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C om m ent on \R elevant Length Scale ofB archan

D unes"

In a recent experim entalbreakthrough,Hersen etal.

[1]dem onstrated thatby changing theagitating m edium

from air to water,one can obtain,on laboratory scale,

dunesthataredownsized copiesofdesertdunes,thereby

overcom ing a m ajorobstacle fortheirsystem atic study.

Here we argue in two steps (i),(ii) that an alternative

data analysisleadsto som econclusionsthatarequalita-

tivelyand quantitativelydi�erentfrom Hersenetal.’sbut

justify theirsim ilarity hypothesison di�erentgrounds.

Ithasbeen a long{standing debate whetherthe vari-

ousshapesofdesertdunesshare the scale{invarianceof

the turbulentwind �eld thatcreatesthem .Careful�eld

m easurem ents ofbarchan dunes have recently provided

com pelling evidence that scale invariance is borne out

only transverse to the wind direction,whereasitissys-

tem aticallybroken along thewind direction [2].Thatthe

responsiblecharacteristicscaleisthe windward distance

‘s over which the sand ux adapts to a sudden change

in wind speed orsand supply,wasalready vaguely antic-

ipated by Bagnold.Butonly recenttheoreticaldevelop-

m ents succceeded in m aking this notion fully quantita-

tive and established itscrucialrole forsystem atic shape

variationsand shapetransitionsofaeolian dunes[3].

(i) The analysis of sim ilarities of aeolian and sub-

m arine dunes in Ref.[1]su�ers from m ixing transverse

and longitudinaldune dim ensions. From whatwassaid

above,agenuinetestofsim ilarity should addressthelon-

gitudinalgeom etry directly,thereby avoiding inuences

[2]from uncontrolled param etersa�ecting thetransverse

direction. Recom bining the data from Ref.[1],we can

infer the (a�ne) aeolian and subm arine height{length

(H {L)relationsthatsuggesta considerably largerscale

factor than estim ated in [1]. O ur best estim ate for the

latterishoweverobtained from analysing data [1,4]for

the dune m igration speed V asfollows.

(ii) The (trivial)factthatfora barchan dune,which

looses practically no sand over its crest, V is propor-

tionalto the ux qc overthe crestdivided by itsheight,

is the origin ofthe popular relation V / H � 1 adopted

in Ref.[1].Notehoweverthatthelatterwould only hold

forsize{independentqc,i.e.in thecaseofscale{invariant

dune shape,inconsistentwith the observation ofbroken

scale invariance crucially underlying the sim ilarity hy-

pothesis by Hersen et al. Yet, one can show on quite

generalgrounds[3]that(essentially)V / L� 1,L being

thetotallength ofeithersm ooth heapsorbarchan dunes.

Fig.1dem onstratesthatthis(butnotV / H � 1)iscom -

patiblewith both aeolian and subm arinedata.To super-

im pose the data,lengthshad to be rescaled by 6:2� 103

(in line with our recom bined H � L relations) instead

ofthe 1:7� 103 suggested in [1],and tim es by 2:3� 106.

Assum ing �‘air
s

� 0:8 m [3]forthe ux{weighted average

of‘s [5]thisim plies
�‘water
s

� 0:13m m equalto the grain

diam eter,asnaturally expected for directuid entrain-
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FIG .1:Subm arine(black [1])and aeolian (gray [4];rescaled)

m igration speed data com pared to H
� 1

(dotted [1])failing for

sm alldunes,and L
� 1

(solid [3])com patible with the data.

m ent. In conclusion,we agree with Ref.[1]that there

is an intriguing sim ilarity between subm arine and aeo-

lian dunes,buton som ewhatdi�erentgrounds.Further

quantitative con�rm ation ofthis sim ilarity by data for

sm allsubm arine dunes,backing the highest subm arine

data pointin Fig.1,would be desirable.
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[5]W hile the average saltation length,the scale ldrag intro-

duced in Ref.[1],and �‘s areallproportionalto each other

on dim ensionalgrounds,their absolute values are gener-

ally stronlgy diverse due to distinctly di�erentdependen-

cies on the wind speed [3],which prohibits their identi�-

cation even fororder{of{m agnitude estim ates.
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