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W e propose a generalized perspective on the behaviorofhigh-orderderivative m om entsin tur-

bulent shear ows by taking account ofthe roles ofsm all-scale interm ittency and m ean shear,in

addition to the Reynoldsnum ber.Two asym ptotic regim es are discussed with respectto shear ef-

fects.By thesem eans,som eexistingdisagreem entson theReynoldsnum berdependenceofderivative

m om entscan beexplained.Thatodd-orderm om entsoftransversevelocity derivativestend notvan-

ish asexpected from elem entary scaling considerations does notnecessarily im ply thatsm all-scale

anisotropy persistsatallReynoldsnum bers.

PACS:47.27.Ak,47.27.Jv ,47.27.Nz

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thepostulateoflocalisotropy[1]im pliesan invariance
with respectto spatialrotationsofthestatisticalproper-
tiesofsm allscalesofturbulence.Even though the large
scalesare anisotropic in allpracticalows,itisthought
that the sm all scales at high Reynolds num bers are
shielded from anisotropy becauseoftheirseparation by a
widerangeofinterm ediatescales.Atany �niteReynolds
num ber,som e residuale�ects ofsm all-scale anisotropy
m ay linger,butallproperm easuresofanisotropy areex-
pected to decrease rapidly with Reynolds num ber.An
understanding ofthe rate atwhich sm allscalestend to-
wards isotropy is a basic building block in turbulence
theory.
A particularly appealing m anner ofgenerating large-

scale anisotropy is by a hom ogeneous shear character-
ized by a constantshearrate S � dU=dy,where U (y)is
the m ean velocity in the stream wise direction x,and y

is the direction ofthe shear.During the last few years,
nearly hom ogeneousshearows,both experim ental[2{4]
and num erical,[5{7]have exam ined the rate at which
localisotropy isrecovered with respectto theTaylorm i-
croscaleReynoldsnum ber,R �.Thenotation isstandard:
R � � u0�=�,u isthe velocity uctuation in the longitu-
dinaldirection x,u0 �

p

hu2i,�2 = hu2i=h(@u=@x)2i,�
isthe kinem atic viscosity and h� idenotesa suitably de-
�ned average.The discussion hasoften been focused on
the behavior ofnorm alized odd m om ents oftransverse
velocity derivativesde�ned as

M 2n+ 1(@u=@y)=
h(@u=@y)2n+ 1i

h(@u=@y)2i(2n+ 1)=2
; (1)

where n is a positive integer.The velocity derivatives
are sm all-scale quantities,and sym m etry considerations
oflocalisotropy dem and thattheodd m om entsoftrans-
versevelocityderivativesbezero.In practice,they should

decrease with R � relatively rapidly.Though the postu-
lateoflocalisotropy doesnotby itselfstipulatethisrate,
sim ple estim atescan be m ade by retaining the spiritof
localisotropy and m aking further assum ptions.Let us
assum e that the non-dim ensionalm om ents M 2n+ 1 de-
pend on som e power p ofthe shear,which is the ulti-
m ate source ofanisotropy in hom ogeneous shear ows,
and non-dim ensionalize the sheardependence by a tim e
scaleform ed bytheenergydissipationrate�and uid vis-
cosity �;this non-dim ensionalization accords with K ol-
m ogorov’s�rsthypothesisthatsm all-scalepropertiesde-
pend solely on �and �.W e m ay then write

M 2n+ 1(@u=@y)= S
p
f(�;�)� R

�p

�
; (2)

where itis furtherassum ed thatS = O (u0=L)and L is
thelargescaleofturbulence.Lum ley [8]considered alin-
eardependence on the shear(i.e.,p = 1).Thisyieldsan
inverse power ofR � for the decay ofallodd m om ents.
Thechoicep = 1 accountsforthedependenceofthesign
oftheodd m om entson thesign ofS in a sim plem anner.
The existing experim entaland num ericaldata on the

skewness of the transverse velocity derivative are col-
lected in Fig.1.Data from any given source seem to �t
a power-law ofthe form

M 3(@u=@y)� R
�m

�
(3)

with m di�ering from onesetofdata to another.Though
thepower-law isnotaparticularlygood�tforthetotality
ofthedata,theaverageroll-o�seem stobelesssteep than
the inverse powerdiscussed above.Atm ospheric data at
m uch higherReynoldsnum bers[9,10]areconsistentwith
thisslowerrateofdecay.
The situation with respectto the hyperksewness,M 5,

isasfollows.Twoindependentlaboratoryexperim entsin
nearly hom ogeneousshearows[3,4]draw di�erentcon-
clusions on the R � behavior ofM 5.O n the one hand,
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Shen and W arhaft [4]�nd no dependence on R � in the
rangebetween 102 and 103.O n theotherhand,Ferchichi
and Tavoularis[3]regard theirdatatobeessentially con-
sistentwith expectationsoflocalisotropy.(Forone per-
spectiveon thisdi�erence,seeW arhaftand Shen [11]).A
collection ofallknown dataisgiven in Fig.2.Theoverall
im pression from the�gureisthat,whilethereisprobably
aweakdecreasingtrend forR � > 300,thehyperskewness
does not dim inish perceptibly even when R � is as high
as1000.Shen and W arhaft[4]m easured theseventh nor-
m alized m om entofthevelocityderivativeand found that
itincreased with R � instead ofdecreasing.
Such �ndingshave been interpreted (e.g.,Refs.4 and

5) to m ean that, in the presence of large-scale shear,
sm all-scale anisotropy persists to very high Reynolds
num bers.The intent ofthis paper is to clarify,at least
partially,thesim ultaneousroleplayed by shear,interm it-
tency and the Reynolds num ber| allofwhich have an
im pacton trendsdisplayed by odd derivativem om ents.
W e now considerin Sec.IIthe issue ofinterm ittency

versusanisotropy.In Sec.III,we highlightthe e�ectsof
shearby discussing the lim iting casesoflarge shearand
localisotropy,and arguethatR � determ inesthestateof
the ow only partially.In Sec.IV the derivative skew-
ness data are plotted in the plane spanned by the non-
dim ensionalshear param eter S� and R �,where we use
the de�nition

S
� = Su

02
=�: (4)

This broader perspective m ay help resolve som e seem -
ingly contradictory claim son the recovery ofisotropy of
sm allscales.

II.IN T ER M IT T EN C Y V ER SU S A N ISO T R O P Y

A largenum berofm easurem entshaveshown convinc-
ingly that high-order even m om ents ofsm all-scale fea-
tures ofturbulence increase with R �.Consider the lon-
gitudinalvelocity derivative @u=@x.The product ofits
second m om entand uid viscosity is essentially the en-
ergy dissipation,which isknown to rem ain independent
ofR � when R � exceedssom em oderately high value(see
Refs.14,15).O n theotherhand,allhigh-orderm om ents
oflongitudinalvelocity gradientsgrow with R � (see,for
exam ple,the com pilation in Ref.16 ofthe data on the
atness factor of @u=@x).Sixth and higher order m o-
m entsincreaseatincreasinglyfasterrateswith R �.These
growths are attributed to the interm ittency of sm all-
scaleturbulence.Atthepresentlevelofourunderstand-
ing,interm ittency is independent ofanisotropy e�ects.
Therefore,justasthegrowth ofhigh-ordereven m om ents
with increasing R � isunrelated to anisotropy,itislegiti-
m ateto ask if,atleastin part,theslower-than-expected

decay| or even m odest growth| ofodd m om ents,m ay
be related to interm ittency.
To separate interm ittency e�ects from those of

anisotropy,atleastin som eapproxim ateway,itisuseful
to plot the ratio � M 2n+ 1(@u=@y)=M 2n+ 1(@u=@x).It is
plausibleto assum ethattheR �-growth dueto interm it-
tency e�ectsisthe sam e forthe m om entsof@u=@x and
for the m om ents of@u=@y,the interm ittency e�ects of
odd m om ents of@u=@y are cancelled in these ratiosby
thoseof@u=@x.Though thisnota rigorousstatem ent,it
isusefulto see the outcom e.Figure 3 showsthe results.
It is clear,despite large scatter,that allthe m om ents
show a tendency to dim inish with Reynoldsnum ber.The
odd-m om entsin Fig.3 arenorm alized by powersoftheir
respectivevariances.Itwould havebeen desirableto plot
ratios ofunnorm alized,or \bare",m om ents ofthe two
derivatives,but Ref.4 does not include those data.In
any case,thisshould notm ake m uch di�erence because
h(@u=@x)2i=h(@u=@y)2i is essentially a constantat high
Reynoldsnum bers.
This sam e issue can be rephrased and reexam ined in

a som ewhat di�erent light.W hen we consider the m o-
m ents such as skewness and hyperskewness,we usually
norm alizethem by theappropriatepowerofthevariance
ofthevariable.Thisisperfectly reasonableforG aussian
or near-G aussian variables,but not so for interm ittent
quantities with highly stretched tails.Perhaps a m ore
reasonablealternativeisto considerhow an odd m om ent
ofa certain ordervarieswith respectto theeven m om ent
justbelow orjustabove,orthegeom etricm ean ofthose
just below and just above.W e illustrate the results of
this consideration for the third,�fth and seventh order
m om entsof@u=@y (= x)in Fig.4.The lack ofdata on
theeightm om entof@u=@ym akestheanalysisofthesev-
enth m om entincom plete.Nevertheless,itisclearthatall
thesealternativewaysofnorm alization show substantial
decay.Itis hard to be precise aboutthe ratesofdecay,
partly because ofthe large scatter and partly because
the incom plete m anner in which the seventh m om ents
havebeen analyzed,butitisconceivablethatincreasingly
high-orderm om ents,within a given norm alizing schem e,
decaym oreslowly.Attheleast,acarefuldiscussion ofthe
restoration ofanisotropy requirestheproperinclusion of
interm ittency e�ects.Thisisour�rstpoint.

III.SH EA R EFFEC T S IN T W O LIM IT IN G C A SES

Itisreasonableto suppose that,to a �rstapproxim a-
tion,them ean shearS and theviscosity � determ inethe
grossstateoftheow.Expressing tim eunitsin term sof
S�1 ,length unitsin term softheintegrallength scaleL,
and the m ean pro�leasU = Syex,weget
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@v

@t
+ (v � r )v + Sy

@v

@x
+ Svex = � r p+

1

Res
r
2
v + f; (5)

r � v = 0; (6)

where v = (u;v;w)and ex isunitvectorin the stream -
wise direction x.The volum e forcing is denoted by f.
The two param etersm ay be expected to setthe steady
stateuctuation leveland energy dissipation rate.Italso
follows that the derived param eters R � and S� adjust
them selvesdynam ically,in waysthatareunderstood only
partially,to the im posed valuesof� and S.W e then ex-
pect

R � = g1(�;S)= g1(Res);

S
� = g2(�;S)= g2(Res); (7)

where g1 and g2 are unknown functions oftheir argu-
m ents.
Allthehom ogeneousshearexperim entstobediscussed

below havebeen donein air.This�xestheviscositytobe
approxim ately constant,so we can test the dependence
ofS� and R � on the shear rate S.The relevant plots
(Figs.5 (a) and (b)) show no obvious trend but only
large scatter.Thisscatterm ay be related in partto the
fact that P=� 6= 1 in som e ofthe experim ents,leading
to nonstationarity.HereP istheproduction ofturbulent
kinetic energy,de�ned asP = � huviS forhom ogeneous
shear.In part,it dem onstrates that the ow m ight de-
pend additionally on initialconditions,hv2it= 0,or the
type ofdriving ofsm all-scale uctuations characterized
globally by an input energy.From Eq.(5),the latter is
given by

�in = hv � fi: (8)

W e then getm orecom plex relationssuch as

R � = ~g1(�;S;�in)= ~g1(Res;�in);

S
� = ~g2(�;S;�in)= ~g2(Res;�in): (9)

Ifweadd to Figs.5 theatm osphericdata from Refs.9
and 10,thesituation becom eseven m orecom plex.How-
ever,it is likely that,in such inhom ogeneousows,one
hastotakeintoaccountsecondaryfactorssuch asconvec-
tivee�ects(though conditionsin which they arem odest
can always be chosen carefully).In laboratory experi-
m ents,secondary e�ectsm ightarisefrom theuseofspe-
ci�c passive or active grids for the generation ofturbu-
lence.Further di�erences can arise when m easuring at
a �xed pointinstead offollowing the downstream evolu-
tion.Thisdiscussion m erely underlinestheinadequacyof
R � asthe sole indicatorofthe state ofthe ow.Atthe
least,wehavetopossesssom eknowledgeoftheotherpa-
ram etersinuencing thestateoftheow beforedrawing
�rm conclusionson the recovery ofisotropy.

To keep m atterssim ple,wewillfocusbelow on hom o-
geneously sheared ows.Because the initialconditions
are notknown in allquanti�able details,we shalltenta-
tively stipulate a sim ple generalization ofEq.(1)in the
form

S3 = ~f(R �;S
�); (10)

and regard other e�ects as superim posed \noise" [25].
Ifso,we should investigate the behavior ofthe deriva-
tivem om entsby keepingoneofthetwoparam eters�xed
while varying the other,for exam ple by �xing S� and
varying R �.This is the topic ofthe next section.How-
ever,it is usefulto 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

Considerthecaseoflargeshearrateforwhich thecou-
plingofthem ean sheartothesm all-scaleow dom inates.
In the rapid distortion lim it,nam ely S ! 1 ,Eq.(5)
becom es linear because the viscous term as wellas the
(v � r )v term can bedropped,so thatany shearratede-
pendence can be elim inated by the rescaling ofthe vari-
ables,e.g.t! St.
O urdim ensionalestim atesare related to large but�-

niteshearrates.Forthiscase,the term representing the
couplingoftheturbulentvelocitycom ponenttothem ean
shearis im portantand large in com parison to the non-
linearadvective transport.O ursituation correspondsto
the casein which

�
�
�
�
vi
@Uj

@xi

�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�
vi
@vj

@xi

�
�
�
�
: (11)

Forthehom ogeneousshearow,wegetfortheleft-hand-
sideofthisequation

�
�
�
�
v
@U

@y

�
�
�
�
= jvjS � hv

2
i
1=2

S � hu
2
i
1=2

S : (12)

In the last step above,we have used the fact that the
root-m ean-squarevelocity in the stream wisedirection is
largerthan thatin thesheardirection,ashasbeen found
in allnum ericaland physicalexperim ents.The term on
the right hand side can be estim ated roughly as hu2i=‘
where the scale ‘ is characteristic ofturbulent velocity
gradients,and can thereforebe assum ed to be oftheor-
derofthe Taylorm icroscale,�.W e then require

hu
2
i
1=2

S �
hu2i

�
: (13)

W ith � = c�u
03=L and L=� = Re

1=2

L
=
p
10,and the con-

stantc� � O (1)forsu�ciently largeR �,weget
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S�

R �

�

p
3

p
200

�
1

8
: (14)

In reality,c� dependsweakly on S�.Forexam ple,Sreeni-
vasan [23]has exam ined the data and concluded that
c� � co exp(� �S�),where �� 0:03,isa good em pirical
�t.Since this dependence is quite weak,we have taken
c� to bea constantforsim plicity.Presum ably,ifEq.(14)
holds,the e�ects ofshear willalwaysbe felt no m atter
how high the Reynoldsnum ber.

B .Localisotropy lim it

Attheotherextrem eisthecasein which localisotropy
can beexpected,a priori,to prevail.A suitablecriterion
(see Corrsin [24]) is that a su�ciently large separation
should existbetween the sheartim e scale,S�1 ,and the
K olm ogorov tim e scale,�� = (�=�)1=2.Thiscan be writ-
ten as

S�� � 1; (15)

oras

S�� = S
�
p
c�

4

r

3

2
Re

�1=2

L
: (16)

W ith c� � O (1)and R� = (20ReL=3)1=2 we obtain

S�

R �

�

4
p
3

4
p
200

� 0:35: (17)

The im plication is that local isotropy prevails for all
S�=R � substantially sm allerthan 0.35.Forallothercon-
ditions,oneshould expectthatthem agnitudeofS� will
play som erolein determ ininghow high an R � isrequired
forlocalisotropy to prevail.Thisexplicitdependenceon
shearhasbeen noted for passive scalarsby Sreenivasan
and Tavoularis;[26]seetheir�gures2 and 3.

IV .T H E R �-S
�
P H A SE D IA G R A M

W e now plotin Fig.6 allavailable data on the skew-
nessofthetransversederivative,@u=@y,on aphaseplane
consisting of S� and R �.The conventionalnorm aliza-
tion factorsin thede�nition ofS� arethetotalturbulent
energy and its dissipation rate.This can be done quite
readily for the num ericaldata,but experim ents usually
provideinform ation onlyon thestream wisecom ponentof
the turbulentenergy and on the energy dissipation esti-
m atefrom thelocalisotropyform ula,�= 15�h(@u=@x)2i.
The errorm ade in this estim ate for the energy dissipa-
tion depends [23]on the m agnitudes ofshear and R �,

butitappearsto be a reasonableapproxim ation forthe
presentconditions.W e have recalculated forallnum eri-
caldata theenergy dissipation rateasin experim ents.It
isclearfrom the�gurethatthereisnosim plecorrelation
between the two param etersS� and R �.
W e have replotted the sam e data in Fig.7.Di�erent

sym bols correspond now to di�erent m agnitudes ofthe
skewness,asindicated in thelegend,and notto di�erent
experim ents.Superim posed areislandsin shadesofgrey
toobtain aroughideaofthesurfaceplotof~f(R �;S

�).W e
used an interpolation routinewith localthin platesplines
thatcan reconstructa surface from scattered data.[28]
The data are sparse in m ostofthe regionsofthe plane
so any surface-�tting routine willintroduce som e pecu-
liarities.Forreasonsexplained above,wecan expectthat
the derivative skewness willbecom e sm allin the local
isotropy lim it (lower right corner) and that the values
willgrow above 0.8 in the large shear case (upper left
corner).Although the latter factis notreected by the
surface �tbecause the data pointsare absentthere and
alm ostalldata pointsarein the interm ediateregion,we
think thatthe surfaceplotisnotunreasonable.
This plot o�ers additionalperspectives.Forinstance,

Fig.1 isjusta projection ofthe data on to the R � axis
and m asks the fundam entale�ect ofthe applied shear
(am ong other e�ects). W e have m arked in this �gure
the trends ofthe data sets ofW arhaft and co-workers
(parabolic solid line labelled by G W /SW ) and ofFer-
chichiand Tavoularis(straightline labelled by FT),re-
spectively.They show that the two experim ents follow
di�erent paths:while the Ferchichi-Tavoularisdata run
directly down the ‘m ountain range’,the Shen-W arhaft
data seem to run in a kind ofspiralaround the ‘m oun-
tain’,presum ably resultingin aslowerdecay oftheskew-
nesswhen projected on to the R � axis.Finally,the two
lim iting regim es ofSec.III are also plotted.The local
isotropy lim it is not reached for any ofthe data.The
largeshearcaseisreached forvery largeS�.A threshold
S�c growswhen R � increases;alternatively,localisotropy
requireslargerR � ifthe shearparam eterislarger.

V .C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

Considerable attention has been paid recently to the
fact that in shear ows the m om ents oftransverse ve-
locity derivatives do not vanish with Reynolds num ber
as fast as was expected.W e have introduced two con-
siderations for interpreting these observations,invoking
sm all-scaleinterm ittency and them agnitudeoftheshear
param eter.These two e�ects work in com bination with
theReynoldsnum bersin determ ining them agnitudesof
odd m om ents ofvelocity derivatives.The fact that the
odd m om ents,when norm alized by an appropriatepower
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ofthe variance (a procedure steeped in studiesofG aus-
sian processes),decay m oreslowly than expected should
not be considered a priorias incontrovertible evidence
againstlocalisotropy.W e believe thatthe broaderper-
spectiveofthispaperm ay explain som eseem ing contra-
dictionsthatexistin the literature.
The conclusionswedraw in thispaperwould be m ore

de�nitiveifthedataspannedm uch higherReynoldsnum -
ber range.This can be done with adequate resolution
only in atm ospheric owsatpresent.The existing m ea-
surem entsarein conform itywith thediscussion here,but
itis di�cultto be de�nitive because ofthe usualprob-
lem s thatoften existin atm ospheric m easurem ents.O n
theotherhand,itseem squitefeasiblein num ericalsim u-
lationsto�x theReynoldsnum berand varytheshearpa-
ram eter,even though theReynoldsnum berrangem aybe
lim ited.Such a study willtellusm oreabouttherestora-
tion (orotherwise)ofsm all-scaleisotropy.
In the recentpast,variouse�orts have been m ade to

understand the e�ects ofanisotropy through an SO (3)
decom position ofstructurefunctionsand othertensorial
objects (see Ref.29 for the basic theoreticalidea and
Refs.30-32 for im plem entations ofthe idea and further
references).The m ethod o�ersa transparentway ofde-
term iningthedegreeofanisotropyin turbulentstatistics.
The relation between thate�ortand the presentglobal
picture needsto be explored.
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FIG .1. Thedependenceoftheskewnessofthetransversevelocity derivativeon theTaylorm icroscaleReynoldsnum ber.The

solid line indicatestheR � scaling expected to hold on thebasisofLum ley’sdim ensionalconsiderations(see text).Notation in

the legend standsfor:PU,Pum ir[5];YE,Yeung,fordetails ofwhose shearow sim ulations,see [12];RM ,Rogersetal.[13];

SE,Schum acherand Eckhardt[6,7];G W ,G arg and W arhaft[2];SW ,Shen and W arhaft[4];FT,Ferchichiand Tavoularis[3].
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The notation in the legend isthe sam e asin Fig.1.
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FIG .5. (a) The dependence ofthe shear param eter S� on the shear rate S for �xed kinem atic viscosity,� = �air.(b)

D ependence of the Taylor-m icroscale Reynolds num ber R � on S for �xed �.Un�lled sym bols are the sam e as in Fig. 1.

Additionalshear ow experim ents have been included,though they did not focus on derivative m om ents explicitly (�lled

sym bols).The additions are:RO ,Rose [17]; M L,M ulhearn and Luxton [18]; HC,Harris,G raham ,and Corrsin [19]; TC,

Tavoularisand Corrsin [20];TK ,Tavoularisand K arnik [21];SV,Saddoughiand Veeravalli[22].

9



10
1

10
2

10
3

10
0

10
1

Rλ

S
*

LK

FIG .6. O perating pointsofthe hom ogeneousshearowsin the R �-S
�
plane.Allsym bolsare the sam e asin Figs.1 and 5.

D ata pointsLK stand forLee etal.[26],corresponding to additionalnum ericalsim ulationsatvery high shearrates.

10



0  

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

  

10 30 100 300 1000 
1

3

10

30
 

Rλ

S
*

GW/SW

FT

0.2−0.4
0.4−0.6
0.6−0.8
> 0.8

FIG .7. D erivativeskewnessand itsdependenceofR � and S
�
.Thesolid straightlineisforthelarge shearlim itS

�
=R � = 1,

thedashed linesareforlocalisotropy lim itS
�
=R � = 0:003 and 0.001 (leftto right).Underlying grey scalesresultfrom a surface

�t.Trendsofthedata from Ferchichiand Tavoularis(FT)and W arhaftand co-workers(G W /SW )areindicated by solid lines.

D i�erentsym bolsindicatedi�erentrangesoftheskewness,and m ay representdata from thesam esource.Thedata pointbelow

S
�
= 3 istaken from the num ericalexperim entsofRogersetal.[13]

11


