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The rate of collision and the relative velocities of the
colliding particles in turbulent flows is a crucial part
of several natural phenomena, e.g., rain formation
in warm clouds and planetesimal formation in a
protoplanetary disks. The particles are often modeled
as passive, but heavy and inertial. Within this model,
large relative velocities emerge due to formation of
singularities (caustics) of in the gradient matrix of
the velocities of the particles. Using extensive direct
numerical simulations of heavy particles in both two
(direct and inverse cascade) and three dimensional
turbulent flows we calculate the rate of formation of
caustics, J as a function of the Stokes number (St). The
best approximation to our data is J ∼ exp(−C/St), in
the limit St→ 0 where C is a non-universal constant.

1. Introduction
Turbulent flows in nature often have small particles
embedded in them. Two canonical examples are
gas flows in proto-planetary disks with small dust
particles [1] and air flows in a cloud with small water
droplets [2]. The first one is a useful model to understand
the formation of planetesimals – small kilometer size
objects that themselves collide and merge to form
planets. The second one controls the physics of rain
formation in warm clouds. In both of these cases a crucial
problem is to understand the growth of few large objects
from a lot of small ones. Let us consider the second case.
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Very small water droplets form by condensation in a super-saturated environment in the cloud.
If only condensation and evaporation determines the evolution of the size of the droplets then,
it can be estimated that, it would take unnaturally long for raindrops to form in a cloud [2].
Clearly, the droplets can also collide with each other and consequently merge or bounce off. The
collision between droplets is determined by their relative velocities at small relative distances.
If the velocity field of the droplets is smooth everywhere then the relative velocities between
droplets go to zero as their relative distances go to zero. In this case, both the frequency of
collisions and collision velocities remains small [3] and the estimated time to form raindrops
is still unnaturally long. One way out of this conundrum is to consider the possibility that the
velocity field of the droplets does not remain smooth but develop singularities – such that the
relative velocity between two infinitesimally close droplets remains finite.

(a) Model
In the simplest case – the droplets are small and much heavier than the gas – the velocity of a

single droplet in a flow satisfies the following equations:

dX(t)

dt
=V (t), (1.1a)

dV (t)

dt
=

1

τp
[u(X, t)− V ] , (1.1b)

where X is the position, V is the velocity of the droplet, u is the velocity of the gas at a point X ,
and τp ≡ (2ρda

2)/(9ρgν) is the relaxation time of the droplet. Here a is the radius of the droplet, ν
is the kinematic viscosity of the gas, and ρg (ρd) is the gas (droplet) density. We nondimensionalize
τp to introduce the Stokes number: St≡ τp/τ , where τ is a characteristic time scale of turbulence.
A small enough dust grain in a protoplanetary disk also obeys the same equations. To keep our
discussions general, in the rest of this paper, we shall use the word “heavy inertial particle” to
mean a water droplet or a dust grain small enough that their motion obeys (1.1).

In the Lagrangian frame of this heavy inertial particle the equation of evolution of the gradient
of its velocity matrix, Z, with components Zαβ ≡ ∂βVα (α, β = 1, . . . , d in d dimensions), is given
by

dZαβ
dt

+ ZαγZγβ +
1

τp
Zαβ =

1

τp
Aαβ . (1.2)

Where Aαβ ≡ ∂βuα are the components of the velocity-gradient matrix of the flow, A, and
repeated indices are summed. This equation contains the possibility that elements of Z can
become infinitely large in finite time. To see this first consider the same equation in one dimension.
Now both the particle velocity-gradient and the fluid velocity-gradients are scalars and (1.2)
simplifies to

dZ

dt
+ Z2 +

1

τp
Z =

1

τp
A, (1.3)

where Z ≡ ∂xV and A≡ ∂xu. If we ignore the terms with coefficients equal to 1/τp in (1.3),
then for Z(t= 0)< 0 the solution develops a finite-time singularity i.e. Z→−∞ in finite time
t= t?. Such singularities have been named caustics [4]. We note that, in principle, (1.3) is an
inappropriate model for flows in clouds because the incompressibility constraint (∇ · u= 0)
dictates A to be identically zero. Let us, nevertheless, model the effects of turbulence in (1.3)
by replacing A by a Gaussian, white-in-time noise. This turns (1.3) into a stochastic differential
equation. From the corresponding Fokker-Planck equation Derevyanko et al. [5] evaluated the
rate of formation of caustics

J ∼ exp

(
− C
τp

)
, (1.4)

where C is a constant. In two and three dimensions appearance of singularities implies that the
trace of the matrix Z becomes infinitely large [6]. Blow-up of Z implies that two nearby particles
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can have very high relative velocity [7,8]. In other words, inertial particles can detach from the
flow. This effect is some times referred as sling effect [9].

2. Summary of earlier works
There is, by now, a significant volume of evidence from direct numerical simulations of turbulence
that shows that a theory based on caustics correctly predicts the clustering and relative velocities
of heavy particles [10–15]. Analytical calculations [5,8,9,16] of the rate of formation of caustics
have been limited to one dimensional flows till very recently [17]. In such calculations the
turbulence is approximated by a smooth random (Gaussian) flow with a length scale `, correlation
time T and velocity scale u. The gradient of flow velocity is assumed to be Gaussian. In addition to
the Stokes number, this introduces another dimensionless number, the Kubo number: Ku≡ uT/`.
In the limit Ku→ 0 and St→∞, such that the product Ku2St remains constant, the rate of
formation of caustics is shown to be [16]: J ∼ exp(−C/St). This limit also corresponds to solving
(1.3) with a flow-gradient A that is random, Gaussian and white-in-time [5]. In the other limit –
correlation time of A exceeds 1/A – J ∼ exp(−C/St2) [9]. At finite Kubo numbers, Ref. [8] used a
model where Z satisfies (1.3) and A satisfies an Ornstein–Uhlenbeck process. Numerical solution
of this model and a WKB calculation showed that that the rate of formation of caustics depends
on both St and Ku: (a) At small Kubo numbers J ∼ exp(−C/St) for St > 1. (b) at larger Ku, e.g.,
at Ku = 1, J ∼ exp(−C/St2) in the limit St→ 0.

Can we apply the results from these simple models to understand turbulent flows? Note
that incompressible turbulent flows are either two or three dimensional. Numerical calculation
for (1.2) in two and three dimensions [18] with a white-in-time A gives J ∼ exp(−C/St). But
turbulent flows are neither white-in-time nor do then remain correlated up to large times. Then,
one possible way to relate these calculations to turbulent flows is to associate the characteristic
length, velocity and the time scale of these synthetic flows with the length, velocity, and time
scale at the Kolmogorov scale (also called the dissipative scale) respectively; hence Ku = 1. But
even at the dissipative scales a turbulent flows cannot be described by just one length scale [19],
in other words there is not one unique Kolmogorov length scale. Furthermore, in turbulent
flows the flow-gradient tensor, A, obeys non-Gaussian statistics [20]. Hence, in summary, it is
not obvious how to relate these analytical results to the turbulent flows. Cautiously, we expect
the results in turbulent flows to be similar to those obtained for Ku = 1, i.e., J ∼ exp(−C/St2)
as St→ 0. As far as we are aware there has been so far no direct calculation of rate of formation
of caustics in two-dimensional turbulence, although signatures of caustics has been observed in
Eulerian simulations [21]. To the best of our knowledge, there is only one [22] calculation of the
rate of formation of caustics in direct numerical simulations of three-dimensional turbulence.
The calculation is for Taylor micro-scale Reynolds number of ranging from about 45 to 100. The
authors claim J ∼ exp(−C/St) but the conclusion is based on fitting a nonlinear function with
four parameters to a data with seven points, see e.g. Ref. [23] for a criticism of a similar exercise.
Here, we repeat their calculation for higher Reynolds numbers and improved statistics, in both
two and three-dimension. In three dimension we use 10 million particles for each Stokes number.

3. Direct numerical simulations
We solve the Navier–Stokes equation in two and three dimensions with heavy inertial particles,
(1.1) in the flow. In three dimensions we use the pencil-code [24,25]. The same code has been used
in several earlier publications [12,13]. For the two-dimensional simulations we use a spectral code
which has also been used in several earlier publications [26]. As the heavy inertial particles are
much smaller than the energy containing scales of the flow, we use the Kolmogorov length scale
`η and and time scale τη as our characteristic length and time scales respectively. We list the
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relevant parameters of our simulations in table 1. In clouds the Stokes number 1 ranges from 0.01

to 2 for droplets of size 10 to 60 micrometer [27–29]. We use St = 0.1 to 3.1 in three dimensions
and St = 0.12 to 1.1 in two-dimensions. In Table 2 we give a complete list of Stokes numbers used
in each of our simulations. In two dimensions, depending on which length-scale is being forced,
the turbulence may be dominated by either direct cascade of enstrophy (e.g., run 2d− R1) or
inverse cascade of energy (e.g., run 2d− R8). In some two-dimensional simulations we have used
a deterministic, Kolmogorov force in others we have used a stochastic, white-in-time, force. We
have changed our Reynolds number over a large range, from approximately 150 to about 4000.

In addition to tracking the heavy inertial particles, we solve (1.2) on each of the particles. We
choose Z= 0, the zero matrix, on all the particles at t= 0. We count how many times the trace of
Z (T r [Z]) crosses a large negative threshold, Zth – we have used several values for this threshold.
We define, the sum of all such crossing events over all the particles up to time t to be N(t). The
rate of formation of caustics

J(t) = lim
t→∞

N(t)

t
. (3.1)

4. Results
In Fig. 1(A) we plot J(t) versus t for four different representative values of the Stokes number. At
late times, J(t) reaches a statistically stationary state. We consider the mean over this statistically
stationary state as our measurement of the rate of formation of caustics and we use the maximum
and minimum value of J over this statistically stationary state to set error limits. In Fig. 1(B) we
plot the J as a function of St for both two and three dimensional simulations. In Fig. 1(C) we plot
the logarithm of rate of formation of caustics log(J) as a function of 1/St for all the runs. If (1.4)
holds we expect to see a straight line as 1/St becomes large. Clearly it is possible to fit such a
line to the data for both two-dimensional and three-dimensional simulations. However, the fit is
better for the three dimensional cases. For clarity we show two such fits to our data in Fig. 1(D).
But we do not consider this a conclusive evidence in support of (1.4). In Fig. 1(C) we change the
abscissa to 1/St2. Here too it is possible to identify a region over which a straight line can be fit.
This time the fit is marginally better for the two dimensional cases. To conclude, our data do not
unequivocally support either J ∼ exp(−C/St) or J ∼ exp(−C/St2).

Equation 3.1 is not the only way to define the rate-of-formation of caustics. Let us define
the time it takes for the trace of Z to exceed a threshold as the blow-up time ttb. An
alternative definition of rate-of-formation of caustics is 1/ 〈tb〉. Note that it is computationally
more cumbersome to calculate the rate using this later definition. We have done it for only
one of our runs, 2d− R2. In Fig. 2(A) we show the the cumulative probability distribution of
the blow-up time Q(tb) calculated using the rank-order method [30], for several values of St.
Clearly the distribution has exponential tail. In Fig. 2(B) we compare the two definitions of the
rate-of-formation of caustics – they agree within error bars.

Singularities found in a numerical simulations are necessarily not true singularities – their
detection depends on the threshold value we use. We have checked that by changing our
threshold value −Zth from 5 to 103 for the three-dimensional runs and from 10 to 1010 for the
two-dimensional runs. The rate-of-formation of singularities itself changed, by small amounts,
but its dependence on Stokes remains essentially unchanged. This is expected, because in (1.3)
once T r [Z]<−1/τp the dynamics is determined by Z2. Hence any stochastic trajectories of Z
where T r [Z] becomes smaller than −1/τp will reach blowup.

The numerical calculation of the rate of formation of caustics is a very difficult problem. We
expect an asymptotic behaviour in the limit of small St but in this limit the rate of formation of
caustics become exponentially small. This implies that to obtain reliable statistics at small St we
either have to run our simulations for a very long time or for a very large number of particles.
We have done the largest direct numerical simulations for calculation of caustics so far. We go
1The Kolmogorov time scale in clouds in estimated based on estimates of the energy-dissipation-rate, ε, which varies over
a large range in different types of clouds. Consequently, the range of Stokes number for particles of the same size may be
different in different clouds. The numbers we quote are typical of cumulus clouds.



5

rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org
P

hil.
Trans.

R
.S

oc.
A

0000000
..................................................................

0 5 10 15 20
t/ L

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

J

(A)
St

0.11
0.14
0.20
0.30

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
St

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

J

(B)

2d-R2
2d_R1
2d-R3
2d-R4
2d-R5
3d-R1
3d-R2

0.1 0.2

10 5

10 3

0 2 4 6 8 10
1/St

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

lo
g(

J
)

(C)

3d-R1
3d-R2
2d-R2
2d_R1
2d-R3
2d-R4
2d-R5

0 20 40 60 80 100
1/St2

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

lo
g(

J
)

(D)

3d-R1
3d-R2
2d-R2
2d_R1
2d-R3
2d-R4
2d-R5

Figure 1. (A) The rate of formation of caustics J(t) versus t for four different values of St. We calculate the mean value

of J over the shaded region in each time series and set the maximum and minimum value of J as the error bars. (B)

The rate of formation of caustics J(t) as a function of St. The error bars are calculated according as shown in (A). They

are smaller than the symbols. (C) The data in (B) plotted with log(τηJ) versus 1/St. (D) The data in (B) plotted with

log(τηJ) versus 1/St2. Notice that it is possible to find a range over which the plots show a linear trend in both (C) and

(D). For clarity, we show such linear fits for two cases in each of (C) and (D).
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up to Reλ = 180 in three dimensions and Reλ = 4100 in two dimensions. In three-dimensional
simulations we have used 10 million particles for each value of Stokes. In spite of such massive
simulations we are unable to reach a definite conclusion on the asymptotic behaviour of the rate
of formation of caustics. A recent paper [17], using analytical calculations in a two-dimensional
model, where the gradient of flow-velocity is modeled by an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, shows
that caustics tend to form for those particle trajectories that experience low values of vorticity of
the flow and large values of rate-of-strain exceeding a threshold. Furthermore, two-dimensional
direct numerical simulations agrees well with this result. In this paper, we have used the data
from the same simulations but have not been able to reach a definite conclusion about the rate-of-
formation of caustics.

Calculation of asymptotic behaviour from direct numerical simulations of turbulence is
generally a quite challenging problem. For example, even in the case of stochastically forced
Burgers equation in one dimension, where it is possible to run very high resolution simulations
for a very long time, artifacts from sub-leading terms may make simple biscaling masquerade
as multiscaling [31]. A scaling regime over a scaling range of at least a decade is considered
necessary but not necessarily sufficient. An alternative is to use a seminumerical procedure
called asymptotic extrapolation [32–34] that applies to the data a sequence of suitable chosen
transformation that successively strip off dominant and subdominant terms. Following Ref. [32],
we give a very short introduction to this procedure here.

Consider the general problem where we investigate whether a given numerical data can be fit
with a function G(r) with the leading order form

G(r)∼Cr−αe−δr, (4.1)

and thereby determine the parameters C, α and δ. One way is to ignore subleading corrections
and try a least square fit. This is what we have done so far to the function J(St). The parameters
we obtain in this fashion sometime depends crucially on the fitting interval and determination
of subleading corrections is almost impossible. The asymptotic extrapolation method allows,
in principle, the determination of the asympotic expansion of the function G(r), including the
subleading terms, and an accurate determination of the parameters provided the numerical
data is obtained with very high precision. A crucial feature of this procedure is that it uses the
determination of subleading terms to improve the accuracy on leading-order terms

We describe below how we apply this procedure to our data. Let us assume that J =

exp [−G(1/St)] with
G (n)∼Cnα(1 + γ1n+ γ2n

2 . . .) (4.2)

We intend to extract the coefficients C, α, γ1, etc systematically from the numerical data G(n).
We repeatedly iterate overGwith a discrete operator D such thatGk+1(n) =DGk(n)≡Gk(n)−
Gk(n− 1) and G0(n) =G(n). We show the results of repeated application of this operator on our
data in Fig. 3. The left panel shows the results for our three dimensional simulations and the right
panel shows the results for our two dimensional simulations. In both cases, we notice that G2

is practically zero although in some cases with large noise. Inverting the operators imply that
G(n)∼Cn. Any coefficient of higher power of n is not discernible from the data. Consequently,
our data, in both two and three dimensions, support J ∼ exp(−C/St).

A word of caution is necessary here. The technique of asymptotic extrapolation is typically
applied to data with high precision, otherwise repeated application of discrete operators, e.g.,
the difference operator we used, can get rid of the significant digits in the data and leave only
noise. It has been used to study scaling of moments of gradients in direct numerical simulations
of one dimensional Burgers equation [34] with both double and quadruple precision. For the case
of double precision only three stages of iterations were possible. We have used double precision
in all our calculations. We can iterate twice before the data became practically zero. This does not
imply that there is no subdominant factor to G(1/St). It rather means that the quality of our data
does not allow us to extract any such contribution.
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Figure 3. Results of successive application of the asymptotic extrapolation on three dimensional (left) and two

dimensional (right) data. The zeroth function G0(n)≡− log(τηJ) and n= 1/St. In the next iteration G1(n) =

D(G0(n))≡G1(n)−G1(n− 1). In the next iteration G2(n) =D(G1(n)). In both cases, G2 is asymptotically zero

although there is a significant noise in some cases.

5. Conclusion
We have performed the highest resolution and most detailed study so far of the rate of formation
of caustics in two and three-dimensional simulations of heavy inertial particles in turbulence.
In spite of our diligence we have been unable to uncover how the rate of formation of caustics
depends on the Stokes and Reynolds number. We find that a least-square fit to the data does not
support unequivocally either of the two possibilities J ∼ exp(−C/St) or J ∼ exp(−C/St2). Next
we applied the technique of asymptotic extrapolation to our data to find J ∼ exp(−C/St). We
do not consider this conclusive evidence. It is necessary to perform simulations at even smaller
St with higher precision (at least quadruple precision). In the absence of definitive numerical
evidence this remains an open problem.
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