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A bstract

The problem of anisotropy and itse ects on the statistical theory ofhigh R eynolds-
num ber Re) turbulence (@nd turbulent transport) is Intim ately related and inter-
m ingled w ith the problem of the universality of the (@anom alous) scaling exponents
of structure functions. Both problem s had seen trem endous progress in the last
ve years. In this review we present a detailed description of the new tools that
allow e ective data analysis and system atic theoretical studies such as to ssparate
isotropic from anisotropic agpects of turbulent statistical uctuations. Em ploying
the invariance of the equations of uid m echanics to all rotations, we show how to
decom pose the (tensorial) statistical ob fcts in tem s of the irreducible representa—
tion of the SO (d) symm etry group (W ith d being the dimension, d= 2 or 3). This
device allow s a discussion of the scaling properties of the statistical ob fects n well
de ned sectors of the sym m etry group, each of which is determ ined by the \angu-
Jarm om enta" sector num bers (j;m ). For the case of turbulent advection of passive
scalar or vector elds, this decom position allow s rigorous statem ents to bem ade: (i)
the scaling exponents are universal, (ii) the isotropic scaling exponents are alw ays
leading, (iii) the anisotropic scaling exponents form a discrete spectrum which is
strictly increasing as a function of j. This em erging picture o ers a com plte un—
derstanding of the decay of anisotropy upon going to an aller and am aller scales.
Next we explain how to apply the SO (3) decom position to the statistical N avier—
Stokes theory. W e show how to extract Inform ation about the scaling behavior in
the isotropic sector. D oing so fumishes a systam atic way to assess the universality
of the scaling exponents in this sector, clarifying the anisotropic origin ofthe m any
m easurem ents that clain ed the opposite. A system atic analysis ofD irect N um erical
Sinulations O N S) of the N avierStokes equations and of experim ents provides a
strong support to the proposition that also for the non-lnear problm there exists
foliation ofthe statistical theory into sectors ofthe sym m etry group . T he exponents
appear universal in each sector, and again strictly increasing as a function of j.An
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approxin ate calculation of the anisotropic exponents based on a closure theory is
reviewed. The con icting experim ental m easurem ents on the decay of anisotropy
are explained and system atized, show ing agreem ent w ith the theory presented here.
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1 Introduction

T he statistical theory of uid turoulence is concemed w ith correlation func—
tions of the turbulent velocity vector eld u (x;t) where x is the spatial po—
sition and t the tine [L]. Shoe the velocty eld is a vector, m ultipoint and
m ultitin e correlation functions are in general tensor functions of the vector
positions and the scalar tim es. N aturally such functions have rather com pli-
cated form s which are di cul to m easure and to com pute. C onsequently,
aln ost from its very beginning, the statistical theory of turbulence was dis-
cussed In the context of an isotropic and hom ogeneous m odel. T he notion of
isotropic turbulence was rst introduced by G . I. Taylor in 1935 R]. Ik refers
to a turbulent ow, n which the statistical averages of every function of the
velocity eld and its derivatives w ith respect to a particular fram e of axes
is Invariant to any rotation in the axes. This is a very e ective m athem atical
sim pli cation which, ifproperly used, can drastically reduce them athem atical
com plexity ofthe theory. For this reason, it was very soon adopted by others,
such asT.D .Kaman and L.Howarth B]who derived the K amm an-H ow arth
equation (see below), and A . N . K oln ogorov [4,5] who derived the 4/5 law
(rederived below ). In fact, m ost of the theoretical work in turbulence in the
past sixty years was lin ited to the isotropic m odel.

E xperin entally, however, we know that isotropy holds only as an approxin a—
tion with a varyihg degree of justi cation. In all realistic ow s there always
exists som e anisotropy at all scales; the statistical properties of the velocity

eld are e ected by the geom etry ofthe boundaries or the driving m echanisn ,
which are never rotationally invariant [6{14]. T herefore, a realistic description
of turbulence cannot be purely isotropic and must contain som e anisotropic
elem ents. Yet the problem is that once we take anisotropy into acoount, we
face a drastic Increase In the com plexity of the theory. T he num ber of vari-
ables that is needed to describe the comm on statistical quantities, such as
correlation finctions and structure functions of the velocity eld, Increases a
lot. For exam ple, under shear there is a characteristic length scale, which can
be constructed from the typical velocity and the typical shear [B,15]. This
length has to be considered In order to distinguish those scales where the
turbulent evolution ism ainly dom inated by the nertial e ects of uid me-
chanics or by the direct Input of energy due to the anisotropic shear [16{19].
Sin ilarly, all dim ensional estin ates acquire a signi cant degree of am biguity
because of the proliferation of di erent din ensional quantities related to the
param eters of anisotropy. A s a consequence of these inherent di culties the
existing anisotropic e ects were sin ply ignored In m any of the experin ental
and sin ulational studies of statistical turbulence. This attitude gave rise to
am biguous assesan ents of in portant fiindam ental issues like the universality
of the scaling exponents in turbulence.



The standard jasti cation for ignoring anisotropic e ects is that the basic
phenom enclogy, since the pioneering works of K olm ogorov [4,5], predicts a
recovery of isotropy at su ciently an all scales of the turbulent ows. Nev—
ertheless, both recent experin ental works and theoretical analysis suggested
that the actual rate of recovery ismuch slower than predicted by sinple di-
m ensional analysis, pointing out even the possibility that som e anisotropic
correlation flinction, based on velocity gradients, staysO (1) forany Re [7,20{
22]. In oxder to settle this kind of problam s, theoretically or experim entally, it
is crucial to possess systam atic tools to disentangle isotropic from anisotropic

uctuations and to distinguish am ong di erent kinds of anisotropic uctua-
tions. Thus a central challenge In the theory of anisotropy In turbulence is
the construction ofan e cient m athem atical Janguage to describe it. W ithout
a proper description, the com plexities of the form alian can soon cbscure the
physical content of the processes that we w ish to study.

The problm of anisotropy is not disconnected from the other fundam ental
prcblem which has to do wih the nature of universality in turbulence. By
universality, we m ean the tendency ofdi erent turbulent system s to show the
sam e an allscales statistical behavior when the m easurem ents are done far
away from the boundaries. C onsider, for exam ple, the longiudinal two-point
structure function

D E
S @ (r) ® &) 5 uwkir) £ &+ ;D u&;nl; @)

w ith £ being the unit vector In the direction ofr,and h i stands for an appro-
priate ensem ble average. T his function show s essentially the sam e dependence
on the ssparation vector r, whether it ism easured In the atm osgoheric bound-
ary layer, n a wind tunnelorin aDN S, provided it ism easured for su ciently
an all ssparations and far from theboundaries. T hishigh-degree ofuniversality
cannot be expected ifanisotropic uctuationswere the dom inant contributions
to the twopoint structure functions.D i erent boundary conditions and di er-
ent forcing m echanism necessarily Introduce di erent large-scale anisotropies
in the ow, which would translate to di erent an allscale anisotropic uctua—
tions. Sm allscale universality can be achieved only if anisotropic uctuations
are sub—Jkading w ith respect to the isotropic uctuations. In the ollow ng, we
also discuss which aspects of the anisotropic uctuations are universal and
which are not. W e w ill see that som e aspects of the anisotropic uctuations
depend on the boundary conditions while other aspects do not. In fact we will
show that scaling exponents are expected to be universal whereas am plitudes
depend on the boundary conditions.

In the last 5 years, a trem endous progress in the understanding of the two
aforem entioned problem s, ie., nding a m athem atical language that prop—
erly describbes anisotropic turbulence and its universal properties has been
achieved. N ot surprisingly, the two problem s are closely related, as it often



happens in physics —a problem becom es considerably sim pler if described In
the properm athem atical language. T he technical core of these recent achieve-
m ents is the SO (3) decom position R3]. This tool enpys the advantages of
being m athem atically sim ple, yet very powerfiil and system atic. By using i,
m any of the m athem atical com plxities of dealing w ith anisotropy In turou—
Jence and in otherhydrodynam icproblem sare greatly sin pli ed.Theprincipal
Idea is to represent the m ain statistical cbservables, such as structure finc—
tions and correlation functions, In temn s of their proctions on the di erent
(J;m ) sectors of the group of rotations. Tt can be applied to all the statistical
quantities In turbulence, creating a detailed pro ke ofthe e ects of anisotropy.
A dditionally, and perhapsm ore in portantly, the SO (3) decom position reveals
som e new universal properties of fully developed turbulence. It is expected
that each sector of the SO (3) group has its own universal exponents. Tn par-
ticular, it is shown that the exponents associated w ith the anisotropic sectors
are larger than the isotropic exponents, In acocordance w ith the isotropization
of the statistics as an aller and am aller scales are observed.

A s already m entioned, the SO (3) decom position is usefiil also to investigate
isotropic and anisotropic uctuations in other hydrodynam ic problem s. In
particular we w ill focus on the case of scalar and vector quantities passively
advected by a turbulent velocity eld.In these cases, onem ay often elevate the
phenom enological assum ptions m ade for turulent anisotropic uctuations to
the status of rigorous statem ents R4]. By using a system atic decom position
In di erent sectors of the SO (3) group one may show that passive scalars,
advected by stochastic selfsim ilar G aussian velocity elds, always possess
isotropic kading sn allscale uctuations. M oreover, one m ay quantitatively
distinguish am ong di erent kinds of anisotropies, assessing their rate of decay
by going to an aller and an aller scales. It tums out that the rate of recovery
of isotropy is typically m uch slower than expected on the basis of din ensional
analysis.M oreover, alldi erent anisotropic uctuationsdecay in a selfsim ilar
way but w ith di erent rates; the scaling exponents being universal, w hile pref-
actors are non-universal R5]. The very sam e can be rigorously proved for the
passive advection of vectorlike quantities, as for the case of m agnetic elds
when the feedbadk on the velocity evolution due to the Lorentz force is ne-
glected. T here, the vector nature of the transported quantity leads to an even
richer, and m ore com plex, list of possbl anisotropic uctuations R6,27].An—
other in portant problem which we address In detail is the case of the passive
advection of a vector-lke Incom pressible quantity, ie. a passive vector with
pressure [28]. A lthough w ithout any counterpart in nature, such a system is
particularly interesting because it can be seen, for som e aspects, as the closest
Iinear approxin ation to the non-lnear N avierStokes evolution . For exam ple,
it allow s to study In a systam atic way som e problem s connected to the con—
vergence of ntegrals involving the pressure tem . Sin ilar technical problem s
arise also In the analysis ofboth isotropic and anisotropic m ultipoint velocity
correlations in N avierStokes equations.



O foourse, a signi cant part of this review w ill be devoted to applications of
the theoretical and technical tools to physical experim ental data [10,13,29{
33] and num erical data sets [15,34{38]. In order to exploit the entire poten—
tiality of the SO (3) decom position one needs to m easure the whole velocity
eld,u x), In a 3 din ensional volum e. T his isbecause In order to disentangle
di erent proctions on di erent sectors one needs to Integrate the given cor-
relation fiinction against the proper eigenfunction ofthe rotation group on the
3d sphere of radius r. By doing that, the exact proiction on each di erent
sector of the SO (3) decom position is under control, w ith the only practical
Iim itations for reaching highly anisotropic sectors being the lack of resolution
ofhighly uctuating angular properties. At the present stage of experin ental
capabilities the exact decom position can be carried out explicitly only In data
sets com ing from DN S. Here the velocity eld in the whole testing volum e is
available. For experin ental data, the best way to exploit the SO (3) decom —
position is to either select observables w ith vanishing isotropic com ponents,
In order to focus directly on anisotropic sectors, or to perform a m ulti-sector
analysis, ie.to t simulaneously the isotropic and anisotropic com ponents.

The review isorganized as follow s. Sect.2 o ersa historical review of isotropic
turbulence. W e present a m odem derivation of the exact results pertaining to
the 3'rd order structure function and the cekbrated 4/5 law . W e review the
standard theory for all correlation functions, and discuss the experin ental
di culties w ith the isotropic theory. T hese di culties included apparent per-
sistence of anisotropies into the am all scales for high Re, apparent location
dependent scaling exponents etc. In Sect. 3 we review the history of attem pts
to deal w ith anisotropy. In Section 4, the technical basis of the SO (3) de-
com position is ntroduced focusing on the particular statistical problem s of
anisotropic uctuations discussed in the previous section. Then, in Sect. 5 we
sw itch to study exactly solvabk hydrodynam ic problem s w ith em phasis on ei-
ther those agpects peculiar to each di erent m odel and to those features In
com m on w ith the non-lhnear N avierStokes case. Am ong the com m on agoects
we cite the possbility to study in these m odels in full details the foliation of
the equations of correlation fiinctions in di erent anisotropic sectors; the uni-
versality of isotropic and anisotropic exponents; the hierarchical organization
of exponents {lading to recovery of an allkscalks isotropy. At the end of this
section we present closure results for two-point turbulent structure function
in the anisotropic sectors j = 2;4;6. In Sect. 6, the utility of this lJanguage
is dem onstrated by discussing experin ental data in atm ospheric boundary
layer and on hom ogeneousshear ows. In Sect. 7, we present the analysis of
anisotropy In DN S of typical strongly anisotropic ows. Two cases are dis-
cussed In depth: channel ow sand random K oln ogorov ow s, the latter being
hom ogeneous ow s stirred at the large scales. Sect. 8 presents a summ ary and
conclusions. Technical details are collected iIn the appendices.



2 H istoricalR eview : Isotropic Turbulence

In the rsttwo sectionswe present a historicalreview .W e start w ith them odel
of hom ogeneous isotropic turbulence, and then tum to previous attem pts to
treat theoretically anisotropy in turbulence.

2.1 Hom ogeneous and Isotropic Turoulence

T he N avier-Stokes equations for the velocity eld are invariant to all rotations:
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wih p;t) and belhg the pressure and kinem atic viscosity respectively.
Sihce the gradient and Laplacian operators are both rotationally invariant,
the rotation symm etry of the equation can be broken only by anisotropic
forcing tem s or anisotropic boundary conditions. R ather naturally then the
statistical theory of turbulence was m ostly developed in the fram ework of
isotropic turdoulence RJ. The central idea of this approxin ation is that the
statistical average ofany function ofthe velocity com ponents in any coordinate
system is unaltered if this coordinate system is rotated or re ected In any
m anner. T he assum ption of isotropy wasw idely adopted.n 1938,K am an and
Howarth Blusad it to explore the second—and third-order correlation-flinctions
ofthevelocity eld.Theiruse oftensornotation wasm ore elegant and com pact
than that used by Taylor. It enabled them to derive som e constraints on these
correlation functions and express them In tem s ofa few scalar functions. For
exam ple, forthe second-order correlation-function in hom ogeneous turulence
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they used the representation
C = IEwd gmolEt +gb ; )
and then derived a linear di erential relation between f (r;t) and g (r;t) using

the solenoidal condition of@ C  (r;t) = 0O,
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T his m eans that under the assum ption of isotropy, and using the soknoidal
condition, the second-order correlation—flinction can be w ritten in term sofone
scalar function instead ofnine. Sim ilarly, K am an and H owarth analyzed the
third-order correlation function by representing it as an isotropic tensor and
then reducing the num ber of scalar fiinctions using the soknoidal condition.
They were also able to connect it to the ssocond-order correlation function In
decaying turbulence using the N avierStokes equations. T hese com putations
have since found their way into every standard textdook on the statistical
theory of turbulence.

T he m athem atical representation of isotropic turbulence has reached itsm ost
elegant and powerful form In a paper by H.P. Robertson from 1940 [39].
R cbertson provided a system atic way to represent isotropic tensors using the
theory of invariants. For exam ple, to derive the general representation (4) In
the stationary case using R cbertson’sm ethod, we consider the scalar finction

C @;b;r) C ®ab ;

w ih a and b being two arbitrary vectors. IfFC  (r) were an isotropic tensor,

C @;b;r) would preserve its functional form upon an arbitrary (sin ultaneous)

rotation ofthe three vectors r;a ;b.U sing Invariant theory, R cbertson deduced

thatC (@;b;r) mustbea function ofthe six possible scalarproducts (¢t r), (¢
a),...and of the detem imnant frab] r a b .Additionally, by de nition,

It must be a bilnear finction ofa and b and thereforem ust have the ollow ing

form :

C @jb;r)y=1A2A @) ( a)r b))+ B ()@ b)+ C (r) rab];

where A (r), B (r) and C (r) are arbitrary functions. Finally, recalling that
C @;b;r) is the contraction ofC (r) with a and b, we nd that

C @®=A@rr +B ([ + C (r) r

Ifwe further demand C (r) to be Invarant to im proper rotations as well
(ie., rotations plus re ections), we can drop the skew -sym m etric part ’
thus retaining a representation which isequivalent to Eq. ().

22 The 4/5 law in Isotropic Turbulknce and its G eneralization

By using the isotropic representation of the third-order correlation fiinction,
I 1941 K olm ogorov proved the \four- fth law " well nside the hertial range
of a fully developed turbulence. This law pertains to the third orderm om ent
of longitudinalvelocity di erences, stating that in hom ogeneous, isotropic and



stationary turbulence, In the lim it of vanishing kinem atic viscosity ! 0
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where isthemean energy ux perunit tin e and m ass, hiru Fi.The
fundam ental assum ption needed to derive this law is the so—called \dissipation
anom aly" which m eans that the dissjpation is nite in the lmit ! O0.As
noted in [B], \this is one of the m ost in portant resuls in filly developed
turbulence because it isboth exact and nontrivial. Tt thus constitutes a kind of
boundary condition’ on theories of turoulence: such theories, to be acosptable,
must either satisfy the four- fth law, or explicitly violate the assum ptions
m ade In deriving i".

To dem onstrate how isotropy helps In deriving this result, we present a re—
derivation in which we will obtain an additional exact relation that appears
to have the sam e status as the four- fth law, pertaining to hom ogeneous,
stationary and isotropic turbulence w ith helicity [40,41]1.D e ning the velociyy
Vv (X;t) asv (x;t) u (x;t) hiiwe considerthe sin ultaneous 3rd order tensor
correlation fiinction which depends on two space points:
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W e show that in the Imit ! 0, under the sam e assum ption leading to the
fourth—- fth law, this correlation fuinction reads [41]

, 2 h
J’ @)= —I( + r —-r — r + r)r ; 6
(r) lO( 3 ) 30( )r ;  (6)
w here is the K ronecker delta and is the fully antisym m etric tensor.
The quantity h is the m ean dissjpation of helicity per unit m ass and tin e,
D E
h r u)r ul) ;

w here repeated indices are summ ed upon. In the derivation below i assum ed
that h rem ains constant when ! 0 in the sam e soirit of the dissipation
anom aly [42{44].The rsttem iIn Eg. (6) is Just the 4/5 Jaw . The new part
of result (6) can be also displayed In a form that depends on h alone by
Introducing the longiudinal and transverse parts of u : the Iongiudinal part
isu; r@ r)%and the transverse part isuy  u Y. tem s of these
quantities we can present a \two fteenth law"

) 2
Blwk;rin] b+ %t wkioli= chr: (7)
W e note that this resul holds also when we replace u by v everyw here.
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To derive the result (6) we start from the correlation function J 7 (r) which
is symm etric w ith respect to exchange of the indices and  as is clear from
the de nition.Inh an isotropic hom ogenecusm edium w ith helicity (o inversion
symm etry), the m ost general form ofthis obct is B1]:

J’'" @=a@[ r + r + rl+e@®[ r+ , r 2 r]
+th@[ r + rr+a@[ r+ r+ r 5rr r =r’]:

This general representation is invarant to the choice of ordentation of the
coordinates. N ot all the coe cients are Independent for lncom pressible ow s.
Requiring @J ' (r)=@r = 0 leadsto two relations am ong the coe cients:

5 2d d 3
d—r+;a3(r)=§d—rbl(r)+ a; ()] ; d—r+1—: Pa;(xr) 4a@®]= 0:
A swe have two conditions relating the three coe cientsa ;;&; and a; only one
ofthem is independent.K olm ogorov’s derivation related the rate ofenergy dis-
sipation to the value ofthe ram aining unknown . H ere the coe cientb , ram ains
undeterm ned by the Incom pressbility constraint; it w illbe determ ined by the
rate of helicity dissipation.

K oIn ogorov’s derivation can be paraphrased in a sin pl m anner. Begin w ith
the second order structure fiinction $@ (r) hjn x+ r) u xFi.Computing
the rate of change of this (tin e-independent) function from the N avier-Stokes
equations (2) we nd

_esvm
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0

whereD @ (r) stem s from thenonlinearterm (@ r )u and asa result it consists
of a correlation function including a velocity derivative. T he conservation of
energy allow s the derivative to be taken outside the correlation function:

D @ (r) @%hu &;u X+ ;Db &) u &+ ;i )

In temm s of the function ofEq. (5) we can w rite

h i
D@ (r) = @% J/' @) J ( r;v : (10)

Note that Eq. (5) iswrtten in tem s ofv rather than u, but using the Incom -
pressbility constraint we can easily prove that Eq. (9) can also be identically
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written in tem s of v rather than u.W e prooeed using Eq. (8) n Eq. (10),
and nd

D@ (r) = 2@%1: Ba; () + 2a; )] : (11)

Forr in the nertialinterval,and or ! 0,wecan read from Eq. (8)D @ (r) =
2 and therefore have the third relation that is needed to solve all the three
unknown coe cients.A calculation lads to

a;x)= 2 =45,; a= =18; a=0:

The choice of the structure function S, (r) leaves the ocoe cient b, (r) unde-
tem Ined, and another correlation finction is needed in order to ram edy the
situation. Since the helicity isu r u ], we seek a correlation function which
is related to the helicity of eddys of scale of r:

T @ huEe+ x;t) ux;b] [ U+ r;t) r u &;HH

U sing the N avier-Stokes equations to com pute the rate of change of this quan—
tity we nd

T @ _
2@t

0= ¥ @ 2h T 9 (@) ; 12)

which is the analog of (8), and where
GPm=fluxit) [k L&+t [k vkt r;dlg
+ fterm r ! rg : @3)
T he conservation of helicity allow s the extraction of two derivatives outside

the correlation fiinctions. T he result can be expressed in term softhe de nition
©):

@ @
@) _ ; ; .
G (r) R or 8] )+ J ( r)l:
Substituting Eqg. (8) we nd
GY@=2 ¢ b @k r r1;
Qr Qr

which is the analog of Eqg. (11).Ushg Eq. (12) in the mnertial interval in the
Iimi ! Owe nd thedi erential equation

2
r2d b (r) do, (r)
dr

h
= + 9r + 15k, (x) = 5:
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T he general solution ofthisequation isb, (r) = h=30+ ;r °+ ,r °.Requir
Ing nitesolutionsinthelmitr! Omeansthat ;= ,= 0.Accordingly we
end up wih Eqg. (6). The m oral of this exam pl is that even in isotropic and
hom ogeneous system s there exist sub—-Jading term s which can becom e dom -
nant for specially selected ob fcts lke (7). 0 nce anisotropy exists, there are
many more (n fact n nitely m any) sub—-Jeading contributions that need to
be assessed carefully. Sin ilar results for slightly di erent correlation fiinctions
have also been found in @45, 46]

2.3 Kol ogorov's Theory for 2'nd, 4'th, and H igher O rder Structure Func—
tons

U nfortunately, the exact result pertaining to the 3'rd order structure finction
is rather unique. T he m om ent we consider 2'nd, 4"th or higher order correla-
tion functions there is no exact result for the scaling exponents. K oln ogorov’s
1941 theory states that, for Re lJarge enough, an allkscales turbulent uctua-
tions should recover isotropy and hom ogeneiy (ifm easured far enough from

boundaries) and should possess universal scaling properties depending only on
them ean energy ux, .Forhom ogeneous and isotropic ensembles one de nes

r

S™ @ hidE;r;Hi= (Ff®(—;
Ly r

)i 14)

where L, and are the Integral length scale and the viscous scale, regoec—
tively. T he fiinction £ is supposed to be wellbehaved in the lim it of in nite
Reynolds numbers for xed sgparation, r: lin ., o £ &;y) = const. In this
Iim it, the celebrated K 41 scaling prediction for structure functions in the in-
ertial range, r Ly, ©llows:

(n)

s® @ c®(rn ; wih = (15)

In (15) the constants C ®) depend only on the large scale properties. B ecause
of stationarity, the mean energy ux n Eqg. (15) can be equally taken to be
the m ean energy Input or the m ean energy dissipation.

K olm ogorov’s theory goes beyond the scaling prediction (15). For exam pl,
any non-vanishing pth order structure functions, including purely transversal
and m ixed longitudinaktransversal velocity Increm ents, m ust possess the sam e
scaling exponents:

)

SC™ ) hdE d @i cfM(r) T 16)
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wherep=n+m, u(r) u (r) Ur)t, and u(r) isone of the com po-
nents ofthe two-dim ensional transverse velocity di erence. N otice that due to
the assum ption of isotropy, only even combinations of transversal increm ent
In (16) have a non vanishing average. It is also not di cult to extend the

K 41 reasonings to describe also correlation functions at the viscous scales, ie.
observables based on gradients statistics [47,48].

24 ExperimentalD i culbdes with the Isotropic T heory

On the whole, experin ental tests of K olm ogorov’s theory ran into Increasing
di culties when the data were analyzed w ith greater detail. The rst system —
atic attem pt to chedk the isotropic scaling (15) for high Re number turbu-
lence was [49]. T hese authors perform ed a high statistical test ofK 41 theory
by going beyond the usual two-point correlations. They m easured structure
finctions of higher order, reaching good evidence that there exist anom alus
deviations from the scaling exponents (15). T heir data substantiate a power-
law behavior with (@) $ n=3.At that tine, and for m any year later, the
situation was very controversial both theoretically and experim entally. T here
appeared m any clain s that the observed deviations were due to sub—Jeading
niteReynolds e ects. O ne should not underestin ate the di culies of get—
ting reliable estin ates of the scaling exponents. F irst, one m ust expect nite
R eynolds num bers corrections which m ay strongly reduce the inertial range
where scaling law s are expected or introduce anisotropic corrections to the
isotropic K 41 predictions. Both e ects are usually present In all experin ents
and num erical sin ulations. N ow adays, stateoftheart experim ents of turbu-—
Jence in controlled geom etries reach am axin um Re num bersm easured on the
gradient scales, ! = hy uji=hj1i, ofR 5000 where R = -Z and U
is the typical Jarge scale velocity. In atm osgpheric ows R can be as high as
R 20000 but at the expense of high anisotropy.M ore com plkex is the situ-
ation of DN S where the best resolution ever reached up to now is 4096° [B0],
corresponding to a R 1100.DNS allow a m inin ization of the anisotropic
corrections, by In plem enting periodic boundary conditions and fully isotropic
forcing, som ething w hich is not experim entally feasble.However, also n DN S
the discrete sym m etries lnduced by the nite lattice-spacing do not allow for
perfect isotropic statistics. W e thus either have high-R eynoldsnum bers exper-
In ents which are strongly perturbed by anisotropic e ects, or DN S isotropic
ow atm oderate R eynolds num bers. T herefore, one has to face the problam of
how to disentangle isotropic from anisotropic uctuations and how to extract
Inform ation on the asym ptotic scaling w ith a nite {often short{ inertialxrange
extension. O nly recently, affer m any experim ental and num erical con mm a-—
tions of the resuls of 9], the situation becam e clearer Bl].W emay a m
now wih som e degrees of certitude that the isotropic scaling exponents are
anom alous, the K 41 prediction (n) = n=3 is wrong, exospt forn = 3 which
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is xedtobe (3)= 1 by the exact 4=5 law .M oreover, the possibility to show
analytically the existence of anom alous scaling in turbulent advection R4],
de nitely elin nated those argum ents supporting the im possibility to have a
R e-independent anom alous scaling in any hydrodynam ic system .From a phe—
nom enological point of view, it is easy to extend the K41 theory such as
to include anom alous scaling. A Iready K oln ogorov noticed, after Landau’s
critician in 1962, that it is unrealistic to expect the isotropic nertial range

uctuations to depend only on the m ean energy dissipation, .Koln ogorov
proposed In 1962 [B2] to em ploy the coarsegrained energy dissipation over a
box of size r,

~(x) = dy &+ vy); a7

A

¥xr

to m atch the correct din ensions of structure fiinctions in (14), the socalled
Re ned K olm ogorov H ypothesis:

S® ()= C O (r)irs : 18)

T his hypothesis connects the deviation from theK 41 prediction, (©) n=3=

n=3), to the anom alous scaling of the coarsegrained energy dissipation :
Irs ()i r ®2.Anom alus scaling of isotropic structure functions is there—
fore connected to the m ultifractal properties of the three din ensional energy
dissipation eld B]. &t should be noted however that the Re ned K oln ogorov
Hypothesis related inertial range scaling to scaling of dissipative quantities,
and delicate issues connected to an alldistance expansions and fiision rules are
being disregarded here [53,54]. At any rate, the relation presented by Eq.(18)
did not advance the calculation of the scaling exponents beyond crude phe-
nom enology.

2.5 Persistence of Anisotropies

A central issue 0ofK 41 phenom enology is the assum ption of retum-to—isotropy
for an aller and an aller scales. R ecently this assum ption had been put to test
In experin ents and simulations [10,21,35,55]. A usefiil experim ental sst-up
to test the retum to isotropy is a hom ogeneous shear ow [6] where the lJarge-
scale m ean-velocity has a Inear pro le: V. = (Voy;0;0). The shear is given
by Sij = @iVy = 4 Vo.W e thus have a hom ogeneous but anisotropic ow,
close to the ideal case for studying the n uence of large scale anisotropies
on the snall scale statistics. \Sm all scales" are de ned here In com parison
to the characteristic shear length, Lg = '=S; orr Lg wemay expect
that anisotropic uctuations are sub—Jleading w ith respect to the isotropic ones.
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Thecaser Lg isofinterest In situations where the shear is very intense, as
very close to the walls in bounded ows. In such cases we expect a dram atic
change from the K 41 phenom enology [16,18,19]. Fortunately, i is not that
di cul to design experin ents or DN S possessing an aln ost perfect lnear
pro lew ith hom ogeneous shear [7,16,21,55].A popularway tom easure sn alk
scales anisotropies isto focuson the R e dependence of isotropic and anisotropic
statistical observables built n tem s of velocity gradients. For exam ple, due
to the symm etrdes ofthemean ow, gradients of the stream -w ise com ponent
in the shear direction, @,u,, m ay have a skewed distribution only due to the
anisotropic uctuations; they have a symm etric PDF in a perfectly isotropic

ow .A naturalm easure ofthe residual anisotropy at am allscales as a function
ofRe is the m ixed generalized skew ness based on gradients:

h(@yux )2n+ li

2n+1)
M ga2ntl *
h@yuy)°i 2
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These obcts vanish In isotropic ensembles. O f course, at nite Reynolds
num bers one expects that the large-scale anisotropy Introduced by the shear
still rem ains, even on the gradient scale. T herefore, the rate of decay of (19) as
a function ofR e is a quantitative indication of the rate of decay of anisotropy
at an all scales. In the next section we review Lum ley’s din ensionalargum ents
B] for anisotropic uctuations, which predicts:

M @Y R )y R Z; 8 n: 0)

In fact, both num erical R0,21] (@t low Reynolds num bers) and experin ental
tests (Up to R 1000) showed a clear disagreem ent w ith the dim ensional
prediction (20).For exam pl in [/] the authors quote a decay In agreem ent
w ith the prediction ©rM ® R ), an aln ost constant behavior as a fiinction
ofRe Prthe fthorder,M ® R ) 0 (1) and an increasing behavior for the
sventh orderM P R ) R'%% I These results have cast a severe doubt on
the fundam entalassum ption ofthe K 41 theory.Sin ilar results, w ith even m ore
strik ing contradictionsw ith the hypothesis ofthe retum-to-isotropy, have been
m easured In the problem ofpassive scalar uctuations, = T  HT i, advected
by an isotropic velocity eld In the pressnce of a m ean hom ogeneous scalar
gradient, r hTi= (g;0;0).The equation ofm otions for the passive advected
eld in this case are:

@ + u r =gu @2
Both experim ental and num erical data show a strong disagreem ent w ith the

prediction that generalized skew ness oftem perature gradientsbecom es an aller
upon increasing R eynolds and Peclkt num bers B6{61].
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W e will show below how the analysis based on SO (3) deocom position and its
theoretical consequences settles thispuzzle of strong persistence of an isotropies
B5]. In fact, contrary to what appears, the K 41 phenom enology w ith its as—
sum ption of retum-to-isotropy and the above experim ental results are not at
all in contradiction (see section 62.1).

2.6 Longitudinaland T ransversal Isotropic Structure Functions

A nother debated issue conceming the K 41 phenom enology and its m ultifrac—
tal generalization (18) has to do wih the observed discrepancies between
the scaling properties of longiudinal, transversal, and m ixed longiudinal-
transversal structure functions In (supposedly) isotropic fully developed tur-
bulence B0,62{65].A s previously stated, K 41 theory, for isotropic ow s, pre-
dicts the sam e scaling behavior, in the lim i of high Re, independent of the
C artesian com ponents of the velocity increm ents in the structure functions.
Fora given orderp= m + n only prefactors In (16) m ay depend on the par-
ticular choice of n and m . Let us denote with ®™’ the scaling exponent of
the m ixed structure function (16) m ade of n longitudinal increm ents and of
m transversal ncrem ents In a isotropic ensamble:

(njm )

S(n;m)(r) C(n;m)r

For p < 4 the issue does not exist; due to the Incom pressbility constraint
all sscond and third order longiudinal or transversal structure fiinctions have
the sam e scaling In a isotropic ensemble. For p > 3 many experin ents and
num erical sin ulations found that ©™) < @m% ifn < nandm > m°when
n+m = n% m° & appearsthatw ith ncreasihgm the scaling exponents reduce
(the signal is m ore intem ittent). The largest di erence for a structure func—
tion of order p is therefore achieved when we com pare the purely longiudinal
scaling  (;0) wih the purely transversal scaling (0;p). O ther experin en—
tal data suggests the possibility of a slow tendency of the longitudinal and
transversal scaling exponents to coalesce for increasing Re [66{68].

W e will argue below that the experim ental m easurem ents of di erent expo—
nents stem s from anisotropic correctionsthata ect di erently the longitudinal
and transverse com ponents. In other words, by not ram oving the anisotropic
contrbutions, one cannot expect pure powerdaw behavior. The situation is
m ore com plex for the analysis ofdata from DN S. T here, one m ay in plm ent
highly isotropic forcing and boundary conditions, such that in most cases
any residual anisotropic e ectsm ay safely be neglected even at m oderate Re
num bers. O n the other hand, stateofthe-art num erical sin ulations are still
strongly lin ited in the maxinum Re achievable. Only very recently reliable
data w ith high-statistics becam e availablk at resolution 1024° [64], whilem ost
ofthe previous DN S where lin ited to Jower resolutions. At resolution of 10243
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one reaches a m oderate R 400, far below m any experin ents. Because of
the consequent lin ited extension of the inertial range, such DN S did not re-
soke the puzzle of Iongiudinal vs transversal scaling. T he num erical resuls
oscillate between evidence for di erent scaling properties and for is oppo—
site [62,64,69{71]. T he issue is com plicated by the fact that longitudinal and
transversal structure functionspossess di erent nite Ree ects.Forexam pl,
in [p4] it was shown that structure functions of di erent order have di er-
ent dependence on the visoous cuto ; this ntroduces ambiguity in de ning
a comm on nertial range where power law is expected. W e thus propose that
untilhigh resolution isotropicm easurem entsbecam e available, allevidence for
di erent scaling exponents for Iongitudinal and transverse structure functions
should be considered w ith suspicion.

2.1 Position D ependent Scaling E xponents

In som e Inhom ogeneous sin ulations and experin ents it was clain ed that the
m easured scaling exponents depended on the point ofm easurem ent w ithin the

ow domann [,18,19,72{74]. If true, such nding would deal a death blow
to the idea of universality of the scaling exponents in turbulence. It should
be stressed that in all the exam ples where such ndings were reported the

ow contained strong anisotropic and inhom ogeneous com ponents and/or the
scaling range was not su cient to actually present direct log-log plots for
the structure functions vs. r. In som e of these cases, scaling was extracted
by using the m ethod called \E xtended Self Sin flarity" ®SS) [B1]; the use of
thism ethod can be dangerous in presence of anisotropic and inhom ogeneous
e ects.W henever strong anisotropies are present one has to distinguish am ong
tw o scaling ranges. At scales Jarger than the shear length, the energy cascade
m echanism of the K oln ogorov theory is overw heln ed by shearing e ects [16,
19]. 0 nly for scales an aller than the shear length the m eaning of anisotropic
corrections to the isotropic K 41 scaling theory iswell posed. W e argue below
that the reported position-dependent isotropic exponents in the latter case
stem from anisotropic com ponents which appear wih di erent am plitudes
at di erent points In the ow . The di erent \exponents" that were m easured
w ere not realexponents but the result ofa crossover between the isotropic and
anisotropic corrections. O nce the data is procted onto the isotropic sector
the leading exponents becom e position independent as expected.
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3 H istoricalR eview : A ttem pts at A nisotropy

3.1 Bachebr's Approach

The st system atic approach to anisotropy In turbulence was suggested by
G .K .Batchelor in 1946 [/5]. B atchelor did not attem pt to describe the m ost
general form of anisotropy In turoulence, but instead con ned hin self to the
easier case of axisym m etric turbulence. In axisym m etric turbulence the m ean
value of any function of the velocity eld and its derivatives is lnvarant to all
rotations of the axes in a given direction. T herefore, the anisotropy in axisym —
m etric tubulence is induced by a single direction In soace. W e denote this
symm etry axis by the unit vector n . Being the easiest case of anisotropic tur-
bulence, axisym m etric turdoulence was them ain m odel for studying anisotropy
In subsequent years.

B atchelor used the invariant theory in order to take the anisotropy vector n
Into account In the tensor representations. H ism ethod is sim ple: add the vector
n to the list of vectors In R cbertson’sm ethod. For exam ple, suppose we w ish
to oconstruct an axisymm etric representation of the second-order correlation
function C  (r) de ned n (@).Then, just as In the isotropic case, we create
a scalar function by contracting the two Indicesof C  (r) w ith two arbitrary
vector a and b, with the di erence that now we assum e that the resultant
scalar function depends on the unit vector n as well as on the other vectors
r, a and b. W e therefore Iook for an nvariant representation of the scalar
function C (r;n;a;b), which depends only on the di erent scalar products
r r,r n,r a,..and the varous detem imnants frnal, knb],...Forsome
reason, B atchelor decided to ignore the skew -sym m etric parts and considered
only the scalarproducts. U sing the fact that C (r;n ;a;b) isa bilinear function
ofa and b, Batchelor found that

C @E)=Arr +B +Cnn +Dnr +Ern ;

where A ;B ;C ;D ;E are functions ofthe am plitude r and ofthe scalar product
£ n .Notice that In this expansion the num ber of unknowns has grown from
two to ve with respect to the isotropic expansion. It would have been nine,
had we taken the skew -sym m etric parts into account. Indeed, a prom nent
characteristic of anisotropic representations is that they are farm ore com plex
than their isotropic counterparts.

U sing this sort of representations, B atchelor was able to generalize K am an—
Howarth results to the case of axisym m etric turdbulence. That is, after repre-
senting the second—and third-order correlation—-finctions in temm sof few scalar
fiinctions, B atchelorusad the solenoidal condition and the N avier-Stokes equa—
tions to derive som e linear di erential relations am ong them .
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32 Chandrmasekhar and Lindlorgy’s A pproaches

A som ew hat m ore elegant approach to axisym m etric turbulence was o ered a
few years Jater by S.Chandrasskhar [/6]. Chandrasskhar’s treatm ent is sin —
ilar to Batchelbr’s in follow ing R obertson’s work [(B9]. Chandrasskhar took
advantage of the skew -sym m etric tensor for creating a representation of
solenoidal axisym m etric tensors. H e noticed that the curl of an axisym m etric
tensor autom atically satis es the solenoidal condition. T herefore, by repre—
senting the second—and third— correlation—-fuinctions as a curl of auxiliary ten—
sors, Chandrasskhar autom atically solved the solenoidal equations, and was
kft wih the dynam ical equations Wwhich are derived from the N avier-Stokes
equation) only. Chandrasskhar’s dynam ical equations are considerably sin —
pler than those of B atchelor. N evertheless, they are still very com plicated and
this, perhaps, explains why there was no serious attem pt to continue Chan-
drasskhar’'s work in subsequent years.

In 1995 there w as another attem pt to fomm ulate the kinem atics ofhom ogeneous
axisym m etric turbulence n [/7]. T he representation in this paperwas \exper—
In entally oriented", In the sense that the scalar functions that are used can be
m easured directly in experim ent. To acoom plish that, one de nestwo auxiliary
unit vectors (that were also used In [/8]): e (r) n r=T rij; £r)
e1(r) n .Thetrplkt (nh;q;e,) isan orthonom albasis of R3.But since it
ismade out of r and n usihg invarant operations (ie., vectorial products),
it is ilnvarant to sin ultaneous rotations of r and n, and thus it is lnvariant
to rotations of r alone around n (pecause In these rotations n rem ains xed
anyhow ). T herefore any tensor that is built from these unit vectors and the
productsr r,r n isnecessarily an axisymm etric tensor. For exam ple, In
order to represent the second-order correlation-function C  (r), one w rites

C @=Rinn +Ree +Riee +Rsh e +n e

+ Q01he+neltQrlee + ¢

w here the six scalar functionsR;:: 53R 4 and Q 1;Q , are finctions of r n
and T nj. Notice that this representation takes into account the skew —
symm etric part of C  (r) using the scalar functionsQ; and Q ,.

The m apr advantage in this representation is that the scalar functions have
an inm ediate interpretation in tem s of m easurabl quantities. W ith respect
to the exam ple above, if (U;v;w) are the velocity com ponents in the direction
of (h ;e,;e;) respectively, then due to the orthonom ality oftriplet (n;e5;e1),
we get

Ri=huxx)ukx+r)i; Ry=lhwx)vix+ r)i;
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R:s=lwxwx+r)i; Ry=hux)vx+ r)i;
Qi =hhxwx+r)i; Q,=lwx)wx+ r)i:

N ext one uses the solenoidal condition to derive lnear di erential relations
between the scalar fnctions. O ne can also consider the triple correlation fiinc-
tion and the velocity-pressure correlation fiinction in the very sam e m ethod.
This way one derives a representation for the dynam ical equation ofC  (r).
M athem atically speaking, this representation isno betterthan B atchelor’s rep—
resentation, and m ay even be considered worse than Chandrasekhar’s. This is
because there is no reduction In the num ber of scalar functions and there is
no sim pli cation In the resulting equations. The m otivation for this represen—
tation is experim ental w ithout com pelling physical orm athem atical contents.

3.3 Case Speci c Approaches

T he abovem entioned works can be view ed as system atic attem ptsto dealw ith
the problem of anisotropic turbulence, where a general m ethod to describe
the anisotropic (or, m ore exactly, axisym m etric) quantities n turbulence is
suggested . In that respect they di er from m ost research that ollowed on the
sub ect, which wasusually con ned to a particularm odelora speci ¢ problem
related to anisotropy.

331 TempormlRetum to Isotropy

One such problem is the tem poral retum to isotropy In which one tries to
understand the m echanisn s that drive a decaying turbulence which is Ini-
tially anisotropic into being statistically isotropic. A s In the works of Batch—
elor and Chandrasskhar, the statistics was usually assum ed to be spatially
hom ogeneous to sin plify the problem . The theoretical attem pts to explain
this phenom enon can be roughly divided into two groups. The rst group,
which was initiated by Rotta [79] In 1951, consists of attem pts to m odel the
decay of anisotropy using onepoint closures. In that fram ew ork, one usually
considers the dynam ical equation of the Reynolds stress,prhich is the same—
point correlation-function of the velocity eld C  (t) u X;tu x;t)

In a hom ogeneous, decaying turbulence, this correlation cbeys the follow ing
equation

2
@tC = 5 ’
w ih

D E D E D E
ul@p + u@Rp +2 @Qu @u

@1)
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NoticethatC  isa second-rank r-independent tensorthat containsan isotropic
part which is itstrace) and an anisotropic (traceless) part. This explains the
m otivation behind the de nition of , which is to capture the anisotropic
part of the decay rate of C . To solve Eq. (21), one must m odel the
tensor. U sually thishasbeen done on a phenom enologicalbasis. A system atic
treatm ent to this problem was o ered by in B0]. In that paper, the authors
suggested that should depend on tine implicitly through C , and

A dditionally, since is a dim ensionless tensor, i must depend only on di-
m ensionless param eters. T here are six such independent dim ensionless quanti-
ties. T he authors chose to represent them In a way which isolates the property
of anisotropy from other properties, and form the tensor

b qué ; £=C = u’k)

The tensorb  is proportional to the anisotropic, traceless part of C and
hence contains ve Independent com ponents. Tt isoften denoted asthe \R eynolds
stress anisotropy" or sin ply as the \anisotropy tensor". This tensor has be-
com e a central m easure for anisotropy In turbulence and has been used ex—
tensively in experin ental and num erical analysis of anisotropy In turdoulence.
T he sixth com ponent was de ned to be proportional to the isotropic part of
C (the energy) by R 9‘3—4 . W ith these din ensionless quantities, can
be written as = ©;R1) . They further simpli ed that expression by
noticing that if depends sokly on b and R; then it m ust depend on them
In an isotropic m anner, since any anisotropic dependence necessarily m eans
that also depends on the boundary conditions. To represent this isotropic
dependence explicitly, they used the Invariant theory Bl] and introduced the
second— and third-principakinvariants of the traceless tensor b:

II TrPl; III TrP]l:

A coording to the Invariant theory, can bem ost generally w ritten as
h 1 i

= (II;ITI;Ry)b + (II;ITI;R)) b Db §II ; (22)

and theproblem isreduced to detem ining the functionalform of (II;III;R,)
and (II;II;R;).Based on this fom align , there have been m any attem ptsto
m odel the functions (II;III;R;) and (II;III;R;) to m atch experimental
resuls B2]. For exam ple, Rotta’s m odel is considered a linear m odel for the
anisotropy decay because he used

(II;ITI;R4y) = C, 30 ; (IIL;ITI;R) = 0 :
C onsequently, the decay of the anisotropy tensor is given by

@b = (=HC: 2b
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which isa Jinearequation nb ,provided that the isotropic quantities ;¢ are
Independent ofb . This sort of equation predicts thatb (t) is proportional
tob (t= 0) and that every com ponent of the tensor decays at the sam e rate.
E xperim entally however linearity is not supported. For exam ple, it has been
observed experim entally that the retum to isotropy is relatively rapid, at least
at the beginning of the process, when the invariant ITI is negative, whereas
the retum to isotropy is fairly slow In the case where the Invariant is positive
B31.

T he other line of research that was used to study the problem of the retum-
to-isotropy consists of attem pts to m odelthe decay w ith two-point closures. In
these m odels one considers the di erent correlation functions of the velocity
eld across a ssparation vector r, instead of using the sam epoint correlations
as in the onepoint closures. T he m athem atical structure here isusually m uch
m ore com plicated than that of the onepoint closures, but in retum, the two—
points m odels often provide a desper understanding of the physics involved.

An in portant exam pl forsuch am odelisgiven by [78]. In thisw ork the author
used the direct-interaction approxim ation © IA) B4]to study the decay ofan
axisym m etric turbulence into isotropy. The D 1A is a welkknown truncation
of the renom alized perturbation theory for turbulence. T he perturbation is
done in the Interaction strength param eter which is set to unity in the end),
and is truncated at the second-order — ie., at the direct=interaction temm s.
T he calculations are done In Fourier space. They result In two coupled equa—
tions for the tig e evolution of the:tw o-tim e, second-order correlation-finction
c k;t5 u k;tu ( k;® andtheresponse finction G (k;t;t%).The
latter is de ned as the average of the change in the velocity eld at tine t
as a result of an in nitesin al change in the forcing at tin e t°. T he equations
prc  k;5t) andG ;%) determ ine theirtin e evolution. T hey are non—
linear, nonlocal integro-di erential equations and are therefore very hard to
dealw ith. In the isotropic case the equations can be considerably sin pli ed
by noting that both C ;4% and G (k;t;t%) must satisfy the solenoidal
condition, which In Fourer space m eans that both tensors m ust vanish once
we contract any of their indices w ith the vector k . It is easy to see that under
such a condition, C  (k;tt) and G k;t;t%) can be represented in tem s of
one scalar function:

c kit =cikut)hd ®) ; ¢ &k =gkuODd K); ©@3)

where

D &) kk - (24)
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W hen tuming to the axisymm etric case, the representation of the tensors
becom e much m ore com plex. Instead of one scalar function for each tensor,
two functions must be used corresponding to the two scalar functions that
w here used by Batchelor [75] and Chandrasskhar [76] to describe the second—
order correlation—fiinction in real space. O ne uses the separating vector k and
the anisotropy unit-vector n to create two unit vectors which are orthogonal
tok:

ek Ek n=k nj; ekx)Ek & n)=k & n)j: @5

W ith these vectors, C  (;t;t%) was w ritten as

C ki) =ck;te e + o k;te,e, ; 26)

and G  (;t;t) waswritten i a sin ilarway using the fiinctions gy k;t;t%) and
a9, k ;1519 . To param eterize the angulardependence ofthe scalar fiinctions, one
expands the four scalar finctions in tem s of Legendre polynom ials,

kit = oy kiGPs K n); odkiut) = i 95 kiP5 Kk n);
J J

obtaining an in nite set of coupled equations for the In nite set of fiinctions
a5 &4t and gi;5 kit . T hese equations w ere solved num erically after trun—
cating allthe j > 0 part ofthe expansion.D oing so,one ndsthe tin e evolution
of ¢ k; 5t and gy k; 4t and connects them to the physical observables
of the onepoint closures, such as R otta’s constant. T he conclusions (partially
num erical and partially cbtained after a long series of uncontrolled approx-—
In ations) were that the retum-to-isotropy is much stronger at an all scales
(large k) and that In som e classes of initial conditions, the retum-to—isotropy
is indeed a linear phenom enon.

This calculation was soon revised n B5]. In this paper, the authors com pared
theD IA calculation to the results of a num erical sim ulation ofa hom ogeneous
and axisym m etric turbulence. T his tin e, how ever, the Legendre polynom ials
expansion in the DIA calculation was extended to ncluide also the j = 2
com ponents. T heir conclusionswere that theD TA caloulation that included the
j= 2partswere In a good agreem ent w ith the num erical sin ulation, especially
the j = 0 patts, provided that the initial anisotropy was an all. A dditionally,
the authors found that the previous calculation [/8], which considered the
j = 0 part only, was quite inadequate to describe the process of retum-to-
isotropy —even In the case of weak anisotropy.

O ther attem pts to study the problem of retum-to-isotropy in an axisym m etric
turbulence used twopoint closures. For exam ple, eddy-dam ped quasinom al
M arkovian approxin ation EDQNM ) [B6,87] have been used in B8]. In this
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closure schem e, one approxin ates the fourth order cum ulants of the velocity

eld by a lineardam ping temm ofthe third-order correlation-flinction ofthe ve-
Jocity eld (the eddy dum ping) . A dditionally, a \M arkov" assum ption isused
that allow s one to integrate the history integral in the equations and retain an
equation for the sam e tim e second-order correlation-fuinction C  k;t).Asin
the D TA m odel], this equation is form ulated In Fourier space and is both non-—
linear and nonlocal. To param eterize the axisym m etric correlation function in
Fourer space, the authors used the follow Ing representation

1

72P KE& j9+nnD €D KF & Dl

C ;b=

w here here kK n andD (k) isde ned In Eq. (24). T his representation

ncorporates the sokenoidality condition and ism ore elegant than (26) In the
sense that the isotropic case is very easily recovered once we sst F k; ;b)) =

0 and kt E (k; ;t) become -independent. P lugging this expansion to the
dynam ical equation of C  (k;t), the authors obtained two coupled equa-
tions forE (; ;t)andF (k; ;t) which they solved num erically for \m edium "
and \strong" anisotropic initial conditions. T heir results indicate that in the
mediim anisotropy cases, Rotta’s constant approaches a constant of the or—
der of unity, qualitatively agreeing w ith Rotta’s m odel and w ith the results
[78]. O n the other hand, in the strong anisotropy case this constant does not
show any saturation, Indicating the failure of Rotta’s m odel. A dditionally,
their resuls support the idea that the decay isotropy strengthens when the
IIT invarant is negative.

34 D ImensionalAnalysis in the P resence of Strong Shear

An inm portant discussion ofthe e ects of strong shear on the energy soectrum
was presented in B]. In this paper the author nclided anisotropic corrections
In to the K41 fram ework extending the phenom enological din ensional rea—
sonings lkading to (14). He considered the dependence on anisotropic m ean
observables, like the large-scale Shear proportional to the largescale m ean
gradient: S / QLV i:

@) _ Zem) Lo ay.
ST )= (rpf£™ (—;—iS):
Ly r

By further assum ing that anisotropic corrections are \an all" and analytic in
the Intensity ofthe shear S, he proposed the follow ing form for the anisotropic
correction to the isotropic two-point longiudinal structure functions, in the
nertial range B]:

S@@y CcP(rf+D®? @) @7)
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where the coe cient D ©((#) takes into account the dependence on the direc—
tion £ In the anisotropic tem . T he counterpart of 27) for the spectrum and
co-spectrum in Fourder space is:

kik;

)+ Ak 28)

hk’us k)u( k)i kG (a

where the rst tetm on the RH S is the isotropic K 41 scaling and the sscond
tem is the anisotropic contriboution w ith A ;; being a traceless m atrix depend-
Ing on the details of the large scale shear.

In the past, m ost of the m easurem ents of the anisotropic contributions to
S @ (r) concentrated on the Fourier representation (28), [©,11,12,89]. In [P]
the authors showed that the prediction (27 28) iswellveri ed in a wind tun—
nel ow .Later, m any other experin ents have con m ed this result in di erent
experin ental situations (see forexam ple the recent results foran hom ogeneous
shear in [7]). Only recently, a m ore extensive study of anisotropies has been
carried out, considering also higher order statistical ob gcts [7,10,29,30]. T he
situation becam e Inm ediately less clear: the prediction (28) is not the end
of the story (see below the section on anom alous scaling for anisotropic uc-
tuations). W e show later that in the jprgon of the SO (3) decom position the
anisotropic part of a spherically averaged and solnoidal sscond-rank tensor is
m ade from j= 2 contrlbution only, for this reason the din ensional analysis is
often viewed as predicting a 4=3 exponent for the j= 2 sector of the second-
order structure fiinction. This resul was later derived by several authors In
tem s of C Ebsch variables, but again by din ensional reasoning P0{92]. An-—
other, m ore system atic attem pt to derive the scaling behavior of the second
order structure function In a weakly anisotropic turbulent ow was presented
In B3] within a varable scale mean eld theory. In that paper the authors
reached the conclusion that all anisotropic contrbution to the second order
structure finction must scale  #7°. To reach this result the authors had to
sim plify the tensorial structure of the equations for the second order correla—
tion functions; we argue below that this uncontrolled sin pli cation biased the
estin ate of the anisotropic exponents.

4 The M odern A pproach to A nisotropy

In the past 10 years, the sub ct ofanom alous scaling in turdoulence hasgained
a great deal of attention, as it becam e m ore and m ore acospted that in the
In niteRe lim i, the scaling exponents of the structure functions in the inertial
range do not conform w ith the classical prediction of the K oln ogorov theory.
T he num erical values of these exponents, as well as the physical m echanian
which is regponsible for the anom alous scaling, have been the target of an
extensive experin ental, num erical, and theoretical resesarch.
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O n the theoretical side, in portant progresswasm ade by studying K raichnan’s
m odel of passive scalar advection [P4]. T hism odel describes the advection of
a passive scalar eld by a synthetic, solenoidal velocity eld with a Gaus-
sian, white=in-tin e statistics. The lnearity of the equations for the passive
scalar eld and the white-in-tin e statistics of the velocity eld m ake it pos-
sble to wrte down a closed set of equations for the sam e-tin e correlation
functions of the passive scalar P4]. In [95,96], i was shown that the solu-
tion of these equations can lead to anom alous scaling. T he key point is that
the hom ogeneous solutions of these equations are scale invariant w ith non-
trivial anom alous scaling exponents, w hich are di erent from the din ensional
scaling exponents that characterize the inhom ogeneocus, \forced" solutions.
Being usually an aller than the din ensional scaling exponent, the anom alous
exponents dom nate the an all scales statistics of the passive scalar eld. The
hom ogeneous solutions are comm only referred to as \zero m odes", and have
been calculated to rst order perturbatively in refs. P5,96] for the fourth or-
der structure function and for all even structure fiinctions In ref. P7]. Exact
com puter assisted calculations of the exponents of the third order structure
functions were presented In P8]. B esides suggesting an elegant m echanisn for
anom alous scaling, K raichnan’s m odel also provided an exam ple in which the
scaling of the anisotropic parts of structure functions is di erent from the
isotropic scaling. In the paper P9] it was shown how such a thing can happen,
by expanding the second-order structure function ofthe passive eld In tem s
of spherical ham onics Y4, (). It was found that this expansion leads to a
set of decoupled j-dependent equations for the expansion prefactors. These
equations can be easily solved by a power law whose exponent is an increas-
Ing function of j. These exponents are universal In the sense that they are
Independent of the forcing and boundary conditions.

T he authors In [99] also noticed that the fact that the anisotropic exponents
are higher than the isotropic exponent neatly explains the isotropization of
the statistics as an aller and am aller scales are probed.Based on this exam pl,
it was suggested In [L00] that a sim ilar m echanisn may exist n a Navier-
Stokes turbulence. T he authors expanded the second-order structure fiinction
In term s of spherical ham onics

X
sP@) = SPOYn @) ; (29)

jm

and argued that In the case ofweak anisotropy, one can linearize the equations
for the anisotropic corrections of the second-order structure function around
the isotropic solution. In such a case, the kemel of the linearized equation
is Invarant under rotations (isotropic), and as a result the equations for the
di erent (j;m ) com ponents decouple, and are m -independent —much as In
the case of the ssoond-order structure function n K rmichnan’s model. Th a
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scale-invariant situation, this leads to anisotropic, j-dependent exponents

Bl 2)

@) -3 T .
Sw @ (7 - r’

If one accepts that hom ogeneous turbulence en pys universal statistics in the
Inertial range, then the kemel ofthe above linearized equation isuniversal, and
consequently so are the anisotropic scaling exponents j(2> .All of these state—
m ents could not have been proved rigorously (@nd still haven’t been proved
rigorously), yet they o ered a new approach to understanding anisotropy in
turbulence, an approach that is explored in the rest of this review .

4.1 M athem atical Fram ework

Experiments In uid turbulence are usually 1im ited to the m easuram ent of the
velocity eld at one singlke spatial point as a function of tin e. T his situation
has begun to I prove recently, but stillm uch of the analysis of the statisti-
cal properties of N avier-Stokes turbulence is In uenced by this tradition: the
Taylor hypothesis [L01] is used to justify the identi cation of velocity di er—
ences at di erent tin es with di erences of longitudinal velocity com ponents
across a sgoatial length scale r. M ost of the available statistical infom ation
is therefore about properties of longitudinal two-point di erences of the Eu—
lerian velocity eld and theirm om ents. Recent research [b3] has pointed out
the advantages of considering not only the longiudinal structure functions,
but tensorialm ultipoint correlations of velocity eld di erences

w ;x5 uedt u&;n;

where all the coordinates are distinct. W hen the coordinates fuse to yield
tin e-independent structure functions depending on one ssparation only, these
are the so—called tensorial structure finctions, denoted as

S 1:::n(r) hin® & + 1) ul (x)] "G+ r) u” (x)H: (31)

N eedless to say, the tensorial Infom ation is partially lost in the usualm ea—
surem ents conducted at a single point. O ne ofthem ain stresses of the present
review is that kesping as much of tensorial inform ation as possibl can help
signi cantly in disentangling di erent scaling contridbutions to the statisti-
calob fcts. E specially when anisotropy im plies di erent tensorial com ponents
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w ith possible di erent scaling exponents characterizing them , carefiil control
of the various contrbutions is called for.

To understand why irreduclble representations of the symm etry group m ay
have an In portant rok in determm ining the form of correlation functions, we
need to discuss the equations ofm otion w hich they satisfy.W e shall show that
the isotropy of the N avier-Stokes equation and the incom pressibility condition
In plies the isotropy of the hierarchical equations which the correlation finc—
tions satisfy. W e w ill use this sym m etry to show that every com ponent of the
general solution w ith a de nite behavior under rotations (ie., com ponents of
a de nite irreduciblke representation of the SO (3) group) has to satisfy these
equations by itself — Independently of com ponents w ith di erent behavior un-—
der rotations. T his \foliation" of the hierarchical equationsm ay possbly lead
to di erent scaling exponents for each com ponent ofthe general solution which
belong to a di erent SO (3) irreducible representation.

42 TensorialCorrelhtion Functions and SO (3) Irreducibk Representations:
G eneral T heory

T he physical ob gcts that we dealw ith are the m om ents of the velocity eld
at di erent spacetin e locations. In this section we follow Ref. R3] which
suggests a way of decom posing these ob cts into com ponents w ith a de nite
behavior under rotations R3]. &t will follow that com ponents w ith di erent
behavior under rotation are subct to di erent dynam ical equations, and
therefore, possibly, scale di erently. E ssentially, we are about to describe the
tensorial generalization of the wellknown procedure of decom posing a scalar
function (r) into com ponents of di erent irreducible representations using
the soherical ham onics:

X
(r) = ajm ()Y ) : 32)

Jm

421 FomalDe niton

Consider the correlation finction F @ of Eq. (30). This n—rank tensor is a
function of 2n spatial variables and n tem poral variables. Ik transform s as a
tensor eld:ifF ® ismeasured n two frames I and I which are connected by
the spatial transformm ation (say, a rotation) X = x then, the m easured
quantities in each fram e w illbe connected by the relation:

1

— 1::g —0 = — 0 B 0 0
F EiiXsbriuXaXit) = PRE O Ry iixXn X it)

_ 11 1 1z . 1z0.% ..... 1w . 10,7 y.
= noRE n( X1y X]_Itll"'l Xnr antn)°
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W e see that aswem ove from one fram e to another, the functional form ofthe
tensor eld changes. W e want to classify the di erent tensor elds according
to the change In their functional form aswem ake thatm ove.W e can om it the
tin e varables from our discussion since under rotation they m erely serve as
param eters.W ethusde ne T (£x;9) F (fxg;ft = 0g).Consider coordinate
transform ations which are pure rotations. For such transform ations we m ay
sim plify the discussion furtherby separating the dependence on the am plitude
ofx; from the dependence on the directionality of x;:

T 1% n (Xl;:::;xp)= T 1% n (Xl,':::;xp;gl;:::;ﬁp);

where here we have p n, ie we consider also the possbility that n P
soatial locations n (33) coincide. For pure rotations we m ay treat the am —

which are functions of the unit vectors only. Notice that in the scalar case
we follow the sam e procedure: by restricting our attention to scalar functions
that depend only on the unit vector R, we construct the spherical ham onics.
These functions are de ned such that each one of them has unigue transfor-
m ation properties under rotations. W e then represent the m ost general scalar
function as a linear com bination of the spherical ham onics w ith x-dependent
coe cients, see Eq. (32).

The classi cation of the tensor elds T '™ " (;;:::;8,) according to their
functional change under rotations follow s In m ediately from group representa—
tion theory [102,103]. But in order to dem onstrate that, we must rst m ake
som e form alde nitions.W ede ne Sg tobethe space ofallan ooth tensor elds
of rank n which depend on p unit vectors. T his is cbviously a linear space of
In nite dinension. W ith each rotation 2 SO (3), we may now associate a

Iinear transform ation O on that space via the relation (33):

D T @rrnRy) 7T Eo( g 'R

U sing this de nition, it is easy to see that the sst of linear operators O
fimishes a representation of the rotation group SO (3) since they satisfy the
relations:
0,0 ,=0 O '=0 :

G eneralgroup theoretical considerations I ply that it ispossible to decom pose
Sp Into subspaces which are nvariant to the action of all the group operators
O .M oreover, we can choose these subspaces to be irreducibk in the sense that
they w illnot contain any invariant subspace them selves (excluding them selves
and the trivial subspace of the zero tensor eld). For the SO (3) group each
of these subspaces is conventionally characterized by an Integer = 0;1;2;:::
and isofdmm ension 23+ 1 [102,103]. It should be noted that unlike the scalar
case, In the general space S, therem ight be m ore than one subspace foreach
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given value of j. W e therefore use the index g to distinguish subspaces w ith
the sam e j. For each irreduchbl subspace (@;]j) we can now choose a basis
wih 23+ 1 com ponents labeled by the ndex m :

Basm =~ RijtiiiRp) im = Jiirg+ 3

In each subspace (@;]j), the group operators O  fumish a 23+ 1 din ensional

irreducible representation of SO (3).Using the basis B 577 " R1;:::;Rp), we
can represent each operatorO asa Rj+ 1) 23+ 1) matrix Dm(jém () via
the relation:
o) B]q;lj;::; T RiiiinRe) = M n nquj;l:“( "Rijiin TRp)
J
Doy (0B Gii¥ " RajiiiiRp)
m0= j

It is conventional to choose the basis B g;;n  such that the m atrices D H(lj())m (),
that correspond to rotations of radians around the 3 axis, w illbe diagonal,
and given by:D H(Ij?;m ()= mmoe™ .The Sy Space possesses a natural nner-
product:

Z

HT ;U4 d&p :::d®, TF " @ ::R)g, , i:g, U " R 1::Ry)

where g is the 3-dim ensional Euclidean m etric tensor. By de nition, the
rotation m atrices preserve thism etric, and therefore it is easy to see that
foreach 2 SO (3) we get:

W T;0 Ui= hr;U1i

so that, 0 are unitary operators. If we now choose the basis B g4, to be or-
thonom alw ith respect to the mnerproduct de ned above, then the m atrices
D fém () willbe unitary.

F inally, consider isotropic tensor elds.An isotropic tensor eld is a tensor

eld which preserves its functional form under any arbitrary rotation of the
coordinate system . In other words, it is a tensor eld which is invarant to
the action ofalloperatorsO . The one din ensional subspace spanned by this
tensor- eld is therefore invariant under alloperatorsO  and therefore it must
be a j= 0 subspace.

Once the basis B ;5n hasbeen selected, we m ay expand any arbitrary tensor
edF ™" (x9;:::;%p) In thisbasis. A sm entioned above, for each xed set
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belongs to S; . W e can therefore expand it In tem s of the basis tensor elds

F 2¥r ®yjii%) = F giim G{l;:::;xp)Bq;lj;“" T RijiiiiRy) ¢ (34)
gijm

T he goal of the follow ing sections is to dem onstrate the utility of such ex-
pansions for the study of the scaling properties of the correlation functions.
For the i portant case of tensorial structure fnctions (31) the basis function
depend on one spatial vector only r, and we can expand

n)

) _ X n)
S V()= Sgim ©B gm @) (35)

gijm

422 Construction of the Basis Tensors

4221 TheClebsch-Gordan m achinery. A strmightforward @lthough
som ew hat in practical) way to construct the basis tensors B g4, is to use the
wellknown C osch-G ordan m achinery. In this approach we consider the Sg
Soace as a direct product space of n 3-din ensional Euclidean vector spaces
with p in nite dim ensional soaces of singlevariable continuous fiinctions on
the unit sphere. In other words, we notice that S is given by:
h i h i
b= sgl“ sfjp ;

S

and therefore every tensor T *™ » (&; :::R;) can be represented as a Inear
com bination of tensors of the form :

vt vt (Ry) 1 p BRp) s

where v, * are constant Euclidean vectors and ’ ; ;) are continuous functions
over the unit sohere. The 3-din ensional Euclidean vector space, Sé , contains
exactly one irreducible representation of SO (3) —the j = 1 representation —
while S?, the space of continuous finctions over the unit sphere, contains
every irreducible representation exactly once. T he statem ent that Sg isadirect
product space m ay now be w ritten in a group representation notation as:

fl { fl {
=1 1 S R (0] 1 2::9) ::: (0 1 2::)

n
Sp

W e can now choose an approprate basis for each space in the product:

For the 3-din ensional Euclidean space we m ay choose:

1 . 1 1 .
e1= p= 1;50); e = 19—E 0;0;1); e 1= 19—5 1; 10

N
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For the space of continuous functions over the unit sphere we m ay choose
the wellknown spherical hamm onic finctions.

O nce these bases have been chosen, we can construct a directproduct basis
fors?:
p

Eillzzz-:i;n(h Dl o) CSVAREF2 Y g iyt e 1, Ry) 10 Y Rp):

The unitary m atrix that connects the E y .., ¢, 1)z, o) Pasisto the B 4, ba-
sis can be caloulated using the approprate C osch-G ordan coe cients. The

calculation is straightforw ard but very long and tedious. H owever, the above
analysis enables us to count and classify the di erent irreducible representa-—
tionsofa given j.By using the standard rules ofangularm om entum addition:

s 1= 1 ::: (st
we can count the num ber of irreducible representations of a given j. For ex—

am ple, consider the space S? of second—rank tensors w ith one variable over the
unit sphere. U sing the angularm om entum addition rules we see:

s?=1 1 © 1 2 3 =1 (36)

I
&)
(=}
3
[
©
N
©
W

W e see that there are exactly three j= 0 representations, seven j= 1 repre—
sentations and 9 representations foreach j> 1. Ik can be further argued that
the sym m etry properties of the basis tensors w ith respect to their indices com e
from thel 1= 0 1 2partofthedirect product (36).T herefore, out ofthe
9 irreducible representation of > 1, 5 willbe sym m etric and tracelkss, 3 will
be antisym m etric and 1 w illbe trace-full and diagonal. Sin ilarly, the parity
ofthe resulting tensors (w ith respect to the single variable) can be calculated.

Once we know how m any irreduchble representations of each j are found In
Sg , we can construct them \by hand", in som e cother, m ore practicalm ethod
which willbe dem onstrated in the ollow Ing subsection.

4222 A lfernative derivation of the basis fiinctions. The method
found m ost usefiil In application isbased on the sim ple idea that contractions
wih r ; ; and di erentiation with regpect to r are all isotropic oper—
ations R3]. Isotropic in the sense that the resulting expression w ill have the
sam e transform ation properties under rotation as the expression we started
w ith . T he proof of the last statem ent ollow s directly from the transform ation
propertiesofr ;
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T he construction ofallB o;;n that belongs to ST now becom es a rather trivial
task .W ebegin by de ning a scalartensor eld with a de nie j;m .An obvious
choice w illbe the wellkknow n sphericalham onics Yy, (£),but a better one w ill
be:

m @) PYy @):

The reason that we prefer 4, (r) to Yy, (#), isthat 4, (r) ispolynomialin r
while Yy, (®) is polynom ial In £) and therefore it is easier to di erentiate it
w ith respect to r.Oncewe havede ned 4, (r),we can construct the B g4 by
\adding indices" to 4, (r) using the isotropic operations m entioned above.
Forexam pl, wem ay now construct:

rj Jm (r)l
rj+2 @ @ Jm (I‘),

i lr 4 (o), etc..

N otice that we should always multiply the resulting expression with an ap-—
proprate power of r, In order to m ake it r-independent, and thus a function
of £ only.

The crucial roke of the C Iebsch-G ordan analysis is to tellus how m any repre—
sentations from each typewe should com e up w ith . F irst, it tellsusthe highest
power of £ in each representation, and then it can also give us the symm etry
properties of B ;5n W ith respect to their indices. For exam ple, consider the
irreducble representations of S? —second rank tensors which depend on one
uni vector £. The C osch-G ordan analysis show s us that this space contains
the follow ing irreducible representations spelled out In (36). That is, for each
j> 1 we are going to have 9 irreducihble representations. T he indices sym m e~
try ofthetensorcomes from theS; § =1 1=0 1 2 partofthedirect
product. T his is a direct product oftwo Euclidean spaces, so its a second rank
constant tensor. W e can m ark the representation number in this space w ith
the lktter s, and the representation number ofthe S’ =0 1 2 3
space w ith the Jetter 1. This way each representation in S? of a given j will
have two additional num bers (s;1), which actually serve as the index g that
distinguishes irreducble representations of the same j. The s index will de-
tem ne the indices symm etry of the tensor, while the 1 Index w ill determm ine
the highest power of £ In the tensor. If we now recall that in the space of
constant second—rank tensors, S $ =0 1 2,thes= 0;2 representations
are sym m etric whilke the s= 1 representation is antisym m etric, we can easily

34



construct the B 5, :

;)= (0;3) B ® i @©);
iD= 1;3 1By, ® ¢ j+h1 € g @);
;)= @5 39) By @) rlr@ re g @;

iD= (1;3+ 1) By ® rl ' r o @

iD= ;3 2)Bsy, @ rltfe e i @; 37
h i
(iD= (; 1) Bgy, ®) rtt ree + ree@ g @©;
h i
i) = @;9) Bom @ r?r@ +r@ g @);
h i

;D)= ;j+ 1) Bgy, ®) rl'or r@ +r r@ g (@)

(i) = @;3+ 2)Bgy @ rlirr i @:

It should be stressed that these B 5, are not exactly the sam e one we would
have gotten from the C osch-G ordan m achinery. For exam ple, they are not
orthogonal am ong them selves for the sam e values of §;m (@lthough, they are
orthogonal for di erent values of j orm ). N everthelkss, they are lnearly n—
dependent and thus span a given (j;m ) sector in the S? space. The set of
eigenfinction, B 5, , can be frther classi ed in tem s of its properties under
pem utation of tensorial indices, and In tem s of their party properties,
ie.how do they transform underther ! r operation.Taking In to acoount
both properties we m ay distinguish:

Subset ISymmetric n ; and wih parity ( 1):
Bopn (®)iB o ©)iB 1, ©)iBsy @)
Subset IISymmetricto ; exchange and with parity ( 1) 1:
By )7B g @)
Subset IITAntisymm etric to ; exchange and with parity ( 1y*':
By )78 @)
Subset IV Antisymmetric to ; exchange and with party ( 1):

By @)

7jm

The readermay nd m ore details on the algebra of SO (3) decom position of
second order tensor in the Appendix A .
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4.3 The Isotropy of the H ierarchy of E quations and its C onsequences

In this section we ollow Ref. 23] In deriving equations ofm otion for the sta—
tistical averages of the velocity and pressure elds di erences. W e start from
the N avier-Stokes equations, and show that its isotropy in plies the isotropy
of the equations for the statistical ob fcts. F inally, we dem onstrate the folia—
tion ofthese equations to di erent sectors of j;m . C onsider the N avier-Stokes
equations (2) in a bounded dom ain . In principle these equations can be the
basis for deriving in nie linear hierarchy of equations for the Eulerian corre—
lation functions and to study its properties under rotation. U nfortunately the
relevant dynam icaltin e scales are revealed only when the e ect of svesping is
rem oved. T herefore we choose to work here w ith the transfom ation proposed
In [104] In which the ow is observed from the point of view of one speci ¢

uid particle which is Jocated at xg at tine ty.Let  (Xg;t L) be the partick’s
translation at time t:

7t
ostoH) = dsulko+ (Xo;toPB)is]:
to

W e then rede ne the velocity and pressure elds to be those seen from an
Inertial fram e whose origin sits at the current particle’s position :

V&) uk+ G I)itl;

®oso XD pkK+ &l

N ext, we de ne the di erences of these elds:
W &oitokix%h) v Koitoki) vV Kot k%Y

(Coitokix%) (%t Kit) (it k%)
A straightforward calculation show s that the dynam ical equations forW are:

eW x5 = @+ Q%) &otkixGD+ @+ 8% W ®eithkix%D
QW (ot XX OW  Xojtokrx%t)  E@W  ®ostok%x0OW  Xojtok;x%G0) ;
QW ®otokix%t) = @'W (xotk;x%t)=0: (38)

By Inspection, ty merely serves as a param eter, and therefore we will not
denote it explicitly in the follow Ing discussion. A I1so, in order to m ake the
equations easier to understand, ket us Introduce som e shorthand notation for
the variables (xy;x);4.):

Xy GoxPit) 5 X GoxYit) 5 Xyx RgR))
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Using (38), we can now derive the dynam ical equations for the statistical
momentsofW , :Leth idenotea suitablk ensambl averaging.W ede netwo
types of statistical m om ents:

F 9 (koK q7::05X ) BV P (ReK ) ioiW » oK )i
H 2:::n(xo:xl;:::;xn) h (Xoj><l)W Z(XO:KZ):::W n (Xoj<n)i:

B.F T oK ajiinXa) = Q)+ @) H T oKX )
cer 0
QR 1 xR XX, VR e g RGX ;X
+ @G, t QG F (oK 17:::7X 1) ; (39)

wih X 6o;x%t) ; X% (x;3;t) ; wih the firther constraint:
@(fl)F T (koK 150X 0)=0; @(fg)F TR (koK 520X ,)=0:

Equations (39), are Iinear and hom ogeneous. T herefore their solutions form a
linear space. The m ost general solution to these equations is given by a lnear
com bination of a suiable basis of the solutions space. To construct a speci ¢
solution, wem ust use the boundary conditions in order to set the linearweights
ofthe basis solutions. W e shallnow show that the isotropy of these equations
In plies that ourbasis of solutions can be constructed such that every solution
w ill have a de nite behavior under rotations (that is, de nite jand m ).But
before we do that, note that In m any aspects the situation describbed here is
sin ilar to the wellkknown problem of Laplace equation In a closed dom ain

r =0 j@:

The Laplace equation is linear, hom ogeneous and isotropic. T herefore its so—
Jutions form a linear space. O ne possibl basis or this space is:

i @) PYs @) ;

In which the solutions have a de nite behavior under rotations (oelong to an
Irreducible representation of SO (3) ). The general solution of the problem
is given as a Ilinear combination of the 4 (r), cf Eq. (32).For a speci c
prcblem , we use the value of (r) on the boundary (ie.,weuse (r)) n oxder
to set the values of ajy,

To see that the sam e thing happens w ith the hierarchy equations (39), we
consider an arbitrary solution fF ®;H ®'9n = 2;3;:: 3 of these equations.
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W em ay write the tensor edsF “;H @ In tem s of a basis B ;i :

X
g n) n) N a
Fimm &oXitiiXy) Fom ®0iX17::5X0)B g RoiX 17:::X ) 40)
g;jm
213 X @) o 1) 7 4
H ®oXK 17:::iXn) H g ®0iX17::5X0)B g ®0;X 15:0:X ) 7(41)
qijam

where here and below we use the shorthand notation, B C(;j)m to denote the

SO (3) basis ofnth order tensors, q;ljr’n'“’ " .Now allwe have to show isthat the
pieces of F ™ ;H ® with de nite §;m solve the hierarchy equations by them —
selves — independently ofpiecesw ith di erent J;m . The proofofthe last state-
m ent is straightforward though som ew hat tedious.W e therefore only sketch it
in general Iines. T he isotropy of the hierarchy equations In plies that pieces of
F ®;H ® wih de nite §;m , m aintain their transfom ations properties under
rotation after the linear and isotropic operations ofthe equation have been per—
form ed.Forexam pl, ifF ' » (xqK 15:::;X ) belongs to the irreducible rep-
resentation (j;m ), then sow illthe tensor elds:@ *<)F 1% ;@)@ EIF 15 0 ;
although, they m ay belong to di erent S spaces (i.e.,ohave one less or one

m ore indices). T herefore, if we choose the bases B C(;j)m to be orthonom al,
plug the expansion (40) into the hierarchy equations equations (39), and take
the mnner product wih B énj)m , we will obtain new equations for the scalar

. @) o @)
finctions F 5 7H g5 ¢

n)
qijm

) @ 1)
@ + @(x1§> Hq?jm (rO;X;L;:::;Xn)BqISjm ;B

(x1)

42)

E
n)
g;ijm

(n+ 1) +1)

D
@(Xl)Fqum (ro;x;x l;:::;xn) qojm IB

D E
P T O+ o )
@Xl qujm (.'fo,)(v X 1,...,XH)B im ;B giim
qO
x D E
2 2 oW o seees @ @),
+ @(Xl) + @(Xg) qujm (ro,X 17 ...,Xn)B ©3m ,B qiim H
<

E
o 1)

D
@"F g (0iX 17115, 0)B g iB g = 0; 43)

%3m ( 3m 7

D E
o), () @) @ 1)
@(}il)qunjm (ro;Xl;:::;Xn)Bq?jm ;qu,.ljm =0:

qO
Note that in the above equations, h 1 denote the nnerproduct in the $

spaces. A Iso, the sum s over ¢; 3%m © from  (40) was reduced to a sum over
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only —due to the isotropy. W e thus see explicitly from (42,43) the decoupling
of the equations for di erent j;m .

At thispoint we ram ind the reader that in the case ofthem ost used statistical
ob cts In the analysis of experin ental and num erical data are the longitudinal
nth order structure functions:

S®™ (r)= h( w(r))"i:

For these cb cts the basis functions are sin ply the spherical ham onics and
the SO (3) decom position reads:

X
s™ @)= sp @Yy @): (44)
Jm

A question ofm apr interest for all that follow s are the num erical valies of
the scaling exponents which are de ned by the power law s

@) o)
Sy @ / T3

44 D ImensionalAnalysis of Anisotropic F uctuations

T he actual calculation of scaling exponents in the anisotropic sectors is dif-
cuk, and will be considered In the rest of this review . It is worthwhile to
have a phenom enological guess based on din ensional analysis. U nfortunately,
once anisotropies are considered, din ensional considerations becom es tricky.
H istorically, the st sucoessfil attam pt to ntroduce din ensional considera—
tions In anisotropic tudoulence was the approach discussed In Sect.3 4. There,
the key rok was played by the large-scale m ean-shear. H owever this work is
Iin ited to the analysis of seocond order correlations, w ithout discrim nating
am ong di erent j sectors. In light of the SO (3) decom position it should be
considered as a prediction for 2(2) . Anocther din ensional argum ent was pre-
sented In [15] extending the consideration of Sec. 34. This argum ent takes
Into acoount also the particular angular structure entering In the Interaction
between sn alkscale uctuations and large-scale shear. By decom posing the
velocity eld, u, n a sn allkscale com ponent, v, and a lJarge-scale anisotropic
com ponent, U , one nds the Hllow ng equation for the tim e evolution ofv:

Qv +v@v +UQRvVv +v@U = Qp+ v

The mapr e ect of the argescalke eld is given by the Instantaneous shear
@ U which acts as an anisotropic forcing term on sn all scales. W e can w rite
the balance equation for two point quantities hv ®x%v x)iin the stationary
regin e:

hw v ®)@ v ®)i MU v ®I)v (x)i:
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The cheartem isa large-scale \slow " quantity and therefore, as far as scaling
properties are concemed, can be safely estinated as: @ U v X v )i

D hv ®%v (x)i.ThetensorD isassociated to the pint probability to have
a given shear and a given an all scale velocity con guration.TheD  belnga
constant tensor can possess at m ost angularm om entum up to j= 2.Sin ilarly
for three point quantities we m ay w rte: hwvv@vi U vvvi, which can be
easily generalized to velocity correlation ofany order.O nem ay therefore argue,
by using sim ple com position ofangularmomenta, (j= 2 Jj 2),the ollow ing
din ensionalm atching for structure finctions in di erent anisotropic sectors:

s P B 0 45)

w here Sj(?n) (r) is a shorthand notation for the proction on the j-th sector of

the n-th order correlation fiinction Introduced in the previous section, Fq(gln)l (r).

In (45) with P jwe denote the typical Intensity ofthe shearterm D 1n the
Jj= 2 sector.From Eqg. (45) one can obtain higher j exponents of the higher
order structure functions from the lower order structure functions of lower
anisotropic sectors which appear on the RH S. For exam ple, the dim ensional

prediction for the third order scaling exponent in the j= 2 sector, 2(3) can be

cbtained by the m atching: Sz(ir)l (r) rp fo(fm) (r) rzm .By using the sam e

argum ent and the known scaling of the third order correlation for j= 0;2, the
scaling exponents of the fourth order correlation for j= 2;4 can be estin ated.
T he follow ing expression is readily obtained for any order:

n) (rl + j) . . . .
;0= 3 (din ensional prediction) . 460)

This form ula colncides w ith the prediction Q7) orn= 2 and j= 2.Wewil
see below that both m easuram ents and closure caloulations exhibit exponents
which are anom alous, ie.di erent from these din ensional predictions.

5 Exactly Solvable M odels

In this section we review thework done on anom alous scaling in the anisotropic
sectors of exactly solvable m odels. The rst of these m odels is the K raichnan
m odel of passive scalar advection in which the velocty el is rapidly varying
in tine R4,94,105]. Thism odel o ers detailed understanding of the anom a-—
Jous scaling in all the anisotropic sectors both from the Lagrangian and the
Eulerian points ofview . T he scaling exponents can be calculated however only
In perturbation theory. T he second m odel that we consider is of passive advec—
tion ofam agnetic eld [L06]. In this case one can com pute non-perturbatively
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the scaling exponents of the second order correlation fiinction in all the sec-
tors of the symm etry group. These two m odels show that the spectrum of
scaling exponents is discrete and strictly ncreasing as a function of j. If this
is true for system s w ith pressure, like the N avier-Stokes equation, it m ay lead
to problem s of convergence of the Integrals induced by the existence of the
pressure tem s. To this ain we review below a third exactly solvable m odel
In which pressure is used explicitly to kesp an advected vector solknoidallt
was shown that also here the spectrum is discrete and strictly increasing, and
it was explained how the putative divergences are avoided. T he m echanian

discovered here is m ost lkely also operating in the N avierStokes case. The
last m odel reviewed In this section is the the second order structure fiinction
In the NavierStokes problm , linearized for an all anisotropies. A lso in this
case we nd a discrete spectrum of strictly increasing scaling exponents as
a function of j. M ost of the results here presented can also be reproduced
w ithin the Renom alization G roup approach. W e do not enter here in this
sub et which would deserve a whole review by itself. The interested reader
can nd them ost in portant resuls for passive scalar advection In [107,108],
form agnetic elds in [109,110] and for passive vectors in [111].

5.1 Anomalus Scaling in the A nisotropic Sectors of the K raichnan M odelof
P assive Scalar Advection

K rmichnan’sm odel of passive scalar advection in which the driving (G aussian)
velocity eld hasfasttem poraldecorrelation tumed out to be a very in portant
casem odel for understanding the anom alous scaling behavior in turbulent ad—
vection, Including the anisotropic sectors of turbulent scalar elds.W e review
here the derivation that show s that the solutions ofthe K raichnan equation for
the n order correlation functions foliate into sectors that are classi ed by the
Irreducible representations ofthe SO (d) sym m etry group.A discrete spectrum
of universal anom alous exponents is found, w ith a di erent exponent charac-
terizing the scaling behavior in every sector. G enerically the correlation func—
tions and structure functions appear as sum s over all these contridbutions, w ith
non-universal am plitudes which are detem ined by the anisotropic boundary
conditions. T he isotropic sector is always characterized by the an allest expo—
nent, and therefore forsu ciently sn all scales local isotropy isalw ays restored.
W e start by presenting the Eulerian calculation which results in actualvalues
of the scaling exponents (In perturbation theory) R5]. The Eulerian calcula—
tion of the anom alous exponents is done in two com plem entary ways. In the
rst they are obtained from the analysis ofthe correlation fiinctions ofgradient
elds. T he theory of these functions involves the control of logarithm ic diver—
gences w hich translate into anom alous scaling w ith the ratio of the inner and
the outer scales appearing in the nalresult. In the second way one com putes
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the exponents from the zero m odes of the K raichnan equation for the correla—
tion functions ofthe scalar eld itself. In this case the renom alization scale is
the outer scale. T he tw o approaches lead to the sam e scaling exponents forthe
sam e statistical ob gcts, illum nating the relative rolk of the outer and inner
scales as renom alization scales. To clarify this further, Ref. R5] presented an
exact derivation of fiision rules which govem the an all scale asym ptotic ofthe
correlation finctions in all the sectors of the sym m etry group and in all di-
m ensions. T he purpose ofthe Eulerian calculation istwofold.O n the one hand
we are Interested In the e ects ofanisotropy on the universalaspects of scaling

behavior in turbulent system s. O n the other hand we are Interested in clari-
fying the relationshp between ultraviolkt and mfrared anom alies In turbulent
system s. T he two issues discussed in this subsection have an im portance that
transcends the particular exam ple that we treat here in detail. H aving below

a theory ofanom alous scaling In all the various sectors of the sym m etry group
allow s us to explain clearly the relationship between the two renom alization
scales and the anom alous exponents that are In plied by their existence. Sihoe
we expect that K oln ogorov type theories, which assum e that no renom aliza—
tion scale appears in the theory, are generally invalidated by the appearance of
both the outer and the inner scales as renom alization scales, the clari cation

of the relation between the two is In portant also for other cases of turbulent

The central quantitative result of the Eulerian calculation is the expression
for the scaling exponent j(n) which is associated with the scaling behavior
of the n-order correlation fiinction (or structure fiinction) of the scalar eld
in the jth sector of the symm etry group. In other words, this is the scaling
exponent of the profction of the correlation function on the jth irreducble
representation of the SO (d) symm etry group, with n and j taking on even

valiesonly, n = 0;2;:::and j= 0;2;::::

o) bnp+d @+ 1)jg+d  2¢

;7=n +0 (%) : @7)
2@d+ 2) 2d+2)d 1)

The resul is valid for any even j n, and to O ( ) where is the scaling
exponent of the eddy di usivity In the K raichnan m odel (and see below for
details) . In the isotropic sector (j= 0) we recover the result of O7]. It is note-
worthy that for higher values of j the discrete spectrum is a strictly increasing
function of j. T his is In portant, since it show s that for din inishing scales the
higher order scaling exponents becom e irrelevant, and for su ciently anall
scales only the isotropic contrdbution survives. A s the scaling exponent ap—
pear in power law s ofthe type (r= ) ,with being som e typical outer scale
and r , the lJarger is the exponent, the faster is the decay of the contribu-—
tion as the scale r din Inishes. T his is precisely how the isotropization of the
an all scales takes place, and the higher order exponents describe the rate of
isotropization. N evertheless for intermm ediate scales or for nite values of the
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Reynolds and Peclkt numbers the Iower lying scaling exponents w ill appear
In measured quantities, and understanding their role and disentangling the
various contributions cannot be avoided.

51.1 Kmichnan’sM odel of Turbulnt Advection and the Statistical O bcts

Them odel of passive scalar advection w ith rapidly decorrelating velocity eld
was Introduced in P4]. In recent years [©95{97,99,105,112,113] it was shown
to be a fruitfiil case m odel for understanding m ultiscaling in the statistical
description of turbulent elds. T he basic dynam ical equation in thism odel is
fora scalar ed T (r;t) advected by a random velocity eld u (x;t):

B. or’+ukit) rl&iH=fEb: (48)
In thisequation f (x;t) isthe forcing. In K raichnan’sm odelthe advecting eld

u (x;t) aswellasthe forcing eld f (x;t) are taken to be G aussian, tin e and
oace hom ogeneous, and delta~correlated In tim e:

FDfESY = & x9) € B; m xu  5Di=w & ) € H:

Here the symbols = and h i stand for lndependent ensem ble averages
w ith resgpect to the statistics of £ and u which are given a priori.W ew ill study
thism odelin the lin it of large Peckt (Pe) number,Pe U = ,,wherreU is
the typical size of the velocity uctuationson the outer scale ofthe velocity

eld.W e stressthat the forcing isnotassum ed isotropic, and actually them ain
goalofthis section isto study the statistic ofthe scalar eld under anisotropic
forcing.

T he correlation function of the advecting velocity needs fiurther discussion. &
is custom ary to ntroduce W (r) via its krepresentation:

1dd h i
pd+pP P)exp( I 1); P )= PP 49)

W (r) = 7

D
d

where P (o) is the transversal progctor, 4= d 1) d)=d and ) is
the volum e of the sphere In d din ensions. Equation (49) ntroduces the four
In portant param eters that determm ine the statistics ofthe driving velocity eld:
and arethe outerand inner scales ofthe driving velocity eld respectively.
The scaling exponent  characterizes the correlation fiinctions of the velocity
eld, Iying in the Interval 0;2]. The factor D is related to the correlation
function as follow s:

W ©)=D0 ( ) . (50)
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The m ost in portant property of the driving velocity eld from the point of
view of the scaling properties of the passive scalar is the \eddy di usiviy"
tensor [P4]

K @© 2w ©0 w (@]: 1)

T he scaling properties of the scalar depend sensitively on the scaling exponent

that characterizes the r dependence of K (r) / [ ] ,forr ,
nam ely:
K @/ r rr’ (52)
r r _; r :
d 1+ r '

512 The Statistical O bcts

In the statistical theory we are interested in the power law s characterizing the
r dependence of the various correlation and response functions of T (x;t) and
its gradients. W e w ill focus on three types of quantities:

1) \Unfused" structure finctions of T (X;t) are de ned as

Folkyx%:0ix05x0)  hf ki) T 6250)] (53)
T (o;t) T 6]l &xnjt) T EG;0DH;

and in particular the standard \fiised" structure functions are
S @) nf &+ rjt) T &;thh:

In wrting this equation we used the fact that the stationary and space-
hom ogeneous statistics of the velocity and the forcing elds kad to a sta-—
tionary and space hom ogeneous ensamble of the scalar T . If the statistics is
also isotropic, then ST(H) (r) becom es a function of r only, lndependent of the

n

direction ofr.The \isotropic scaling exponents" ! ofthe structure fiinctions

(n)
s @/ ro ;

characterize their r dependence in the lim it of large Pe, when r is in the

1=
\inertial" intervalofscales.Thisrange is ; r ;L where = 2

is the dissipative scale of the scalar eld,.W hen the ensam ble is not isotropic
we de ne the exponents (47) by expanding ST(H) (r) according to:

@) )

0) ) o
S; ' () = S @)Y @) ; Stm @© / T3

T ;jm
Jm
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2) In addition to structure functions we are also Interested in the sinula-
neous n th order correlation fiinctions of the tem perature eld which istime
Independent in stationary statistics:

T ™ (fxig) ML (a0 T (o5t 13T o015 (54)
where we usad the shorthand notation fx,g for the whole set of argum ents of
nth order correlation finction T ®), x1;x, 1::x,, .

3) Fhally, we are Interested in correlation finctions ofthe gradient edr T.
T here can be a num ber of these, and we denote

Dy h iE
H '™ " (£x19) r ‘T &yt
=1
The tensor H '™ » can be contracted In varous ways. For exam ple, binary
contractions ;= ,; 3= 4,etc.wih x; = X,;xX3 = x4 etc. produces the

correlation filnctions of dissipation eld ¥ T F. O f particular interest is the
ocoordinate independent tensor H @) obtaied by taking allx; = x:

g 130 _— H 133 n (in: Xg) . (55)

W hen the ensemble is not isotropic we need to take into acoount the angular
dependence of x, and the scaling behavior consists of m uliple contributions
arising from anisotropic e ects.

5.1.3 The Eukrian calculation

The correlation functions of the gradient ed H ® of Eq. (55) are tensors
independent of the coordinates. N evertheless their calculation is som ewhat
heavy, and we do not reproduce it here; we refer the reader to R5] where the
calculation is presented In fulldetail. The nalresult of the calculation is for
the projection of H ™ onto the j sector of the SO (3) symm etry group reads

tp @
J

HY/ — ; (56)
where the proportionality constant is a tensor in the Iim it . The ex—
ponents j(n) are the sam e as those found below for the correlation function

In which all the scales are w ithin the nertial range. T he appearance of both
renom alization lengthsand the identity ofthe exponents in nertialand gradi-
ent ob ects is a consequence of the fusion rules that were explored in R5]w ith
som e care. T he correlation fiinctions T ®) satisfy the K raichnan’s equation [94]
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h X 5 1 x i
o Trit > K &:i x)r,r, T @) (fx,9)
=1 k=1
1 x n 2)
= > ®xi =x)T (£x1916 ix ) 7 (57)
£16 kg=1

where fx gy isthe sest o allx; with 1 from 1 ton, except of 1= 1iand
1= 7j.Substituting K (x) from Egs. (50, 51) one gets:

h xn xn i

rf+ W ®; ®)r,r, T @ (fx1q)
=1 fi6kg=1
1 x o 2
= > ®i x)T (£X 1916 ix) 7 (58)
fi6 kg=1
xﬁvhere = ,+ D] ]. Here we used that in space hom ogeneous case

L, r ;= 0 and therefre

In this section we consider the zero-m odes of Eq. (57). In other words we
seek solutions Z @) (fx,g) which in the inertial interval solve the hom ogenecus
equation

Xn

K (x; x)r,r, 72" #Exg)=0: (59)
Hk=1

W e allow anisotropy on the large scals. Since all the operators here are
isotropic and the equation is lnear, the solution space foliate into sectors
Jsm  corresponding the the irreducible representations ofthe SO (d) symm etry
group . A coordingly we w rite the wanted solution in the form

X
z®™ (frig)= 2z (Erig);
jm

where Z j(ﬁ) are functions com posed of irreducible representations 0of SO (d) w ith
de nite j;m .Each ofthese com ponents isnow expanded In . In otherwords,
we write, In the notation ofRef.[97],

Jm

n) ) )
Zim =Em + Gy +0(%):
For = 0Eqg. (59) sinpli esto

X 2 @)
riEy (rg) = 0; (60)

=1
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for any value of §;m .Next we expand the operatorin Eq. (59) n  and collect
the tetm s of O ( ):

Xn
r 26 ) (frig) = VLE ) (Frig) ; (61)
i=1

where V, isthe rst ordertem In the expansion of the operator n (59):

O 62)
n Lik 71‘1-_1‘](,'
6k=1 @ x5

where ry X X .

In solving Eqg. (60) we are led by the Pllow Ing considerations: we want scale
Invariant solutions, which are powers of ry . W e want analytic solutions, and
thus we are Iim ited to polynom ials. Finally we want solutions that involre
all the n coordinates for the function E j(rr;); solutions w ith fewer coordinates
do not contribute to the structure functions (53). To see this note that the
structure fiinction is a linear com bination of correlation fiinctions. T his linear
com bination can be represented In tem s of the di erence operator 1(x;x9

de ned by:

165x0T @ (Exg) T ExPk-x T ExxPk-xo (63)

Then,
0 Y 0 n)
X1;Xq 1:3:XpX ) = 1®yx )T 77 (ExQ) ¢ (64)
1

n)
ST

A coordingly, if T @ (fx,.g) does not depend on x;, then ; (r;r)T @ (frrg) =

0 identically. Since the di erence operators com m ute, we can have no contri-
bution to the structure filnctions from parts of T ) that depend on less than
n ocoordinates. F inally we want the m lnim alpolynom ialbecause higher order
ones are negligble In the lim it ry . A coordingly, E 3(2) wih J n isa
polmnom ial of order n. Follow Ing the procedure outlined In Appendix B) we

can w rite the m ost general orm ofE j(r?l), up to an arbitrary factor, as

n) _ 1

By = %' k"B 0+ [ (65)

where [:::] stands for all the temm s that contain less than n coordinates; these
do not appear in the structure functionsbut m aintain the translational nvari-
ance of our quantities. N ote that In this case we carry the Index n in the tensor
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basis fiinctions since the theory m ixes basis finctions of di erent orders. The

appearance of the tensor B L * is Justi ed by the fact that E j(rr;) must be

n;jm
sym m etric to pem utations of any pair of coordinates on the one hand, and it
hasto belong to the jm sectoron the otherhand. T his requires the appearance
of the fully symm etric tensor B 5). In light of Egs. (61-62) we seek solution

orG {” (fryg) of the om

X .
GE (Erig) = HE (frog) by + H y (Ereg) ; (66)
61

where H ;ﬁﬂ (fryg) and H 4, (fryg) are polynom ials of degree n. The latter is
fully symmetric n the coordimates. The fomer is symmetric n 1y, 1 and
separately In all the other frigye 1;:. Substituting Eg. (66) Into Eg. (61) and
collecting tem s of the sam e type yields three equations:

X
n)
riHy =r, By 67)
i
x
I r,r @) rka
d 2+ @ r)H+ 3‘23 l2k n = S (68)
X 2 X Ik
rilm = K
i %k

HereK%fn are polynom ials ofdegreen 2 which are separately symm etric in
the 1;k coordinates and in all the other coordnates except k. In Ref. P7] it
wasproven that for j= 0 these equationspossess a unique solution . T he proof
follow s through unchanged forany j € 0, and we thus proceed to nding the
solution.

By symmetry we can specialize the discussion to 1= 1, k = 2. In Iight of
Eq. (68) we see that H jlrﬁ must have at Jeast a quadratic controution in 1y, .
T his guarantees that (66) is nonsihgular n the lim i rn, ! 0.The only part
of H }? that will contrbute to structure finctions must contain rs :::r, at
least once. Since H 37 has to be a polynom ial of degree n in the coordinates,
i must be of the form

12 n i o e o .
Hy = Ly’ i "C ot 2 t [ithe g (69)

where [:::], contains tem s with higher powers of r;; and therefore do not
contain som e ofthe other coordinatesrs :::1, .0 bviously such tem sareunin —
portant for the structure functions. Since H 32 has to be symm etric in ry;r,
and rs :::r, ssparately, and it has to belong to an jm sector, we conclude
that the constant tensor C must have the sam e symm etry and m ust belong
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to the sam e sector. Consulting Appendix B) them ost general orm ofC is

X
C*2fn= g L2Te g LB 0 PiZaB T AE e 1(70)
i 1> 2
Substituting in Eqg. (68) one nd
r,riry’ it 1 :
@+ 2)H 32 + 2 12013 ; BB L+ Sning K32 = [y

Substituting Eq. (69) and dem anding that coe cients ofthe term r ' :::ir®
will sum up to zero, we cbtain
2

2d+ 2)a >a 2= 0; 2d+ 2)c=0;=) c=0:

The ooe cient b is not detem ined from this equation due to possible con-
trbutions from the unknown last tem . W e detemm ine the coe cient b from
Eqg. (67).A fter substituting the form swe nd

4 'rlr i BB "tb "B it l= P Pr iy "Bt it o
R ecalling the identity B .6) we obtain b= % [l 4a]:Finally we ndthata
isn; j-Independent, a = L ) ; whereas b does depend on n and j, and

2@+ 2)d 1
we therefore denote it ash, ;5

. d+ 1) _
AT 4d+ 2)@ 1

In the next Subsect. we com pute from these resuls the scaling exponents in
all the sectors of the SO (d) symm etry group.

514 The Scaling Expoonents of the Structure Functions

W e now wish to show that the solution for the zero m odes of the correlation
fiinctions FT(n) (ie Z ®) result in hom ogeneous structure fiinctions ST(H) . In
every sector j;m we com pute the scaling exponents, and show that they are
Independent ofm . A ccordingly the scaling exponents are denoted j(n) ,and we
com pute them to rstorderin .Using (63) and (64), the structure function
is given by:

n)

T eecee o 1 eeoe 1
ST;jm (C1;T17:050;,) = 4F e nan;jm "+
no,i;l Nno, i1
QA | 2917
eee i P2 o= 18 i 1 .
11 ce nn £ l(rilril:l:‘ll:l:‘l) [aBn;jm "+ b * an 2;jInn ] H

%1
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where ,* 1' 1, and the function f isde ned as:

1

£l TyryT) € B '@ n 'k nj

+ @ W@ n'hiy nj (71)
€ @@ m™'ny: 1nj
® nHn'@G 1n'hiy nj: (72)

T he scaling exponent of ST(HJ)m can be found by m ultiplying all its coordinates

by .A direct caloulation yields:

no i1
@) — ) = x z=—] :
Spam ( T17 Tiji:)= "Spp (01;T17::) 2 " (e 0t T
61
Nno, i1
e . z—}.l_{ 2
BByim "t By P BLTom 1T 0 (9)F
no i;1
na @) — n 1 X 13 P ZT:}::_H{ 2
= Sy 1Tz 2 "I i 7 BB,;m "~ tIn;j B, 5 O ()
61
Nno, i1
p 2-1]-1{
Using B .8), we nd that [aBn;lj;r'l' Tty f anl‘z";jr‘;l] = hn 1)a +
61
0,;5Bhm " and therefore, we nally cbtain:
ST(H)( ri; Ti;ii)= "fl 2 hia Da+plhn gST(n) (t1;T15::9+ 0O (?)
(n)
= 3 Sy T+ 0 ()
T he result of the scaling exponent is:
o n 1 d+ 1
M=n 2 L ( ) Zn;3]+ O (%)
20+ 2)d 1) 4d+2)d 1)

from which ollows (47).This is the nalresult ofthis calculation.

Tt is noteworthy that this result is ln full agreem ent with (56), even though
the scaling exponents that appear in these result refer to di erent quantities.
The way to understand this is the fusion rules that are discussed next.

5.1.5 Fusion Ruks

T he fusion rnules address the asym ptotic properties of the filly unfiised struc—
ture functionsw hen two orm ore ofthe coordinates are approaching each other,
w hereas the rest of the coordinates ram ain ssparated by much larger scales.
A M1l discussion of the fusion rules for the N avier-Stokes and the K raichnan
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m odelcan be found in [(3,54,99]. In this section we quote the fiision rulesthat
were derived In Ref. R5] directly from the zero m odes that were com puted to
O ( ), In allthe sectors ofthe sym m etry group . In otherwords, we are after the

dependence of the structure function ST(n) (£1;71;::2) on is rstp pairs of co-

other com pared to their distance from the othern  p pairs of coordinates.
Explicitly, we consider the casewhere ;7 ; 111,15, 5, Tor17Tpr 175557 i Tn
W e have used here the property of translational invariance to put the cen-
ter of m ass of the st 2p coordinates at the origin. The full calculation is
presented in 5], wih the nalresul (to O ( ))

X X

@) T eeees ) =
ST;jm (rllrll i lrn)

Elax m?

In this expression the quantity ;50 isa tensor function of all the coordinates
that rem ain ssparated by large distances, and

Lax=maxfO;p+ j ng; J n:

M .TheRHS isa

product of functions w ith hom ogeneiy exponents l(p) and the functions 0.
U sing the linear independence of the functions ST(p;gm o we conclude that 150

m ust have hom ogeneity exponent j(n) l(p) . This is precisely the prediction
of the fiusion rules, but in each sector separately. O ne should stress the Intu—
itive m eaning of the fusion rules. The resul show s that when p coordinates
approach each other, the hom ogeneity exponent corresponding to these co-
ordinates becom es sin ply l(p) as if we were considering a p-order correlation
function. The m eaning of this result isthat p eld am plitudesm easured at p
clossby coordinates In the presence of n p eld am plitudes determ ined far
aw ay behave scaling-w ise ke p eld am plitudes in the presence of anisotropic

boundary conditions.

W e have shown that the LH S has a hom ogeneity exponent

5.1.6 The Lagrangian A pproach to Anom alous Scaling

An elegant approach to the correlation finctions is fimished by Lagrangian
dynam ics [114{118]. In this form alisn one recognizes that the actualvalue of
the scalar at position x at tin e t is determ ined by the action of the forcing
along the Lagrangian trafctory from t= 1 tot:

Zo
T Kosto) = dthf x ©);01 ; (73)
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w ith the tra fctory x (t) cbeying

x )= x0 7 x®=ux®;0+ 2 ©; (74)

gnd s a vgctor of zero-m ean independent G aussian white random variables,

© © = t 9.W ith thisinmind, we can rew rite S,**’ ofEq. (53)
by substituting each factor of T (x;) by its representation (73).Perfom ing the
averages over the random forces, we end up w ith

@2n) D a h
Si T ity Xon i) = dg n dxi1() %))
! iE
6en 1) %0 (G)) + pemutations o7 (76)

To understand the averaging procedure recall that each of the tra gctories x;
obeysan equation ofthe form (74), whereu aswellasf igzijl are independent
stochastic variables w hose correlations are given above. A fematively, we refer
the reader to section IT of [118], where the above analysis is carried out in
detail. Here we follow the derivation of Ref. [L14]. In considering Lagrangian
tra pctordes of groups of particles, we should note that every initial con gura-—
tion is characterized by a center ofm ass, say R , a scake s (say the radius of
gyration of the cluster of particles) and a shape Z . In \shape" we m ean here
all the degrees of freedom other than the scale and R :asm any angles as are
needed to fully detem Ine a shape, in addition to the Euler anglesthat x the
shape orentation w ith respect to a chosen fram e of coordinates. T hus a group
of 2n positions fx ;g w illbe som etin e denoted below as fR ;s;Z g.

O ne com ponent in the evolution ofan niialcon guration isa rescaling ofall
the distancesw hich increase on the average like t'~ 2 ; this rescaling isanalogous
to R ichardson di usion. The exponent , which detem nes the scale ncrease
is also the characterdistic exponent of the second order structure fiinction [P41].
This hasbeen related to the exponent of (52) according to , = 2 .A fter
factoring out this overall expansion we are keft with a nom alized Yhape'. It
is the evolution of this shape that determm ines the anom alous exponents.

Consider a nalshape Z ¢ wih an overall scale sy which is realized at t= 0.
This shape has evolved during negative tines. We x a scale s > sy and
exam ine the shape when the con guration reachesthe scale s forthe lJast time
before reaching the scal sy. Since the trafctories are random the shape 2

which is realized at this tim e is taken from a distrbution (Z ;Z4;s ! ).
A s Iong as the advecting velocity eld is scale invarant, this distrloution can
depend only on the ratio s=s;.
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Next, we use the shape-to-shape transition probability to de ne an operator
" (s=g) on the space of functions (Z ) according to
z
["(s=s0) 1@ o)= dZ (2Z;Zois! sp) (2):

W e w ill be Interested In the eigenfunction and eigenvalues of this operator.
T his operator has two in portant properties. F irst, for an isotropic statistics
of the velocity eld the operator is isotropic. T his m eans that this operator
com m utes w ith all rotation operators on the space of functions (Z ).In other
words, if O is the rotation operator that takes the function (Z ) to the
new finction ( !Z),then O ~ = "0 . This property ®llows from the
cbvious symm etry of the Kemel (@ ;Zq;s ! s9) to rotating 2 and Z
sim ultaneously. A coordingly the eigenfunctions of © can be classi ed according
to the irreduchble representations of SO (3) symm etry group.Because in this
section we are not com puting explicitly the exponents we do not need to
present the precise form of the eigenfiinctions and we w ill denote them for
sim plicity as B qsm (Z ). The second in portant property of © follow s from the

-correlation in tim e ofthe velocity eld.Physically thism eans that the future
tra fctories of n particles are statistically independent of their tra ctories In
the past.M athem atically, it in plies for the kemel that

z
ZiZo;s! so)= dZ, (@;Z1;s! s1) (@1;Z¢is1! s0) i s> 81> 5

and In tum, for the operator, that
" (s=sp) = " (s=51) " (51=50) :

A coordingly, by a successive application of * (s=5¢) to an arbitrary eigenfunc-
(2n)
tion, we get that the eigenvalues of * have to be ofthe form ;3 = (s=s¢)
| z

S (2n
(S—)j Bgm (Zo)= dZ (Z;Zois! So)Bgm (Z) (77)
0

From Schur’s lemm as one can prove that the eigenvalues do not depend on
m . On the other hand they can still be a function of g but for sim plicity of
notation we do not explicitly carry the g lndex In

To prooceed we want to Introduce into the averaging process n (76) by av—
eraging over Lagrangian tragctories of the 2n particles. This will allow us
to connect the shape dynam ics to the statistical obcts. To this ain con—
sider any set of Lagrangian tra gctories that started at t = 1 and end up
attine t = 0 In a con guration characterized by a scal sy and center of
massR g = 0.A fullmeasure of these have evolved through the scale L or
larger. A coordingly they must have passed, during their evolution from tin e
t= 1 through a con guration of scale s > g at last once. D enote now
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om (GR;Z ;8! s59;Z o)dtdR dZ  as the probability that this set of 2n tra -
tordes crossed the scale s for the Jast tin e before reaching s¢;2 o, between t
and t+ dt, wih a center ofmassbetween R and R + dR and w ith a shape
between Z and z + dZ .

In tem s of this probability we can rew rite Eq.(76) (displaying, for clarty,
Ryo= 0Oand t= 0) as

Z 70 Z
Sy Ro= 0;80;Zoit=0)= dz dt dR 2, GR;Z ;s ! S0;Z o)

* +

z0 h i
dt n A& ) %)) on HG)  %n (G))+ pems (SR ;Z2 ;0 (78)

1 u; .

T he m eaning of the conditional averaging is an averaging over all the realiza—

tions ofthe velocity eld and the random ; forwhich Lagrangian tra gctories

that ended up attinet= 0 In R = 0;50;2Z g passed through R ;s;Z attine

t.

Next, the tin e Integrations In the above equation are solit to the interval
[ 1 ;tland E;0] giving rise to 2 di erent contributions:

zZt zZt z0 zZt zZt
Cﬂq Cﬁh + Cﬁ{ Cﬁé Cﬁh + e
1 1 t 1 1

Consider rst the contrbution with n Integrals in the domain [ 1 ;t]. Ikt
follow s from the delta-correlation in tim e of the velocity eld, that we can
W rite

*oze h i *
ag n dx1 @) %)) on W) %0 (G))t+ pems (s;R;Z Y
1 u; N
"zt h it
= dg n dxi1 @) % G)) on 6) % &)) + pems
1 u;
= sV R ;siz i = 57V (552 ) ¢ 79)

T he last equality follow s from translational nvariance In space-tin e. A ccord—
Ingly the contribution with n ntegrals in thedomamn [ 1 ;t] can be w ritten

as
VA 0z

dz STQn) (s;72) dt drR omn GR;Z ;8! s0;Z9) :
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W e identify the shape-to-shape transition probability:

70 7
@ ;Zois! )= dt dR 2, GR;Z ;s ! s07Z o) : (80)

F inally, putting allthis added wisdom back In Eq.(78) we end up w ith

Z
@n)

SV (s0;Z )= I+ dZ (Z;Zois! s0)S.7"

(s;2) : (81)

Here I represents all the contributions w ith one orm ore tin e Integrals in the
dom ain f;0]. The key point now is that only the term w ith n integrals in the
domain [ 1 ;t] contains Informm ation about the evolution of 2n Lagrangian
tra fctordes that probed the forcing scale L . A ccordingly, the term denoted by
I cannot contain Infom ation about the lading anom alous scaling exponent
belonging to F,,, but only of lower order exponents. T he anom alous scaling
dependence ofthe LH S ofEg.(81) hasto cancelagainst the integral containing
F,, without the intervention of I.

R epresenting now

(2n) X
Sy (s0iZ o) = Agiim (S0)Bgm @ o)
qjm
@n) X
ST (S;Z ): aq;jm (S)B gjm (Z ) 7
qjm
X
I= Iqjm qum z 0) (82)

qjm

and substituting on both sides of Eq.(81) and using Eq.(77) we nd, due to
the linear ndependence of the eigenfunctions B g,

2n)

Bgim (S0) = Igm + = Agigm ()
So

To leading order the contrdbution of Iy, is neglected, leading to the conclu-
sion that the spectrum of anom alous exponents of the correlation finctions
is determ ined by the eigenvalues of the shape-to-shape transition probability
operator. C alculations show that the leading exponent in the isotropic sector
is always an aller than the lading exponents in all other sectors. This gap
between the leading exponent in the isotropic sector to the rest of the expo-
nents determ ines the rate of decay of anisotropy upon decreasing the scale of
observation.

T he derivation presented above has used explicitly the properties of the ad—
vecting eld, in particular the -correlation in tim e.A cocordingly it cannot be
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Inm ediately generalized to m ore generic situations in which there exist tin e
correlations. N evertheless we nd i plasing that at least in the present case
we can trace the physical origin of the exponents anom aly, and connect it to
the underlying dynam ics. In m ore generic cases the m echanisn sm ay be m ore
com plicated, but one should stillkeep the lesson in m nd —higher order corre—
Jation functions depend on m any coordinates, and these de ne a con guration

In space. T he scaling properties of such functionsm ay very welldepend on how

such con gurations are reached by the dynam ics. Focusing on static ob ects
like structure functions of one variabl m ay be Insu cient for the understand-

Ing ofthe physics of anom alous scaling. In portant con mm ation ofthispicture
have been found recently also for the case of passive scalars advected by a 2d
tubulent ow In the Inverse cascade regine [119] and for the case of shell
m odels for passive scalars advection [120].

5.1.7 Summary and D iscussion

The main lsson from this subsection is that the scaling exponents form a
discrete and strictly increasing spectrum as a function of j. This is the rst
exam ple where this can be shown rigorously. The m eaning of this resul is
that for higher j the anisotropic contributions to the statistical ob fcts de-
cay faster upon decreasing scales. T he rate of isotropization is determm Ined by

the di erence between the j dependent scaling exponents, and is of course

a power law . The result shows that to rst order In  the j-dependent part
is Independent of the order of the correlation function. T his m eans that the
rate of isotropization of all the m om ents of the distrdbution function of eld

di erences across a given scale isthe sam e. T his is a dem onstration ofthe fact

that, to O ( ) the distrbutions finction itself tends toward a locally isotropic
distribution function. W e note In passing that to st order n  the j de-
pendent part is also the same or #, a quantity whose isotropic value is not
anom alous. For all § > 1 also j(z) is anom alous, and in agreem ent w ith the

n= 2valie ofEq. (47).Sini cantly, or |°
that was derived in [99], nam ely

we have a nonperturbative resul

4d+ nid+ 3 2)
d 1

@)

2 d + 2 d 2)+

ioJ 2

[}
NI

valid forallvaluesof in the interval (0,2) and forall j 2.This exact result
agrees after expanding to O ( ) with @47) orn= 2 and j= 2.

The second lesson from this rst exactly solvable exam ple was the corresoon—

dence between the scaling exponents of the zero m odes in the nertial interval

and the corresponding scaling exponents of the gradient elds. The latter do

not depend on any Inertial scales, and the exponent appears In the combina-
(n)

tion (= )3 where isthe approprate ultraviolt Inner cuto .W e found
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exact agream ent w ith the exponents ofthe zero m odes in all the sectors of the
symm etry group and for all values of n. The desp reason behind this agree-
m ent is the lnearity of the fundam ental equation of the passive scalar (48).
T his transhtes to the fact that the visoous cuto isn and j independent,
and also does not depend on the nertial ssparations In the unfiised correlation

fiunctions. T his point has been discussed In detailin ©99,121]. In the case of
N avier-Stokes statistics we expect this \trivial' correspondence to fail. N ever—
theless, m any attem pts have been done to describe the m atching between the
Inertial and dissipative scaling properties [53,122,123] for the isotropic sector.
F inally we note that in the present case we have displayed the fusion rules in

all the j sectors, using the O ( ) explicit form of the zero m odes. W e expect
the fiision rules to have a nonperturbative validity for any value of

An Interestingm odi cation ofK raichnan m odelshasbeen recently proposed in

[124]w here the scaling properties of a passive scalar advected by a K raichnan—
like shear ow are Investigated.T he anisotropy introduced by the shearbreaks

the foliations of the correlation finctions equations. N evertheless, the authors
have been ablk to explain the existence of a scaling range in the passive spec—
trum w ith anom alous slope (ie.di erent from the result obtained in absence

of shear), for scales larger than the typical shearJdength in the system . This
anom alous slope is due to the fast advection of passive particles in the m ean

shear direction.

52 Passively Advected M agnetic F ield

Another exactly solvable system of som e Interest is the case of passively ad—
vected m agnetic eld.Thism odelwas st proposed in [L06]. Tt describes the
advection ofam agnetic eld B (x;t) by the sam e K raichnan stochastic veloc—
ity eld described n Eq. (49). The equation ofm otion for the m agnetic eld
is

h i h i
@B ;5 + uk;t) rB x;t) B ;b rux;b

= r’B x;H+ f x;b ; ®3)

w hich has to be supplem ented by the solenoidality condition r B x;t)= 0.
The source (\forcing”) term f X;t) is a soknoidal vector eld that is re-
goonsble for necting the m agnetic eld Into the systam at large scales. The
second-orderm om ent of the source eld here is a second-order solenoidal ten—
sor

D E

f &+ r;Of &;b) € %A ; (84)

r
L
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Instead ofa scalar. The tensorA  (y) isused tom in ic Jarge-scale anisotropic
boundary conditions and is therefore taken to be anisotropic, analytic n y
and vanishing rapidly fry 1. Finally, the dissipative term r 2B (x;t)
dissjpates the m agnetic eld out ofthe system at sm all scales.

N otice that in ordgr to keep them agnetic eld solnoidal, Eq. (83) contains a
\stretching" tetm B (x;t) ru x;t).Thisterm m ay causea \dynam oe ect",
which iswhat happens when the m agnetic eld am pli es itself by extracting
kinetic energy from the velocity eld [125]. Such e ect can destabilize the
system , and prevents i from reaching a stationary state.

Just as in the K rmichnan passive scalar case, we can use the fact that both
the velocity and source elds are whitenoise G aussian processes, and derive a
closed st of equations for the sin ultaneous nth-order correlation-fiinctions of
the m agnetic eld.For exam ple, the equation ofm otion for the second order
m agnetic correlation function

D E
C (r;9 B X+ ;B ;9

can be easily derived [106]:

@C =K @@ec [@GK )@C + @K )ecC ]

A

+ @Q@RK )C +2r?C +a T ¢ +2a ; 85)

where one has to add also the solnoidal condition for the m agnetic eld,
@ C = 0and thetensorK is the twopoint velocity correlation (52).The
solution of (85) was found in [L06]. It was shown there that for 0 < <1
no dynam o occurs, whilke for > 1 a dynam o is developed. C onsequently for
0 < < 1 the system may reach a stationary state where the correlation
function of the m agnetic eld behaves lke a power law in the inertial range.
In [L06]the zero m odes ofthe second-order correlation—fiinction was calculated
and is anom alous scaling in the isotropic sector was found for any 0 1.
N otice that for this passive vector m odel], the absence of any conservation law
for the m agnetic energy allow s for anom alous scaling already for the second
order correlation In the isotropic sector, at di erence from what happens in the
passive scalar case discussed In section (511).Thiswas the rst case where
a fully non-perturbative analytical solutions was presented dem onstrating the
possibility to have anom alous scaling in hydrodynam ic problem s.

In ref. R6,27]thisanalysiswasgeneralized to allthe sectors ofthe SO (3) group
using the SO (3) decom position.Herewe review the resultspresented in ref. R6]
where a system atic non-perturbative study of the solutions of (85) was given
In all (j;m ) sectors ofthe SO (3) group.A susual, it is advantageous to decom —
pose the covariance C In tem s ofbasis finctions that block-diagonalize the
angular part of the operator T which is nvariant to all rotations. In addition,
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T is variant to the party transform ation r ! r, and to the Index pem u—
tation (; ), (; ).A ooordjng]y,TA can be further block-diagonalized Into
blocks wih de nite party and sym m etry under pem utations.

In light ofthese consideration we seek solutions in term s of the decom position
given in (34):

X
C (0= C

q;jm

®): 86)

A s discussed In sec. (42 2) the nine basis functions can be grouped In four
sub-groups depending on their sym m etries under pariy and index pem uta—
tion (37). Ik should be noted that not all subssts contribbute for every value
of j. Space hom ogeneity im plies the obvious symm etry of the covariance:
C (;H=C ( r;b.Therrerpresentationssymmetricto ; exdcange
m ust also have even parity, w hile antisym m etric representationsm ust have odd
parity. A coordingly, even j’s are associated w ith subsets T and ITT, and odd j’s
are associated w ith subset IT. Subsst IV cannot contribute to this theory due
to the solenoidal constraint.

52.1 TheM atrix Representation of the O perator T

H aving the angularbasis functions we seck the representation of the operator
T inthisbasis.In such a representation T isadi erential operatorw ith respect
to r only. In Appendix A of R6] it is shown how T m ixes basis functions
within a given subset, but not between the subsets — as is expected in the
last section. In nding the m atrix representation of T we are aided by the
Inocom pressbility constraint.C onsider rst subset Im ade ofthe four sym m etric
and wih ( Y parity basis functions: B giim #) with g= 1;5;7;9 n a given
Jsm  sector. To sin plify the notation we denote the a’s coe cients according

to a (r) Cﬁ% (r), bx) C%; (r),c) Cl(ir)n (r) and d (r) C5(§I)n (r).Prines

w ill denote di erentiation w ith respect to r.
In this basis the operator T takes on the form

20 13 1 1
a 0
A
T g =
Cg
4 A

a
bog
=ae
A
dO
On the RHS we have m atrix products. In addition, the solenoidal condition
In plies the follow Ing two constrains on a; b; ¢ and d (cf. the Appendix of
L3]):
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a b c
0=a’+2—-+ 3 J-+J +F
r r r

0=+ 32+ S+ 5 1d '
= J ) g 1@
r r

r 20,

U sing these conditions one can bring T; and T , to diagonal fom s,
4
'I'1=2(Dr+ )l; 'I'2=—[(Dr+ )+ Dr]l
r
where 1 isthe unitm atrix. T 3 can be w rtten in the fom
T;=Dr QG )+ r’Q (3;0):

T he explicit expression for the four colimnsofQ (j; ) can be found n R6] In
Appendix B of (R6]) the two ram aining blocks (subsets II, III after the list
(37) ), In the m atrix representation of T as a function of j have been also
nvestigated. T he single basis B 3,3, (subset IV) cannot appear in the theory
sinhce C 3%; = 0 by the solenoidalcondition (cf.Appendix of 23]).Lastly, there
are no solutions belonging to the j = 1 sector. This is due to the fact that

such solutions correspond to subset IT. In this subsst the j = 1 solenoidal

(2)
condition in plies the equation: d%Cg(i)n + L = 0,0rcy / r ?whih is

r
not an adm issble solution.

522 Cakultion of the Scaling Exponents

Before tuming to the com putation of the exponents one should consider the
existence ofa stationary solution fort! 1 .In [L06] it was showed that there
is not dynam o in the isotropic sector as long as < 1. In P6] it has been
dem onstrated that for the sam e values of , the dynam o e ect is absent also
In the anisotropic sectors. The reader is referred to R6] for details on this
sub Ect. In the absence of a dynam o e ect, we can consider a stationary state
of the system , m antained by the forcing tem £ (r;t). T he covariance in such
a case w ill cbey the follow Ing equation:

T ¢ +aA =0:

D esp In the inertial range we look for scale nvariant solutions of the above
equation neglecting the dissipative tem s. The m ost general scale nvariant
solution can be expressed as a linear superposition of hom ogeneous (zero—
m odes) and non-hom ogeneous solutions of the above equation :

C @m=C, @®+C, ., h©O:

In particular, only zero-m odes can carry anom alous scaling, being the scaling
properties of the non-hom ogeneous solutions xed by the din ensionalm atch—
ng T C A . Therefre, the existence of a leading anom alous scaling
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contrbution to am allscalesm agnetic uctuations is connected to the existence
ofone, som e, zero-m odes w ith scaling exponents an aller than the dim ensional
estin ate.

T he calculation ofthe scale-invariant solutionsbecom es rather in m ediate once
we know the functional form ofthe operator T in the basis ofthe angular ten—
sorsB g;5m .U sing the expansion (86), and the fact that T isblock diagonalized
by such an expansion, we get a set of 2nd order coupled OD E’'s for each block.
To dem onstrate this point, consider the four din ensional block of T , Created
by the four basis tensors B ;3  of subset I. A ccording to the notation of the
last section, we denote the coe cients of these angular tensors in (86), by the
four functions a (r);b();c();dx):

cC (@ a®)Bg,y + DEB ;5 + CE)B ;3 + @B,y + i1
where (:::) stand for tem s w ith other j;m and other symm etries w ith the

sam e j;m .Let us st consider the casewhere > 0.A coording to (87), well
w ithin the inertial range, these fiinctions obey:

0o 1 0 1 0 1
@ 0
B2 ¢ B @ ¢ B 2¢
B of B ok B &
r-0E P E T, (—0f CErTa =0 E -0 68)
E ot E ot E ok
@ A @ A @ A
d® d° d

Due to the scale-invariance of these equations, we look for scale-nvariant
solutions in the fom :

ak)=ar; bx)=br; dE)=cr; dE)=dr : 89)

W here a;b;c;d are com plex constants. Substituting (89) nto (88) results n a
set of four linear hom ogeneous equations for the unknowns a;b;c;d :

0 1
g @
B
Eb§
[ ( DE( =0+ T,( =0+T3( =01 &=0
B ~C
§ K
d
T he Jast equation adm is non-trivial solutions only when
det [ ( DEC =0+ T( =0+Ts( =0]1=0:
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T his solvability condition allow susto express asa function of jand .U shg
MATHEMATICA one ndseight possblk valuesof , outofwhich, only four
are In agream ent w ith the solenoidal condition:

1 1
2) oy _ - =~ -
s 0= 3 3 3
K (;3) * 2°+23%3+2°% 423 3% 4% 83 8 4+ 4 + 165+ 163+ 4
H( ;) 28 +2%+2 g+ 45+ 43+ 5

q
H(;J) 2K (;3),; i=1;2;3;4; (90)

Not all of these solutions are physically acceptable because not all of tham
can be m atched to the zero m ode solutions in the dissipative regin e. To see
why this is so, consider the zero-m ode equation for = 0:

© +2D)r?Cc =0: (91)

Themaln di erence between the = 0 case and the > 0 case is that In the
form er the sam e scale-invariant equation holdsloth for the inertial range and
the dissipative range. As a resul, or = 0, the zero m odes scale with the
sam e exponents In the two regim es. T hese exponents are given sim ply by (90)
wih = 0,because or = 0 the zeromodesequation with = 0 isthesame
as (91) up to the overall factor DDT which does not change the exponent. For

= 0 th solutions should be valid for the dissipative regin e as well as for the
nertial regin e, ruling out the two solutions w ith negative exponents In (90),
for they will give a non-physicaldivergence asr ! 0.A ssum ing now that the
solutions (ncluding the exponents) are continuous In  , (@nd not necessarily
analytic!), one nds that also for nite only the positive exponents appear
in the nertial range (@n exosption to that isthe j= 0, to be discussed below ).
F inally there are two branches of solutions corresoonding to the ( ) and +)
In the square root.

r

- 3 11y 2 X ( ;3); subsetI:

3 2 2 2 & P '
Note that for = 0, only the branch with the + sign under the square root
exists since the other exponent isnot adm issible, being negative for ! 0, and
therefore exclided by continuity. 0(2) however becom es negative as increases.
For j 2 both solutions are adm issible, and the kading is that one w ith the
m nus sign in the square root.
Let us also discuss the behavior of the zero m odes in the dissipative regin e
for > 0.Here the dissipation termm s becom e dom hant and we can neglect all
othertem sin T .The zero m ode equation in thisreginebecomes?2 r?C =
0, which isagain, up to an overall factor, identical to the zero m ode equation
wih = 0; = 0.The solutions in this region are once again scale invarant
w ith scaling exponents ]-(2) J-0= J;J 2.Asexpected, the correlation function
C (r) beocom es an ooth in the dissipative regin e.
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In R6] the com putation of the exponents corresponding to subsets IT and ITT
is also presented. The resul is:

@) 3 1 14 > om . .

55 +5 1 10 +2+ 29 4+ 29 + 43+ 43; subsetII
@) 3 1 19— > . .

;= > 5 +5 +2 + 14+ 4%+ 29 + 43+ 2 j; subset III:

Forj= 0 there isno contrlbution from thissubset, asthe exponent isnegative.
A fter m atching the zero m odes to the dissipative range, one has to guarantee
m atching at the outer scale L . The condition to be ful lked is that the sum of
the zero-m odes w ith the inhom ogeneous solutions (Whose exponents are 2— )
mustgiveC (r) ! Oas j! L.Obviousl thism eans that the forcing must

have a profction on any sector B g4y forwhich C @)

giim 1S nonzero.

523 Summary and Conclusions

The resuls of this section should be exam ined in the light of the previous
section on passive scalars. T hat passive scalar case a orded only perturbative
calculation of anom alous exponents in all anisotropic sectors. T he present ex—
am ple o ers exact, non-perturbative calculations, of the whole spectrum of
scaling exponents that detem ines the covariance of a vector eld in the pres-
ence of anisotropy. Them ain conclusions are: (i) scaling exponents of the sec—
ond order m agnetic correlation flinctions are anom alous; (ii) they are strictly
Increasing w ith the index of j of the sector, m eaning that there is a tendency
toward isotropization upon decreasing the scales of observation. The equa—
tions for the m agnetic covariance foliate Into Independent closed equations for
each set of irreduchble representations of the SO (3) group .M oreover, scaling
properties of the zero-m odes do not show any dependence on the g index la—
beling profctions on di erent irreducibble representations of the SO (3) groups
foreach xed (j;m ). The consequence of the latter property is that transver—
sal and longitudinal correlation have the sam e scaling exponents w thin each
anisotropic sector.

5.3 The Linear P ressure M odel

In this subsection we discuss the scaling exponents characterizing the power—
law behavior of the anisotropic com ponents of correlation fiinctions in turbu-
lent system s w ith pressure, exploring the findam ental question whether also
for such system s the scaling exponents ncrease as j Increases, or they are
bounded from above. T he equations of m otion in system s w ith pressure con—
tain nonlocal integrals over all space. O ne could argue that the requiram ent of
convergence of these integrals bounds the exponents from above. It is shown
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here on the basis ofa solvable m odel (the \L inear P ressure M odel"), that this
is not necessarily the case. The m odel described here is of a passive vector
advection by a rapidly varying velocity eld R8]. The advected vector eld
is divergent free and the equation contains a pressure tem that m aintains
this condition. T he zero m odes of the second order correlation function are
found In all the sectors of the symm etry group.W e show that the spectrum
of scaling exponents can increase wih j without bounds, whilke pressrving
nie Integrals. The conclusion is that contrbutions from higher and higher
anisotropic sectors can disappear faster and faster upon decreasing the scales
also In system sw ith pressure. T o dem onstrate that, consider a typical integral
term ofthe fom,
Z
dyG (r y)C () : 92)

HereG (r) = 1=(@4 r) isthe In nie dom ain G reen function ofthe Laplacian
operator, and C (r) is som e statistical obfct which is expected to be scale
Invariant In the nertial range. IfC (r) has an infrared cross over at scale L
(or equivalently, the integralhas an infrared cuto at scale L), then the above
expression w illnot be a pure power Jaw of r, not even inside the inertial range.
Then how is it possible that such an expression w ill cancelout a localtermm of
C (r), as is required by the typical equations ofm otion? Thispuzzlk has led In
the past to the Ihtroduction of the concept of \w indow of locality" [126,127].
The window of locality is the range for the scaling exponents in which no
divergence occurs, even ifthe cross over length L istaken to in nity.Forthese
exponents ntegrals of type (92) are dom inated by the range of integration
y  rand are therefore term ed \local". In a \local" theory no infrared cuto
is called for.

In this subsection we present solutions forthe scaling exponents in the anisotropic
sectors of a linear m odel of turbulence w ith pressure. Thism odel reveals two
m echanian s that allow an unbounded spectrum of scaling exponents. F irst, a
carefiil analysis of the w ndow of locality In the anisotropic sectors show s that
it widens as j ncreases. W e always have a lreading scaling exponent w ithin the
window of locality. Secondly, there is a m ore subtle m echanian that com es
to play when sub—-Jading exponents exist outside the w indow of locality. In
these cases we show that there exist counter-+tem s in the exact solution (ot
the zero m odes!) which m aintain the locality ofthe ntegrals. The bottom lne
is that in these m odels the anisotropic exponents are unbounded from above
leading to a fast decay of the anisotropic contributions In the inertial range.
T he Linear P ressure m odel captures som e of the aspects of the pressure term
In N avierStokes turbulence, whik being a linear and therefore much sin pler
problam . The non lnearity of the N avierStokes equation is replaced by an
advecting K raichnan eld u (x;t) and an advected eld v (x;t). T he advect—
Ing eld u (x;t) is taken, as before, the K rmichnan eld (49).Both elds are

64



assum ed inoom pressible. T he equation ofm otion for the vector eld v (x;t)
is:

Qv +u@v +@p v = ; (93)
Qv =Q@u =0: (94)

In this equation, f (x;t) is the sam e as the one In Eqg. (83). Analyticity of
f x;t) isan i portant requirem ent. T meansthat A (x) can be expanded
foran all k jasa power series In X ; as a result its keading contribution in the
j-sector is proportional to x7 %, given by @ @ xIYy, (®). To see that this is
the leading contriloution the reader can consul the general discussion of the
construction of the irreducible representations in Ref.R3]. A 1l other analytic
contrbutions contain less derivatives and are therefore of higher order In x.

In orderto derive the statisticalequations ofthe correlation function ofv (x;t),
we need a version of (93) w ithout the pressure tem . Follow ing the standard
treatm ent of the pressure term in N avierStokes equation, we take the diver-
gence of (93) and arrive at,

QRuv + @p=20:

The Laplace equation is now inverted using the G reen function of In nite
dom ain w ith zero-at-in nity boundary conditions:
z

p&) = dyG & y)RQRuU (Y)V ) ;

wih G (x) 1=4 x.W ih thisexpression forp &), Eqg. (93) can be rew ritten
as:

z
v XD+ u ;0@ v x;H) @y, dyG & y)@@u )V ¥)
Ev ;0= f ;b :

in 8] the equatjon ofm otion for the 2-point correlation functionC  (r)
Vv 8+ r)v x) was found:

7
@C @ T @ T ( r)+ dyG@ yI@RRT ()

+ dyG( r yRRT () 2 &C (r)
D E D E
= v x+r)f k) + v X)f X+ r)

w here to sim plify the equationswe have de ned an auxiliary function T  (r):

D E
T @© @ v @+ 1ru &)v ®)
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This equation is identical to the equation for the second order correlation
function in the usualN avier-Stokes turbulence, provided that u  is replaced
wih v in the expression above. Indeed, the vexing problm that we face
is being m ade very clear: if the triple correlation function has a power law

dependence on r with an arbitrarily large exponent, how can the integral
converge In the infrared? O ne possbility isthat the scaling exponent of T (r)

issu ciently low , m aking the Integral convergent. T he otherpossibility isthat

the correlation fnction isscale Invarant only in the nertial range and vanishes
quickly afterthat, which isequivalent to the introduction ofan infrared cuto .
However the integral temm s in the equation probe the correlation function
throughout the entire space. T herefore, a cross over behavior of the correlation
function at the outer scale L, seam s to contradict a pure scaling behavior of
the correlation function In the nertial range itself. This in tum im plies the
saturation of the anisotropic scaling exponents.

To proceed, we use the fact that the eld u x;t), as well as the forcing, are
G aussian white noises w ith correlation given by Eq. (52). This enables us to
expressT (r) and the correlation ofthe force in tetmm sofC (r) and A (r).
O ne can use thewellknown m ethod ofG aussian integration by parts B]which
Jleads to the nalequations (see also appendix of (28]):

Z

@ @®=T @©+T ( r) dyG @ y)RQ@T (v)
Z
dyG( r y)RRT ()+2@C @+A (@); (95)
1 1 2 h i
T (r)= éK eeC @+ 5@(r’ dyG (r y)¢@ K )€e@C ()
1 h i
> dyG )l @ K y)@E@C (( vy): (96)

T hese equations have to be supplem ented w ith two m ore equations that ollow
directly from the de nition ofC  (r):

@C @®=0; C @®=C ( r):
Finally we note that Egs. (95,96) can be Interpreted In a transparent way,
utilizing two profction operators which m aintain the RHS ofEq. (95) diver-
gence free In both indices. To de ne theam , ket usconsidera tensor eld X (r)

which vanishes su ciently fast at n nity. Then the two projction operators
PAL and PAR are de ned by:

PX () X () @, dyG y@X )

PgX () X (@®) @&, dyGE y)@€X ():
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W e obsarve that P\LX and P\RX are divergence free in the lft and right
Indices resgpectively. U sing these operators we can rew rite Egs.(95-96) in the
form

QC (@) =PBrT @+BRT ( n)+2 @C @+A (@) ; ©97)
1. 12 h i
T ()= EPLK @Q@C (r) > dyG )@ @ K )@ QRC ( vy) :(98)

The proection in Eqg. (98) guaranteesthat T (r) is divergence free In its keft
index, whilk the progction in Eq. (97) guarantees divergence freedom in the
right Index.

Not all the tem s In these equations are of the sam e nature. The Integrals
due to the proction operator are easy to dealw ith by applying a Laplacian
on them . For exam plk, @°PRT ()= @>T () @R@T (r).0On theother
hand, there seem s to be no way to elin inate the last integral in Eqg. (98),
and therefore we shall refer to it as the \non-trivial ntegral”. O nly when the
velocity scaling exponentsin (52) are = Oand = 2 i trivializes:the integral
vanisheswhen = 0and isproportionaltoC (r)when = 2.Unfortunately,
In these extram e cases also the profgction operator trivializes, and the e ect
ofthe pressure cannot be adequately assessed . W e prefer to study the problem
fora genericvalie forwhich the lncom pressibility constraint and the pressure
tem s are non-trivial.

W e dealw ith the this problem head-on in Sect5.3.4.D ue to the non-trivial
Integral, we w ill not be ablk to provide a full solution ofC  (r), but only of
the zero m odes. H ow ever before doing so we would like to study a m odelthat
a ords an exact solution in order to understand in detail the issues at hand.
In the next section we therefore consider a sin pli ed m odel of the Linear
P ressure m odel], yet posing m uch of the sam e riddle.

531 An exactly Solvabk Toy m odel

W e construct a toy m odelwhich is inspired by equations (95, 96) for the cor-
relation function in the LinearP ressurem odel. W ithin thism odelwe dem on—
strate the strategy of dealing w ith the non—local pressure term . Shce it is a
sim pli cation ofthe statistical equation of the Linear P ressure m odel, the toy
m odel has no obvious underlying dynam ical equation.

In the toy m odel, we are Iooking for a \correlation function" C (r), whose
equations ofm otion are:

Z
@C ()= K @EEGC @) @, d&xG& x)@K ()@ ECC ()
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+ @C @+ A (=L);
@C (@®)=0: (99)

Here A (x) is a one-index analog of the correlation function of the original
fororesA (x).A coordingly, we take it anisotropic, analytic in x and rapidly
vanishing for x 1.A s In the previous m odel, also here analyticity requires
that the leading contrbution for an allx is proportionalto @ Xijm R) In the
j-sector. A coordingly it is of orderx? 1.

The toy model is sinpler than the Linear Pressure m odel n two aspects:
F irst, the \correlation function", C (r) has one lndex istead of two and
therefore can be represented by a sn aller num ber of scalar functions. Second,
the unpleasant non-trivial term of the Linear P ressure m odel is absent. This
willallow us to solve the m odel exactly for every value of .N everthelkss, the
toy m odel confronts us w ith the sam e conosptual problem s that exist In the
LinearPressurem odeland in N S:can a scale nvariant solution In the mnertial
range w ith a cross over to a decaying solution at scale L, be consistent w ith
the Integral term ? If not, is there a saturation of the anisotropic exponents?

Eg. (99) can be rewritten In tem s of a new profction operator P, which
progctsa vector X (r) on is divergence free part:
Ah i
@C = PK QQ@C + @C +A ;

w here Y/
BX @ X () @ dyG@ yX ()

W e shall solve this Integro-di erential equation by rsttuming it nto aPDE
using the Laplacian operator, and then tuming it into a set ofdecoupled OD E’'s
using the SO (3) decom position. A s in the Linear P ressure m odel, the non
locality ofthe profction operator can be ram oved by considering a di erential
version of the operator:

RPT ()= @?T () Q@ T (r):

In stationary condition @.C = 0, and therefore the di erential form of the
toy m odel is given by:

RFK @RERC (r) =@K @®ERRC () RRK @®EEC ()

@%Q%°C @)+ @*A () ; (100)
@QRC @®)=0

W ehave reached a lnearPD E oforder4.ThisPD E w illbe solved by exploiting
its symm etries, ie., isotropy and parity conservation, as dem onstrated in the
next subsection.
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Eg. (100) and the Incom pressibility condition ofC (r) are both isotropic and
parity conserving. T herefore, ifwe expand C  (r) In tem s of spherical vectors
w ith a de nite behavior under rotations and under re ections, we would get
a set of decoupled OD E ’s for their coe cients.

Foreach sector (;m );j> 0 of SO (3) we have three soherical vectors:

By @) rl'r m (€))7
B @) ritie m (€) 7
39m @) r? rQ@ m (r) :

Here 4, (r) = 'Yy, (),and see R3] orfurtherdetails.The rsttwo spherical
vectors have a di erent parity than the third vector, hence the equations for
their coe cients are decoupled from the equation for the third coe cient. In
the llow Ing, we shall consider the equations for the rsttwo coe cientsonly,
as they have a richer structure and larger resem blance to the Linear P ressure
m odel. F inally note that the isotropic sector, ie., j= 0, is dentically zero.To
see why, notice that in this special sector there is only one spherical vector,
B,y ®) r'r .Hencethe isotropicpart ofC (r) isgiven by c®)r 'r , c(r)
being som e scalar fiinction of r.But then the nocom pressibility condition (99)
In plies that c(r) r?,which hasa UV divergence. W e therefore conclide
that c(r) = 0, and restrict the calculation to j> 0.

By expanding C (r) in tem s of the spherical vectors B 14, ;B 23n , We oObtain
a st of ODEs (decoupled In the (j;m ) labels) for the scalar functions that
are the coe cients of these vectors in the expansion. T he equations for these
coe cients can thus be written In tem s of m atrices and colum n vectors. To
sin plify the calculations, we nd the m atrix form s of the K raichnan operator
and of the Laplacian of the projction operator ssparately, and only then
com bine the two results to one.

532 TheM atrix Form of the O perators and the Solution of the Toy M odel

In this subsection we derive them atrix form ofthe K raichnan operator and of
the Laplacian ofthe P rofction operator In each j sector. To cbtain them atrix
of the K raichnan operator in the basis 0fB 14y ;B 29n , We expand C  (r):

C ()= @®B

®)+ ¢ @B @) :

1jm 27m

In appendix E) we show how to nd the operatoron C (r) in am atrix form
which results in the nalequation forc (r) and o (¥):
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0 1 0 1 0 1
@) 3)
B G ¢

B C
rM4@ (4)g;+r 1].\/.[3@ (3)A+r 2]}/.[2@ (2)%
< <
0 1 o 1 o0 1
B B “ B 1
+r M,8 (l)z(i+r M, £=8 '% (101)
S S 2

In addition also the incom pressibility constraint @ C (r) = 0, can be ex—
pressed as a relation between ¢ () and ¢ (1) :

0 ] . 0 .o C
gt 2;+ jo 3@ 19;= 0: (102)

This constraint has to be taken into account when solving Eqg. (101). The
solution ofEq. (101) is som ew hat tricky due to the additionalconstraint (102).
Seam ngly the two unknowns ¢ (r); (r) are over determm ined by the three
equations (101, 102), yet this is not the case for the two equations (101)
are not ndependent. To see that this is the case and nd the solution, it is
advantageous to work in the new basis

d=a+ Jjx; d= 2¢+ 3jG De:

In this basis the incom pressibility constraint becom es very sinple: d, = rd?,
allow Ing us to express d, and is derivatives In tem s of d; . To do that in the
fram ew ork of the m atrix notation, we de ne the transform ation m atrix U :

0 1 0 1

1 J 1 jg 1) 3
U ]é) g ; U 1= 7% % 7
293 1) G+ 1) 2 1
0 1 0 1
g dic B Cc ,
so that, @ A =U@ A :Theequationsofd;(r) are the sam e as the equa—
d, e))

tions for ¢ (r), wih the matrices M ; replaced by N; UM,U ! ; and the
sources ; replaced by

0 1 0 1

B 1C B 1c

¢} A=0¢@ A
2 2

N otice that a divergence free forcingA  (r) willcause , (r); , (r) tobe related
to each other in the sam e way that d; (r);d; (r) are related to each other, ie.,
,=1r(;)? :Next, we perform the follow ing replacem ents:

@, @)

8 h @) €
d=rd"; a = rdf ' = ra”

+a”; a? =+ 29%;

) (5)

3 3 4 3
a? = ra® + 3¢7; 4 = rd &,

+ 4d;
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W e get an equation wrtten entirely In tem s of the function d; (r) and its
derivatives:

0 1

r (rV5d]f5) + V4d£4) + r 1V3d]f3) + r 2V2d:[2) +r 3V1d:[1) +r 4V0d1) = E l% ;(103)

2

where V; are two dim ensional vectors given by:

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 1 0
C C C C C
Vs N48 A ; Vy N48 A+N38 A ; V3 N3E A+N2% A ;
1 4 1 3 1
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 0 1
vV, N, X +N,8 &; V, NGB S+N& K; V, NB %
2 1 1 1 0

T heir explicit values can be found n R8]. The Eq. (103) are for a colum n
vector, and can be regarded as two scalar di erential equations that we refer
to as the \upper" and the \lower". The upper ODE is of the fourth order,
while the ower ODE is of fth order.Non surprisingly, the lower equation is
the rst derivative of the upper equation, provided that A (r) is divergence
free. H ence the two equations are dependent, and we restrict the attention to
the upper equation. To sim plify i, we divide both sidesby D r , replace d; (v)
by (r) and de ne the RHS to be the function S (r):

Sw) D'r ,(@: (104)

A fter doing so, we reach the Hllow Ing equation:

®3) @) @)

(4)+a3r+a2r2+a1r3+ao§=8(r): (105)

Ttshom ogeneous solution iseasily found oncewe substitute, ()= or .The
scaling exponents are the roots of the polynom ial,

P()= 1) ( 2) ( 3+ & 1) ( 2) +2a( D+a +a:

T he polynom ial roots are found to be real and non-degenerate. Two of them
are positive while the other two are negative. T hey are given by:

r

1 . . .
> A3 ) B G ) i= 1;2;3;4; (106)

W= 33
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where,
A ) 2+ F+ 3 2 + 5+ 45+ 4
and
1
B (3 ) 83 7°F+16°%+2%8+ 25* 83 8 3§ 32 + 16+ 647+ 643
Inthelmit ! 0 the rootsbecome, In decreasing order:
s =3+ 1; s@=3 1; ;@)= ¥ s@= 3 2

Fig. (1) displays the rst fBw exponents as a function of .W e note that the
goectrum hasno sign of saturation as j ncreases. B efore we discuss the m ean—
ing of this cbservation we w illm ake sure that these solutions are physically
relevant and participate in the full (exact) solution including boundary con-
ditions. T he general solution of Eqg. (105) is traditionally given as the sum of
a special solution of the non-hom ogeneous equation plus a linear com bination
of the zero m odes. However when attem pting to m atch the solution to the
boundary conditions it is convenient to represent it as:

x4 ri@® zr ,
() = , , dxx® 13 ) ; (107)
1 l(j(l) j(l)):{;:(j(l) j(4){m.

i=
i

1
alldi erent roots
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where the free param eters of the solution are the four constants m ;. Indeed
a change In m ; is equivalent to adding to the solution a term proportional to
r 3%, I the next subsection we nd the values ofm ; to m atch the boundary
conditions, and discuss the properties of the solution.

5.3.3 Boundary Conditions and Inertialrange B ehavior
From Eq.(107) i is clear that the only values ofm ; that guarantee that the

solution remains niteasr! 0 and that tdecaysasr! 1 arrm;=m,=
+1 yM3 =My = 0:

ri@ 4

r) = dxx® %5 x)
(; @ 5eNGM 56N Ga) @)
ri@ 4

dxx’ 193 x)
(5@) ;@) (5@) 5 3))(5@) j(4))r

7r

rj(3)
d.XX3 j(3)S (X)

+
;8 5ANGE) eN68) @)

7

rj(4)
dx x> 1% 35 x)(108)

+
;@ 5ANG@  5encs@ 56

To understand the asym ptotic of this solution we nd from Eqg. (104) that
for x L, S ) has a Jeading termm which goes ke xJ ! , whereas for for
x L,S x) decays rapidly. It isnow straightforward to prove that forr L,
the ;(3); ;@) tem s scak lke r'*? , the ;(2) term scaks ke r '@ and the
;1) tem scakslker’® orvaliesof forwhich 1)< j+ 3 and lke
r’*3  otherwise. In addition it iseasy to ssethat orr L, (r) exhbits
an algebraic decay: the 5(1); ;5(2) tem s decay rapidly due to the decay of
S x) whereas the ;@3); ;) tem s decay algebraically ke r* respectively.
T he asym ptotic of the ill solution are thus given by
8
2 5@ ;v L
(x) : (109)

T he obvious conclusion isthat there isno saturation in the anisotropic scaling
exponents as j ncreases. The Jack of contradiction w ith the existence of an
Integral over all space has two aspects. The m ain one is sin ple and obvious.
T he Integro-di erential equation (99) forC has a di erential version (100).
Solring the di erential version we are una ected by any considerations of
convergence of integrals and therefore the solution m ay contain exponents that
Increase with j without lin it. N evertheless the full solution (108) exhibits a
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crossover at L : it Increases In the nertialranger L anddecaysforr L.
T hus plugging i back to the Integro-di erential equation we are guaranteed
that no divergence occurs.

T he question why the crossover length L does not spoil the scale invariance
In the nertial range still ram ains. The answer is found in di erential form of
the equation ofm otion, given by Eq. (100).From this equation we nd that
the ntegrand isa G reen’s function tin esa Laplacian ofa tensor.By de nition
such an Integral localizes, ie. it is fully detem Ined by the value of the tensor
at the extemal vector r. In the lJanguage of EQ.(92) A (y) = r °B (y)!

The s=socond and lss obvious aspect is that the window of locality widens
up wih j.This is due to the cancellations in the angular Integration of the
anisotropic solutions that are due to the orthogonality of the Yy, () and
their generalizations By, (#).To dem onstrate this consider again the sinple
Integral (92), and assum e that C (y) belongs to (j;m ) sector, ie. C y) =
ay)¥m ).Fory r,wemay expand the G reen function in r=y:

2 !2 3n
1 1 % r r ¥
G(r y): - = an4 _ 2—5
4 *r vJ 4 v._, y y

Here a, are Taylor coe cients. O bviously the dangerous temm s forthe infrared
convergence are those w ith low valuesofn.H owever allthese term sw illvanish
forn < jdue to the angular iIntegration against Y4, (¢).The reason isthatall
these temm s are of the form r'y"2 (r ¢)"° with n;y < j.The angular part here
haspropctionsonly Yymowith 7 k< j.The rsttem o contrbute com es
when n = j, and isproportionalto the am plitude integral | dyy?ay, )y 7 .
For a power law ay () y this mplies bcality or < j  2;, Instead of

< 2 In the isotropic sector. The lower bound of the w ndow of locality is
also extended, and a sim ilar analysis fory r adsto > j  3.Forthe
toy m odel this translates to the w ndow of locality

3 <;@< J+1

From the previous analysis we nd that the lkading power law of the full
solution in the ertial range is r ¥, which is inside this \extended" w indow

of Jocality. N evertheless, the sublading power r 3 origihating from the st
term in Eqg. (108) is above this window , and is presence in the solution can
be explained only using the st mechanisn .

W e will see when we tum back to the Linear P ressure m odel that both these

m echanian s operate there aswell, lrading again to a lack of saturation in the
exponents.
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534 Solving the Linear P ressure M odel

W e now retum to the Linear P ressure m odel. The m ethods used to solve it
follow very close those developed for the toy m odel and therefore w ill not be
described in the fullway. C ontrary to the toy m odelw here we can have the full
solution in the present case we can solve only for the zero m odes. These are
scale Invariant solutions which solve an equation containing an integral. T heir
exponent must therefore lie within the \extended" (j dependent) window of
Jocality. Finally one can argue that these zero m odes are a part of the full
solution that decays for r L, and therefore solve the original equation as
well. W e start from Egs (97) and (98). In the Appendix of (R8]) Eqg. (98) was
brought to the fom :
1 12p ¢

A 1
T (@)= SELK RRC (r) 57———57(———adyG(yb7 RC (@

which istrue forevery 6 1.The = 1 casewillnotbe treated here explicitly.

Nevertheless, in R8] it was argued that that the results for = 1 can be
deduced from the €& 1 resultsby continuity.

Looking at Eq. (110), we note that when = 2, the integralon the RHS of
the above equation trivializesto a localterm C  (r).In this lim iting case the
m odel can be fully solved utilizing the sam e m achinery used in the previous
section. The solution can then be used to check the zero m odes com puted
below for arbitrary values of

To proceed, we substitute Eqg. (110) into Eqg. (97), noting that the profctor
PAR Jeaves the non-trivial integral in (110) invariant since it is divergence-free
In both Indices. Setting @.C (r;t) = 0 in the stationary case, we arrive to
follow Ing equation
h,\ N i
0= PrPpK @@C (r) (111)
12p “

T —— 2 2 A :
( 3 aWGWW RC @© y)+2 @C @+ (r)

A s In the toy m odel, we apply two Laplacians to the above equation in order
to get rid of the Integrals of the pro fction operators, and obtain

h i
A A

0= @PRPLK @QQRC (r) 112)
12 D z

— - dyG c 2 @c ‘a :
o 5Y )y @ € y)+2 €@ @+ )

Here and in the sequel, the operator @ should be interpreted as (@2)” .W enow
seek the hom ogeneous stationary solutionsofC  (r) in the inertial range (zero
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m odes). These satisfy the equations obtained by neglecting the dissipation,
and setting the Hrcing and tin e derivative to zero:

0=@% @QRC E+QRREREK QREGC (r) 113)
QREK @RC (r) QREK @QC (r)
+——E£L—Z®wa RC @ y);

(  3)( 5

Letusnow de netheRHS ofthe above equation asthe \zero m odes operator”
3 (), and w rite the zero m odes equation com pactly as
h N i
0= O ()C (r) :

T he solutions of this problem is obtained as before by expandingC  (r) In a
basis that diagonalizes O ( ).Fulldetailofthis procedure are available in 28].
W e tum now to discuss the results. In Fig. ) we show the leading scaling
exponents of the Linear Pressure model for § = 0;2;4;6;8;10. The results
are shown for From Fig. (2), we see that in the isotropic sector and in the
j = 2 sector, the lrading exponent is ]-(2) = 0, corresponding to the trivial
C (r) = oconst solution. These zero m odes w ill not contribute to the second
order structure function, which is given by
h i
S @®=2C & C ©) ;

and so we have to consider the zero m ode w ith the consecutive exponent. In
the isotropic sector this exponent is exactly 32) =2 , @s can be proven by
passing to Fourder space. T his special solution isa ngerprint of the existence
ofa constant energy ux in thism odel. R etuming to them ain question ofthis
subsection, we see that no saturation ofthe anisotropic exponents occurs since
the lading exponent in every j > 2 sector is j(2> " J  2.These exponents
are w ithin the window of locality of Eq. (111) which is given by  j 3<
j(2> < j . However the next-toJeading exponents Wwhich are the lading
ones In the structure function for j = 0;2), are already out of this w indow ,
and their relevance has to be discussed. In 8] it was proposed that the sam e
m echanisn that works in the toy m odel also operates here, and that all these
higher exponents can be found in the fiill solution. To understand this, ket us
w rite a m odel equation for the correlation fiinction in the spirit ofEg.(92):
z
BC @)+ dyK (@ y)ICE)=F®; (114)

w ith K being som e kemel, and D being som e localdi erentialoperator. In view
ofEqg. (111), the di erential operator D should be regarded as the K raichnan
operator, and the Integral tem should be taken for all integral temm s in the
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equation, lncluding integrals due to the profction operators. These integrals
create a window of locality that we denote by 1, < <  phi-Any pure
scaling solution C (r) r with outside the window of locality w ill diverge
and hence w ill not solve the hom ogeneous part of Eq. (114). N evertheless,
we willnow dem onstrate how this zero m ode can be a part of a fiill solution
w ithout breaking scale invariance. For this we act with a Laplacian on both
sides of Eq. (114), In order to get rid of the progction operators integrals.O £
course, lke in the Linear P ressure m odel, this w ill not elin Inate all ntegral
temm s, and thus we can w rite the resultant equation as
z
@°0C @)+ dyK @ vy)&C )= @°F () : 115)

Them ain assum ption, which was proven analytically In the sin ple case ofthe
toy m odel, is that the above equation has a solution which is nie for all
r, and decays for r L. Let us now consider the zero m odes ofEqg. (115);
their exponents have to be w thin the \shifted" window of bcality 1y, + 2 <
< pit 2.Suppossnow thatr wih ;< < p3+ 2 issuch a solution,
which is therefore part of the fiull solution of Eq. (115).W e now clain that
this solution also solves the original equation Eq. (114), hence allow ing the
existence of scaling exponents outside of its w ndow of locality. To see that,
we rst notice that since the full solution decays forr L, then all integrals
In Eq. (114) converge, and are therefore wellde ned. A 1l that is left to show
is that the equation is indeed solved by C (r).But this isa trivial consequence
of the unigueness of the solution for Laplace equation wih zero at n niy
boundary conditions. Indeed, if we denote the ntegraltem in Eqg. (114) by

Z
Ir)= dyK @ vy)CF);

then from Eqg. (115) we have
@I@)=@°F @ DC @®];

and sihceboth I(r) and F () DC (r) decay asr ! 1 ,then they mustbe
equal. O foourse no breaking of scale invariance occurs because the equation is
satis ed and F (r) DC (r) isa sum ofan inhom ogeneous solution and power
law s.

Retuming to the Linear P ressure m odel, we have shown that not only the
rst, leading exponents in every sector are legitin ate, but also the next few
exponents. These exponents are nside the shiffted window of locality of the
\Laplaced" equation (113),which isgiven by J+ 1< < j+ 4 .Atthis
point, wem ay ask whether this is also the case for the other exponents, which
are outside this shifted w indow of locality. In light of the above discussion, it
is clear that all of them m ay be part of the full solution, for we can always
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di erentiate Eq. (111) su cient num ber of tim es, thus shifting the w ndow of
Jocality to Include any of these exponents. H ow ever this procedure is unneces-
sary once we have w ritten the prefactorA ( ;j; ) asan in nite sum ofpolesin

. In that case the equation isde ned forallvalues of except for a discrete
set of polkes, enabling us to look for exponents ashigh aswe wish.

535 Summary and Conclusions

Them an question raised and answered in this subsection is whether the ex—
istence of the pressure termm s necessarily leads to a saturation of the scaling
exponents associated w ith the anisotropic sectors. Such tem s involve integrals
over all space, and seem to rule out the existence of an unbounded spectrum .
W e have discussed a m echanian that allow s an unbounded spectrum w ithout
gooiling the convergence of the pressure integrals. The m echanisn is dem on-—
strated fully in the context of the sin ple toy m odel, and it is proposed that
it also operates In the case of the Linear P ressure m odel. T he m echanisn is
based on two fundam ental cbservations. The rst one is that the window of
Jocality widens up linearly In j due to the angular integration. T he second,
and m ore In portant, is that a scaling solution w ith an unbounded soectrum
can exist as a part ofa fiull solution, which decays at in nity. Indeed pure scat
Ing solutions cannot solve them selves the zero m odes equation if their scaling
exponent is out of the w indow of locality. H owever the zero m odes are alw ays
part of the fiill solution which decaysto zero oncer L, and we have shown
that if such a solution solves a di erential version ofthe full equation, Emust
also solve the original equation. T herefore by di erentiating the fiill equation
su ciently many tines, we can always reach a di erential equation with a
w indow of locality ashigh aswe wish. In that equation we can nd zerom ode
solutions w ith arbitrarily high exponents (notice that in the toy m odel, it was
su cient to di erentiate once to get rid of all integrals, thus cbtaining an
\In nitely wide" window of locality).But since these zero m odes are part of
a full solution that decays at In nity, then this solution is also valid for the
original equation, hence show ng that in the fill solution there can be power
law s w ith arbitrarily high exponents. F inally we want to com m ent about the
relevance of these calculations to N avier-Stokes turbulence. If we substitute
blindly = 4=3 In our resuls, we predict the exponents 2/3, 1 25226, 2.01922,
4.,04843, 6.06860 and 8.08337 for j= 0;2;4;6;8 and 10 resgpectively. It would
be tem pting to propose that sim ilar num bers m ay be expected for N avier-
Stokes ows with weak anisotropy, and indeed for j = 0 and 2 this is not
too far from the truth. W e retum to this issue after analyzing the Navier-
Stokes case In next section. T he closeness of the Linear P ressure M odelw ith
N avier-Stokes equations has also been used in [128] to propose a closure for
the non-lnear turbulent problam .
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54 A Clsure Cakulation of Anisotropic E xponents for N avier-Stokes Tur-
bulence

In this subsection we start from the N avierStokes equations, and w rite dow n
an approxin ate equation satis ed by the second order correlation function, in
a closure approxin ation (renom alized perturbation theory in 1-docp order)
[129,130]. This equation is nonlinear. For a weakly anisotropic system we
follow [L30] in linearizing the equation, to de ne a linear operator over the
soace of the anisotropic com ponents of the second order correlation finction.
T he solution isthen a com bination of forced solutions and \zerom odes" which
are eigenfunctions of eigenvalue zero of the linear cperator.

541 M odelEquations for W eak Anisotropy in the C Josure A pproxin ation

Tt is custom ary to discuss the closure equations in k;t representation. The
Fourer transform ofthe velocity eld u (r;t) isde ned by

Z
u k;bt dr exp[ ix k)l &;D:

T he N avierStokes equations for an incom pressble uid then read

h@ i i Z d3qd3p
e Ku k=2 &) oy Krarpu @tu @o:
h i
T he Interaction am plitude (k) isde ned by k)= P )k +P )k ;
w ith the transverse pro fction operatorP de ned asP kk}z‘ :The

statistical ob gct that is the concem of this subsection is the second order
(tensor) correlation function F (k;t),

e VF k;H &k g hk;bu @i:

In stationary conditions this ob fct is tin e lndependent.Ourain isto nd is
k-dependence, especially In the anisotropic sectors.

Tt iswell known that there is no close~form theory for the second order sim ul-
taneous correlation function.W e therefore need to resort to standard closure
approxin ations that lead to m odel equations. Such a closure leads to approx—
In ate equations ofm otion of the fom

eF  (k;D .
T_I k;t) RE  k;0) ; (116)
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where

Z 3 3
a
I oK)= ad’p

@)

k+p+q) k;gip) : (117)

In this equation kiqip) =3[  kigip)+ k;q;p)], and

k;aip) = (k;q;p) Il T@fF ‘o) &)+

00 A

©F ‘@2 &+ ®F ‘@a ‘©)]: (118)

In stationary conditions and for k In the inertial range we need to solve the
Integralequation T ()= 0.

T he process kading to these equations is long; one starts w ith the D yson-—
W yId perturbation theory, and truncates (without justi cation) at the rst
loop order. Tn addition one asserts that the tin e dependence of the response
finction and the correlation finctions are the sam e. F inally one assum es that
the tin e correlation functions decay in tin e in a prescribed m anner. T his is
the origin of the \triad interaction tine" (;g;p). If one assum es that all
the correlation functions involved decay exponentially (ie. ke exp( | 19,
then

1
kjqip) = ———— : (119)
kt at p

For G aussian decay, ie. ke exp[ (3 ©)*=2],
1

kT at p

A 11 these approxin ations are uncontrolled. N evertheless this type of closure
is known to give roughly correct estin ates of scaling exponents and even of
coe cients In the isotropic sector.

Eq. (117) poses a nonlnear integral equation which is closed once 1 ismod-
eled. One may use the estinate | kU, where Uy is the typical velocity
am plitide on the Inverse scale ofk, which is evaluated asU? KF (k).

q
Kk=Ck7? F «): (121)

In isotropic turbulence Egs. (117) and (121) have an exact solution w ith K 41
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scaling exponents,

F, K)=P K®Fk); Fk=C k'3, ,=c k3 @2

Note that the scaling exponents In k-representation, denoted as ™, have a
d-dependent di erence from their num erical value in r— representation. In 3—
dinensions ~® = ©@ + 3, and the exponent 2/3 tums to 11/3 in Eq.(122).
For weak anisotropic turbulence Eq.(117) will pose a linear problem for the
anisotropic com ponents w hich depends on this isotropic solution.

542 Clsure wih W eak Anisotropy

In weakly anisotropic turbulence one has to consider a an all anisotropic cor-
rection £ (k) to the fundam ental isotropic background

F ok)=F, K+ f &):

The rsttem vanishesw ith the solution (122).LInearizing the Integralequa—
tion w ith respect to the anisotropic correction leads to:

_Zd3qd3p _
I k)= C ) k+p+ta)b  Kigip)f &)+ 2T k;aip)f @)1= 0;
s kigp) —— Pl gy KR 123)
Fook) Foo@)

W e reiterate that the functional derivatives in Eq.(123) are calculated in the
isotropic ensam ble. In com puting these derivatives we should acoount also for
the In plicit dependence of (;g;p) on the correlation finction through Eqg.

(121).W e can rew rite Eq. (123) In a way that brings out explicitly the linear
Integral operator L,

Z d3q

@)

L1 L &;qf @=0; (124)

w here the kemel of the operator is

S k;p; k p)+2T k;q9; k q) :(125)

543 Symmetry P roperties of the Linear O perator

The st observation to make is that the linear operator is nvariant un-
der all rotations. A coordingly we can blodk diagonalize it by expanding the
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anisotropic perturbation in the irreducble representation of the SO (3) sym —
m etry group. T hese have principal indices j w ith an integer j going from 0 to
1 .The zeroth com ponent is the isotropic sector. C orrespondingly the integral
equation takes the form

I k=5, kK)+ I, k)=20: (126)

The block diagonalization im plies that each jblock provides an Independent
st of equations (for every value ofk): I; (k) = 0.The st tem of (126)
vanishes w ith the solution (122).For all higher values of j we need to solve
the corresponding equation

Lifi=0: (127)

W e can block diagonalize further by exploiting additional sym m etries of the
linear operator. In all discussion we assum e that the turbulent ow has zero
helicity. C orrespondingly all the correlation functions are invariant under the
nversion ofk .C onsequently there are no odd j com ponents, and we can w rite

£ k)= £ k):

J= 24500

W e also note that n generalu ( k) = u (). A coordingly, the correlation
functions are real. From this fact and the de nition it follow s that the corre—
lation fiinctions are symm etric to index perm utation, FAO k)= FAo k) and
fj k) = fj k).As a resukt the linear operator is invarant to pem uting
the rst ( ; ) and ssparately the second ( ; ) pairs of indices. In addition,
the operator is symm etric to k ! k togetherwih g ! g.This follow s
from the Inversion symm etry and from the appearance of products of two
Interaction am plitudes which are antisym m etric under the inversion of all
w ave-vectors by them selves). F inally, the kemel is a hom ogeneous function of
the w avevectors, m eaning that In every block we can expand in temm s ofbasis
fiinctions that have a de nite scaling behavior, being proportionalto k

544 SO (3) D ecom position

As a resul of the sym m etry properties the operator L isblock diagonalized
by tensors that have the follow ing properties:

T hey belong to a de nite sector (j;m ) ofthe SO (3) group.

They have a de nite scaling behavior.

T hey are either sym m etric or antisym m etric under permm utations of indices.
They are etther even orodd in k.
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W e have already explicitly presented the tensors involved for the case of pas-
sive vector advection. Here we only quote the nal results translated into k

soace. In every sector (j;m ) ofthe rotation groupwih j> 1,onecan nd 9 In—
dependent tensorsX (k) that scale Ikek *.They aregiven by k *B'y.y, ),
where the Index j runs from 1 to 9, enum erating the di erent spherical ten—
sors. T he unit vector k k=k.These nine tensors can be fiirther subdivided

Into our subsets exactly lke the realspace decom position of Sect. 422 2:

Subset I of4 symm etric tensors w ith ( 3)parity.
Subset IT of2 symm etric tensors with ( 3y party.
Subset III of2 antisymm etric tensors with ( 3y! pariy.
Subset IV of1 antisymm etric tensor with ( J)parity.

D ue to the diagonalization of i by these subsets, the equation for the zero
m odes foliates, and we can com pute the zero m odes in each subset ssparately.
In this subsection, we choose to focus on subset I, which has the richest struc—
ture. The four tensors In this subset are given here by

Bl K)=k %k k4 &);

Bym K)=k Tk @ +k @] 5 k) ;

Bym K)=k 7 5 &)

Bum K=k "€ @ 4 &) (128)

where 4, k) are the standard spherical ham onics.

The last property to em ply is the Incom pressbility of the target function
f ().Exam Ining the basis (128) we note that we can nd two linear com —
binations that are transverse to k and two linear com binations that are lon—
gitudinal n k .W e need only the fom er, which have the form

Bim )=k P &) 5 K); (129)
B )=k K@@ (5 LDKE +k @)+ 3G 1) 14 &) :

U sing thisbasis we can now expand the target function as
h
~(2)

i
£, K)=k 5 By K)+ 0B,y K) (130)
545 Cakultion of the Scaling Expoonents

Substituting Eq.(130) into Eq.(127) we nd

~(2) ~(2)

ﬁq B :B 1;9m j.Cl + ﬁq 3 :B 2;jm iC2 =0: (131)
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P roecting this equation on the two function of the basis (129) we cbtain for
A ~@)
them atrix Lj; (35 ~j(2>) MBigm 1q 7 By 1the om :

Zz 3
d’'q

. ~(2)
Lin(G75 )= 2y

~(2)

Bim KL k;@)g § By @: (132)

Here we have full ntegration w ith respect to g, but only angular integration
w ith respect to k. Thus the m atrix depends on k as a power, but we are not
Interested in this dependence since we dem and the solvability condition

detLiz () = 0 : (133)

Tt is inportant to stress that in spie of the explicit m dependence of the
basis functions, the m atrix cbtained in thisway hasnom dependence. In the
calculation below we can therefore put, w ithout loss ofgenerality, m = 0.This
is lke having cylindrical symm etry with a symm etry axis in the direction of
the unit vector it . In this case we can write them atrix B ;4 (]Q) (In the vector
Space ; = X;y;z)as

By K)=k B kP& 1); (134)

w here BA, g arem atrix operators, acting on wave vector k :
17

~ k k 135
Bk k2 ' (135)
N k? @2 _ ke k@ ,

1) + J ;

2k ek e O Ve T ex

and P (x) denote j-th order Legendre polynom ials. T he technicaldetails ofthe
calculations were presented In [130]. Here we present and discuss the resuls.

54.6 Resuls and Concliding Rem arks

The determ inants det[L; (3; Nj(z)] were com puted as functions of the scaling

exponents Nj(Z) In every j-sector ssparately, and the scaling exponent was de—

term ined from the zero crossing. T he procedure isexem pli ed In F ig. 3 forthe
isotropic sector j = 0.W e expect for this sector NO(Z) = 11=3, in accordance
with @ = 2=3. Indeed, for both decay m odels, ie the exponential decay
(119), shown in dark line, and the G aussian decay (120) shown In light line,
the zero crossing occurs at the sam e point, which in the inset can be read as

3.6667. For the higher j-sectors the agreem ent between the exponential and
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Fig. 4. determ inant and zero crossing for the sector j = 2. The scaling exponent

com puted from the zero crossing is 2(2) 136 1:37.

G aussian m odels is not as perfect, Indicating that the procedure is not exact.
In Fig. 4 we present the detem nant and zero crossings for j= 2.From the

Inset we can read the exponents ~2(2) = 4351 and 4366 for the exponential
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Fig. 5. determ inant and zero crossing for the sector j = 4. The scaling exponent

com puted from the zero crossing is 4(2) 1:99.

and G aussian m odels respectively. T his is .In corresoondence w ith 2(2) = 1351

and 1:366 respectively. These num bers are In excellent correspondence w ith
the experin entalm easuram ents reported in [13,29], cf. the next Section. The
results for j = 4 are presented in Fig. 5. Here the zero crossing, as seen in
the inset, yields very close results for ~4(2) between the exponential and G aus-
sian decay m odels, ie. ~4(2) 4:99. Note that this resul is very close to the
boundary of locality as discussed in [L30]. N evertheless the zero crossing is

still easily resolved by the num erics, w ith the prediction that 4(2) 199.The

sin ulation estim ate of thisnumber n B6]was 17 0:d1.W e note that whik
the result 4(2) 1:99 isnot w ithin the errorbars of the sim ulationalestin ate,
it is very possble that the closeness of the exponent to the boundary of the
window of locality gives rise to very slow convergence to asym ptotic scaling.
W e therefore have to reserve judgm ent about the agreem ent w ith sim ulations
until Jarger scaling ranges were available.

Sin ilar results are cbtained for = 6, see Fig. 6. A Iso this case exhibits zero
crossing close to the boundary of locality, w ith ~6(2) 6:98.Againwe nd close
corresgoondence between the exponential and G aussian m odels. In tem s of

@ thismeans '  3:98.Thisnumber appears higher than the sin ulational
result from [36], which estinated ) 33  03.W e note however that for

j= 6 the Jog-dog plotsm easured in DN S [36] possess a short scaling range.
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Interestingly enough, the sst of exponents j(2)= 2/3,136,1.99 and 398 for

j=0,2,4 and 6 respectively are In close agreem ent w ith the num bers cbtained
for the linear pressure model, |*'=2/3, 125226, 2.01922, 4.04843, fr j =

0;2;4 and 6 respectively. W e reiterate at this point that the latter set is exact
for the linear pressure m odel, whereas the form er set is obtained w ithin the
closure approxin ation. In fact, the close correspondence is not so surprising
since he linearization of N avierStokes equations for am all anisotropy resuls
in a linear operator which is very close to the one that exists naturally In the
Linear P ressure M odel. Num erical results [15,36,131] cbtained at m oderate
Re and w ith strong anisotropies show a an all disagreem ent w ith the num bers
calculated in the closure approxin ation.W e do not expect am uch m ore precise
theoretical evaluation of these exponents before num erical and experin ental
data at higherR e are cbtained and the intemm ittency problem in the isotropic

sector is fully settled.

6 Analysis of Experin entalD ata

Them aprdi culy in applying the SO (3) decom position to experin entaldata

lies n the fact that oneneverhasthewhole eldu x).W ethuscannot proict
the statistical ob fcts onto chosen basis functions B 3, and sin ply integrate
out allother contributions. R ather, we need to extract the wanted Infom ation
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laboriously by tting partially resolved data, or to m easure quantities that do
not have proctions on the isotropic sector, to see right away the anisotropic
contributions. W e begin w ith the rst approac.

6.1 Anisotropic Contriution to the Statistics of the A tm ospheric B oundary
Layer

T he atm osphericboundary layer o ersa natural laboratory ofturbulence that
isunigue in o ering extrem ely high R e num ber. Students of turbulence inter—
ested In the scaling properties that are expected to be universal In the lim it
Re ! 1 arethusattracted to atm ospheric m easurem ents. O n the other hand
the boundary layer su ers from strong inhom ogeneity (explicit dependence of
the m ean velociy on the height) which leads to strong anisotropies such that
the verticaland the horizontaldirections are quite distinguishable. In addition,
onem ay expect the boundary layer to exhibit Jarge-scale quasi 2-din ensional
eddys whose typical decay tin es and statistics m ay di er signi cantly from
the generic 3-din ensionalcase. The ain ofthis section is to review system atic
m ethods of data analysis that attem pt to resolve such di culties, leading to
a useful extraction of the universal, 3-dim ensional aspects of turbulence.

O bviously, to isolate tensorial com ponents belonging to other than isotropic
sectors one needs to ocollect data from m ore than one vector com ponent of
the velocity eld.H aving two probes is actually su cient to read surprisingly
rich inform ation about anisotropic turbulence. In the experin ents discussed
In this subsection two types of geom etry were em ployed, one consisting oftwo
probes at the sam e height above the ground and the otherw ith the two probes
separated vertically. Tn both cases the interprobe ssparation is orthogonalto
them ean wind.

6.1.1 Experiments, D ata Sets and the E xtraction of Structure Functions

T he results presented in this subsection are based on two experim ental sstups
[10,13,29], whith are denoted throughout as I and IT respectively. In both
setups the data were acquired over the salt ats in Utah with a long fetch. In
set I the data were acquired sim ultaneously from two single hot w ire probes
at a height of 6 m above the ground, w ith a horizontal ssparation of 55 an,
nom nally orthogonalto them ean w ind. T he Taylorm icroscale R eynoldsnum —
ber was about 10,000. Set IT was acquired from an array of three crossw ires,
arranged alove each other at heights 11 an, 27 an and 54 an respectively.
The Taylor m icroscale R eynolds num bers in this sst were 900, 1400 and 2100
resoectively. Table 1 lists a few relevant facts about the data records analyzed
here. T he various sym bols have the Hllow ing m eanings: U = localm ean ve-
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Height | U u® 10%h i, R fs; per # of
meters ms ' |{ms ' |m?s®|mm | channel, Hz | sam ples
6 41 1.08 11 0.75 | 15 | 10,500 10,000 4 10’
011 2.7 047 66 047|238 900 5,000 8 10°
027 31 048 238 06 | 44| 1400 5,000 8 10°
054 351 05 15 07 | 62| 2100 5,000 8 10°
Tablke 1l
D ata sets I ( rst Iline) and II (second-fourth lines).
Jocity, u® = root-m ean-square velocity, = energy dissipation rate cbtained

by the assum ption of local isotropy and Taylor's hypothesis, and are the
K oln ogorov and Taylor length scales, respectively, the m icroscale R eynolds
num ber R ¢ = , and £, is the sam pling frequency.

Forset I it is In portant to test w hether the separation betw een the two probes
is Indeed orthogonal to the mean wind. W e do not need to worry about
this point in set II, since the probes are above each other). To do so one
com putes the crosscorrelation function hu; €+ )w (©)i.Here, u; and u, refer
to velocity uctuations in the direction of the m ean wind, for probes 1 and
2 respectively. If the separation were precisely orthogonal to the m ean wind,
this quantity should be maxinum for = 0. Instead, for sst I, it was found
that them axim um shifted slightly to = 0022 s, In plying that the ssparation
was not precisely orthogonalto them ean wind. To correct for this e ect, the
data from the second probe were tim eshifted by 0.022 s. This am ounts to a
change In the actual value of the orthogonal distance. The e ective distance
is 54 an (instead ofthe 55 an that was set physically) . T he coordinates
were chosen such that them ean w ind direction is along the 3-axis, the vertical
isalong the 1-axis and the third direction orthogonalto these isthe 2-axis.W e
denote these directions by the three unit vectors 1, nf* , and P resgpectively. T he
raw data available from set Iisu® (t) m easured at the positions of the two
probes. In set II each probe reads a linear combination ofu® (t) and u® )
from which each com ponent isextractabl.From thisraw data wewould like to
com pute the scale-dependent structure functions, using the Taylor hypothesis
to surrogate space for tim e. T his needs a carefiil discussion.

6.1.2 Theoretical constructs: the Taylor H ypothesis, Inner and O uter Scaks

D ecades of ressarch on the statistical aspects of them odynam ic turbulence
are based on the Taylor Hypothesis [101], which asserts that the uctuating
velocity eld m easured by a given probe asa function oftine, u (t) isthe sam e
as the velocity u (r=U) where U is the m ean velocity and r is the distance to
a position \upstream " where the velocity ism easured at t = 0. The natural
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lin itation on the Taylor hypothesis is provided by the typical decay tin e of

uctuations of sca]e r.W ithin a K41 scaling theory this tine scalke is the

tum-overtine r= S (r) where S (v) S (r).W ith this estin ate the Taylor
q

H ypothesis is expected tobevalid when S (r)=U ! 0.ShoeS (r) ! 0when
r ! 0, the Taylr hypothesis becom es exact In this lim . W e w illuse this to
callbrate the units when we em ploy two di erent probes and read a distance
from a combination of space and tin e intervals.

The Taylr hypothesis has also been em ployed when the m ean velocity van—
ishes, and instead of U one uses the rootm ean-square u’. Ref.[L32] has pre-
sented a detailed analysis of the consequences of the Taylor hypothesis on the
basis of an exactly soluble m odel. In particular ways were proposed there to
m inin ize the system atic errors introduced by the use ofthe Taylor hypothesis.
In light of that analysis we will use here an \e ective" wind U.s¢ which for
surrogating the tin e data of a single probe ism ade of a combination of the
mean wind U and the root-m ean-square u’,

q__
Uets U°+ @uY? ; (136)

where B is a din ensionless param eter. Evidently, when we em ploy the Taylor
hypothesis In Jog-log plots of structure functions using tin e series m easured
in a singk probe, the value of the param eter b is irrelevant, changing just the
(arbitrary) units of length (ie the arbitrary intercept). W hen we used data
collected from two probes, wem ix read distance and surrogated distance, and
the param eterBbecom esa unit xer. T he num erical value ofthis param eter is
found in [132] by the requiram ent that the surrogated and directly m easured
structure functions coincide n the Iimit r ! 0. W hen we do not have the
necessary data we w ill use values of B suggested by the exactly soluble m odel
treated in [L32]. T he choice of these values can be jasti ed a posterioriby the
quality ofthe t ofto the predicted scaling functions.

W hen we have two probesplaced at di erent heights the m ean velocity and u®
asm easured by each probe do not colncide. In applying the Taylor hypothesis
one needs to decide which value ofU.s¢ ism ost approprate. T his question has
been addressed in detail in ref.[132] with the nal conclusion that the choice
depends on the velociy pro l between the probe. In the case of linear shear
the answer is the precise average between the two probes,

=ity

_, _ 2
U, + U, ud? + ud?
Uers > + DB > ; 137)

w here the subscripts 1,2 refer to the two probes respectively. In all the sub-
sequent expressions we w ill therefore denote separations by r, and invariably
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Fig. 8. Raw log-log plot of the transverse com ponent of the 2nd order structure
function.

thisw illm ean Taylor-surrogated tin e di erences. The e ective velociy w illbe

(136) or (137) depending on having probes at the sam e height or at di erent
heights. The value of Bwillbe b= 3 follow ing r=f.[132]. It can be shown that
the com puted scaling exponents are not sensitive to the changing b. (T hey
change by a couplk of percents upon changing b by 30% .) In seeking scaling
behavior one needsto nd the inner and outer scales.Below the Inner scale all
structure functions have an analytic dependence on the ssparation, S (r) 7,
and above the outer scale the structure functions should tend to a constant
valie.W e ook at the longitudinal structure finctions

S¥r=ht’x+r) U &)1

com puted from a sihgle probe in st Tand from the probe at 0:54m in st IT,
e Fig.7.W e sin ultaneously consider the transverse structure function

s = hil ®x+ r) U ®))3%i

com puted from the probe at 054m In set II, see Fig. 8. The soatial scales
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are com puted using the localm ean wind in both cases since the scaling ex—
ponent for the singleprobe structure flinction are not expected to be a ected
by the choice of convection velocity. T his choice does determ ine the value of
r corresponding to a particular tim e scale however. O ne m ay expect that any
correction to the num erical value of r is am all for a di erent choice of con—
vection velociy, and not crucial for the qualitative statem ents that follow . In
Fig.7 we clarly see the r’ behavior characterizing the transition from the
dissipative to the inertial range. A s is usual, this behavior persists about a
halfdecade above the \nom inal" K oln ogorov length scale .There isa region
of cross-over and then the isotropic scaling %8 expected for am all scales in
the inertial range begins. W e thus have no di culty at all in identifying the

Inner scale, it is sinply revealed as a natural crossover length in this highly
resolved data.W e understand by now that we cannot expect tobe ableto t
w ith this singlke exponent for larger scales and m ust include scaling contriou—
tions due to anisotropy. W e expect that the contributions due to anisotropy
w ill acoount for scaling behavior up to the outer scale ofa 3-din ensional ow

pattems. The question therefore is how to identify what this large scale is.
O ne approach would be to sin ply use the scale where the structure function
tends to a constant, which corresponds to the scale across which the velocity
signal has decorrelated. It becom es In m ediately apparent that this is not a
reasonabl estin ate of the relevant large scale. F ig. 7 show s that the structure
fiunction stays correlated up to scales that are at least an order ofm agniude
larger than the height at which them easurem ent ism ade. O n the other hand,
if we look at the transverse structure function com puted from the probe at
054m , Fig. 8 we see that it ceases to exhibit scaling behavior at a scale that
is of the order of the height of the prcbe. Tt appears that we are observing
extram ely at eddys that are correlated over very long distances in the hor-
izontal direction but have a com paratively an all correlation lengths in the
direction perpendicular to the boundary. Since we know that the presence of
the boundary m ust lim it the size of the Jargest 3-din ensional structures, the
height of the probe should be som ething of an upper bound on the largest 3—
din ensional ow pattems that we can detect In experin ents. Thus we arrive
at a qualitative understanding of the kind of ow that is cbserved in these
atm ospheric m easurem ents. T he size of the largest 3-din ensional structures
is detem Ined by the decorrelation length of the transverse structure func-
tion. T his isbecause the transverse com ponents of the velocity are una ected

by the extended, persistent, 2-din ensional eddys that govem the behavior of
the Jongiudinal com ponents. T he theory of scaling behavior n 3-din ensional
turbulence can usefully be applied to only those ow pattems that are truly 3—
din ensional. The extended at eddysm ustbe described in tem s ofa ssparate
theory, Including m aybe notions of 2-din ensional turbulence which has very
di erent scaling properties [133]. Such considerations are outside the scope of
this review . Rather, in the follow ing analysis, the outerscale was chosen to
be ofthe order of the decorrelation length ofthe transverse structure function
(W here available) or of the height of the probe. W e w ill see below that up to
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a factor of 2 these are the sam g; taking L to be as twice the height of the
probe is consistent with all data. W e use this estin ate in the study of both
transverse and longitudinal ob Ects.

6.1.3 Extracting the universal exponents of higher j sectors
W e consider the second order structure function

S ()= hu K+ 1 u X)) K+ r) u (x))i: (138)

T he lowest order anisotropic contribution to the symm etric (in indices), even
parity (in r due to hom ogeneity), second-order structure function isthe j= 2
com ponent ofthe SO (3) symm etry group.Ref. R9] presents a derivation ofthe
m = 0 axisymm etric (invariant under rotation about the 3-axis) part of the
Jj= 2 contrdbution to this structure finction In hom ogeneous turulence. T he
derivation ofthe ullj = 2 contrioution to the sym m etric, even parity structure
finction appears in Appendix C .Fig.9b show sthe tto the structure fiinction
com puted from a singk probe In set I

3)

S =0 =h ®+1r U ®)i; (139)

where the subscript 1 denotes one of the two probes, wih just the j = 0
contrbution. The best- t exponent for the range 0 < r= < 45 is 0(2) =
068 001 Fig.9 a).Above this range, was in possible to cbtain a good t
to the data wih Just the isotropic exponent and Fig. 9 b show s the pecto

from isotropic behavior above r= = 4.

To nd the j= 2 anisotropic exponent one needs to use data taken from the
tw o probes. To clarify the procedure we show In Figl0 the geom etry of set I.
W hat was com puted is actually

sS¥w )= hﬁ-11(3) Ueret+ Uerrte) 112(3) Ueeet) Fi

q
Here = arctan( =U.este), te = =Uss,and r= 2+ (Ueeete)?.Uers was

ash Eq.(136) wih b= 3.W ewillrefer from now on to such quantities as

ST )= he &+ 1) W &)H: (140)

Next, one may x the scaling exponent of the isotropic sector as 068 and
nd the j= 2 anisotropic exponent that results from tting to the fullj= 2
tensor contrlbution. Finally, one needs to t the cbfcts in Egs. (139) and
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Fig. 10. D fagram m atic illistration of the experin ental set-up. Shown is the posi-
tioning of the probesw ith respect to them ean w Ind and how the Taylor hypothesis
is em ployed

(140) to the sum ofthe j= 0 Wih scaling exponent 0(2) = 0:68) and the
J= 2 contrbutions (see Appendix C)

(2)

r 0
s¥Pw )=S2,w )+ SE,m )= — 2+ & Jood
r (2)
2
+a — (P+22 PP+ 2)c0f +22(7 2)0d ig)
2)
r 2 B @) @) @) @) @) @)
+b — (CT+2)(,7+3) 7B+ oo + 7+ D,
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The above t was perform ed using values of 2(2) ranging from 0:5 to 3. The

best value of this exponent is the one that m inin izes the 2 forthe ts.From
Figll one may read the best valie to to be 1:38  0:15.The tswih this
choice of exponent are digplayed in Figl2. T he corresponding values of the
5 tted coe cients can be found in the paper R9]. T he range of scales that
are tted to this expression is 1 < r= < 25.W e thus conclide that that
structure functions which is symmetric In r exhbits scaling behavior over
the whol scaling range, but this in portant fact is m issed if one does not
consider a superposition of the j= 0 and j = 2 contrbutions. Finall, lkt
us note that the value of the exponent is perfectly in agreem ent w ith the
analysis of num erical sin ulations [34] n which one can com fortably integrate
the structure fiinction against the basis fiinctions, elin inating allcontrdoutions
except J= 2 (see next section).

6.14 Extracting the ¥1 component

In hom ogeneous ow s, it follow s from sym m etry and parity that the often com —
puted and w idely analyzed structure function asde ned In Eqg. (138) does not
possess any contrbution from the j= 1 sector. The lowest order anisotropic
contrbution belongs to the j = 2 sector. In order to isolate the scaling be—
havior of the j = 1 contribution In atm ospheric shear ows we must either
explicitly construct a new tensor cb pct which will allow for such a contribou-
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tion, or see if it can be extracted from the structure function itself com puted
In the case of inhom ogeneity. W e have pursued both avenues. In the fom er,
we construct the tensor

T @)= K+ r) u)u x+r)+u &))i: (142)

It is easily seen that the function vanishes both in the case of = and
when r is in the direction of hom ogeneiy. From data set ITwe can calculate
this finction for non-hom ogeneous (in the shear direction) scale-separations.
In general, this will exhibit m ixed pariy and symm etry and therefore, to
m inin ize as far as possible the nalnumber of tting param eters we look at
only the antisym m etric contrdbution. W e derive the tensor contributions in
the j = 1 sector for the antisymm etric case n Appendix D and use this to

t for the unknown j = 1 exponent. Below we describbe the resuls of this
analysis. Next, we com puted the -dependent structure function from set II.
W e expect that this could exhbit the j = 1 com ponent as inhom ogeneity
does not allow us to apply Incom pressbility in the di erent symm etry and
parity sectors to elin inate this contribution as in the case ofthe hom ogeneous
structure finction. T his structure fiinction is sym m etric but ofm ixed parity.
W e derive the tensor contributions in the j= 1 sector for the symm etric case
In Appendix D and use thisto t forthe j= 1 exponent.
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Fig.13.Right:the 2 m inin ization by the best- t value of the exponent 1(2) ofthe

j= 1 anisotropic sector from the tto -dependent B3 (r; ) function in the range
0< r= < 22.Left: The tted €31 (r; ) function. T he dots Indicate the data and
the Iline is the t.

6.1.5 Antisymm etric C ontribution

W e consider the tensor ob £ct In Eq. (142) . In order to have as few param eters
aspossbl in the tting procedure, we take the antisym m etric part

T (r) T (r) . .
T (@)= 5 =l X)u X+ r)i EEu X+ r)i

which will only have contrdbutions from the antisymm etric j = 1 basis ten—
sors. An additional useful property of this ob gct is that it does not have any
contribution from the isotropic helicity—free j= 0 sectordue to itsantisymm e-
try. This allow s us to isolate the j= 1 contrbution and detem ine its scaling
exponent 1(2) starting from the an allest scales availabl. U sing data from the
probes at 027m (probe 1) and at 0:11lm (orobe 2) we calculate

1)

) o x+ r)i hui(B) &+ ru, &)i;

PP () = i, ®)u,

where again super-scripts denote the velocity com ponent and sub-scripts de-
note the probe at which this com ponent ism easured.W ewant to tthisob fct
to the tensor form derived in Appendix O ), namely:

31 2) , 2) (2)
P @ ; =0)= gyort sh + g .rt + asy, 1r' ©0sS

Fig. 13 gives the 2 m inim ization of the t as a fiunction of 1(2) and we use
thebest value of1l  0:45 forthe nal t.This is shown in the lft panel. The

tih Fig.13 peclso attheend ofthe tted range.Them axinum range over
which one can t is of the order of the height of the probes and again, this is
consistent w ith the considerations presented above.
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Fig. 14. Right: the 2 m inin ization by the best- t value of the exponent 1(2) of

the j = 1 anisotropic sector from the tto -dependent inhom ogeneous structure
function in the range 0 < r= < 22.Left: The t to the nhom ogeneous structure
function com puted as in Eq.(143). T he dots indicate the data and the line isthe t.

6.1.6 Symm etric Contribution

Finall, we com pute the structure function Eqg. (140) where the subscripts
denote probe 1 at 027m and probe 2 at 0:dllan . A s discussed in A ppendix
D ), since the scale separation has an Inhom ogeneous com ponent, we expect
a contrbution from the j= 1 anisotropic sector and we would lke to extract
w hat the scaling exponent in this sector is. Note that the j = 0 sector con—
tribbutes two independent tensor fomm s w ith coe cients we w ill denote by ¢
and &, shoe Inoom pressbility does not provide a constraint to relate them .
This fact combined with Eqg. O 8) gives us the the tensor form to which we
must t our function

33 2) 2) (2) 2)
S (@ )= gro + oro oo + a,0rt COs + a,0rt 200s

2) (2) 2) 2)
+aga,0r? COS + &aar? ( 2008 sin )+ g, 1r? s+ &y, Tt

W e x the exponent 0(2) to be 0:68 and perform ts wih varying values of

1(2) for 8 unknown coe cients. T he best value of 1(2) is obtained for the range
0< r= <42 and is105 0:15 asisshown in Fig.14.In the kft panelwe
show the t to the data using thisvalue ofthe exponent. 82 The tpeelso
at the end ofthe tted range at the scale on the order of tw ice the height of
the probe, consistent w ith the earlier discussion. T here does not exist a well-
de ned 1(2) as given by the standard 2 m inin ization procedure r ranges
an aller or larger than that tted for In Fig. 14. The quality ofthe t is good
although, as was expected from the large num ber of param eters in the tting
function Eq. (143), 2 as a function of the 1(2) is not as an ooth as for all
previous tsand itsm ininum isa relatively weak one. T herefore, we present
this result m ainly as it provides support to that of the antisym m etric case In

the previous section. dots
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6.1.7 Summ ary and conclisions

In summ ary, we considered the 2nd order tensor structure finctions of veloc-
ity di erences in the atm ospheric boundary layers. T he follow ing conclisions
appear in portant:

(1) The atm ospheric boundary layer exhiits 3-din ensional statistical tur-
bulence intermm ingles w ith activities whose statistics are quite di erent.
The Jatter are eddys w ith quasitwo din ensional nature, correlated for
hundreds of m eters, having little to do w ith the threedin ensional uc-
tuations discussed above. W e found that the

(2) W e found that the \outer scale of turbulence" asm easured by the three-
din ensional statistics is of the order of tw ice the height of the probe.

(3) The inner scalk is the the usualdissipative crossover, w hich is clearly seen
as the scale connecting two di erent slopes in log—og plots.

(4) Between the inner and the outer scales the sum of the com ponents up
to j = 2 appears to o er an excellent representation of the structure
function.

(5) The scaling exponents j(z)
for 3= 0;1;2 respectively.

arem easured as0:68 0:01;1 0:45;138 0:40

W e note that as far as the low order j sectors are concemed, the picture that
an erges for N avier-Stokes turbulence is not di erent from the lnear advec—
tion problem s that were treated In the previous section . Ifthe trends seen here
continue for higher j values, we can rationalize the apparent tendency toward
isotropy w ith decreasing scales. If lndeed every anisotropic contribution intro-
duced by the large scale forcing (or boundary conditions) decays as (r==L) i
w ith Increasing j(Z) as a function of j, then ocbviously when r=L ! 0 only
the isotropic contribution survives. T his is a pleasing notion that justi es the
m odeling of turbulence as isotropic at the sn all scales.

6.2 Hom ogeneous Shear

In this subsection we discuss recent experin ents in w hich anisotropy is created
w ithout inhom ogeneity [7,30,31]; such experin ents are particularly appealing
for our purposes. H om ogeneocus—shear ow can be realized in a w Ind tunnelby
using a varable solidity screen followed by ow straighteners. Such a sst-up
results in a shear ow that ram ains approxin ately constant for the length
of the tunnel. To produce high Reynolds num bers one places an active grid
before the shear generating screen [/]. In thisway Re can be ashigh as1000.
To assess directly the e ects of anisotropy it is usefiil to m easure statistical
ob Ects that vanish identically In the isotropic sector. A possible choice is the
set of skewness and hyperskewness [14,38,134] as explained In Sect. 2.5).
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O ther purely anisotropic inertial range observables can be de ned by m ixing
Iongitudinal and transversal Increm ents w ith an odd num ber of transversal
oom ponents:

D E
sy = K@) Y @) : (144)

System atic m easuram ents of these anisotropicm ixed correlation functionswas
reported In [10,30,31]. From the experim ental data it is not possble to ex—
actly disentangle di erent anisotropic proctions In di erent sectors. This is
because SO (3) profction requiresthe know ledge ofthewholevelocity eld In a
3d sub-volum e, som ething clearly out of reach In any experin ental apparatus.
The sin plst working hypotheses one can m ake is that, due to the hierar-
chical organization of anisotropic scaling exponents, the statistical behavior
of quantities as (144) is dom Inated, at scales an all enough, by the leading
J = 2 sector. In other words, the experin ental m easurem ents of the scaling
properties of (144) is the best estin ate of the exponent ,°~ ° **" " . m [30,31]
the plots of purely anisotropic quantities like (144) up to order n = 8 with
n = p+ 2g+ 1 were shown.The data ckarly show sthat these purely anisotropic
structure functions have quite good pow er-law s behavior w ith exponents that
are sub-leading w ith respect to the exponents of the isotropic structure fuinc-
tions of the sam e order, n.Forexampl S ¢ (r)  £®° whilk the Purth-order
Iongiudinal structure function in isotropic ensambles is known to scale as
S @9 (r)y  £27 . sin ilar qualitative and quantitative results were obtained by
analyzing data from an atm ospheric boundary layer in [10] and in the bound-
ary layer close to awall 33]. In the lattertwo works, a phenom enological tting
procedure to the large scale behavior allowed the authorsto nd a power law
for the anisotropic structure functions which pertain to a mudch larger range
of scales. W e draw the reader’s attention to the discrepancy In thebest t for
the scaling exponents unds for S 47 (r) and S ®*) (r) in B0,31]. Sin ilar dis-
crepancies are also reported for higher order structure functions. In our view,
this cannot be taken as evidence that there is a gdependence of the scaling
exponents of the SO (3) profgctions. F irst, the anisotropic exponents are ek
atively inaccurate due to statistical errors; the am plitudes of the anisotropic

uctuations are relatively an all. Second, as already said, the experim ental
data cannot disentanglk exactly the contribution of the j= 2 sector. T here—
fore, it m ay well be that contrbutions from the j = 4 (and higher) sectors
a ect di erently the correlation functions w ith di erent tensorial structure.
Sin ilarly, other experim ental Investigation focused on the SO (3) decom posi-
tion [32,135,136] have found results depending on the geom etric sst-up ofthe
analyzing probes. T he experin ental analysis of anisotropic tubulence via the
SO (3) deocom position is at its infancy; m ore re ned experim ental techniques
are needed beforea m conclusion can be reached on these issues.
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6.2.1 Explnation ofP ersistence of Anisotropies

A s discussed In Sect. (2.5) there are num erical and experin ental evidences
of the persistence of an allscale anisotropic uctuations in various instances
[7,10,21,35,55]. The issue hasm any in portant consequences. W e would like
to refer to the violation of the retum-to-isotropy in di erent m eanings [35]. A
strong violation would be in plied if the follow ing set of nequalities between
di erent anisotropic exponents of the sam e correlation function were broken:

) n)
o < 1 <

Ry (145)
ie. if one, or m ore, anisotropic sector becom es lading w ith respect to the
isotropic one. This would destroy the phenom enology of turbulence as de-
veloped since K oln ogorov’s theory In 1941. Turbulence would becom e m ore
and m ore anisotropic at am aller and sn aller scales. A s a result, strong non—
universalities n an allkscales statistics would show up depending on which
anisotropic sector is switched on/o by the largescale forcing. A strong vio—
lation of the retum-to-isotropy postulate has never been observed in N avier-
Stokes turbulence. O n the other hand, when the hierarchy (145) holds, any
din ensionless anisotropic observables m ade of ratios between anisotropic and
isotropic profctions of the sam e correlation finction vanishes In the snall
scales lim it. For exam ple, focusing on the decom position of longitudinal struc—
ture functions (44) wem ay w rite:

Sj(:l) (r) ) ()
Im ——  ri o ! O (146)
0 (Soo ®)

A new phenom enon occursw hen anisotropic uctuations are assessed by using
din ensionless observablesm ade ofdi erent correlation fiinctions.For nstance,
by using again the SO (3) decom position of longitudinal structure finction (44)
one m ay build up anisotropic observables de ned as:

n)
o S. ' (r) @) 0 0
R;m) ) = 7(;;“ T’ wih = &

(Soo (x))"=?

147)

This is the nth order m om ent of the velocity probability density function,
nom alized by is isotropic second order m om ents. T he quantities de ned in
(147) must be exactly zero In isotopic ensambles, and should go to zero as
power laws, Rj%) () P73, In an anisotropic ensemble i which the din en-
sional scaling (46) is satis ed. On the other hand, results from experim ents
and num erics show a much slower decay, and, In som e cases, no decay at
all [7,35]. W e refer to this phenom enon as weak violation of the retum-to—

isotropy. Such a weak violation is not in contradiction w ith the inequalities
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(145); there the relative in portance of anisotropic uctuations w ith respect
to isotropic uctuation of the sam e correlation function are mmplied. The vi-
olation of the din ensional recovery-of-isotropy is sim ply due to the existence
ofanom alous scaling in the anisotropic sectors. Indeed, in this case, the expo-
nents, ;n) , govemning the LH S of (147) can assum e valuesm uch sn aller than
the din ensional estin ate (including negative values!). T his is exactly what is
observed In the experin ents and num erics. From Tablk 3 one realizes that due
to the presence of anom alous scaling in the anisotropic sectors we have a slow

recovery-of-isotropy, in agreem ent w ith what was explained before.

T he anisotropic cbservables built In tem s of the generalized atness or skew —
ness discussed In section (2.5) are nothing but Eq. (147) evaluated at the
dissipative length scale, r = . Therefore, the \persistence-ofanisotropies"
discussed in [7,21] can be explained invoking the very sam e reasoning.

622 Summ ary ofexperim entalresuls: universality of the anisotropic sectors

C om paring the resuls obtained in [10,30,31] the follow Ing picture em erges.
F irst, all the correlation functions up to n = 10, show anom alous scaling be—
havior, where anom alous ism eant w ith resoect to the din ensionalLum ley-lke
prediction discussed In Sect. (4 4).Seoond, the values of scaling exponents ex—
tracted from the two di erent experin ents Bl]and [L0]are in good qualitative
agreem ent (see Tablk 2). This is an inportant st con m ation of the uni-

Pizg+ 1) 1,1 1,3) @A) | 61) 33) @5 | 71| 6,3) | B/5)
WS 105 156 142 | 202 1.89 171 | 233 | 222 | 1.99
KS 122,112 | 158,154 - - 214,200 - - - -
Tablk 2

M easured scaling exponents for S ®29" 1) (r) of various orders in two experin ents.
W S correspondsto Bl]land K S to [10]

versality of scaling exponents in the j = 2 anisotropic sector. F nally, there
exists a clkar hierarchy between isotropic and anisotropic scaling exponents,
the latterbeing alw ays lJarger for any given order, n ofthe correlation function.
T his hierarchical organization is the necessary and su cient requiram ent for
the retum-to—-isotropy to hold, ie. the an all scales statistics of any correlation
fiunction is dom inated by the isotropic uctuations. N evertheless the gap be-
tween isotropic and anisotropic exponents, O(n) Z(H), tends to shrink when
n Increases, in plying that anisotropic contrbutions m ay exhibit im portant
sub—Jleading e ects also at very high Re.
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7 Analysisof DN S D ata

D irect num erical sim ulations ofturbulence are naturalgrounds w here the util-
iy ofthe SO (3) decom position can be exploited to itsm aximum bene t.The
reason for this is that num erical sin ulations, in contrast to current exper-
In ents, provide access to the full velocity eld at all points of the turbu-
Ient dom ain. T herefore, the full SO (3) decom position can be realized, w ithout
the constraints of best— ts to partial data. G wven a tensor structure function
S ® (r), cf.Eq.(31), we can integrate it against the spherical tensors, B C(gél )
Eg. (35)], on a sphere of radius r. T hese Integrations yield the proction of
the structure function on the di erent sectors of the SO (3) group, by virtue
of the orthogonality of the basis tensors. On the otherhand DN S su er from
lim ited Reynolds numbers; consequently they have relatively short inertial
ranges.

P rior to the introduction ofthe SO (3) decom position the num erical Investiga—
tions of anisotropic ow swere focused on either single point or tw o-points cor—
relations, 1im ited, often, to the analysis ofthe Fourier transform s in w avevector
goace. The m ost recent, highly-resolved, num erical Investigation of this kind
was reported in [37]; there the full tensoralproperties of the Fourer transform

of the two-point vebcity correlation, 0 (k) = 5 dre®Tm & + r)u &)i,
were calculated In a hom ogeneous shear [6,137]. Them ain result isa con m a—
tion of Lum ky’s prediction for the scaling exponent of the purely anisotropic

co-gpectrum :

E k) k' where E ()= dpQ ) ; (148)

k<pxak

where €  to elim nate the isotropic contribution.Only recently DN S were

perform ed to probe the anisotropic com ponent In a system atic way by exploit—

ing the SO (3) decom position [15,34,36,131,138]. Here we review the m ann
ndings, show Ing that

(1) The scaling law s (log—log plots) at m oderate R eynolds num bers are signif-
jcantly in proved by proecting the raw correlation fiinctions onto each -
sectors. T he in provem ent isparticularnotioeable w henever strong anisotropies
are present In the system , as In the case of channel ows [34,138];

(2) Anisotropic sectorsw ith 7 2 (naccessble in present experim entaldata)
possess good scaling law s [15,36];

(3) The scaling exponents are discrete and increasing as a fiinction of j.

(4) The exponents are anom alous; ie. they di er from the din ensional pre—
diction (46).

(5) There exists prelin nary evidence that also for j > 2, the anom alous
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exponents are universal, ie. the scaling properties are Independent of the
extemal forcing m echanism [L31].

DNS were perfom ed both in walllbounded ows and in hom ogeneous (out
anisotropic) turbulence. In waltkbounded ow s the anisotropies are accom pa—
nied by inhom ogeneocus e ects. T he presence of such e ectsm ay spoilthe very

m eaning of scaling, and the SO (3) decom position should be supplem ented by
som e tool to proct on the hom ogeneous com ponents. O therw ise, the SO (3)

decom position m ust be used carefully, and locally, only in those regions ofthe
tested ow where Inhom ogeneous e ects are con ned m ostly to large-scales

34,138]. In the seocond part of this section, we discuss num erical experin ents
built such as to have a perfectly hom ogeneous and anisotropic statistics at all
scales. O ne such exam ple is hom ogeneous shear ows [17,38]. M ore recently,

otherhom ogeneous anisotropic ow shavebeen invented and sin ulated, in par-
ticular the random K olm ogorov— ow [15,36,139] and a convective cellw ith an

In posed linearm ean pro le of tem perature [L31].

7.1 Anisotropic and inhom ogeneous statistics: Channel ows

In this section, we discuss the analysis of a DNS of a channel ow ushg
the SO (3) decom position. The coordinates are chosen such that R, ¢ and 2
are the stream -w ise, span-w ise, and wallnom al direction respectively. T he
sim ulation was done on a grid wih 256 points In the stream -w ise direction
and 128 128 points in the two otherdirections. T heboundary conditionswere
periodic in the span-w ise and stream -w ise directions and no-slip on the walls.
T he Reynoldsnum ber based on the Taylor m icro-scale was quite m oderate,
R 70 at the center of the channel (z = 64). The simulation was fully
symm etric w ith respect to the centralplane. Form ore details on the averaged
quantities and on the num erical code, see refs. [34,140,141].

T he analysis focused on longitudinal sscond—, forth—and sixth-order structure
functions:

s®«%r) hlueSrli; weSr) £ Lt ;) ul@ vl

The r® coordinate speci es the location of the m easurem ent (ie., the center
of m ass of the two m easurem ent points), and 2r is the ssparation vector.
P revious analysis ofthe sam e data-base [140]aswellasofotherDN S [142] and
experin entaldata 9,72] In anisotropic ow s found that the scaling exponents
of energy spectra, energy co-goectra and of longiudinal structure fiinctions
exhlit strong dependence on the position r..Forexam ple, in [L8] the authors
studied the longitudinal structure functions at xed distances from the walls:

S™(r;z) ha &+ ryiz) W &yiz)'i
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whereh , dedotesa spatialaverage on a planeata xed height z,1< z <

64.For this st of cdbservables they found that: (1) These structure functions
did not exhibit clear scaling behavior as a function of the distance r. Conse-
quently, one needed to resort to E xtended-SelfSin ilardty ®SS) Bl] in order
to extract a set of relative scaling exponents ~ ®) (z) ) (z)= © (2); ({) the
relative exponents, ~ @ (z) depended strongly on the height z.M oreover, only
at the center of the channel and very close to the walls the error bars on the
relative scaling exponents extracted by using ESS were an allenough to clain

the very existence of scaling behavior in any sense. Sin ilarly, an experin ental
analysis ofa turoulent ow behind a cylinder [72] showed a strong dependence
of the relative scaling exponents on the position behind the cylinder for not
too big distances from the obstacle, ie. where anisotropic e ects m ay still
be relevant In a wide range of scals. In the follow ng we present an Inter—
pretation of the variations In the scaling exponents observed in non-isotropic
and non-hom ogeneous ow s upon changing the position In which the analy—
sis is perform ed. In particular, we w ill show that decom posing the statistical
ob Ects into their di erent (j;m ) sectors rationalizes the ndings, ie. scaling

exponents in given (j;m ) sector appear quite Independent of the soatial lo-
cation; only the am plitudes of the SO (3) decom position depend strongly on
the spatial location. T he analysis showed three m apr results. The rst was
the vast In provem ent In scaling behavior of the structure functionsasa resul
of the decom position. A typical exam pl is found in Fig.(15 ) where the raw

1
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Fig. 15. Log-log plot of the isotropic sector of the 4th order structure function
SO(A;IC; (r), vs. r at the center of the dqannelrg = 64 (+).Thedata represented by ( )
correspond to the raw longiudinal structure fiinction, S @ (x; = 64;rR) averaged
over the centralplane only. T he dashed line corresoondsto the Interm ittent isotropic

high-R eynolds num bers exponents 0(4) = 128.
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fourth-order structure function, evaluated on the central plane, is com pared
to its j= 0 com ponent.W ithout the SO (3) decom position there isno scaling
behavior at all and one needs ESS to estin ate the scaling exponents. O n the
other hand, the j= 0 com ponent ofthe structure function show s a clear scal-
Ing behavior w ith the expected exponent, 0(4) = 128. This strengthens the
foliation hypothesis, according to which, the raw structure function isa super-
position of power law s from di erent sectors of the SO (3) group. Such a sum

looses its scale nvariance once the welights of the di erent exponents are ofthe
sam e order and the nnertial range is am all. In such cases, one needs the SO (3)

deoom position to isolate the di erent sectors and retain scale Invarance.
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Fig. 16. Logarithm ic local slopes of the ESS plbt of raw structure

. dlog (S @ (rjre .
ﬁmctlon,m , of order 4 versus raw structure finction oforder 2 at rZ = 64

dlog (S 0‘3) (rire)

(2) 4
dlog (8, (rirc)
and at rZ = 32(2). A Iso two horizontal lines corresponding to the high-R eynolds
num ber Iim it, 1:82, and to the K 41 non-intem ittent value, 2, are shown.

( ),atri= 32 (?) and ofthe j= 0 projction, centered atrZ = 64 (+),

A seocond prom nent result is the apparent universality of the isotropic expo-

(4)
o dlog (S
nents. To show this in B4] the local sopes, S=250g ©
dlog (S, (r)

the isotropic forth-order structure-fiinction versus the isotropic second-order
structure function were calculated at varying the distance from the wall.D e~
soite their di erent locations, all curves show the sam e ESS slope 1.82, which
is the expected (anom alous) value. In F ig.(16) one picture is presented for the
Jogarithm ic Jocal slopes at two di erent distances from the channelboundary.
To appreciate the I provem ents in scaling and universality, also the slopes
ofthe ESS on the raw structure functions are presented F inally, the analysis
provided another evidence that the j= 2 scaling exponent of the second order

, of the ESS curves of
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structure function isabout 4=3, which isthe dim ensionaltheoretical prediction
given In (27) (s=ee also B,15,90{92]).C onsidering the relatively low Reynolds-
num ber and the fact that the prefactors a;, in the SO (3) decom position (145)
are non-universal, together w ith the experim ental result reported in [10,29{
31], these ndings give strong support to the view that the scaling exponent in
the j= 2 sector isuniversal. B efore concluding this section we cite that SO (3)
and SO (2) decom position have also been exploited in the analysis of channel

ow data to highlights the in portance of structures as streaks and hairpin

lam ents typical of m any wallbounded ow [L38]. P relin nary investigation
ofthe in portance 0f SO (3) decom position to evaluate the perform ance of sub
grid m odels used in Large Eddy Sinulations [143] have also been reported In
[139].

72 Anisotropichom ogeneous ows

D irect num erical sin ulations o erthe unique opportunity to study the physics

of anisotropy in ideal situations, that is in perfectly hom ogeneous ows.Re-
cently, considerable e orthasbeen spent on sin ulating a R andom K oln ogorov—
Flow RKF) [15,36,139]. The RKF is fully periodic, incom pressible and w ith

anisotropic Jarge-scale energy ingction. A convenient choice for the forcing is

f= 0;0;f,x))wih f, X) = F;1oosP x=Ly+ 1{®]+ Fycos@ x=L,+ , O],

with constant ampliudes F;;,; and independent, uniform ly distrbbuted, -
correlated n tin e and w ith random phases 1, (£) . T he random phases lead to

a hom ogeneous statistics. To give a rst validation ofthe statistical properties

ofthe RKF ow wepltin g.17 the nstantaneous energy soectrum ,

Z
E k)= hu @) ul@)idg:
¥k

Tt exhbits a scaling law in close agreem ent w ith the K 41 isotropic behav—
ior k °=.Also purely anisotropic quantities as the co-spectra (148), show a
good agreem ent with the Lum ley k ">.DNS of the RKF were reported in
[15,36,139]. The resolution was 256> reaching Re 100, collecting up to 70
eddy tum over tines. A long tin e average is necessary because of the for-
m ation of persistent large-scale structures inducing strong oscillations of the
m ean energy evolution. T his is typicaltom any strongly anisotropic ows.The
visoous tem was replaced by a second-order hyper-viscosity, 2u.Thanks
to both the high degree of hom ogeneity and to the high num ber of indepen-
dent sam ples, a quantitative analysis of scaling law s of longitudinal structure
finctions up to the anisotropic sector j= 6 and up to ordern = 6 was possi-
ble. In other words, the longitudinal structure functions could be decom posed
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Fig.17.Log-log plot of instantaneous energy spectrum in the isotropic sector E (k)
(top) . The straight line is the reference isotropic k °=> power law . Instantaneous
cogpectrum E ., k) (ottom ). Here the straight line gives the reference k. =3
anisotropic Lum ly prediction. The two spectra have been shifted along the ver-
tical direction for the sake of presentation.

according to

)

s® ()= Sy @Yy ) rn  6:

In g.18 we present the resuls for the isotropic sector. H ere we com pare the
raw structure functions in the three directions w ith the pro fction SO%) (r), and
their logarithm ic local slopes (inset). O nly for the procted correlation it is
possbl to measure With 5% of accuracy) the scaling exponent by a direct
log-log t versus the scale separation. The best t gives 0(2) = 0:70 003.
On the contrary, the undecom posad structure functions are overw helm ed by
the anisotropic e ects present at all scales, and the scaling law is com plktely
sooiled. W e stress the accuracy of these results; already at these m odest
R eynolds num bers it is possble to ascertain the isotropic scaling law s if the

anisotropic uctuations are disentangled properly.

In gure 19 there is an overview for the second order structure functions In
all the sectors, isotropic and anisotropic, for which the signalto-noise ratio
is high enough to ensure statistically stable results. Sectors with odd j are
absent due to the parity symm etry of the longitudinal structure function.W e
conclide from gure 19 a clear oliation In term s of the j Index : sectors w ith
the sam e j but di erent m exhibit very close scaling exponents. In Tabl 3
the m easured exponents are com pikd, show ing the best power law ts for
structure functions of orders n = 2;4;6. W e stress again the discreteness
and m onotonicity of the scaling exponents as assumed In Eq. (145); there
is no saturation of the exponents as a function of j. Second, the m easured
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Fig.18.Analysison the real space. Log-log plot ofS(%) (r) versusr (top curve), and
of the three undecom posed longitudinal structure functions in the three directions
xX;y;z (three bottom curves). T he straight line gives the best t slope 0(2) = 0:7.
Inset: logarithm ic local slopes of the sam e curves In the m ain body of the gure

(sam e sym bols) . N otice that only the procted curve show s a nice plateau

log(sZ)(r)

10 100
log(r)

Fig. 19. Log-dog plot of the second order structure function in all sectors wih a
strong signal. Sym bols refer to sectors (jm ) as ollow s: (0;0), *); 2;2), ( ); 4;0),
2); 4;2), (2); 6;0), ( ); 6;2), ( ).The statistical and num erical noise a ecting
the SO (3) proction is estin ated as the threshold where the j= 6 sector starts to
deviate from the m onotonic decreasing behavior, ie.O (10 3)
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exponents In the sectors j= 4 and j= 6 are anom alous, ie. they di er from
the din ensional estin ate given In 46. Unfortunately, from the RKF data it

n =0 j=2 j= 4 i= 6

& n=3 D a3 P oara=3| T @+ e)=3

21070 ) | o66| 11 @) | 133 165 (5) | 2.0 32 @) | 266
41128 (4)| 133| 16 @) | 200 |225@10)| 266 | 31 @) | 333

6181 (6) | 200| 21 @) | 233 | 250 @0) | 333| 33 @) | 4.00
Tablk 3

Summ ary of the num erical and experim ental ndings for the scaling exponents In
the isotropic and anisotropic sectors. T he values for the anisotropic sector j= 2 are
taken from the experim ents [L0,31]. For the values extracted from the num erical
sin ulation (colum ns j= 0;4;6), error bars are estim ated from the oscillation ofthe
local slopes [36,139]. For the experin ental data the error is given as the m isn atch
betw een the two experin ents. For all sectors we also give the din ensional estim ate

= @+ 9=3 ns.

was not possbl to obtain ckan resuls for the j= 2 sector. This is because
of the presence of an annoying change of sign in the profctions SZ(;) (r) Por
any m (and any order n). Still, the overall consistency of the foliation and
hierarchical organization of scaling exponents can be checked by ocollecting
the scaling exponents in the j = 2 sector from the two sets of experim ents
[10,31] previously discussed. In Fig. 20 we show both num erical data and the
experin ental values as extracted from [10,31]. The resulting picture is fully
coherent : experim entaldata com ing from the j= 2 sector twellin the global
trend.A sone can see from tabl 3 all the anisotropic sectors show anom alus

scaling law s.

72.1 Universality of Anisotropic F luctuations

T he third num erical experin ent that we discuss here is devoted to study uni-
versalproperties of anisotropic scaling.W e have already com m ented that there
is a nice qualitative and quantitative agreem ent between the values extracted
for the j = 2 sector (the only one available from experim ental data) from

di erent experin ents. In order to check whether this universality holds also in
higher anisotropic sectorsone hasto rely on DNS. In [131]a st direct com —
parison between anisotropic scaling of longiudinal structure functions from

two di erent hom ogeneous systam s, the RKF and a hom ogeneous Raykigh—
Benard convective ow was reported.

A Hom ogeneous R aylkigh-Benard system is a convective cellw ith xed lnear
m ean tem perature pro k along the vertical direction. The ow is cbtained
by decom posing the tem perature eld as the sum of a lnear pro ke plus a
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Fig. 20. Scaling exponents, 3 ), of structure functions of order n = 2;4;6 for
isotropic and anisotropic sectors. From the DNS of RKF we have: isotropic sec—
tor, 3= 0 (); anisotropic sectors, j= 4 ( ) and j= 6 (?).From the experin ental
data [10,31], wehave j= 2 (2).For an estin ate of error bars see Tabl 3.

uctuating part, T x;y;z;t) = T°&;y;z;8)+ (T=2 z T=H),whereH is
the cellheight and T the background tem perature di erence. T he evolution
of the system can be described by a m odi ed version [144] of the B oussinesy
system [L45]:

Qu+ U r)u= rp+ ‘m+ gT%

T
@tT0+ (u r )%‘: IZTO H—VZ:

where is the them al expansion constant, and the kinem atic viscosity
and the them aldi usivity coe cients, and g is the acoeleration due to gravity.
In [131] fully periodic boundary conditions were used for the velocity eld, u,
and tem perature, T elds.

Anisotropice ectsin theR aylkigh-Benard system were analyzed in [L31] start—
Ing from the stationary equation for the second order velocity structure finc—
tions; the extension of K am an-H owarth equation In the presence of a buoy—
ancy tem [146]. The resul is, neglecting for sin plicity tensorial sym bols:

h u@yi r+ g2r h T u@i (149)

J=0;1;::: j=0 j=1 J=1;2;:::

where denotesthe energy dissipation,h u (rJiandh T (r) u (r)i, the general
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third-order velocity correlation and tem peraturevelocity correlation, respec—
tively. Th Eqg. (149) for each tem the value of its total angular m om entum ,

j, is ndicated. N otice that the energy dissipation term in (149) has a non-
vanishing lim it, for high Re, only in the isotropic sector, = 0.0n the other
hand, the buoyancy ocoupling, g2, brings only angular momentum j = 1.

D ue to the usual rule of com position of angular m om enta we have that the
buoyancy tetm, g2 h T (r) u ()i, hasa totalangularm om entum given by:
dot = 1 J= £3 1;73;3+ 1g.U sing the angularm om enta sum m ation rule for j,
one can decom pose the previous equation obtaining the follow ing din ensional

m atching, in the isotropic sector:

h u@lie, r+ grh u@ T @i+ :::
and In the anisotropic sectors, > 0:

h u(r)3ij g2rhu@ T@®i 1)+ 2 150)

where sub-dom inant contributions com ng from the j and j+ 1 sectors of
h v) T (r)iare neglected.

In the isotropic sector the buoyancy term is sub-dom inant w ith respect to the
dissipation temm at scales am allerthan theBolgiano Jength, Ly = ( PN 3 ( g) 32
where N is the rate of tem perature dissipation. This is the case for the nu-
m erical sinulation presented n [131], where velocity uctuations are closer
to the typical K oln ogorov scaling, u(r) 3, rather than to the Bolgiano—
Obukhov scaling L], u() .

R egarding the anisotropic sectors, Eq.(150) is the dim ensional prediction for
the system , consistent w ith the anisotropic properties of the buoyancy tem ,
sector by sector.

In [131]the SO (3) decom position was applied in this system to velocity struc—
ture functions (44) and to ob ects

X
G @ =hlwE u@) Pre TO)i= &I

Jm
Jm

T he din ensionalm atching of Eq. (150) can be extended to any order, giving:

®) P 2:1)
Sy @ rGy .7 (0):

D enoting w ith qu;u

. (q;1)
G jf?n'l) (r) ri  we get the din ensional estin ate:

the anisotropic scaling exponents of the buoyancy tem s,

P=1+ £,  @inensionalprediction) (151)
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In [131] it was shown that this dim ensional prediction is not cbeyed; the
exponents j(n) appear to be systam atically an aller than the prediction (151).
Interestingly, enough the log-log plots com puted In the sectors j= 4;6 show
a good qualitative agreem ent w ith those calculated in the RKF of ref [36]
as can be ssen In  g. 21 where we com pare the profction on the j = 4

sector of structure functions of di erent orders. Sin ilar results are obtained
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Fig. 21. Logdog plot of com pensated anisotropic 7 = 4;m = 0 projpctions
®)
54@;30) (r)=r : vs r, for both HRB and RKF ows. Top curves refer to p = 2: the

@)
4

best t exponents which com pensate HRB and RKF curves are = 1:7 and
@) _

4 = 166, respectively. Curves in the m iddle refer to the sam e quantities but for

P = 4:compensation has been cbtained w ih 4(4) = 205 br HRB, and 4(4) = 22

for RKF .Bottom curves referto p= 6:here 4(6) = 23 for HRB, and 4(6) = 25 for
RKF . Notice that the curves of the two ow s are com pensated w ith very sim ilar
values of the exponents (within 10% ). Inset: the same but or j= 4;m = 2, com -
pensation has been done w ith the sam e values used for j= 4;m = 0, to show the
Independence of the scaling exponents from the choice of the reference axis labeled

wih m

for = 6 sector.These prelin nary ndings, ifcon m ed by other independent
m easuram ents, would support universality for anisotropic scaling exponents in
three dim ensional turbulence.

7.3 Scaling of Longitudinal and Transversal structure finctions

A s discussed in Sect. 2.6 there exists experim ental and num erical data sug—
gesting that longitudinal and transversal structure functions in supposedly
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isotropic ow sshow di erent scaling exponents [30,62{65].0 neneedsto clearly
distinguish between experin ental and num erical data. T he fom er can never
be considered fully isotropic; the best one can do is to try to perform amuli-

t procedure to clean out sub-lading anisotropic contributions as already
explained in details In Sect. 6.This ttihg procedure is, of course, a ected by
experin ental errors which cannot be elin inated. T herefore it is quite danger-
ous to make any m conclusion about supposed di erent scaling exponents
of longitudinal and transversal isotropic scaling on the basis of only exper-
In ental data . Num erical data are not much safer. Here anisotropy can be
m uch better controlled. W ith isotropic forcing the only source of anisotropy
is the 3-din ensional grid whose e ect is usually too am all to explain possi-
ble discrepancies between longitudinal and transversal scalings. Indeed som e
state-oftheart isotropic DN S indicate the possibility of di erent scaling ex—
ponents both for nertial range structure functions [64] and for coarse grained
energy and enstrophy m easures [62,147].Tn Tablk 4 we sum m arize thebest— t
values of the scaling exponents m easured in [64]. The sm all scale uctuations
were probed [147]by com paring the scaling of the coarse grained energy dissi-
pation over a box ofsizeﬁ:, ~(r) Eqg.17), and ofthe coarse grained enstrophy
dissjpation: ! (r;x) = r—l3 jl,j<rdy ! x + y) where ! (x) is the local enstrophy
dissjpation.D i erent scaling exponents were m easured for the averaged quan-—
tities, h(~¥ (r)i, h! ® (r)i. Being scalar quantities one expects that in isotropic
ensam bles they would not have di erent exponents. From the theoretical point
of view , di erent scaling exponents of longitudinal and transverse structure
functions In isotropic ensambles are unlkely. In the language of the SO (3)
deoom position it am ounts to the scaling exponents depending on the g-index
which labels di erent basis finctions w ith the sam e rotation properties. In
the exactly solvable m odels exam ined before, this had never happened. In
general one would need a di erent symm etry to lift the degeneracy of di er-
ent q dependent basis functions. At this point this problem rem ains som ehow
unsettled. New num erical tests on larger grids and/or w ith a better resolved
visoous behavior are needed before a m statem ent can be m ade.

n 2 4 6 8 10

10701 (14) | 129 @) | 177 @) | 217 (7) | 253 ()

10709 (13) | 127 @) | 167 @) | 1.93 (9) | 2.08 (18)

Tablk 4

M easured values of the longitudinal ( rst raw ) and transverse (second raw ) scaling
exponents at Re = 460 taken from [(64]. O ne should note that the scaling range
displayed by the scaling plots in [64] are relatively short, indicating that nite Re
e ectsm ay stillbe rather in portant
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74 Anisotropies in decaying turoulence

D ecaying turbulence has attracted the attention of various com m unities and
is often considered In experim ental, num erical and theoretical investigations
1,5,148]. It is In fact quite comm on that even experim ents aim ed at studying
stationary properties of tubulence nvolve processes of decay. Im portant ex—
am ples are provided by a turbulent ow behind a grid (see [149] and references
therein) or the turbulent ow created at the sudden stop of a grid periodi-
cally oscillating w ithin a bounded box [L50]. In the fom er cass, turbulence is
slow Iy decaying going farther and farther away from the grid and is charac-
teristic scale beoom es larger and larger (see [149] or a thorough experin ental
Investigation). W henever there is su cient separation between the grid-size
L;, and the scale of the tunnel or the tank L, L., a seres of interest—
Ing phenom enological predictions can be derived. For exam ple, the decay of
the twopoint velocity correlation finction, forboth isotropic and anisotropic
ow s, can be obtained under the so-called selfpressrvation hypothesis (see
[L] chapter XV I). T hat posits the existence of rescaling functions allow ing to
relate correlation functions at di erent spatial and tem poral scales. By In-—
serting the rescaling function into the equations ofm otion, asym ptotic resuls
can be cbtained both for the nal viscosity-dom nated regin e and for the
Intermm ediate asym ptotic when nonlinear e ects stillplay an in portant rok.

Here,we review som e recent attem ptsto investigate the decay ofthree-din ensional
hom ogeneous and anisotropic turbulence by direct num erical sin ulations of
the N avierStokes equations in a periodic box [L51] for both short and large

tin es. The initial conditions are taken from the stationary ensamble of the
Random K olm ogorov F low discussed in the previous subsection. H ere the cor-
relation length-scale of the initial velocity eld L, is of the order of the size
ofthe box L L«

O n the one hand, one is interested in the long tin e decay regin e w here the typ—
jcal interesting questions are: (i) how do globalquantities, such as sihgle-point
velocity and vorticity correlations, decay? (i) W hat is the e ect of the outer
boundary on the decay law s ? (iii) D o those quantities keep track ofthe initial
anisotropy ? (i) A s for the statistics of velocity di erences w ithin the inertial
range of scales, is there a recovery of isotropy at large tines ? (v) If so, do
strong uctuations get isotropic at a faster/slow er rate w ith respect to those of
average Intensity ? (vi) D o anisotropic -and isotropic— uctuations decay self-
sim ilarly ? (vii) Ifnot, do strong uctuationsdecay slow er or faster than typical
ones ? On the otherhand, the Interest in the early stages ofthe decay is led by
a hope of establishing a link between the sn allscale velocity statistics In this
phase and in oroed turdoulence. If such links existed, they would shed addi-
tional light on the universality of forced turbulence. A s turdoulence decays, the
e ective R e decreases, w hile the viscous characteristic scale and tin e Increase.
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In [I51]an o ine analysisat xed multiples £0;1;10;10 2;10%;10%;10°;10%g
of the initial largescale eddy tumover tine o = L0=u‘§noS was perfom ed.

A rst hint on the restoration of isotropy at Jarge tin es can be extracted from
the analysis of single point quantities as

Ex=w&idu&;0; 1= &9 &;D:
Here with = we denote the average over soatial coordinates only, whereas
h 1 indicates the average over both Initial conditions and space. The sym —

metric matroes E 47 (£) and 4 ) can be diagonalized at each tim estep and
theeigenvaluesE | );E, ©);Es () and 1 @©); ,(t); 3 () canbeextracted.The
typicaldecay ofE; (t) and () fori= 1;:::;3 isshown in Fig.22.D urng the

E(1),€,(t)

Fig. 22. Log-log plot of the eigenvalues of energy and vorticity m atrices vs. tin g,
expressed In o unit.

selfsin flar stage, t 2 [10;10°], the energy elgenvalues allo asEfpaq t2,
as expected for the decay n a bounded dom ain [149,152]. The enstrophy
eigenvalues, 34 decay as t ¥ as predicted from a simpl din ensional
argum ent [L51]. To focus on the process of recovery of isotropy In tem s of
global quantities one m ay track the behavior of two sets of cbservables

E;f EOi, h ;@ 11
; a1 = ;

R = ;
O o RO h .0+ .01

which vanish for isotropic statistics. T heir rate of decay is therefore a direct
m easuram ent of the retum to isotropy. T he energy m atrix E ;; is particularly
sensitive to the large scales whik an alkscale uctuations are sampled by 4.
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Fig.23.Log-log plot ofthe anisotropy content at the large scales ( 12E (), 13E (),
top curves) and theanallscales ( 12 (&), 13 (), bottom curves) asa function of
tin e, expressed In ( unit. T he largescale (an allscale) anisotropy content isde ned
as the m ism atch between the eigenvalues of the shglepoint velociy (vorticity)
correlation.

As seen from Fig. 23, both lJarge and am all scales begin to isotropize after
roughly one eddy tumover tim e and becom e fully isotropic (within statistical

uctuations) after 100 eddy tumover tin es. However, an all scales show an
overall degree of anisotropy m uch am aller than the large scales.

Conceming am all scales properties, In [L51]a sin ple anisotropic generalization
of the s=elfpreservation hypothesis (see, eg.Ref. b)) was proposad:

n)

n)
im m

S @t = Vi © £y @=Ly ©):

Here wih ngl) (t) we take explicitly into acocount the fact that largescale
velocity properties m ay depend In a nontrivial way on both (j;m ) and the
order n.Furthem ore, Ly, (t) accounts for the possibility that the characteris-
tic Jlength scale depend on the SO (3) sector. In analogy w ith the cbservations
m ade in the stationary case [10,15,29,30,34{36,55] a scaling law was postu-
lated:
I om)
@) @) T ’

Dy AV —— : 152
G &0 (152)

S

T he tin e behavior is encoded In both the decay of the overall intensity, ac—
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counted by the prefactors ajf?n) (t), and the varation of the integral scales

Lin (©). The representation Eqg. (152) is the sinplest one tting the nitial
tin e statistics for t = 0 and agreeing w ith the evolution given by the self
pressrvation hypothesis In the isotropic case. The power law behavior for
fj(rrﬂl) (=L () can be expected only in a tin edependent inertial range of
scales (k) r L (t) . A s for the exponents appearing In (152), their val-
ues are expectedly the sam e as In the stationary case. Conceming the tine
evolution, it seem s di cult to disentanglk the dependence due to the decay
of aéfﬂ) (t) from the one due to the growth of the integral scale Ly, (£). The
existence of a running reference scale, Ly, () Introduces som e non-trivial re-
Jations between the spatial anom alous scaling and the decaying tin e proper—
ties, and those relationsm ight be sub fct to experim ental veri cation. In the
case discussed In [151], the fact that the initial condition has a characteristic
length-scale com parablk w ith the box size, sin pli es the m atter. Indeed we
expect that Ly, () Lo, and the decay is due only to the falko ofay (t).
An obvious shortcom ing is that the w idth ofthe inertialrange L= (t) shrinks
m onotonically in tim e, thereby lin iting the possbility of precise quantitative
Sstatem ents.

74.1 Long tim e decay

A quantitative way to de ne the tem poral rate of recovery of isotropy at a
xed scale in the nertial range is given by the din ensionless ratio:

@)

o S., &t @)

w G 2t (153)
So;o (o

In Fig. 24, we plbt ](i) (r;t) at r = 80 for structure functions of order
n = 2;4;6 and for the m ost Intense anisotropic sector, (j;m) = (4;0). A1l
anisotropic sectors, forallm easured structure functions, decay faster than the
isotropic one. The m easured slope in the decay is about ;n) 03 forall
n, within the statistical errors. N ote that these resuls agree w ith the sinple

picture that the tin edependence in (152) is entirely carried by the prefactors

ajf?n) (t) and the value of the integral scales Ly, (f) is saturated at the size of

the box. Indeed, by assum ing that largescale uctuations are alm ost G aus—
sian we have that the leading tin edependence of afmn) is given by ajfn) aézon 2

. . @n) @)
For the isotropic sector, agy

@y )", and plugging that n (153), one get:
2 a) =ag ©  t wih 03( 0:) independent ofn. The
quality of data is insu cient to detect possible residuale ectsdueto L 4, (0),

which would m ake jfn) depend on n and j because of spatial intem itency.
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Fig.24.H jerarchical organization of anisotropic uctuations at long tin es. Log-log

plot of the anisotropic profctions nom alized by the corresponding isotropic pro-—

fction (see text), at two xed scalesr = 80 and r = 40 (nset) orn = 2;4;6 In

the anisotropic sector j = 4;m = 0. Symbols read as follow s: ﬁ)) (full box); fé)
®6)

(star); ,, (Empty box).The straight line ist wih 03. Sam e symbols in
the inset.

Let usdenote with P ( ;r;t) the probability to observe a given longiudinal
uctuation, u.(r;t) = 1 the direction r at a given tin e, t. For any given
xed value and forany given tine, t, we can progct P ( ;r;t) on the SO (3)

basis fiinctions:

2 X3
P (;t= P (G ;DY 5 @); (154)
=om= 3

where now the pro®ction, Py, (r; ;t) play the role of an e ective PDF

for each SO (3) sector. T he profction of any longitudinal structure function,
S ®) (r;t) on any sector, (j;m ) can be reconstructed from the corresponding
profction ofthe PDF on the sam e sector, Py, (7 ;1), by averaging over all

possbl

Z
n)

Spp = d  "Pup @ b

which establish the link between decom position (44) and (154).

T he Interesting fact that the decay properties of the anisotropic sectors are
alm ost independent of n indicates that a non-trivial tin e dependence in the
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shapeofthePDF'sP 4, (r; ;b forj> Omustbeexpected.Them ost accurate
way to probe the rescaling properties ofP 5, (r; ;t) In tin e is to com pute the
generalized atness:

)
Jm

) S

(r;t) )
K ;1) tI

Sj(i) ;) °

W ere the PDF profpction in the (j;m ) sector selfsim ilar for t o, then

K j(;) (r;t) would tend to constant values. T his is not the case for anisotropic
uctuations, as it is shown In Fig. (25).The curves K j(;) (r;t) are collected for

=80,1)

e

Nn=4, (j=4,m=0)

100 g e w4 (0.m=0) -

B4

n=6, (j:‘O,Vm.:VO)"

10'1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Fig.25.Logdog plot of the generalized atness, K j(i) (r;t) ofordern = 4;6 forboth

the isotropic (two bottom curves), and the anisotropic sector (j= 4;m = 0) (@wo
top curves) at r = 80, and as a function of tin e. In the Inset we plot the same
quantities, In the sam e order, at a di erent inertial range scale, r= 40.

two xed mnertial range separations, r = 80 and r = 40 (inset), for two dif-
ferent orders, n = 4;6 and for both the isotropic and one of the m ost Intense
anisotropic sectors (j= 4;m = 0) .The isotropic atness tends toward a con—
stant value for large t. C onversely, its anisotropic counterparts are m onotoni-
cally increasing w ith t, lndicating a tendency for the anisotropic uctuations
to becom e m ore and m ore Intem ittent as tin e elapses. A 1o the behavior
In Fig. 25 is in qualitative agreem ent w ith the observation previously m ade
that all the tin e dependence can be acocounted for by the prefactors ajg;) © .
Indeed, assum ing that the length scales Ly, (t) have saturated and that the
large scale PDF is close to G aussian, it is easy to work out the prediction

Ko @ t®°2,ie. = (@=2 1).We conclude this section by a
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brief sum m ary of the resuls. it was found that isotropic uctuations persist
Jonger than anisotropic ones, ie. there is a tin erecovery, abeit slower than
predicted by din ensional argum ents, of isotropy during the decay process. It
was also found that isotropic uctuations decay in an aln ost selfsin ilar way
w hile the anisotropic ones becom e m ore and m ore Intemm ittent. Q ualitatively,
velocity con gurationsgetm ore isotropicbut anisotropic uctuationsbecom e,
I relative tem s, m ore \spky" than the isotropic ones as tin e elapses.

742 Shorttim e decay

Tt is interesting to notice that it is possible to relate the am allkscale universal
properties of foroed turbulent statistics to those of short-tin e decay foran en—
samble of nitialoon gurations [L51].A s already rem arked, one cannot expect
an universal behavior for all statistical cbservables, as the very existence of
anom alous scaling is the signature of the m em ory of the boundaries and/or
the extemal forcing throughout all the scales. Indeed, the m ain m essage we
want to convey here is that only the scaling exponents of both isotropic and
anisotropic an alkscale uctuations are universal, at least for forcing concen—
trated at large scales. The prefactors are not expected to be so. There is
therefore no reason to expect that quantities such as the skew ness, the kurto-
sisand in fact thewhole PDF ofvelocity incram ents or gradientsbe universal.
T his is the sam e situation that we discussed In great details in previous sec-
tions for the passive transport of scalar and vector elds. However, carrying
over the analytical know ledge developed for linear hydrodynam ic problem s
Involve som e nontrivial, yet m issing, steps. For the N avierStokes dynam ics,
linear equations of m otion appear when we consider the whole set of correla—
tion functions as discussed in Sect. 4 3. T hese equations can be rew ritten In a
schem atic form :

@tC ®) _ n+ 1)C n+1) + D (n)c n) +F (n),. (155)

where @1 jsthe integro-di erential linear operator com ing from the inertial
and pressure tem s, C @) isa shorthand notation fora generic (n)-th order cor-
relator and D @) is the linear operator describing dissipative e ects. F inally,
F @) is the correlator involing increm ents of the large-scale forcing £ and
ofthe velocity eld. The balance between inertial and inction temm s cannot
Jead to anom alous scaling. A naturalpossibility isthat am echanism sin ilarto
the one identi ed in linear transport problem sbe at work in the N avier-Stokes
case aswell. T he anom alous contributions to the correlators would then be as—
sociated w ith statistically stationary solutions ofthe unforced equations (155).
T he scaling exponents would a fortioribe independent of the forcing and thus
universal. A s for the prefactors, the anom alous scaling exponents are positive
and thus the anom alous contrbutions grow at in nity. They should then be
m atched at the large scales w ith the contrioutions com ing from the forcing to
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ensure that the resulting com bination vanish at in nity, as required for corre-
Jation functions. The ain here isnot to prove the previous points but rather to
test whether they fail: the N avier-Stokes equations, being integro-di erential
and non-local, m ight directly couple Inertialand inpction scales and spoilthe
argum ent. This e ect m ight be particularly relevant for anisotropic uctu-
ations where Infrared divergences m ay appear in the pressure integrals (see
Sect. 53). In order to Investigate the previous point, we perform ed two sets
of num erical experin ents in decay.

The st set, A, is of the sam e kind as In the previous section, ie. we In—
tegrated the unforced N avier-Stokes equations w ith initial conditions picked
from an ensamble obtained from a foroed anisotropic stationary run. Statisti-
cal observables are m easured as an ensaem bk average over the di erent initial
conditions. The ensamble at the mitial tin e of the decay process therefore
coincides w ith the stationary state in forced runs. If correlation functions are
Indeed dom nated at am all scales by statistically stationary solutions of the
unforoed equationsthen the eld should notdecay. Speci cally, the eld should
not vary for tin es an aller than the largescake eddy tumover tine o.Those
are the tin es when the e ects of the Porcing tem s start to be felt. Note that
this should hold at all scales, including the an all ones w hose tumover tin es
aremuch faster than ,.

T he seoond set of num erical sim ulations (set B) takes the sam e initial condi-
tionsbut forthe random scram bling ofthephases:u; k) ! Pyk)uik)exp E 1 k)),
wih (k) iid.random variabls. In this way, the spectrum and its scaling
exponent are pressrved but the w rong organization of the phases is expected
to spoil the statistical stationarity of the Initial ensamble. A s a consequencs,
tw o di erent decays are expected for the two sets of niial conditions. In par-
ticular, contrary to set A, sest B should vary at amn all scales on tim es of the
order of the eddy tumover tines . ?72. This is exactly what has been
found In the num erical sim ulations forboth isotopic and anisotropic statistics
as can be seen for the anisotropic case in F ig. 26, where the tem poralbehav—
Jor of Iongitudinal structure functions of order 2 and 4 is shown. The scaling
exponents of the contributions regponsble for the observed behavior at an all
scales are thus forcing independent.

To conclude, the data presented here support the conclusion that nonlocal
e ectspeculiar to the N avier-Stokes dynam ics do not spoil argum ents on uni-
versality based on analogies w ith passive turbulent transport. The picture
of the anom alous contrdbutions to the correlation functions having universal
scaling exponents and non-universal prefactors follow s.
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Fig. 26. Top: Tem poral decay of the second-order anisotropic structure finction
54%) (r;t), rescaled by itsvaluie at t= 0.Here r= 30, inside the Inertial range. The
two curves refer to the tim e evolution of the structure function starting from the
forced-stationary velocity elds (squares, set A) and from the random ly dephased
velocity elds (circlkes, setB).T in e isnom alized by the integraleddy tumover tin e.
N otice that for set B we cbserve changeson a tin e scale faster than the Integraleddy
tumover tin e. T hat is to be contrasted w ith the case A, where structure functions
are strictly constant In time up to an Integral eddy tumover tim e. Bottom : The
sam e curves but for the urth-order structure finction.

8 Concluding D iscussion,

In this review we presented a m athem atical fram ework In which anisotropy
In tudulence can be studied, and we have tested its utility In the context
of experim ental analysis, num erical sin ulations and analytical m odels. The
basic idea is to express the various statistical quantities of turbulence (Eg.,
structure functions, correlation finctions) in tem s of their pro fctions on the
di erent sectors of the SO (3) group.

T he utility ofthe SO (3) decom position should be assessed in twom ain agoects.
The st aspect is its functionality as a tool for characterizing anisotropy,
w hereas the seocond, and desper aspect, is its physical relevance and the the-
oretical and analytical advantages that are gained by using it.

A s a tool for describing anisotropy, the SO (3) decom position is probably the
m ost natural and generalm ethod. It is of high resolution — it subdivides the
cbserved anisotropy into di erent sectors —the (j;m ) sectors. The weights
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of the various sectors give us a ne resolution of the anisotropy structure.
Instead of having one m easure for anisotropy (eg., the overall percentage of
anisotropy), we have an in nite set of num bers that com pose a detailed pro ke
of the anisotropy structure.

The SO (3) decom position is also very general. It is applicable to any physical
observable that has a welkde ned transfomm ation under rotations. These can
be, forexam ple, correlation functions, structure functions or G reen’s functions
(response functions) . T he cbservables them selves m ay depend on any num ber
of space coordinates or even be gpace independent. They m ay also be scalars,
vectors or tensors. Any such quantity can be presented asa sum ofparts that
belong to the di erent (j;m ) sectors of the rotation group.A dditionally, sihoe
the SO (3) decom position is nvariant to isotropic operations, it is invariant
to the m ost com m on operations that we use. For exam pl, to obtain the nth
order longitudinal structure function we can take the full nth order structure
function Wwhich isa tensor) and contract it w ith n unit vectors in the direction
of the ssparation distance. Since this operation is linear and isotropic, it will
pressrve the (j;m ) sectors of the full structure function. T hat is, the (j;m )
sector of the 11l structure finction w ill be transform ed into the same (j;m )
sector of the longiudinal structure functions. The sam e thing happens for
operations such as di erentiations (for exam pl when we look at m om ents of
the gradient elds), space averaging, tin e averaging, coordinate fiision etc...
From the pure theoretical point of view the st and m ost obvious advantage
ofusing the SO (3) decom position is its elegance and the overw helm ing sin pli-
cation that i o ers n analytical calculations. The SO (3) decom position m ay
also have a desper physical justi cation if it produces universal quantities such
asdistinct scaling behavior In the anisotropic sectors. T here are severaldi er-
ent evidences that suggest that this is lndeed the case. E xperin ental resuls
clearly show that a better scaling is achieved if we take higher j com ponents
into acoount. A dditionally, di erent experin ental sstups seem to lead to the
sam e num erical values of the anisotropic exponent. This is a strong support
for the hypothesis that the anisotropic sectors of the structure functions have
universal exponents. A nother support for the idea that the SO (3) decom posi-
tion exposes universal quantities, com es from num erical sin ulations. W DN S,
the SO (3) deocom position can be perfom ed directly (since the velocity eld
is accessible In every point In space and tin e) which m akes the results m uch
Iess am biguous.W e clearly see that even In the very m oderate R eynolds num —
bers of the sim ulations, a scaling behavior is detected once we use the SO (3)
deocom position. In som e cases, w ithout the SO (3) decom position no scaling
behavior is seen at all. Furthem ore, the resulting exponents in the isotropic
sector are ram arkably sin ilar to the experin ental values which are m easured
at very high Reynolds numbers. This is a strong indication that at last the
isotropic sector has a universal pro J, and therefore by disentangling it from
the anisotropic sectors we get universal results. In other sectors of the rota—
tion group, the scaling behavior is not as good, and in som e sectors there is
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no scaling at all. However, in those sectors where scaling was detected, the
scaling exponents seam to agree w ith the theoretical and experin ental predic—
tions. Sectors with sam e j and di erent m s had the sam e scaling exponents
(Wwhen scale-invariance was observed) . And nally, all exponents Increased as
a function of n (order of the structure-finction) as well as j. It is still not
clear whether the \bad", non scal-nvariant behavior that was detected In
som e sectors, is a resul of the poor Reynolds num bers of the sm ulations,
or is a genuine e ect that tells us that the foliation picture is lncom plete. A

further research w ith higher resolution is probably needed to settle this issue.
In the N avier-Stokes case one can prove a \weak foliation".W eak foliation is
an approxin ate foliation that happens in the case of weak anisotropy, when
we linearize the anisotropic part of the theory around its isotropic part. In
such cass, the linearized anisotropic part of the theory is sub gct to a linear
and isotropic equation whose kemel contains the isotropic solution, and hence
foliation occurs. T his is a very robust approxin ation since it holds forvirtually
any nonlinear and isotropic theory in the case ofweak anisotropy.A dditionally,
we know that as the R eynolds num ber Increases, the statistics becom esm ore
and m ore isotropic and therefore the linear approxin ation becom esbetter and
better.

The SO (3) decom position has a physical relevance also in the presence of
strong anisotropy. If we m erely consider the direct application of the N avier-
Stokes and continuiy equations on the various structure functions, we get
a fam ily of linear and isotropic constraints. These constraints are valid In-
dependently of the am ount of anisotropy in the system . T heir linearity and
isotropy lead to foliation and hence one can discuss them in every sector inde—
pendently. In som e sectors, they are su cient to determ ne the fill solution,

whereas In others they can reveal som e general properties of the solution.
For exam ple, the isotropic sector of the third-order structure function is com —
plktely determm Ined by the di erent constraints, and is given by the wellknown
4/5 law of K olm ogorov. N otice that because of foliation, this is true also in
the presence of anisotropy, which m eans that the 4/5 law holds also in an
anisotropic turbulence. In the j = 2 sectors, on the otherhand, the third-order
structure-function is given by two undetem ined scalar functions, whereas in
the j= 4;6;::: it is given by three. Another exam pk is the j= 1 sectors in
the second-order correlation fiinction, which must all vanish.

To conclude, the fram ework of the SO (3) decom position provides an elegant
and e cient way to describe anisotropy in turbulence. &t also greatly sin pli-

es m any analytical calculations that Involve anisotropic quantities, m ainly
through the m echanism of foliation. This m echanisn is present In simpli ed
m odels of turbulence, and m ay also be valid approxin ately in N avier-Stokes
turbulence. It predicts that the anisotropic sectors of the statistics have uni-
versal properties such as scaling exponents. Further research is needed to ac-
curately m easure these anisotropic exponents In experim ents as well as In
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num erical sin ulations.

A quantitative com putation ofthe anisotropic exponents in N avier-Stokes tur-
bulence from rst principles m ay very well be an illusive goal. N evertheless,
we believe that the general principles of the physics behind these exponents
and anisotropy In general can be understood.
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A The GeneralFom ofthe 2nd R ank Tensor

In this appendix we discuss the general structure of the second rank correlation
functions

F @© mm&x+ru ®i; @l

In @A J) hom ogeneity ofthe ow is assum ed, but not isotropy. N ote that this
ob Ect ism ore general than the structure function S in belng nonsym m etric
In the indices, and having no de niepariy.W ew ish to nd thebasis finctions

B gim (#), with which we can rpresent ¥ (r) in the fom :
X
F (@©= Agrim ()B g;5m @) @A 2)

qijm

and derive som e constraints am ong the functions ag;; () that result from
Incom pressibility. W e shall see, that due to the isotropy ofthe Incom pressibility
conditions, the constraints are am ong ag;4, () with the same j;m only.
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W ebegin by analyzing the incom pressbility condition:An incom pressble ow
w ith constant density is characterized by the relation: @ u x;t) = 0 as a
result, one mm ediately gets the follow ing constraintson F (r):

RF ()= 0; RF (@)= 0:

P lugging the tral tensor @ 2) into the last two equations we cbtain 2 equa—
tions connecting the di erent ag;4n :
X X
@ agm @WBgy @) =0 @ agm @By, @) =0 ® 3)

gijm g;Jm

W e rstnotice that the di erentiation action is isotropic.A sa result, if T (r)

is som e arbitrary tensor with a de nie j;m transfomm ation properties, then

thetensor@ T (r) willhave the sam e j;m transfom ation properties. Com -
ponentsw ith di erent j;m are linearly independent. T herefore equations @ 3)

should hold foreach j;m separately.

N ext, we ocbserve that @ 3) are Invariant under the transform ation F !
F  .Asaresul, the symm etric and antisym m etricpartsofF  should satisfy
(A 3) independently. To see that, ket uswrte F asa sum ofa symm etric
tem and an antisymm etric tem :F = Fg, + F, ,we then get:

@F =QF, +@F, =QF, @F, =0
@F =@F, +@F, =0

from which weconcludefd ¥y = @ F, = 0:Finally, @A 3) is nvarant under
the transfom ation ¥ (r) ! F ( 1) and as a resul the odd pariy and
the even parity parts of F should ful 1 A 3) independently. W e conclude
that a necessary and su cient condition for @ 3) to hold is that it holds

separately for parts wih de nite j;m , de nie symmetry In the ; indices
and a de nie pariy in r:

X sum m ation is over
@ agiim (OB g &) = 0

q B g;sm wih de nite symm etries

where the summ ation isoverqgsuch thatB ,;, hasade nite indices symm etry
and a de nite parity.
A ccording to (37) we can w rite thesqu,.jm as:

1) ( Y pariy, symm etric tensors:

By @) T i (@),
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'h i

B;jm (f) rj r @ + r @ Jm (r )I

%;jm (f) rj 2r r m (r),

Bm @) r7PRQ 4 (@.
@) ( Y pariy, antisym m etric tensors:

By ® rlre@ r@ im ().
(3) ( V"' parity, symm etric tensors N

B,m ® r’ lhr r@ +r r@ g @),

Bym ®) r71 re@ + ree 0.
@) ( Y*! parity, ap‘d—symme‘u:ic tensors:

B;jm (f) r’ ' r Jm (r)l

Bym ® 7t @ (@

In order to di erentiate these expressions we can use the ollow Ing dentities:

r@rYy @)= rYy @) ;
CerYy ®=1[0 (+1) 30+ DIr¥yu K)

which give rse to:
r@ 4 @=7 5 @:
@ @ jm (r)=0:

From thispoint, it isam atter of sin ple (though som ew hat lengthy) algebra to
derive the di erential constraints am ong aq;m (r) . The results are as follow s:

1) g2 £1;7;9;59

ag;jm @©)  Irlagm + jag;jm Fr 'agg, + ag;jm +2r 'ag, = 0; @ 4)

r lagm + ag;jm + 3r 'ajm + O l)%jm ¥ 33+ 21 'as, = 0:
@) g2 f3g

0 1 -0 .

a3;jm Jr a3;jm =0 ’ (A -5)

0 1 =0 :
a3 T T "azm =0

T hese equations have no solutions other than: as;s, () = 0.
3) gz £8;6g9

g + 3T Tagm t (3 Da,m F 23+ 1r tagm =0:@6)
@) gz f4;29

rlagm B+t G Lrlagm = 0: @ 7)
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T here are obviously m ore unknow ns than equations, sihce wem erely exploied
the ncom pressbility conditions. N evertheless, we believe that the m issing
equations that arise from the dynam ical hierarchy of equations w ill preserve
the distinction between ag;;, of di erent jym (again, due to the isotropy of
these equations) . N ote also, that the above analysis holds also for the second-
order structure function

D h iE
S (@ b XK+1r) uX]u K+1r) uX)

Only that in thiscase we should only consider the representationsqg= 1;7;9;5
foreven jand the representationsg= 8;6 forodd j.This ollow s from the fact
that S (r) is symm etric w ith respect to its indices and it has an even parity
In r.Also, In that case, it is possble to go one step further by assum ng a
speci ¢ functional form for the ag;y, () .W eknow thatthe S  (r) is expected
scale In the inertial range, and we therefore m ay assum e:

(3)

Agiim () Ggn T?

where ¢ ;;n are jast num erical constants. If we now substitute this de nition
nto the equations @A 4,A 6), we get a set of linear equations am ong the ¢4y -
T hese relations can be easily solved and give us two possble tensors for even
J @@= 1;7;9;5) and one tensor fom for odd j (from g = 8;6). This kind
of approach was taken in the two-probes experim ent which is describbed in
Sect. 6.

B A nisotropy in d-dim ensions

To dealw ith anisotropy in d-din ensions we need classify the irreducible rep—
resentations of the group of alld-din ensional rotations, SO (d) [L53], and then
to nd a proper basis for these representations. Them ain Inear space that we
work In (the carrer space) is the space of constant tensorsw ith n indices. T his
Soace possesses a natural representation of SO (d), given by the well known
transfom ation of tensors under d-dim ensional rotation.

The traditionalm ethod to nd a basis for the irreduchble representations of
SO (d) In this space, isusing the Young tablkaux m achnery on the subspace of
traceless tensors [153,154]. it tums out that In the context ofthe present work,
w e do not need the explicit structure ofthese tensors. Instead, allthat m atters
are som e relations am ong them . A convenient way to derive these relations is
to construct the basis tensors from fiinctions on the unit d-din ensional sohere
which belong to a speci ¢ irreducible representation. Here also, the explicit
form ofthese fiinctions in unin portant. A 1l that m atters for the calculations
is the action of the Laplacian operator on these fiinctions.
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Let us therefore consider rst the space Sy of functions over the unit d-
din ensional sphere. T he representation of SO (d) over this space is naturally
de ned by:

Or @) R 'a); ® 1)

where @) isany function on the d-din ensionalsphere, and R isa d-din ensional
rotation.

Sgq can be spanned by polynom ials of the unit vector @.Obviously B 1) does
not change the degree of a polynom ial, and therefore each irreduchble rep-
resentation In this space can be characterized by an integer j = 0;1;2;::,
oecifying the degree of the polynom ials that span this representation. At this
point, we cannot rule out the possibility that som e other integers are needed
to fully specify all irreducible representations n Sy and therefore we w illneed
below another set of Indices to com plete the speci cation.

W e can now choose a basis of polynom ials fY4, (@)g that span all the irre—
ducihble representations 0of SO (d) over Sy.The Index  counts all Integers other
than j needed to fully specify all irreducible representations, and in addition,
it labels the di erent functions w ithin each irreducible representation.

Let us dem onstrate this construction In two and three din ensions. In two
din ensions  is unneeded since all the irreduchble representation are one—
din ensional and are spanned by Y; (@) = €? with being the angle between
@ and the the vector & (1;0).Any rotation of the coordinates in an anglk

o results ;n a multiplicative factor e ° . It is clear that Y5 (@) is a polynom al
ha@sheY @)= @ Pwherep (1;i).Ih threedimensions = m where
m takeson 2j+ 1valiesm = 3 J+ 1;::j.Here Y, / & PI' (cos )
where and are the usual spherical coordinates, and Pj?“ is the associated
Legendre polynom ialofdegree 7 m .Obviously we again have a polynom ial
in @ of degree j.

W e now wish to calculate the action of the Laplacian operator w ith respect
touon theY;, @).W e prove the ollow ing identity:

we @Y, @= 3JE+d 2)y @) : ® 2)

O ne can easily check that ford= 3 B 2) gives the factor j(j+ 1), wellknown
from the theory ofangularm om entum In Q uantum M echanics. To prove this
dentity for any d, note that

11 Je* Yy, @)= 0: ® 3)

This follow s from the fact that the Laplacian is an isotropic operator, and
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therefore isdiagonali the Y5, .The sam e is true forthe cperator 1f @2 417.
But this operator results in a polynom ialin @ ofdegree 3 2, which is spanned
by Yy, 0o such that 3 j  2.Therefore the RHS of B 3) must vanish. Ac-
cordingly we w rite

@3y @)+ 2@ R vy + R, @)= 0: & 4)

T he second term vanishes since it contains a radialderivative u @ operating
onYy (@) which dependson ¢t only.The rstand third temm s, upon elem entary
m anjpulations, lead to B 2).

Having the Yy; (@) we can now construct the irreduchble representations in
the space of constant tensors. The m ethod is based on acting on the Yy, @)
w ith the isotropic operatorsu ; @ and .D ue to the isotropy of the above
operators, the behavior of the resulting expressions under rotations is sin ilar
to the behavior ofthe scalar function we started w ith . For exam pl, the tensor

elds Yy, @);Q@ Q@ Yy (@) transform under rotations according to the (J; )
sector o£ S0 d).

Next, wewish to nd the basis for the irreducible representations of the space
of constant and fully sym m etric tensors w ith n indices. W e form the basis

B L @' :::Q nuan; (ﬁ); j n : CB5)

n;j;

1535

Note that when j and n are even B '’} no longer depends on @, and is
Indeed fully symm etric by construction. Sin ple argum ents can also prove that
this basis is indeed com plete, and spans all fully symm etric tensors with n
indices. O ther exam ples of this procedure for the other spaces are presented
directly In the text.

Finally Jet us ntroduce two identities involving the B,;5, .The rstoneis

. Zan_j,,, n _ Zn;jBn3/2--;-]{;n ; (B .6)
=hnh+d 2) jg+d  2)]: ®B.7)

B
|

Tt is straightforw ard to derive this identity using B 2).The second identity is

X ijBfmg;méiij:B 1735 0, . 2 - 8
- ;7 J n : ® 38)

n 2;3; n;j;
6 5

This dentity is proven by writing u® in B .5) as u?u® ?, and operating w ith
the derivative on u?. The term obtaied as u?@ * :::@ "u” ZYj,. (@) vanishes
because we have n derivatives on a polynom ialofdegreen 2.I isworthwhilke
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noticing that these identities connect tensors from two di erent spaces. The
goace of tensors w ith n indices and the space of tensorswih n 2 indices.
N evertheless, In both spaces, the tensors belong to the same (j; ) sector of
the SO (d) group. T his is due to the isotropy of the contraction wih * 2 in
the rst dentity, and the contraction wih * 3 in the ssoond identity.

C FullForm forthe j= 2 Contribution for the H om ogeneous C ase

In this appendix we focus on the decom position of second order tensorial
structure functionsup to j= 2.For this purmposs we de ne:

S @®= Sy @+ Sy, (@)

The j= 0 iswellkknown and given explicitly by:

n #
) @) ey

5., =qrs @+ ) F= C 1)

w here 0(2) 068 is the known universal scaling exponent for the isotropic

contrdbution and ¢ is an unknown ocoe cient that depends on the boundary

conditions ofthe ow .Forthe j= 2 sectorwhich is the lowest contribution to
anisotropy to the hom ogeneous structure function, them = 0 (axisym m etric)
tem s were derived from oonstraints of symm etry, even parity (pecause of
hom ogeneity) and incom pressbility on the second order structure function
k9]

h
2 o P rr o P?)
S o pno@=ar: (2 2 PP re S22 P e
@@ i

+([2(2)]2+32(2)+6)nn 2 iz rtn +rn)hn r) C 2)

@B @) @) rr @) @)
+ o +3)(,7+2) @ f>+?+<2 +3) (2 +2nn

2) rr @ F) i

+ @ 2(2)+ l)(z( 2)T ([2(2)]2 H@n +rn ) 1r):

w here 2(2) is the universal scaling exponent for the j = 2 anisotropic sector

and a and b are iIndependent unknown ooe cients to be detem Ined by the
boundary conditions. W e would now lke to derive the ramainingm = 1,
andm = 2 components

SZm = ain;'mrz Bq;2;m @)
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A susualthe g labeldenotes the di erent possible ways of arriving at the sam e
j and runs over all such temm s w ith the sam e pariy and symm etry (@ conse—
quence of hom ogeneity and hence the constraint of incom pressibility) . In all
that follow s, we work closely w ith the procedure outlined in R3].Follow ing the
convention n R3]theq’sto sum overareqg= £f1;7;9;5g.T he lnocom pressbility
ocondiion @ u = 0 coupled with hom ogeneity can be used to give relations

between the ag,yn foragiven (jym).Thatis, forj= 2,m = 2:::2
(27 2agm +2(5  2)ag + () + 2)agpm =0 C3)
al;z;m + (2(2) + 3)a7;2;m + 2(2)a5;2,.m =0:

W e solve the above equations in order to cbtah as,, and a;p, In tem s of
Inear com binations ofa; ;,;, and ag.y -

aion (£ F ) 2+ apm (£ F+57+6)
As2m = @, @ C 4)
25 (, 2)
a12m @ 2(2)) D;2m 2+ 2(2))
a7i2m = @ :
2(, 2)

U sing the above constraints on the coe cients, we are now kft with a linear
com bination of just two lnearly independent tensor fomm s for each m

2)

@) @ , @

Som = spm? [ 2@+ PBogn @42 2(2 2By, )
+ ([ P+ 5,7+ 6)Bsyy @)
fapnt? R2GE 2Bn @ 202 2B, @)
+ ([P 7 2)Bsu. @ C 5)

Thetask rem ainsto nd the explicit form ofthebasistensor functionsB gzm &)r
g2 £1;7;9;5g,m 2 £ 1; 2g

Bom ) r? 1Yo ()

Bom @) T’ Q@ + 1@ Y ()

Bom @)  rrr Y, ()

Bon ) @@ 'Yy, ()

Weobtan them = £ 1; 2g basis functions In the follow ing derivation.W e

rst note that it ism ore convenient to ©om a realbasis from the r?Y,, ¢) shoe
weulin ately wish to tto realquantities and extract realbest— t param eters.
W e therefore orm the r*%,, #) k= 1;0;1) as follow s:

134



rz?zo(f)=r2Y20(f)=rZOOSZ =132

2, gy Y2 1® % ®
2 1 -

2
_, (cos isn )ocos sin + (os + isin )cos s
=y >
=rcos sih oos = 1
Yy 1 (@) + You1(R)
. @)=r o
_ , (cos isin )cos sin (cos + isn )oos sin
- 21
=rcos sih s = 31,
5 Yoo (8) % ()
‘e, ,@)=r o
_ ,(0s2 + isin2 ) s’ (c0s2  isin2 )sh
- 21
=rsnh2 sn’ = 25n
2 Yoo B)+ Yo 2 (R)
Y, @)= 5
L, (0s2 + isn2 )si’ + (os2  isn2 )si
=y >
=ros2 sn® =¢ % C 6)

This new basis of r*¥y (r) is equivalent to using the r*Yy, (r) them selves as
they form a com plete, orthogonal (In the new k’s) set.W e om it the nom al-
ization constants for the spherical ham onics for notational convenience. T he
subscripts on r denote its com ponents along the 1 m ), 2 () and 3 @) di-
rections.m denotes the shear direction, p the horizontal direction parallel to
the boundary and orthogonalto the m ean w ind direction and n the direction
ofthem ean wind. T his notation m akes it sim ple to take the derivatives when
we form the di erent basis tensors and the only thing to rem em ber is that

@Rnrn=0Q r m)=m
@r2=@ (r p):P
@Rm=@0@ (r n)=n c.7)

W e use the above identities to proceed to derive the basis tensor functions

Bl.z.l(f‘)=r2 r n)r m)
By, l(ﬁ)=1:2[(rm +rm ) n)+ n +rn )T m)]
B92;1(f‘)=r2rr r n)r m)

By, ;#)=nm +nm
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Bioa@®)=r? (@« n)c p)

B7;2,.1(f‘)=r2[(rp +rp)r n)+ n +rn ) p)l

Bopn @)=r’rr (r n)c p)

Bspan@®)=np +np

Bi,, ,@®)=2r° ( m)@E p)

Brg, ,@)=2r °[cp +rp)c m)+ cm +rm ) p)]

Bgy, o (&)= 2r rr r m)x p)

Bey, ;®)=2fm p +m p)

Bigp@®)=r° [ m)> @ pf]

B7;2,.2(f‘)=2r2[(rm +rm )@ m) rtp trp)k p)l
2

Boo, @)= ’rr [ m)* (¢ pfl
Bspp ®)=2@ m  pp) 8

N ote that for each din ension k the tensor is bilinear in som e com bination of
tw o basis vectors from the set m , p and n . Substituting these tensors form s
Into Eg.C 5 we obtain the full tensor formm s for the j = 2 non-axisymm etric
tem s, w ith two Independent coe cients foreach k.

@h @)

Siopse 1 ()= gz, 112 e+ Hrilem +rm ) n)
+ &tn +rn ) m)]+22(2)(2(2) 2)r4rr(r n) m)
1
+ ([2(2)]2+52(2)+ 6)nm +nm )
h
ta, e 22(2 2r? @ n)e m)
2(2)(2(2) 2)r2[(rm + rm )(ri n)+ ¢n +rn ) m)]
+ ([2(2)]2 2(2) 2)Mm +nm )
h
(2)
Sj=2;k=1(r):a9;2;lr2 2(2) (2+ 2(2))]: 2[(rp + rp )(r n)
+ tn +rn ) p)]+22(2)(2(2). 2)r4rr r n) p)
1
+ (PP+57+6)ap +np)
h
tagar: 22(2 2r? @ n)e p)
22 2rflep +rp ), n)+ €n +rn)e p)l
+ (' 2 2@p +np)
@B @) @) 2
Sj:Z;k: Z(r)=a9;2; 2L 2 22 (2+ 2 )r [(rp +rp)(r m)
+m +rm)e pl+2.2( 2rrr ¢ p)c m)
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i
+ ([P P+57+6)mp +m p)

h
@) 2)

+a,, ar? 2 .0(, 2)r? @« m)x p)

22(2)(2(2) 2)r2[(rp +rp)(rim)+(rm +rm ) p)l
+2( 2 Y 2)mp +mp)
(Z)h
Sy ox=2 )= Agppr? 22(2) @+ 2(2))r2[(rm +rm )@ m)
cp +rp)e pI+2.2(7 2r'rric m)® @« pfl
1
+ 2 f+52+6)mm  pp)
o h
tager: 2.2(2 2r? @ m)? @ pfl
22 2r?lem +rm )& m) @p +rp)e p)l
+20 2% 2 2mm  pp) C .9)

2) .

Now wewanttousethisform to tforthe scalingexponent ,” in the structure
finction $* (r) from data sst Iwhere = = 3 and the azin uthal angle of
r nthegeometry is = =2.
S¥oue 1@ i =2)=0
(2)
SP 1@ ; =2)= @par? [ 2, (5 +2)sin cos + 2,7 (5
S 2@ i =2)=0

2 2
33 @) @)

S j=2/k=2 (r; ’ =2) = a),'Z;Zr2 [ 22(2) ( 2(2) 2) COé SJI% ]+ al;2,'2r2 [ 22(2)

W e see that choosing a particular geom etry elin inates certain tensor contri-
butions. In the case of sest T we are kft with 3 independent coe cients for
m & 0, the 2 coe cients from them = 0 contrbution Eg.C 2), and the sin—
gle coe cient from the isotropic sectorC 1, giving a totalof 6 t param eters.
The general orm s In C .9 can be used along wih the k = 0 (axisym m etric)
contrbution C 1 to tto any second order tensor ob gct. For convenience, the
table show s the num ber of independent coe cients that a few di erent exper-
In ental geom etries we have w ill allow in the j= 2 sector. Tt m ust be kept In
m ind that these fom s are to be used only when there is known to be hom o-
geneity. If there is inhom ogeneity, then we cannot apply the incom pressibility
condition to provide constraints in the various parity and symm etry sectors
and we must In generalm ix di erent party ob Fcts, using only the geom etry
of the experin ent itself to elim inate any tem s.
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= =2; = =3 =0 = =3 =0 = =1 =0; =3;
k €0 =0 € 0 =0 5 =0 €0
0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0
-1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 2
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 0 2 0 2 2 2 0
Total 5 2 5 2 5 4 6 2
TabkC .1l

T he num ber of free coe cients in the j= 2 sector for hom ogeneous turulence and
for di erent geom etries

D The 771 Com ponent in the Inhom ogeneous C ase

D. Antsymm etric C ontribution

W e consider the tensor
T @®)=Tu &K+ r) u X))l X+ 1)+ u (x))i:

Thisob gct istrivially zero for = .In the experim ental sstup, we m easure
at points ssparated in the shear direction and therefore have inhom ogeneity
which m akes the cbpct of m ixed parity and symm etry. W e cannot apply
the inocom pressibility condition In sam e parity/sym m etry sectors as before to
provide constraints.W em ust In generaluse all7 irreducible tensor form s. T his
wouldmean ttingfor7 3= 21 independent coe cientsplusl exponent 1(2)
In the anisotropic sector, together with 2 coe cients in the isotropic sector.
In order to pare down the num ber of param eter we are tting for, we look at
the antisym m etric part of T  (r)

T (r) T (r) . .
T (@)= 5 =l X)u X+ r)i EEu X+ r)i

which w illonly have contributions from the antisym m etric j= 1 basis tensors.
Thes are

A ntisym m etric, odd parity

Byim =T 'FQ@ @ kY, () O 1)

A ntisym m etric, even parity
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Byam =71 rr¥i, (£)

Aswih the j= 2 case we form a realbasis ¥4 (£) from the (In general)
com plex r¥i;, () In order to obtain real coe cients in the ts.

I¥ix-0 ()= 1rY¥,,0(f) = rcos = p
Yig @)+ Y, @
Yip-1 &)= r 1 { )2_ 12 @) _ rsn sh =B
i
Y, 1 (& Yiaq (&
¥y 1 (@)= v A )2 in { )=rsjn ws =3

And the nalfom sare

Bijo@)=1 l[rn rn |
Byo@®)=r? r ( n)
Boio®)=r? n

B3in@)=r l[rp rp ]
By,@)=r? r ( p)

Bz;l,-l(f):rz P

B3,.1;1(f‘)=r1[rm rm ]
By, 1@)=r° (@ m)
By, 1®)=r° m O 3)

Note: For a given k the representations is sym m etric about a particular axis
In the coordinate system chosen (I=m (shear), 2=p torzontal), 3=n mean—
wind)) W e now have 9 ndependent temm s and we cannot apply incom press—
Tility in order to reduce the num ber of independent coe cients in the tting
procedure. W e use the geom etric constraints of the experin ent to do this.

= 0 (vertical ssparation), = 3; = 3

Bg;ll;o @ ; =0)= sin
B;;ll;l w ; =0=1
B3, 1@ ; = 0)= cos O 4)

T here are no contrbutions from the re ection-symm etric term s In the j= 0
isotropic sector since these are symm etric In the indices. T he helicity term in
J= 0 also doesn’t contribute because of the geom etry. So, to lowest order

T @) =T @)= a3, ( sh )+ gy, @)+ asg; 1 () cos
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W e have 3 unknown independent coe cients and 1 unknown exponent to t
for in the data.

D 2 Symm etric Contribution

W e consider the structure finction
S ()=hu ®K+r) uX)u K+r) uk))i

In the case where we have hom ogeneous ow . This ob fct is sym m etric in the
Indices by construction, and it is easily seen that hom ogeneity in plies even
party m r:S ()= S ()andS (r)= S (r): W e reason that this
ob et cannot exhibit a j= 1 contrbution from the SO (3) representation in
the follow Ing m anner. H om ogeneity allow sus to use the inocom pressibility con—
dition:@ S = 0and @ S = 0, ssparately on the basis tensors of a given
parity and symm etry In order to give relationships between their coe cients.
For the even parity, symm etric case we have for general j 2 jast two basis
tensors and they m ust occur In som e linear com bination w ith incom pressibit-
ity providing a constraint between the two coe cients. However, for j= 1 we
only have one such tensor in the even parity, sym m etric group . T herefore, by
Incom pressibility, its coe cient m ust vanish. C onsequently, we cannot have a
j = 1 contrbution for the even party hom ogeneous), symm etric structure
function. Now , we consider the case as available in experim ent when r has
som e com ponent In the inhom ogeneous direction. Now , it is no longer true
that S (r) is of even parity and m oreover it is also not possible to use in-
com pressibility as above to exclude the existence ofa j= 1 contrdbution.W e
must look at all j = 1 basis tensors that are sym m etric, but not con ned to
even parity. T hese are
O dd parity, sym m etric

Lk @)t T, @)

7L/

725 &) rlre@ +re Yo (£)

r

B

B

Bo.ia ®) «r rr r¥ix (&)

Bg,, ) @@ r¥y () O O 5)

Even parity, symm etric

Bggu @) r2f r@ +r r @ ¥y @)
B6;1;k ) [ r@@ + r@a@ ]rY’lk ) 0 O .6)
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W e use the realbasisofr ¥y (¢) which are orm ed from ther 'Yy, (¢).Both
B, 4 () and By, , (£) vanish because of the taking of the doublk derivative
of an ob gct of single power n r. W e thus have 4 di erent contributions to
symmetric = 1 and each ofthese isof 3 dimensions k= 1;0;1) giving In
general 12 term s in all.

Bigo@)=1 ! r n)

Biao@®)=r 'En +rn]

B9;1,.O(f‘)=r3rr r n)

Bg;l,.o(f) rz[(rm +rm ) p) rtp trp) m)]
Biaa@®)=r ' r p)

Boja@)=1 'rp +rp]

Bo,aE)=1°’rr (r p)

Bgaa (£) r‘lcm +rm )& n) tn +rn ) m)]
Bl,.l;l(f‘)=r:L r m)

By, @)= 'fm +rm ]

B9,.1;1(f‘)=r3rr r m)

Bga; 1 () rz[(rp +rp)l n) tn +rn )@ p)] ©.7)

These are all the possble j= 1 contrdbutions to the symm etric, m ixed parity
(inhom ogeneous) structure function.

Forthe experin ental setup IT, we w ant to analyze the inhom ogeneous structure
function nthecase = = 3,and azinuthalangke = 0 @Which corresponds
to vertical ssparation) and we obtain the basis tensors

33
1;1;0 (
33

7;1;0 (

[
g &

I
8
%

33
9;1;0 (
33
8;1;1 (

33
Bii. 1 (

rr

33
9;1; 1 (

2c0s s

3 &
g

—_ ~— ~— ~— ~ ~

O 8)

Tabl D 1 gives the number of free coe cients In the symmetric j = 1 sec—
tor in the t to the inhom ogeneous structure fiinction for various geom etric
con gurations.
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=0; = =3| =0 = =1| =0; =3 =1
k 60 =0 6 0 =0 6 =0
0 3 3 2 1 2 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 0

=] 2 0 3 0 2 1
Total| 6 3 6 1 4 1
Tabke D 1

T he num ber of free coe cients in the symm etric j = 1 sector for lnhom ogeneous
turbulence and for di erent geom etries.

E TheM atrix Form ofthe O perator ofthe Linear P ressure M odel
U sing the basic identities ofthe 4, (r) functions (see R3]),
@° 4 ()=0;

r@ 5 @=7J @

a short calculation yields:

h i
KC @ K (@QRQC ()=Dx 23"+ 22+ )é 2+ )Y(E+ G+ 2% By ()
r
+D h2°3+2(2+ )§+2(2+ 22+ )36 BCZ—iB @)
X % r r2 J4 r2 2jm *

T herefore, In m atrix notation, the K raichnan operator can be w ritten as:

0 1 0 10 1 0 10 1
L c 10 10
KBEOS - B 05BN L ooy g B 1058 s
o 01 2 01 3
0 10 1
G+ 1)g+ 2) 0 c
D2+ )r 2B $8 %
2 jG 1) o
0 1 0 1 0 1
C
rK2%C€3%+r 1K1]§C€£+r K,8 £ € 1)
@ @ <
Letting
T @)=t @By, @)+ @B,y &) € 2)



and applying a Laplacian to BT ,we get,

o ho g £ . =1 o . bt
Q°PT = B+ =+ 3R 12 10+ 15 30 DO+ 1 By,
" r# r
v B £
+ =+ @ )= B,.
tz r ( jr 27m

0 1 o0 10 1 0 10 1
,optic 30 Tptle 1p J J@F Icptc
@“Pe A=2¢a A@ A+ -@ AQ A
t 01 2 r 1 2 7 £
0 10 1 0 1 0 1
[00]
1530+ 30 DG+ D) =] = 1 2 1
& REE mE R+ e K4
0 0 t t, r 2

Now that them atrix form s of the K raichnan operator and ofthe Laplacian of
the profction operator have been found, we can com bine these two resuls to
nd them atrix form ofthe LHS ofEqg. (100).To thisain kXt usde ne,

0 1 0 1
t C
B 4¢C B -1C
=K@ & ;
B e}

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
c Cl(4) cl(3) Cl(2)
il
@ZPAK\E zcx=rM4]§ (4)2%+r ]1\/13]8 (3)g+ r 2Mg]§) (Z)Zcx
S ) <
0 1 0 1
@) c
B C B Y1C
+r M@ LAt T M, K ;
&

where the number In parenthesis denctes the order of the derivative. The
m atrices M ; are given by:

My, BKz; € 4)
M 3 2 BK,+ P,K;+ P1K, ;
M. ( 13K, + 2( 1)BK 1 + P2Kg
+ PK,+ P1Ki+ PgK, ;
M1 1) ( 2R+ 2( 2)BK
+ ( 1BEK; + P1Ko+ PoK1 ;
Mo 2) ( IRy + ( 2)BK o + PoKy :
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To nd the RHS ofEqg. (100) we expand the \forcng" A (r) in temm s of the
spherical vectors B 14m ;B 24 #

A @)= 5 OBy @)+ £ @B,y &) & 5)

1jm

and applying a Laplacian we nd them atrix form of @2A (r):

0 1
0 . 1 ; £+ 2£) G+ @G+ 255 01
1 1
ek 75 - ¢ op s © .6
£ @ A 2

£+ 280+ 26, 3 1EL

At this point it is worthwhik to rem ember that the forcing tem A (r=L) is
assum ed to be analtic. As a result for r=L 1 its krading contribution in
the (j;m ) sector is proportionalto @ rlYy, (#) P '.However @?A (r=L)
is also analytic, and must therefore also scale ke r’ ! for amallr, instead of
like ¥’ 3 which could be the naive din ensional guess.

To proceed we restrict ourselves to nding the solution in the nertial range
and beyond. In these ranges the dissipative tertm  @%Q%C  (r) is negligbl and
can be om itted, thus rraching Eq. (101) org (r) and ¢ (r).
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