a
thermal-timescale process that is likely to be particularly relevant during the slow evolution on the main sequence. We use our low-
Mach-number Seven-League Hydro code to study this process in 2.5D and 3D geometries. Starting with a chemically homogeneous
model of a 15 M⊙ zero-age main sequence star, we construct a series of simulations with the luminosity increased and opacity de-
creased by the same factor, ranging from 103 to 106. After reaching thermal equilibrium, all of our models show a clear penetration
layer; its thickness becomes statistically constant in time and it is shown to converge upon grid refinement. The penetration layer
becomes nearly adiabatic with a steep transition to a radiative stratification in simulations at the lower end of our luminosity range.
This structure corresponds to the adiabatic ‘step overshoot’ model often employed in stellar-evolution calculations. The simulations
with the highest and lowest luminosity differ by less than a factor of two in the penetration distance. The high computational cost of
3D simulations makes our current 3D data set rather sparse. Depending on how we extrapolate the 3D data to the actual luminosity of
the initial stellar model, we obtain penetration distances ranging from 0.09 to 0.44 pressure scale heights, which is broadly compatible
with observations.
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1. Introduction

Numerous observations strongly suggest that the convective,
hydrogen-burning cores of intermediate-mass and massive stars
are larger than those predicted based on the linear-stability cri-
teria of Schwarzschild and Ledoux (see e.g. Kippenhahn et al.
2012). The evidence has traditionally been based on colour–
magnitude diagrams of open clusters (e.g. Maeder & Mermil-
liod 1981; Demarque et al. 1994) and observations of eclipsing
binary systems (Claret & Torres 2016, and references therein).
More recently, core sizes have also been measured using aster-
oseismology (Aerts 2013; Anders & Pedersen 2023, and refer-
ences in the latter), confirming the large core radii. The size of
the mixed core on the main sequence influences stellar lifetimes
as well as stellar structure and evolution in later evolutionary
stages. The umbrella term ‘convective overshooting’ has tradi-
tionally been used to describe all physical processes that con-
tribute to extending stellar convection zones, although the terms
‘convective penetration’ and ‘convective boundary mixing’ are
also used, often interchangeably. We reserve the term convective
penetration for a process that is fast enough to change the ther-
mal stratification beyond the Schwarzschild boundary (see also
Anders & Pedersen 2023). Classical one-dimensional (1D) stel-

lar evolution theory resorts to simple parametric prescriptions
for such processes, which severely limits the predictive power of
current stellar-evolution models. Two prescriptions are particu-
larly popular (see e.g. Kippenhahn et al. 2012): ‘step overshoot’
and ‘exponentially decaying diffusion’. The first represents an
approximate model of convective penetration. It assumes that
mixing that is approximately as fast as that in the formally con-
vective layer extends some distance beyond the Schwarzschild
boundary, making the stratification chemically homogeneous
and adiabatic with a discontinuous transition to the radiative
stratification. The second prescription describes the mixing of
chemical species using a diffusion coefficient decreasing expo-
nentially with distance from the convective boundary while as-
suming that the thermal stratification remains radiative.1 Both

1 This prescription (see e.g. Paxton et al. (2011), Kippenhahn et al.
(2012), or Anders & Pedersen (2023) for details) is physically inconsis-
tent close to the convection zone, where the chemical diffusion coeffi-
cient is often assumed to be much larger than the coefficient of radiative
diffusion but the exchange of heat associated with the rapid exchange
of species between fluid elements is ignored. Some authors also assume
the temperature gradient to be radiative when using the step overshoot
prescription (see Anders & Pedersen (2023) for an overview).
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prescriptions involve a free parameter that describes the radial
extent of the mixing.

Core convection is characterised by low Mach numbers (of
order 10−4 to 10−3) in main sequence stars. The overlying strati-
fication is so stable that it stops the slow convective flows within
a tiny fraction of the pressure scale height (Roxburgh 1965;
Saslaw & Schwarzschild 1965). This kind of dynamical ‘over-
shoot’ cannot reconcile stellar-evolution models with the ob-
servations mentioned above. Three-dimensional (3D), hydrody-
namic simulations show that convective flows turning around at
the convective boundary can entrain relatively small mass frac-
tions of material originally located beyond the formal bound-
ary of convective instability. This process of mass entrainment
occurs even at very stiff convective boundaries (e.g. Meakin &
Arnett 2007; Woodward et al. 2015; Horst et al. 2021). How-
ever, simulations of core convection on the main sequence pre-
dict unrealistically high mass-entrainment rates (Meakin & Ar-
nett 2007; Gilet et al. 2013; Herwig et al. 2023), suggesting that
the observed fast entrainment is just a transient phenomenon.
Indeed, most simulations of this kind do not include radiative
diffusion, making it impossible to sustain the expected stellar
structure with a convective core and a radiative envelope on
long timescales. Particularly relevant is the thermal timescale
on which heat transport processes, including convective pene-
tration, set the thermal structure of the star.

Processes occurring on the thermal timescale can be quali-
tatively described in terms of how they affect the radial profile
of entropy. Both nuclear burning and hydrodynamic entrainment
of high-entropy material from the radiative envelope increase the
mean entropy of the mixed core. On the other hand, radiative dif-
fusion carries energy outwards, decreasing the core entropy. It is
reasonable to assume that the two processes reach equilibrium
and the core stops changing its size on the thermal timescale
(ignoring slow changes in chemical composition occurring on
the nuclear timescale). Somewhat surprisingly, analytical con-
straints can be placed on how large the convective core can be
in the equilibrium state. Roxburgh (1978, 1989) averages the 3D
equations of fluid motion and radiative heat transport in space
and time and, assuming statistically stationary convection, de-
rives a simple integral criterion for the size of the convective
core:∫

V

(
F − Γ

) 1
T 2

0

dT0

dr
dV =

∫
V

Φ0

T0
dV, (1)

where F and Γ are the mean radial components of the radiative
flux and of the energy flux from nuclear sources, respectively, T
is the temperature, and Φ the dissipation rate of kinetic energy.
The subscript ‘0’ refers to the mean state and the integration is
performed over volume V of the core. The radial profile of the
dissipation rate Φ0 depends on details of the turbulent convec-
tive flow. Neglecting this term, Roxburgh obtains the maximum
possible core mass, concluding that it can be substantially larger
than the mass inside the formal Schwarzschild boundary. Rox-
burgh (1978, 1989) as well as Zahn (1991) argue that the whole
core must be nearly adiabatic, including its extension beyond the
Schwarzschild boundary now known as the ‘convective penetra-
tion layer’. However, the thickness of this layer cannot be further
constrained without constraining the turbulent dissipation rate.

Multi-dimensional hydrodynamic simulations can encom-
pass all physical processes needed to compute detailed models
of penetrative convection. However, the thermal timescale asso-
ciated with typical stellar convective layers is orders of magni-
tude longer than the convective turnover timescale and the only

way to to obtain thermally relaxed simulations is to boost the
heat flux by several orders of magnitude. Using this technique,
a few research groups recently managed to approach the thermal
timescale and to observe the formation of a convective penetra-
tion layer in various stellar environments (Hotta 2017; Käpylä
2019; Baraffe et al. 2023; Blouin et al. 2023; Mao et al. 2023).
Baraffe et al. (2023) ran 2D simulations of a range of main se-
quence stars with convective cores but only one of their simu-
lations (of a 3 M⊙ star) uses sufficient luminosity boosting for
the penetration layer to start approaching thermal equilibrium.
The growth of the convective core of a 25 M⊙ main sequence
star slows down on the thermal timescale in the 3D simulations
of Mao et al. (2023) but the core does not stop growing. This
might be a consequence of continued chemical mixing in the
simulation. In the simpler case of a chemically homogeneous
stratification, Anders et al. (2022) show that the penetration layer
stops growing on a sufficiently long timescale, reaching a statis-
tically stationary state. However, their simulations use a simpli-
fied stratification rather than a realistic stellar model and their
use of the Boussinesq approximation eliminates any effects of
compressibility, which may be important in the strongly strati-
fied stellar interior.

Our study focuses on thermal aspects of the stellar
convective-penetration problem. We eliminate compositional ef-
fects by using a realistic model of a 15 M⊙ zero-age main se-
quence (ZAMS) star. Employing the standard approach of lumi-
nosity boosting, we show that a penetration layer forms at the
core boundary and stops growing on the thermal timescale. We
measure the core size in the thermally relaxed state and extrap-
olate towards the star’s nominal luminosity. We run both 2.5D
(a sphere with assumed axial symmetry) and 3D simulations us-
ing our fully compressible, low-Mach number Seven-LeagueHy-
dro (SLH) code (Miczek 2013; Edelmann 2014; Edelmann et al.
2021) to explore both the limit of low turbulent dissipation, as
expected in 2D convection and assumed by Roxburgh, and the
more realistic case of 3D turbulent convection.

We describe our 1D initial stellar model in Sections 2.1 and
2.2. The numerical setup of the 2.5D and 3D SLH simulations is
detailed in Sect. 2.3. We use a simple numerical experiment to
illustrate the importance of radiative diffusion in Sect. 3.1. Rel-
evant properties of our 2.5D and 3D simulations and their nu-
merical convergence are described in Sections 3.2–3.4. We then
extrapolate the thickness of the penetration layer to the actual
luminosity of the stellar model in Sect. 3.5. Our results are sum-
marised and discussed in Sect. 4.

2. Methods

2.1. One-dimensional stellar model

We use version 15140 of the stellar-evolution code MESA (Pax-
ton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019; Jermyn et al. 2023) to
compute a model of a 15 M⊙ star with a metallicity of Z = 0.02
at the ZAMS. The evolution model is stopped at the age of
7.96 × 104 yr, when the convective core has fully developed
and the star has reached thermal equilibrium. At this stage, the
central hydrogen mass fraction has decreased by 0.156% from
its initial value of 0.700. The star’s radius and luminosity are
R⋆ = 3.47 × 1011 cm (4.98 R⊙) and L⋆ = 7.49 × 1037 erg s−1

(1.95 × 104 L⊙), respectively. The model does not include any
convective ‘overshoot’ or penetration. The latter evolves in
our multi-dimensional models in a self-consistent way. The
Schwarzschild boundary of the core is located at 8.74 × 1010 cm
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(0.252 R⋆). The MESA inlist for the model as well as the result-
ing profile file are available on Zenodo2.

2.2. Simplification of the initial 1D model

The MESA model contains a 0.093% jump in the mean molec-
ular weight at the core boundary because some hydrogen burn-
ing occurred during the initial thermal adjustment of the model.
We remove this step by applying the central value of the mean
molecular weight µ = 0.6174 to the whole star in order to elim-
inate any compositional effects. To obtain an initial condition
for multidimensional simulations, we re-integrate the hydrostatic
stratification assuming that the difference between the actual
temperature gradient ∇ and the adiabatic gradient ∇ad is given by
the MESA model everywhere but in the convective core, where
it is set to zero. The equation of state used in this integration pro-
cess as well as in the hydrodynamic simulations described below
accounts for a mixture of fully ionised, monatomic gas and ra-
diation. The radial profile of gravitational acceleration is inter-
polated from the MESA model without any modification. The
resulting profiles of the pressure p as well as specific entropy s
closely match those of the original MESA model, see Fig. 1.

Figure 1 also shows the profiles of opacity κ and energy gen-
eration rate per unit volume ρεnuc. The opacity is simply inter-
polated without any modification. The profile of the energy gen-
eration rate is for reasons of computational efficiency modelled
using the fitting function

ρεnuc =

4.135 × 105 exp
[
− r2

(3.15×1010 cm)2

]
erg cm−3 for r < r0,

0 otherwise,

(2)

where r0 = 8.736×1010 cm is the radius of the initial core bound-
ary. This profile is almost indistinguishable from that provided
by MESA for r < r0, see Fig. 1. There is a small-amplitude
spike in the energy generation rate at r = r0 in the MESA model
due to a slight change in composition. We do not model this
spike. Additionally, our 2.5D and 3D simulations have a central
cut-out with a radius of 8.7 × 109 cm (0.025 R⋆, see Sect. 2.3
for details). Taking into account all of these effects, the total lu-
minosity of the modified model is 5.5% lower than that of the
original MESA model.

2.3. 2.5D and 3D simulations

As mentioned in Sect. 1, the time and length scales involved in
the process of convective penetration in stars make the problem
prohibitively costly for multidimensional hydrodynamic simu-
lations. We illustrate this in Table 1, which is based on results
of our simulations (see Sect. 3 for details). The last row of the
table is an extrapolation to our 15 M⊙ star’s actual parameters.
The thermal timescale of the model is 5.9 × 104 yr, which corre-
sponds to 6.5 × 105 convective turnover timescales. This is well
beyond what can currently be achieved using multidimensional
simulations. Additionally, we must consider the need to resolve
the length scale of radiative diffusion on the turnover timescale.
Table 1 shows that this length scale evaluated at the core bound-
ary is only 0.4 cell widths on a grid with 512 radial grid cells.
To marginally resolve it by 4 cells, we would need a grid with
≈ 5000 radial cells, making the simulations extremely expensive.

2 https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8127093
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Fig. 1. Stratification of the pressure p, energy generation rate per unit
volume ρεnuc, opacity κ, and specific entropy s in the MESA model
(thick grey lines) and in the SLH model at t = 0 (thin coloured lines).
The profiles of p and ρεnuc are normalised such that their maximum
values are unity. The entropy of the convective core is set to 0. The
jump in ρεnuc at the boundary of the fully-mixed core is caused by a
slight change in chemical composition, which is neglected in the SLH
model.

Table 1. Time and length scales for the 15 M⊙ ZAMS star.

b τth [yr] τconv [d] τth/τconv ld/∆r512

106 5.9 × 10−2 7.5 × 10−1 2.9 × 101 69
105 5.9 × 10−1 1.4 × 100 1.5 × 102 29
104 5.9 × 100 2.6 × 100 8.1 × 102 12
103 5.9 × 101 5.0 × 100 4.3 × 103 5.0

100 5.9 × 104 3.3 × 101 6.5 × 105 0.4

Notes. The variables in the header are the boost factor b, thermal
timescale τth, convective turnover timescale τconv, radiative diffusion
length scale ld on the convective turnover timescale, and the radial grid
spacing ∆r512 in a simulation with 512 radial cells.

We solve these problems by increasing the energy-generation
rate by a boost factor b ranging from 103 to 106, which short-
ens both the thermal and convective turnover timescales. We
decrease the opacity by the same factor, which increases the
thermal diffusion length scale. This choice also has the advan-
tage that the radiative temperature gradient ∇rad, which is pro-
portional to the product of the luminosity and opacity, becomes
independent of b at a given temperature and density. The strati-
fication of the radiative layer remains largely the same, although
slight changes (≲ 25% in∇/∇ad) still occur near the outer bound-
ary of the simulation box (r/R⋆ ≳ 0.7) as the hydrostatic stratifi-
cation adjusts in response to (1) an initial growth of the convec-
tive core (see Sect. 3.3 for details) and (2) the decreased luminos-
ity as compared with the MESA model (by 5.5%, see Sect. 2.2
for details).

We use the SLH code to simulate the convective penetration
process using the simplified 1D model as an initial condition.
The code solves the following set of compressible, inviscid Euler
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equations with gravity and diffusive heat transport:

∂t ρ + ∇·(ρu) = 0, (3)
∂t(ρu) + ∇·(ρu ⊗ u + pI) = ρg, (4)

∂t(ρet) + ∇·[(ρet + p)u − χ∇T ] = ρεnuc, (5)

where ρ, u, p, I, g, χ, T , εnuc denote the density, velocity, pres-
sure, unit tensor, gravity, thermal conductivity, temperature, and
energy generation rate by nuclear reactions, respectively. The
specific total energy et = ei + ek + Ψ includes internal energy
ei(ρ,T ), kinetic energy ek =

1
2 |u|2, and a time-independent grav-

itational potential Ψ.
The equations are solved on two types of grids: 2.5D and 3D.

Both of them match the spherical geometry of stars to suppress
discretisation errors. The 3D grid is a spherical grid with uniform
spacing in the radius r, polar angle (colatitude) ϑ, and azimuthal
angle (longitude) φ. The 2.5D grid is a polar grid with uniform
spacing in r and ϑ that describes a 3D spherical system with
all variables constant in φ (rotational symmetry around the polar
axis). This results in a geometric source term in the numerical
scheme, which is taken into account. The grids cover the radial
range from 8.7 × 109 cm (0.025 R⋆) to 2.8 × 1011 cm (0.808 R⋆).
We limit the range of polar angles to 30◦ ≤ ϑ ≤ 150◦ because
the cell width in the azimuthal direction drops close to the polar
axis, severely limiting the time-step length. In the 3D case, we
include azimuthal angles in the range −60◦ ≤ φ ≤ 60◦.

To judge numerical convergence of our results, we run simu-
lations with each boost factor b on a range of grids. The number
of radial grid cells is Nr ∈ (128, 256, 512, 1024) in 2.5D and
Nr ∈ (128, 192, 256) in 3D. The only exception is that we do not
include a 2.5D simulation with b = 103 and Nr = 1024, which
would be too costly. The number of cells in each of the two an-
gular directions is always Nr/2.

We impose reflective boundary conditions (see e.g. LeVeque
2002) at all boundaries of the computational domain. This is im-
plemented via ghost cells filled such that the component of mo-
mentum normal to the boundary becomes an odd function and
all other variables become even functions of the distance from
the boundary.3 The only exception is the outer radial boundary,
where the temperature in the first ghost cell is set to the value
given by the initial 1D model when and only when the radiative-
diffusion term is computed.4 The reflective boundaries in the an-
gular directions eliminate horizontal shear flows, which often be-
come strong with periodic boundaries.

The SLH code is based on a finite-volume discretisation and
offers both explicit and implicit time steppers via the method
of lines. In this work, we use the ESDIRK23 implicit stepper
(Hosea & Shampine 1996). The bulk Mach numbers reported
in Sect. 3.2 may suggest that the flows in some of our simula-
tions are fast enough to be better suited for explicit time steppers.
However, this impression is misleading. Even without consider-
ing radiative diffusion, the length of explicit time steps would be
limited by the inner edge of the computational grid, where the
sound speed is fastest and grid cells are narrowest in the angular

3 The even symmetry implies that the boundary does not restrict the
component of momentum parallel to the boundary, i.e. we have a free-
slip boundary.
4 The alternative of keeping the outgoing radiative flux constant be-
comes unstable when the opacity is assumed constant as is the case in
our simulations. A large-enough negative temperature fluctuation at the
boundary strongly reduces thermal conductivity χ ∝ T 3, blocking the
flux from deeper layers. The constant-flux boundary condition makes
the temperature drop further, closing a positive feedback loop, which
ultimately reduces the temperature to zero close to the boundary.

directions. For this reason, implicit time steps can be 50 to 80
times longer than explicit ones even with the highest boost fac-
tor b = 106. This ratio is of similar order as the cost-per-step ra-
tio of the implicit to a comparable explicit stepper, making both
approaches comparably expensive with b = 106. However, fast
radiative diffusion caused by low density at the outer edge of the
simulation domain imposes much stricter time-step constraints.
The ratio of the lengths of implicit to diffusion-limited explicit
time steps in the 2.5D simulation with b = 106 and computed
on the 1024 × 512 grid is ≈ 5000. Diffusion is much less con-
straining in simulations with b = 103 but convection is so slow
in those that than longest possible explicit time steps would be
≈ 500 times shorter than implicit steps. All in all, the implicit
approach saves a significant amount of computing time.5

We use unlimited parabolic reconstruction in space. Because
the stratification spans five orders of magnitude in pressure (see
Fig. 1), hydrostatic equilibrium requires a special treatment to
suppress spurious flows caused by discretisation errors, see Edel-
mann et al. (2021) for details. Specifically, we use the well-
balancing method of Berberich et al. (2021), later referred to
as the ‘deviation method’ by Edelmann et al. (2021). We fur-
ther increase our resolving power by employing the low-Mach-
number numerical flux function AUSM+-up of Liou (2006),
which is much less dissipative than standard Riemann solvers in
slow flows. We slightly modify the flux function as described by
Edelmann et al. (2021). The modified flux uses the parameters
fa = 10−10 and f p

a = 10−1 in the notation of the latter paper.
Although our numerical solver is deterministic, turbulent

convection is well known to be highly sensitive to initial condi-
tions and perturbations. A pair of simulations with initial condi-
tions differing by small amounts or one with identical initial con-
ditions but a small change to the implicit time stepper (e.g. allow-
ing one more iteration per time step) are likely to produce com-
pletely different flow patterns after a few convective timescales.
Time-averaged quantities become well defined when averaging
over many convective timescales, assuming that there is a statis-
tically stationary state. However, the statistical nature of turbu-
lence must still be taken into account when comparing averages
from different simulations. We take great care to quantify statisti-
cal variation our simulation data. We express statistical-variation
ranges using ±1σ intervals, where σ is the uncorrected standard
deviation of the statistical sample, unless mentioned otherwise.

3. Results

3.1. Importance of radiative diffusion

We start by demonstrating that the presence of radiative diffusion
is essential for our simulations to reach a statistically stationary
state. In Fig. 2, we compare two simulations performed with a
boost factor of 104 on a 256 × 128 grid. The convective core
keeps growing in the simulation that does not include radiative
diffusion until, ultimately, the whole model becomes convective.
This effect can be understood even without considering hydro-
dynamic mass entrainment. The heat source in the core keeps
increasing the mean entropy of the mixed core. Whenever that
entropy becomes greater than the entropy of a stably stratified
layer atop the core, that layer gets mixed into the core. Ulti-
mately, the entropy of the whole model becomes approximately
the same and the star becomes fully convective. This process
is further accelerated by the presence of strong internal gravity
5 In principle, we could treat only the diffusion term implicitly in simu-
lations with high boost factors but this feature has not been implemented
in SLH.
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Fig. 2. Time evolution of the radial profiles of the specific entropy s in
2.5D simulations without and with radiative diffusion. Both simulations
have b = 104 and Nr = 256. The profiles are shifted such that the en-
tropy of the convective core is 0 at t = 0. Simulation time is given as a
fraction of the thermal timescale τth on the colour bar. Each curve, ex-
cept for that showing the initial condition, corresponds to a time average
over 0.05τth.

waves, which seem to induce some mixing and flatten the en-
tropy profile close to the outer boundary of the computational
domain (i.e. where the waves reach their maximum amplitude).
On the other hand, changes to the entropy profile are much more
subtle in the simulation with radiative diffusion, in which the ini-
tial outward propagation of the convective boundary stops early
on and the simulation reaches a statistically stationary state. This
is possible because radiative diffusion is sufficiently fast to trans-
port entropy generated in the core through the radiative envelope.
The heat then leaves the box owing to the constant-temperature
outer boundary condition. This statistically stationary state can
be maintained indefinitely because we do not model changes to
the chemical composition of the core due to nuclear burning. We
only discuss simulations with radiative diffusion in the rest of
this section.

3.2. Velocity field

The velocity field depends primarily on the boost factor b. This
factor sets both convective velocity and efficiency. Because we
scale κ ∝ b−1, the rate of radiative diffusion increases in propor-
tion to b and fluid parcels exchange increasing amounts of heat
with their surroundings as they rise and sink in the convective
core. This effect makes convection less efficient at transporting
heat. Figure 3 shows the velocity field in 2.5D simulations with
boost factors ranging from 106 down to 103. The velocity field
in the core is dominated by large-scale vortices as typical of 2D
convection. Small-scale motions are further suppressed by radia-
tive damping. The structure of the convective flow is completely
different in 3D, see Fig. 4. Instead of large vortices, we obtain a
turbulent cascade from large to small scales as expected for 3D
convection (without strong rotation or magnetic fields).

The convective core generates internal gravity waves
(IGWs), which propagate through the radiative envelope. When
we decrease the boost factor b, the convection becomes slower
and it generates waves at lower temporal frequencies. Basic the-
ory of linear IGWs (see e.g. Lighthill 2001; Sutherland 2010)
predicts that a decrease in frequency corresponds to a decrease in
the radial wavelength for the same horizontal wavelength. This

effect is evident in Fig. 3 and it is further amplified by the de-
pendence on b of the radiative diffusivity, which filters out the
shortest wavelengths.

The simulations in Fig. 3 are shown after a statistically sta-
tionary state has been reached. The figure also shows the radius
of the convective boundary rcb (solid lines), the exact defini-
tion of which we defer to the next section. For now, we only
use it to measure convective velocity uconv. We define this quan-
tity to be the the mass-weighted, root-mean-square (rms) veloc-
ity averaged between the inner boundary of the computational
domain and the radius rcb of the convective boundary. Figure 5
shows uconv as a function of time, boost factor, grid resolution,
and the dimensionality of the simulation. The convective veloc-
ity rapidly reaches a statistically stationary state. For each boost
factor b, the velocity is not only statistically constant in time but
it is also the same for 2.5D and 3D simulations and all grid res-
olutions. This is rather surprising since the structure of the con-
vective flows differs substantially between 2.5D and 3D (Fig. 4).
Although the same total energy flux has to be transported in both
cases, the velocity is only one of several variables that contribute
to the fluxes of enthalpy and kinetic energy. Indeed, numerical
studies of stellar convection usually show faster convective ve-
locities in 2D than in 3D with the same initial condition (Muth-
sam et al. 1995; Meakin & Arnett 2007; Pratt et al. 2020; Horst
et al. 2021). It is possible that the growth of convective insta-
bility is in our simulations limited by the same phenomenon in
both geometries, which could be radiative damping or buoyancy
braking in the penetration layer.

To shed more light on this issue, we show in Appendix A
a set of 2.5D simulations with b = 104 that include radiative
diffusion but eliminate mass entrainment from the stably strat-
ified envelope. These simulations develop smooth, large-scale
convective cells much faster than those in the analogous simu-
lations of convective penetration. Moreover, the velocity in the
large cells does not converge upon grid refinement, which is un-
derstandable considering the fact that numerical viscosity is the
only mechanism dissipating kinetic energy in these simulations.
On the other hand, the convective velocity is numerically con-
verged in the simulations of convective penetration, suggesting
that the growth of kinetic energy in those simulations is limited
by a resolved, physical effect. We suspect that the buoyancy of
the high-entropy material entrained from the radiative envelope
into the core plays an important role in determining the convec-
tive velocity.

Convective velocity scales with b1/3 in simulations of adia-
batic convection (Jones et al. 2017; Cristini et al. 2019; Edel-
mann et al. 2019; Horst et al. 2021; Herwig et al. 2023). Our
best-fit scaling is uconv ∝ b0.285±0.002 for the four 2.5D simula-
tions with Nr = 512, see Fig. 6. The mean exponent of the scal-
ing differs by −26σ from the adiabatic value of 1/3. To obtain a
measure of statistical variation for each data point, we consider
the convective velocities averaged over each of the nbins = 14
time bins after the initial transient (t > 0.3τth) as statistically
independent measurements. The standard deviation of the aver-
age of all of the bins is then estimated to be σ = σseries/n

1/2
bins,

where σseries is the standard deviation of the time series. We then
compute 105 statistical realisations of the scaling law assuming
a normal distribution of statistical fluctuations, fit a power law to
each of them, and compute the mean scaling and the statistical
spread around the mean as a function of b. All 2.5D and 3D data
points shown in Fig. 6 are statistically consistent with the scaling
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Fig. 3. Velocity fields in 2.5D simulations with boost factors b ∈ (106, 105, 104, 103) performed on the 512 × 256 grid. The velocity is normalised
using the typical convective velocity uconv as given by the scaling law shown in Fig. 6. The dashed and solid lines give the time-averaged radii of
the Schwarzschild and convective boundaries, respectively. The simulations are shown at t = 0.5τth(b).
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Fig. 4. As in Fig. 3, but comparing 2.5D and 3D simulations with a
boost factor of b = 105 performed on grids of 256× 128 and 256× 1282

cells, respectively. In the 3D case, a slice with the spherical angle φ = 0
is shown.

law.6 Our best estimate of convective velocity at the star’s nom-
inal luminosity (i.e. b = 1) is (7.49 ± 0.13) × 104 cm s−1. Taking
the mass-weighted average sound speed cref = 7.96× 107 cm s−1

inside the initial Schwarzschild radius as a reference, we obtain
a nominal Mach number of (9.41 ± 0.16) × 10−4. If we only fit
the two lowest-luminosity 2.5D data points the resulting scal-
ing exponent is 0.291 ± 0.004, which is statistically consistent
with the exponent based on the full 2.5D data set. Finally, if
we only fit the two 3D data points we obtain a scaling expo-
nent of 0.295 ± 0.006, which differs by −6.3σ from the adia-
batic value of 1/3 and is statistically consistent with the expo-
nent based on the full 2.5D data set. The 3D-based scaling gives
a convective velocity of (6.65 ± 0.50) × 104 cm s−1 at b = 1,
which is consistent with the 2.5D-based prediction. All of the
2.5D data points are also statistically consistent with the 3D-

6 The most significant deviation is 1.7σ for the 3D simulation with
b = 106.

based scaling.7 It is possible that radiative damping makes the
scaling shallower, although it is unclear why its exponent does
not approach 1/3 at low boost factors, i.e. when radiative diffu-
sion becomes relatively slow in the core. One might also suspect
numerical effects. However, Edelmann et al. (2021) demonstrate
that the SLH code produces the expected 1/3 velocity scaling
for adiabatic convection down to Mach numbers of 2 × 10−4 in
a star-like environment. Simulations of 3D turbulent convection
with mass entrainment performed using the SLH code have also
been shown to closely agree with those obtained using another
four major hydrodynamic codes used in the field, see Andrassy
et al. (2022). Finally, we provide a set of test simulations in Ap-
pendix B, which show that the results of SLH simulations con-
verge upon grid refinement.

We define the convective turnover timescale as

τconv =
2rcb

uconv
. (6)

For simplicity, we set rcb = rSb,0 + α(b)Hp,Sb,0 in this esti-
mate, where the rSb,0 and Hp,Sb,0 are the radius of and pressure
scale height at the Schwarzschild boundary in the initial MESA
model, and we take the scaling law α(b) derived from our 2.5D
simulations in Sect. 3.5 and shown in Fig. 12. The resulting val-
ues of τconv, summarised in Table 1, range from 0.75 d at b = 106

to 5.0 d at b = 103. Extrapolating to the nominal luminosity
(b = 1), we obtain τconv = 33 d.

3.3. Thermal evolution

In all of our simulations, we initially observe rapid growth in the
size of the convective core. To illustrate this, we plot in Fig. 7 the
time evolution of the actual and radiative temperature gradients
∇ and ∇rad in the 2.5D simulation with b = 104 and Nr = 1024.
The gradients are normalised using the adiabatic temperature
gradient ∇ad, so the formal Schwarzschild boundary is located
at the radius rSb where ∇rad/∇ad = 1. The Schwarzschild bound-
ary moves slightly inwards over the thermal timescale. In con-
7 The most significant deviation is 1.6σ for the 2.5D simulation with
b = 105.
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Fig. 5. Time evolution of the convective velocity uconv in all of our simu-
lations with radiative diffusion. The time axis shows simulation time as
a fraction of the thermal timescale τth(b). Each data point corresponds
to a time average over 0.05τth. The right vertical axis shows the cor-
responding Mach numbers computed using the reference sound speed
cref = 7.96 × 107 cm s−1.
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Fig. 6. Dependence of the convective velocity uconv on the boost fac-
tor b. The right vertical axis shows the corresponding Mach numbers
computed using the reference sound speed cref = 7.96 × 107 cm s−1.
Statistical-variation ranges for the individual data points are smaller
than the markers and not shown. A straight line is fitted to the 2.5D data
points using the Monte-Carlo procedure described in Sect. 3.2. The grey
shading shows the 3σ statistical-variation interval around the mean fit.
Parameters of the scaling law are given in the legend. The usual adia-
batic scaling uconv ∝ b1/3 is also shown for comparison.

trast, the growth in the radial extent of the nearly-adiabatic core
is much more pronounced. A convective-penetration layer de-
velops above the Schwarzschild boundary. The temperature gra-
dient in the bulk of this layer is slightly sub-adiabatic but sig-
nificantly super-radiative, i.e. the total flux could in principle be
transported by radiative diffusion but vigorous convection is still
present. The outward propagation rate of the convective bound-
ary drops rapidly after ≈ 0.1τth and a statistically stationary state
seems to have been reached by ≈ (0.2 − 0.3)τth. There is some
slight late-time adjustment of the temperature gradient near the
outer boundary of the simulation box (r/R⋆ ≳ 0.7). However,
the layer affected by it is sufficiently far out to not influence the
penetration distance.
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Fig. 7. Time evolution of the radial profiles of the actual and radiative
temperature gradients ∇ and ∇rad, respectively, in the 2.5D simulation
with b = 104 and Nr = 1024. The gradients are normalised using the
adiabatic temperature gradient ∇ad. Simulation time is given as a frac-
tion of the thermal timescale τth on the colour bar. Each curve, except
for that showing the initial condition, corresponds to a time average over
0.05τth. The inset zooms in onto the convective-penetration layer with
dots marking the location of the steepest gradient in ∇/∇ad.

To better quantify when the penetration distance stops chang-
ing, we compute the radii rSb and rcb of the Schwarzschild and
convective boundaries, respectively, using simulation data aver-
aged over the spherical angles and over time bins 0.05 τth long.
We define rcb as the radius, where the drop in ∇(r)/∇ad(r) is the
steepest, see the inset in Fig. 7. The dimensionless penetration
distance is then α = (rcb − rSb)/Hp,Sb, where the pressure scale
height Hp,Sb at the Schwarzschild boundary is derived from the
same space- and time-averaged data. The time evolution of α
is shown in Fig. 8 for four example simulations. The statistical
variation in the simulations with b = 106 is so large that all 20
data points seem to be consistent with a constant state. However,
simulations with smaller boost factors cover many more con-
vective timescales (see Table 1) and the statistical variation is
largely suppressed in the time averages. These simulations show
a clear initial increase in α followed by a statistically constant
state. Based on Fig. 8, we define the first 0.3τth to be an initial
transient for the purpose of measuring α. This transient is ex-
cluded from further analysis.

We show the radial profiles of the temperature gradient ∇ in
2.5D simulations with four different boost factors in Fig. 9. The
stratification in the core becomes increasingly closer to being
adiabatic as the boost factor is decreased. However, the stratifi-
cation is at least slightly sub-adiabatic at r ≳ 0.17R⋆, which is
well inside the Schwarzschild boundary at all four boost factors.
The drop in the temperature gradient at the convective boundary
(the outer boundary of the penetration layer) becomes increas-
ingly steep with decreasing boost factor.

Our simulations suggest that a simplified model, often re-
ferred to as ‘step overshoot’, which assumes that the penetration
layer is fully mixed, perfectly adiabatic, and ends with a discon-
tinuous jump to the radiative temperature gradient at the convec-
tive boundary is a good approximation to the thermal structure to
be expected at the nominal luminosity (b = 1). A MESA model
of a 15 M⊙ ZAMS star computed using a parametric description
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Fig. 8. Time evolution of the dimensionless penetration distance
α = (rcb − rSb)/Hp,Sb, where rcb is the radius of the convective bound-
ary, rSb the radius of the Schwarzschild boundary, and Hp,Sb the pres-
sure scale height at rSb. The four example simulations are 2.5D with
Nr = 512. The time axis shows the time as a fraction of the thermal
timescale τth(b). The dotted vertical line at t = 0.3τth marks the end of
the initial transient. Each data point corresponds to a time average over
0.05τth.

of the penetration process is shown in Fig. 9 for comparison.8
We use α = 0.6 in this model, which is approximately the value
we obtain by extrapolating the results of our 2.5D simulation to
the actual stellar luminosity (b = 1) in Sect. 3.5. In comparison,
the popular alternative approach to model convective overshoot-
ing – exponentially decaying diffusion of chemical elements –
assumes the temperature gradient to be radiative beyond the con-
vective boundary. We do not show such a model in Fig. 9 because
it would be indistinguishable from the model without any extra
mixing at the convective boundary. It is possible if not likely that
some slower form of mixing exists beyond the penetration layer.
One could use the diffusive model beyond the layer covered by
the adiabatic step-overshoot model, obtaining a combined model
that Anders & Pedersen (2023) refer to as ‘extended convective
penetration.’

3.4. Numerical convergence of the penetration distance

For each boost factor and grid dimensionality, we run simula-
tions on a range of grids in order to quantify and suppress dis-
cretisation effects. Figure 10 shows that 2.5D simulations with
the highest boost factor (b = 106) are consistent with having
the same value of α for all of our 2.5D grids (Nr = 128 to
Nr = 1024), i.e. the simulations resolve all relevant scales well
enough and α is numerically converged. The remaining sets of
2.5D and 3D simulations show some resolution dependence. For
a second-order code, we would asymptotically expect the depen-
dence α = α∞ + CN−2

r , where α∞ is the unknown value of α for
Nr → ∞, and the constant C sets the magnitude of the error term.
We observe first-order convergence, α = α∞+CN−1

r , instead, see
Fig. 10.

8 The ‘step overshoot’ prescription that can be activated in MESA via
an inlist file only mixes composition in the ‘overshoot’ layer and
the temperature gradient ∇ is kept radiative. However, it is possible to
enforce ∇ = ∇ad and model convective penetration by adding a simple
subroutine to run_star_extras.f90 as we did in this example. Our
MESA set-up is available on Zenodo (https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.8127093).
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Fig. 9. Radial profiles of the temperature gradient ∇ in 2.5D simulations
with Nr = 512 and the boost factors given in the legend. The gradi-
ents are normalised using the adiabatic temperature gradient ∇ad. The
curves are derived from simulation data averaged over the time interval
0.3τth ≤ t ≤ τth except for the b = 103 simulation, for which we use
the interval 0.3τth ≤ t ≤ 0.5τth. MESA models with α = 0.0 (our initial
condition) and α = 0.6 are shown for comparison. The inset zooms in
onto the convective-penetration layer with dots marking the location of
the steepest gradient in ∇/∇ad.

The diffusion length scales listed in Table 1 suggest that the
smallest features one would expect to see in the entropy distribu-
tion around the core boundary are only marginally resolved on
the finest of our grids in simulations with b ∈ (103, 104), possi-
bly explaining the slower-than-expected numerical convergence.
However, there are other numerical effects that affect the mean
thermal stratification in our simulations and possibly also the
penetration distance. We include an a posteriori study of these
effects in Appendix B. In Sect. B.1, we show that the core numer-
ical solver of SLH is second-order accurate. However, our imple-
mentation of the constant-temperature boundary condition turns
out to be only first-order accurate when there is a density gra-
dient inside the computational domain, see Sect. B.2 for details.
Furthermore, we show in Sect. B.3 that the effect of odd-even de-
coupling starts to dominate the remaining numerical errors when
the physical solution becomes sufficiently well resolved. This ef-
fect, which is always present in numerical schemes on collocated
grids, also reduces the convergence rate in our test problem. Both
the inaccurate boundary condition and the odd-even-decoupling
effect may have influenced the penetration distance via their in-
fluence on the mean thermal stratification, although it is difficult
to judge which of them is more important.

Nevertheless, Fig. 10 shows that the penetration distance
does converge and we can fit the first-order convergence law to
the data. This way, we obtain a well-defined, extrapolated pene-
tration distance α∞ that would correspond to a hypothetical, in-
finitely fine grid and is not affected by the aforementioned prob-
lems restricting the convergence rate to first order. We employ
the Monte Carlo procedure described in Sect. 3.2, so we obtain
a statistical-variation range in addition to the mean fit. We ex-
clude the simulations with Nr = 128 (N−1

r = 7.8 × 10−3) for
the two lowest boost factors because these simulations seem to
be severely under-resolved and they deviate significantly from
the fits based on finer grids. None of the points included in the
fits deviate from the fitting lines by more than 2σ. The resulting
values of α∞ are summarised in Table 2.
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Table 2. Dimensionless penetration distance extrapolated to infinite grid
resolution.

DIM b α∞

2.5D 106 1.124 ± 0.022
2.5D 105 0.944 ± 0.006
2.5D 104 0.862 ± 0.002
2.5D 103 0.781 ± 0.001

3D 106 1.090 ± 0.025
3D 105 0.718 ± 0.007

Notes. The variables in the header are grid dimensionality DIM, boost
factor b, and dimensionless penetration distance α∞ with its 1σ range of
statistical variation as extrapolated to infinite grid resolution in Sect. 3.4.
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Fig. 10. Numerical convergence of the penetration distance α for 2.5D
and 3D simulations with different boost factors b. The radial grid spac-
ing is expressed as the inverse number of radial grid cells, N−1

r , so that
first-order convergence corresponds to a straight line. The error bars in-
dicate 3σ intervals of statistical variation. The grey shading shows σ,
2σ, and 3σ statistical-variation intervals of the fits. The dashed lines
show the mean fit in each case and the dotted lines extrapolate the fits
towards data points excluded from the fitting procedure.

3.5. Luminosity dependence of the penetration distance

Having suppressed discretisation effects, we are left with a sin-
gle estimate of the penetration distance and its range of statisti-
cal variation for each boost factor and grid dimensionality. We
show these data points in Fig. 11. The 2.5D data points suggest a
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Fig. 11. Penetration distance α extrapolated to an infinitely fine grid
(see Fig. 10) as a function of the boost factor b. Assumed power-law
dependencies α(b) are fitted to the 2.5D and 3D data points separately.
The grey shading shows σ, 2σ, and 3σ statistical-variation intervals of
the fits.

weak, although highly statistically significant, dependence of α
on the boost factor b. We first blindly fit power laws to the 2.5D
and 3D data sets individually using the Monte Carlo procedure
described in Sect. 3.2. In the 2.5D case, the scaling exponent
is only 0.043 ± 0.001 and the penetration distance extrapolated
to the nominal luminosity (b = 1) is α2.5D = 0.580 ± 0.005. If
we assume that the α(b) dependence for 3D simulations can also
be described by a single power law, we obtain a much steeper
scaling with an exponent of 0.181 ± 0.011. After extrapolating
over five orders of magnitude, the power law would then imply a
penetration distance of only α3D = 0.089 ± 0.012. However, our
current set of 3D simulations on its own does not contain enough
evidence for the single-power-law model.

It is also possible that there is a power-law dependence α(b)
but only for sufficiently low boost factors b, e.g. due to com-
pressibility effects.9 Indeed, the 2.5D data point with b = 106 de-
viates from the scaling law discussed above and shown in Fig. 11
by 3.2σ. Therefore, we now exclude the b = 106 data points and
explore the alternative assumption that the power law’s slope is
the same for 2.5D and 3D simulations with b ≤ 105. Figure 12
shows that the scaling exponent based on the three remaining
2.5D data points remains essentially unchanged (0.042 ± 0.001)
because the statistical weight of the b = 106 data point con-
sidered in the fit in Fig. 11 is low. The largest deviation from the
power law is only 0.5σ now. The penetration distance implied by
the 2.5D simulations at the nominal luminosity does not change
significantly either (α2.5D = 0.585 ± 0.005). However, the much
shallower scaling implies a much larger extrapolated penetration
distance of α3D = 0.443 ± 0.006 for the 3D simulations if we fix
the scaling exponent and simply shift the 2.5D-based power law
to make it pass through the 3D-based data point at b = 105.

4. Summary and discussion

Observational evidence strongly suggests that the convective
cores of intermediate-mass and massive, main sequence stars
are substantially larger that what is predicted by linear stability
analysis. The process of convective penetration, first described

9 The Mach number Ma sometimes exceeds 0.3 in simulations with
b = 106. Ram pressure fluctuations are of the order of Ma2.
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Fig. 12. As in Fig. 11, but excluding the simulations with b = 106,
fitting a power law to the remaining 2.5D data points and, assuming
that the scaling exponent is the same in 3D, shifting the power law to
pass through the data point based on 3D simulations with b = 105.
The statistical variation associated with that data point is added to that
associated with the scaling law.

by Roxburgh (1978), seems to be able to enlarge the convec-
tive cores of main sequence stars enough to reconcile them with
observations. However, the penetration distance depends on the
complex physics of 3D turbulent convection in the core and such
effects cannot be consistently captured in analytic treatments.

We performed a large set of simulations of convective pene-
tration in a chemically homogeneous model of a 15 M⊙ ZAMS
star. We make it possible to cover the thermal timescale by in-
creasing the luminosity and decreasing the opacity by the same
large boost factor b ranging from 103 to 106. This scaling pro-
cedure preserves the value of the radiative temperature gradient.
We run both 2.5D and 3D simulations using our time-implicit,
low-Mach-number code SLH and quantify their numerical con-
vergence using a range of computational grids.

We argue that mass entrainment into the convective core can-
not stop in the adiabatic approximation and show an adiabatic
simulation that demonstrates this. Indeed, the star becomes fully
convective in the adiabatic simulation. On the other hand, sim-
ulations with radiative diffusion reach a statistically stationary
state with a convective core and radiative envelope on the ther-
mal timescale.

All of our simulations with radiative diffusion show a clear
penetration layer, the thickness of which becomes statistically
constant in time once thermal equilibrium has been reached.
As expected, simulations performed with large luminosity boost
factors show large deviations from adiabacity in the core. How-
ever, the core, including the bulk of the penetration layer, be-
comes nearly adiabatic as the luminosity is decreased. This result
qualitatively agrees with the simulations of penetrative convec-
tion in similar stellar environments performed by Baraffe et al.
(2023), Mao et al. (2023), and Blouin et al. (2023), as well
as with the much more idealised simulations of Anders et al.
(2022).

There is a steep jump from the adiabatic to the radiative tem-
perature gradient at the outer boundary of the penetration layer.
This means that the popular simplified model, often referred to
as ‘step overshoot’, which assumes that the penetration layer
is fully mixed, perfectly adiabatic, and ends with a discontinu-
ous jump to the radiative temperature gradient at the convective

boundary, is a good approximation of the thermal structure to be
expected at the nominal luminosity (b = 1).

We find strong evidence for a weak dependence of the di-
mensionless penetration distance α on the boost factor b. Weak
if any dependence of the core size on b is expected also from the
theoretical point of view. In the Roxburgh criterion (Eq. (1)), the
energy flux Γ due to nuclear sources scales in proportion to b; as
does the radiative flux F because we scale the opacity in inverse
proportion to b. The turbulent dissipation rate Φ0 is expected to
scale with u3

conv/Lturb, where Lturb is an integral length scale of the
turbulence. If Lturb is fixed and we consider adiabatic convection,
we have the usual scaling u3 ∝ b, and so both sides of Eq. (1)
scale in proportion to b and the size of the core cannot depend
on b. However, we show in Sect. 3.2 and Fig. 6 that the veloc-
ity scaling in our non-adiabatic simulations is slightly shallower
than that of adiabatic convection. This changes the relative im-
portance of the dissipation term as b is varied over several orders
of magnitude. The slight change in the core radius rcb itself may
affect the dissipation rate given that it is reasonable to assume
that Lturb ∝ rcb. We must also keep in mind that Roxburgh (1989)
assumes the velocity vector to vanish at the convective boundary
and that contributions from terms quadratic in fluctuations can
be neglected. Some of those terms may not be negligible in our
simulations, especially because some energy flux is needed to
drive the waves we clearly see in the radiative envelope.

Extrapolating the results of our 2.5D simulations to b = 1,
we derive a rather large penetration distance of α = 0.585 ±
0.005. Our set of 3D simulations covers only two relatively large
boost factors at the moment. For this reason, we show two pos-
sible extrapolations to b = 1 in Sect. 3.5, which give penetration
distances α = 0.089 ± 0.012 and α = 0.443 ± 0.006. These two
values differ by a factor of five, but both are broadly consistent
with observations. For stars of similar masses, the compilation
of Anders & Pedersen (2023, their Fig. 12) of observational con-
straints on the penetration distance from asteroseismology shows
measurements and upper limits that roughly span our two α esti-
mates based on 3D simulations. Brott et al. (2011) discuss a drop
in rotational velocity observed at a certain value of surface grav-
ity in a sample of stars in the Large Magellanic Cloud. Interpret-
ing the drop as the terminal-age main sequence, their calibration
gives α = 0.34 ± 0.1 for stellar models in the mass range from
approximately 10 to 20 M⊙. The calibration of Claret & Torres
(2016) based on eclipsing binaries shows that α increases from
zero at 1.2 M⊙ to ≈ 0.2 at 2.1 M⊙, where it stops changing and
remains approximately the same up to 4.4 M⊙. The fitting for-
mula given by Eqs. (11) – (16) of Jermyn et al. (2022), which
is based on the simulations and theory of Anders et al. (2022),
gives α = 0.19 for a 15 M⊙ star.

The results presented here demonstrate only the most basic
properties of the rich data set we have created. An analysis based
on Reynolds averaging is already in progress and is expected to
quantify differences between our 2.5D and 3D simulations and
become a basis for constructing simplified models of the pene-
tration process. We are also working on extending our simula-
tions —especially those in 3D geometry— to lower luminosity
boost factors. Although the simulations are based on a realistic
stellar model, the model is chemically homogeneous and does
not rotate or contain magnetic fields. Additionally, our compu-
tational grid currently covers a spherical wedge rather than the
full sphere. All of these assumptions and simplifications should
be gradually relaxed in order to generate predictions for a wide
range of observed stars.
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Appendix A: 2.5D convection without mass
entrainment

To judge the importance of mass entrainment on the convec-
tive velocity in 2.5D convection, we perform a simple numerical
experiment: we run 2.5D simulations of core convection using
the same setup as in the convective-penetration simulations ex-
cept that we impose a reflective boundary condition in the outer
parts of the initially isentropic core. This way, we eliminate any
mass entrainment from the radiative envelope. The volume heat-
ing and opacity profile are the same as those in the penetration
simulations with the boost factor b = 104. We keep the temper-
ature at the outer radial boundary fixed at its initial value. The
outer boundary is at r = 8.5003125 × 1010 cm, so that we can
achieve exactly the same grid spacing as in the simulations with
the radiative envelope. We stop the set of core-only simulations
after 0.3τth(b).

The elimination of the radiative envelope and of any mass
entrainment leads to major qualitative and quantitative changes
in the velocity field. The simulations with the radiative envelope
and b = 104 contain a large number of vortices of different sizes,
the distribution and shapes of which change chaotically in time
(see Fig. 3 for a representative snapshot). On the other hand,
the core-only simulations develop a single, smooth convective
cell filling the core early on, which later splits into two large
cells. The relative sizes of those cells change on short timescales
but the cells remain very smooth with essentially no small-scale
structure.

Figure A.1 compares the time evolution of the convective
velocity in the two sets of simulations. The velocity fluctuates
around the same, nearly constant, function in all four simulations
with the radiative envelope, independently of their grid resolu-
tion. On the other hand, we see a fast increase in the convec-
tive velocity in the core-only simulations. It ultimately reaches
a constant value (after averaging out rapid changes as done in
Fig. A.1), which increases upon grid refinement. Starting with
the coarsest grid, the velocity on the next finer grid is larger by
factors of 1.45, 1.51, and 1.21. The last ratio cannot be inter-
preted as a sign of numerical convergence because the convec-
tive velocity was still increasing in the highest-resolution simu-
lation when it was stopped and it also showed much less variabil-
ity on short timescales (not visible in Fig. A.1) than the lower-
resolution simulations. The velocities in all of the core-only sim-
ulations are much larger than those in the analogous simulations
of convective penetration.

These effects can be understood as follows. Because the
core-only simulations lack a stable layer on top of the convec-
tive core, they cannot develop small-scale shear instabilities at
that interface, leading to much more mundane convective flows.
There is also no mass entrainment of high-entropy material from
the stable envelope and therefore no buoyancy braking asso-
ciated with this phenomenon. The only remaining mechanism
dissipating kinetic energy is numerical diffusion, the magnitude
of which decreases upon grid refinement. Because the physical
scale of the convective cells is always the same, the timescale of
reaching a balance between the driving of convection and nu-
merical dissipation becomes longer upon grid refinement and
the flows accumulate more kinetic energy by the time a station-
ary state is reached. The fact that radiative diffusion decreases
temperature and density fluctuations, hence also the buoyancy
driving the convection, does not seem to be sufficient to obtain
low-viscosity flows with a well-defined velocity in two spatial
dimensions.
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Fig. A.1. Time evolution of the convective velocity uconv in two series of
2.5D simulations with radiative diffusion: the simulations of convective
penetration with mass entrainment from the radiative envelope (‘core +
envelope’) and similar simulations without the radiative envelope (‘core
only’). All of the simulations have the boost factor b = 104. The time
axis shows simulation time as a fraction of the thermal timescale τth(b).
Each data point corresponds to a time average over 0.005τth. The right
vertical axis shows the corresponding Mach numbers computed using
the reference sound speed cref = 7.96 × 107 cm s−1. Grid resolution is
given in terms of the dimensionless radial grid spacing ∆r such that a
grid with Nr = 1024 in the ‘core + envelope’ case has ∆r = 1.

Appendix B: Accuracy of the SLH code

Motivated by the first-order convergence of the penetration dis-
tance α upon grid refinement (see Sect. 3.4 and Fig. 10), we re-
evaluated the accuracy of the SLH code on a set of three test
problems designed to isolate different aspects of the fluid dynam-
ics simulations reported in this work. All three test problems are
2D and formulated such that one can obtain a ‘converged’ solu-
tion on a sufficiently fine grid and use it as a reference to quan-
tify numerical errors affecting solutions on grids coarser than the
reference grid. More specifically, we define L1 errors in the dis-
tribution of an arbitrary quantity q to be

L1 =
1
σref

∑Nx
i=1
∑Ny

j=1

∣∣∣∣qi, j − qref
i, j

∣∣∣∣
NxNy

, (B.1)

where qi, j is the solution on a given grid and qref
i, j is the refer-

ence solution binned onto the same grid of Nx × Ny cells.10 The
L1 error is normalised using the standard deviation σref of q in
the reference solution because the fluctuations of interest are of-
ten much smaller than the mean value. The spatial and tempo-
ral discretisation in the same as in the simulations of convective
penetration, see Sect. 2 for details.

In the first test problem, a Kelvin-Helmoltz instability with
radiative diffusion (Sect. B.1), we exclude gravity and use peri-
odic boundary conditions to eliminate any boundary effects. We
demonstrate that the numerical scheme is second-order accurate
in this case. In the second test problem, we eliminate hydrody-
namics and solve a diffusion problem with constant-temperature
boundary conditions (Sect. B.2). This problem reveals a sub-
tle effect that makes our original implementation of constant-
temperature boundaries first-order accurate when there is a den-
10 We perform the binning using mass-weighted averaging, which is
appropriate to the quantities used in our tests (specific internal energy
and specific entropy).
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sity stratification inside the computational domain. We fix this
issue and show that the new implementation, to be used in future
simulations, is second-order accurate. Finally, we solve a prob-
lem involving the buoyant rise of a ‘hot bubble’ under the influ-
ence of radiative diffusion in the isentropic core of our 15 M⊙
stellar model. This last problem demonstrates that the improved
constant-temperature boundary condition is second-order accu-
rate also when combined with hydrodynamics. However, we find
that errors related to the infamous odd-even-decoupling effect
limit the convergence rate to first order once relative errors have
dropped below ≈ 10−2. As discussed in Sect. B.3, this effect is
intrinsic to collocated numerical schemes and it can only be sup-
pressed, not eliminated.

B.1. Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

The initial condition for this test problem is

ρ = γ
[
1.25 − 0.5η(y)

]
, (B.2)

u = 0.01
[
1 − 2η(y)

]
, (B.3)

v = 0.001 sin(2πx), (B.4)
p = 1, (B.5)

where ρ is the density, u and v are the components of the velocity
vector, p is the pressure, and the function

η(y) =


1
2
{
1 + sin

[
16π(y + 0.25)

] }
, for y > − 9

32 and y < − 7
32 ,

1, for y ≥ − 7
32 and y ≤ 7

32 ,
1
2
{
1 − sin

[
16π(y − 0.25)

] }
, for y > 7

32 and y < 9
32 ,

0, otherwise
(B.6)

defines a smooth transition between the shearing layers. The
smoothness of the transition makes it possible to obtain numer-
ically converged solutions. The equation of state is that of an
ideal monatomic gas with the ratio of specific heats γ = 1.4 and
mean molecular weight µ = 1. The initial Mach number is ap-
proximately 0.01. We include radiative diffusion with a constant
conductivity coefficient of χ = 3.61 × 10−5 R, where R is the
gas constant per unit of mass. We stop the simulations at t = 80
when the instability has evolved well into its non-linear phase,
see Fig. B.1. Our choice of χ is such that the diffusion affects
the instability in a significant way without suppressing it com-
pletely. In the absence of hydrodynamics, the radiative diffusion
on its own would widen the smooth transitions between the shear
layers approximately by a factor of three by t = 80. Depending
on whether we take the wavelength of the initial perturbation
(unity) or the initial width of the transitions between the shear
layers ( 1

16 ) as a reference length scale, the Péclet number of the
flow is ≈ 870 and ≈ 55, respectively.

We compute solutions to this test problem on equidistant,
Cartesian grids ranging from 32×16 to 4096×2048 cells. The lat-
ter serves as the reference solution. The L1 errors in the specific
internal energy ei are shown in Fig. B.2. As expected, the nu-
merical convergence is slow on very coarse grids, which do not
resolve important features of the solution. Convergence slightly
faster than second-order is obtained on grids with at least 256
cells along the x axis. Our use of parabolic reconstruction, which
is formally third-order accurate, is the most likely reason for the
fast convergence.
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Fig. B.1. Reference solution to the 2D Kelvin-Helmholtz problem in
terms of the specific internal energy ei normalised to range from 0 to 1.
The solution was computed on a 4096 × 2048 grid.
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Fig. B.2. Numerical convergence of the solutions to the Kelvin-
Helmholtz problem. Relative L1 errors in the specific internal energy
ei are shown as a function of the grid resolution Nx along the x axis. A
second-order scaling is shown for reference.

B.2. Heat diffusion with constant-temperature boundaries

To test our constant-temperature boundary conditions, we set
up a problem that involves diffusion but no hydrodynamics.
We use part of the initially isentropic core of our 15 M⊙ stel-
lar model (Sect. 2.2), namely the radial range from 2 × 1010 cm
to 8 × 1010 cm, as an initial condition. We fix the temperatures
at both radial boundaries to their initial values, turn off volume
heating, and include radiative diffusion with the original stellar
opacity profile. We use 100 long, implicit time steps to reach 1%
of the thermal timescale11 (589 yr) and we stop the simulations
at this point. The resulting change in the temperature gradient is
shown in Fig. B.3.

Although the stratification is spherically symmetric, we use
2.5D grids covering polar angles in the range 82.5◦ ≤ ϑ ≤ 97.5◦.
We solve this problem on grids ranging from 16×4 to 2048×512
cells. The latter serves as the reference solution. The L1 errors
in the specific internal entropy s are shown in Fig. B.4. The
constant-temperature boundary condition as implemented for the
simulations of convective penetration reported in this work is
denoted ‘old BC’ in the figure. Clearly, the solutions converge
at first order only. Re-evaluating the implementation, we identi-
fied the following subtle issue that causes the slow convergence.

11 This is the thermal timescale of the whole stratification as included
in the simulations of convective penetration. We use the same value in
these simulations for simplicity.

Article number, page 13 of 16



A&A proofs: manuscript no. convective_penetration

0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.20 0.22
r/R?

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

∇/
∇ a

d

t = 0.00 τth

t = 0.01 τth

Fig. B.3. Angle-averaged reference solution to the diffusion problem
computed on a 2.5D grid of 2048 × 512 cells and visualised in terms of
the temperature gradient. The isentropic initial state has ∇/∇ad = 1.

When computing the diffusive flux at a given cell face, we use
the states in the two cells around the interface to compute esti-
mates of the temperature gradient, opacity (which is fixed), and
the T 3/ρ factor that enters the thermal conductivity at the cell
interface. These approximations are second-order accurate for
smooth solutions. At the domain boundary, we fix the temper-
ature in the first ghost cell and use reflective boundary condi-
tions for the density and momentum as described in Sect. 2.3.
The temperature varies smoothly across the domain boundary, so
the estimate of the temperature at the interface is second-order
accurate. However, if there is a density stratification inside the
computational domain the reflective boundary condition forces
the component of the density gradient normal to the boundary
to suddenly vanish at the domain boundary, introducing a first-
order error term and explaining the first-order convergence ob-
served in Fig. B.4. Because our simulations of convective pen-
etration are long enough to form a statistically stationary state,
first-order errors would have propagated from the outer domain
boundary throughout the simulation domain, possibly reducing
the numerical convergence rate of the mean thermal stratification
and of the penetration distance.

We improved our implementation of the constant-
temperature boundary condition such that the state at the
interface is obtained by extrapolating the state from the physical
domain using second-order-accurate expressions. We also
compute the temperature gradient using one-sided, second-
order-accurate finite differences, fixing the temperature exactly
at the domain boundary (rather than in the first ghost cell).
The same test problem converges at second order with the
new implementation, see Fig. B.4 (the ‘new BC’ curve). The
improved implementation will be used in future simulations.

B.3. Buoyant rise of a hot bubble

Our third and most challenging test problem involves the buoy-
ant rise of a single ‘hot bubble’ in the initially isentropic core
of our 15 M⊙ stellar model (Sect. 2.2) under the influence of
radiative diffusion with constant-temperature boundary condi-
tions. The 2.5D simulation domain spans the radial range from
2×1010 cm to 8×1010 cm and polar angles 60◦ ≤ ϑ ≤ 120◦. The
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Fig. B.4. Numerical convergence of the solutions to the diffusion prob-
lem with the constant-temperature boundary condition used in the simu-
lations of convective penetration (old BC) and with an improved version
of the same boundary condition (new BC). Relative L1 errors in the spe-
cific entropy s are shown as a function of the radial grid resolution Nr.
First- and second-order scaling laws are shown for reference.

‘hot bubble’ is modelled as an entropy perturbation

s = s0 +

∆s cos
(
π
2
ζ
rb

)
for ζ < rb,

0 otherwise,
(B.7)

where s0 is the specific entropy of the background stratification,
∆s the amplitude of the perturbation, rb = 1010 cm the radius
of the bubble, and ζ the distance from the centre of the bub-
ble located at r = 3.5 × 1010 cm and ϑ = 0◦. We do not in-
clude volume heating in the test problem. Radiative diffusion is
included with the opacity profile identical to that used in our
simulations of convective penetration with the boost factors of
b ∈ (103, 104, 105). The perturbation amplitude ∆s is 105, 4×105,
and 1.6 × 106 erg g−1 K−1 and the simulations are stopped after
1.6×105, 8×104, and 4×104 s with boost factors of 103, 104, and
105, respectively. We keep the temperatures at both radial bound-
aries at their initial values using both implementations of the
constant-temperature boundary condition discussed in Sect. B.2.

Buoyancy makes the bubble accelerate upwards. The cen-
tral part of the bubble, where the entropy perturbation is largest,
gradually overtakes the outer parts and the bubble turns into a
pair of vortices. Radiative diffusion decreases the entropy con-
trast between the bubble and its surroundings. It also generates
a mean entropy gradient in the background stratification with
prominent boundary layers at the radial domain boundaries. We
stop the simulations at a stage when the bubble has become
strongly deformed but while it is still possible to obtain a nu-
merically converged solution. We run this test problem on grids
ranging from 162 to 20482 cells. The latter serves as the refer-
ence solution. The distributions of specific entropy at the end of
the reference simulations are shown in Fig. B.5. The figure also
includes the corresponding maximum Mach numbers reached
in the simulation domain, which (by our choise of ∆s) closely
match the convective velocity in our simulations of convective
penetration at the same boost factors, see Fig. 6.

We compute L1 errors in the specific entropy s in two sub-
domains, which we call ‘bubble’ and ‘boundary’ as depicted
in Fig. B.5. The L1 errors for the two subdomains, three boost
factors b, and two implementations of the constant-temperature
boundary condition are shown in Fig. B.6. As expected, the con-
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Fig. B.5. Reference solutions to the hot-bubble problem with three different boost factors b in terms of the specific entropy s normalised to range
from 0 to 1. The solutions were computed a 2.5D grid of 2048 × 2048 cells. The ‘bubble’ and ‘boundary’ subdomains, in which we compute the
L1 errors shown in Fig. B.6, are marked using the white dashes lines.

vergence is slow on coarse grids and low boost factors, i.e. when
important features of the solutions are unresolved. We now focus
on finer grids (Nr ≳ 64). The L1 errors for the ‘bubble’ subdo-
main are essentially the same with both kinds of boundary con-
ditions and second-order convergence is obtained on sufficiently
fine grids. The only exception is a slight decrease in the con-
vergence rate on the finest grids in simulations with b = 105,
which may be caused by the influence of the boundary ef-
fect discussed below. Indeed, the improved constant-temperature
boundary condition, detailed in Sect. B.2, gives slightly smaller
errors for the ‘bubble’ subdomain with Nr ≳ 512.

The new boundary condition greatly improves the conver-
gence rate in the boundary layer, in agreement with the results
of the diffusion test reported in Sect. B.2. However, the conver-
gence rate drops to (approximately) first order once the relative
errors have dropped below ≈ 10−2, a threshold almost indepen-
dent of the boost factor. The reason for this behaviour is the in-
famous effect of odd-even decoupling that is unavoidable in nu-
merical schemes working with collocated grids. The decoupling
occurs when the mean stratification changes and it takes the form
of grid-scale oscillations in the radial direction. We visualise this
effect in Fig. B.7 using the signed residuals in s along the radial
ray at ϑ = 97.5◦, which passes through one of the vortices, in
the simulation with b = 104 computed on a 1024 × 1024 grid.
Whereas the residuals are smooth in the radial range occupied by
the bubble (c.f. Fig. B.5), they tend to oscillate between positive
and negative values close to the radial domain boundaries.

Similar oscillations occur close to the outer radial bound-
ary in our simulations of convective penetration, possibly in-
fluencing the numerical convergence rate of the mean thermal
stratification and of the penetration distance. The decoupling ef-
fect can be suppressed by increasing numerical diffusivity (via
the pressure-diffusion term in the AUSM+-up flux function, see
Liou (2006)). However, doing so only trades decoupling errors
for diffusive errors, reducing the effective resolving power of the
numerical scheme.
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Fig. B.6. Numerical convergence of the solutions to the hot-bubble
problem with the constant-temperature boundary condition used in the
simulations of convective penetration (old BC) and with an improved
version of the same boundary condition (new BC). Relative L1 errors in
the specific entropy s are shown as a function of the radial grid resolu-
tion Nr for three boost factors b. First- and second-order scaling laws
are shown for reference.
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Fig. B.7. Relative residuals in the specific entropy s along the radial ray
at ϑ = 97.5◦ in a simulation of the hot-bubble problem with b = 104

computed on a 1024 × 1024 grid. The inset shows the outer boundary
layer on a linear scale, which makes it easier to judge the magnitude of
the odd-even-decoupling effect.
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