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Summ ary.

W e present results for the 1 din ensional stochastically forced Burgers
equation when the spatial range of the forcing varies. A s the range of forc—
Ing moves from an all scales to large scales, the systam goes from a chaotic,
structureless state to a structured state dom inated by shocks. This transi-
tion takes place through an interm ediate region where the system exhibits
rich m ulifractal behavior. This ism ainly the region of interest to us. W e
only m ention in passing the hydrodynam ic lin it of forcing con ned to large
scales, where m uch work has taken place since that of P o]yakov[;l:].

In order to m ake the general fram ew ork clear, we give an Introduction to
aspects of isotropic, hom ogeneous turbulence, a description of K oln ogorov
scaling, and, w ith the help of a sin ple m odel, an introduction to the lan—
guage of m ultifractality which is used to discuss intemm ittency corrections
to scaling.

W e continue w ith a general discussion of the Burgers equation and forc—
Ing, and som e aspects of three dim ensional turbulence where —because of
them athem aticalanalogy betw een equations derived from theN avier-Stokes
and Burgers equations —one can gain insight from the study of the sim pler
stochastic Burgers equation. T hese aspects concem the connection of dissi-
pation rate intermm ittency exponents w ith those characterizing the structure
functions of the velocity eld, and the dynam ical behavior, characterized
by di erent tin e constants, of velocity structure fiinctions. W e also show
how the exponents characterizing the m ultifractalbehavior of velocity struc—
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ture functions in the above m entioned transition region can e ectively be
calculated In the case of the stochastic Burgers equation.
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I. Introduction.

W e study som e aspects of statistically stationary, hom ogeneous and
isotropic fully developed turbulence. T his is the typical fram ew ork in which
such studies are done. T he quantities of interest are the equal tin e spatial
correlations of the velocity eld u (x;t), the socalled structure functions.
T he longiudinal structure functions, which are the ones usually discussed,
are de ned by

Sp) =< [e+ =zt ueE;t))n> @

w heren istheunit vector in the direction . Som e com ponents ofthe velociy
eld di erence can be projcted onto the direction transverse to 1, and thus

there are other correlations ofp  th order, which Involve longitudinal and

an (even) num ber of transverse proctions.

T he velocity satis es the Incom pressible N avier-Stokes equation

Quu+ uffu= £fp+ 4u+ £ )

w ith
Fm=0 3)

Here p is the pressure divided by the constant m assdensity, the kinem atic
viscosity. W e have added £ = £ (%;t), an extemal stochastic force which
acts on large scales, and m aintains a turbulent steady state. T he average in
(1) then inclides aswell an average over tin e.

In the usualpicture of turbulence (see I.1.), when the distance r= Fjin (1)
is an all com pared to large scales L of the order ofthe system size, and large
com pared to the scales w here dissipation takes place, the structure functions
are expected to behave as

Sp)  (@=L)* @)

An in portant aspect of solving the problem of statistical isotropic, hom oge—
neous turbulnce is deriving the values of the exponents , n (4) from the
N avier-Stokes equation. T his has not been done exoept for 3, the value of
which is xed by the Von K amm an-H ow arth 1e]at]'on':[2]. Tt tums out how —
ever that the experim entally m easured ,'s (up to p = 10 or so) are not
too di erent from their scaling values as they arise In the picture of fully
developed turbulence proposed by K olm ogorov. This is the reason a large
num ber of phenom enological m odels exist, which by breaking scale invari
ance slightly, give In proved ts to the data. The usual language In which
to express deviations from scaling is that ofm ultiscaling or m ultifractality.



W e will therefore discuss rst in this introductory section K oln ogorov
scaling, then a sinpl m odel, which allows one to Introduce non-scaling
elem ents, and provides a sin ple introduction to the lJanguage ofm ultiscaling
which we present next. A general reference for these sub gcts is the book of
Frisch [3].

In the second section we discuss the stochastic Burgers equation, is
shodk structure and the associated extrem e m ultifractality, and its behav—
Jor when the spatial range of the random forcing varies from sn allto large
scales. In section ITT we take up the point about statistical aspects of the
stochastic Burgers equation and their connection w ith three din ensional,
foroed, isotropic and hom ogeneous turbulence. F irst we show how the prob—
len of multifractality can be solved for the stochastic Burgers equation.
Then we discuss the relation between intemm ittency in the energy dissipa-—
tion to intermm ittency in the velocity eld, and end up by m aking a num ber
of observations concerning the dynam ical behavior of structure functions.
G eneral ram arks about Intemm ittency in fully developed turbulence and for
the stochastic Burgers equation arem ade In section 1V .

T his report isbased on a num berofresultsorpointsm ade in referencesl,

8, 6,1, 8.
I.1. K olm ogorov scaling.

The picture is that of an energy cascade from the large scale L where
the energy is put Into the system , to the dissppation scale where it is
disspated. On intem ediate scales r L, which m ake up the so—
called inertial range, the only quantity which m atters is , the m ean energy
dissipation rate per unitm ass, considered to be independent of scale. has
the din ension of velocity squared divided by tin e, or velocity cubed divided

by distance.
T he dissipation scale can only depend on and , and thus fordin en—
1 3
sional reasons (3=)2 (1=Re} L, where after replacing in tem s of

a characteristic velocity U and the large scal L, we are abl to introduce
the Reynolds numberRe = UL= . In the lim it of sn all viscosity or large
Reynolds num ber there is thus a de nite separation of scalesbetween and
L.

In the inertial region, din ensions are determ ned by alone, and therefore
one predicts on dim ensionalgrounds, that Sy, (r) which has the dim ension of
velocity to thep  th power behaves as
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This is K olom ogorov scaling. T he scaling values of the exponents in (4) are
then
p= p=3 (6)

Thisgives , = 2=3, which by Fourier transform is equivalent to the exper-
In entally cbserved  5=3 behavior of the energy spectrum , namely E (k) =
k2 < u@®)n( k) > ik 3. One also cbtains 5 = 1, which is the value

xed by the Von K am an-H owarth relation. T he other general resu]t';lB] is
that , isa convex function of p. M easurem ents of the structure functions
show [jﬂ] how ever that K oln ogorov scaling does not hold: the m easured ’s
forp > 3 lie below the scaling values. For instance ¢ = 1:80 005 rather
than the scaling value of 2, obtained from (6). Thise ect is called interm it
tency or mulifractality, and can be related heuristically to the non-space

lling property of the eddies which m ake up the energy cascade, and there—
fore to their fractaldin ension. A sin ple m odelw ill serve to illustrate these
points.

I2.A simple m odel.

Am ongm odelswhich descrbe the energy cascade, the socalled -m odel
f[0] is instructive. Im agie, as the energy cascades down to sm aller scales
from the large scale L, thatat scalesr= "L in the nertial range, the eddies
at this scale, which them selves have a typicalsize ofr, occupy only a fraction

of the available space, such that p. = o, where p, can be interpreted as
the probability of nding an eddy of size r at scale r. E lin nating the
"generation" num ber n between the expressions for r and p,, on nds

pr= (r=L)> P (7)

where3 D = In =h . Ifthe eddies are space ling, then = 1, and
therefore D = 3. T he value of 3 corresponds to the fact that we pretend our
discussion is for eddies in 3 din ensions. T he argum ent itself is clearly inde—
pendent of space din ension. O ne now interpretsD as the fractaldin ension
of the space on which the eddies exist, assum ing that D is an aller than 3.

W hat are the structure finctions in thism odel?

T he typical energy of an eddy of size r s E , \gzpr, and therefore
the average energy dissipation rate (perunim ass) at scale r, w ith a typical
tmescalet, = r= vy, is

Vr 3D 1 @®)




Here v, isthevelocity variation across the eddy. T hevalie of , is indepen-
dent of r ifhom ogeneity holds (existence of an inertial scak), and therefore
one has for the velociy

_ 1 =
v (L)P(@=1)5 G P)=3 )
from which follow s for the structure fiinction
Spr)=< wP>= vPp, (LFP7(=L)P7+E P& P (10)

One thus nds for the exponents , of the structure functions, a convex
function ofp, nam ely

p=pP=3+ 3 D)@ p=3) 11)

which satis es the condition (Von K am an-H owarth relation) 3 = 1. The
scaling violating part n , isgivenby 3 D)@ p=3). For instance ¢ =
2 (@3 D),which,by com parison w ith the experimnentalresult ¢ = 2 02,
Jleads to a fractaldim ension D = 2:8. Note that the velocity variation at r
( vy £) is itself characterized by an exponent h = 1=3 3 D )=3. For
D = 3,when theeddies 1llallspace at any inertial scale, one hasthe scaling
K oln ogorov) result h = 1=3 and = p=3.

In the sin ple m odel we have considered, the structure functions and
the variations of the velocity eld are characterized by a single h and D .
However here, as opposed to the K olm ogorov scaling behavior, the eddies
are not space lling, but are characterized by a fractaldin ension D .

Sin ple fractalm odels such as the one we have described are not believed
to give the whole picture required to describe fully developed turbulence.
E xperin ental data suggest that , dependsnon Inearly on p in contrast to
equation (11). It is be]jeved-g] that one needs to consider a m ore general
picture, wih a range of possble h’s and of corresponding fractal dim en—
sions D () (see section IV.). This picture, or the lJanguage In which i is
form ulated, is that of m ultifractality, which we discuss next.

I.3. The language ofm ultifractality.

Assum e now that h can take values in an interval (y in;hmax), and
that to each h there corresponds a set in three dim ensional space of fractal
din ension D (h), In such a way that across any distance r ( r belongs to the
Inertial range) in the viciniy of that set, one has

vy (@=L} 12)



and
pr @=Ly P ® (13)

w here p, is the probability for being w thin a distance of the set of fractal
dinension D (), and v, isthe velocity variation. A s a consequence one has
the ollow ing expression for S;, (r) for a given set w ith scaling din ension h

Spl) < wP> (@=LP"riIPe (14)

A 11h can contribute to the right-hand side, but since r=L 1, thedom inant
exponent , is given by

p= mhinfph+ 3 D () (15)

This exponent  is the dom inant one in the expression of the structure
factors (cf. equation 4)).
Rem arks:
—the scaling result correspondsto h = 1=3 and D (1=3) = 3.
—the argum ent isthe sam e in 1 or 2 dim ensionsw ith the replacam ent of the
number3in 3 D () by respectively 1 and 2.
—the quantity 3 D (h) is positive or zero, since D (h) cannot exceed the
din ension of the embedding space. It is generally assum ed that hy in 0.
In the case of the Burgers equation where exponents can be calculated, we
nd (cf. section IIT1.) that the h'’s corresponding to higher order structure
finctions reach the value 0 when the stochastic forcing has m oved to suf-
ciently lJarge scales, and stay at the value 0 when the scale of the forcing
Increases further.

II. T he stochastic Burgers equation.

This isa 1 din ensional version of the N avier-Stokes equation, a version
w ithout incom pressbility and pressure, which describes the evolution ofthe
ocom pressble eld u (x;t), by

Qu Q%u
Qu+u—= —+f 16
¢ @x @x? e)

where £ = f (x;t) is a stochastic forcing.

W e w ill discuss later the forcing and its in uence on the dynam ics of
the eld. For the m om ent, we will gnore i, and summ arize som e resuls
conceming the plain Burgers equation E_l-l.']



II.l1. Shock structure and extrem e m ultifractality.

Tfone starts from an initialsinusoidalvelocity pro l oflargewavelength,
then underthe n uence of the nonlinear term in the equation, the shusoid
will for su ciently am all viscosity, stespen into a serdes of shocks. A fter
som e tin e the shocks w ill fade aw ay, their energy being dissipated by the
visoous temm . This visoous term plays a role m ainly at the position of the
shocks, where it is counterbalanced by the nonlinear tem . T he equality of
these two tem s leads to

=4 u: @7)

where 4 u isthe velocity jum p across the shock, and isthe shock thickness.
T here are thustw o scaleshere: a lJarge scale L corresponding to som e average
distance between shocks, and a dissipation scale , very much gn aller
than L when goes to zero. D istances away from both extrem esm ake up

the Inertial range.

In tem s of m ultifractal lJanguage, the Burgers equation ( one averages,
inthelmi ! 0, over an ensamble of initial states, or considers stochas—
tic forcing on large scales) show s extrem e m ultifractality, a situation called
bifractality in the ]jteratureB]. T he behavior of u is essentially linear be-
tween shocks (u x), and thus here h = 1;D (1) = 1. At the shocks
them selves h = 0;D (0) = 0, since the shocks are discontinuities of the ve—
locity eld occurring at a point (in the ! 0 lm it). T he velociy variation
across the shock is lndependent of distance, and the probability of being
w ithin a distance r is linear In r (cf. equations (12) and (13) for the case of
1 din ension).

T here are thus two possibl values for the exponentph+ 1 D () (cf. sec—
tion I.3.), nam ely p or 1, and therefore the dom inant exponent , (equation

(15)) characterizing the behavior of the structure functions in the inertial
scale, is such that

p=1 p 1 (18)

This is an extrem e case of m ultifractality ( all exponents have the sam e
valie for integer p greater than 1), very much di erent from the case of
three din ensional hom ogeneous, isotropic turbulence where the experim en—
tally determ ined exponents rem ain relatively close to the scaling ones, which
Increase linearly with p (see equation (6)).

H owever —as we have discovered —there is a whole range of m ultifractal
behavior as the spatialextent of the stochastic force In the Burgers equation
varies, and the situation ismuch m ore Interesting.



II.2. Stochastic forcing.

For the stochastic forcing In (16) we take a G aussian, such that in k
space
< fk;t)>=0

< EFRDEKGD) >=2D0%F x; k0 € D (19)

The exponent detem ines over which scales the forcing acts. For > 0
it acts e ectively on amn all scaks, whereas as  becom es negative, larger
and larger scalesm atter. T he lim it relevant to forcing in three dim ensional
turbulence is that of lJarge scales, of the order of the system size L.

The range of valuesof goes from = 2, which corresponds to them al

noise, to = 3=2. For values an aller than the latter, the statistics of the
velocity eld isindependent of ,unchanged from itsbehaviorat =  3=2.
At = 3=2 the system behaves as the steady state of the plain Burgers

equation: it exhibits the extram e m ultifractal behavior discussed in II1.,

characteristic of a shock dom nated velocity eld. For > 0 however, the
presence of noise on amn all scales prevents the shocks from developing, and

therefore the behavior appears chaotic, ie. random and structureless. T hus
as moves from positive to lJarge negative values, the velocity eld goes from

a chaotic to a shock dom inated state, through an Interm ediate region {_1-_2]

( 3F=2< < 0), where or 1< < 0 it displays com plx dynam ics of
appearing, Interacting and disappearing shocks. This region is one of rich

m ultifractal behavior, and is the principal ob Fct of our study. It is through

this region that one approaches the hydrodynam ic lin it of lJarge scale forcing

from a purely chaotic state.

To be com plkte, we m ention that for positive values of one can use a
renom alization group approach. As soon as beocom es negative, all sorts
of non-linear termm s becom e I portant in the equations, and the perturba—
tive renom alization group approach breaks down. T his approach has been
usually apinBdt_l-fz] to the equivalent KPZ (K ardarP aristZhang) equation
for uctuationsofan interface height h (x;t), related touby u= @h.W ih
a noise of the form oconsidered, the renom alization group has also been
applied to the N avier-Stokes equation E.-ﬂi]

For positive , close to zero, the scaling analysis leads to the follow Ing
result for the exponents z and ,, which appear in the scaling form assum ed
Prs,r; )=< UK+ Kt+ ) uE;HF >,namely S, (r; )= r2g( =r?):

z+ ,=2=1 20)



and
5 z= 1 (21)

The st relation is a consequence of G aliltan invariance, the second of the
fact that the coe cient D ¢ of noise uctuations is not rescaled because of
the non-analytic form of the noise. One obtains from (20) and 1) that
2= 2=3andz= 1+ =3.
W e will from now on consider the region of negative , which is so to
speak the gateway to hydrodynam ic behavior.

IITI. Three dim ensional turbulence and the stochastic B urgers
equation.

W e believe that because of the m athem atical sim ilarity of the N avier-
Stokes equation w ith forcing, and the stochastic B urgers equation, the latter
can be usaed as a key to the understanding of a number of issues in the
statistical behavior of isotropic, hom ogeneous turbulence. In the work we
have been dojng[-f!, :7_3, -'_6, :j, :5], we highlight this sim ilarity on a number of
occasions, In di erent situations. To give a sin ple exam pl here, we com pare
the Von K am an-H ow arth relation for S3 for both equations.

For the N avierStokes equation w ith forcing £, this relation takes the
llow ing form for the (equal time) 3rd order structure function Sz =<
(1 w)?@iy 1wy) >,where"1" refersto the point x+ z, "2" to the point
%, and "' denotes the Fth com ponent ofu

1

E@er3j )= 4 S;() 2< >+ < @ wp):(fy £)> (22)
where S, (r) =< (41 @)2 >, whilke for the stochastic Burgers equation,
< (u; w)®>, i reads

gdS3(r)=dr= d’°S,=dr* 2< >+< @@ wE B> 23)
T he structural sin ilarity of the two equations is clear.

O ne can derive the above two Von K am an-H ow arth relations in a straight-
forward way from the gpace and tin e dependent S,, using the hom ogeneity
In tin e ofexpectation values. M ore precisely, onew ritesthat @S, (r; )=@t; +
@S, (r; )=@t, = 0, wherer= x1 %; =1t %.Thisderivation highlights
the fact, which we have severaltin espointed out in ourwork, that it is often
useful for deriving equal tin e correlations to pass through tim e dependent
calculations. M any identities can be obtained thisway.

10



The two equations (22) and (23) are very sin ilar. The 3 din ensional re—
sul contains K olm ogorov’s "4/5th" law for the longitudinal structure func-
tion. In both cases < > represents the energy dissipation rate. Since r
belongs to the nertial scale the term muliplied by is negligble in both
equations in the zero viscosity lm it. The noise dependent term can be
evaliated in the equal tine lin i with the help of the Novikov-D onsker
form alism i_l-S] W hen the noise is cuto at large scales (the hydrodynam ic
lin it) this term Jeads to a subdom inant correction of order (r=L)%. W e will
discuss later, for the stochastic B urgers equation, the general case w hen the
noise ranges over an all scales as well

T hough this com parison of the Von K am an-H ow arth relations is based
on a sin ple case, we have found that the sam e sin ilarity term by tem , w ith
an cbvious digplay of the 3 dim ensional space indices, holds for any other
equation we have derived involving velocity or dissipation rate correlations,
w ith the exclusion of course of termm s nvolving pressure.

W e w ill discuss in the ollow ing three m ain points:

(1) 1st, we are going to face for the stochastic Burgers equation the
problem of turbulence, nam ely calculate, for snall p, In the mulifractal
region ( 1< < 0) theexponents , characterizing the statistical behavior
of velocity structure functions,

(i) second, we are going to give the general equation satis ed by the
equal tim e correlation of the dissipation rate, and connect its interm ittent
behavior, which exhibis a hierarchy of exponents, to the Interm itent be—
havior of the velocity structure functions,

(i) third, we investigate the dynam ics ofthe second order structure func-
tion, and show how —even In the absence gf any average ow —$ satis esa
wave equation w ith characteristic velocity < u? > . T hese dynam ic consid—
erations enable us to disentangle, In our Eulerian fram ew ork, the Intrinsic
dynam ical and the kinetic, ballistic characteristic tin es w hich describe the
tin e evolution of ow structures.

IITI.1. M ultifractal exponents.

W e are Interested in the region where 1 < < 0. Here also exists
the possibility of scaling behavior, n the sam e way as there is K olm ogorov
scaling for three dim ensional turbulence, where the dim ension of< > or
equivalently D o, determm ines the dependence on distance of the Sy’s In the
Inertial range. O ne thus has

Sp)  Do=L)*r P73 (24)
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which correspondsto = p =3andh= =3. This is the value ofh in
the scaling regim e. Notice that at = 1 the exponents are the sam e-'_[l-_éi]
as those of K oIm ogorov scaling, equation (6).)

T his scaling regim e is however dom inant only in the region of nega-
tive close to zero, and gives way to m ultifractalbehavior as goes towards

1. W e are going to study thisbehavior directly on equations for the struc-

ture functions derived from the stochastic Burgers equation. W e proceed
system atically discussing rst § and S3, and then S4;Ss and general Sy,

(d) S, and S3.

O ne cannot derive directly from the stochastic Burgers ( or from the
N avier-Stokes equation in three din ensions) a closed equation for the equal
tin e structure function S,. W e therefore check num erically that S, (r) be-
haves in the follow ing way

Sp) (@=L)?73 (25)

forall 3=2< < 0. Precise num erical results, and therefore a precise
value ofthe exponent, can be obtained from evaluating the energy spectrum
E k) k3?2 73), relted to S, by Fourier transfom , rather than from
S, itself (Figure 1). Sy (r) thus scaks, In the sense that , = 2 =3 has is
scaling value (cf. equation (24)).

-1

2+

log,o E(k)
N
T

log, k

Figure 1: Graph of ogE (k) as a function of logk, where the energy spec—
trum s E (k) *xj1*2 =3, or = 08. The straight line for snall k,
drawn for com parison, hasa slope of 153, which isthevalieof 1+ 2 =3
at the given

Asto S3(r), it is detem ined from the Von K am an-H owarth relation,
equation (23). In this equation the noise temm takes In the equaltin e 1m it
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N ovikov-D onsker form alism @E_'»]) the form

X
< @ w @ £)>=201=L% Dokj @ coskr) 26)
k

T he tem proportjor%)alto "I"in (1 coskr) cancels the 2 in equation
(23) because (1=L7?) xDoXkJ is the total rate of energy input. O ne thus
obtains from equation 3) (in the ! 0 lim i)
1 5 X
%dS3=dr= 2 (1=LF) D gkj coskr 27)
k
The "coskr" tem Jleads by rescaling to the follow ing result
S3(r) r (28)

for 1< < 0, n the case where the noise doesnot have a cut-o  at scales
oforderL. (At = 1 there is an additional logarithm , Ss rlogr.)

T he exponents characterizing the inertial range behavior of S, and S3
have therefore their scaling values throughout thedomain 1< < 0.For
S, the result isbased on sin ulations, for S3 the expression of the exponent
is obtained from the Von K am an-H owarth relation.

(i) S4;Ss and general S,.

Forp 4 scaling no Ionger holds through theentire 1< < 0 range.
T he ollow Ing are the equationswe obtain from the stochastic Burgers equa—
tion after isolating the term swhich in the inertial range go to zero when the
viscosity does, and sin plifying the noise tem s

1 2
2884 (r)=dr = = d’Ss=dr’* 2< (1+ )W w)> 29)
1ds()—d L 42s,=ar? lxDj{' kr) < ( )2 >
— r)=ar = — = — QoS (K u
20 5 12 4 57,2 ) 0X]J 1 U
1 2
E[< (1+ 201 w)>
< (1+ )>< @ w?>] (30)
X
dSp, (r)=dr 73 Do¥jooskn < i wP 7>
k
+im< (14 ) wP P> (31)
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T he right-hand sides of equations (29) and (30) contain term s (not w ritten
for equation (31)) which go to zero In the am all viscosity lim i, a noise
dependent term and a dissipation rate dependent term . T he noise term has
the general form

X 3 dSs (r)

. P
) Dokjooskr)< @ ) i

Sp 3 () (32)

since dSs3 (r)=dr F x D 0XkJ coskr (cf. equation (27))

T herefore scaling behavior in S, is present, whether dom inant or sub-
dom inant, w henever there is scaling behavior in S, 3. T hus the presence of
a scaling term in S,;S3 and S guarantees the presence of one In any Sy, for
P 4. W e have already pointed out that both S and S3 scale through the
domain 1< < 0.The case ofS, is trickier because of the absence of an
explicit noise term in equation (29). W e discuss it below . First we tum to
extracting the m ulifractal behavior of S4 and higher order structure func-
tions. T his behavior becom es relevant when the associated exponents are
an aller than the scaling ones, and therefore the corresponding non-scaling
term dom nates over the scaling one, sinoe r=L 1.

W e rstnotethat n k-spaceboth & and S, depend on < u ky)u ky)u ks) >
;ki+ ky+ ks = 0,the rstonethrough itsde nition, the second one through
the dependenttem in (29). W e thusm ake the follow Ing general ansatz

it kej?ksj?®

Im < uky)uk)uks) > + perm utations (33)
Ky Koks

T he constraint that Sz (r) r (cf. equation 28)) lradsto 1+ 2+ 3=
1+ .Wecan show that the lowest exponent is obtained when = 5=
3= =3= (1+ )=3.Putting the ansatz into the 2nd tem of (29) ladsto
Zq

Kok3 ]
dS 4=dr d dklcﬂ<2dk3sjn(klr)M

i (ki + ko + k3)
1 <]

(34)
Perform ing the k integrals w ith a cuto and then integrating over , w ih
0< 1< 1, onecbtains

ds,=dr =) *1=)r * (35)

and thus,with 1= ,= 3,



Tt is in portant to note here that the non-scaling behavior arises from
the term In the equation which Involves . The expression for S, contains
two resuls:

(d) the factthat in thelmit ! 0O,

1+ 21+ )=3 (37)

w hereas In the scaling lim it 1 =3, By writihg that at the dissipation
scale , the characteristic eddy tine t =8 is of order of the dissipation

tme 2= ,one nds ¥y 0 ne thus has a new dissipation scale In Sg4,
1

nam ely 1+hy | Thisdissjpation scale dependson the correspondingm ul-
tifractal exponent hy = 2(1+ )=3. For the dom inant term thism ulifractal

exponent has to be construed as the one which m Inim izes , (cf. (15)).

(i1) second it gives the non-scaling exponent 4 = (2 )=3, which being

an aller than the scaling exponent 4= 4 =3nntheregion 1< < 2=3,
dom inates over the scaling term In this region.

W e now have to get back to the question how scaling behavior arises
In S4. One can show that it arises through the dS,=dr contrbution in
S3 present In the Von Kam an-Howarth relation (cf. equation (23)). Ikt
correspondsto 1+ o2+ 3= 2+ 2 =3 in the ansatz for S3 (see above) w ith
however 16 ,= 3.

One can now proceed along the sam e linesto nd the behavior of S (v),
taking as a starting point an ansatz sin ilar to the one used for S4, but now
or < uki)uk)u ks)uky) >;k; + ko + ks + kg = 0. There are now four

’s, the sum of which is constrained by the known behavior of S, In two
di erent regions 1< < 2=3and 2=3< < 0.W eknow already that
In S5 because of the presence In equation (30) of the noise tem , a scaling
contribution will be present. The question that is to be settled through
m aking the ansatz on the 4-point fiinction, is whether there are regions in
which the scaling temm is subdom inant, as happens for S,. The answer is
yes, and one nds that there are three di erent regions:

@@ 1=2< < 0, where scaling behavior dom inates, and thus 5= 5 =3,
(1) 2=3< < 1=2, where §& does not scale, s = (3 4 )=6, and this
exponent is an aller than the scaling one and therefore the corresponding
tem dom nates in Ss (r),

(3d) 1< < 2=3, where § has still another m ulifractal exponent,

s= (5 )=6, w hich gives the dom Inant behavior In this region of . The
three exponents connect am oothly at the end points ofeach interval. In each
Intervalall three term s are present, but the term w ith the an allest exponent
dom inates. The rst four ,’s are shown EG] in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Exponents ,; 3; gand svs. ,for 2< < 0. The Iowest
curve is that of ,, the others above it are n order 3; 45 5.

T he follow ing general scenario em erges from these results: asp increases,
sinple scaling with , = p =3 occurs over a progressively dim inishing
range of values for close to zero (and negative). O ver m ost of the consid-
ered dom ain therefore, m ultiscaling occurs as soon as p 4, wih the ,'s
continuous and piecew ise linear, the num ber of linear segm ents Increasing
as p gets arger. As ! 1 allthe ’'s for p 3 go towards 1. This
extrem e m ultifractal regin e is a m anifestation ofthe increasingly in portant
role played by shocks as the noise acts on larger and larger scales.

Several rem arks are in order here:

(1) if one extracts a fractal scaling exponent for velocity variations from
the calculations, aswe have done above for S, (equations (12) and (37)), one

ndsadi erentvalie forh in each ofthe three regionsof ,wheredi erent

5’s dom Inate, nam ely hs = =3 for 1=2< < 0, = 1=2+ 2 =3 for
2=3 < < 1=2,and iy = 1+ )=6 or 1< < 2=3. Thush is
continuous and piecew ise linear, and goes to zero as ! 1, which is a

re ection of the increasing dom Inance of shocks. The sam e is true for all
hy'swith p 4.

(i) one can also calculate continuous and piecew ise linear fractaldim en—
sionsD (hp) w ith the help ofequation (15), assum ing that the corresponding
hy, m Inin izes the right hand side, and using the values ofhy and , which
result from the "ansatz" calculation. One nds that all fractal din ensions
tend towards zero as ! 1, which again is consistent w ith the dom inance
of shock structure.

(i) we cannot show In general that our calculation based on an ansatz
In k-space, and the assum ption of the equality of ’s In S5 (cf. equations
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(33) and (34)) lads to the "true" dom inant behavior In each dom ain. It is
possible that our continuous, piecew ise Iinear ,'s, are only an approxin ation
to the "true" function ().

IIT.2. D issipation rate correlation and interm ittency.

By studying the fiillequation satis ed by the dissipation rate correlation

2

< K+ r) x)> < > (=L) (38)

we are able to nd expressions for the intermm ittency exponent 1In tem s
of static and dynam ic exponents of velocity eld correlhtions. Here (x) =
(@u=@x)? fr the Burgers equation and (x) = 3 @uj + @yu;)® Pr the
N avier-Stokes equation are the local dissipation rates. In our previous dis—
cussion, we have taken the energy dissipation rate to be a constant, and
this is all that is required to obtain K oln ogorov scaling of the structure
functions. In this section (%) is considered to be a uctuating quantity
which has non trivial correlations, as experin ent shows. One still has

< () >= = oconstantbecause of hom ogeneity.
The follow Ing two relations have been proposed for the intem ittency

exponent

1= 2 6 39)

2= 23 4 (40)

The rstone, them ost discussed, because experim entally the value of ¢
18 agrees with that of O:25£l-_8], is essentially obtained by a scaling
argum ent, which uses the dinension of , namely V3=L, to st < (& +
r) ®)> SE=r" @=L)° °.

T he advantage of our approach lies in the fact that relations between
and structure function exponents , are derived directly, and sin ultaneously,
from theequation satis ed by the dissipation rate correlation. T hisequation
can be derived from the stochastic Burgers or the N avier-Stokes equation by
considering correlations In both space r and tine , and then passing to the

! 0 Iim i. In this lim it the noise term can be expressed using the N ovikov—
D onsker form alisn [[5]. One ndsi thisway,with 1 = &+ 5it+ ); o=
x;t)

< 12> = Z@ < (1 2 wiP> g@r< (1+ 20w w’>

1
Z@r< L w)?(u 1up) > +Z@§< (1+ 2)a1 w
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1
+§< i  w)(2f; 1£2) >

The 3rd tetmm on the right-hand side ensures G alilkan invariance together
wih the rsttem (the kft-hand side is G alilan invariant). T he viscosity
dependent termm , which is connected to <:13S5=d1:3 (cf. equation (30)), goes
to zero for nertial r in the zero viscosity lim it.

In order to show again the m athem atical sin ilarity of expressions de—
rived from the Burgers and N avier-Stokes equations, we show the equivalent
expression in three din ensions derived from equation (2):

2

> =@y < (1+ 2)y wy) @

1
< > = — <
12 4@ (1 2)@1  w®) 2

+ Z@rj < @1 w)¥(1uy 2u2y)

(41)

2 2
+ Z@rj < (1+ 2001 w®m)>+ E@ri@rj < qupiupyt purjurg >

E@ri < Ui w2+ 1P2) >
1
+ 2 < @i wi)(2f1s  1f2:) >

Apart from the pressure term and a m ore com plicated viscosity term due to
the di erence in structure ofthede niionsof in the Burgersand Navier-
Stokes case (see the beginning ofthis section), the tw o equations correspond
to each other term by term , w ith an obvious generalization of space indices
when going from one to three din ensions.

Now goingback to equation (31) wih p= 6, one seesthat the expression
< (1+ )@ w)?>,whih occursin (41), isprecisely the term i dSg=dr
whic, as argued in section ITT.1. lads to Intem ittency. T herefore from
(41), < 12 > (In the ' 0 Ilim i) contains the intemm ittent behavior
(r=L) ',wih

1= 2 6 43)
as given In equation (39).

Astothe rsttem on the right hand side of (41), one can shoWE[B] that
the expression < (7 ) w)? > appears n @S,=@ , where i is the
only one Involving the dissipation rate, and therefore leads to Interm ittency.
T here is thus a contrbution here to the intem ittent behavior of< 1 5 >
of exponent

2= Zap 4 (44)

where z4,, characterizes the behavior of the second order partial derivative
of Sy ntime, n the Iimit ! 0. The orignh of , is thus dynam ical. If
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sin ple scaling in tim e holds, then zy» = 2z, wherez= 1 h, wih thevalue
of h equal to is scaling value. z here is the dynam ical exponent, not the
"frozen turbulence" exponent of value 1, which characterizes the advection
of an all structures by large ones. O ur preceding resul and rem arks apply
as well to N avierStokes turbulence. In this latter case z = 2=3, which is
num erically equalto ,; We are going to show in IIL.3. that this resukt is
general and exact). Substituting , for z (recall that in the scaling lm it
Z4p = 2z) In (44) leads to the result given In equation (40), which thus
appears as a static approxim ation to what our derivation show s to be the
dynam ical intermm ittency exponent given by equation (44).

For the Burgers equation the two interm ittency exponents of equations
(43) and (44) are the two m ain ones. For the N avier-Stokes equation we can
only assert that these sam e two occur as well, because our discussion does
not take into account the pressure term in equation (42).

IIT.3. D ynam ic behavior.

E xcept for the discussion of , In the preceding section, our concem up
to now has been w ih the equal tin e structure functions. W e now address
the problem of their dynam icalbehavior. W e are Interested in relationships
between dynam ic and static exponents, and also in shedding light on Taylor's
frozen turbulence hypothesis in the case when there isno average ow eld.
In particular we w ish to understand how it happens that the square root of
the m s uctuations of the velocity eld replaces the average velociy when
the latter is zero, thus allow ing ballistic behavior wih z= 1 (z isde ned
by 7). The ob gcts of our study are now the space and tin e dependent
structure functions

Spi )=< w1 wrF> (45)

whereu; = ux + r;t+ );uy = ux;t). The generalization to the three
din ensional case is straightforward.

W e w ill concentrate on S, . O ne can derive the follow Ing equation from
the stodhastic Burgers equation []]

1
@Sz =@ = 5@T3=@r+ <uf,> < wf;> 46)

w here
Ts( )= < @+ uw) w)?> @7)

which apart from additive constants is the sam e as < u?u, + ujus > . The
tem on the left-hand side and the 1rst temm on the right-hand side form a
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G alilean invariant pair. In the ! 0 Ilin i T3 does not contribute because
of sym m etry reasons. In this lim it there is a discontinuiy in the noise term
because < u;f, > contrbutes or > 0, and < uyf; > for < 0. One thus
has, using equations 23) and 27),
X 1
@S, (r; = 0")=@ = (1=L?) Dokjooskr= EdS3=dr (48)
k

A ssum Ing sin ple dynam ic scaling for the rst tin e derivative of S (in the
! 0 lim it), with ¥, equation (48) leads to the llow ing relation

2 z= 3 1 (49)

T his equation is the sam e as equation (1). However here it ollow s from
an exact equation, whereas before it was cbtained from a renom alisation
analysis. M oreover z here is precisely de ned as the exponent which char-
acterizes the behavior of the rst order partial derivative of $ in tine in
thelimi ! O.
Sihce 3 is known from the Von K am an-Howarth relation (equations

(22) or (23)), thisequation relates the tem poraland spatialexponentsw hich
characterize the behavior of the 2nd order velocity structure function. Since

3 has its scaling value set by the Von K am an-H ow arth relation, any scaling
violations In , has to be com pensated by an equalone in z. Introducing
the value of 3, one thus has in the case of the Burgers equation

2 z = 1 (50)
and in the case of N avier-Stokes
2 z=0 (51)

Thus , and z are not Independent, the know ledge of one determ ines the
other. This isthe 1rst constraint we have found for ,, for which none can
be found when one lin is one’s investigations to static quantities only. In
particular, In the N avierStokes case , = 2=3 = z, whereas In the Burgers
case one obtains z = 1+ =3. The latter resuls are consistent w ith the
sin ple K olm ogorov type scaling argum ent which entailsz= 1 h.

As ! 0whatm atters is clearly this dynam ical z, the one appropriate
for a G aliltan invariant situation. H owever as soon as departs from zero,
the ballistic behavior w ith z = 1 asserts itself. W e have checked this num er-
cally or S, (= 0; ) and Sy (x= 0; ), orwhich, ifdynam ical scaling holds
and forexam ple S, (r; ) = r 2g( =r”), tin e dependence is of the form 277,
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Figure 3: LogigSs (= 0; ) vs. logig fora) = 05 w ith a dashed line
ofslope 4=z= 2=3wihz= 1l,andb) = 1 where the dashed Iline has
a slope 0f 0.92 close to the num erically observed value of 4. The expected
slope is 4=z, and the num erical resuls allow s one to distinguish between
z= 1land z= 2=3,thevalueofz= 1+ =3 Por = 1.

and sin ilarly for S, . Num erically one is abl to distinguish f_i] satisfactorily
between the dynam ic and ballistic values of z F igure 3). One thus veri es
that as soon as is positive, ballistic behaviorwith z = 1 occurs.

T he question now arises n which way ballistic behavior em erges, and
w ih it the use of Taylor's frozen turbulence hypothesis, In the case when
there isno average ow, ie. < u(x;t)>= 0.

In reference 1] we have shown that if one di erentiates relative to
equation (46), one is lead to the Hllow ing equation

@S, )=@ ? =< u®> @%s,=Rr’ + ux (52)
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The term on the right-hand side is a result of the fact that
@T3=R /< u®> @S,=@r (53)

after use of the assum ption that In the ' 0 lm i the termm < (U1
u)? % + up?) > 2< ¥ > S,. The latter assum ption arises from the
observation already m ade by Tennekes _ﬁ-gi] that large scales eddies advect
nertial scale nform ation past an Eulerian observer. Here we show that
this assum ption is encapsulated in the fact that S, (r; ) satis esprecisely a
wave type equation of characteristic velocity given by the rmm s uctuations
of the velocity eld. One expects this behavior to occur over tim e scales
Jlarge com pared to the dissjpation tim e and an all com pared to the tumover
tin e of the lJarge scale structures in the systam . A detailed discussion ofthe
other term s occurring In the equation can be found In reference [_7] .

IV .Rem arks on interm ittency.

B efore em barking on these ram arks one should point out that the nature
of turbulence is di erent for the Burgers and N avierStokes equations: for
exam ple vortex stretching is believed to be an In portant ingredient In three
din ensional developed turbulence.

Interm ittency — the non-scaling behavior of the structure functions in
the inertial range — is a halln ark of three dim ensional turbulence. The
language of m ultifractality is a convenient way to describe it. W hat is the
origin of Interm ittency in the statisticalbehavior ofturbulence? The answer
is not clear, though Intermm ittency has been connected to the presence of
vortex Jlaments in the ow . In one experin en{:_-[_ZO], w here the size of the

lam ents is several tin es the dissipation scale, they are associated w ih
events In the velocity eld where the velocity derivative has large jum ps.
T his isof course what happensacross shodks, w hich play the role of coherent
structures in the one din ensional stochastic B urgers equation. H ere one has
a clear connection between interm ittency and the presence of shocks, though
we are unable to give a num ericalm easure of the num ber and sizes of shocks.
T ypically the velocity variation across a shock occurs on length scales ofthe
order ofthe dissipation scale. For negative close to zero, shodks are barely
apparent In the velocity pro J, and the structure functions show scaling
behavior. As approaches 1 the shocksplay a larger and larger role, and
Interm ittency, the di erence between the actual values of the ’s and their
scaling values, increases correspondingly (for p 4). At 3=2 the

22



shocks are present In fi1ll, dom inating the velocity pro Il, and intem ittency
isextram e: all y’sareequalto 1. There is thus an cbvious link between the
dynam ics of shocks —the an all scale coherent structures —and Interm ittency.

W e provide two other insights:

—we connect — not by a selfsim ilarity argum ent, but from the exact
equation —the values of the exponentsm easuring intem ittency in the energy
dissipation rate to those m easuring Intem ittency in the velocity structure
functions (see I1I2.),

—-we show that in the equations for the velocity structure functions the
termm s resgponsble for interm ittent behavior are those which contain the en—
ergy dissipation rate. Intemm ittent behavior at the nertial scak is thus a
consequence of dynam ics w hich occurs at dissipation scales (see ITT1.).

For the stochastic Burgers equation we are of course able to provide an
extra bonus: nam ely, w ith the help ofan ansatz, we are able to calculate from
the basic equations the low order structure function exponents as vardes.
Such a calculation rem ains the "holy grail" for statistical three din ensional
turbulence. 1]
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