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Abstract

Its is a well known fact that Turbulence exhibits non-locality, however, modeling has
largely received local treatment following the work of Prandl over mixing-length model.
Thus, in this article we report our findings by formulating a non-local closure model for
Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equation using Fractional Calculus. Two model
formulations are studied, namely one- and two-sided for Channel, Pipe and Couette flow,
where the results shown have less 1% error. The motivation of two-sided model lies in recog-
nising the fact that non-locality at a given spatial location is an aggregate of all directions.
Furthermore, scaling laws and asymptotic relationship for Couette, Channel and Pipe flow
is reported. It is to be noted that modeling in wall units, no additional coefficient appears,
thus there models could be applied to complex flows with ease.
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1. Introduction

Direct Numerical Simulations (DNS) aim’s at resolving all scales but are limited to simple
flow configuration as the grid requirements are ~ Re®* [1], thus for complex flows it exceeds
today’s computational ability. Large Eddy Simulations (LES) addresses this problem by
resolving only the high energy modes by spatially filtering the fields, while modeling the
smaller scales. The pioneering work of Osborne Reynolds of time-averaging the Navier-
Stokes equations, known as Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations; further
brought down the computations to acceptable limits [1] and has been an industrial work-
horse ever-since. As a result of not resolving all the scales, a closure problem arises both in
the case of LES and RANS. Despite the evidence of non-locality in Turbulence, modeling has
largely received local treatment motivated by the early work of Prandl over the mixing length
model. Plagued with modeling assumptions for the unclosed terms, they are susceptible to
failure and are not generalisable, as evident by a number of studies such as [2, 3]. Thus,
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in this study, we propose to employ Fractional calculus for non-local modeling of Channel,
Pipe and Couette flow.

Fractional calculus is regarded as a generalisation of the integer-order calculus. The
first ever recorded in history with curiosity of L’hospital for differentiation with the order,
n = 1/2, following Lebniz notation (d"/dy™) for n'" order differentiation. Replying to his
letters in 1695, Leibniz mentioned it as an apparent paradox for which one day will have
useful consequences. A more detailed history is given in chapter 1 of [4].

To the author’s knowledge the earliest text known addressing non-locality in fluids was
by Richardson [5], which inspired the early work over the subject. He used the distance -
neighbor graph to discover a power-law behaviour within the atmospheric diffusion process
where a non-Fickian equation was constructed as opposed to Fick’s law of diffusion with a
constant diffusivity. The work of Richardson inspired three directions which today are the
corner stone for non-local modelling of Turbulence. The earliest attempt with regards to
modelling was recorded by Kranichnan [6], however it did not use Fractional derivatives. It
was Chen [7] who first proposed the use of Fractional derivative of a constant order with
connections to Richardson’s work [5]. However, a revision is required over the numerical value
from Richrdson’s work with modern instrumentation, data and techniques. Further remark’s
over these two works will be detailed in preceding sections. Chen’s work was furthered in [§]
with a proposition of a variable-order fractional closure model in non-divergence form. The
limitation of the previous study was mitigated by formulating a novel model in divergence
form [9], where it was showed that no-coefficient is required when non-dimensionalised in wall
units. Another interesting direction is within the framework of Lattice Boltzmann Method
(LBM) laid in [10, 11]. Besides Chen [7], these directions are of fundamental importance for
the development of Turbulence. It is to be noted that although the proposition may be of a
model, however, it should not be regarded merely a modeling effort but rather a fundamental
theory of Turbulence and modeling is merely an application of their conjectures as we shall
discuss throughout this paper.

This discussion is not complete without mentioning Hamba’s work [12, 13, 14, 15, 16]
following Kranichnan [6], which details numerical results. The key inference here is that there
is no unique non-local kernel even for turbulent flows, but rather depended on the Spatial
location. This indicates the presence of multiple-scales and proves that the non-locality is
not a constant in turbulent flows as initially proposed by Chen [7] where he proposed the use
of fractional derivative of a fixed order. The current work indeed proves the same fact, where
the use of a variable-order fractional closure model implies that the non-locality is spatially
dependent. It is to be noted that, there is a limitation to Kranichnan’s and Hamba’s work,
where the non-local operator constructed cannot approximate the local or laminar regions,
thus this model may not be suitable for modeling wall-bounded flows, where the near wall
regions are dominated by the viscous actions. However, as we show our model is valid for
all regimes of the flow.



2. Fractional Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes equations (f-RANS)

In this section, we introduce the fractional closure model for fluid flows for cases where
statistical stationarity is achieved, needless to say they are valid for unsteady flows too
as the non-locality is considered in space rather than time. The governing equations are
steady state Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations (1) [9], where (.) implies
that quantities are temporal-averaged. The instantaneous velocity (U;) and pressure (P) is
given by U; = U; + u; and P = P + p, where u; and p are the fluctuating components of
velocity and pressure about the mean. The time-period, T for the ensemble is large enough
to satisfy, = fOT u; = 0.
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The above RANS equations (1) is written in non-dimensional form (in wall units) using
the friction velocity (U? = 7,/p) and kinematic viscosity (v), where 7, is the wall shear
stress. The notation (.)T indicates the same and as given in (2).
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The generalised fractional calculus model for the unclosed terms in (1) takes the general
form of (4) and shall be referred to as fractional Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes equations
(-RANS). The fractional order (a) is spatially dependent function in z, as turbulence
exhibits multiple scales, where « is co-related to turbulence length-scale. In the absence of
the Reynolds stresses (u;4;), it is trivial to show that the fractional order is unity. This is
an important remark for both wall-bounded and transitional regimes of the flow, as there
are significant regions where the flow is dominated by the viscous actions of the fluid. Thus
this model is valid for all regimes of the flow. Furthermore, any additional term in (1) to
account for unsteadiness in the flow or body forces would remain ”as is” in (4) and our
proposition in (3) would remain valid as long as (1) remains valid, although we do not prove
it here and leave it as future work. However, we justify it by recognising the fact that the
non-locality resides in the Reynolds stresses (u;%;), which may not be unique but (1) remains
valid, regardless. Thus, it is expected that the fractional order («) is not unique for different
flows, however, (3) remains valid.
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We further formulate (3) as one-sided model (5) defined over the domain [—oo, z]] and
two-sided model (6) defined over the domain [—o0, 00|, where for notational convenience,
we use (3) to imply inferences applicable to both one- and two-sided model. The choice of
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either model will be justified in the forthcoming sections of the this article, where we apply
it to Channel, Couette, Pipe flows.
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YD+ and x+cDo<§ s the left- (7) and right- sided (8) Caputo fractional derivative

respectively, where a(z}) € (0,1].
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It is to be noted that we model the total shear stress as opposed to the common practice
of only modeling the Reynolds stresses. It is evident whilst modeling in wall units, it is free
from all assumptions, thus this model is generlisable to any flow. Since, there appears no
coefficient to consider, this model can be readily applied to any complex three-dimensional
flows.

In the forthcoming sections, we shall outline the application of f-RANS model to Couette,
Channel and Pipe flow.

2.1. Turbulent Couette Flow

Couette Flow is characterised by flow between two infinitely long parallel plates [17],
where one of them is moving with a constant velocity in the streamwise direction (), while
the other is at rest with zero pressure gradient. This implies that there is only a finite
streamwise component of velocity (U') and wall-normal (y™) component of velocity (V)
is infinitesimally small. The spanwise direction (z7) is treated as homogeneous with little
or no-variation in the flow quantities, thus mean spanwise velocity component (W) and
all gradients in spanwise direction vanish. After simplifying the RANS equations (1), the
governing equation for the turbulent Couette flow is given as follows (9),



Here, U™ is a function of y* due to ‘gg—ir = 0. Upon integrating (9) with respect to y™,
produces (10),

dU+

dy*

The constant, C is evaluated at the wall (within the viscous sub-layer), where the

Reynolds’s stresses are negligible, namely, (@wv)"|,+—y =~ 0, and U+ =~ y*. Thus, we have

C = (dU*/dy*)|,+—0 = 7 = 1. Finally, the simplified RANS equation for the turbulent
Couette flow is written as (11),

— (@)t =C. (10)

— —(w)" =1 (11)

The f-RANS one-sided model is defined over the domain [0,y"], where y* € (0, Re,] is
given as (12), while the two-sided model (13) is defined over the domain [0,2Re,|, where
y™ € (0,2Re,) for turbulent Couette flow. For numerical computation of the fractional order
(a(y™)) we employ the DNS database generated in [17].
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2.2. Turbulent Channel Flow

Channel flow is also flow between two infinity long parallel plates, unlike the Couette
flow, both the plates remain at rest and flow is driven by streamwise pressure gradient [18].
All the other remarks remain similar as the Couette for simplifying the RANS equation (1),
thus the governing equation for the turbulent Channel flow is given by (14),

d (dU+ . oP+
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Here, U+ is a function of yt due to gg:: = 0. Further integrating (14) with respect to y™,
produces (15)
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The constant C'is evaluated at the wall (within the viscous sub-layer), where the Reynolds’s

stresses are mnegligible, namely, (w0)*|,+—0 ~ 0, and Ut ~ y*. Thus, we have C' =
(dU*/dy")|y+=0 = 7 = 1. Furthermore, at the center line (y* = Re,), as the flow is




turbulent (dU*/dy™)|,+=re. = 0, also w0 = 0 as a consequence of symmetry, this produces
9PT — 1/Re,, thus the RANS equation for turbulent Channel flow is given by (16)
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The f-RANS one-sided model is defined over the domain [0,y"], where y* € (0, Re,] is
given as (17), while the two-sided model (18) is defined over the domain [0,2Re.|, where
yT € (0,2Re,) for turbulent Channel flow. For numerical computation of the fractional
order (a(y™)) we employ the DNS database generated in [18]
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2.3. Turbulent Pipe Flow

The arguments for the Pipe flow [19] follows that of the Channel, however we transform
the equations in cylindrical co-ordinates [20]. Since, the azimuthal direction for this case
is regarded as the homogeneous direction besides the streamiwise direction. Thus, all de-
pendence for the pipe follows a radial direction. The streamwise pressure gradient is also
non-zero in this case. Thus the simplified RANS equation for turbulent Pipe flow is given in

(19),
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Here, U7 is a function of the radial direction, r*. Upon Integrating (19) with respect to r*+
produces (20),
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At the centre of the pipe (r* = 0), we have dU; /dr™ =~ 0 as the flow is dominated by
turbulence. As a result of symmetry we have, w,u, " = 0, this results in C' = 0. Furthermore,
near the wall, we have dUJ/dr* = 7, = 1, since the flow is dominated by the viscous
interactions, we have w,u,™ &~ 0, thus (21), where R* is the Karman number, which plays
the similar role as the friction Reynolds number (Re,)
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Furthermore, we express the RANS equation for turbulent pipe flow from the wall to the
center of the pipe by r* = ((1 —r)/R)", where r € [0, R], with the radius of the pipe, R = 1
thus we have (23). Upon examining, the right hand-side the similarity with Channel flow is
obvious.
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The f-RANS one-sided model is defined over the domain [0, (1 — r)*], where (1 —r)* €
(0, R™] is given as (23), while the two-sided model (24) is defined over the domain [0,2R"],

where (1 — 7)™ € (0,2R") for turbulent Pipe flow. For numerical computation of the frac-
tional order (a((1 —r)*)) we employ the DNS database generated in [21]

(22)
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3. Physics-informed Neural Network

In this section we outline the numerical implementation using Physics-informed Neural
Networks (PINNs). PINNs are deep neural network where the loss comprises of two parts,
namely, data and equations along with weights to balance the two components of the loss
22, 23]. As shown in the expression below (25), the weight, A\ is a hyperparameter to
accelerate the convergence:

L=MALs+ L. (25)

The term L, is the data part, where we supply the boundary and initial conditions, while
the term L, is for the governing equations [22], where in this case we employ fractional mod-
els. Furthermore, we employ adaptive activation functions to further accelerate convergence
substantially and avoid bad minima [24].

3.1. Inverse Problem

For the inverse problem the goal is to find the fractional order (a(y™)) given the velocity
profile and total shear stress from DNS database or otherwise as outlined in the preceding
section for each case. Here we adopt a pointwise strategy, this implies that we train the
neural network for a single training point at a time. Naturally, the neural network is much
smaller consisting of at most three to four layers and two to three neurons per hidden layer.

Here the loss (25) only comprises of the equation term (L.) given in (26) written for the
i'" training point. A schematic diagram is show in fig. 1. A hyperparameter (\) may be
added to normalize too high or low numbers, however, it does not affect the training process,
since it depends on the gradient of the loss rather than its absolute value.

o 2
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Figure 1: A schematic representation for the inverse modeling, here the spatial location (y*) is the input of
the feed forward neural network, while the fractional order («) is the output, which is used to computed the
f-RANS model along with velocity from DNS databases

For numerical discretisation of the Fractional derivative we employ an LI scheme [25]
for the left- (27) and right-sided (28) derivative. A uniform finite difference grid was gen-
erated by dividing the domain in M points such that the step size, h was kept constant
for all the training points, where, [ = 1,2,..., M — 1. It is to be noted that the domain
for one-sided model is [0,y"],y" € (0, Re,], while the domain for the two-sided model is
[0,2Re.],y" € (0,2Re,). Furthermore, we exploit the fact that the Riemann-Liouville and
Caputo fractional derivative varies in one term for the fractional order, « € (0, 1].
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The merit of pointwsie strategy are as follows:

e Given the fractional order exisits, it does not require boundary conditions, which we
earlier imposed as unity at the wall [9]. Thus for more complex flows where the near
wall region is not viscous dominated, we can find a physically consistent fractional
order.

e There are cases, where the fractional order is a discontinuous function or the neu-
ral network collapses during training process; a pointwise algorithm mitigates all the
limitations. Since, the mean velocity is a smooth and continuous function, we rarely
encounter any problems during its training when solved for velocity fields as demon-
strated in [9].



4. Results: Turbulent Couette, Channel and Pipe Flow

In this section we describe our findings for both one- and two-sided model for turbulent
Couette, Channel and Pipe Flow

4.1. One-sided v/s two-sided formulation

Inferring from fig. 2, 3 and 4, in the viscous dominated region, the fractional order is
unity implying that the flow is entirely governed by local operators, such as the near wall
region of these three flows for both one- and two-sided model. Furthermore, they exhibit
universality as observed in both one- and two- sided formulation in the viscous dominated
regions. As we enter the buffer region and eventually to the outer-turbulent regions for these
wall bounded flows, the non-locality increases gradually rather than abruptly as indicated
by lowering of the fractional order. This is consistent with the physical observations where
there is no discontinuity but rather a smooth transition. Thus, it is evident that fluid flow
exhibits duality of local and non-local characteristics.

Inferring from fig. 2(c), 3(c) and 4(c), only the one-sided formulation for Couette flow
exhibits universality, while the one-sided model for Channel and Pipe shows an anomaly
at the center-line, where the fractional order is unity. This anomaly is an artifact of the
symmetry. The inertial forces are dominant at the center-line with the viscous contribution
in close proximity to zero and the total shear stress which includes only the Reynolds stress,
which is zero at the center-line due to symmetry, therefore, unity is a numerical solution for
the fractional order, however, physically the non-locality in this region is stronger than any
other region

Non-locality at a given point is a result of net disturbances from all the sources, which
in these cases are the wall, since they are on both sides, it natural to formulate a two-sided
model. The anomaly of the one-sided model (fig. 2(c), 3(c) and 4(c)) is no longer seen in
the two sided model (fig. 2(d), 3(d) and 4(d)), where the result are physically consistent.
However, as a result of the symmtery, the two-sided model has a discontinuity at the cen-
terline for the case of Channel and Pipe, where all values of fractional order, a € (0,1] is a
solution numerically. Thus in the plots (fig. 3(b), 4(b) and 5), the average value of the two
neighbours is used to maintain the smoothness of the curve. Furthermore, as the Reynolds
number increases the flow is characterised by higher turbulence intensity, which corresponds
to a lower fractional order in fig. 2(b,d), 3(b,d) and 4(b,d).

We further compare the fractional order for these three cases for approximately the same
friction Reynolds number (fig. 5). The Channel and Pipe shows a "bump” near the center
line, which is not observed in the case of Couette. It is to be noted as the friction Reynolds
number increases &~ 1000 this "bump” flattens. The reason of this ”bump” is unknown and
its is to be believed as an effect of symmetry.

Finally, we note from fig. 8 and 9 that the fractional order computed for either one- or
two- sided model gives an error less than 1% in total shear stress.

4.2. Asymptotic relationship and scaling laws
Upon close observation in the log-scale of fig. 2(d), 3(d) and 4(d) a notion of universality
can be seen in the two-sided model, where in the wake region a non-universal scaling is



present. We decompose the universal and the wake parts of the curve as (29). The universal
component is a function purely of y™ or (1—7)", however, the wake region which is a function
of y*/Re, or (1—r)T/R*™. An analytical expression is deduced by fitting the fractional order
for the wake part given in (30), (31) and (32) for Couette, Channel and Pipe flow respectively.
It immediately follows, under the limit Re, — oo or RT — oo, the wake component vanishes
in (29) and the fractional order is truly universal for any given geometry. This is shown
numerically by subtracting the wake contribution in the fractional order, indeed from fig. 6
we see a universal behaviour.

Q = Qypiversal T Qaake (29>

couette oy vake = 0.08052 (y 1)~ exp[—(yt/Re,) ™ (30)
channelawake = 0.36461 <y+)70.165 exp[_(er/ReT)fl.{i] (31>
pipe&wake = (0.3838 (y+)—0.125 ea:p[—(y+/ReT)_1’25] (32)

Furthermore, the fractional order asymptotes for high Reynolds number for all three
cases. The initial proposition of Chen [7] of constant fractional order can be deduced from
our model, since it asymptotes at high Reynolds number, also the viscous stress is negligible
and the only contribution to total shear stress is from the Reynolds Stresses. Since the
curve is expected to asymptote at high Reynolds number, the computation of a,,;, from the
above discussions is sufficient to prove the same. «,,;, occurs at the centreline; however,
since Channel and Pipe has an anomaly at the centreline, these values where computed at
yT/Re, ~ 0.75 and (1 — r)*/R" =~ 0.75, respectively but this should not be a problem
since all curves are flat at high Reynolds numbers. We employ the Spalding relationship
to generate velocity profiles for the case of Couette and Channel, while the Superpipe data
along with Spalding relationship for near wall region is used for the case of Pipe. Fig. (7)
not only shows asymptotic relationship but also a power-law relationship. Finally, we report
the ay,;, from our computations, which are, Couette: Re, ~ 144338, a,in ~ 0.28, Channel:
Re, ~ 100319, a;n =~ 0.15 and Pipe: Rt ~ 526360, i ~ 0.13.

We further fit the fractional order computed for the two-sided model in the preceding
section, thus the analytical expression for Couette, Channel and Pipe flow are given in (33),
(34) and (35) respectively. Clearly, there are terms which are depended only on y* or
rt, while the last term is depended on y*/Re, or (1 —r)T/R* consistent with our above
discussions. Fig. 10, 11 and 12 shows the comparison of the analytical expression with
computed fractional order for two-sided model which matches well. We find the mean error
for the analytical expression is about 1% in total shear stress from fig. 13 and 14

COuEtteaanalytical — tcmh((6.9/y+)1'116) + 0.644 (1 _ tanh((6.9/y+)1'116)) (y+)—0.0805

33
+ 0.1646 exp|—(y*/Re,) 06094 (y+)~0.0805 (33)
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PN atypicar = tanh((6.907/y*)1°) 4+ 0.908 (1 — tanh((6.907/y")")) (y*) >

—+ 0418 emp[_(y+/ReT)—1.634] (y+)—0.175
(34)

PP il = tanh((T988/y)YT) + 0,645 (1= tanh((7.988/y)™7) () 0

+ 0409 exp[—(y"/Re,) Y] (y) 012 (35)

5. Conclusion

It is evident that turbulence exhibits a duality of local and non-local regimes, as a result
of this duality it has been a challenge to model it. A variable-order fractional model indeed
addressed this duality, where the fractional order is unity abiding to local operators for solely
viscous-dominated regimes of the flow. Furthermore, with considerations of this duality a
unified model form is proposed for all regimes of the flow, namely, laminar, transitional and
turbulent. A two-sided model addresses the non-locality in a physical manner by incorporat-
ing the aggregate effects from all directions, however, purely on a modeling front, a one-sided
model could be advantageous as the computational requirement is less, also for development
of a wall model where one may only consider the near wall effects, irrespective of the mean
flow. It is to be noted that modeling in wall units, we do not need any additional coefficient
to model on ad-hoc basis. As a future work, temporal non-locality or memory effect is to be
studied as opposed to the current work of only spatial non-locality.
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Appendix
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Figure 2: Fractional order of Couette flow for Re, = 125,180, 250, 550 shown for both one-sided and two-

sided model
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Figure 3: Fractional order of Channel flow for Re, = 180, 550, 1000, 2000, 5200 shown for both one-sided and

two-sided model
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Figure 4: Fractional order of Pipe flow for Re, = 180, 360, 550, 1000 shown for both one-sided and two-sided

model
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Figure 6: Fraction order for two-sided model shown for the universal part of the curve obtained by subtracting

the wake contribution
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Figure 7: Power Law fitting for Channel, Couette and Pipe shown in red-dashed line for minimum fractional
order of two-sided model for respective friction Reynolds number / Karman number shown as black dots
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Figure 9: Error of total Shear Stress obtained using one- and two-sided f~-RANS model with DNS databases

for Couette, Channel and Pipe flow
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Figure 10: Comparisons of analytical expression for fractional order of two-sided model obtained via fitting
to fractional order computed via inverse modeling for Couette flow
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Figure 11: Comparisons of analytical expression for fractional order of two-sided model obtained via fitting
to fractional order computed via inverse modeling for Channel flow
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Figure 12: Comparisons of analytical expression for fractional order of two-sided model obtained via fitting
to fractional order computed via inverse modeling for Pipe flow
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Figure 13: Comparison of total Shear Stress for two-sided f-RANS model using analytical expression for

fractional order with DNS databases for Couette, Channel and Pipe flow
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