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W e propose a generalized perspective on the behavior of high-order derivative m om ents in tur-
bulent shear ows by taking account of the roles of sm allscale Interm ittency and m ean shear, in
addition to the Reynolds num ber. Two asym ptotic regin es are discussed w ith respect to shear ef-
fects.By thesem eans, som e existing disagreem ents on the R eynoldsnum ber dependence ofderivative
m om ents can be explained. T hat odd-orderm om ents of transverse velocity derivatives tend not van—
ish as expected from elem entary scaling considerations does not necessarily in ply that sm allkscale

anisotropy persists at allR eynolds num bers.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he postulate of local isotropy 'E:] In pliesan invariance
w ith respect to spatial rotations of the statistical proper—
ties of an all scales of turbulence. E ven though the large
scales are anisotropic In all practical ow s, it is thought
that the snall scales at high Reynolds numbers are
shielded from anisotropy because oftheir separation by a
w ide range of interm ediate scales.At any nite Reynolds
num ber, som e residual e ects of an allkscale anisotropy
m ay linger, but allproperm easures of anisotropy are ex—
pected to decrease rapidly wih Reynolds number. An
understanding of the rate at which an all scales tend to—
wards isotropy is a basic building block in turbulence
theory.

A particularly appealing m anner of generating large—
scale anisotropy is by a hom ogeneous shear character—
ized by a constant shear rate S dU=dy, where U (y) is
the m ean velocity in the stream w ise direction x, and y
is the direction of the shear. D uring the last few years,
nearly hom ogeneous shear ow s, both experin ental {_Z{ZI]
and num erical, i_E;{-rj] have exam ined the rate at which
Jocal isotropy is recovered w ith respect to the Taylorm i
croscalke Reynoldsnumber, R .T he notation is standard:
R W =, u is the velocity uctuation i the longitu-
dinal direction x, u° i, 2= mfi=h@u=ex)%i,

is the kinem atic viscosity and h i denotes a suitably de—

ned average. T he discussion has offen been focused on
the behavior of nom alized odd m om ents of transverse
velocity derivatives de ned as

h@u=@y)**"'i
h(@u=@y)2i(2“+ 1)=2 '
where n is a positive integer. T he velocity derivatives
are am allscale quantities, and sym m etry considerations

of local isotropy dem and that the odd m om ents of trans-
verse velocity derivativesbe zero. In practice, they should

M on+1 (@u=@Y) =

1)

decrease wih R relatively rapidly. T hough the postu—
late of Iocal isotropy does not by itself stipulate this rate,
sim ple estin ates can be m ade by retaining the spirit of
Jocal isotropy and m aking further assum ptions. Let us
assum e that the non-din ensional mom ents M 5,41 de—
pend on som e power p of the shear, which is the uli-
m ate source of anisotropy in hom ogeneous shear ows,
and non-din ensionalize the shear dependence by a tine
scale form ed by the energy dissipation rate and uid vis—
cosity ; this non-dim ensionalization accords with K ol-
m ogorov’s rst hypothesis that am allscale properties de-
pend sokly on and .W emay then wrie
M zn+1 @u=@y)= SPf(; ) RF; @)
where i is further assumed that S = O (L) and L is
the large scale of turbulence. Lum ey [g] considered a lin—
ear dependence on the shear (ie,p= 1).Thisyikldsan
nverse power of R for the decay of all odd m om ents.
T he choice p = 1 acoounts for the dependence ofthe sign
ofthe odd m om ents on the sign ofS 1n a sin plem anner.
T he existing experin ental and num ericaldata on the
skew ness of the transverse velocity derivative are col
lcted in Fig.1.D ata from any given source seem to t
a power-law of the form

M3 @u=@y) R" €))

wihm di ering from one set ofdata to another. T hough
thepower-law isnotaparticularly good t forthe totaliy
ofthedata, the average rolko seem sto be less steep than
the inverse pow er discussed above. Atm ospheric data at
m uch higher R eynolds num bers i_E%;’_l-g] are consistent w ith
this slow er rate of decay.

T he situation w ith respect to the hyperksewness, M s,
isas ollow s. T w o Independent laboratory experin ents in
nearly hom ogeneous shear ows E_':’ ,'ff] draw di erent con-—
clusions on the R behavior of M 5. On the one hand,
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Shen and W arhaft i_4] nd no dependence on R 1n the
range between 10? and 10°.0 n the other hand, Ferchichi
and Tavoularis B] regard their data to be essentially con—
sistent w ith expectations of local isotropy. (For one per—
spective on thisdi erence, see W arhaft and Shen [:Ll_:]) A
collection ofallknown data isgiven In Fig.2.T he overall
In pression from the gure isthat, whilk there isprobably
a weak decreasing trend forR > 300, the hyperskew ness
does not din inish perceptbly even when R is as high
as1000.Shen and W arhaft Eﬁ] m easured the ssventh nor-
m alized m om ent ofthe velocity derivative and found that
it increased wih R instead of decreasing.

Such ndings have been interpreted (eg., Refs. 4 and
5) to mean that, In the pressnce of largescale shear,
an all-scale anisotropy persists to very high Reynolds
num bers. T he intent of this paper is to clarify, at least
partially, the sin utaneous rol played by shear, interm i-
tency and the Reynolds num ber| all of which have an
In pact on trends displayed by odd derivative m om ents.

W e now consider in Sec. IT the issue of intem ittency
versus anisotropy. In Sec. ITI, we highlight the e ects of
shear by discussing the lin iting cases of large shear and
Jocalisotropy, and argue that R detemm ines the state of
the ow only partially. In Sec. IV the derivative skew —
ness data are plotted iIn the plane spanned by the non-—
din ensional shear parameter S and R , where we use
the de nition

S = su®%=: @)

T his broader perspective m ay help resolve som e seem -
Ingly contradictory clain s on the recovery of isotropy of
an all scakes.

II. NTERM ITTENCY VERSUS ANISOTROPY

A large num ber ofm easurem ents have shown convinc-
Ingly that high-order even m om ents of am allscale fea-
tures of turbulence increase wih R . Consider the lon—
gitudinal velocity derivative @u=@x. T he product of is
second m om ent and  uid viscosity is essentially the en—
ergy dissipation, which is known to rem ain independent
ofR when R exceeds som e m oderately high value (see
Refs. 14,15).0 n the other hand, allhigh-orderm om ents
of ongiudial velocty gradients grow wih R (see, for
exam ple, the com pilation in Ref. 16 of the data on the

atness factor of @Qu=@x). Sixth and higher order m o—
m ents increase at ncreasingly fasterrateswih R .These
grow ths are attributed to the Intem ittency of small-
scale turbulence. At the present lkevel of our understand-
ng, intem ittency is independent of anisotropy e ects.
T herefore, Just asthe grow th ofhigh-ordereven m om ents
w ith increasing R isunrelated to anisotropy, i is legiti-
m ate to ask if; at least in part, the slow erthan-expected

decay| or even m odest growth| of odd m om ents, m ay
be related to Intem ittency.

To sgparate Intem ittency e ects from those of
anisotropy, at least In som e approxin ate way, i isusefil
to plot the ratio  Map+ 1 @Qu=Qy)=M 2,4+ 1 @Qu=0@x). It is
plusble to assum e that the R grow th due to Interm i—
tency e ects is the sam e for the m om ents of Qu=@x and
for the m om ents of Qu=Qy, the Intem ittency e ects of
odd m om ents of Qu=Q@y are cancelled In these ratios by
those of @u=@x.T hough this not a rigorous statem ent, it
is usefil to see the outcom e. Figure 3 show s the results.
Tt is clear, despite large scatter, that all the m om ents
show a tendency to dim inish w ith Reynolds num ber. T he
odd-m om ents in F ig. 3 are nom alized by pow ers of their
respective variances. It would have been desirable to plot
ratios of unnom alized, or \bare", m om ents of the two
derivatives, but Ref. 4 does not Include those data. In
any case, this should not m ake m uch di erence because
h@u=@x)?i=h(@u=Qy)?1i is essentially a constant at high
R eynolds num bers.

This sam e issue can be rephrased and reexam ined in
a som ew hat di erent light. W hen we consider the m o—
m ents such as skewness and hyperskew ness, we usually
nom alize them by the appropriate power of the variance
of the variable. T his is perfectly reasonable for G aussian
or nearG aussian variables, but not so for intemm ittent
quantities with highly stretched tails. Perhaps a m ore
reasonable altemative is to consider how an odd m om ent
ofa certain ordervariesw ith respect to the even m om ent
Just below or just above, or the geom etric m ean of those
Just below and jist above. W e illustrate the results of
this consideration for the third, fth and seventh order
moments of Qu=Ry = x) n Fig. 4. The lack ofdata on
the eight m om ent 0ofQu=@Ry m akesthe analysis ofthe sev—
enth m om ent incom plete. N evertheless, it is clearthat all
these altemative ways of nom alization show substantial
decay. It is hard to be precise about the rates of decay,
partly because of the large scatter and partly because
the incom plete m anner in which the seventh m om ents
havebeen analyzed,but it is conceivable that increasingly
high-orderm om ents, w ithin a given nom alizing schem e,
decay m ore slow ly.A t the least, a carefuldiscussion ofthe
restoration of anisotropy requires the proper inclision of
iInterm ittency e ects. This isour rst point.

ITI.SHEAR EFFECTS IN TW O LIM ITING CASES

Tt is reasonable to suppose that, to a rst approxin a-
tion, them ean shear S and the viscosity detem ine the
gross state ofthe ow . E xpressing tin e units in term s of
S 1, length units in tem s of the ntegral length scale L,
and themean pro keasU = Sye,,weget
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where v = (u;v;w) and e, is unit vector in the stream —

wise direction x. The volum e orcing is denoted by f.
T he two param eters m ay be expected to set the steady
state uctuation leveland energy dissipation rate. It also
follow s that the derived parameters R and S adjust
them selvesdynam ically, in waysthat are understood only
partially, to the In posed valuesof and S.W e then ex-—
pect

R =g (;9)=g1Res);
S =q(;S)=9z2Res); (7)

where g; and g, are unknown functions of their argu-
m ents.

A Ilthe hom ogeneous shear experin entsto be discussed
below havebeen done in air.This xesthe viscosity to be
approxin ately constant, so we can test the dependence
of S and R on the shear rate S. The relevant plots
Figs. 5 @) and ()) show no obvious trend but only
large scatter. T his scatter m ay be related In part to the
fact that P= 6 1 in som e of the experim ents, lading
to nonstationarity. Here P is the production ofturbulent
kinetic energy, de ned asP = huviS for hom ogeneous
shear. In part, i dem onstrates that the ow m ight de—
pend additionally on initial conditions, tw? i= o, Or the
type of driving of sm allscale uctuations characterized
glbally by an nput energy. From Eq. fﬂ), the lhatter is
given by

in =t fi: (8)
W e then get m ore com plex relations such as

R =g (;S; m)=agRes; i)
S =(;5; m)=9Res; n): 9)

Ifwe add to Figs. 5 the atm ospheric data from Refs. 9
and 10, the situation becom es even m ore com plex. H ow —
ever, it is likely that, in such inhom ogeneous ows, one
hasto take Into account secondary factors such as convec—
tive e ects (though conditions in which they are m odest
can always be chosen carefully). In laboratory experi-
m ents, secondary e ectsm ight arise from the use of spe—
cl ¢ passive or active grids for the generation of turbu-—
Jence. Further di erences can arise when m easuring at
a xed point instead of follow ing the dow nstream evolu-—
tion. T his discussion m erely underlines the inadequacy of
R as the sok indicator of the state ofthe ow .At the
Jeast, we have to possess som e know ledge of the other pa—
ram eters In uencing the state ofthe ow before draw Ing

m conclusions on the recovery of isotropy.

To keep m atters sin ple, we w i1l focus below on hom o—
geneously sheared ows. Because the Initial conditions

(@re not known in all quanti able details, we shall tenta—

tively stipulate a sin ple generalization ofEq. (1) in the
form

S3=fR ;S ); 10)

and regard other e ects as superin posed \noise" [2-5_:]
If so, we should investigate the behavior of the deriva-
tive m om ents by keeping one of the two param eters xed
while varying the other, for exampl by xihg S and
varying R . This is the topic of the next section. H ow —
ever, it is useful to preface this consideration by exam —
Ining two lim iting behaviors in which som e inequalities
between R and S can be established.

A .Large shear case

C onsider the case of large shear rate forwhich the cou—
pling ofthem ean shearto the am all-=scale ow dom inates.
In the rapid distortion lim it, namely S ! 1 , Eq. ";'ZJD)
becom es linear because the viscous term as well as the
(v r)v tem can be dropped, so that any shear rate de—
pendence can be elin inated by the rescaling of the vari-
ablks, eg.t! St.

O ur dim ensional estin ates are related to large but -
nite shear rates. For this case, the tetm representing the
coupling ofthe turbulent velocity com ponent to them ean
shear is in portant and large in com parison to the non—
linear advective transport. O ur situation corresoonds to
the case n which

QU

@Vj
Vi
@Xi

Vi
@Xi

11)

Forthe hom ogeneous shear ow ,we get for the left-hand-
side of this equation
QU

v—

Qy

= ¥ wi™?s nfi?s: 12)
In the last step above, we have used the fact that the
root-m ean-square velocity in the stream w ise direction is
largerthan that in the shear direction, ashasbeen found
In all num erical and physical experin ents. T he term on
the right hand side can be estin ated roughly as hu?i="
where the scale ' is characteristic of turbulent velociy
gradients, and can therefore be assum ed to be of the or-

der of the Taylorm icroscale, .W e then require

_ ha?i
3 DRl s Sp— 13)
. ® 1=2 P—
With = cu’=L and L= = Re; = 10, and the con-
stant ¢ O (1) Pbrsu ciently argeR ,weget



S P—3 l. (14)
R 200 8°

In reality, ¢ dependsweakly on S .Forexam ple, Sreeni-
vasan f_Z-,Z:] has exam ined the data and concluded that
c gexp( S ),where 003, is a good em pirical

t. Since this dependence is quite weak, we have taken
c tobe a constant for sim plicity. P resum ably, ifEq. (14)
holds, the e ects of shear will alvays be f£lt no m atter
how high the Reynolds num ber.

B . Local isotropy lim it

At the other extrem e isthe case In which local isotropy
can be expected a priori, to prevail. A suitable criterion
(see C orrsin 124]) is that a su ciently large separation
should exist between the shear tine scale, S ', and the
K oln ogorov tin e scale, = (= )'2.This can be writ-

ten as
S 1; (15)
or as
r
_, 3 -
s =Spc45ReL12: 16)
W ith c 0 (1) and R = (0Re,=3)'"? we obtain
E_
S 3
— p=—035: 17)
R 200

The Inplication is that local isotropy prevails for all
S =R substantially sm aller than 0.35.For all other con—
ditions, one should expect that the m agniude of S will
play som e role In determ ining how high an R is required
for local isotropy to prevail. T his explicit dependence on
shear has been noted for passive scalars by Sreenivasan
and Tavoularis; l26 ] see their gures 2 and 3.

IV.THE R S PHASE DIAGRAM

W enow plt In Fig. 6 allavailable data on the skew —
ness ofthe transverse derivative, @u=Qy, on a phase plane
consisting of S and R . The conventional nom aliza—
tion factors in the de nition ofS are the totalturbulent
energy and its dissipation rate. This can be done quie
readily for the num erical data, but experin ents usually
provide Inform ation only on the stream w ise com ponent of
the turbulent energy and on the energy dissipation esti-
m ate from the ocalisotropy formula, = 15 h@u=@x)?i.
The error m ade in this estin ate for the energy dissipa-
tion depends l23 ] on the m agniudes of shear and R ,

but it appears to be a reasonable approxin ation for the
present conditions. W e have recalculated for all num eri-
caldata the energy dissipation rate as in experin ents. It
isclear from the gure that there isno sin ple correlation
between the two param eters S and R

W e have replotted the sam e data in Fig. 7.D i erent
sym bols correspond now to di erent m agnitudes of the
skew ness, as indicated in the legend, and not to di erent
experim ents. Superin posed are islands in shades of grey
to obtain a rough idea ofthe surfaceplotoff'R ;S ).We
used an interpolation routine w ith localthin plate splines
that can reconstruct a surface from scattered data. 1_2-§§]
T he data are sparse in m ost of the regions of the plane
S0 any surface- tting routine w ill introduce som e pecu-—
liarities.For reasons explained above, we can expect that
the derivative skewness will becom e an all in the local
isotropy lim it (lower right comer) and that the values
w ill grow above 0.8 in the large shear case (upper kft
comer) . A though the latter fact is not re ected by the
surface t because the data points are absent there and
alm ost alldata points are in the interm ediate region, we
think that the surface plot is not unreasonable.

This plot o ers additional perspectives. For instance,
Fig.1l is jast a profction of the data on to the R axis
and m asks the fuindam ental e ect of the applied shear
(am ong other e ects). W e have m arked In this gure
the trends of the data sets of W arhaft and co-workers
(parabolic solid line labelled by GW /SW ) and of Fer—
chichiand Tavoularis (straight line labelled by FT), re—
spectively. They show that the two experim ents follow
di erent paths: while the FerchichiTavoularis data run
directly down the hountain range’, the Shen-W arhaft
data seem to run In a kind of spiral around the h oun-
tain’, presum ably resulting in a slow er decay ofthe skew —
ness when profcted on to the R  axis. Finally, the two
lim ting regin es of Sec. IIT are also plotted. The local
isotropy lin it is not reached for any of the data. The
large shear case is reached Porvery large S .A threshold
S. growswhen R increases; altematively, local isotropy
requires larger R if the shear param eter is larger.

V.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

Considerable attention has been paid recently to the
fact that n shear ows the m om ents of transverse ve—
locity derivatives do not vanish wih Reynolds number
as fast as was expected. W e have introduced two con-
siderations for interpreting these observations, invoking
an allkscale interm ittency and the m agnitude ofthe shear
param eter. These two e ects work in com bination w ith
the R eynolds num bers in determ ining the m agniudes of
odd m om ents of velociy derivatives. The fact that the
odd m om ents, when nom alized by an appropriate power



of the variance (@ procedure stegped In studies of G aus—
sian processes), decay m ore slow ly than expected should
not be considered a priori as incontrovertble evidence
against local isotropy. W e believe that the broader per-
spective of this paperm ay explain som e seem ing contra—
dictions that exist in the literature.

T he conclusions we draw In this paper would be m ore
de niive ifthe data spanned m uch higherR eynoldsnum —
ber range. This can be done wih adequate resolition
only in atm ospheric ow s at present. T he existing m ea—
surem ents are in confom iy w ith the discussion here, but
i is di cul to be de nitive because of the usual prob—
Jem s that often exist in atm ospheric m easurem ents. O n
the otherhand, it seem squite feasble in num erical sim u—
lationsto x theReynoldsnum berand vary the shearpa—
ram eter, even though the R eynoldsnum ber rangem ay be
lim ited. Such a study w illtellusm ore about the restora-
tion (or otherw ise) of an all-scale isotropy.

In the recent past, various e orts have been m ade to
understand the e ects of anisotropy through an SO (3)
decom position of structure functions and other tensorial
ob Ects (see Ref. 29 for the basic theoretical idea and
Refs. 3032 for i plem entations of the idea and further
references). The m ethod o ers a transparent way of de—
term Ining the degree ofanisotropy in turbulent statistics.
T he relation between that e ort and the present global
picture needs to be explored.
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FIG .1. The dependence of the skew ness of the transverse velocity derivative on the Taylorm icroscale R eynolds num ber. T he
solid line indicates the R scaling expected to hold on the basis of Lum ley’s din ensional considerations (see text).N otation in
the legend stands for: PU, Pum ir B]; YE, Yeung, for details of whose shear ow sinulations, see [12]; RM , Rogers et al. [13];
SE , Schum acher and E ckhardt [6,7]; GW , G arg and W arhaft R2]; SW , Shen and W arhaft B]; FT, Ferchichiand Tavoularis [B].
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FIG .2. Thedependence of the hyperskew ness of the transverse velocity derivative on the Taylorm icroscale R eynolds num ber.
T he notation In the legend isthe same asin Fig. 1.



FIG.3. The ratio of the nom alized mom ents M 2n+1 (@Qu=@y) and M 2p+1 (@u=@x) forn = 1, 2 and 3 versus the Taylr
m icroscale R eynolds num ber. Q uantitiesM ,,+ 1 arede ned in Eq. (1).The notation in the legend isthesameasih Fig.l.Here
and elsew here, data from [4] have been read from published graphs.
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FIG.4. Third, fth, and seventh order transverse derivative m om ents w ith di erent nom alizations, plotted against R
Squares are nom alized by the m om ent of preceding even order, circles by the succeeding even order. T riangles are nom alized
by the geom etric m ean of both orders. Variable x in the lgend stands for Qu=@y. The data are from Yeung [12], Schu—
m acher/E ckhardt [6,7] and Shen/W arhaft []. Solid lines w ith attached num bers indicate ts to possble algebraic power law s.
Each sym bol corresponds to a di erent nom alization, and includes all the data just cited.
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FIG.5. (@) The dependence of the shear param eter S on the shear rate S for xed kinem atic viscosity, = air. ©)

D ependence of the Taylorm icroscale Reynolds number R on S for xed .Un lled symbols are the same as in Fig. 1.
A dditional shear ow experin ents have been inclided, though they did not focus on derivative m om ents explicitly ( lled
symbols). The additions are: RO, Rose [17]; ML, M uheam and Luxton [8]; HC, Harris, G raham , and Corrsin [19]; TC,
Tavoularis and Corrsin R0]; TK, Tavoularis and K amik R1]; SV, Saddoughiand Veeravalli R2].
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FIG . 6. Operating points of the hom ogeneous shear owsin the R -§ plane.A llsymbols are the sam e as in Figs. 1 and 5.
D ata points LK stand for Lee et al. 26], corresponding to additional num erical sin ulations at very high shear rates.
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FIG .7. D erivative skew ness and its dependence of R and S .The solid straight lne is for the large shearImt S =R = 1,
the dashed lines are for localisotropy lin it S =R = 0003 and 0.001 (left to right) .U nderlying grey scales resul from a surface
t.Trends of the data from Ferchichiand Tavoularis FT) and W arhaft and co-workers (GW /SW ) are indicated by solid lines.
D i erent sym bols indicate di erent ranges of the skew ness, and m ay represent data from the sam e source. T he data point below
S = 3 istaken from the num erical experim ents of R ogers et al [13]
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