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Velocity di erences in the direct enstrophy cascade of two-dim ensional turbulence are correlated
w ith the underlying ow topology. T he statistics of the transverse and longitudinal velocity di er—
ences are found to be govemed by di erent structures. T he w Ings of the transverse distrbbution are
dom inated by strong vortex centers, w hereas, the tails of the longitudinaldi erences are dom inated
by saddles. V iewed in the fram ew ork of earlier theoreticalwork this result suggests that the transfer
of enstrophy to am aller scales is accom plished in regions of the ow dom inated by saddles.

Two-dim ensional (2D) turbulence is a fascihating
problem wih relevance In areas as w ideranging as the
dynam ics ofenergy transfer in atm ospheric and geophys—
ical ows ﬂ,ﬂ] to the basic statisticalm echanics of inter-
acting vortices E, H, E]. T hree decades of theoretical and
num ericalw ork starting from the sem inalideasofK raich—
nan , ﬂ] and Batchelor E] have provided a picture of
2D turbulence based upon the scaling law s of abstract
statistical quantities. T his description rem ains strikingly
nocom plete. For exam ple, there is still no clear physical
understanding of the m echanian s by which energy and
enstrophy are transferred between di erent length scales
In a tubulent ow; nor is there a conclusive picture of
how the intense coherent structures that dom nate the
statistics are form ed and evolve.

T he challenge is to establish a connection between the
statistical m easures of turbulence and the physical dy—
nam icsoftheturbulent ow eld. Inthecurrentwork,we
dem onstrate that by considering correlations between lo—
cal ow topology E,@,,@,E] and velocity di erence
probability distributions @D F s) @, @, E, , , @]r
we can m ake this In portant connection. The wings of
the distribbutions of the transverse and longiudinal ve—
locity di erences are found to be associated with very
di erent structures: vortex centers and saddles, respec—
tively. A sa consequence, i w illtum out that the transfer
of enstrophy m ust be accom plished near saddle points.
T his transfer is the result ofa topologicalasym m etry in
the turbulent ow m anifest in the longiudinal velocity
di erence PDFs. Furthem ore, since the wings of the
Iongitudinalvelocity di erences are dom inated by strong
saddles, a com plete understanding of intem ittency In
2D must include a m otivation for the form ation of these
structures. T his powerfill technique can be extended to
other statistical quantities to infer correlations betw een

ow topology and turbulent dynam ics.

Local ow topology is characterized by the four rst—
order derivatives in the expansion of the vector velocity,
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T he detemm mnant of this Jacobian m atrix,

1
= det@t) = Z(!Z 2y; @)

represents a local balance between the vorticity and
strain rate. A continuum of structuralpossbilities exists
as the relative m agniude of these tem s is varied; from
a symm etric saddle when the strain rate dom inates; to a
linear shear region when the two are ofequalm agniude;
to an axisymm etric vortex center when the enstrophy
dom inates; see Fig. ﬂa—d. R ivera, W u, and Yeung E]
show ed that the probability distribution of the Jacobian
determm inant is non-analytic at = 0, since centers and
saddles are topologically distinct, and asym m etric, w ith
vortex centersbeing signi cantly m ore likely than saddles
of com parable strength; see F 9. Ea.

A statistical correlation between the local ow topol
ogy and the velocity di erences is constructed from data
obtained from a 2D owing soap In experim ent, the
con guration of which is described in Ref. @] with an
e ective inction scale of 2 an . The Jacobian determ i
nant at each location is calculated from the m atrix, mt,
averaged over a disk, ,w ih center halfway between the
two velocity m easurem ents and radiis, r , equalto r=2.
That is, ~= det(M ), where

M = R —: (3)

By perform ing the average in this manner a scale-
dependence of the quantity is m aintained, allow ing the
m ethod to probe di erent regions of the enstrophy cas-
cade. Here, however, we w illbe reporting results foronly
one separation, r= 04 an . T his average overthe sm aller
scales n the ow ispem issble in the enstrophy cascade
since enstrophy transfer through a given scale depends
%]y on larger scales and not on these sn aller structures
1.

There is som e sensitivity to ow inhom ogeneities in
this m easurem ent since we are averaging over a m acro—
soopic region of the ow. The inhom ogeneiy is char-
acterized by a 25% variation in the turbulence intensiy
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FIG .1: Fundam entaltopological structuresof2D incom press—
bl ow.The Jacobian detem inant, = (1=4)(!* %), i
(@) through (d) re ects a am ooth transition from a dom inant
strain rate, , to a dom inate vorticiy, ! .

across the 2.0 an wide m easurem ent area. This vari-
ation is due to the particular turbulent forcing m echa-
nisn used (@ pairofcom bsarranged in an inverted wedge
@]) . Nevertheless, over a 028 an w ide stripe down the
central region of the channel where we gather statistics
the turbulence Intensiy variesby less than 1% . Further,
a sin ple line average between the two points at which
the velocity jsmeasured| less a ected by cross-stream

Inhom ogenejty| produced the sam e resuls.

A rigorous connection between the abstract velocity
di erence statistics and the concrete ow topology is es—
tablished through multivariate probability distrbutions
of the form P (¥; wvj(r)), where i represents either the
transverse, T, or longiudinal com ponent, L, of the ve-
locity di erence. The form of these distrdbutions di ers
signi cantly between the longitudinal and transverse ve—
lociy Increm ents as a result of the di erent sym m etries
of the saddl and center; see F Qgs. E andE. Thewingsof
the longiudinal velocity di erence PDF are dom inated
by strong saddles, whereas, the w Ings of the transverse
velociy di erence are dom inated by strong centers. To
understand the reason for this distinction we exam ine
the distrdbbution of the velociy di erences about these
two rst-order structures In som e detail.

W e begin with an exam ination ofa saddle point. The
symm etry ofa saddle is such that the distrbbution ofthe
longitudinal and transverse velocity di erences about it
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FIG.2: (@) The asym m etric distribution of the Jacobian de—
tem inant, P (7). () M ultivariate probability distribbution,
P (%; vi (r= 04 an)), indicating the lkelihood that a given
longitudinal velocity di erence will be found in a region of
the ow with topology described by ~. D ashed line indicates
the velocity di erence ofm axin um lkelihood. N ote that the
direction of increasing velocity di erence along the vertical
axis is non-standard. Shading and contours represent the log
of the probability.

is the sam e. If the m atrix, it , is param etrized as

+ !

m = . ; @)

[\)’ﬂj'_‘

the radial and angular components of the velocity
about a saddle (described by the symm etric part of i)
are given by v, = [ cos@ )+ sh@ )lr and v =
[ sh@ ) cos@ )]r, respectively. As long as 2 =

2+ 2 jsheld constant, the relativem agniudesof and

serve only to vary the spatial orientation ofthe saddle.
W e can, therefore, m ake the sin plifying assum ption that
the saddle is described by 2 = 2. UshgP G ( )) /
Bv:()1' ju,andPw ())/ Rv ()1 j¢, inthe
Iongiudialand transverse cases regpectively, we obtain
probability distrdbutions of the form

2
P ( i(r) .~) = PP (5)
Vi J 12 > %

regardless ofwhich velocity increm ent is exam ined. Here
we have kt, for example, W = 2v¢, and replaced the
Independent variables and by an equivalent pair ex—
pressing the saddle strength, 2, and orientation. Be—
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FIG . 3: M ulivariate distribution, P (~; vy (r = 04 am)),
indicating the lkelhood of nding a given transverse velocity
di erence In a region of the ow with topology described by
~. D ashed lines indicate the velocity di erence of m axin um
likelihood.

cause of this sim ilarity, it’s not surprising that the ap-
pearance of the m ultivariate distrdbutions, P (~; vr (r))
and P (7; vy, (r)), are, at st oxder, identical for ~ 0
where ™/ (1=4) ). The velociy di erences ofm ax—
Inum ]jke]jhoodpbr_a given saddle strength follow the
curve v = r ~ for ¥ < 0, Independent of which
velocity di erence is being considered (the dashed lines
for "< 0 In Figs. and Eb.Notethattheassumptjon
that the dom inant topology takes the form ofa saddl is
not valid as ™~ nears zero. In this regin e, F ig. El show s
that the expected values of the squared strain rate and
squared vorticity becom e of com parable m agnitude. T he
form of the P ( v (r)J") is, therefore, distorted as the
iopo]ogjcal features them selves are stretched (recallF ig.
).

A though the distrdbutions of the longiudinal and
transverse velocity di erences are identical across a sad—
dle, the distrbution of these two quantities about a vor-
tex center di ers dram atically. A cross an axisym m etric
vortex center the longiudinal velocity di erence is pre—
cisely zero (since the radial com ponent of the velocity
itself is zero) . For positive values of the Jacobian deter—
m inant, points in the distrlbbution P (~; vy (r)) which lie
away from v = 0 do so eitherasthe result of rst order
contributions from the strain rate or through higher or-
der corrections to the ow eld. Since the m agnitude of
the Iongitudinalvelocity di erence across a vortex center
is, thus, constrained to be am alj, it is saddle-like regions
of the ow which play the dom inant rol in the wings
of the longitudinal velocity di erence PDFs and, cor—
respondingly, in the higher order longitudinal structure
functions. A clear picture of intemm ittency in 2D must,
therefore, Include an understanding of the fom ation of

unusually strong saddle points n addition to coherent
vortex centers.

O n the other hand, vortex centers do support signi —
cant transverse velocity di erences. In fact, vortex cen—
terstJi:h o= Oc§nnotexjstasaoonsequenoeofstoke’s
bw: .vr d = !, d ,where C traces the perim e-
ter of the disk, , and for ¥ > 0, the sign ofv is the
sam e about the entire perim eter. A s the m agnitude of
the transverse velociy goes to zero, so must the m ag—
nitude of the vorticity. The shape of the distrdbution
is obtained under the assum ption that for locations in

the ow wih ~ 0 the topology is dom inated by the
vorticity. Settihg ~= (1=4)'2%,v = !'r , w = 2v,
and ktting r = r=2, we nd that the transverse veloc-

ity di erence varies as a function o%th_e local Jacobian
determ nnant according to w = r T for 7> 0 (the
dashed line n Fig. E). The nie soread In the distri-
bution results both from higher order corrections to the
shape of the vortex centers as well as from the fact that
In actuality there are nite contrbutions from rst-order
saddles, that is, h “i=he i isoforder 02 for ~> 0.

B ecause of the larger propensity for strong vortex cen—
tersto form relative to saddle points of com parablem ag—
niude (recallF ig. Ea), the m axin um transverse veloc—
iy di erence und about centers in the ow is signi —
cantly greater than that found about saddles (com pare
Fig.§ or ~ < 0and ~> 0). The wings of the trans-
verse velocity di erence PDF in the enstrophy cascade
are, therefore, dom inated by contributions from vortex
centers. Because of this clear segregation between the
structures which play the dom inant role in the trans-
verse and longitudinal velocity di erences, i would not
be surprising if the higher order m om ents of these two
quantities di ered.

T hese rudin entary observations have certainly not ex—
pended the usefilness of this technique. Tt is, st ofall,
interesting that the ratio h ?i=h! ?1 tends toward zero r
~ 1. This in plies that the strongest vortex centers are
nearly axisymm etric, F ig. Elb rather than d. Thiswas
not seen In the earlier continuously forced experim ent
of R vera et aLE]. T hese axisym m etric centers are the
likely predecessors ofthe coherent structures found in the
latter stages 0of 2D turbulent decay E, E]. T hey are sta—
bl P4, B9, B4l steady-state solutions of the Euler equa-
tion In which there is no nonlnear transfer of enstrophy,
and hence, no enstrophy cascade @].

Furthem ore, a key feature is still m issihg from the
rst order distrdbution, P ( % (r)37). It is a well know
result In turbulence theory that the rate of enstrophy
transfer depends on an odd m om ent of the longiudinal
velocity di erence Bg), Sy ) = (1=8) ¢, and, hence,
on an asym m etry in the distrdbution ofthese velocity dif-
ferences. This asymm etry ism issing n Eq. (ﬁ), w here
P(wj)=P( ¥ 7). In fact, any asymm etry is ex—
plicitly prohibited by incom pressbility in the linear eld



gﬁjsu .p’
[ e @

15 | e“’g@f ' 1
[ K £

o /S

(%), (6°) (52 x 10®)

& o
=} DER=)
= 08} / ®ry2
x ! x
o i 19
o ! 2
% 04f s 19
P N A WA
is/ ol ,‘,Ir“/(’p/\:-”l"'y\':ﬂ/l“/m: N ) ) ) ) ) ] (:9
15 10 -5 0 5 10 15
A (s2x10%)

FIG.4: (@) The expected values of h! 2i, lled squares, and
h %i, open circles. For positive and negative ~ di erent
topologies tend to be signi cantly dom inant, as is indicated
by (), the ratiosh! ?i=h ?i (dashed Iine) and h ?i=h!?i (solid
line) for negative and positive ~ respectively.

approxin ation. Second order tem s, as well, of the form

(@xxvy) x* and @yyVvx)y” are even under the operations
x ! x and y !
velocity on opposite sides of the structure is of the sam e
m agnitude and sign. Thcom pressibility inextricably links
the ram aining @, termm s. T he resul is that no contribu-
tion to the longitudinal asymm etry is possble at order
two. It is necessary to go to at least third order to ex—
plain the asymmetry In P ( & ), where the @,,xvy and
QyyyVy tem s| and through incom pressbility the @y, vy

and @,y vy term s| result in an asymm etric saddle; that
is, one in which the m agniude of the velociy in the
ncom ing and out-going gtsdi ers. T he longitudinal ve—
locity di erence about such a structure is asym m etric,
w hereas, positive and negative transverse velocity incre—
m ents continue to exist w ith equal likelhood. A system —
atic correlation between these higher order topological
structures and the velocity di erences isbeyond the lim —
its of the current data set, but future work will explore

y so that the contrdbution to the

these connections.
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