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A bstract

Theproblem ofanisotropy and itse�ectson thestatisticaltheory ofhigh Reynolds-
num ber(Re)turbulence (and turbulenttransport)isintim ately related and inter-
m ingled with theproblem ofthe universality ofthe (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 ofthe new tools that
allow e�ective data analysisand system atic theoreticalstudiessuch asto separate
isotropic from anisotropic aspects ofturbulent statisticaluctuations.Em ploying
the invariance ofthe equationsofuid m echanicsto allrotations,we show how to
decom pose the(tensorial)statisticalobjectsin term softhe irreduciblerepresenta-
tion ofthe SO (d)sym m etry group (with d being the dim ension,d = 2 or3).This
device allowsa discussion ofthe scaling propertiesofthe statisticalobjectsin well
de�ned sectorsofthe sym m etry group,each ofwhich isdeterm ined by the \angu-
larm om enta" sectornum bers(j;m ).Forthecase ofturbulentadvection ofpassive
scalarorvector�elds,thisdecom position allowsrigorousstatem entstobem ade:(i)
the scaling exponentsare universal,(ii)the isotropic scaling exponentsare always
leading,(iii) the anisotropic scaling exponents form a discrete spectrum which is
strictly increasing as a function ofj.This em erging picture o�ers a com plete un-
derstanding ofthe decay ofanisotropy upon going to sm aller and sm aller scales.
Next we explain how to apply the SO (3) decom position to the statisticalNavier-
Stokes theory.W e show how to extract inform ation aboutthe scaling behavior in
the isotropic sector.Doing so furnishesa system atic way to assessthe universality
ofthescaling exponentsin thissector,clarifying theanisotropicorigin ofthem any
m easurem entsthatclaim ed theopposite.A system aticanalysisofDirectNum erical
Sim ulations (DNS) ofthe Navier-Stokes equations and ofexperim ents provides a
strong supportto the proposition thatalso forthe non-linearproblem there exists
foliation ofthestatisticaltheory into sectorsofthesym m etry group.Theexponents
appearuniversalin each sector,and again strictly increasing asa function ofj.An
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approxim ate calculation ofthe anisotropic exponentsbased on a closure theory is
reviewed.The conicting experim entalm easurem ents on the decay ofanisotropy
areexplained and system atized,showing agreem entwith thetheory presented here.

Key words: Fully Developed Turbulence,Anisotropic Turbulence,Turbulent
Transport,SO (3)Decom position,Interm ittency,Universality ofAnom alous
Exponents,AnalysisofTurbulentdata.
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1 Introduction

The statisticaltheory ofuid turbulence isconcerned with correlation func-

tionsofthe turbulentvelocity vector�eld u(x;t)where x isthe spatialpo-

sition and tthe tim e [1].Since the velocity �eld isa vector,m ulti-pointand

m ulti-tim e correlation functionsare in generaltensorfunctionsofthe vector

positionsand the scalartim es.Naturally such functionshave rathercom pli-

cated form s which are di�cult to m easure and to com pute.Consequently,

alm ostfrom itsvery beginning,the statisticaltheory ofturbulence wasdis-

cussed in the contextofan isotropic and hom ogeneousm odel.The notion of

isotropic turbulence was�rstintroduced by G.I.Taylorin 1935 [2].Itrefers

to a turbulentow,in which the statisticalaveragesofevery function ofthe

velocity �eld and its derivatives with respect to a particular fram e ofaxes

isinvariantto any rotation in theaxes.Thisisa very e�ective m athem atical

sim pli�cation which,ifproperlyused,can drastically reducethem athem atical

com plexity ofthetheory.Forthisreason,itwasvery soon adopted by others,

such asT.D.K�arm �an and L.Howarth [3]who derived theK�arm �an-Howarth

equation (see below),and A.N.Kolm ogorov [4,5]who derived the 4/5 law

(re-derived below).In fact,m ostofthe theoreticalwork in turbulence in the

pastsixty yearswaslim ited to theisotropicm odel.

Experim entally,however,weknow thatisotropy holdsonly asan approxim a-

tion with a varying degree ofjusti�cation.In allrealistic owsthere always

exists som e anisotropy atallscales;the statisticalpropertiesofthe velocity

�eld aree�ected by thegeom etry oftheboundariesorthedrivingm echanism ,

which areneverrotationally invariant[6{14].Therefore,arealisticdescription

ofturbulence cannotbe purely isotropic and m ust contain som e anisotropic

elem ents.Yetthe problem is thatonce we take anisotropy into account,we

face a drastic increase in the com plexity ofthe theory.The num ber ofvari-

ables that is needed to describe the com m on statisticalquantities,such as

correlation functionsand structure functionsofthevelocity �eld,increasesa

lot.Forexam ple,undershearthereisa characteristiclength scale,which can

be constructed from the typicalvelocity and the typicalshear [8,15].This

length has to be considered in order to distinguish those scales where the

turbulent evolution is m ainly dom inated by the inertiale�ects ofuid m e-

chanicsorby thedirectinputofenergy dueto theanisotropicshear[16{19].

Sim ilarly,alldim ensionalestim atesacquire a signi�cantdegree ofam biguity

because ofthe proliferation ofdi�erentdim ensionalquantitiesrelated to the

param etersofanisotropy.Asa consequence ofthese inherentdi�culties the

existing anisotropic e�ectswere sim ply ignored in m any ofthe experim ental

and sim ulationalstudies ofstatisticalturbulence.This attitude gave rise to

am biguousassessm entsofim portantfundam entalissueslike the universality

ofthescaling exponentsin turbulence.
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The standard justi�cation for ignoring anisotropic e�ects is that the basic

phenom enology,since the pioneering works ofKolm ogorov [4,5],predicts a

recovery ofisotropy at su�ciently sm allscales ofthe turbulent ows.Nev-

ertheless,both recentexperim entalworksand theoreticalanalysissuggested

thatthe actualrate ofrecovery ism uch slowerthan predicted by sim ple di-

m ensionalanalysis,pointing out even the possibility that som e anisotropic

correlation function,based on velocity gradients,staysO (1)forany Re[7,20{

22].In ordertosettlethiskind ofproblem s,theoretically orexperim entally,it

iscrucialto possesssystem atictoolsto disentangleisotropicfrom anisotropic

uctuations and to distinguish am ong di�erent kinds ofanisotropic uctua-

tions.Thus a centralchallenge in the theory ofanisotropy in turbulence is

theconstruction ofan e�cientm athem aticallanguagetodescribeit.W ithout

a properdescription,thecom plexitiesofthe form alism can soon obscure the

physicalcontentoftheprocessesthatwewish to study.

The problem ofanisotropy is not disconnected from the other fundam ental

problem which has to do with the nature ofuniversality in turbulence.By

universality,wem ean thetendency ofdi�erentturbulentsystem sto show the

sam e sm all-scales statisticalbehavior when the m easurem ents are done far

away from the boundaries.Consider,forexam ple,the longitudinaltwo-point

structurefunction

S
(2)(r)�

D
�u

2

‘(x;r;t)
E
; �u‘(x;r;t)� r̂ � [u(x + r;t)� u(x;t)]; (1)

with r̂ being theunitvectorin thedirection ofr,and h� istandsforan appro-

priateensem bleaverage.Thisfunction showsessentially thesam edependence

on theseparation vectorr,whetheritism easured in theatm osphericbound-

arylayer,in awind tunnelorin aDNS,provided itism easured forsu�ciently

sm allseparationsand farfrom theboundaries.Thishigh-degreeofuniversality

cannotbeexpected ifanisotropicuctuationswerethedom inantcontributions

tothetwo-pointstructurefunctions.Di�erentboundary conditionsand di�er-

entforcing m echanism necessarily introduce di�erentlarge-scale anisotropies

in theow,which would translateto di�erentsm all-scaleanisotropicuctua-

tions.Sm all-scaleuniversality can beachieved only ifanisotropicuctuations

aresub-leading with respectto theisotropicuctuations.In thefollowing,we

also discuss which aspects ofthe anisotropic uctuations are universaland

which are not.W e willsee thatsom e aspectsofthe anisotropic uctuations

depend on theboundary conditionswhileotheraspectsdonot.In factwewill

show thatscaling exponentsareexpected to beuniversalwhereasam plitudes

depend on theboundary conditions.

In the last 5 years,a trem endous progress in the understanding ofthe two

aforem entioned problem s,i.e.,�nding a m athem aticallanguage that prop-

erly describes anisotropic turbulence and its universalproperties has been

achieved.Not surprisingly,the two problem s are closely related,as it often
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happensin physics-a problem becom esconsiderably sim plerifdescribed in

theproperm athem aticallanguage.Thetechnicalcoreoftheserecentachieve-

m ents is the SO(3) decom position [23].This toolenjoys the advantages of

being m athem atically sim ple,yetvery powerfuland system atic.By using it,

m any ofthe m athem aticalcom plexities ofdealing with anisotropy in turbu-

lenceandinotherhydrodynam icproblem saregreatlysim pli�ed.Theprincipal

idea is to represent the m ain statisticalobservables,such as structure func-

tionsand correlation functions,in term softheirprojectionson the di�erent

(j;m )sectorsofthegroup ofrotations.Itcan beapplied to allthestatistical

quantitiesin turbulence,creatingadetailed pro�leofthee�ectsofanisotropy.

Additionally,and perhapsm oreim portantly,theSO(3)decom position reveals

som e new universalproperties offully developed turbulence.It is expected

thateach sectorofthe SO(3)group hasitsown universalexponents.In par-

ticular,itisshown thattheexponentsassociated with theanisotropicsectors

arelargerthan theisotropicexponents,in accordancewith theisotropization

ofthestatisticsassm allerand sm allerscalesareobserved.

Asalready m entioned,the SO(3)decom position isusefulalso to investigate

isotropic and anisotropic uctuations in other hydrodynam ic problem s.In

particularwe willfocuson the case ofscalarand vectorquantitiespassively

advected byaturbulentvelocity �eld.In thesecases,onem ayoften elevatethe

phenom enologicalassum ptionsm adeforturbulentanisotropicuctuationsto

the status ofrigorousstatem ents [24].By using a system atic decom position

in di�erent sectors ofthe SO(3) group one m ay show that passive scalars,

advected by stochastic self-sim ilar Gaussian velocity �elds,always possess

isotropic leading sm all-scale uctuations.M oreover,one m ay quantitatively

distinguish am ong di�erentkindsofanisotropies,assessing theirrateofdecay

by going to sm allerand sm allerscales.Itturnsoutthatthe rate ofrecovery

ofisotropyistypically m uch slowerthan expected on thebasisofdim ensional

analysis.M oreover,alldi�erentanisotropicuctuationsdecay in aself-sim ilar

way butwith di�erentrates;thescalingexponentsbeinguniversal,whilepref-

actorsarenon-universal[25].Thevery sam ecan berigorously proved forthe

passive advection ofvector-like quantities,asforthe case ofm agnetic �elds

when the feedback on the velocity evolution due to the Lorentz force is ne-

glected.There,thevectornatureofthetransported quantity leadsto an even

richer,and m orecom plex,listofpossibleanisotropicuctuations[26,27].An-

otherim portantproblem which weaddressin detailisthecaseofthepassive

advection ofa vector-like incom pressible quantity,i.e.a passive vector with

pressure [28].Although withoutany counterpartin nature,such a system is

particularly interesting becauseitcan beseen,forsom easpects,astheclosest

linearapproxim ation to thenon-linearNavier-Stokesevolution.Forexam ple,

itallowsto study in a system atic way som e problem sconnected to the con-

vergence ofintegralsinvolving the pressure term .Sim ilartechnicalproblem s

arisealsoin theanalysisofboth isotropicand anisotropicm ulti-pointvelocity

correlationsin Navier-Stokesequations.
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Ofcourse,a signi�cantpartofthisreview willbe devoted to applicationsof

the theoreticaland technicaltoolsto physicalexperim entaldata [10,13,29{

33]and num ericaldata sets[15,34{38].In orderto exploitthe entire poten-

tiality ofthe SO(3)decom position one needs to m easure the whole velocity

�eld,u(x),in a 3 dim ensionalvolum e.Thisisbecausein orderto disentangle

di�erentprojectionson di�erentsectorsoneneedsto integratethegiven cor-

relation function againstthepropereigenfunction oftherotation group on the

3d sphere ofradius r.By doing that,the exact projection on each di�erent

sector ofthe SO(3) decom position is under control,with the only practical

lim itationsforreaching highly anisotropicsectorsbeing thelack ofresolution

ofhighly uctuating angularproperties.Atthepresentstageofexperim ental

capabilitiestheexactdecom position can becarried outexplicitly only in data

setscom ing from DNS.Here the velocity �eld in thewhole testing volum e is

available.Forexperim entaldata,the best way to exploit the SO(3)decom -

position is to either select observables with vanishing isotropic com ponents,

in orderto focusdirectly on anisotropicsectors,orto perform a m ulti-sector

analysis,i.e.to �tsim ultaneously theisotropicand anisotropiccom ponents.

Thereview isorganized asfollows.Sect.2o�ersahistoricalreview ofisotropic

turbulence.W epresenta m odern derivation oftheexactresultspertaining to

the 3’rd orderstructure function and the celebrated 4/5 law.W e review the

standard theory for allcorrelation functions,and discuss the experim ental

di�cultieswith theisotropictheory.Thesedi�cultiesincluded apparentper-

sistence ofanisotropies into the sm allscales for high Re,apparent location

dependentscaling exponentsetc.In Sect.3 wereview thehistory ofattem pts

to dealwith anisotropy.In Section 4,the technicalbasis ofthe SO(3) de-

com position is introduced focusing on the particular statisticalproblem s of

anisotropicuctuationsdiscussed in theprevioussection.Then,in Sect.5 we

switch to study exactly solvablehydrodynam icproblem swith em phasison ei-

ther those aspects peculiar to each di�erent m odeland to those features in

com m on with thenon-linearNavier-Stokescase.Am ong thecom m on aspects

we cite the possibility to study in these m odelsin fulldetailsthe foliation of

theequationsofcorrelation functionsin di�erentanisotropicsectors;theuni-

versality ofisotropicand anisotropicexponents;thehierarchicalorganization

ofexponents{leading to recovery ofsm all-scalesisotropy.Atthe end ofthis

section we present closure results fortwo-point turbulent structure function

in the anisotropic sectors j = 2;4;6.In Sect.6,the utility ofthis language

is dem onstrated by discussing experim entaldata in atm ospheric boundary

layerand on hom ogeneous-shearows.In Sect.7,we presentthe analysisof

anisotropy in DNS oftypicalstrongly anisotropic ows.Two cases are dis-

cussed in depth:channelowsand random Kolm ogorov ows,thelatterbeing

hom ogeneousowsstirred atthelargescales.Sect.8presentsasum m ary and

conclusions.Technicaldetailsarecollected in theappendices.
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2 H istoricalR eview :Isotropic Turbulence

In the�rsttwosectionswepresentahistoricalreview.W estartwith them odel

ofhom ogeneousisotropic turbulence,and then turn to previousattem ptsto

treattheoretically anisotropy in turbulence.

2.1 Hom ogeneousand Isotropic Turbulence

TheNavier-Stokesequationsforthevelocity �eld areinvarianttoallrotations:

@u(x;t)

@t
+ [u(x;t)� r ]u(x;t)= � r p(x;t)+ ��2u(x;t); (2)

r � u(x;t)= 0;

with p(x;t) and � being the pressure and kinem atic viscosity respectively.

Since the gradient and Laplacian operators are both rotationally invariant,

the rotation sym m etry ofthe equation can be broken only by anisotropic

forcing term soranisotropic boundary conditions.Rathernaturally then the

statisticaltheory ofturbulence was m ostly developed in the fram ework of

isotropic turbulence [2].The centralidea ofthis approxim ation is that the

statisticalaverageofanyfunctionofthevelocitycom ponentsinanycoordinate

system is unaltered ifthis coordinate system is rotated or reected in any

m anner.Theassum ption ofisotropywaswidelyadopted.In 1938,K�arm �an and

Howarth[3]usedittoexplorethesecond-andthird-ordercorrelation-functions

ofthevelocity�eld.Theiruseoftensornotationwasm oreelegantandcom pact

than thatused by Taylor.Itenabled them toderivesom econstraintson these

correlation functionsand expressthem in term sofa few scalarfunctions.For

exam ple,forthesecond-ordercorrelation-function in hom ogeneousturbulence

C
��(r;t)�

D
u
�(x + r;t)u�(x;t)

E
; (3)

they used therepresentation

C
��(r;t)= [f(r;t)� g(r;t)]̂r� r̂� + g(r;t)��� ; (4)

and then derived a lineardi�erentialrelation between f(r;t)and g(r;t)using

thesolenoidalcondition of@�C
��(r;t)= 0,

2f(r;t)� 2g(r;t)= � r
@f(r;t)

@r
:
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Thism eansthatunderthe assum ption ofisotropy,and using the solenoidal

condition,thesecond-ordercorrelation-function can bewritten in term sofone

scalarfunction instead ofnine.Sim ilarly,K�arm �an and Howarth analyzed the

third-ordercorrelation function by representing itasan isotropic tensorand

then reducing the num berofscalarfunctionsusing the solenoidalcondition.

They were also able to connectitto the second-ordercorrelation function in

decaying turbulence using the Navier-Stokes equations.These com putations

have since found their way into every standard text-book on the statistical

theory ofturbulence.

Them athem aticalrepresentation ofisotropicturbulencehasreached itsm ost

elegant and powerfulform in a paper by H.P.Robertson from 1940 [39].

Robertson provided a system atic way to representisotropictensorsusing the

theory ofinvariants.Forexam ple,to derive the generalrepresentation (4)in

thestationary caseusingRobertson’sm ethod,weconsiderthescalar function

C(a;b;r)� C
��(r)a�b� ;

with a and b being two arbitrary vectors.IfC ��(r)werean isotropictensor,

C(a;b;r)would preserveitsfunctionalform upon an arbitrary(sim ultaneous)

rotationofthethreevectorsr;a;b.Usinginvarianttheory,Robertson deduced

thatC(a;b;r)m ustbeafunction ofthesixpossiblescalarproducts(r� r),(r�

a),...and ofthedeterm inant[rab]� ����r
�a�b�.Additionally,by de�nition,

itm ustbeabilinearfunction ofa and b and thereforem usthavethefollowing

form :

C(a;b;r)= A(r)(r� a)(r � b)+ B (r)(a � b)+ C(r)[rab];

where A(r),B (r) and C(r) are arbitrary functions.Finally,recalling that

C(a;b;r)isthecontraction ofC ��(r)with a and b,we�nd that

C
��(r)= A(r)r�r� + B (r)��� + C(r)����r� :

Ifwe further dem and C ��(r) to be invariant to im proper rotations as well

(i.e.,rotations plus reections),we can drop the skew-sym m etric part ����,

thusretaining a representation which isequivalentto Eq.(4).

2.2 The 4/5 law in Isotropic Turbulence and itsGeneralization

By using the isotropic representation ofthe third-ordercorrelation function,

in 1941 Kolm ogorov proved the\four-�fth law" wellinside theinertialrange

ofa fully developed turbulence.Thislaw pertainsto thethird orderm om ent

oflongitudinalvelocity di�erences,statingthatin hom ogeneous,isotropicand

9



stationary turbulence,in thelim itofvanishing kinem aticviscosity � ! 0

D
[�ul(x;r;t)]

3
E
= �

4

5
��r ;

where�� isthem ean energy ux perunittim eand m ass,�� � � hjr�u�j
2i.The

fundam entalassum ption needed toderivethislaw istheso-called \dissipation

anom aly" which m eans thatthe dissipation is �nite in the lim it � ! 0.As

noted in [5],\this is one ofthe m ost im portant results in fully developed

turbulencebecauseitisboth exactand nontrivial.Itthusconstitutesakind of

‘boundarycondition’on theoriesofturbulence:such theories,tobeacceptable,

m ust either satisfy the four-�fth law,or explicitly violate the assum ptions

m adein deriving it".

To dem onstrate how isotropy helps in deriving this result,we present a re-

derivation in which we willobtain an additionalexactrelation thatappears

to have the sam e status as the four-�fth law,pertaining to hom ogeneous,

stationary and isotropicturbulencewith helicity [40,41].De�ningthevelocity

v(x;t)asv(x;t)� u(x;t)� huiweconsiderthesim ultaneous3rd ordertensor

correlation function which dependson two spacepoints:

J
�;�(r)�

D
v
�(x + r;t)v�(x;t)v(x;t)

E
: (5)

W e show thatin the lim it� ! 0,underthe sam e assum ption leading to the

fourth-�fth law,thiscorrelation function reads[41]

J
�;�(r)= �

��

10
(r��� + r

�
�� �

2

3
r
�
��)�

h

30
(����r

 + ���r
�)r� ; (6)

where ��� isthe Kroneckerdelta and ��� isthe fully antisym m etric tensor.

Thequantity h isthem ean dissipation ofhelicity perunitm assand tim e,

h � �
D
(r �

u
�)(r �[r � u]�)

E
;

whererepeated indicesaresum m ed upon.In thederivation below itassum ed

that h rem ains constant when � ! 0 in the sam e spirit ofthe dissipation

anom aly [42{44].The �rstterm in Eq.(6)isjustthe 4/5 law.The new part

ofresult (6) can be also displayed in a form that depends on h alone by

introducing the longitudinaland transverse partsofu:the longitudinalpart

isul� r(u � r)=r2 and the transverse partisut � u � ul.In term softhese

quantitieswecan presenta \two �fteenth law"

h[�ul(x;r;t)]� [ut(r + x;t)� ut(x;t)]i=
2

15
hr

2
: (7)

W enotethatthisresultholdsalso when wereplaceu by v everywhere.
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To derivetheresult(6)westartfrom thecorrelation function J�;�(r)which

issym m etric with respectto exchange oftheindices� and  asisclearfrom

thede�nition.In an isotropichom ogeneousm edium with helicity(noinversion

sym m etry),them ostgeneralform ofthisobjectis[41]:

J
�;�(r)= a1(r)[���r

 + ��r
� + ��r

�]+ ~a1(r)[���r
 + �l�r

� � 2��r
�]

+b2(r)[����r
 + ���r

�]r� + a3(r)[���r
 + ��r

� + ��r
� � 5r�r�r=r2]:

This generalrepresentation is invariant to the choice oforientation ofthe

coordinates.Notallthecoe�cientsareindependentforincom pressible ows.

Requiring @J�;�(r)=@r� = 0 leadsto two relationsam ong thecoe�cients:

� d

dr
+
5

r

�
a3(r)=

2

3

d

dr
[a1(r)+ ~a1(r)];

� d

dr
+
3

r

�
[5a1(r)� 4~a1(r)]= 0 :

Aswehavetwoconditionsrelatingthethreecoe�cientsa 1;~a1 and a3 only one

ofthem isindependent.Kolm ogorov’sderivation related therateofenergydis-

sipation tothevalueoftherem ainingunknown.Herethecoe�cientb 2 rem ains

undeterm ined by theincom pressibility constraint;itwillbedeterm ined by the

rateofhelicity dissipation.

Kolm ogorov’sderivation can beparaphrased in a sim ple m anner.Begin with

thesecond orderstructurefunction ~S(2)(r)� hju(x+ r)� u(x)j2i.Com puting

therateofchangeofthis(tim e-independent)function from theNavier-Stokes

equations(2)we�nd

0=
@~S(2)(r)

2@t
= � D(2)(r)� 2�� + �r2~S(2)(r); (8)

whereD (2)(r)stem sfrom thenonlinearterm (u� r )u and asaresultitconsists

ofa correlation function including a velocity derivative.The conservation of

energy allowsthederivativeto betaken outsidethecorrelation function:

D (2)(r)�
@

@r�
hu�(x;t)u�(x + r;t)[u�(x;t)� u

�(x + r;t)]i: (9)

In term softhefunction ofEq.(5)wecan write

D (2)(r)=
@

@r�

h
J
�;��(r;t)� J

�;��(� r;t)
i
: (10)

NotethatEq.(5)iswritten in term sofv ratherthan u,butusing theincom -

pressibility constraintwecan easily provethatEq.(9)can also beidentically
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written in term s ofv ratherthan u.W e proceed using Eq.(8)in Eq.(10),

and �nd

D (2)(r)= 2
@

@r�
r
�[5a1(r)+ 2~a1(r)]: (11)

Forrin theinertialinterval,and for� ! 0,wecan read from Eq.(8)D(2)(r)=

� 2�� and thereforehavethethird relation thatisneeded to solveallthethree

unknown coe�cients.A calculation leadsto

a1(r)= � 2��=45 ; ~a1 = � ��=18 ; a3 = 0 :

The choice ofthe structure function ~S2(r) leaves the coe�cient b 2(r) unde-

term ined,and anothercorrelation function isneeded in orderto rem edy the

situation.Sincethehelicity isu � [r � u],weseek acorrelation function which

isrelated to thehelicity ofeddysofscaleofr:

T
(2)(r)� h[u(r + x;t)� u(x;t)]� [r � u(x + r;t)� r � u(x;t)]i:

UsingtheNavier-Stokesequationstocom putetherateofchangeofthisquan-

tity we�nd

0=
@T(2)(r)

2@t
= � G

(2)(r)� 2h � �r2T(2)(r); (12)

which istheanalog of(8),and where

G
(2)(r)= fhu(x;t)� [rr � [u(x + r;t)� [rr � u(x + r;t)]]]ig

+ fterm r ! � rg : (13)

The conservation ofhelicity allows the extraction oftwo derivatives outside

thecorrelation functions.Theresultcan beexpressed in term softhede�nition

(5):

G
(2)(r)=

@

@R �

@

@r�
�����������[J

�;�(r)+ J
�;�(� r)]:

Substituting Eq.(8)we�nd

G
(2)(r)= 2

@2

@r�@r�
b2(r)[r

�
r
� � ���r

2];

which isthe analog ofEq.(11).Using Eq.(12)in the inertialintervalin the

lim it� ! 0 we�nd thedi�erentialequation

r
2
d2b2(r)

dr2
+ 9r

db2(r)

dr
+ 15b2(r)= �

h

2
:
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Thegeneralsolution ofthisequation isb2(r)= � h=30+ �1r
� 5+ �2r

� 3.Requir-

ing�nitesolutionsin thelim itr! 0m eansthat�1 = �2 = 0.Accordingly we

end up with Eq.(6).Them oralofthisexam ple isthateven in isotropic and

hom ogeneous system s there existsub-leading term s which can becom e dom i-

nantforspecially selected objectslike (7).Once anisotropy exists,there are

m any m ore (in fact in�nitely m any) sub-leading contributions that need to

beassessed carefully.Sim ilarresultsforslightly di�erentcorrelation functions

havealso been found in [45,46]

2.3 Kolm ogorov’sTheory for 2’nd,4’th,and Higher Order Structure Func-

tions

Unfortunately,theexactresultpertaining tothe3’rd orderstructurefunction

isratherunique.The m om entwe consider2’nd,4’th orhigherordercorrela-

tion functionsthereisnoexactresultforthescaling exponents.Kolm ogorov’s

1941 theory statesthat,forRe large enough,sm all-scales turbulent uctua-

tionsshould recoverisotropy and hom ogeneity (ifm easured farenough from

boundaries)and should possessuniversalscalingpropertiesdependingonly on

them ean energy ux,��.Forhom ogeneousand isotropicensem blesonede�nes

S
(n)(r)� h�un‘(x;r;t)i = (��r)

n

3 f
(n)(

r

L0

;
�

r
); (14)

where L0 and � are the integrallength scale and the viscous scale,respec-

tively.Thefunction f(n) issupposed to bewellbehaved in thelim itofin�nite

Reynoldsnum bersfor�xed separation,r:lim x;y! 0f
(n)(x;y)= const.In this

lim it,the celebrated K41 scaling prediction forstructure functionsin the in-

ertialrange,� � r� L0,follows:

S
(n)(r)� C

(n)(��r)�
(n)

; with �
(n) =

n

3
: (15)

In (15)theconstantsC (n) depend only on thelargescaleproperties.Because

ofstationarity,the m ean energy ux in Eq.(15)can be equally taken to be

them ean energy inputorthem ean energy dissipation.

Kolm ogorov’s theory goes beyond the scaling prediction (15).For exam ple,

any non-vanishing pth orderstructure functions,including purely transversal

and m ixed longitudinal-transversalvelocityincrem ents,m ustpossessthesam e

scaling exponents:

S
(n;m )(r)� h�un‘(r)�u

m
t (r)i� C

(n;m )(��r)
(n+ m )

3 ; (16)
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wherep= n + m ,�ut(r)� �u(r)� �u‘(r)̂r,and �ut(r)isoneofthecom po-

nentsofthetwo-dim ensionaltransversevelocity di�erence.Noticethatdueto

the assum ption ofisotropy,only even com binationsoftransversalincrem ent

in (16) have a non vanishing average.It is also not di�cult to extend the

K41 reasoningsto describealso correlation functionsattheviscousscales,i.e.

observablesbased on gradientsstatistics[47,48].

2.4 Experim entalDi�cultieswith the Isotropic Theory

On the whole,experim entaltestsofKolm ogorov’stheory ran into increasing

di�cultieswhen thedata wereanalyzed with greaterdetail.The�rstsystem -

atic attem pt to check the isotropic scaling (15) for high Re num ber turbu-

lence was[49].These authorsperform ed a high statisticaltestofK41 theory

by going beyond the usualtwo-point correlations.They m easured structure

functionsofhigherorder,reaching good evidence thatthere existanom alous

deviationsfrom thescaling exponents(15).Theirdata substantiate a power-

law behavior with �(n) 6= n=3.At that tim e,and for m any year later,the

situation wasvery controversialboth theoretically and experim entally.There

appeared m any claim sthatthe observed deviationswere due to sub-leading

�nite-Reynolds e�ects.One should notunderestim ate the di�culties ofget-

ting reliable estim atesofthe scaling exponents.First,one m ustexpect�nite

Reynoldsnum berscorrectionswhich m ay strongly reduce the inertialrange

where scaling laws are expected or introduce anisotropic corrections to the

isotropic K41 predictions.Both e�ectsare usually presentin allexperim ents

and num ericalsim ulations.Nowadays,state-of-the-artexperim entsofturbu-

lencein controlled geom etriesreach am axim um Renum bersm easured on the

gradient scales,�� 1 = hjr uji=hjuji,ofR � � 5000 where R� = �U

�
and U

isthe typicallarge scale velocity.In atm ospheric owsR � can be ashigh as

R � � 20000 butattheexpense ofhigh anisotropy.M orecom plex isthesitu-

ation ofDNS where thebestresolution everreached up to now is40963 [50],

corresponding to a R � � 1100.DNS allow a m inim ization ofthe anisotropic

corrections,by im plem enting periodicboundary conditionsand fully isotropic

forcing,som ething which isnotexperim entally feasible.However,alsoin DNS

thediscrete sym m etriesinduced by the�nitelattice-spacing do notallow for

perfectisotropicstatistics.W ethuseitherhavehigh-Reynolds-num bersexper-

im entswhich are strongly perturbed by anisotropic e�ects,orDNS isotropic

ow atm oderateReynoldsnum bers.Therefore,onehastofacetheproblem of

how to disentangleisotropicfrom anisotropicuctuationsand how to extract

inform ation on theasym ptoticscalingwith a�nite{often short{inertial-range

extension.Only recently,after m any experim entaland num ericalcon�rm a-

tionsofthe resultsof[49],the situation becam e clearer[51].W e m ay a�rm

now with som e degrees ofcertitude thatthe isotropic scaling exponents are

anom alous,the K41 prediction �(n)= n=3 iswrong,exceptforn = 3 which
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is�xed to be�(3)= 1 by theexact4=5law.M oreover,thepossibility to show

analytically the existence ofanom alous scaling in turbulent advection [24],

de�nitely elim inated those argum entssupporting the im possibility to have a

Re-independentanom alousscaling in any hydrodynam icsystem .From a phe-

nom enologicalpoint of view,it is easy to extend the K41 theory such as

to include anom alous scaling.Already Kolm ogorov noticed,after Landau’s

criticism in 1962,that itis unrealistic to expect the isotropic inertialrange

uctuations to depend only on the m ean energy dissipation,��.Kolm ogorov

proposed in 1962 [52]to em ploy the coarse-grained energy dissipation overa

box ofsizer,

~�(r;x)=
1

r3

Z

jyj< r

dy��(x + y); (17)

to m atch the correctdim ensionsofstructure functionsin (14),the so-called

Re�ned Kolm ogorov Hypothesis:

S
(n)(r)= C

(n)h~�
n

3 (r)ir
n

3 : (18)

Thishypothesisconnectsthedeviation from theK41prediction,�(n)� n=3=

�(n=3),to the anom alous scaling ofthe coarse-grained energy dissipation :

h~�
n

3 (r)i� r� (n=3).Anom alousscaling ofisotropicstructure functionsisthere-

foreconnected to the m ultifractalpropertiesofthe three dim ensionalenergy

dissipation �eld [5].Itshould benoted howeverthattheRe�ned Kolm ogorov

Hypothesis related inertialrange scaling to scaling ofdissipative quantities,

and delicateissuesconnected tosm alldistanceexpansionsand fusion rulesare

being disregarded here[53,54].Atany rate,therelation presented by Eq.(18)

did notadvance the calculation ofthe scaling exponents beyond crude phe-

nom enology.

2.5 Persistence ofAnisotropies

A centralissueofK41 phenom enology istheassum ption ofreturn-to-isotropy

forsm allerand sm allerscales.Recently thisassum ption had been putto test

in experim ents and sim ulations [10,21,35,55].A usefulexperim entalset-up

to testthereturn to isotropy isa hom ogeneousshearow [6]wherethelarge-

scale m ean-velocity has a linear pro�le:V = (V0y;0;0).The shear is given

by Sij = @iVj = �iy�jxV0.W e thushave a hom ogeneousbutanisotropic ow,

close to the idealcase for studying the inuence oflarge scale anisotropies

on the sm allscale statistics.\Sm allscales" are de�ned here in com parison

to the characteristic shear length,LS = ��1=3=S;forr � LS we m ay expect

thatanisotropicuctuationsaresub-leadingwith respecttotheisotropicones.
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Thecaser� LS isofinterestin situationswheretheshearisvery intense,as

very close to the wallsin bounded ows.In such caseswe expecta dram atic

change from the K41 phenom enology [16,18,19].Fortunately,it is not that

di�cult to design experim ents or DNS possessing an alm ost perfect linear

pro�lewith hom ogeneousshear[7,16,21,55].A popularwaytom easuresm all-

scalesanisotropiesistofocusontheRedependenceofisotropicandanisotropic

statisticalobservables builtin term sofvelocity gradients.Forexam ple,due

to the sym m etriesofthe m ean ow,gradientsofthe stream -wise com ponent

in the sheardirection,@yux,m ay have a skewed distribution only due to the

anisotropic uctuations;they have a sym m etric PDF in a perfectly isotropic

ow.A naturalm easureoftheresidualanisotropy atsm allscalesasafunction

ofReisthem ixed generalized skewnessbased on gradients:

M
(2n+ 1)(R �)

h(@yux)
2n+ 1i

h(@yux)
2i

2n+ 1

2

: (19)

These objects vanish in isotropic ensem bles. Of course,at �nite Reynolds

num bersone expectsthatthe large-scale anisotropy introduced by the shear

stillrem ains,even on thegradientscale.Therefore,therateofdecay of(19)as

a function ofReisa quantitativeindication oftherateofdecay ofanisotropy

atsm allscales.In thenextsection wereview Lum ley’sdim ensionalargum ents

[8]foranisotropicuctuations,which predicts:

M
(2n+ 1)(R �)� R

�
1

2

� ; 8 n: (20)

In fact,both num erical[20,21](atlow Reynoldsnum bers)and experim ental

tests (up to R � � 1000) showed a clear disagreem ent with the dim ensional

prediction (20).For exam ple in [7]the authors quote a decay in agreem ent

with the prediction forM (3)(R �),an alm ostconstantbehaviorasa function

ofReforthe�fth order,M (5)(R �)� O (1)and an increasingbehaviorforthe

seventh orderM (7)(R �)� R
+ 0:63
� !These resultshave casta severe doubton

thefundam entalassum ption oftheK41theory.Sim ilarresults,with even m ore

strikingcontradictionswith thehypothesisofthereturn-to-isotropy,havebeen

m easured in theproblem ofpassivescalaructuations,� = T � hTi,advected

by an isotropic velocity �eld in the presence ofa m ean hom ogeneous scalar

gradient,r hTi= (g;0;0).The equation ofm otionsforthe passive advected

�eld in thiscaseare:

@t� + u � r � = gux + �@
2
�:

Both experim entaland num ericaldata show a strong disagreem entwith the

prediction thatgeneralized skewnessoftem peraturegradientsbecom essm aller

upon increasing Reynoldsand Pecletnum bers[56{61].
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W e willshow below how the analysisbased on SO(3)decom position and its

theoreticalconsequencessettlesthispuzzleofstrongpersistenceofanisotropies

[35].In fact,contrary to whatappears,the K41 phenom enology with itsas-

sum ption ofreturn-to-isotropy and the above experim entalresultsare notat

allin contradiction (seesection 6.2.1).

2.6 Longitudinaland TransversalIsotropic Structure Functions

Anotherdebated issue concerning theK41 phenom enology and itsm ultifrac-

talgeneralization (18) has to do with the observed discrepancies between

the scaling properties oflongitudinal,transversal,and m ixed longitudinal-

transversalstructure functionsin (supposedly)isotropic fully developed tur-

bulence[30,62{65].Aspreviously stated,K41 theory,forisotropicows,pre-

dicts the sam e scaling behavior,in the lim itofhigh Re,independent ofthe

Cartesian com ponents ofthe velocity increm ents in the structure functions.

Fora given orderp = m + n only prefactorsin (16)m ay depend on the par-

ticularchoice ofn and m .Letusdenote with �(n;m ) the scaling exponentof

the m ixed structure function (16)m ade ofn longitudinalincrem ents and of

m transversalincrem entsin a isotropicensem ble:

S
(n;m )(r)� C

(n;m )
r
�(n;m )

:

For p < 4 the issue does not exist;due to the incom pressibility constraint

allsecond and third orderlongitudinalortransversalstructurefunctionshave

the sam e scaling in a isotropic ensem ble.For p > 3 m any experim ents and

num ericalsim ulationsfound that�(n;m ) < �(n
0;m 0) ifn < n0and m > m 0when

n+ m = n0+ m 0.Itappearsthatwith increasingm thescalingexponentsreduce

(the signalism ore interm ittent).The largestdi�erence fora structure func-

tion oforderp isthereforeachieved when wecom parethepurely longitudinal

scaling �(p;0) with the purely transversalscaling �(0;p).Other experim en-

taldata suggests the possibility ofa slow tendency ofthe longitudinaland

transversalscaling exponentsto coalesceforincreasing Re[66{68].

W e willargue below that the experim entalm easurem ents ofdi�erent expo-

nentsstem sfrom anisotropiccorrectionsthata�ectdi�erentlythelongitudinal

and transverse com ponents.In otherwords,by notrem oving the anisotropic

contributions,one cannot expect pure power-law behavior.The situation is

m orecom plex fortheanalysisofdata from DNS.There,onem ay im plem ent

highly isotropic forcing and boundary conditions,such that in m ost cases

any residualanisotropic e�ectsm ay safely beneglected even atm oderate Re

num bers.On the otherhand,state-of-the-artnum ericalsim ulations are still

strongly lim ited in the m axim um Re achievable.Only very recently reliable

datawith high-statisticsbecam eavailableatresolution 10243 [64],whilem ost

ofthepreviousDNS wherelim ited tolowerresolutions.Atresolution of10243
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one reaches a m oderate R � � 400,farbelow m any experim ents.Because of

the consequentlim ited extension ofthe inertialrange,such DNS did notre-

solve the puzzle oflongitudinalvstransversalscaling.The num ericalresults

oscillate between evidence for di�erent scaling properties and for its oppo-

site[62,64,69{71].Theissueiscom plicated by thefactthatlongitudinaland

transversalstructurefunctionspossessdi�erent�niteRee�ects.Forexam ple,

in [64]it was shown that structure functions ofdi�erent order have di�er-

entdependence on the viscous cut-o�;thisintroduces am biguity in de�ning

a com m on inertialrangewhere powerlaw isexpected.W ethuspropose that

untilhigh resolution isotropicm easurem entsbecam eavailable,allevidencefor

di�erentscaling exponentsforlongitudinaland transversestructurefunctions

should beconsidered with suspicion.

2.7 Position DependentScaling Exponents

In som einhom ogeneoussim ulationsand experim entsitwasclaim ed thatthe

m easured scalingexponentsdepended on thepointofm easurem entwithin the

ow dom ain [9,18,19,72{74].Iftrue,such �nding would deala death blow

to the idea ofuniversality ofthe scaling exponents in turbulence.It should

be stressed that in allthe exam ples where such �ndings were reported the

ow contained strong anisotropicand inhom ogeneouscom ponentsand/orthe

scaling range was not su�cient to actually present direct log-log plots for

the structure functions vs.r.In som e ofthese cases,scaling was extracted

by using the m ethod called \Extended SelfSim ilarity" (ESS)[51];theuse of

thism ethod can be dangerousin presence ofanisotropic and inhom ogeneous

e�ects.W heneverstronganisotropiesarepresentonehastodistinguish am ong

two scaling ranges.Atscaleslargerthan theshearlength,theenergy cascade

m echanism oftheKolm ogorov theory isoverwhelm ed by shearing e�ects[16,

19].Only forscalessm allerthan theshearlength the m eaning ofanisotropic

correctionsto theisotropicK41 scaling theory iswellposed.W earguebelow

that the reported position-dependent isotropic exponents in the latter case

stem from anisotropic com ponents which appear with di�erent am plitudes

atdi�erentpointsin theow.Thedi�erent\exponents" thatwerem easured

werenotrealexponentsbuttheresultofacrossoverbetween theisotropicand

anisotropic corrections.Once the data is projected onto the isotropic sector

theleading exponentsbecom eposition independentasexpected.
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3 H istoricalR eview :A ttem pts at A nisotropy

3.1 Bachelor’sApproach

The �rstsystem atic approach to anisotropy in turbulence wassuggested by

G.K.Batchelorin 1946 [75].Batchelordid notattem ptto describethem ost

generalform ofanisotropy in turbulence,butinstead con�ned him selfto the

easiercaseofaxisym m etric turbulence.In axisym m etric turbulence them ean

valueofany function ofthevelocity �eld and itsderivativesisinvariantto all

rotationsoftheaxesin agiven direction.Therefore,theanisotropy in axisym -

m etric turbulence is induced by a single direction in space.W e denote this

sym m etry axisby theunitvectorn.Being theeasiestcaseofanisotropictur-

bulence,axisym m etricturbulencewasthem ain m odelforstudyinganisotropy

in subsequentyears.

Batchelorused the invarianttheory in orderto take the anisotropy vectorn

intoaccountinthetensorrepresentations.Hism ethodissim ple:addthevector

n to thelistofvectorsin Robertson’sm ethod.Forexam ple,supposewewish

to construct an axisym m etric representation ofthe second-order correlation

function C ��(r)de�ned in (3).Then,justasin the isotropic case,we create

a scalarfunction by contracting thetwo indicesofC ��(r)with two arbitrary

vector a and b,with the di�erence that now we assum e that the resultant

scalarfunction dependson the unitvectorn aswellason the othervectors

r,a and b.W e therefore look for an invariant representation ofthe scalar

function C(r;n;a;b),which depends only on the di�erent scalar products

r � r,r � n,r � a ,...and the variousdeterm inants[rna],[rnb],...Forsom e

reason,Batchelordecided to ignoretheskew-sym m etric partsand considered

onlythescalarproducts.UsingthefactthatC(r;n;a;b)isabilinearfunction

ofa and b,Batchelorfound that

C
��(r)= Ar

�
r
� + B �

�� + Cn
�
n
� + D n

�
r
� + E r

�
n
�
;

whereA;B ;C;D ;E arefunctionsoftheam plituderand ofthescalarproduct

r̂ � n.Noticethatin thisexpansion thenum berofunknownshasgrown from

two to �ve with respectto the isotropic expansion.Itwould have been nine,

had we taken the skew-sym m etric parts into account.Indeed,a prom inent

characteristicofanisotropicrepresentationsisthatthey arefarm orecom plex

than theirisotropiccounterparts.

Using thissortofrepresentations,Batchelorwasable to generalize K�arm �an-

Howarth resultsto the case ofaxisym m etric turbulence.Thatis,afterrepre-

sentingthesecond-and third-ordercorrelation-functionsin term soffew scalar

functions,Batchelorused thesolenoidalcondition and theNavier-Stokesequa-

tionsto derivesom elineardi�erentialrelationsam ong them .
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3.2 Chandrasekharand Lindborg’sApproaches

A som ewhatm oreelegantapproach to axisym m etricturbulencewaso�ered a

few yearslaterby S.Chandrasekhar[76].Chandrasekhar’streatm entissim -

ilar to Batchelor’s in following Robertson’s work [39].Chandrasekhar took

advantage ofthe skew-sym m etric tensor���� forcreating a representation of

solenoidalaxisym m etric tensors.Henoticed thatthecurlofan axisym m etric

tensor autom atically satis�es the solenoidalcondition.Therefore,by repre-

senting thesecond-and third-correlation-functionsasa curlofauxiliary ten-

sors,Chandrasekhar autom atically solved the solenoidalequations,and was

leftwith the dynam icalequations(which arederived from the Navier-Stokes

equation) only.Chandrasekhar’s dynam icalequations are considerably sim -

plerthan thoseofBatchelor.Nevertheless,they arestillvery com plicated and

this,perhaps,explains why there wasno seriousattem ptto continue Chan-

drasekhar’swork in subsequentyears.

In1995therewasanotherattem pttoform ulatethekinem aticsofhom ogeneous

axisym m etricturbulencein [77].Therepresentation in thispaperwas\exper-

im entally oriented",in thesensethatthescalarfunctionsthatareused can be

m easured directlyin experim ent.Toaccom plish that,onede�nestwoauxiliary

unitvectors(thatwere also used in [78]):e1(r)� n � r=jn � rj; e2(r)�

e1(r)� n .Thetriplet(n;e1;e2)isan orthonorm albasisofR
3.Butsince it

ism ade outofr and n using invariantoperations(i.e.,vectorialproducts),

itisinvariantto sim ultaneous rotationsofr and n,and thusitisinvariant

to rotationsofr alonearound n (because in these rotationsn rem ains�xed

anyhow).Therefore any tensorthatisbuiltfrom these unitvectorsand the

products r � r,r � n is necessarily an axisym m etric tensor.Forexam ple,in

orderto representthesecond-ordercorrelation-function C ��(r),onewrites

C
��(r)= R 1n

�
n
� + R 2e

�
2
e
�

2 + R 3e
�
1
e
�

1 + R 4[n
�
e
�

2 + n
�
e
�
2
]

+ Q 1[n
�
e
�

1 + n
�
e
�
1]+ Q 2[e

�
2e

�

1 + e
�

2e
�
1];

wherethesix scalarfunctionsR 1;:::;R 4 and Q 1;Q 2 arefunctionsof� � r� n

and � � jr� nj.Noticethatthisrepresentation takesinto accounttheskew-

sym m etric partofC ��(r)using thescalarfunctionsQ 1 and Q 2.

The m ajoradvantage in thisrepresentation isthatthe scalarfunctionshave

an im m ediate interpretation in term sofm easurable quantities.W ith respect

to theexam pleabove,if(u;v;w)arethevelocity com ponentsin thedirection

of(n;e2;e1)respectively,then duetotheorthonorm ality oftriplet(n;e2;e1),

weget

R 1 = hu(x)u(x + r)i ; R 2 = hv(x)v(x + r)i ;
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R 3 = hw(x)w(x + r)i ; R 4 = hu(x)v(x + r)i ;

Q 1 = hu(x)w(x + r)i ; Q 2 = hv(x)w(x + r)i :

Next one uses the solenoidalcondition to derive linear di�erentialrelations

between thescalarfunctions.Onecan alsoconsiderthetriplecorrelation func-

tion and the velocity-pressure correlation function in the very sam e m ethod.

Thisway one derivesa representation forthe dynam icalequation ofC ��(r).

M athem aticallyspeaking,thisrepresentation isnobetterthanBatchelor’srep-

resentation,and m ay even beconsidered worsethan Chandrasekhar’s.Thisis

because there isno reduction in the num berofscalarfunctionsand there is

no sim pli�cation in theresulting equations.Them otivation forthisrepresen-

tation isexperim entalwithoutcom pelling physicalorm athem aticalcontents.

3.3 Case Speci�c Approaches

Theabovem entioned workscan beviewed assystem aticattem ptstodealwith

the problem ofanisotropic turbulence,where a generalm ethod to describe

the anisotropic (or,m ore exactly,axisym m etric) quantities in turbulence is

suggested.In thatrespectthey di�erfrom m ostresearch thatfollowed on the

subject,which wasusually con�ned toaparticularm odeloraspeci�cproblem

related to anisotropy.

3.3.1 Tem poralReturn to Isotropy

One such problem is the tem poralreturn to isotropy in which one tries to

understand the m echanism s that drive a decaying turbulence which is ini-

tially anisotropic into being statistically isotropic.Asin the worksofBatch-

elor and Chandrasekhar,the statistics was usually assum ed to be spatially

hom ogeneous to sim plify the problem .The theoreticalattem pts to explain

this phenom enon can be roughly divided into two groups.The �rst group,

which wasinitiated by Rotta [79]in 1951,consistsofattem ptsto m odelthe

decay ofanisotropy using one-pointclosures.In thatfram ework,one usually

considersthe dynam icalequation ofthe Reynoldsstress,which isthe sam e-

point correlation-function ofthe velocity �eld C ��(t) �
D
u�(x;t)u�(x;t)

E
:

In a hom ogeneous,decaying turbulence,thiscorrelation obeysthe following

equation

@tC
�� = � ����� �

2

3
����� ;

with

����� �
D
u
�
@
�
p
E
+
D
u
�
@
�
p
E
+ 2

�

�
D
@�u

�
@
�
u
�
E
�
1

3
�����

�

: (21)

21



NoticethatC �� isasecond-rankr-independenttensorthatcontainsanisotropic

part(which isitstrace)and an anisotropic(traceless)part.Thisexplainsthe

m otivation behind the de�nition of���,which is to capture the anisotropic

part ofthe decay rate ofC ��.To solve Eq.(21),one m ust m odelthe ���

tensor.Usually thishasbeen doneon a phenom enologicalbasis.A system atic

treatm entto thisproblem waso�ered by in [80].In thatpaper,the authors

suggested that��� should depend on tim e im plicitly through C ��,�� and �.

Additionally,since ��� isa dim ensionlesstensor,itm ustdepend only on di-

m ensionlessparam eters.Therearesix such independentdim ensionlessquanti-

ties.Theauthorschosetorepresentthem in away which isolatestheproperty

ofanisotropy from otherproperties,and form thetensor

b
�� � C

��
=q

2 �
1

3
�
��

; q
2 = C

�� =
D
u
2(x)

E
:

The tensor b�� is proportionalto the anisotropic,traceless partofC �� and

hencecontains�veindependentcom ponents.Itisoftendenotedasthe\Reynolds

stressanisotropy" orsim ply asthe \anisotropy tensor".Thistensorhasbe-

com e a centralm easure for anisotropy in turbulence and has been used ex-

tensively in experim entaland num ericalanalysisofanisotropy in turbulence.

The sixth com ponentwasde�ned to be proportionalto the isotropic partof

C �� (the energy)by R l �
q4

9���
.W ith these dim ensionless quantities,��� can

be written as ��� = ���(b;R l).They further sim pli�ed that expression by

noticing thatif��� dependssolely on b and R l then itm ustdepend on them

in an isotropic m anner,since any anisotropic dependence necessarily m eans

that��� also dependson theboundary conditions.To representthisisotropic

dependence explicitly,they used theinvarianttheory [81]and introduced the

second-and third-principal-invariantsofthetracelesstensorb:

II � Tr[b
2
]; III � Tr[b

3
]:

According to theinvarianttheory,��� can bem ostgenerally written as

�
�� = �(II;III;Rl)b

�� + (II;III;Rl)
h
b
��
b
�� �

1

3
II�

��
i
; (22)

andtheproblem isreduced todeterm iningthefunctionalform of�(II;III;Rl)

and (II;II;Rl).Based on thisform alism ,therehavebeen m any attem ptsto

m odelthe functions�(II;III;Rl)and (II;III;Rl)to m atch experim ental

results[82].Forexam ple,Rotta’sm odelisconsidered a linearm odelforthe

anisotropy decay becauseheused

�(II;III;Rj)= C1 � 3:0 ; (II;III;Rj)= 0 :

Consequently,thedecay oftheanisotropy tensorisgiven by

@tb
�� = � (��=q2)(C1 � 2)b��
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which isalinearequation in b��,provided thattheisotropicquantities��;q2 are

independentofb��.Thissortofequation predictsthatb��(t)isproportional

tob��(t= 0)and thatevery com ponentofthetensordecaysatthesam erate.

Experim entally howeverlinearity isnotsupported.Forexam ple,ithasbeen

observed experim entally thatthereturn toisotropy isrelatively rapid,atleast

atthe beginning ofthe process,when the invariantIII isnegative,whereas

thereturn to isotropy isfairly slow in thecasewheretheinvariantispositive

[83].

The otherline ofresearch thatwasused to study the problem ofthe return-

to-isotropyconsistsofattem ptstom odelthedecay with two-pointclosures.In

these m odelsone considersthe di�erentcorrelation functionsofthe velocity

�eld acrossa separation vectorr,instead ofusing thesam e-pointcorrelations

asin theone-pointclosures.Them athem aticalstructurehereisusually m uch

m orecom plicated than thatoftheone-pointclosures,butin return,thetwo-

pointsm odelsoften providea deeperunderstanding ofthephysicsinvolved.

Anim portantexam pleforsuch am odelisgiven by[78].Inthisworktheauthor

used thedirect-interaction approxim ation (DIA)[84]to study thedecay ofan

axisym m etric turbulence into isotropy.The DIA is a well-known truncation

ofthe renorm alized perturbation theory forturbulence.The perturbation is

donein theinteraction strength param eter(which issetto unity in theend),

and is truncated at the second-order -i.e.,at the direct-interaction term s.

The calculationsaredonein Fourierspace.They resultin two coupled equa-

tionsforthetim eevolution ofthetwo-tim e,second-ordercorrelation-function

C ��(k;t;t0)�
D
u�(k;t)u�(� k;t0)

E
andtheresponsefunction G ��(k;t;t0).The

latter is de�ned as the average ofthe change in the velocity �eld at tim e t

asa resultofan in�nitesim alchange in theforcing attim e t0.The equations

forC ��(k;t;t0)and G ��(k;t;t0)determ inetheirtim eevolution.They arenon-

linear,nonlocalintegro-di�erentialequations and are therefore very hard to

dealwith.In the isotropic case the equationscan be considerably sim pli�ed

by noting thatboth C ��(k;t;t0)and G ��(k;t;t0)m ustsatisfy the solenoidal

condition,which in Fourierspace m eansthatboth tensorsm ustvanish once

wecontractany oftheirindiceswith thevectork.Itiseasy to seethatunder

such a condition,C ��(k;t;t0)and G ��(k;t;t0)can berepresented in term sof

onescalarfunction:

C
��(k;t;t0)= c(k;t;t0)D ��(̂k); G

��(k;t;t0)= g(k;t;t0)D ��(̂k); (23)

where

D
��(̂k)� �

�� � k̂
�
k̂
�
: (24)
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W hen turning to the axisym m etric case,the representation of the tensors

becom e m uch m ore com plex.Instead ofone scalar function foreach tensor,

two functions m ust be used corresponding to the two scalar functions that

whereused by Batchelor[75]and Chandrasekhar[76]to describethesecond-

ordercorrelation-function in realspace.Oneusestheseparating vectork and

theanisotropy unit-vectorn to createtwo unitvectorswhich areorthogonal

to k:

e1(k)
def
= k � n=jk � nj; e2(k)

def
= k � (k � n)=jk � (k � n)j: (25)

W ith thesevectors,C ��(k;t;t0)waswritten as

C
��(k;t;t0)= c1(k;t;t

0)e�
1
e
�

1 + c2(k;t;t
0)e�

2
e
�

2 ; (26)

and G ��(k;t;t0)waswritten in asim ilarwayusingthefunctionsg1(k;t;t
0)and

g2(k;t;t
0).Toparam eterizetheangulardependenceofthescalarfunctions,one

expandsthefourscalarfunctionsin term sofLegendrepolynom ials,

ci(k;t;t
0)=

X

j

ci;j(k;t;t
0)Pj(̂k � n); gi(k;t;t

0)=
X

j

gi;j(k;t;t
0)Pj(̂k � n);

obtaining an in�nite setofcoupled equationsforthe in�nite setoffunctions

ci;j(k;t;t
0)and gi;j(k;t;t

0).Theseequationsweresolved num ericallyaftertrun-

catingallthej> 0partoftheexpansion.Doingso,one�ndsthetim eevolution

ofci;0(k;t;t
0)and gi;0(k;t;t

0)and connects them to the physicalobservables

oftheone-pointclosures,such asRotta’sconstant.Theconclusions(partially

num ericaland partially obtained after a long series ofuncontrolled approx-

im ations) were that the return-to-isotropy is m uch stronger at sm allscales

(largek)and thatin som eclassesofinitialconditions,thereturn-to-isotropy

isindeed a linearphenom enon.

Thiscalculation wassoon revised in [85].In thispaper,theauthorscom pared

theDIA calculation totheresultsofanum ericalsim ulation ofahom ogeneous

and axisym m etric turbulence.Thistim e,however,the Legendre polynom ials

expansion in the DIA calculation was extended to include also the j = 2

com ponents.TheirconclusionswerethattheDIA calculationthatincluded the

j= 2partswerein agoodagreem entwith thenum ericalsim ulation,especially

the j= 0 parts,provided thatthe initialanisotropy wassm all.Additionally,

the authors found that the previous calculation [78],which considered the

j = 0 part only,was quite inadequate to describe the process ofreturn-to-

isotropy -even in thecaseofweak anisotropy.

Otherattem ptstostudy theproblem ofreturn-to-isotropy in an axisym m etric

turbulence used two-point closures.Forexam ple,eddy-dam ped quasinorm al

M arkovian approxim ation (EDQNM )[86,87]have been used in [88].In this
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closure schem e,one approxim atesthe fourth ordercum ulantsofthe velocity

�eld byalineardam pingterm ofthethird-ordercorrelation-function oftheve-

locity �eld (theeddy dum ping).Additionally,a \M arkov" assum ption isused

thatallowsonetointegratethehistory integralin theequationsand retain an

equation forthesam etim e second-ordercorrelation-function C ��(k;t).Asin

theDIA m odel,thisequation isform ulated in Fourierspaceand isboth non-

linearand nonlocal.To param eterizetheaxisym m etriccorrelation function in

Fourierspace,theauthorsused thefollowing representation

C
��(k;t)=

1

4�k2
[D ��(̂k)E (k;�;t)+ n

�
n
�
D

��(̂k)D ��(̂k)F(k;�;t)];

where here � � k � n and D��(̂k)isde�ned in Eq.(24).Thisrepresentation

incorporatesthe solenoidality condition and ism ore elegantthan (26)in the

sense thatthe isotropic case isvery easily recovered once we setF(k;�;t)=

0 and let E (k;�;t) becom e �-independent.Plugging this expansion to the

dynam ical equation of C ��(k;t), the authors obtained two coupled equa-

tionsforE (k;�;t)and F(k;�;t)which they solved num erically for\m edium "

and \strong" anisotropic initialconditions.Theirresultsindicate thatin the

m edium anisotropy cases,Rotta’sconstantapproachesa constantofthe or-

der ofunity,qualitatively agreeing with Rotta’sm odeland with the results

[78].On theotherhand,in thestrong anisotropy case thisconstantdoesnot

show any saturation,indicating the failure ofRotta’s m odel.Additionally,

their results support the idea thatthe decay isotropy strengthens when the

III invariantisnegative.

3.4 Dim ensionalAnalysisin the Presence ofStrong Shear

An im portantdiscussion ofthee�ectsofstrong shearon theenergy spectrum

waspresented in [8].In thispapertheauthorincluded anisotropiccorrections

in to the K41 fram ework extending the phenom enologicaldim ensionalrea-

sonings leading to (14).He considered the dependence on anisotropic m ean

observables,like the large-scale Shear proportionalto the large-scale m ean

gradient:S / @hV i:

S
(n)(r)= (��r)

n

3 f
(n)(

r

L0

;
�

r
;S):

By furtherassum ing thatanisotropic correctionsare \sm all" and analytic in

theintensity oftheshearS,heproposed thefollowingform fortheanisotropic

correction to the isotropic two-pointlongitudinalstructure functions,in the

inertialrange[8]:

S
(2)(r)� C

(2)(��r)
2

3 + D
(2)(̂r)Sr

4

3 (27)
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wherethecoe�cientD (2((̂r)takesinto accountthedependence on thedirec-

tion r̂ in theanisotropicterm .The counterpartof(27)forthespectrum and

co-spectrum in Fourierspaceis:

hk2ui(k)ul(� k)i� k
�

5

3(�il�
kikl

k2
)+ A ilk

�
7

3 (28)

where the �rstterm on the RHS isthe isotropic K41 scaling and the second

term istheanisotropiccontribution with A ilbeing a tracelessm atrix depend-

ing on thedetailsofthelargescaleshear.

In the past,m ost ofthe m easurem ents ofthe anisotropic contributions to

S(2)(r) concentrated on the Fourier representation (28),[9,11,12,89].In [9]

theauthorsshowed thattheprediction (27 28)iswellveri�ed in a wind tun-

nelow.Later,m any otherexperim entshavecon�rm ed thisresultin di�erent

experim entalsituations(seeforexam pletherecentresultsforan hom ogeneous

shearin [7]).Only recently,a m ore extensive study ofanisotropieshasbeen

carried out,considering also higherorderstatisticalobjects[7,10,29,30].The

situation becam e im m ediately less clear:the prediction (28) is not the end

ofthe story (see below the section on anom alousscaling foranisotropic uc-

tuations).W e show laterthatin the jargon ofthe SO(3)decom position the

anisotropicpartofaspherically averaged and solenoidalsecond-rank tensoris

m adefrom j= 2 contribution only,forthisreason thedim ensionalanalysisis

often viewed aspredicting a 4=3 exponentforthej= 2 sectorofthesecond-

orderstructure function.Thisresult waslaterderived by severalauthorsin

term sofClebsch variables,butagain by dim ensionalreasoning [90{92].An-

other,m ore system atic attem ptto derive the scaling behaviorofthe second

orderstructurefunction in a weakly anisotropicturbulentow waspresented

in [93]within a variable scale m ean �eld theory.In that paper the authors

reached the conclusion thatallanisotropic contribution to the second order

structure function m ustscale � r4=3.To reach thisresultthe authorshad to

sim plify the tensorialstructure oftheequationsforthe second ordercorrela-

tion functions;wearguebelow thatthisuncontrolled sim pli�cation biased the

estim ateoftheanisotropicexponents.

4 T he M odern A pproach to A nisotropy

In thepast10years,thesubjectofanom alousscalingin turbulencehasgained

a greatdealofattention,asitbecam e m ore and m ore accepted thatin the

in�niteRelim it,thescalingexponentsofthestructurefunctionsin theinertial

rangedo notconform with theclassicalprediction oftheKolm ogorov theory.

The num ericalvaluesofthese exponents,aswellasthe physicalm echanism

which is responsible for the anom alous scaling,have been the target ofan

extensive experim ental,num erical,and theoreticalresearch.

26



On thetheoreticalside,im portantprogresswasm adebystudyingKraichnan’s

m odelofpassive scalaradvection [94].Thism odeldescribestheadvection of

a passive scalar �eld by a synthetic,solenoidalvelocity �eld with a Gaus-

sian,white-in-tim e statistics.The linearity ofthe equations for the passive

scalar�eld and the white-in-tim e statisticsofthe velocity �eld m ake itpos-

sible to write down a closed set ofequations for the sam e-tim e correlation

functions ofthe passive scalar [94].In [95,96],it was shown that the solu-

tion ofthese equationscan lead to anom alousscaling.The key pointisthat

the hom ogeneous solutions ofthese equations are scale invariant with non-

trivialanom alousscaling exponents,which aredi�erentfrom thedim ensional

scaling exponents that characterize the inhom ogeneous,\forced" solutions.

Being usually sm allerthan the dim ensionalscaling exponent,the anom alous

exponentsdom inatethesm allscalesstatisticsofthepassive scalar�eld.The

hom ogeneoussolutionsare com m only referred to as\zero m odes",and have

been calculated to �rstorderperturbatively in refs.[95,96]forthefourth or-

derstructure function and foralleven structure functionsin ref.[97].Exact

com puter assisted calculations ofthe exponents ofthe third orderstructure

functionswerepresented in [98].Besidessuggesting an elegantm echanism for

anom alousscaling,Kraichnan’sm odelalso provided an exam plein which the

scaling ofthe anisotropic parts ofstructure functions is di�erent from the

isotropicscaling.In thepaper[99]itwasshown how such athing can happen,

by expanding thesecond-orderstructurefunction ofthepassive�eld in term s

ofsphericalharm onics Yj;m (̂r).It was found that this expansion leads to a

set ofdecoupled j-dependent equations for the expansion prefactors.These

equationscan be easily solved by a powerlaw whose exponentisan increas-

ing function ofj.These exponents are universalin the sense that they are

independentoftheforcing and boundary conditions.

The authorsin [99]also noticed thatthe factthatthe anisotropic exponents

are higher than the isotropic exponent neatly explains the isotropization of

thestatisticsassm allerand sm allerscalesareprobed.Based on thisexam ple,

it was suggested in [100]that a sim ilar m echanism m ay exist in a Navier-

Stokesturbulence.Theauthorsexpanded thesecond-orderstructurefunction

in term sofsphericalharm onics

S
(2)(r)=

X

j;m

S
(2)

jm (r)Yjm (̂r); (29)

and argued thatin thecaseofweak anisotropy,onecan linearizetheequations

forthe anisotropic correctionsofthe second-orderstructure function around

the isotropic solution.In such a case,the kernelofthe linearized equation

isinvariantunderrotations(isotropic),and asa resultthe equationsforthe

di�erent (j;m ) com ponents decouple,and are m -independent -m uch as in

the case ofthe second-order structure function in Kraichnan’s m odel.In a
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scale-invariantsituation,thisleadsto anisotropic,j-dependentexponents

S
(2)

jm (r)� (��r)2=3
�
r

L

� �j
� r

�
(2)

j :

Ifoneacceptsthathom ogeneousturbulence enjoysuniversalstatisticsin the

inertialrange,then thekerneloftheabovelinearized equation isuniversal,and

consequently so arethe anisotropicscaling exponents�
(2)

j .Allofthese state-

m ents could nothave been proved rigorously (and stillhaven’t been proved

rigorously),yetthey o�ered a new approach to understanding anisotropy in

turbulence,an approach thatisexplored in therestofthisreview.

4.1 M athem aticalFram ework

Experim entsin uid turbulenceareusually lim ited tothem easurem entofthe

velocity �eld atone single spatialpointasa function oftim e.Thissituation

hasbegun to im prove recently,butstillm uch ofthe analysisofthe statisti-

calpropertiesofNavier-Stokesturbulence isinuenced by thistradition:the

Taylorhypothesis[101]isused to justify the identi�cation ofvelocity di�er-

ences atdi�erent tim eswith di�erences oflongitudinalvelocity com ponents

across a spatiallength scale r.M ost ofthe available statisticalinform ation

istherefore aboutpropertiesoflongitudinaltwo-pointdi�erencesofthe Eu-

lerian velocity �eld and theirm om ents.Recentresearch [53]haspointed out

the advantages ofconsidering not only the longitudinalstructure functions,

buttensorialm ulti-pointcorrelationsofvelocity �eld di�erences

w (x;x0
;t)� u(x0;t)� u(x;t);

given by

F
�1:::�n(x1;x

0
1
;t1;;:::;xn;x

0
n;tn)= hw �

1
(x1;x

0
1
;t1):::w

�
n(xn;x

0
n;tn)i(30)

where allthe coordinates are distinct.W hen the coordinates fuse to yield

tim e-independentstructurefunctionsdepending on oneseparation only,these

aretheso-called tensorialstructurefunctions,denoted as

S
�1:::�n(r)� h[u�1(x + r)� u

�1(x)]� � � [u�n(x + r)� u
�n(x)]i: (31)

Needless to say,the tensorialinform ation ispartially lostin the usualm ea-

surem entsconducted atasinglepoint.Oneofthem ain stressesofthepresent

review isthatkeeping asm uch oftensorialinform ation aspossible can help

signi�cantly in disentangling di�erent scaling contributions to the statisti-

calobjects.Especially when anisotropy im pliesdi�erenttensorialcom ponents
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with possible di�erentscaling exponentscharacterizing them ,carefulcontrol

ofthevariouscontributionsiscalled for.

To understand why irreducible representations ofthe sym m etry group m ay

have an im portantrole in determ ining the form ofcorrelation functions,we

need todiscusstheequationsofm otion which they satisfy.W eshallshow that

theisotropy oftheNavier-Stokesequation and theincom pressibility condition

im pliesthe isotropy ofthe hierarchicalequationswhich the correlation func-

tionssatisfy.W ewillusethissym m etry to show thatevery com ponentofthe

generalsolution with a de�nitebehaviorunderrotations(i.e.,com ponentsof

a de�nite irreducible representation ofthe SO (3)group)hasto satisfy these

equationsby itself-independently ofcom ponentswith di�erentbehaviorun-

derrotations.This\foliation" ofthehierarchicalequationsm ay possibly lead

todi�erentscalingexponentsforeach com ponentofthegeneralsolution which

belong to a di�erentSO (3)irreducible representation.

4.2 TensorialCorrelation Functionsand SO (3)IrreducibleRepresentations:

GeneralTheory

The physicalobjectsthatwe dealwith are the m om entsofthe velocity �eld

at di�erent space-tim e locations.In this section we follow Ref.[23]which

suggestsa way ofdecom posing theseobjectsinto com ponentswith a de�nite

behavior under rotations [23].It willfollow that com ponents with di�erent

behavior under rotation are subject to di�erent dynam icalequations,and

therefore,possibly,scale di�erently.Essentially,we areaboutto describe the

tensorialgeneralization ofthewell-known procedure ofdecom posing a scalar

function 	(r) into com ponents ofdi�erent irreducible representations using

thesphericalharm onics:

	(r)=
X

j;m

ajm (r)Yjm (̂r): (32)

4.2.1 Form alDe�nition

Consider the correlation function F(n) ofEq.(30).This n-rank tensor is a

function of2n spatialvariablesand n tem poralvariables.Ittransform sasa

tensor�eld:ifF (n) ism easured in two fram esI and I which areconnected by

the spatialtransform ation (say,a rotation)x� = ���x� then,the m easured

quantitiesin each fram ewillbeconnected by therelation:

F
�1:::�n

(x1;x
0
1
;t1;:::;xn;x

0
n;tn)= ��1�1 � � � ��n �nF

�1:::�n(x1;x
0
1
;t1;:::;xn;x

0
n;tn)

= ��1�1 � � � ��n �nF
�1:::�n(�� 1

x1;�
� 1
x
0
1;t1;:::;�

� 1
xn;�

� 1
x
0
n;tn): (33)
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W eseethataswem ovefrom onefram etoanother,thefunctionalform ofthe

tensor�eld changes.W e wantto classify the di�erenttensor�eldsaccording

tothechangein theirfunctionalform aswem akethatm ove.W ecan om itthe

tim e variablesfrom ourdiscussion since underrotation they m erely serve as

param eters.W ethusde�neT (fxig)� F (fxig;fti= 0g).Considercoordinate

transform ations which are pure rotations.Forsuch transform ationswe m ay

sim plify thediscussion furtherby separatingthedependenceon theam plitude

ofxi from thedependence on thedirectionality ofxi:

T
�1:::�n(x1;:::;xp)= T

�1:::�n(x1;:::;xp;̂x1;:::;̂xp);

where here we have p � n,i.e we consider also the possibility that n � p

spatiallocations in (33) coincide.For pure rotations we m ay treat the am -

plitudes x1;:::;xp as param eters:the transform ations properties ofT
�1:::�n

underrotation aredeterm ined only by thedependence ofT�1:::�n on theunit

vectors x̂1;:::;̂xp.Accordingly it seem s worthwhile to discuss tensor �elds

which are functions ofthe unit vectors only.Notice that in the scalar case

wefollow thesam eprocedure:by restricting ourattention to scalarfunctions

thatdepend only on theunitvector x̂,weconstructthesphericalharm onics.

These functionsare de�ned such thateach one ofthem hasunique transfor-

m ation propertiesunderrotations.W ethen representthem ostgeneralscalar

function asa linearcom bination ofthesphericalharm onicswith x-dependent

coe�cients,seeEq.(32).

The classi�cation ofthe tensor �elds T �1:::�n (̂x1;:::;̂xp) according to their

functionalchangeunderrotationsfollowsim m ediately from group representa-

tion theory [102,103].Butin orderto dem onstrate that,we m ust�rstm ake

som eform alde�nitions.W ede�neS n
p tobethespaceofallsm oothtensor�elds

ofrank n which depend on p unitvectors.Thisisobviously a linearspace of

in�nite dim ension.W ith each rotation � 2 SO (3),we m ay now associate a

lineartransform ation O � on thatspacevia therelation (33):

[O �T]
�1:::�n (̂x1;:::;̂xp)� ��1�1 � � � ��n �nT

�1:::�n(�� 1
x̂1;:::;�

� 1
x̂p):

Using this de�nition,it is easy to see that the set oflinear operators O �

furnishesa representation ofthe rotation group SO (3)since they satisfy the

relations:

O � 1
O � 2

= O � 1� 2
; O � 1

�
= O � � 1:

Generalgrouptheoreticalconsiderationsim plythatitispossibletodecom pose

Sn
p into subspaceswhich areinvariantto theaction ofallthegroup operators

O �.M oreover,wecanchoosethesesubspacestobeirreducibleinthesensethat

they willnotcontain any invariantsubspacethem selves(excludingthem selves

and the trivialsubspace ofthe zero tensor�eld).Forthe SO (3)group each

ofthesesubspacesisconventionally characterized by an integerj= 0;1;2;:::

and isofdim ension 2j+ 1 [102,103].Itshould benoted thatunlikethescalar

case,in thegeneralspaceSn
p,therem ightbem orethan onesubspaceforeach
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given value ofj.W e therefore use the index q to distinguish subspaces with

the sam e j.For each irreducible subspace (q;j) we can now choose a basis

with 2j+ 1 com ponentslabeled by theindex m :

B
�1;:::;�n
q;jm (̂x1;:::;̂xp);m = � j;:::;+j:

In each subspace (q;j),thegroup operatorsO � furnish a 2j+ 1 dim ensional

irreducible representation ofSO (3).Using the basisB
�1;:::;�n
q;jm (̂x1;:::;̂xp),we

can representeach operatorO � asa (2j+ 1)� (2j+ 1)m atrix D
(j)

m 0m (�)via

therelation:

[O �B ]
�1;:::;�n

q;jm
(̂x1;:::;̂xp)= ��1�1 � � � ��n �nB

�1:::�n
q;jm (�� 1

x̂1;:::;�
� 1
x̂p)

�

+ jX

m 0= � j

D
(j)

m 0m (�)B
�1;:::;�n
q;jm 0 (̂x1;:::;̂xp):

Itisconventionalto choose the basisB q;jm such thatthe m atricesD
(j)

m 0m (�),

thatcorrespond to rotationsof� radiansaround the3 axis,willbediagonal,

and given by:D
(j)

m 0m (�)= �m m 0eim �.The Sn
p space possesses a naturalinner-

product:

hT ;U i�

Z

dx̂1:::dx̂p � T
�1:::�n (̂x1:::̂xp)g�1�1 :::g�n �nU

�1:::�n

(̂x1:::̂xp)
�

where g�� is the 3-dim ensionalEuclidean m etric tensor.By de�nition,the

rotation m atrices��� preservethism etric,and thereforeitiseasy to seethat

foreach �2 SO (3)weget:

hO �T ;O �U i= hT ;U i

so that,O � areunitary operators.Ifwenow choosethebasisB q;jm to beor-

thonorm alwith respectto theinner-productde�ned above,then them atrices

D
(j)

m 0m (�)willbeunitary.

Finally,consider isotropic tensor �elds.An isotropic tensor �eld is a tensor

�eld which preserves itsfunctionalform underany arbitrary rotation ofthe

coordinate system .In other words,it is a tensor �eld which is invariant to

theaction ofalloperatorsO �.Theonedim ensionalsubspacespanned by this

tensor-�eld isthereforeinvariantunderalloperatorsO � and thereforeitm ust

bea j= 0 subspace.

Once thebasisB q;jm hasbeen selected,we m ay expand any arbitrary tensor

�eld F �1:::�n(x1;:::;xp)in thisbasis.Asm entioned above,foreach �xed set

ofam plitudesx1;:::;xp,wecan regard thetensor�eld F
�1:::�n(x1;:::;xp)as

a tensor �eld which depends only on the unit vectors x̂1;:::;̂xp,and hence
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belongsto Sn
p.W e can therefore expand itin term softhe basistensor�elds

B q;jm with coe�cientsthatdepend on x 1;:::;xp:

F
�1:::�n(x1;:::;xp)=

X

q;j;m

F q;jm (x1;:::;xp)B
�1;:::;�n
q;jm (̂x1;:::;̂xp): (34)

The goalofthe following sections is to dem onstrate the utility ofsuch ex-

pansions forthe study ofthe scaling propertiesofthe correlation functions.

Fortheim portantcaseoftensorialstructurefunctions(31)thebasisfunction

depend on onespatialvectoronly r,and wecan expand

S
(n)
(r)=

X

q;jm

S
(n)

q;jm (r)B
(n)

q;jm (̂r): (35)

4.2.2 Construction ofthe BasisTensors

4.2.2.1 T he C lebsch-G ordan m achinery. A straightforward (although

som ewhatim practical)way to constructthebasistensorsB q;jm isto usethe

well-known Clebsch-Gordan m achinery.In thisapproach we considerthe Sn
p

space as a direct product space ofn 3-dim ensionalEuclidean vector spaces

with p in�nite dim ensionalspaces ofsingle-variable continuous functions on

theunitsphere.In otherwords,wenoticethatSn
p isgiven by:

Sn
p =

h
S1

0

in



h
S0

1

ip
;

and therefore every tensor T�1:::�n (̂x1:::̂xp) can be represented as a linear

com bination oftensorsoftheform :

v
�1
1
:::v

�n
n ’1 (̂x1)� :::� ’p (̂xp):

wherev
�i
i areconstantEuclidean vectorsand ’i(̂xi)arecontinuousfunctions

overtheunitsphere.The 3-dim ensionalEuclidean vectorspace,S1
0
,contains

exactly one irreducible representation ofSO (3)-the j = 1 representation -

while S0
1
,the space ofcontinuousfunctions
 overthe unitsphere,contains

everyirreduciblerepresentation exactlyonce.Thestatem entthatSn
p isadirect

productspacem ay now bewritten in a group representation notation as:

Sn
p =

n
z }| {
1
 1
 :::
 1


p
z }| {
(0� 1� 2:::)
 :::(0� 1� 2:::)

W ecan now choosean appropriatebasisforeach spacein theproduct:

� Forthe3-dim ensionalEuclidean spacewem ay choose:

e1 =
1
p
2
(1;i;0); e0 =

1
p
2
(0;0;1); e� 1 =

1
p
2
(1;� i;0)
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� Forthe space ofcontinuousfunctionsoverthe unitsphere we m ay choose

thewell-known sphericalharm onicfunctions.

Once these baseshave been chosen,we can constructa direct-productbasis

forSn
p:

E
�1:::�n
i1:::in (l1�1):::(lp�p)

(̂x1;:::;̂xp) � e
�1
i1
� :::� e

�n
in
� Yl1;�1 (̂x1)� :::� Ylp;�p (̂xp):

Theunitary m atrix thatconnectstheE i1:::in (l1�1):::(lp�p) basisto theB q;jm ba-

siscan be calculated using the appropriate Clebsch-Gordan coe�cients.The

calculation isstraightforward butvery long and tedious.However,the above

analysisenablesusto countand classify the di�erentirreducible representa-

tionsofagiven j.By usingthestandard rulesofangular-m om entum addition:

s
 l= js� lj� :::� (s+ l)

we can countthe num berofirreducible representationsofa given j.Forex-

am ple,considerthespaceS2
1 ofsecond-rank tensorswith onevariableoverthe

unitsphere.Using theangular-m om entum addition ruleswesee:

S2

1
= 1
 1
 (0� 1� 2� 3� :::) (36)

= (0� 1� 2)
 (0� 1� 2� 3� :::)

= (3� 0)� (7� 1)� (9� 2)� (9� 3)� :::

W esee thatthere areexactly three j= 0 representations,seven j= 1 repre-

sentationsand 9 representationsforeach j> 1.Itcan befurtherargued that

thesym m etry propertiesofthebasistensorswith respecttotheirindicescom e

from the1
 1= 0� 1� 2partofthedirectproduct(36).Therefore,outofthe

9 irreduciblerepresentation ofj> 1,5 willbesym m etricand traceless,3 will

beanti-sym m etric and 1 willbetrace-fulland diagonal.Sim ilarly,the parity

oftheresulting tensors(with respectto thesinglevariable)can becalculated.

Once we know how m any irreducible representations ofeach j are found in

Sn
p,wecan constructthem \by hand",in som eother,m orepracticalm ethod

which willbedem onstrated in thefollowing subsection.

4.2.2.2 A lternative derivation of the basis functions. The m ethod

found m ostusefulin application isbased on thesim pleidea thatcontractions

with r�;���;��� and di�erentiation with respectto r� areallisotropicoper-

ations[23].Isotropic in the sense thatthe resulting expression willhave the

sam e transform ation properties under rotation as the expression we started

with.Theproofofthelaststatem entfollowsdirectly from thetransform ation

propertiesofr�;���;���.
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Theconstruction ofallB q;jm thatbelongsto Sn
1
now becom esa rathertrivial

task.W ebegin byde�ningascalartensor�eld with ade�nitej;m .An obvious

choicewillbethewell-known sphericalharm onicsYjm (̂r),butabetteronewill

be:

�jm (r)� r
j
Yjm (̂r):

Thereason thatweprefer�jm (r)to Yjm (̂r),isthat�jm (r)ispolynom ialin r

(while Yjm (̂r)ispolynom ialin r̂)and therefore itiseasierto di�erentiate it

with respecttor.Oncewehavede�ned � jm (r),wecan constructtheB q;jm by

\adding indices" to �jm (r) using the isotropic operations m entioned above.

Forexam ple,wem ay now construct:

� r� j����jm (r),

� r� j+ 2���@�@�jm (r),

� r� j� 1r��jm (r), etc...

Notice thatwe should always m ultiply the resulting expression with an ap-

propriate powerofr,in orderto m ake itr-independent,and thusa function

ofr̂ only.

ThecrucialroleoftheClebsch-Gordan analysisisto tellushow m any repre-

sentationsfrom each typeweshould com eup with.First,ittellsusthehighest

powerofr̂ in each representation,and then itcan also give usthesym m etry

properties ofB q;jm with respect to their indices.For exam ple,consider the

irreducible representationsofS2
1
-second rank tensorswhich depend on one

unitvector r̂.TheClebsch-Gordan analysisshowsusthatthisspacecontains

thefollowing irreducible representationsspelled outin (36).Thatis,foreach

j> 1 wearegoing to have9 irreducible representations.Theindicessym m e-

try ofthetensorcom esfrom theS1
0

 S1

0
= 1
 1= 0� 1� 2 partofthedirect

product.Thisisadirectproductoftwo Euclidean spaces,soitsasecond rank

constanttensor.W e can m ark the representation num ber in thisspace with

the letters,and the representation num berofthe S0
1
= 0� 1� 2� 3� :::

space with the letterl.Thisway each representation in S2
1 ofa given j will

have two additionalnum bers (s;l),which actually serve asthe index q that

distinguishes irreducible representations ofthe sam e j.The s index willde-

term ine the indicessym m etry ofthe tensor,while the lindex willdeterm ine

the highest power of r̂ in the tensor.Ifwe now recallthat in the space of

constantsecond-rank tensors,S1
0

 S1

0
= 0� 1� 2,thes= 0;2representations

aresym m etricwhilethes= 1 representation isanti-sym m etric,wecan easily
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constructtheB
��

q;jm :

(s;l)= (0;j) B
��

1;jm (̂r)� r� j����jm (r);

(s;l)= (1;j� 1)B
��

2;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 1����@��jm (r);

(s;l)= (1;j) B
��

3;jm (̂r)� r� j
h
r�@� � r�@�

i
�jm (r);

(s;l)= (1;j+ 1)B
��

4;jm (̂r)� r� j� 1����r��jm (r);

(s;l)= (2;j� 2)B
��

5;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 2@�@��jm (r);

(s;l)= (2;j� 1)B
��

6;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 1
h
����r�@�@

� + ����r�@�@
�
i
�jm (r);

(s;l)= (2;j) B
��

7;jm (̂r)� r� j
h
r�@� + r�@�

i
�jm (r);

(s;l)= (2;j+ 1)B
��

8;jm (̂r)� r� j� 1
h
r�����r�@� + r�����r�@�

i
�jm (r);

(s;l)= (2;j+ 2)B
��

9;jm (̂r)� r� j� 2r�r��jm (r):

(37)

Itshould bestressed thattheseB
��

q;jm arenotexactly thesam eonewewould

have gotten from the Clebsch-Gordan m achinery.Forexam ple,they are not

orthogonalam ong them selvesforthesam evaluesofj;m (although,they are

orthogonalfordi�erentvaluesofj orm ).Nevertheless,they are linearly in-

dependent and thus span a given (j;m ) sector in the S2
1
space.The set of

eigenfunction,B
��

q;jm ,can befurtherclassi�ed in term sofitspropertiesunder

perm utation oftensorialindices,�� and in term softheirparity properties,

i.e.how dothey transform underther ! � r operation.Taking in to account

both propertieswem ay distinguish:

SubsetISym m etric in �;� and with parity (� 1)j:

B
��

9;jm (̂r);B
��

7;jm (̂r);B
��

1;jm (̂r);B
��

5;jm (̂r)

SubsetIISym m etric to �;� exchange and with parity (� 1)j+ 1:

B
��

8;jm (̂r);B
��

6;jm (̂r)

SubsetIIIAntisym m etric to �;� exchange and with parity (� 1)j+ 1:

B
��

4;jm (̂r);B
��

2;jm (̂r)

SubsetIV Antisym m etric to �;� exchangeand with parity (� 1)j:

B
��

3;jm (̂r)

The readerm ay �nd m ore detailson the algebra ofSO(3)decom position of

second ordertensorin theAppendix A.
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4.3 The Isotropy ofthe Hierarchy ofEquationsand itsConsequences

In thissection wefollow Ref.[23]in deriving equationsofm otion forthesta-

tisticalaveragesofthevelocity and pressure �eldsdi�erences.W e startfrom

the Navier-Stokesequations,and show thatitsisotropy im pliesthe isotropy

ofthe equationsforthestatisticalobjects.Finally,we dem onstratethe folia-

tion oftheseequationsto di�erentsectorsofj;m .ConsidertheNavier-Stokes

equations(2)in a bounded dom ain 
.In principletheseequationscan bethe

basisforderiving in�nitelinearhierarchy ofequationsfortheEulerian corre-

lation functionsand to study itspropertiesunderrotation.Unfortunately the

relevantdynam icaltim escalesarerevealed only when thee�ectofsweeping is

rem oved.Thereforewechooseto work herewith thetransform ation proposed

in [104]in which the ow isobserved from the pointofview ofone speci�c

uid particlewhich islocated atx0 attim et0.Let�(x0;t0jt)betheparticle’s

translation attim et:

�(x0;t0jt)=

tZ

t0

dsu[x0 + �(x0;t0js);s]:

W e then rede�ne the velocity and pressure �elds to be those seen from an

inertialfram ewhoseorigin sitsatthecurrentparticle’sposition:

v(x0;t0jx;t)� u[x + �(x0;t0jt);t];

�(x0;t0jx;t)� p[x + �(x0;t0jt);t]:

Next,wede�nethedi�erencesofthese�elds:

W �(x0;t0jx;x
0
;t)� v

�(x0;t0jx;t)� v
�(x0;t0jx

0
;t);

�(r0;t0jx;x
0
;t)� �(x0;t0jx;t)� �(x0;t0jx

0
;t):

A straightforward calculation showsthatthedynam icalequationsforW are:

@tW
�(x;x0;t)= � (@� + @

0
�)�(x 0;t0jx;x

0
;t)+ �

�
@
2 + @

02
�
W �(x0;t0jx;x

0
;t)

� @�W
�(x0;t0jx;x0;t)W

�(x0;t0jx;x
0
;t)� @

0
�W

�(x0;t0jx
0
;x0;t)W

�(x0;t0jx;x
0
;t);

@�W
�(x0;t0jx;x

0
;t)= @

0
�W

�(x0;t0jx;x
0
;t)= 0 : (38)

By inspection,t0 m erely serves as a param eter,and therefore we willnot

denote it explicitly in the following discussion.Also,in order to m ake the

equationseasierto understand,letusintroduce som e shorthand notation for

thevariables(xk;x
0
k;tk):

X k � (xk;x
0
k;tk); X k � (xk;x

0
k;tk); X̂ k � (̂xk;̂x

0
k):
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Using (38),we can now derive the dynam icalequations for the statistical

m om entsofW ,�:Leth� idenoteasuitableensem bleaveraging.W ede�netwo

typesofstatisticalm om ents:

F �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)� hW �1(x0jX 1):::W
�n (x0jX n)i ;

H �2:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)� h�(x0jX 1)W
�2(x0jX 2):::W

�n (x0jX n)i :

Equation (38)im plies:

@t1F
�1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)= �

�
@
�1
(x1)

+ @
�1
(x0

1
)

�
H �2:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)

� @
(x1)
� F ��1:::�n

�
x0j~X ;X 1;:::;X n

�
� @

(x0
1
)

� F ��1:::�n
�
x0j~X

0
;X 1;:::;X n

�

+�
�
@
2

(x1)
+ @

2

(x0
1
)

�
F �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n); (39)

with ~X � (x0;x
0;t); ~X 0� (x;x0;t);with thefurtherconstraint:

@
(x1)
�1

F �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)= 0 ; @
(x0

1
)

�1
F �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)= 0 :

Equations(39),arelinearand hom ogeneous.Thereforetheirsolutionsform a

linearspace.Them ostgeneralsolution to theseequationsisgiven by a linear

com bination ofa suitablebasisofthesolutionsspace.To constructa speci�c

solution,wem ustusetheboundaryconditionsinordertosetthelinearweights

ofthebasissolutions.W eshallnow show thattheisotropy oftheseequations

im pliesthatourbasisofsolutionscan beconstructed such thatevery solution

willhave a de�nite behaviorunderrotations(thatis,de�nite j and m ).But

before we do that,note thatin m any aspectsthe situation described here is

sim ilarto thewell-known problem ofLaplaceequation in a closed dom ain 
:

r 2	= 0 	j @
 = � :

The Laplace equation islinear,hom ogeneousand isotropic.Therefore itsso-

lutionsform a linearspace.Onepossiblebasisforthisspaceis:

	 jm (r)� r
j
Yjm (̂r);

in which thesolutionshavea de�nite behaviorunderrotations(belong to an

irreducible representation ofSO (3) ).The generalsolution ofthe problem

is given as a linear com bination ofthe 	 jm (r),cf.Eq.(32).For a speci�c

problem ,weusethevalueof	(r)on theboundary (i.e.,weuse�(r))in order

to setthevaluesofal;m .

To see that the sam e thing happens with the hierarchy equations (39),we

consider an arbitrary solution fF (n)
;H

(n)jn = 2;3;:::g ofthese equations.
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W em ay writethetensor�eldsF (n)
;H

(n) in term sofa basisB q;jm :

F �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)�
X

q;j;m

F
(n)

q;jm (x0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n)

q;jm (̂x0;X̂ 1;:::X̂ n);(40)

H �2:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)�
X

q;j;m

H
(n)

q;jm (x0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n� 1)

q;jm (̂r0;X̂ 1;:::X̂ n);(41)

where here and below we use the shorthand notation,B
(n)

q;jm to denote the

SO(3)basisofnth ordertensors,B
�1;:::;�n
q;jm .Now allwehavetoshow isthatthe

piecesofF (n)
;H

(n) with de�nite j;m solve the hierarchy equationsby them -

selves-independently ofpieceswith di�erentj;m .Theproofofthelaststate-

m entisstraightforward though som ewhattedious.W ethereforeonly sketch it

in generallines.Theisotropy ofthehierarchy equationsim pliesthatpiecesof

F
(n)
;H

(n) with de�nitej;m ,m aintain theirtransform ationspropertiesunder

rotationafterthelinearandisotropicoperationsoftheequation havebeenper-

form ed.Forexam ple,ifF �1:::�n(x0jX 1;:::;X n)belongstotheirreduciblerep-

resentation (j;m ),then sowillthetensor�elds:@(xk)�i
F �1:::�n;@(xk)�i

@(xk)�i
F �1:::�n;

although,they m ay belong to di�erent S n
p spaces (i.e.,have one less orone

m ore indices).Therefore,ifwe choose the bases
n
B

(n)

q;jm

o
to be orthonorm al,

plug theexpansion (40)into thehierarchy equationsequations(39),and take

the inner product with B
(n)

q;jm ,we willobtain new equations for the scalar

functionsF
(n)

q;jm ;H
(n)

q;jm :

@t1F
(n)

q;jm (r0;X 1;:::;X n)=

�
X

q0

D�
@
�1
(x1)

+ @
�1
(x0

1
)

�
H

(n)

q0jm (r0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n� 1)

q0jm ;B
(n)

q;jm

E
(42)

�
X

q0

D
@
(x1)
� F

(n+ 1)

q0jm (r0;~X ;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n+ 1)

q0jm ;B
(n)

q;jm

E

�
X

q0

D
@
(x0

1
)

� F
(n+ 1)

q0jm (r0;~X
0
;X 1;:::;X n)B

(n+ 1)

q0jm ;B
(n)

q;jm

E

+�
X

q0

D�
@
2

(x1)
+ @

2

(x0
1
)

�
F
(n)

q0jm (r0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n)

q0jm ;B
(n)

q;jm

E
;

X

q0

D
@
(x1)
�1

F
(n)

q0jm (x0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n)

q0jm ;B
(n� 1)

q;jm

E
= 0 ; (43)

X

q0

D
@
(x0

1
)

�1
F
(n)

q0jm (r0;X 1;:::;X n)B
(n)

q0jm ;B
(n� 1)

q;jm

E
= 0 :

Note that in the above equations,h� i denote the inner-product in the Snp
spaces.Also,the sum soverq0;j0;m 0 from (40)wasreduced to a sum overq0
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only -dueto theisotropy.W ethusseeexplicitly from (42,43)thedecoupling

oftheequationsfordi�erentj;m .

Atthispointwerem ind thereaderthatin thecaseofthem ostused statistical

objectsin theanalysisofexperim entaland num ericaldataarethelongitudinal

nth orderstructurefunctions:

S
(n)(r)= h(�u‘(r))

ni:

Forthese objectsthe basisfunctionsare sim ply the sphericalharm onicsand

theSO(3)decom position reads:

S
(n)(r)=

X

j;m

S
(n)

jm (r)Yjm (̂r): (44)

A question ofm ajorinterest forallthatfollows are the num ericalvalues of

thescaling exponentswhich arede�ned by thepowerlaws

S
(n)

jm (r)/ r
�
(n)

j

4.4 Dim ensionalAnalysisofAnisotropic Fluctuations

The actualcalculation ofscaling exponents in the anisotropic sectors isdif-

�cult,and willbe considered in the rest ofthis review.It is worthwhile to

havea phenom enologicalguessbased on dim ensionalanalysis.Unfortunately,

once anisotropiesare considered,dim ensionalconsiderationsbecom estricky.

Historically,the �rstsuccessfulattem ptto introduce dim ensionalconsidera-

tionsin anisotropicturbulencewastheapproach discussed in Sect.3.4.There,

the key role wasplayed by the large-scale m ean-shear.Howeverthiswork is

lim ited to the analysis ofsecond order correlations,without discrim inating

am ong di�erent j sectors.In light ofthe SO(3) decom position it should be

considered as a prediction for �
(2)

2 .Another dim ensionalargum ent was pre-

sented in [15]extending the consideration ofSec.3.4.This argum ent takes

into accountalso the particularangularstructure entering in the interaction

between sm all-scale uctuations and large-scale shear.By decom posing the

velocity �eld,u,in a sm all-scale com ponent,v,and a large-scale anisotropic

com ponent,U ,one�ndsthefollowing equation forthetim eevolution ofv:

@tv� + v�@�v� + U�@�v� + v�@�U� = � @�p+ ��v�:

The m ajor e�ect ofthe large-scale �eld is given by the instantaneous shear

@�U� which actsasan anisotropicforcing term on sm allscales.W ecan write

the balance equation fortwo pointquantitieshv�(x
0)v�(x)iin the stationary

regim e:

hv�(x
0)v�(x)@�v�(x)i� h@�U�v�(x

0)v�(x)i:
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Theshearterm isalarge-scale\slow" quantity and therefore,asfarasscaling

properties are concerned,can be safely estim ated as:h@�U�v�(x
0)v�(x)i �

D ��hv�(x
0)v�(x)i.ThetensorD �� isassociated tothejointprobabilitytohave

a given shearand a given sm allscalevelocity con�guration.TheD �� being a

constanttensorcan possessatm ostangularm om entum up toj= 2.Sim ilarly

for three point quantities we m ay write:hvvv@vi � h@Uvvvi,which can be

easilygeneralized tovelocitycorrelationofanyorder.Onem aythereforeargue,

by usingsim plecom position ofangularm om enta,(j= 2� j� 2),thefollowing

dim ensionalm atching forstructurefunctionsin di�erentanisotropicsectors:

S
(n)

jm (r) � rjD j� S
(n� 1)

j� 2;m (r); (45)

whereS
(n)

j;m (r)isa shorthand notation fortheprojection on thej-th sectorof

then-thordercorrelation function introduced in theprevioussection,F
(n)

qjm (r).

In (45)with jD jwedenotethetypicalintensity oftheshearterm D �� in the

j = 2 sector.From Eq.(45)one can obtain higherj exponentsofthe higher

order structure functions from the lower order structure functions oflower

anisotropic sectorswhich appearon the RHS.Forexam ple,the dim ensional

prediction forthethird orderscaling exponentin thej= 2 sector,�
(3)

2 can be

obtained by the m atching:S
(3)

2;m (r)� rjD jS
(2)

0;m (r)� r�
(3)

2 .By using the sam e

argum entand theknown scalingofthethird ordercorrelation forj= 0;2,the

scalingexponentsofthefourth ordercorrelation forj= 2;4can beestim ated.

Thefollowing expression isreadily obtained forany order:

�
(n)

j =
(n + j)

3
(dim ensionalprediction). (46)

Thisform ula coincideswith theprediction (27)forn = 2 and j= 2.W ewill

seebelow thatboth m easurem entsand closurecalculationsexhibitexponents

which areanom alous,i.e.di�erentfrom thesedim ensionalpredictions.

5 Exactly Solvable M odels

Inthissection wereview theworkdoneonanom alousscalingintheanisotropic

sectorsofexactly solvablem odels.The�rstofthesem odelsistheKraichnan

m odelofpassivescalaradvection in which thevelocity �eld israpidly varying

in tim e [24,94,105].Thism odelo�ersdetailed understanding ofthe anom a-

lousscaling in allthe anisotropic sectorsboth from the Lagrangian and the

Eulerian pointsofview.Thescalingexponentscan becalculated howeveronly

in perturbation theory.Thesecond m odelthatweconsiderisofpassiveadvec-

tion ofam agnetic�eld [106].In thiscaseonecan com putenon-perturbatively
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the scaling exponentsofthe second ordercorrelation function in allthe sec-

tors ofthe sym m etry group.These two m odels show that the spectrum of

scaling exponentsisdiscrete and strictly increasing asa function ofj.Ifthis

istrueforsystem swith pressure,liketheNavier-Stokesequation,itm ay lead

to problem s ofconvergence ofthe integrals induced by the existence ofthe

pressure term s.To this aim we review below a third exactly solvable m odel

in which pressure is used explicitly to keep an advected vector solenoidal.It

wasshown thatalso herethespectrum isdiscreteand strictly increasing,and

it was explained how the putative divergences are avoided.The m echanism

discovered here is m ost likely also operating in the Navier-Stokes case.The

lastm odelreviewed in thissection isthethesecond orderstructure function

in the Navier-Stokes problem ,linearized for sm allanisotropies.Also in this

case we �nd a discrete spectrum ofstrictly increasing scaling exponents as

a function ofj.M ost ofthe results here presented can also be reproduced

within the Renorm alization Group approach.W e do not enter here in this

subject which would deserve a whole review by itself.The interested reader

can �nd them ostim portantresultsforpassive scalaradvection in [107,108],

form agnetic�eldsin [109,110]and forpassive vectorsin [111].

5.1 Anom alousScalingin theAnisotropicSectorsoftheKraichnan M odelof

Passive ScalarAdvection

Kraichnan’sm odelofpassivescalaradvection in which thedriving(Gaussian)

velocity�eld hasfasttem poraldecorrelation turned outtobeaveryim portant

casem odelforunderstanding theanom alousscalingbehaviorin turbulentad-

vection,including theanisotropicsectorsofturbulentscalar�elds.W ereview

herethederivation thatshowsthatthesolutionsoftheKraichnan equation for

then ordercorrelation functionsfoliateinto sectorsthatareclassi�ed by the

irreduciblerepresentationsoftheSO(d)sym m etry group.A discretespectrum

ofuniversalanom alousexponentsisfound,with a di�erentexponentcharac-

terizing thescaling behaviorin every sector.Generically thecorrelation func-

tionsand structurefunctionsappearassum soverallthesecontributions,with

non-universalam plitudeswhich are determ ined by the anisotropic boundary

conditions.Theisotropicsectorisalwayscharacterized by thesm allestexpo-

nent,andthereforeforsu�cientlysm allscaleslocalisotropyisalwaysrestored.

W estartby presenting theEulerian calculation which resultsin actualvalues

ofthe scaling exponents(in perturbation theory)[25].The Eulerian calcula-

tion ofthe anom alousexponentsisdone in two com plem entary ways.In the

�rsttheyareobtained from theanalysisofthecorrelation functionsofgradient

�elds.Thetheory ofthesefunctionsinvolvesthecontroloflogarithm icdiver-

genceswhich translateinto anom alousscaling with theratio oftheinnerand

theouterscalesappearing in the�nalresult.In thesecond way onecom putes
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theexponentsfrom thezero m odesoftheKraichnan equation forthecorrela-

tion functionsofthescalar�eld itself.In thiscasetherenorm alization scaleis

theouterscale.Thetwoapproacheslead tothesam escalingexponentsforthe

sam e statisticalobjects,illum inating the relative role ofthe outerand inner

scalesasrenorm alization scales.To clarify thisfurther,Ref.[25]presented an

exactderivation offusion ruleswhich govern thesm allscaleasym ptoticofthe

correlation functionsin allthe sectors ofthe sym m etry group and in alldi-

m ensions.ThepurposeoftheEulerian calculation istwofold.On theonehand

weareinterested in thee�ectsofanisotropy on theuniversalaspectsofscaling

behaviorin turbulentsystem s.On the otherhand we are interested in clari-

fying therelationship between ultravioletand infrared anom aliesin turbulent

system s.Thetwo issuesdiscussed in thissubsection havean im portancethat

transcendstheparticularexam ple thatwetreatherein detail.Having below

atheory ofanom alousscalingin allthevarioussectorsofthesym m etry group

allowsusto explain clearly therelationship between thetwo renorm alization

scalesand theanom alousexponentsthatareim plied by theirexistence.Since

weexpectthatKolm ogorov typetheories,which assum ethatno renorm aliza-

tion scaleappearsin thetheory,aregenerally invalidated bytheappearanceof

both theouterand theinnerscalesasrenorm alization scales,theclari�cation

oftherelation between thetwo isim portantalso forothercasesofturbulent

statistics.

The centralquantitative result ofthe Eulerian calculation is the expression

for the scaling exponent �
(n)

j which is associated with the scaling behavior

ofthe n-ordercorrelation function (orstructure function)ofthe scalar�eld

in the j’th sectorofthe sym m etry group.In otherwords,thisisthe scaling

exponentofthe projection ofthe correlation function on the j’th irreducible

representation ofthe SO(d) sym m etry group,with n and j taking on even

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

�
(n)

j = n � �
hn(n + d)

2(d+ 2)
�
(d+ 1)j(j+ d� 2)

2(d+ 2)(d� 1)

i
+ O (�2): (47)

The result is valid for any even j � n,and to O (�) where � is the scaling

exponent ofthe eddy di�usivity in the Kraichnan m odel(and see below for

details).In theisotropicsector(j= 0)werecovertheresultof[97].Itisnote-

worthy thatforhighervaluesofjthediscretespectrum isastrictly increasing

function ofj.Thisisim portant,sinceitshowsthatfordim inishing scalesthe

higher order scaling exponents becom e irrelevant,and for su�ciently sm all

scales only the isotropic contribution survives.As the scaling exponent ap-

pearin powerlawsofthetype (r=�)�,with � being som etypicalouterscale

and r� �,thelargeristheexponent,thefasteristhedecay ofthecontribu-

tion asthe scale r dim inishes.Thisisprecisely how the isotropization ofthe

sm allscalestakesplace,and the higherorderexponentsdescribe the rate of

isotropization.Nevertheless forinterm ediate scalesorfor�nite valuesofthe
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Reynolds and Peclet num bers the lower lying scaling exponents willappear

in m easured quantities,and understanding their role and disentangling the

variouscontributionscannotbeavoided.

5.1.1 Kraichnan’sM odelofTurbulentAdvection and the StatisticalObjects

Them odelofpassivescalaradvection with rapidly decorrelating velocity �eld

wasintroduced in [94].In recentyears[95{97,99,105,112,113]itwasshown

to be a fruitfulcase m odelforunderstanding m ulti-scaling in the statistical

description ofturbulent�elds.Thebasicdynam icalequation in thism odelis

fora scalar�eld T(r;t)advected by a random velocity �eld u(x;t):

[@t� �0r
2 + u(x;t)� r ]T(x;t)= f(x;t): (48)

In thisequation f(x;t)istheforcing.In Kraichnan’sm odeltheadvecting�eld

u(x;t)aswellastheforcing �eld f(x;t)aretaken to beGaussian,tim eand

spacehom ogeneous,and delta-correlated in tim e:

f(x;t)f(x0;t0)= �(x� x
0)�(t� t

0); hu�(x;t)u�(x0
;t
0)i= W ��(x� x

0)�(t� t
0):

Here the sym bols � � � and h� � � i stand forindependent ensem ble averages

with respecttothestatisticsoff and u which aregiven apriori.W ewillstudy

thism odelin thelim itoflargePeclet(Pe)num ber,Pe� U��=� 0,whereU� is

thetypicalsizeofthevelocity uctuationson theouterscale� ofthevelocity

�eld.W estressthattheforcingisnotassum ed isotropic,and actuallythem ain

goalofthissection istostudy thestatisticofthescalar�eld underanisotropic

forcing.

Thecorrelation function oftheadvecting velocity needsfurtherdiscussion.It

iscustom ary to introduceW ��(r)via itsk-representation:

W ��(r)=
� D


d

�� 1Z

� � 1

ddp

pd+ �
P
��(p)exp(� ip � r); P

��(p)=
h
��� �

p�p�

p2

i
(49)

where P ��(p) is the transversalprojector,
d = (d � 1)
(d)=d and 
(d) is

the volum e ofthe sphere in d dim ensions.Equation (49)introducesthe four

im portantparam etersthatdeterm inethestatisticsofthedrivingvelocity�eld:

�and � aretheouterand innerscalesofthedrivingvelocity �eld respectively.

The scaling exponent� characterizesthe correlation functionsofthe velocity

�eld,lying in the interval[0;2].The factor D is related to the correlation

function asfollows:

W ��(0)= D ���(�
�� �

�): (50)
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The m ostim portantproperty ofthe driving velocity �eld from the pointof

view ofthe scaling properties ofthe passive scalar is the \eddy di�usivity"

tensor[94]

K
��(r)� 2[W ��(0)� W ��(r)]: (51)

Thescalingpropertiesofthescalardepend sensitively on thescalingexponent

� thatcharacterizes the r dependence ofK��(r)/ [�� � ��]���,forr � �,

nam ely:

K
��(r)/ r

�
h
��� �

�

d� 1+ �

r�r�

r2

i
; � � r� � : (52)

5.1.2 The StatisticalObjects

In thestatisticaltheory weareinterested in thepowerlawscharacterizing the

r dependenceofthevariouscorrelation and responsefunctionsofT(x;t)and

itsgradients.W ewillfocuson threetypesofquantities:

1)\Unfused" structurefunctionsofT(x;t)arede�ned as

F
(n)

T (x1;x
0
1;:::xn;x

0
n)� h[T(x1;t)� T(x01;t)] (53)

� [T(x2;t)� T(x02;t)]:::[T(xn;t)� T(x0n;t)]i;

and in particularthestandard \fused" structurefunctionsare

S
(n)

T (r)� h[T(x + r;t)� T(x;t)]ni:

In writing this equation we used the fact that the stationary and space-

hom ogeneous statistics ofthe velocity and the forcing �elds lead to a sta-

tionary and space hom ogeneousensem ble ofthe scalarT.Ifthe statisticsis

also isotropic,then S
(n)

T (r)becom esa function ofr only,independentofthe

direction ofr.The\isotropicscalingexponents"�
(n)

0 ofthestructurefunctions

S
(n)

T (r)/ r
�
(n)

0 ;

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

\inertial"intervalofscales.Thisrangeis�;� � r� �;L where� = �
�
�0
D

�1=�

isthedissipativescaleofthescalar�eld,.W hen theensem bleisnotisotropic

wede�netheexponents(47)by expanding S
(n)

T (r)according to:

S
(n)

T (r)=
X

jm

S
(n)

T;jm (r)Yjm (̂r); S
(n)

T;jm (r)/ r
�
(n)

j
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2) In addition to structure functions we are also interested in the sim ulta-

neousnth ordercorrelation functionsofthe tem perature �eld which istim e

independentin stationary statistics:

T (n)(fxlg)� hT(x1;t)T(x2;t):::T(xn;t)i; (54)

whereweused theshorthand notation fxlg forthewholesetofargum entsof

nth ordercorrelation function T (n),x1;x2:::xn.

3)Finally,weareinterested in correlation functionsofthegradient�eld r T.

Therecan bea num berofthese,and wedenote

H �1:::�n(fxlg)�
D nY

i= 1

h
r �iT(xi;t)

iE
;

The tensor H �1:::�n can be contracted in various ways.Forexam ple,binary

contractions�1 = �2;�3 = �4,etc.with x1 = x2;x3 = x4 etc.producesthe

correlation functions ofdissipation �eld jr Tj2.Ofparticular interest is the

coordinateindependenttensorH
(n)

obtained by taking allxi= x:

H
�1:::�n = H �1:::�n(fxi= xg): (55)

W hen theensem ble isnotisotropicweneed to takeinto accounttheangular

dependence ofx,and the scaling behaviorconsistsofm ultiple contributions

arising from anisotropice�ects.

5.1.3 The Eulerian calculation

The correlation functions ofthe gradient �eld H
(n) ofEq.(55) are tensors

independent ofthe coordinates.Nevertheless their calculation is som ewhat

heavy,and wedo notreproduceithere;wereferthereaderto [25]wherethe

calculation ispresented in fulldetail.The�nalresultofthecalculation isfor

theprojection ofH (n) onto thej sectoroftheSO(3)sym m etry group reads

H
(n)

j /

 
�

�

! n� �
(n)

j

; (56)

where the proportionality constant is a tensor in the lim it � � �.The ex-

ponents �
(n)

j are the sam e as those found below for the correlation function

in which allthe scalesare within the inertialrange.The appearance ofboth

renorm alization lengthsand theidentityoftheexponentsin inertialand gradi-

entobjectsisa consequenceofthefusion rulesthatwereexplored in [25]with

som ecare.Thecorrelation functionsT (n)satisfytheKraichnan’sequation [94]
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h
� �0

nX

i= 1

r 2

i +
1

2

nX

i;k= 1

K
��(xi� xk)r

�
ir

�

k

i
T (n)(fxlg)

=
1

2

nX

fi6= kg= 1

�(x i� xk)T
(n� 2)(fxlgl6= i;k); (57)

where fxlgl6= i;k is the set o� allx l with lfrom 1 to n,except ofl= iand

l= j.Substituting K ��(x)from Eqs.(50,51)onegets:

h
� �

nX

i= 1

r 2

i +

nX

fi6= kg= 1

W ��(xi� xk)r
�
ir

�

k

i
T (n)(fxlg)

=
1

2

nX

fi6= kg= 1

�(x i� xk)T
(n� 2)(fxlgl6= i;k); (58)

where � = �0 + D [�� � ��].Here we used that in space hom ogeneous case
P n

i= 1r i= 0 and therefore

�
�
�

nX

i= 1

r i

�
�
�
2

=

nX

i= 1

r 2

i +

nX

fi6= kg= 1

r �
ir

�

k = 0 :

In this section we consider the zero-m odes ofEq.(57).In other words we

seek solutionsZ (n)(fxlg)which in theinertialintervalsolvethehom ogeneous

equation

nX

i6= k= 1

K
��(xi� xk)r

�
ir

�

kZ
(n)(fxlg)= 0 : (59)

W e allow anisotropy on the large scales. Since allthe operators here are

isotropic and the equation is linear,the solution space foliate into sectors

j;m corresponding thetheirreduciblerepresentationsoftheSO(d)sym m etry

group.Accordingly wewritethewanted solution in theform

Z
(n)(frlg)=

X

j;m

Z
(n)

jm (frlg);

whereZ
(n)

jm arefunctionscom posed ofirreduciblerepresentationsofSO(d)with

de�nitej;m .Each ofthesecom ponentsisnow expanded in �.In otherwords,

wewrite,in thenotation ofRef.[97],

Z
(n)

jm = E
(n)

jm + �G
(n)

jm + O (�2):

For� = 0 Eq.(59)sim pli�esto

nX

i= 1

r 2

iE
(n)

jm (frlg)= 0 ; (60)
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forany valueofj;m .Nextweexpand theoperatorin Eq.(59)in � and collect

theterm sofO (�):

nX

i= 1

r 2

iG
(n)

jm (frlg)= VnE
(n)

jm (frlg); (61)

where�Vn isthe�rstorderterm in theexpansion oftheoperatorin (59):

Vn �

nX

i6= k= 1

h
�
�� log(rik)�

r�ikr
�

ik

(d� 1)r2ik

i
r �

ir
�

k ; (62)

whererik � xi� xk.

In solving Eq.(60)we are led by the following considerations:we wantscale

invariantsolutions,which are powersofrik.W e wantanalyticsolutions,and

thus we are lim ited to polynom ials.Finally we want solutions that involve

allthe n coordinates forthe function E
(n)

jm ;solutions with fewer coordinates

do not contribute to the structure functions (53).To see this note that the

structurefunction isa linearcom bination ofcorrelation functions.Thislinear

com bination can be represented in term s ofthe di�erence operator�l(x;x
0)

de�ned by:

�l(x;x
0)T (n)(fxkg)� T(n)(fxkg)jxl=x � T(n)(fxkg)jxl=x0 : (63)

Then,

S
(n)

T (x1;x
0
1:::xnx

0
n)=

Y

l

�l(xl;x
0
l)T

(n)(fxkg): (64)

Accordingly,ifT (n)(fxkg)doesnotdepend on xi,then �i(ri;r
0
i)T

(n)(frkg)=

0 identically.Since the di�erence operatorscom m ute,we can have no contri-

bution to thestructurefunctionsfrom partsofT (n) thatdepend on lessthan

n coordinates.Finally we wantthem inim alpolynom ialbecause higherorder

ones are negligible in the lim it rik � �.Accordingly,E
(n)

jm with j � n is a

polynom ialofordern.Following theprocedure outlined in Appendix (B)we

can writethem ostgeneralform ofE
(n)

jm ,up to an arbitrary factor,as

E
(n)

jm = x
�1
1 :::x

�n
n B

�1:::�n
n;jm + [:::]; (65)

where[:::]standsforalltheterm sthatcontain lessthan n coordinates;these

donotappearin thestructurefunctionsbutm aintain thetranslationalinvari-

anceofourquantities.Notethatin thiscasewecarrytheindex n in thetensor
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basisfunctionssincethetheory m ixesbasisfunctionsofdi�erentorders.The

appearance ofthe tensor B
�1:::�n
n;jm is justi�ed by the fact that E

(n)

jm m ust be

sym m etricto perm utationsofany pairofcoordinateson theonehand,and it

hastobelongtothejm sectoron theotherhand.Thisrequirestheappearance

ofthe fully sym m etric tensor(B.5).In lightofEqs.(61-62)we seek solution

forG
(n)

j (frkg)oftheform

G
(n)

jm (frkg)=
X

i6= l

H
il
jm (frkg)log(ril)+ H jm (frkg); (66)

where H il
jm (frkg)and H jm (frkg)are polynom ials ofdegree n.The latteris

fully sym m etric in the coordinates.The form er is sym m etric in ri,rl and

separately in allthe otherfrkgk6= l;i.Substituting Eq.(66)into Eq.(61)and

collecting term softhesam etypeyieldsthreeequations:

X

i

r 2

iH
lk
jm = r l� rkE

(n)

jm ; (67)

[d� 2+ rlk � (rl� r k)]H
lk
jm +

r�lkr
�

lkr
�
lr

�

k

2d� 2
E
(n)

jm = �
r2lkK

lk
jm

2
; (68)

X

i

r 2

iH jm =
X

l6= k

K
lk
jm :

HereK lk
jm arepolynom ialsofdegreen � 2 which areseparately sym m etricin

thel;k coordinatesand in alltheothercoordinatesexceptl;k.In Ref.[97]it

wasproven thatforj= 0theseequationspossessauniquesolution.Theproof

followsthrough unchanged forany j6= 0,and wethusproceed to �nding the

solution.

By sym m etry we can specialize the discussion to l= 1,k = 2.In light of

Eq.(68)we see thatH 12
jm m usthave atleasta quadratic contribution in r12.

Thisguaranteesthat(66)isnonsingularin the lim itr12 ! 0.The only part

ofH 12
jm that willcontribute to structure functions m ust contain r3:::rn at

leastonce.Since H 12
jm hasto be a polynom ialofdegree n in the coordinates,

itm ustbeoftheform

H
12

jm = r
�1
12r

�2
12r

�3
3 :::r

�n
n C

�1�2:::�n + [:::]1;2 ; (69)

where [:::]1;2 contains term s with higherpowers ofr12 and therefore do not

contain som eoftheothercoordinatesr3:::rn.Obviouslysuch term sareunim -

portantforthe structure functions.Since H 12
jm hasto be sym m etric in r1;r2

and r3:::rn separately,and it has to belong to an jm sector,we conclude

thatthe constanttensorC m usthave the sam e sym m etry and m ustbelong
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to thesam esector.Consulting Appendix (B)them ostgeneralform ofC is

C
�1�2:::�n = aB

�1�2:::�n
n;jm + b�

�1�2B
�3�4:::�n
n� 2;jm + c

X

i6= l> 2

�
�1�i�

�2�lB
�3�4:::�n
n� 4;jm :(70)

Substituting in Eq.(68)one�nd

(d+ 2)H 12

jm +
r
�1
12r

�2
12r

�3
3 :::r�nn

2d� 2
B
�1:::�n
n;jm +

1

2
r
�1
12
r
�2
12
�
�1�2K

1;2

jm = [:::]1;2 :

Substituting Eq.(69)and dem anding thatcoe�cientsofthe term r
�1
1 :::r�nn

willsum up to zero,weobtain

� 2(d+ 2)a�
2

2d� 2
= 0 ; � 2(d+ 2)c= 0 ;=) c= 0 :

The coe�cient b is not determ ined from this equation due to possible con-

tributionsfrom the unknown lastterm .W e determ ine the coe�cient b from

Eq.(67).Aftersubstituting theform swe�nd

4��1�2r�33 :::r
�n
n [aB

�1:::�n
n;jm + b��1�2B

�3�4:::�n
n� 2;jm ]= �

�1�2r
�3 :::r

�nB
�1:::�n
n;jm + [:::]1;2 :

Recalling theidentity (B.6)weobtain b=
zn;j

4d
[1� 4a]:Finally we�nd thata

isn;j-independent,a = � 1

2(d+ 2)(d� 1)
;whereasbdoesdepend on n and j,and

wethereforedenoteitasbn;j

bn;j =
(d+ 1)

4(d+ 2)(d� 1)
zn;j :

In the nextSubsect.we com pute from these resultsthe scaling exponentsin

allthesectorsoftheSO(d)sym m etry group.

5.1.4 The Scaling Exponentsofthe Structure Functions

W e now wish to show thatthe solution forthe zero m odesofthecorrelation

functions F
(n)

T (i.e Z (n)) result in hom ogeneous structure functions S
(n)

T .In

every sectorj;m we com pute the scaling exponents,and show thatthey are

independentofm .Accordingly thescalingexponentsaredenoted �
(n)

j ,and we

com pute them to �rstorderin �.Using (63)and (64),thestructure function

isgiven by:

S
(n)

T;jm (r1;r1;:::;rn;rn)= � �1
1 :::� �n

n B
�1:::�n
n;jm +

�
X

i6= l

no i;l
z }| {
� �1

1
:::� �n

n f
�i�l(ri;ri;rl;rl)[aB

�1:::�n
n;jm + b�

�i�lB

no i;l

z }| {
�1:::�n
n� 2;jm ];
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where�
�i
i � r

�i
i � r

�i
i ,and thefunction f isde�ned as:

f
�i�l(ri;ri;rl;rl)� (ri� rl)

�i(ri� rl)
�llnjri� rlj

+ (ri� rl)
�i(ri� rl)

�llnjri� rlj (71)

� (ri� rl)
�i(ri� rl)

�llnjri� rlj

� (ri� rl)
�i(ri� rl)

�llnjri� rlj: (72)

Thescaling exponentofS
(n)

T;jm can befound by m ultiplying allitscoordinates

by �.A directcalculation yields:

S
(n)

T;jm (�r1;�r1;:::)= �
n
S
(n)

T;jm (r1;r1;:::)� 2��n ln�
X

i6= l

no i;l
z }| {
� �1

1
:::� �n

n �
�i
i �

�l
l

� [aB
�1:::�n
n;jm + bn;j�

�i�lB

no i;l

z }| {
�1:::�n
n� 2;jm ]+ O (�2);

= �
n
S
(n)

jm (r1;r1;:::)� 2��n ln�� �1
1
:::� �n

n �
X

i6= l

[aB
�1:::�n
n;jm + bn;j�

�i�lB

no i;l

z }| {
�1:::�n
n� 2;jm + O (�2):

Using (B.8), we �nd that
P

i6= l

[aB
�1:::�n
n;jm + bn;j�

�i�lB

no i;l

z }| {
�1:::�n
n� 2;jm ] = [n(n � 1)a +

bn;j]B
�1:::�n
n;jm ,and therefore,we�nally obtain:

S
(n)

T (�r1;�r1;:::)= �
n f1� 2�[n(n � 1)a+ bn;j]ln�gS

(n)

T (r1;r1;:::)+ O (�2)

= �
�
(n)

j S
(n)

T (r1;r1;:::)+ O (�2);

Theresultofthescaling exponentis:

�
(n)

j = n � 2�[�
n(n � 1)

2(d+ 2)(d� 1)
+

(d+ 1)

4(d+ 2)(d� 1)
zn;j]+ O (�2)

from which follows(47).Thisisthe�nalresultofthiscalculation.

Itisnoteworthy thatthisresultisin fullagreem ent with (56),even though

thescaling exponentsthatappearin theseresultreferto di�erentquantities.

Theway to understand thisisthefusion rulesthatarediscussed next.

5.1.5 Fusion Rules

Thefusion rulesaddresstheasym ptoticpropertiesofthefully unfused struc-

turefunctionswhentwoorm oreofthecoordinatesareapproachingeachother,

whereas the restofthe coordinatesrem ain separated by m uch largerscales.

A fulldiscussion ofthe fusion rulesforthe Navier-Stokesand the Kraichnan
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m odelcan befound in [53,54,99].In thissection wequotethefusion rulesthat

werederived in Ref.[25]directly from thezero m odesthatwerecom puted to

O (�),in allthesectorsofthesym m etry group.In otherwords,weareafterthe

dependence ofthestructure function S
(n)

T (r1;r1;:::)on its�rstp pairsofco-

ordinatesr1;r1;:::;rp;rp in thecasewherethesepointsarevery closeto each

othercom pared to theirdistance from the other n � p pairs ofcoordinates.

Explicitly,weconsiderthecasewherer1;r1;:::;rp;rp � rp+ 1;rp+ 1;:::;rn;rn.

(W e have used here the property oftranslationalinvariance to putthe cen-

ter ofm ass ofthe �rst 2p coordinates at the origin.The fullcalculation is

presented in [25],with the�nalresult(to O (�))

S
(n)

T;jm (r1;r1;:::;rn;rn)=

pX

l= lm ax

X

m 0

 l;m 0S
(p)

T;lm 0(r1;r1;:::;rp;rp):

In thisexpression thequantity  l;m 0 isa tensorfunction ofallthecoordinates

thatrem ain separated by largedistances,and

lm ax = m axf0;p+ j� ng ; j� n:

W ehaveshown thattheLHS hasa hom ogeneity exponent�
(n)

j .TheRHS isa

productoffunctionswith hom ogeneity exponents�
(p)

l and thefunctions l;m 0.

Using the linearindependence ofthe functionsS
(p)

T;lm 0 we conclude that l;m 0

m usthave hom ogeneity exponent�
(n)

j � �
(p)

l .Thisisprecisely the prediction

ofthe fusion rules,butin each sectorseparately.One should stressthe intu-

itive m eaning ofthe fusion rules.The resultshows thatwhen p coordinates

approach each other,the hom ogeneity exponent corresponding to these co-

ordinatesbecom essim ply �
(p)

l asifwe were considering a p-ordercorrelation

function.Them eaning ofthisresultisthatp �eld am plitudesm easured atp

close-by coordinatesin the presence ofn � p �eld am plitudesdeterm ined far

away behavescaling-wiselikep �eld am plitudesin thepresenceofanisotropic

boundary conditions.

5.1.6 The Lagrangian Approach to Anom alousScaling

An elegantapproach to the correlation functionsisfurnished by Lagrangian

dynam ics[114{118].In thisform alism onerecognizesthattheactualvalueof

the scalaratposition x attim e tisdeterm ined by the action ofthe forcing

along theLagrangian trajectory from t= � 1 to t:

T(x0;t0)=

t0Z

� 1

dthf(x(t);t)i� ; (73)
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with thetrajectory x(t)obeying

x(t0)= x0 ; @tx(t)= u(x(t);t)+
p
2��(t); (74)

and � isavectorofzero-m ean independentGaussian whiterandom variables,D
��(t)��(t0)

E
= ����(t� t0).W ith thisin m ind,wecan rewriteS

(2n)

T ofEq.(53)

by substituting each factorofT(xi)by itsrepresentation (73).Perform ingthe

averagesovertherandom forces,weend up with

S
(2n)

T (x1;:::;x2n;t0)=
D t0Z

� 1

dt1� � � dtn

h
�(x1(t1)� x2(t1))� � � (75)

� �(x2n� 1(tn)� x2n(tn))+ perm utations
iE

u;f�
i
g
; (76)

To understand theaveraging procedurerecallthateach ofthetrajectoriesxi

obeysan equation oftheform (74),whereu aswellasf�ig
2n
i= 1 areindependent

stochasticvariableswhosecorrelationsaregiven above.Alternatively,werefer

the reader to section IIof[118],where the above analysis is carried out in

detail.Here we follow the derivation ofRef.[114].In considering Lagrangian

trajectoriesofgroupsofparticles,weshould notethatevery initialcon�gura-

tion ischaracterized by a center ofm ass,say R ,a scale s (say the radiusof

gyration oftheclusterofparticles)and a shape Z .In \shape" we m ean here

allthedegreesoffreedom otherthan thescaleand R :asm any anglesasare

needed to fully determ inea shape,in addition to theEuleranglesthat�x the

shapeorientation with respecttoachosen fram eofcoordinates.Thusagroup

of2n positionsfxig willbesom etim edenoted below asfR ;s;Z g.

Onecom ponentin theevolution ofan initialcon�guration isa rescaling ofall

thedistanceswhich increaseontheaverageliket1=�2;thisrescalingisanalogous

to Richardson di�usion.Theexponent�2 which determ inesthescaleincrease

isalso thecharacteristicexponentofthesecond orderstructurefunction [94].

Thishasbeen related to theexponent� of(52)according to �2 = 2� �.After

factoring outthisoverallexpansion we are leftwith a norm alized ‘shape’.It

istheevolution ofthisshapethatdeterm inestheanom alousexponents.

Considera �nalshape Z 0 with an overallscale s0 which isrealized att= 0.

This shape has evolved during negative tim es.W e �x a scale s > s0 and

exam inetheshapewhen thecon�guration reachesthescalesforthelasttim e

before reaching the scale s0.Since the trajectories are random the shape Z

which isrealized atthistim e istaken from a distribution (Z ;Z 0;s ! s0).

Aslong astheadvecting velocity �eld isscaleinvariant,thisdistribution can

depend only on theratio s=s0.
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Next,we use the shape-to-shape transition probability to de�ne an operator

̂(s=s0)on thespaceoffunctions	(Z )according to

[̂(s=s0)	](Z 0)=

Z

dZ (Z ;Z 0;s! s0)	(Z ):

W e willbe interested in the eigenfunction and eigenvalues ofthis operator.

Thisoperatorhastwo im portantproperties.First,foran isotropic statistics

ofthe velocity �eld the operatorisisotropic.Thism eans thatthisoperator

com m uteswith allrotation operatorson thespaceoffunctions	(Z ).In other

words,ifO � is the rotation operator that takes the function 	(Z ) to the

new function 	(� � 1Z ),then O � ̂ = ̂O �.This property follows from the

obvious sym m etry of the Kernel(Z ;Z 0;s ! s0) to rotating Z and Z 0

sim ultaneously.Accordinglytheeigenfunctionsof̂ can beclassi�ed according

to the irreducible representationsofSO(3)sym m etry group.Because in this

section we are not com puting explicitly the exponents we do not need to

present the precise form ofthe eigenfunctions and we willdenote them for

sim plicity asB qjm (Z ).The second im portantproperty of̂ followsfrom the

�-correlation in tim eofthevelocity �eld.Physically thism eansthatthefuture

trajectoriesofn particlesarestatistically independentoftheirtrajectoriesin

thepast.M athem atically,itim pliesforthekernelthat

(Z ;Z 0;s! s0)=

Z

dZ 1(Z ;Z 1;s! s1)(Z 1;Z 0;s1 ! s0); s> s1 > s0

and in turn,fortheoperator,that

̂(s=s0)= ̂(s=s1)̂(s1=s0):

Accordingly,by a successive application of̂(s=s0)to an arbitrary eigenfunc-

tion,wegetthattheeigenvaluesof̂ haveto beoftheform �q;j = (s=s0)
�
(2n)

j :

(
s

s0
)
�
(2n)

j B qjm (Z 0)=

Z

dZ (Z ;Z 0;s! s0)B qjm (Z ) (77)

From Schur’s lem m as one can prove thatthe eigenvalues do not depend on

m .On the otherhand they can stillbe a function ofq butforsim plicity of

notation wedo notexplicitly carry theq index in �.

To proceed we want to introduce into the averaging process in (76) by av-

eraging over Lagrangian trajectories ofthe 2n particles.This willallow us

to connect the shape dynam ics to the statisticalobjects.To this aim con-

siderany setofLagrangian trajectoriesthatstarted att= � 1 and end up

at tim e t = 0 in a con�guration characterized by a scale s0 and center of

m ass R 0 = 0.A fullm easure ofthese have evolved through the scale L or

larger.Accordingly they m usthave passed,during theirevolution from tim e

t= � 1 through a con�guration ofscale s > s0 atleast once.Denote now
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�2n(t;R;Z ;s! s0;Z 0)dtdR dZ asthe probability thatthissetof2n trajec-

toriescrossed the scale s forthe lasttim e before reaching s0;Z 0,between t

and t+ dt,with a centerofm assbetween R and R + dR and with a shape

between Z and Z + dZ .

In term s ofthis probability we can rewrite Eq.(76) (displaying,for clarity,

R 0 = 0 and t= 0)as

S
(2n)

T (R 0 = 0;s0;Z 0;t= 0)=

Z

dZ

0Z

� 1

dt

Z

dR �2n(t;R;Z ;s! s0;Z 0)

�

* 0Z

� 1

dt1� � � dtn

h
�(x1(t1)� x2(t1))� � � �(x2n� 1(tn)� x2n(tn))+ perm s

i�
�
�(s;R ;Z ;t)

+

u;�
i

:(78)

Them eaning oftheconditionalaveraging isan averaging overalltherealiza-

tionsofthevelocity �eld and therandom �iforwhich Lagrangian trajectories

thatended up attim e t= 0 in R = 0;s0;Z 0 passed through R ;s;Z attim e

t.

Next,the tim e integrations in the above equation are split to the interval

[� 1 ;t]and [t;0]giving riseto 2n di�erentcontributions:

tZ

� 1

dt1� � �

tZ

� 1

dtn +

0Z

t

dt1

tZ

� 1

dt2� � �

tZ

� 1

dtn + :::

Consider �rst the contribution with n integrals in the dom ain [� 1 ;t].It

follows from the delta-correlation in tim e ofthe velocity �eld,that we can

write

* tZ

� 1

dt1� � � dtn

h
�(x1(t1)� x2(t1))� � � �(x2n� 1(tn)� x2n(tn))+ perm s

i�
�
�(s;R ;Z ;t)

+

u;�
i

=

* tZ

� 1

dt1� � � dtn

h
�(x1(t1)� x2(t1))� � � �(x2n� 1(tn)� x2n(tn))+ perm s

i
+

u;�
i

= S
(2n)

T (R ;s;Z ;t)= S
(2n)

T (s;Z ): (79)

Thelastequality followsfrom translationalinvariancein space-tim e.Accord-

ingly the contribution with n integralsin the dom ain [� 1 ;t]can be written

as
Z

dZ S
(2n)

T (s;Z )

0Z

� 1

dt

Z

dR �2n(t;R;Z ;s! s0;Z 0):
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W eidentify theshape-to-shapetransition probability:

(Z ;Z 0;s! s0)=

0Z

� 1

dt

Z

dR �2n(t;R;Z ;s! s0;Z 0): (80)

Finally,putting allthisadded wisdom back in Eq.(78)weend up with

S
(2n)

T (s0;Z 0)= I+

Z

dZ (Z ;Z 0;s! s0)S
(2n)

T (s;Z ): (81)

HereI representsallthecontributionswith oneorm oretim eintegralsin the

dom ain [t;0].Thekey pointnow isthatonly theterm with n integralsin the

dom ain [� 1 ;t]contains inform ation about the evolution of2n Lagrangian

trajectoriesthatprobed theforcingscaleL.Accordingly,theterm denoted by

I cannotcontain inform ation aboutthe leading anom alousscaling exponent

belonging to F2n,butonly oflowerorderexponents.The anom alousscaling

dependenceoftheLHS ofEq.(81)hastocancelagainsttheintegralcontaining

F2n withouttheintervention ofI.

Representing now

S
(2n)

T (s0;Z 0)=
X

qjm

aq;jm (s0)B qjm (Z 0);

S
(2n)

T (s;Z )=
X

qjm

aq;jm (s)B qjm (Z );

I=
X

qjm

Iqjm B qjm (Z 0) (82)

and substituting on both sidesofEq.(81)and using Eq.(77)we �nd,due to

thelinearindependence oftheeigenfunctionsB qjm

aq;jm (s0)= Iqjm +

�
s

s0

��(2n)
j

aq;jm (s):

To leading orderthe contribution ofIqjm isneglected,leading to the conclu-

sion that the spectrum ofanom alous exponents ofthe correlation functions

is determ ined by the eigenvalues ofthe shape-to-shape transition probability

operator.Calculationsshow thatthe leading exponentin theisotropic sector

is always sm aller than the leading exponents in allother sectors.This gap

between the leading exponentin the isotropic sectorto the restofthe expo-

nentsdeterm inestherateofdecay ofanisotropy upon decreasing thescaleof

observation.

The derivation presented above hasused explicitly the propertiesofthe ad-

vecting �eld,in particularthe�-correlation in tim e.Accordingly itcannotbe

55



im m ediately generalized to m ore generic situationsin which there existtim e

correlations.Neverthelesswe�nd itpleasing thatatleastin thepresentcase

we can tracethe physicalorigin ofthe exponentsanom aly,and connectitto

theunderlying dynam ics.In m oregenericcasesthem echanism sm ay bem ore

com plicated,butoneshould stillkeep thelesson in m ind -higherordercorre-

lation functionsdepend on m any coordinates,and thesede�neacon�guration

in space.Thescalingpropertiesofsuch functionsm ayverywelldepend on how

such con�gurationsare reached by the dynam ics.Focusing on static objects

likestructurefunctionsofonevariablem ay beinsu�cientfortheunderstand-

ingofthephysicsofanom alousscaling.Im portantcon�rm ation ofthispicture

havebeen found recently also forthecaseofpassivescalarsadvected by a 2d

turbulent ow in the inverse cascade regim e [119]and for the case ofshell

m odelsforpassive scalarsadvection [120].

5.1.7 Sum m ary and Discussion

The m ain lesson from this subsection is that the scaling exponents form a

discrete and strictly increasing spectrum asa function ofj.Thisisthe �rst

exam ple where this can be shown rigorously.The m eaning ofthis result is

that for higher j the anisotropic contributions to the statisticalobjects de-

cay fasterupon decreasing scales.Therateofisotropization isdeterm ined by

the di�erence between the j dependent scaling exponents,and is ofcourse

a power law.The result shows thatto �rst orderin � the j-dependent part

isindependent ofthe orderofthe correlation function.Thism eansthatthe

rate ofisotropization ofallthe m om entsofthe distribution function of�eld

di�erencesacrossagiven scaleisthesam e.Thisisadem onstration ofthefact

that,to O (�)thedistributionsfunction itselftendstoward a locally isotropic

distribution function.W e note in passing that to �rst order in � the j de-

pendentpartisalso thesam efor�(2),a quantity whoseisotropicvalueisnot

anom alous.Forallj > 1 also �
(2)

j is anom alous,and in agreem ent with the

n = 2valueofEq.(47).Signi�cantly,for�
(2)

j wehaveanonperturbativeresult

thatwasderived in [99],nam ely

�
(2)

j =
1

2

�
2� d� � +

s

(2� d� �)2 +
4(d+ � � 1)j(d+ j� 2)

d� 1

�
; j� 2

valid forallvaluesof� in theinterval(0,2)and forallj� 2.Thisexactresult

agreesafterexpanding to O (�)with (47)forn = 2 and j= 2.

Thesecond lesson from this�rstexactly solvableexam plewasthecorrespon-

dencebetween thescaling exponentsofthezero m odesin theinertialinterval

and the corresponding scaling exponentsofthegradient�elds.The latterdo

notdepend on any inertialscales,and theexponentappearsin thecom bina-

tion (�=�)
�
(n)

j where � is the appropriate ultraviolet inner cuto�.W e found
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exactagreem entwith theexponentsofthezero m odesin allthesectorsofthe

sym m etry group and forallvaluesofn.The deep reason behind thisagree-

m entisthe linearity ofthe fundam entalequation ofthe passive scalar(48).

Thistranslatesto the factthatthe viscouscuto� � isn and j independent,

and alsodoesnotdepend on theinertialseparationsin theunfused correlation

functions.Thispointhasbeen discussed in detailin [99,121].In the case of

Navier-Stokesstatisticsweexpectthis\trivial"correspondencetofail.Never-

theless,m any attem ptshavebeen doneto describethem atching between the

inertialand dissipativescalingproperties[53,122,123]fortheisotropicsector.

Finally wenotethatin thepresentcasewehavedisplayed thefusion rulesin

allthe j sectors,using the O (�)explicitform ofthe zero m odes.W e expect

thefusion rulesto havea nonperturbativevalidity forany valueof�.

Aninterestingm odi�cationofKraichnanm odelshasbeen recentlyproposedin

[124]wherethescalingpropertiesofapassivescalaradvected by aKraichnan-

likeshearow areinvestigated.Theanisotropyintroduced bytheshearbreaks

thefoliationsofthecorrelation functionsequations.Nevertheless,theauthors

havebeen ableto explain theexistenceofa scaling rangein thepassivespec-

trum with anom alousslope(i.e.di�erentfrom theresultobtained in absence

ofshear),forscales largerthan the typicalshear-length in the system .This

anom alousslope isdue to thefastadvection ofpassive particlesin them ean

sheardirection.

5.2 Passively Advected M agnetic Field

Anotherexactly solvable system ofsom e interestisthe case ofpassively ad-

vected m agnetic�eld.Thism odelwas�rstproposed in [106].Itdescribesthe

advection ofa m agnetic�eld B (x;t)by thesam eKraichnan stochasticveloc-

ity �eld described in Eq.(49).The equation ofm otion forthe m agnetic �eld

is

@tB (x;t)+
h
u(x;t)� r

i
B (x;t)�

h
B (x;t)� r

i
u(x;t)

= �r 2
B (x;t)+ f(x;t); (83)

which hasto besupplem ented by thesolenoidality condition r � B (x;t)= 0.

The source (\forcing") term f(x;t) is a solenoidalvector �eld that is re-

sponsible forinjecting them agnetic�eld into thesystem atlargescales.The

second-orderm om entofthesource�eld hereisa second-ordersolenoidalten-

sor

D
f
�(x + r;t

0)f�(x;t)
E
� �(t� t

0)A ��

�
r

L

�

; (84)
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instead ofascalar.ThetensorA ��(y)isused tom im iclarge-scaleanisotropic

boundary conditions and is therefore taken to be anisotropic,analytic in y

and vanishing rapidly for y � 1.Finally,the dissipative term �r 2B (x;t)

dissipatesthem agnetic�eld outofthesystem atsm allscales.

Noticethatin orderto keep them agnetic�eld solenoidal,Eq.(83)containsa

\stretching"term
h
B (x;t)� r

i
u(x;t).Thisterm m aycausea\dynam oe�ect",

which iswhathappenswhen the m agnetic �eld am pli�esitselfby extracting

kinetic energy from the velocity �eld [125].Such e�ect can destabilize the

system ,and preventsitfrom reaching a stationary state.

Just as in the Kraichnan passive scalar case,we can use the fact thatboth

thevelocity and source�eldsarewhite-noiseGaussian processes,and derivea

closed setofequationsforthesim ultaneousnth-ordercorrelation-functionsof

the m agnetic�eld.Forexam ple,the equation ofm otion forthesecond order

m agneticcorrelation function

C
��(r;t)�

D
B
�(x + r;t)B �(x;t)

E

can beeasily derived [106]:

@tC
�� = K

��
@�@�C

�� � [(@�K
��)@�C

�� + (@�K
��)@�C

��]

+ (@�@�K
��)C �� + 2�r 2

C
�� + A

�� � T̂
��
��C

�� + A
��

; (85)

where one has to add also the solenoidalcondition for the m agnetic �eld,

@�C
�� = 0 and thetensorK �� isthetwo-pointvelocity correlation (52).The

solution of(85) was found in [106].It was shown there that for 0 < � < 1

no dynam o occurs,while for� > 1 a dynam o isdeveloped.Consequently for

0 < � < 1 the system m ay reach a stationary state where the correlation

function ofthe m agnetic �eld behaveslike a powerlaw in the inertialrange.

In [106]thezerom odesofthesecond-ordercorrelation-function wascalculated

and itsanom alousscaling in theisotropicsectorwasfound forany 0� � � 1.

Noticethatforthispassivevectorm odel,theabsenceofany conservation law

forthe m agnetic energy allowsforanom alousscaling already forthe second

ordercorrelation in theisotropicsector,atdi�erencefrom whathappensin the

passive scalarcase discussed in section (5.1.1).Thiswasthe �rstcase where

a fully non-perturbativeanalyticalsolutionswaspresented dem onstrating the

possibility to haveanom alousscaling in hydrodynam icproblem s.

Inref.[26,27]thisanalysiswasgeneralized toallthesectorsoftheSO(3)group

usingtheSO(3)decom position.Herewereview theresultspresented inref.[26]

where a system atic non-perturbativestudy ofthesolutionsof(85)wasgiven

in all(j;m )sectorsoftheSO(3)group.Asusual,itisadvantageoustodecom -

posethecovarianceC �� in term sofbasisfunctionsthatblock-diagonalizethe

angularpartoftheoperatorT̂ ,which isinvariantto allrotations.In addition,
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T̂ isinvariantto theparity transform ation r ! � r,and to theindex perm u-

tation (�;�), (�;�).Accordingly,T̂ can befurtherblock-diagonalized into

blockswith de�niteparity and sym m etry underperm utations.

In lightoftheseconsideration weseek solutionsin term softhedecom position

given in (34):

C
��(r;t)=

X

q;j;m

C
(2)

q;jm (r;t)B
��

q;jm (̂r): (86)

As discussed in sec.(4.2.2)the nine basis functions can be grouped in four

sub-groupsdepending on theirsym m etriesunderparity and index perm uta-

tion (37).Itshould be noted thatnotallsubsets contribute forevery value

of j.Space hom ogeneity im plies the obvious sym m etry of the covariance:

C ��(r;t)= C ��(� r;t).Thereforerepresentationssym m etricto�;� exchange

m ustalsohaveeven parity,whileantisym m etricrepresentationsm usthaveodd

parity.Accordingly,even j’sareassociated with subsetsIand III,and odd j’s

areassociated with subsetII.SubsetIV cannotcontributeto thistheory due

to thesolenoidalconstraint.

5.2.1 The M atrix Representation ofthe Operator T̂

Having theangularbasisfunctionsweseek therepresentation oftheoperator

T̂ inthisbasis.Insucharepresentation T̂ isadi�erentialoperatorwithrespect

to r only.In Appendix A of[26]it is shown how T̂ 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 T̂ we are aided by the

incom pressibilityconstraint.Consider�rstsubsetIm adeofthefoursym m etric

and with (� )j parity basis functions:B
��

q;jm (̂r) with q = 1;5;7;9 in a given

j;m sector.To sim plify the notation we denote the a’scoe�cientsaccording

toa(r)� C
(2)

9jm (r),b(r)� C
(2)

7jm (r),c(r)� C
(2)

1jm (r)and d(r)� C
(2)

5jm (r).Prim es

willdenotedi�erentiation with respectto r.

In thisbasistheoperator T̂ takeson theform

T̂

2
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B
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C
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+ T 2

0

B
B
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C
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0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@
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d

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (87)

On the RHS we have m atrix products.In addition,the solenoidalcondition

im plies the following two constrains on a; b; c and d (cf.the Appendix of

[23]):
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0= a
0+ 2

a

r
+ jb

0� j
2
b

r
+ c

0� j
c

r

0= b
0+ 3

b

r
+
c

r
+ (j� 1)d0� (j� 1)(j� 2)

d

r

Using theseconditionsonecan bring T 1 and T 2 to diagonalform s,

T 1 = 2(D r�+ �)1 ; T 2 =
4

r
[(D r�+ �)+ �D r

�]1

where1 istheunitm atrix.T 3 can bewritten in theform

T 3 = D r
�� 2

Q (j;�)+ �r
� 2
Q (j;0):

Theexplicitexpression forthefourcolum nsofQ (j;�)can befound in [26]In

Appendix B of([26])the two rem aining blocks (subsets II,IIIafterthe list

(37) ),in the m atrix representation of T̂ as a function ofj have been also

investigated.The single basisB 3;jm (subsetIV)cannotappearin the theory

sinceC
(2)

3jm = 0by thesolenoidalcondition (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 II.In this subset the j = 1 solenoidal

condition im pliesthe equation: d

dr
C
(2)

81m +
3C

(2)

81m

r
= 0,orC

(2)

81m / r� 3 which is

notan adm issible solution.

5.2.2 Calculation ofthe Scaling Exponents

Before turning to the com putation ofthe exponentsone should considerthe

existenceofastationary solution fort! 1 .In [106]itwasshowed thatthere

is not dynam o in the isotropic sector as long as � < 1.In [26]it has been

dem onstrated thatforthe sam e valuesof�,the dynam o e�ectisabsentalso

in the anisotropic sectors.The reader is referred to [26]for details on this

subject.In theabsenceofa dynam o e�ect,wecan considera stationary state

ofthesystem ,m aintained by theforcing term f(r;t).Thecovariancein such

a casewillobey thefollowing equation:

T̂
��
��C

�� + A
�� = 0 :

Deep in the inertialrange we look forscale invariantsolutions ofthe above

equation neglecting the dissipative term s.The m ost generalscale invariant

solution can be expressed as a linear superposition ofhom ogeneous (zero-

m odes)and non-hom ogeneoussolutionsoftheaboveequation:

C
��(r)= C

��

hom (r)+ C
��

non� h(r):

In particular,only zero-m odescan carry anom alousscaling,being thescaling

propertiesofthenon-hom ogeneoussolutions�xed by thedim ensionalm atch-

ing T̂��
��C

�� � A��.Therefore,the existence ofa leading anom alousscaling
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contribution tosm allscalesm agneticuctuationsisconnected totheexistence

ofone,som e,zero-m odeswith scaling exponentssm allerthan thedim ensional

estim ate.

Thecalculation ofthescale-invariantsolutionsbecom esratherim m ediateonce

weknow thefunctionalform oftheoperatorT̂ in thebasisoftheangularten-

sorsB q;jm .Usingtheexpansion (86),and thefactthatT̂ isblockdiagonalized

by such an expansion,wegetasetof2nd ordercoupled ODE’sforeach block.

To dem onstrate thispoint,considerthefourdim ensionalblock ofT̂ ,created

by the fourbasistensorsB q;jm ofsubsetI.According to the notation ofthe

lastsection,wedenotethecoe�cientsoftheseangulartensorsin (86),by the

fourfunctionsa(r);b(r);c(r);d(r):

C
��(r)� a(r)B

��

9;jm + b(r)B
��

7;jm + c(r)B
��

1;jm + d(r)B
��

5;jm + :::;

where (:::) stand for term s with other j;m and other sym m etries with the

sam ej;m .Letus�rstconsiderthecasewhere � > 0.According to (87),well

within theinertialrange,thesefunctionsobey:

T 1(� = 0)
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d

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 : (88)

Due to the scale-invariance of these equations,we look for scale-invariant

solutionsin theform :

a(r)= ar
�
; b(r)= br

�
; d(r)= cr

�
; d(r)= dr

�
: (89)

W herea;b;c;d arecom plex constants.Substituting (89)into (88)resultsin a

setoffourlinearhom ogeneousequationsfortheunknownsa;b;c;d :

[�(� � 1)T1(� = 0)+ �T2(� = 0)+ T 3(� = 0)]

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

a

b

c

d

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 :

Thelastequation adm itsnon-trivialsolutionsonly when

det[�(� � 1)T1(� = 0)+ �T2(� = 0)+ T 3(� = 0)]= 0 :
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Thissolvability condition allowsustoexpress� asafunction ofjand �.Using

M ATHEM ATICA one�ndseightpossiblevaluesof�,out-of-which,only four

arein agreem entwith thesolenoidalcondition:

�
(2)

j (i)= �
1

2
� �

3

2
�
1

2

r

H (�;j)� 2
q
K (�;j); i= 1;2;3;4 ; (90)

K (�;j)� �
4 � 2�3 + 2�3j+ 2�3j2 � 4�2j� 3�2 � 4�2j2 � 8�j2 � 8�j+ 4� + 16j+ 16j2 + 4

H (�;j)� � �
2 � 8� + 2�j2 + 2�j+ 4j2 + 4j+ 5 :

Not allofthese solutions are physically acceptable because not allofthem

can be m atched to the zero m ode solutionsin the dissipative regim e.To see

why thisisso,considerthezero-m odeequation for� = 0:

(2� + 2D )r 2
C = 0 : (91)

The m ain di�erence between the� = 0 case and the � > 0 case isthatin the

form erthesam escale-invariantequation holdsboth fortheinertialrangeand

the dissipative range.As a result,for � = 0,the zero m odes scale with the

sam eexponentsin thetwo regim es.Theseexponentsaregiven sim ply by (90)

with � = 0,becausefor� = 0 thezero m odesequation with � = 0 isthesam e

as(91)up to theoverallfactor D

D + �
which doesnotchangetheexponent.For

� = 0 th solutionsshould bevalid forthedissipative regim easwellasforthe

inertialregim e,ruling outthe two solutionswith negative exponentsin (90),

forthey willgivea non-physicaldivergenceasr! 0.Assum ing now thatthe

solutions(including the exponents)are continuousin �,(and notnecessarily

analytic!),one �ndsthatalso for�nite � only the positive exponentsappear

in theinertialrange(an exception tothatisthej= 0,tobediscussed below).

Finally therearetwo branchesofsolutionscorresponding to the(� )and (+)

in thesquareroot.

�
(2)

j = �
3

2
�
1

2
� +

1

2

r

H (�;j)� 2
q
K (�;j); subsetI:

Note thatforj = 0,only the branch with the + sign underthe square root

existssincetheotherexponentisnotadm issible,beingnegativefor� ! 0,and

thereforeexcluded by continuity.�
(2)

0 howeverbecom esnegativeas� increases.

Forj� 2 both solutionsareadm issible,and theleading isthatonewith the

m inussign in thesquareroot.

Letusalso discuss the behaviorofthe zero m odesin the dissipative regim e

for� > 0.Herethedissipation term sbecom edom inantand wecan neglectall

otherterm sin T̂ .Thezerom odeequation in thisregim ebecom es2�r 2C �� =

0,which isagain,up to an overallfactor,identicalto thezero m odeequation

with � = 0;� = 0.The solutionsin thisregion are once again scale invariant

with scalingexponents�
(2)

j j�= 0= j;j� 2.Asexpected,thecorrelation function

C ��(r)becom essm ooth in thedissipative regim e.
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In [26]the com putation oftheexponentscorresponding to subsetsIIand III

isalso presented.Theresultis:

�
(2)

j = �
3

2
�
1

2
� +

1

2

q
1� 10� + �2 + 2j2� + 2j� + 4j+ 4j2 ; subsetII

�
(2)

j = �
3

2
�
1

2
� +

1

2

q
�2 + 2� + 1+ 4j2 + 2j2� + 4j+ 2�j ; subsetIII:

Forj= 0thereisnocontribution from thissubset,astheexponentisnegative.

Afterm atching thezero m odesto thedissipativerange,onehasto guarantee

m atching attheouterscaleL.Thecondition to beful�lled isthatthesum of

the zero-m odeswith the inhom ogeneoussolutions(whose exponentsare 2-�)

m ustgiveC (r)! 0 asjrj! L.Obviously thism eansthattheforcing m ust

havea projection on any sectorB q;jm forwhich C
(2)

q;jm isnonzero.

5.2.3 Sum m ary and Conclusions

The results ofthis section should be exam ined in the light ofthe previous

section on passivescalars.Thatpassivescalarcasea�orded only perturbative

calculation ofanom alousexponentsin allanisotropicsectors.Thepresentex-

am ple o�ers exact,non-perturbative calculations,ofthe whole spectrum of

scaling exponentsthatdeterm inesthecovarianceofa vector�eld in thepres-

enceofanisotropy.Them ain conclusionsare:(i)scaling exponentsofthesec-

ond orderm agneticcorrelation functionsareanom alous;(ii)they arestrictly

increasing with theindex ofjofthesector,m eaning thatthereisa tendency

toward isotropization upon decreasing the scales ofobservation.The equa-

tionsforthem agneticcovariancefoliateintoindependentclosed equationsfor

each setofirreducible representationsofthe SO(3)group.M oreover,scaling

propertiesofthe zero-m odesdo notshow any dependence on the q index la-

beling projectionson di�erentirreduciblerepresentationsoftheSO(3)groups

foreach �xed (j;m ).Theconsequence ofthelatterproperty isthattransver-

saland longitudinalcorrelation have thesam e scaling exponentswithin each

anisotropicsector.

5.3 The LinearPressure M odel

In thissubsection wediscussthescaling exponentscharacterizing thepower-

law behavioroftheanisotropiccom ponentsofcorrelation functionsin turbu-

lentsystem swith pressure,exploring the fundam entalquestion whetheralso

for such system s the scaling exponents increase as j increases,or they are

bounded from above.The equationsofm otion in system swith pressure con-

tain nonlocalintegralsoverallspace.Onecould arguethattherequirem entof

convergence ofthese integralsboundsthe exponentsfrom above.Itisshown
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hereon thebasisofasolvablem odel(the\LinearPressureM odel"),thatthis

is not necessarily the case.The m odeldescribed here is ofa passive vector

advection by a rapidly varying velocity �eld [28].The advected vector �eld

is divergent free and the equation contains a pressure term that m aintains

this condition.The zero m odes ofthe second order correlation function are

found in allthe sectorsofthe sym m etry group.W e show thatthe spectrum

ofscaling exponents can increase with j without bounds,while preserving

�nite integrals.The conclusion isthatcontributions from higherand higher

anisotropicsectorscan disappearfasterand fasterupon decreasing thescales

alsoin system swith pressure.Todem onstratethat,consideratypicalintegral

term oftheform ,

Z

dy G(r � y)C(y): (92)

HereG(r)= � 1=(4�r)isthein�nitedom ain Green function oftheLaplacian

operator,and C(r) is som e statisticalobject which is expected to be scale

invariantin the inertialrange.IfC(r)hasan infrared crossover atscale L

(orequivalently,theintegralhasan infrared cuto�atscaleL),then theabove

expression willnotbeapurepowerlaw ofr,noteven insidetheinertialrange.

Then how isitpossiblethatsuch an expression willcancelouta localterm of

C(r),asisrequired by thetypicalequationsofm otion?Thispuzzlehasled in

thepastto theintroduction oftheconceptof\window oflocality" [126,127].

The window oflocality is the range for the scaling exponents in which no

divergenceoccurs,even ifthecrossoverlength L istaken toin�nity.Forthese

exponents integrals oftype (92) are dom inated by the range ofintegration

y � r and arethereforeterm ed \local".In a \local" theory no infrared cuto�

iscalled for.

Inthissubsection wepresentsolutionsforthescalingexponentsintheanisotropic

sectorsofa linearm odelofturbulence with pressure.Thism odelrevealstwo

m echanism sthatallow an unbounded spectrum ofscaling exponents.First,a

carefulanalysisofthewindow oflocality in theanisotropicsectorsshowsthat

itwidensasjincreases.W ealwayshavealeadingscaling exponentwithin the

window oflocality.Secondly,there is a m ore subtle m echanism that com es

to play when sub-leading exponents exist outside the window oflocality.In

these casesweshow thatthereexistcounter-term sin theexactsolution (not

thezero m odes!)which m aintain thelocality oftheintegrals.Thebottom line

isthatin these m odelstheanisotropic exponentsareunbounded from above

leading to a fastdecay ofthe anisotropic contributionsin the inertialrange.

TheLinearPressurem odelcapturessom eoftheaspectsofthepressureterm

in Navier-Stokesturbulence,while being a linearand thereforem uch sim pler

problem .The non linearity ofthe Navier-Stokes equation is replaced by an

advecting Kraichnan �eld u(x;t)and an advected �eld v(x;t).The advect-

ing �eld u(x;t)istaken,asbefore,the Kraichnan �eld (49).Both �eldsare
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assum ed incom pressible.The equation ofm otion forthe vector�eld v�(x;t)

is:

@tv
� + u

�
@�v

� + @
�
p� �@

2
v
� = f

�
; (93)

@�v
� = @�u

� = 0 : (94)

In this equation,f(x;t) is the sam e as the one in Eq.(83).Analyticity of

f(x;t)isan im portantrequirem ent.Itm eansthatA ��(x)can be expanded

forsm alljxjasa powerseriesin x�;asa resultitsleading contribution in the

j-sector is proportionalto xj� 2,given by @�@�xjYjm (̂x).To see thatthis is

the leading contribution the readercan consultthe generaldiscussion ofthe

construction ofthe irreducible representationsin Ref.[23].Allotheranalytic

contributionscontain lessderivativesand arethereforeofhigherorderin x.

Inordertoderivethestatisticalequationsofthecorrelationfunctionofv�(x;t),

we need a version of(93)withoutthe pressure term .Following the standard

treatm entofthe pressure term in Navier-Stokesequation,we take the diver-

genceof(93)and arriveat,

@�@�u
�
v
� + @

2
p= 0 :

The Laplace equation is now inverted using the Green function ofin�nite

dom ain with zero-at-in�nity boundary conditions:

p(x)= �

Z

dy G(x � y)@�@�u
�(y)v�(y);

with G(x)� � 1=4�x.W ith thisexpression forp(x),Eq.(93)can berewritten

as:

@tv
�(x;t)+ u

�(x;t)@�v
�(x;t)� @

�
(x)

Z

dy G(x � y)@�@�u
�(y)v�(y)

� �@
2
v
�(x;t)= f

�(x;t):

In [28]the equation ofm otion forthe 2-pointcorrelation function,C ��(r)�D
v�(x + r)v�(x)

E
wasfound:

@tC
��(r)� T

��(r)� T
��(� r)+

Z

dy G(r � y)@�@�T
��(y)

+

Z

dy G(� r � y)@�@�T
��(y)� 2�@2C ��(r)

=
D
v
�(x + r)f�(x)

E
+
D
v
�(x)f�(x + r)

E
:

whereto sim plify theequationswehavede�ned an auxiliary function T ��(r):

T
��(r)� @

(r)
�

D
v
�(x + r)u�(x)v�(x)

E
:
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This equation is identicalto the equation for the second order correlation

function in the usualNavier-Stokesturbulence,provided thatu� isreplaced

with v� in the expression above.Indeed,the vexing problem that we face

is being m ade very clear:ifthe triple correlation function has a power law

dependence on r with an arbitrarily large exponent,how can the integral

convergein theinfrared?OnepossibilityisthatthescalingexponentofT��(r)

issu�ciently low,m akingtheintegralconvergent.Theotherpossibility isthat

thecorrelationfunctionisscaleinvariantonlyintheinertialrangeandvanishes

quickly afterthat,which isequivalenttotheintroduction ofan infrared cuto�.

However the integralterm s in the equation probe the correlation function

throughouttheentirespace.Therefore,acrossoverbehaviorofthecorrelation

function atthe outerscale L,seem sto contradicta pure scaling behaviorof

the correlation function in the inertialrange itself.This in turn im plies the

saturation oftheanisotropicscaling exponents.

To proceed,we use the factthatthe �eld u(x;t),aswellasthe forcing,are

Gaussian white noiseswith correlation given by Eq.(52).Thisenablesusto

expressT��(r)and thecorrelation oftheforcein term sofC ��(r)and A ��(r).

Onecan usethewellknown m ethod ofGaussian integration byparts[5]which

leadsto the�nalequations(seealso appendix of([28]):

@tC
��(r)= T

��(r)+ T
��(� r)�

Z

dy G(r� y)@�@�T
��(y)

�

Z

dy G(� r � y)@�@�T
��(y)+ 2�@2C ��(r)+ A

��(r); (95)

T
��(r)= �

1

2
K

��
@�@�C

��(r)+
1

2
@
�
(r)

Z

dy G(r � y)@�

h
K

��(y)@�@�C
� �(y)

i

�
1

2

Z

dy G(y)@�@�

h
K

��(y)@�@�C
��(r � y)

i
: (96)

Theseequationshavetobesupplem ented with twom oreequationsthatfollow

directly from thede�nition ofC ��(r):

@�C
��(r)= 0 ; C

��(r)= C
��(� r):

Finally we note that Eqs.(95,96) can be interpreted in a transparent way,

utilizing two projection operatorswhich m aintain theRHS ofEq.(95)diver-

gencefreein both indices.Tode�nethem ,letusconsideratensor�eld X ��(r)

which vanishessu�ciently fastatin�nity.Then thetwo projection operators

P̂L and P̂R arede�ned by:

P̂LX
��(r)� X

��(r)� @
�
(r)

Z

dy G(r � y)@�X
��(y);

P̂RX
��(r)� X

��(r)� @
�

(r)

Z

dy G(r � y)@�X
��(y):
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W e observe that P̂LX
�� and P̂RX

�� are divergence free in the leftand right

indicesrespectively.Using these operatorswe can rewrite Eqs.(95-96)in the

form

@tC
��(r)= P̂RT

��(r)+ P̂RT
��(� r)+ 2�@2C ��(r)+ A

��(r); (97)

T
��(r)= �

1

2
P̂LK

��
@�@�C

��(r)�
1

2

Z

dy G(y)@�@�

h
K

��(y)@�@�C
��(r � y)

i
:(98)

Theprojection in Eq.(98)guaranteesthatT��(r)isdivergencefreein itsleft

index,while the projection in Eq.(97)guaranteesdivergence freedom in the

rightindex.

Not allthe term s in these equations are ofthe sam e nature.The integrals

dueto theprojection operatorareeasy to dealwith by applying a Laplacian

on them .Forexam ple,@2P̂RT
��(r)= @2T��(r)� @�@�T

��(r).On theother

hand,there seem s to be no way to elim inate the last integralin Eq.(98),

and thereforeweshallreferto itasthe\non-trivialintegral".Only when the

velocity scalingexponentsin (52)are� = 0and � = 2ittrivializes:theintegral

vanisheswhen � = 0and isproportionaltoC��(r)when � = 2.Unfortunately,

in these extrem e casesalso the projection operatortrivializes,and the e�ect

ofthepressurecannotbeadequately assessed.W eprefertostudy theproblem

foragenericvalue� forwhich theincom pressibility constraintand thepressure

term sarenon-trivial.

W e dealwith the thisproblem head-on in Sect.5.3.4.Due to the non-trivial

integral,we willnotbe able to provide a fullsolution ofC ��(r),butonly of

thezero m odes.Howeverbeforedoing so wewould liketo study a m odelthat

a�ordsan exactsolution in orderto understand in detailthe issuesathand.

In the next section we therefore consider a sim pli�ed m odelofthe Linear

Pressure m odel,yetposing m uch ofthesam eriddle.

5.3.1 An exactly Solvable Toy m odel

W econstructa toy m odelwhich isinspired by equations(95,96)forthecor-

relation function in theLinearPressurem odel.W ithin thism odelwedem on-

strate the strategy ofdealing with the non-localpressure term .Since itisa

sim pli�cation ofthestatisticalequation oftheLinearPressurem odel,thetoy

m odelhasno obviousunderlying dynam icalequation.

In the toy m odel,we are looking for a \correlation function" C �(r),whose

equationsofm otion are:

@tC
�(r)= � K

��(r)@�@�C
�(r)� @

�
(r)

Z

dxG(r � x)@�K
��(x)@�@�C

�(x)

67



+ �@
2
C
�(r)+ A

�(r=L);

@�C
�(r)= 0 : (99)

Here A �(x) is a one-index analog ofthe correlation function ofthe original

forcesA ��(x).Accordingly,wetakeitanisotropic,analyticin x� and rapidly

vanishing forx � 1.Asin the previousm odel,also here analyticity requires

thattheleading contribution forsm allx isproportionalto @�xjYjm (̂x)in the

j-sector.Accordingly itisoforderxj� 1.

The toy m odelis sim pler than the Linear Pressure m odelin two aspects:

First,the \correlation function",C �(r) has one index instead oftwo and

thereforecan berepresented by a sm allernum berofscalarfunctions.Second,

the unpleasantnon-trivialterm ofthe LinearPressure m odelisabsent.This

willallow usto solvethem odelexactly forevery valueof�.Nevertheless,the

toy m odelconfrontsuswith the sam e conceptualproblem sthatexistin the

LinearPressurem odeland in NS:can a scaleinvariantsolution in theinertial

range with a crossoverto a decaying solution atscale L,be consistentwith

theintegralterm ? Ifnot,istherea saturation oftheanisotropicexponents?

Eq.(99) can be rewritten in term s ofa new projection operator P̂ ,which

projectsa vectorX �(r)on itsdivergence freepart:

@tC
� = � P̂

h
K

��
@�@�C

�
i
+ �@

2
C
� + A

�
;

where

P̂X �(r)� X
�(r)� @

�

Z

dy G(r � y)@�X
�(y)

W eshallsolvethisintegro-di�erentialequation by �rstturning itinto a PDE

usingtheLaplacianoperator,andthenturningitintoasetofdecoupledODE’s

using the SO(3) decom position.As in the Linear Pressure m odel,the non

locality oftheprojection operatorcan berem oved byconsideringadi�erential

version oftheoperator:

@
2P̂ T�(r)= @

2
T
�(r)� @

�
@�T

�(r):

In stationary condition @tC
� = 0,and therefore the di�erentialform ofthe

toy m odelisgiven by:

@
2P̂

h
K

��(r)@�@�C
�(r)

i
= @

2
K

��(r)@�@�C
�(r)� @

�
@�K

��(r)@�@�C
�(r)

= �@
2
@
2
C
�(r)+ @

2
A
�(r); (100)

@�C
�(r)= 0 :

W ehavereached alinearPDE oforder4.ThisPDE willbesolved byexploiting

itssym m etries,i.e.,isotropy and parity conservation,asdem onstrated in the

nextsubsection.
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Eq.(100)and theincom pressibility condition ofC �(r)areboth isotropicand

parity conserving.Therefore,ifweexpand C �(r)in term sofsphericalvectors

with a de�nite behaviorunderrotationsand underreections,we would get

a setofdecoupled ODE’sfortheircoe�cients.

Foreach sector(j;m );j> 0 ofSO(3)wehavethreesphericalvectors:

B
�
1jm (̂r)� r

� j� 1
r
��jm (r);

B
�
2jm (̂r)� r

� j+ 1
@
��jm (r);

B
�
3jm (̂r)� r

� j
�
���

r�@��jm (r):

Here�jm (r)= rjYjm (̂r),andsee[23]forfurtherdetails.The�rsttwospherical

vectorshave a di�erentparity than the third vector,hence the equationsfor

theircoe�cientsaredecoupled from theequation forthe third coe�cient.In

thefollowing,weshallconsidertheequationsforthe�rsttwocoe�cientsonly,

asthey havea richerstructureand largerresem blanceto theLinearPressure

m odel.Finally notethattheisotropicsector,i.e.,j= 0,isidentically zero.To

see why,notice thatin thisspecialsectorthere isonly one sphericalvector,

B �
100(̂r)� r� 1r�.HencetheisotropicpartofC �(r)isgiven by c(r)r� 1r�,c(r)

being som escalarfunction ofr.Butthen theincom pressibility condition (99)

im plies thatc(r)� r� 2,which hasa UV divergence.W e therefore conclude

thatc(r)= 0,and restrictthecalculation to j> 0.

By expanding C �(r)in term softhesphericalvectorsB 1jm ;B 2jm ,weobtain

a set ofODEs (decoupled in the (j;m ) labels) forthe scalar functions that

arethecoe�cientsofthese vectorsin theexpansion.Theequationsforthese

coe�cientscan thusbe written in term sofm atricesand colum n vectors.To

sim plify thecalculations,we�nd them atrix form softheKraichnan operator

and ofthe Laplacian ofthe projection operator separately,and only then

com binethetwo resultsto one.

5.3.2 The M atrix Form ofthe Operatorsand the Solution ofthe Toy M odel

In thissubsection wederivethem atrix form oftheKraichnan operatorand of

theLaplacian oftheProjection operatorin each jsector.Toobtain them atrix

oftheKraichnan operatorin thebasisofB 1jm ;B 2jm ,weexpand C
�(r):

C
�(r)= c1(r)B

�
1jm (̂r)+ c2(r)B

�
2jm (̂r):

in appendix (E)weshow how to �nd theoperatoron C �(r)in a m atrix form

which resultsin the�nalequation forc1(r)and c2(r):
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(2)
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0

B
@
c
(1)

1

c
(1)

2

1

C
A + r

�� 4
M 0

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A =

0

B
@
�1

�2

1

C
A : (101)

In addition also the incom pressibility constraint @�C
�(r) = 0,can be ex-

pressed asa relation between c1(r)and c2(r):

c
0
1 + 2

c1

r
+ jc

0
2 � j(j� 1)

c2

r
= 0 : (102)

This constraint has to be taken into account when solving Eq.(101).The

solution ofEq.(101)issom ewhattrickyduetotheadditionalconstraint(102).

Seem ingly the two unknowns c1(r);c2(r) are over determ ined by the three

equations (101,102),yet this is not the case for the two equations (101)

are notindependent.To see thatthisisthe case and �nd the solution,itis

advantageousto work in thenew basis

d1 = c1 + jc2 ; d2 = � 2c1 + j(j� 1)c2 :

In thisbasisthe incom pressibility constraintbecom esvery sim ple:d2 = rd01,

allowing usto expressd2 and itsderivativesin term sofd1.To do thatin the

fram ework ofthem atrix notation,wede�nethetransform ation m atrix U:

U �

0

B
@

1 j

� 2 j(j� 1)

1

C
A ; U

� 1 =
1

j(j+ 1)

0

B
@
j(j� 1)� j

2 1

1

C
A ;

so that,

0

B
@
d1

d2

1

C
A = U

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A :Theequationsofdi(r)arethesam eastheequa-

tions for ci(r),with the m atrices M i replaced by N i � UMiU
� 1 ;and the

sources�i replaced by 0

B
@
��1

��
2

1

C
A = U

0

B
@
�1

�2

1

C
A :

NoticethatadivergencefreeforcingA �(r)willcause��
1
(r);��

2
(r)toberelated

to each otherin thesam eway thatd1(r);d2(r)arerelated to each other,i.e.,

��
2
= r(��

1
)0:Next,weperform thefollowing replacem ents:

d2 = rd
(1)

1 ; d
(1)

2 = rd
(2)

1 + d
(1)

1 ; d
(2)

2 = rd
(3)

1 + 2d
(2)

1 ;

d
(3)

2 = rd
(4)

1 + 3d
(3)

1 ; d
(4)

2 = rd
(5)

1 + 4d
(3)

1 :
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W e get an equation written entirely in term s ofthe function d1(r) and its

derivatives:

r
�(rV5d

(5)

1 + V4d
(4)

1 + r
� 1
V3d

(3)

1 + r
� 2
V2d

(2)

1 + r
� 3
V1d

(1)

1 + r
� 4
V0d1)=

0

B
@
��
1

��
2

1

C
A ;(103)

whereVi aretwo dim ensionalvectorsgiven by:

V5 � N4

0

B
@
0

1

1

C
A ; V4 � N4

0

B
@
1

4

1

C
A + N 3

0

B
@
0

1

1

C
A ; V3 � N3

0

B
@
1

3

1

C
A + N 2

0

B
@
0

1

1

C
A ;

V2 � N2

0

B
@
1

2

1

C
A + N 1

0

B
@
0

1

1

C
A ; V1 � N1

0

B
@
1

1

1

C
A + N 0

0

B
@
0

1

1

C
A ; V0 � N0

0

B
@
1

0

1

C
A :

Their explicit values can be found in [28].The Eq.(103) are for a colum n

vector,and can beregarded astwo scalardi�erentialequationsthatwerefer

to as the \upper" and the \lower".The upper ODE is ofthe fourth order,

while thelowerODE isof�fth order.Non surprisingly,thelowerequation is

the �rstderivative ofthe upperequation,provided thatA �(r)isdivergence

free.Hencethetwo equationsaredependent,and werestricttheattention to

theupperequation.To sim plify it,wedivideboth sidesby D r�,replaced1(r)

by  (r)and de�netheRHS to bethefunction S(r):

S(r)� D
� 1
r
� �
�
�
1
(r): (104)

Afterdoing so,wereach thefollowing equation:

 
(4)+ a3

 (3)

r
+ a2

 (2)

r2
+ a1

 (1)

r3
+ a0

 

r4
= S(r): (105)

Itshom ogeneoussolution iseasily found oncewesubstitute, (r)=  0r
�.The

scaling exponentsaretherootsofthepolynom ial,

P(�)= �(� � 1)(� � 2)(� � 3)+ a3�(� � 1)(� � 2)+ a2�(� � 1)+ a1� + a0 :

The polynom ialrootsarefound to be realand non-degenerate.Two ofthem

arepositivewhiletheothertwo arenegative.They aregiven by:

�j(i)= �
1

2
�
1

2
� �

1

2

r

A(j;�)�
q
B (j;�) i= 1;2;3;4; (106)
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Fig.1.Scaling exponentsofthe�rstfew jsasa function of�.Top panelsshow:set
1 (left);set2 (right).Bottom panel:set3 (left);set4 (right)

where,

A(j;�)� �
2 + �j

2 + �j� 2� + 5+ 4j+ 4j2 ;

and

B (j;�)� � 8�2j� 7�2j2+ 16�2+ 2�2j3+ �2j4� 8�j2� 8�j� 32�+ 16+ 64j+ 64j2:

In thelim it� ! 0 therootsbecom e,in decreasing order:

�j(1)= j+ 1; �j(2)= j� 1; �j(3)= � j; �j(4)= � j� 2;

Fig.(1)displaysthe �rstfew exponentsasa function of�.W e note thatthe

spectrum hasnosign ofsaturation asjincreases.Beforewediscussthem ean-

ing ofthisobservation we willm ake sure thatthese solutionsare physically

relevantand participate in the full(exact)solution including boundary con-

ditions.Thegeneralsolution ofEq.(105)istraditionally given asthesum of

a specialsolution ofthenon-hom ogeneousequation plusa linearcom bination

ofthe zero m odes.However when attem pting to m atch the solution to the

boundary conditionsitisconvenientto representitas:

 (r)=

4X

i= 1

r�j(i)

(�j(i)� �j(1)):::(�j(i)� �j(4))
| {z }

alldi�erentroots

rZ

m i

dxx
3� �j(i)S(x); (107)
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where the free param etersofthe solution are the fourconstants m i.Indeed

a changein m i isequivalentto adding to thesolution a term proportionalto

r�j(i).In thenextsubsection we �nd thevaluesofm i to m atch theboundary

conditions,and discussthepropertiesofthesolution.

5.3.3 Boundary Conditionsand Inertial-range Behavior

From Eq.(107)itisclearthatthe only valuesofm i thatguarantee thatthe

solution rem ains�niteasr! 0 and thatitdecaysasr! 1 arem 1 = m 2 =

+1 ,m 3 = m 4 = 0:

 (r)= �
r�j(1)

(�j(1)� �j(2))(�j(1)� �j(3))(�j(1)� �j(4))

1Z

r

dxx
3� �j(1)S(x)

�
r�j(2)

(�j(2)� �j(1))(�j(2)� �j(3))(�j(2)� �j(4))

1Z

r

dxx
3� �j(2)S(x)

+
r�j(3)

(�j(3)� �j(1))(�j(3)� �j(2))(�j(3)� �j(4))

rZ

0

dxx
3� �j(3)S(x)

+
r�j(4)

(�j(4)� �j(1))(�j(4)� �j(2))(�j(4)� �j(3))

rZ

0

dxx
3� �j(4)S(x):(108)

To understand the asym ptotic ofthis solution we �nd from Eq.(104) that

forx � L,S(x)has a leading term which goes like xj� 1� �,whereas forfor

x � L,S(x)decaysrapidly.Itisnow straightforward toprovethatforr� L,

the�j(3);�j(4)term sscaleliker
j+ 3� �,the�j(2)term scalesliker�j(2) and the

�j(1)term scalesliker�j(1) forvaluesof� forwhich �j(1)< j+ 3� � and like

rj+ 3� � otherwise.In addition itiseasy to see thatforr � L, (r)exhibits

an algebraic decay:the �j(1);�j(2) term s decay rapidly due to the decay of

S(x) whereas the �j(3);�j(4) term s decay algebraically like r�i respectively.

Theasym ptoticofthefullsolution arethusgiven by

 (r)�

8
><

>:

r�j(2) ;r� L

r�j(3) ;r� L

: (109)

Theobviousconclusion isthatthereisnosaturation in theanisotropicscaling

exponents asj increases.The lack ofcontradiction with the existence ofan

integraloverallspace hastwo aspects.The m ain one issim ple and obvious.

The Integro-di�erentialequation (99)forC � hasa di�erentialversion (100).

Solving the di�erentialversion we are una�ected by any considerations of

convergenceofintegralsand thereforethesolution m aycontain exponentsthat

increase with j withoutlim it.Nevertheless the fullsolution (108)exhibitsa
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crossoveratL:itincreasesin theinertialranger� L and decaysforr� L.

Thusplugging itback to the Integro-di�erentialequation we are guaranteed

thatno divergence occurs.

The question why the cross-overlength L doesnotspoilthe scale invariance

in the inertialrangestillrem ains.The answerisfound in di�erentialform of

the equation ofm otion,given by Eq.(100).From thisequation we �nd that

theintegrand isaGreen’sfunction tim esaLaplacian ofatensor.By de�nition

such an integrallocalizes,i.e.itisfully determ ined by thevalueofthetensor

attheexternalvectorr.In thelanguageofEq.(92)A(y)= r 2B (y)!

The second and less obvious aspect is that the window oflocality widens

up with j.Thisisdue to the cancellationsin the angularintegration ofthe

anisotropic solutions that are due to the orthogonality of the Yjm (̂r) and

theirgeneralizationsB �
qjm (̂r).To dem onstrate thisconsideragain the sim ple

integral(92),and assum e that C(y) belongs to (j;m ) sector,i.e.C(y) =

a(y)Yjm (̂y).Fory � r,wem ay expand theGreen function in r=y:

G(r � y)= �
1

4�jr � yj
= �

1

4�y

1X

n= 0

an

2

4

 
r

y

! 2

� 2
r �ŷ

y

3

5

n

:

Herean areTaylorcoe�cients.Obviously thedangerousterm sfortheinfrared

convergencearethosewith low valuesofn.Howeveralltheseterm swillvanish

forn < jduetotheangularintegration againstYjm (̂y).Thereason isthatall

theseterm sareoftheform rn1yn2(r�ŷ)n3 with n3 < j.Theangularparthere

hasprojectionsonly Yj0m 0 with j0� k3 < j.The�rstterm tocontributecom es

when n = j,and isproportionaltotheam plitudeintegral
R
1

r dyy
2ajm (y)y

� j� 1.

Fora powerlaw ajm (y)� y� thisim plies locality for� < j� 2;,instead of

� < � 2 in the isotropic sector.The lowerbound ofthe window oflocality is

also extended,and a sim ilaranalysisfory � r leadsto � > � j� 3.Forthe

toy m odelthistranslatesto thewindow oflocality

� j� � < �j(i)< j+ 1� � :

From the previous analysis we �nd that the leading power law ofthe full

solution in theinertialrangeisr�j(2),which isinsidethis\extended" window

oflocality.Nevertheless,thesubleading powerr�j(1) originating from the�rst

term in Eq.(108)isabove thiswindow,and itspresence in the solution can

beexplained only using the�rstm echanism .

W ewillseewhen weturn back to theLinearPressurem odelthatboth these

m echanism soperatethereaswell,leading again to a lack ofsaturation in the

exponents.
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5.3.4 Solving the LinearPressure M odel

W e now return to the LinearPressure m odel.The m ethodsused to solve it

follow very close thosedeveloped forthetoy m odeland therefore willnotbe

described in thefullway.Contrarytothetoym odelwherewecan havethefull

solution in the presentcase we can solve only forthe zero m odes.These are

scaleinvariantsolutionswhich solvean equation containing an integral.Their

exponentm usttherefore lie within the \extended" (j dependent)window of

locality.Finally one can argue that these zero m odes are a part ofthe full

solution thatdecays forr � L,and therefore solve the originalequation as

well.W estartfrom Eqs(97)and (98).In theAppendix of([28])Eq.(98)was

broughtto theform :

T
��(r)= �

1

2
P̂LK

��
@�@�C

��(r)�
1

2

12�D

(� � 3)(� � 5)

Z

dy G(y)y�� 2@2C ��(r � y);(110)

which istrueforevery � 6= 1.The� = 1casewillnotbetreated hereexplicitly.

Nevertheless,in [28]it was argued that that the results for � = 1 can be

deduced from the� 6= 1 resultsby continuity.

Looking atEq.(110),we note thatwhen � = 2,the integralon the RHS of

theaboveequation trivializesto a localterm C ��(r).In thislim iting casethe

m odelcan 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 forarbitrary valuesof�.

To proceed,we substitute Eq.(110)into Eq.(97),noting thatthe projector

P̂R leavesthenon-trivialintegralin (110)invariantsinceitisdivergence-free

in both indices.Setting @tC
��(r;t)= 0 in the stationary case,we arrive to

following equation

0= �
h
P̂R P̂LK

��
@�@�C

��
i
(r) (111)

�
12�D

(� � 3)(� � 5)

Z

dy G(y)y�� 2@2C ��(r � y)+ 2�@2C ��(r)+ A
��(r):

Asin thetoy m odel,weapply two Laplaciansto theaboveequation in order

to getrid oftheintegralsoftheprojection operators,and obtain

0= � @
4
h
P̂R P̂LK

��
@�@�C

��
i
(r) (112)

�
12�D

(� � 3)(� � 5)

Z

dy G(y)y�� 2@6C ��(r � y)+ 2�@6C ��(r)+ @
4
A
��(r):

Hereandinthesequel,theoperator@2n shouldbeinterpreted as(@2)n.W enow

seekthehom ogeneousstationarysolutionsofC ��(r)in theinertialrange(zero
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m odes).These satisfy the equations obtained by neglecting the dissipation,

and setting theforcing and tim ederivativeto zero:

0= @
4
K

��
@�@�C

��(r)+ @
�
@
�
@�@�K

��
@�@�C

� �(r) (113)

� @
�
@�@

2
K

��
@�@�C

� �(r)� @
�
@�@

2
K

��
@�@�C

��(r)

+
12�D

(� � 3)(� � 5)

Z

dy G(y)y�� 2@6C ��(r � y);

Letusnow de�netheRHS oftheaboveequation asthe\zerom odesoperator"

Ô (�),and writethezero m odesequation com pactly as

0=
h
Ô (�)C��

i
(r):

Thesolutionsofthisproblem isobtained asbeforeby expanding C ��(r)in a

basisthatdiagonalizesÔ (�).Fulldetailofthisprocedureareavailablein [28].

W e turn now to discuss the results.In Fig.(2)we show the leading scaling

exponents ofthe Linear Pressure m odelfor j = 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 leading exponent is �
(2)

j = 0,corresponding to the trivial

C ��(r)= constsolution.These zero m odeswillnotcontributeto thesecond

orderstructurefunction,which isgiven by

S
��(r)= 2

h
C
��(r)� C

��(0)
i
;

and so we have to considerthe zero m ode with the consecutive exponent.In

theisotropicsectorthisexponentisexactly �
(2)

0 = 2� �,ascan beproven by

passingtoFourierspace.Thisspecialsolution isa�nger-printoftheexistence

ofaconstantenergy ux in thism odel.Returningtothem ain question ofthis

subsection,weseethatnosaturation oftheanisotropicexponentsoccurssince

the leading exponent in every j > 2 sectoris�
(2)

j ’ j� 2.These exponents

are within the window oflocality ofEq.(111) which is given by � j� 3 <

�
(2)

j < j� �.However the next-to-leading exponents (which are the leading

onesin the structure function forj = 0;2),are already outofthiswindow,

and theirrelevancehasto bediscussed.in [28]itwasproposed thatthesam e

m echanism thatworksin thetoy m odelalso operateshere,and thatallthese

higherexponentscan befound in thefullsolution.To understand this,letus

writea m odelequation forthecorrelation function in thespiritofEq.(92):

D̂ C(r)+

Z

dy K (r � y)C(y)= F(r); (114)

withK beingsom ekernel,and D̂ beingsom elocaldi�erentialoperator.Inview

ofEq.(111),thedi�erentialoperator D̂ should beregarded astheKraichnan

operator,and the integralterm should be taken forallintegralterm sin the
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equation,including integralsdueto theprojection operators.These integrals

create a window oflocality that we denote by �low < � < �hi.Any pure

scaling solution C(r)� r� with � outsidethe window oflocality willdiverge

and hence willnot solve the hom ogeneous part ofEq.(114).Nevertheless,

we willnow dem onstrate how thiszero m ode can be a partofa fullsolution

withoutbreaking scale invariance.Forthiswe actwith a Laplacian on both

sidesofEq.(114),in orderto getrid oftheprojection operatorsintegrals.Of

course,like in the LinearPressure m odel,thiswillnotelim inate allintegral

term s,and thuswecan writetheresultantequation as

@
2D̂ C(r)+

Z

dy K (r � y)@2C(y)= @
2
F(r): (115)

Them ain assum ption,which wasproven analytically in thesim plecaseofthe

toy m odel,is that the above equation has a solution which is �nite for all

r,and decays forr � L.Letusnow consider the zero m odesofEq.(115);

theirexponentshaveto bewithin the\shifted" window oflocality �low + 2<

� < �hi+ 2.Suppose now thatr� with �hi< � < �hi+ 2 issuch a solution,

which istherefore partofthe fullsolution ofEq.(115).W e now claim that

this solution also solves the originalequation Eq.(114),hence allowing the

existence ofscaling exponents outside ofitswindow oflocality.To see that,

we�rstnoticethatsincethefullsolution decaysforr� L,then allintegrals

in Eq.(114)converge,and are therefore wellde�ned.Allthatisleftto show

isthattheequation isindeed solved by C(r).Butthisisatrivialconsequence

ofthe uniqueness ofthe solution for Laplace equation with zero at in�nity

boundary conditions.Indeed,ifwedenotetheintegralterm in Eq.(114)by

I(r)=

Z

dy K (r � y)C(y);

then from Eq.(115)wehave

@
2
I(r)= @

2[F(r)� D̂ C(r)];

and since both I(r)and F(r)� D̂ C(r)decay asr ! 1 ,then they m ustbe

equal.Ofcoursenobreakingofscaleinvarianceoccursbecausetheequation is

satis�ed and F(r)� D̂ C(r)isa sum ofan inhom ogeneoussolution and power

laws.

Returning to the Linear Pressure m odel,we have shown that not only the

�rst,leading exponents in every sectorare legitim ate,butalso the nextfew

exponents.These exponents are inside the shifted window oflocality ofthe

\Laplaced" equation (113),which isgiven by � j+ 1< � < j+ 4� �.Atthis

point,wem ay ask whetherthisisalso thecasefortheotherexponents,which

areoutsidethisshifted window oflocality.In lightoftheabovediscussion,it

isclearthatallofthem m ay be partofthe fullsolution,forwe can always
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di�erentiateEq.(111)su�cientnum beroftim es,thusshifting thewindow of

locality toincludeany oftheseexponents.Howeverthisprocedureisunneces-

sary oncewehavewritten theprefactorA(�;j;�)asan in�nitesum ofpolesin

�.In thatcasetheequation isde�ned forallvaluesof� exceptfora discrete

setofpoles,enabling usto look forexponentsashigh aswewish.

5.3.5 Sum m ary and Conclusions

The m ain question raised and answered in thissubsection iswhethertheex-

istence ofthe pressure term snecessarily leads to a saturation ofthe scaling

exponentsassociated with theanisotropicsectors.Such term sinvolveintegrals

overallspace,and seem to ruleouttheexistenceofan unbounded spectrum .

W ehavediscussed a m echanism thatallowsan unbounded spectrum without

spoiling the convergence ofthe pressure integrals.The m echanism isdem on-

strated fully in the contextofthe sim ple toy m odel,and itisproposed that

italso operatesin the case ofthe LinearPressure m odel.The m echanism is

based on two fundam entalobservations.The �rstone isthatthe window of

locality widens up linearly in j due to the angularintegration.The second,

and m ore im portant,isthata scaling solution with an unbounded spectrum

can existasa partofa fullsolution,which decaysatin�nity.Indeed purescal-

ing solutionscannotsolvethem selvesthezero m odesequation iftheirscaling

exponentisoutofthewindow oflocality.Howeverthezero m odesarealways

partofthefullsolution which decaysto zero oncer� L,and wehaveshown

thatifsuch a solution solvesa di�erentialversion ofthefullequation,itm ust

also solvetheoriginalequation.Thereforeby di�erentiating thefullequation

su�ciently m any tim es,we can always reach a di�erentialequation with a

window oflocality ashigh aswewish.In thatequation wecan �nd zero m ode

solutionswith arbitrarily high exponents(noticethatin thetoy m odel,itwas

su�cient to di�erentiate once to get rid ofallintegrals,thus obtaining an

\in�nitely wide" window oflocality).Butsince these zero m odesare partof

a fullsolution thatdecays atin�nity,then thissolution isalso valid forthe

originalequation,hence showing thatin the fullsolution there can be power

lawswith arbitrarily high exponents.Finally we wantto com m entaboutthe

relevance ofthese calculations to Navier-Stokes turbulence.Ifwe substitute

blindly � = 4=3in ourresults,wepredicttheexponents2/3,1.25226,2.01922,

4.04843,6.06860 and 8.08337 forj= 0;2;4;6;8 and 10 respectively.Itwould

be tem pting to propose that sim ilar num bers m ay be expected for Navier-

Stokes ows with weak anisotropy,and indeed for j = 0 and 2 this is not

too far from the truth.W e return to this issue after analyzing the Navier-

Stokescase in nextsection.The closenessofthe LinearPressure M odelwith

Navier-Stokes equationshasalso been used in [128]to propose a closure for

thenon-linearturbulentproblem .
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5.4 A Closure Calculation ofAnisotropic Exponentsfor Navier-StokesTur-

bulence

In thissubsection westartfrom theNavier-Stokesequations,and writedown

an approxim ateequation satis�ed by thesecond ordercorrelation function,in

a closure approxim ation (renorm alized perturbation theory in 1-loop order)

[129,130].This equation is nonlinear.For a weakly anisotropic system we

follow [130]in linearizing the equation,to de�ne a linear operator over the

spaceoftheanisotropiccom ponentsofthesecond ordercorrelation function.

Thesolution isthen acom bination offorced solutionsand \zerom odes"which

areeigenfunctionsofeigenvaluezero ofthelinearoperator.

5.4.1 M odelEquationsforW eak Anisotropy in the Closure Approxim ation

It is custom ary to discuss the closure equations in k;t representation.The

Fouriertransform ofthevelocity �eld u(r;t)isde�ned by

u(k;t)�

Z

dr exp[� i(r � k)]u(x;t):

TheNavier-Stokesequationsforan incom pressible uid then read

h@

@t
+ �k

2
i
u
�(k;t)=

i

2
���(k)

Z
d3qd3p

(2�)3
�(k + q + p)u�

�
(q;t)u�


(p;t):

Theinteractionam plitude���(k)isde�nedby���(k)= �
h
P �(k)k� + P ��(k)k

i
;

with thetransverseprojection operatorP �� de�ned asP �� � ��� � k� k�

k2
:The

statisticalobject that is the concern ofthis subsection is the second order

(tensor)correlation function F (k;t),

(2�)3F̂ ��(k;t)�(k � q)� hu�(k;t)u�
�
(q;t)i:

In stationary conditionsthisobjectistim eindependent.Ouraim isto�nd its

k-dependence,especially in theanisotropicsectors.

Itiswellknown thatthereisno close-form theory forthesecond ordersim ul-

taneouscorrelation function.W ethereforeneed to resortto standard closure

approxim ationsthatlead to m odelequations.Such a closureleadsto approx-

im ateequationsofm otion oftheform

@F̂ ��(k;t)

2@t
= I

��(k;t)� �k
2
F̂
��(k;t); (116)
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where

I
��(k)=

Z
d3qd3p

(2�)3
�(k + p + q)���(k;q;p): (117)

In thisequation ���(k;q;p)= 1

2
[	 ��(k;q;p)+ 	 ��(k;q;p)],and

	 ��(k;q;p)= �(k;q;p)� ��(k)[���
00(q)F̂ 0(p)�

0�(k)+

��
0�0(p)F̂ ��0(q)A �0�(k)+ ���

00(k)F̂ ��0(q)A 0(p)]: (118)

In stationary conditionsand fork in the inertialrange we need to solve the

integralequation I��(k)= 0.

The process leading to these equations is long;one starts with the Dyson-

W yld perturbation theory,and truncates (without justi�cation) at the �rst

loop order.In addition one assertsthatthe tim e dependence ofthe response

function and thecorrelation functionsarethesam e.Finally oneassum esthat

the tim e correlation functionsdecay in tim e in a prescribed m anner.Thisis

the origin ofthe \triad interaction tim e" �(k;q;p).Ifone assum es thatall

the correlation functions involved decay exponentially (i.e.like exp(� kjtj),

then

�(k;q;p)=
1

k + q + p
: (119)

ForGaussian decay,i.e.likeexp[� (kt)
2=2],

�(k;q;p)=
1

q
2
k
+ 2q + 2p

: (120)

Allthese approxim ations are uncontrolled.Nevertheless this type ofclosure

isknown to give roughly correct estim ates ofscaling exponents and even of

coe�cientsin theisotropicsector.

Eq.(117)posesa nonlinearintegralequation which isclosed oncek ism od-

eled.One m ay use the estim ate k � kUk where Uk is the typicalvelocity

am plitudeon theinverse scaleofk,which isevaluated asU 2
k � k3F̂ ��(k).

k = Ck
5=2

q

F̂ ��(k): (121)

In isotropicturbulenceEqs.(117)and (121)havean exactsolution with K41
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scaling exponents,

F̂
��

0 (k)= P
��(k)F(k); F(k)= C�

2=3
k
� 11=3

; k = ~C�
1=3
k
2=3
: (122)

Note that the scaling exponents in k-representation,denoted as ~�,have a

d-dependentdi�erence from theirnum ericalvalue in r-representation.In 3-

dim ensions ~�(2) = �(2)+ 3,and the exponent2/3 turnsto 11/3 in Eq.(122).

Forweak anisotropic turbulence Eq.(117)willpose a linear problem forthe

anisotropiccom ponentswhich dependson thisisotropicsolution.

5.4.2 Closure with W eak Anisotropy

In weakly anisotropicturbulence onehasto considera sm allanisotropiccor-

rection f��(k)to thefundam entalisotropicbackground

F̂
��(k)= F̂

��

0 (k)+ f
��(k):

The�rstterm vanisheswith thesolution (122).Linearizing theintegralequa-

tion with respectto theanisotropiccorrection leadsto:

I
��(k)=

Z
d3qd3p

(2�)3
�(k + p + q)[S���(k;q;p)f�(k)+ 2T���(k;q;p)f�(q)]= 0 ;

S
���(k;q;p)�

����(k;q;p)

�F̂ �(k)
; T

���(k;q;p)�
����(k;q;p)

�F̂ �(q)
: (123)

W e reiterate thatthe functionalderivativesin Eq.(123)arecalculated in the

isotropicensem ble.In com puting thesederivativesweshould accountalso for

theim plicitdependenceof�(k;q;p)on thecorrelation function through Eq.

(121).W ecan rewriteEq.(123)in a way thatbringsoutexplicitly thelinear

integraloperator L̂,

L̂jfi�

Z
d3q

(2�)3
L���(k;q)f�(q)= 0 ; (124)

wherethekerneloftheoperatoris

L���(k;q)� �(k � q)

Z
d3p

(2�)3
S
���(k;p;� k � p)+ 2T���(k;q;� k � q):(125)

5.4.3 Sym m etry Propertiesofthe LinearOperator

The �rst observation to m ake is that the linear operator is invariant un-

der allrotations.Accordingly we can block diagonalize it by expanding the
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anisotropic perturbation in the irreducible representation ofthe SO(3)sym -

m etry group.Thesehaveprincipalindicesjwith an integerjgoing from 0 to

1 .Thezeroth com ponentistheisotropicsector.Correspondingly theintegral

equation takestheform

I
��(k)= I

��

0 (k)+

1X

j= 1

I
��

j (k)= 0 : (126)

The block diagonalization im pliesthateach j-block providesan independent

set ofequations (for every value ofk):I
��

j (k) = 0.The �rst term of(126)

vanishes with the solution (122).Forallhighervaluesofj we need to solve

thecorresponding equation

L̂jfji= 0 : (127)

W e can block diagonalize furtherby exploiting additionalsym m etries ofthe

linearoperator.In alldiscussion we assum e thatthe turbulentow haszero

helicity.Correspondingly allthecorrelation functionsareinvariantunderthe

inversion ofk.Consequently therearenoodd jcom ponents,and wecan write

f
��(k)=

1X

j= 2;4;:::

f
��

j (k):

W e also note that in generalu(� k) = u�(k).Accordingly,the correlation

functionsarereal.From thisfactand the de�nition itfollowsthatthecorre-

lation functionsare sym m etric to index perm utation,F̂
��

0 (k)= F̂
��

0 (k)and

f
��

j (k) = f
��

j (k).As a result the linear operator is invariant to perm uting

the �rst(�;�)and separately the second (;�)pairsofindices.In addition,

the operatoris sym m etric to k ! � k together with q ! � q.This follows

from the inversion sym m etry and from the appearance ofproducts oftwo

interaction am plitudes (which are antisym m etric under the inversion ofall

wave-vectorsby them selves).Finally,thekernelisa hom ogeneousfunction of

thewavevectors,m eaning thatin every block wecan expand in term sofbasis

functionsthathavea de�nitescaling behavior,being proportionalto k�
~�.

5.4.4 SO(3)Decom position

Asa resultofthe sym m etry propertiesthe operator L̂ isblock diagonalized

by tensorsthathavethefollowing properties:

� They belong to a de�nitesector(j;m )oftheSO(3)group.

� They havea de�nitescaling behavior.

� They areeithersym m etricorantisym m etricunderperm utationsofindices.

� They areeithereven orodd in k.
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W ehavealready explicitly presented thetensorsinvolved forthecaseofpas-

sive vectoradvection.Here we only quote the �nalresults translated into k

space.In everysector(j;m )oftherotation group with j> 1,onecan �nd 9in-

dependenttensorsX ��(k)thatscalelikek� x.They aregiven by k� x ~B
��

j;jm (̂k),

where the index j runsfrom 1 to 9,enum erating the di�erentsphericalten-

sors.The unitvector k̂ � k=k.These nine tensorscan befurthersubdivided

into foursubsetsexactly likethereal-spacedecom position ofSect.4.2.2.2:

� Subset Iof4 sym m etric tensorswith (� )j parity.

� Subset IIof2 sym m etric tensorswith (� )j+ 1 parity.

� Subset IIIof2 antisym m etric tensorswith (� )j+ 1 parity.

� Subset IV of1 antisym m etric tensorwith (� )j parity.

Due to the diagonalization of L̂ by these subsets,the equation forthe zero

m odesfoliates,and wecan com putethezero m odesin each subsetseparately.

In thissubsection,wechoosetofocuson subsetI,which hasthericheststruc-

ture.Thefourtensorsin thissubsetaregiven hereby

~B
��

1;jm (̂k)= k
� j� 2

k
�
k
�
�jm (k);

~B
��

2;jm (̂k)= k
� j[k�@� + k

�
@
�]�jm (k);

~B
��

3;jm (̂k)= k
� j
�
��
�jm (k);

~B
��

4;jm (̂k)= k
� j+ 2

@
�
@
�
�jm (k); (128)

where�jm (k)arethestandard sphericalharm onics.

The last property to em ploy is the incom pressibility ofthe target function

f��(k).Exam ining the basis(128)we note thatwe can �nd two linearcom -

binationsthatare transverse to k and two linearcom binationsthatare lon-

gitudinalin k.W eneed only theform er,which havetheform

B
��

1;jm (̂k)= k
� j
P
��(k)�jm (k); (129)

B
��

2;jm (̂k)= k
� j[k2@�@� � (j� 1)(k�@� + k

�
@
�)+ j(j� 1)���]�jm (k):

Using thisbasiswecan now expand thetargetfunction as

f
��

j (k)= k
� ~�

(2)

j

h
c1B

��

1;jm (̂k)+ c2B
��

2;jm (̂k)
i
: (130)

5.4.5 Calculation ofthe Scaling Exponents

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

L̂q
� ~�

(2)

j jB 1;jm ic1 + L̂q
� ~�

(2)

j jB 2;jm ic2 = 0 : (131)
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Projecting thisequation on thetwo function ofthe basis(129)weobtain for

them atrix Li;l(j;~�
(2)

j )� hBi;jm ĵLq
� ~�

(2)

j jB l;jm itheform :

Li;l(j;~�
(2)

j )=

Z
d3q

(2�)3
dk̂ B

��

i;jm (̂k)L
���(k;q)q

� ~�
(2)

j B
�

l;jm (̂q): (132)

Here we have fullintegration with respectto q,butonly angularintegration

with respectto k.Thusthem atrix dependson k asa power,butwe arenot

interested in thisdependence sincewedem and thesolvability condition

detLi;l(j;~�
(2)

j )= 0 : (133)

It is im portant to stress that in spite ofthe explicit m dependence ofthe

basisfunctions,them atrix obtained in thisway hasno m dependence.In the

calculation below wecan thereforeput,withoutlossofgenerality,m = 0.This

islike having cylindricalsym m etry with a sym m etry axisin the direction of

theunitvector n̂.In thiscasewecan writethem atrix B i;j(̂k)(in thevector

space�;� = x;y;z)as

B
��

i;j (̂k)= k
� jB̂

��

i;j;k
(kjPj(̂k �n̂)); (134)

where B̂
��

i;j;k
arem atrix operators,acting on wavevectork:

B̂
��

1;j;k
� �

�� �
k�k�

k2
; (135)

B̂
��

2;j;k
�

k2@2

@k�@k�
� (j� 1)

�k�@

@k�
+
k�@

@k�
� j�

��
�
;

and Pj(x)denotej-th orderLegendrepolynom ials.Thetechnicaldetailsofthe

calculationswerepresented in [130].Herewepresentand discusstheresults.

5.4.6 Resultsand Concluding Rem arks

The determ inants det[Li;l(j;~�
(2)

j ]were com puted as functions ofthe scaling

exponents ~�
(2)

j in every j-sectorseparately,and the scaling exponentwasde-

term ined from thezerocrossing.Theprocedureisexem pli�ed in Fig.3forthe

isotropic sector j = 0.W e expect forthis sector ~�
(2)

0 = 11=3,in accordance

with �
(2)

0 = 2=3.Indeed,for both decay m odels,i.e the exponentialdecay

(119),shown in dark line,and the Gaussian decay (120)shown in lightline,

thezero crossing occursatthesam e point,which in theinsetcan beread as

3.6667.Forthe higherj-sectorsthe agreem entbetween the exponentialand
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Fig.3.determ inant and zero crossing for the sector j = 0.The scaling exponent

com puted from the zero crossing is�(2)
0

� 0:667.

Fig.4.determ inant and zero crossing for the sector j = 2.The scaling exponent

com puted from the zero crossing is�(2)
2

� 1:36� 1:37.

Gaussian m odelsisnotasperfect,indicating thattheprocedureisnotexact.

In Fig.4 we presentthe determ inantand zero crossingsforj = 2.From the

inset we can read the exponents ~�
(2)

2 = 4:351 and 4.366 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�(2)
4

� 1:99.

and Gaussian m odelsrespectively.Thisisin correspondencewith �
(2)

2 = 1:351

and 1:366 respectively.These num bers are in excellent correspondence with

theexperim entalm easurem entsreported in [13,29],cf.thenextSection.The

results for j = 4 are presented in Fig.5.Here the zero crossing,as seen in

theinset,yieldsvery closeresultsfor ~�
(2)

4 between theexponentialand Gaus-

sian decay m odels,i.e.~�
(2)

4 � 4:99.Note thatthisresultisvery close to the

boundary oflocality as discussed in [130].Nevertheless the zero crossing is

stilleasily resolved by thenum erics,with theprediction that�
(2)

4 � 1:99.The

sim ulation estim ate ofthisnum berin [36]was1:7� 0:1.W e note thatwhile

theresult�
(2)

4 � 1:99isnotwithin theerrorbarsofthesim ulationalestim ate,

itisvery possible thatthe closenessofthe exponentto the boundary ofthe

window oflocality givesrise to very slow convergence to asym ptotic scaling.

W ethereforehaveto reservejudgm entabouttheagreem entwith sim ulations

untillargerscaling rangeswereavailable.

Sim ilarresultsareobtained forj= 6,see Fig.6.Also thiscase exhibitszero

crossingclosetotheboundary oflocality,with ~�
(2)

6 � 6:98.Again we�nd close

correspondence between the exponentialand Gaussian m odels.In term s of

�(2) thism eans�
(2)

6 � 3:98.Thisnum berappearshigherthan thesim ulational

resultfrom [36],which estim ated �
(2)

6 � 3:3� 0:3.W e note howeverthatfor

j= 6 thelog-log plotsm easured in DNS [36]possessa shortscaling range.
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Fig.6.determ inant and zero crossing for the sector j = 6.The scaling exponent

com puted from the zero crossing is�(2)
6

� 3:98.

Interestingly enough,the set ofexponents �
(2)

j =2/3,1.36,1.99 and 3.98 for

j=0,2,4and 6respectively arein closeagreem entwith thenum bersobtained

for the linear pressure m odel,�
(2)

j =2/3,1.25226,2.01922,4.04843,for j =

0;2;4and 6 respectively.W ereiterateatthispointthatthelattersetisexact

forthe linearpressure m odel,whereasthe form ersetisobtained within the

closure approxim ation.In fact,the close correspondence isnotso surprising

since he linearization ofNavier-Stokesequationsforsm allanisotropy results

in a linearoperatorwhich isvery closeto theonethatexistsnaturally in the

LinearPressure M odel.Num ericalresults [15,36,131]obtained atm oderate

Reand with strong anisotropiesshow a sm alldisagreem entwith thenum bers

calculated intheclosureapproxim ation.W edonotexpectam uch m oreprecise

theoreticalevaluation ofthese exponentsbefore num ericaland experim ental

dataathigherReareobtained and theinterm ittency problem in theisotropic

sectorisfully settled.

6 A nalysis ofExperim entalD ata

Them ajordi�cultyinapplyingtheSO(3)decom positiontoexperim entaldata

liesin thefactthatoneneverhasthewhole�eld u(x).W ethuscannotproject

thestatisticalobjectsonto chosen basisfunctionsB qjm and sim ply integrate

outallothercontributions.Rather,weneed toextractthewanted inform ation
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laboriously by �tting partially resolved data,orto m easurequantitiesthatdo

nothaveprojectionson theisotropicsector,to seerightaway theanisotropic

contributions.W ebegin with the�rstapproach.

6.1 Anisotropic Contribution to the Statisticsofthe Atm ospheric Boundary

Layer

Theatm osphericboundary layero�ersanaturallaboratoryofturbulencethat

isuniquein o�ering extrem ely high Renum ber.Studentsofturbulenceinter-

ested in the scaling propertiesthatare expected to be universalin the lim it

Re! 1 arethusattracted toatm osphericm easurem ents.On theotherhand

theboundary layersu�ersfrom strong inhom ogeneity (explicitdependenceof

them ean velocity on theheight)which leadsto strong anisotropiessuch that

theverticaland thehorizontaldirectionsarequitedistinguishable.Inaddition,

onem ay expecttheboundary layerto exhibitlarge-scalequasi2-dim ensional

eddys whose typicaldecay tim es and statistics m ay di�er signi�cantly from

thegeneric3-dim ensionalcase.Theaim ofthissection istoreview system atic

m ethodsofdata analysisthatattem ptto resolve such di�culties,leading to

a usefulextraction oftheuniversal,3-dim ensionalaspectsofturbulence.

Obviously,to isolate tensorialcom ponentsbelonging to otherthan isotropic

sectors one needs to collect data from m ore than one vector com ponent of

thevelocity �eld.Having two probesisactually su�cientto read surprisingly

rich inform ation aboutanisotropic turbulence.In the experim ents discussed

in thissubsection two typesofgeom etry wereem ployed,oneconsisting oftwo

probesatthesam eheightabovetheground and theotherwith thetwoprobes

separated vertically.In both casestheinter-probeseparation isorthogonalto

them ean wind.

6.1.1 Experim ents,Data Setsand the Extraction ofStructure Functions

Theresultspresented in thissubsection arebased on two experim entalsetups

[10,13,29],which are denoted throughout as I and II respectively.In both

setupsthedata wereacquired overthesaltatsin Utah with a long fetch.In

setIthe data were acquired sim ultaneously from two single hotwire probes

ata heightof6 m above the ground,with a horizontalseparation of55 cm ,

nom inallyorthogonaltothem ean wind.TheTaylorm icroscaleReynoldsnum -

berwasabout10,000.SetIIwasacquired from an array ofthreecross-wires,

arranged above each other atheights 11 cm ,27 cm and 54 cm respectively.

TheTaylorm icroscaleReynoldsnum bersin thissetwere900,1400 and 2100

respectively.Table1listsafew relevantfactsaboutthedatarecordsanalyzed

here.The varioussym bolshave the following m eanings:U = localm ean ve-
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Height U u0 102h��i, � � R� fs;per # of

m eters m s� 1 m s� 1 m 2 s� 3 m m cm channel,Hz sam ples

6 4.1 1.08 1:1 0.75 15 10,500 10,000 4� 107

0.11 2.7 0.47 6:6 0.47 2.8 900 5,000 8� 106

0.27 3.1 0.48 2.8 0.6 4.4 1400 5,000 8� 106

0.54 3.51 0.5 1.5 0.7 6.2 2100 5,000 8� 106

Table 1
Data setsI(�rstline)and II(second-fourth lines).

locity,u0 = root-m ean-square velocity,�� = energy dissipation rate obtained

by the assum ption oflocalisotropy and Taylor’shypothesis,� and � arethe

Kolm ogorov and Taylor length scales,respectively,the m icroscale Reynolds

num berR � � u0�=�,and fs isthesam pling frequency.

ForsetIitisim portanttotestwhethertheseparation between thetwoprobes

is indeed orthogonalto the m ean 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 putesthecross-correlation function hu1(t+ �)u2(t)i.Here,u1 and u2 refer

to velocity uctuations in the direction ofthe m ean wind,forprobes 1 and

2 respectively.Ifthe separation were precisely orthogonalto the m ean wind,

thisquantity should be m axim um for� = 0.Instead,forsetI,itwasfound

thatthem axim um shifted slightlyto� = 0:022s,im plyingthattheseparation

wasnotprecisely orthogonalto them ean wind.To correctforthise�ect,the

data from the second probe were tim e-shifted by 0.022 s.Thisam ountsto a

change in the actualvalue ofthe orthogonaldistance.The e�ective distance

is�� 54 cm (instead ofthe55 cm thatwassetphysically).Thecoordinates

werechosen such thatthem ean wind direction isalongthe3-axis,thevertical

isalongthe1-axisand thethird direction orthogonaltotheseisthe2-axis.W e

denotethesedirectionsbythethreeunitvectorsn̂,m̂ ,and p̂ respectively.The

raw data available from setIisu(3)(t)m easured atthe positionsofthe two

probes.In setIIeach probe readsa linearcom bination ofu(3)(t)and u(1)(t)

from which each com ponentisextractable.From thisraw datawewould liketo

com putethescale-dependentstructurefunctions,using theTaylorhypothesis

to surrogatespacefortim e.Thisneedsa carefuldiscussion.

6.1.2 Theoreticalconstructs:the TaylorHypothesis,Innerand OuterScales

Decades ofresearch on the statisticalaspects oftherm odynam ic turbulence

are based on the TaylorHypothesis[101],which assertsthatthe uctuating

velocity �eld m easured by agiven probeasafunction oftim e,u(t)isthesam e

asthevelocity u(r=U)whereU isthem ean velocity and r isthedistance to

a position \upstream " where the velocity ism easured att= 0.The natural
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lim itation on the Taylorhypothesisisprovided by the typicaldecay tim e of

uctuations ofscale r.W ithin a K41 scaling theory this tim e scale is the

turn-overtim e r=
q
S(r)where S(r)� S��(r).W ith thisestim ate the Taylor

Hypothesisisexpected to bevalid when
q
S(r)=U ! 0.SinceS(r)! 0 when

r! 0,theTaylorhypothesisbecom esexactin thislim it.W ewilluse thisto

calibrate the unitswhen we em ploy two di�erentprobesand read a distance

from a com bination ofspaceand tim eintervals.

The Taylorhypothesishasalso been em ployed when the m ean velocity van-

ishes,and instead ofU one uses the root-m ean-square u0.Ref.[132]haspre-

sented a detailed analysisoftheconsequencesoftheTaylorhypothesison the

basisofan exactly soluble m odel.In particularwayswere proposed there to

m inim izethesystem aticerrorsintroduced by theuseoftheTaylorhypothesis.

In lightofthatanalysiswe willuse here an \e�ective" wind U eff which for

surrogating the tim e data ofa single probe ism ade ofa com bination ofthe

m ean wind U and theroot-m ean-squareu0,

Ueff �

q

U
2
+ (~bu0)2 ; (136)

where~bisa dim ensionlessparam eter.Evidently,when we em ploy theTaylor

hypothesis in log-log plotsofstructure functionsusing tim e seriesm easured

in a singleprobe,thevalueoftheparam eter~bisirrelevant,changing justthe

(arbitrary) units oflength (i.e the arbitrary intercept).W hen we used data

collected from two probes,wem ix read distanceand surrogated distance,and

theparam eter~bbecom esaunit�xer.Thenum ericalvalueofthisparam eteris

found in [132]by therequirem entthatthesurrogated and directly m easured

structure functions coincide in the lim it r ! 0.W hen we do not have the

necessary data wewillusevaluesof~bsuggested by theexactly solublem odel

treated in [132].Thechoiceofthesevaluescan bejusti�ed a posterioriby the

quality ofthe�tofto thepredicted scaling functions.

W hen wehavetwo probesplaced atdi�erentheightsthem ean velocity and u0

asm easured by each probedonotcoincide.In applying theTaylorhypothesis

oneneedstodecidewhich valueofUeff ism ostappropriate.Thisquestion has

been addressed in detailin ref.[132]with the �nalconclusion thatthe choice

dependson thevelocity pro�lebetween theprobe.In thecaseoflinearshear

theansweristhepreciseaveragebetween thetwo probes,

Ueff �

v
u
u
t U1

2
+ U2

2

2

+ ~b
u01

2
+ u01

2

2
; (137)

where the subscripts 1,2 referto the two probesrespectively.In allthe sub-

sequentexpressionswe willtherefore denoteseparationsby r,and invariably
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thiswillm ean Taylor-surrogated tim edi�erences.Thee�ectivevelocitywillbe

(136)or(137)depending on having probesatthesam eheightoratdi�erent

heights.Thevalueof~bwillbe~b= 3 following ref.[132].Itcan beshown that

the com puted scaling exponents are not sensitive to the changing b.(They

change by a couple ofpercentsupon changing b by 30% .)In seeking scaling

behavioroneneedsto�nd theinnerand outerscales.Below theinnerscaleall

structurefunctionshavean analyticdependenceon theseparation,S(r)� r2,

and above the outerscale the structure functionsshould tend to a constant

value.W elook atthelongitudinalstructurefunctions

S
33(r)= h(u3(x+ r)� u

3(x))2i

com puted from a singleprobein setIand from theprobeat0:54m in setII,

seeFig.7.W esim ultaneously considerthetransverse structurefunction

S
11(r)= h(u1(x+ r)� u

1(x))2i

com puted from the probe at 0:54m in set II,see Fig.8.The spatialscales

92



are com puted using the localm ean wind in both cases since the scaling ex-

ponentforthesingle-probestructurefunction arenotexpected to bea�ected

by the choice ofconvection velocity.Thischoice doesdeterm ine the value of

r corresponding to a particulartim escalehowever.Onem ay expectthatany

correction to the num ericalvalue ofr is sm allfor a di�erent choice ofcon-

vection velocity,and notcrucialforthequalitativestatem entsthatfollow.In

Fig.7 we clearly see the r2 behavior characterizing the transition from the

dissipative to the inertialrange.As is usual,this behavior persists about a

half-decadeabovethe\nom inal"Kolm ogorov length scale�.Thereisaregion

ofcross-overand then theisotropicscaling � r0:68 expected forsm allscalesin

the inertialrange begins.W e thushave no di�culty atallin identifying the

innerscale,itissim ply revealed asa naturalcrossover length in thishighly

resolved data.W eunderstand by now thatwecannotexpectto beableto �t

with thissingle exponentforlargerscalesand m ustinclude scaling contribu-

tionsdue to anisotropy.W e expectthatthe contributionsdue to anisotropy

willaccountforscaling behaviorup to theouterscaleofa 3-dim ensionalow

patterns.The question therefore is how to identify what this large scale is.

One approach would be to sim ply use the scale where the structure function

tendsto a constant,which correspondsto thescaleacrosswhich thevelocity

signalhas decorrelated.Itbecom es im m ediately apparent thatthis is nota

reasonableestim ateoftherelevantlargescale.Fig.7showsthatthestructure

function stayscorrelated up to scalesthatareatleastan orderofm agnitude

largerthan theheightatwhich them easurem entism ade.On theotherhand,

ifwe look atthe transverse structure function com puted from the probe at

0:54m ,Fig.8 we seethatitceasesto exhibitscaling behaviorata scale that

is ofthe order ofthe height ofthe probe.It appears that we are observing

extrem ely ateddysthatare correlated oververy long distancesin the hor-

izontaldirection but have a com paratively sm allcorrelation lengths in the

direction perpendicularto the boundary.Since we know thatthe presence of

the boundary m ustlim itthe size ofthe largest3-dim ensionalstructures,the

heightoftheprobeshould besom ething ofan upperbound on thelargest3-

dim ensionalow patternsthatwe can detectin experim ents.Thuswe arrive

at a qualitative understanding ofthe kind ofow that is observed in these

atm ospheric m easurem ents.The size ofthe largest 3-dim ensionalstructures

is determ ined by the decorrelation length ofthe transverse structure func-

tion.Thisisbecausethetransversecom ponentsofthevelocity areuna�ected

by theextended,persistent,2-dim ensionaleddysthatgovern thebehaviorof

thelongitudinalcom ponents.Thetheory ofscaling behaviorin 3-dim ensional

turbulencecan usefully beapplied toonly thoseow patternsthataretruly 3-

dim ensional.Theextended ateddysm ustbedescribed in term sofaseparate

theory,including m aybe notionsof2-dim ensionalturbulence which hasvery

di�erentscaling properties[133].Such considerationsareoutsidethescopeof

this review.Rather,in the following analysis,the outer-scale was chosen to

beoftheorderofthedecorrelation length ofthetransversestructurefunction

(where available)orofthe heightofthe probe.W e willsee below thatup to
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a factor of2 these are the sam e;taking L to be as twice the height ofthe

probe isconsistent with alldata.W e use thisestim ate in the study ofboth

transverse and longitudinalobjects.

6.1.3 Extracting the universalexponentsofhigherj sectors

W econsiderthesecond orderstructurefunction

S
��(r)= h(u�(x + r)� u

�(x))(u�(x + r)� u
�(x))i: (138)

Thelowestorderanisotropiccontribution to thesym m etric (in indices),even

parity (in rdueto hom ogeneity),second-orderstructurefunction isthej= 2

com ponentoftheSO(3)sym m etry group.Ref.[29]presentsaderivation ofthe

m = 0 axisym m etric (invariantunderrotation aboutthe 3-axis)partofthe

j= 2 contribution to thisstructurefunction in hom ogeneousturbulence.The

derivationofthefullj= 2contributiontothesym m etric,even paritystructure

functionappearsinAppendixC.Fig.9bshowsthe�ttothestructurefunction

com puted from a singleprobein setI

S
33(r;� = 0)= h(u

(3)

1 (x + r)� u
(3)

1 (x))2i; (139)

where the subscript 1 denotes one ofthe two probes,with just the j = 0

contribution.The best-�t exponent for the range 0 < r=� < 4:5 is �
(2)

0 =

0:68� 0:01 (Fig.9 a).Above thisrange,wasim possible to obtain a good �t

to the data with justthe isotropic exponentand Fig.9 b showsthe peel-o�

from isotropicbehaviorabover=�= 4.

To �nd thej= 2 anisotropicexponentoneneedsto use data taken from the

two probes.To clarify theprocedureweshow in Fig.10 thegeom etry ofsetI.

W hatwascom puted isactually

S
33(r;�)= h[u

(3)

1 (Uefft+ Uefft~r)� u
(3)

2 (Uefft)]
2i

Here � = arctan(�=U efft~r),t~r = ~r=Ueff,and r =
q
� 2 + (�Uefft~r)

2.Ueff was

asin Eq.(136)with b= 3.W ewillreferfrom now on to such quantitiesas

S
33(r;�)= h(u

(3)

1 (x + r)� u
(3)

2 (x))2i: (140)

Next,one m ay �x the scaling exponent ofthe isotropic sector as 0:68 and

�nd thej= 2 anisotropicexponentthatresultsfrom �tting to thefullj= 2

tensor contribution.Finally,one needs to �t the objects in Eqs.(139) and
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(140) to the sum ofthe j = 0 (with scaling exponent �
(2)

0 = 0:68) and the

j= 2 contributions(seeAppendix C)

S
33(r;�)= S

33

j= 0(r;�)+ S
33

j= 2(r;�)= c0

�
r

�
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2+ �
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0 � �
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0 cos2�
i
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�
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: (141)

The above �twasperform ed using valuesof�
(2)

2 ranging from 0:5 to 3.The

bestvalueofthisexponentistheonethatm inim izesthe�2 forthe�ts.From

Fig.11 one m ay read the best value to to be 1:38� 0:15.The �ts with this

choice ofexponent are displayed in Fig.12.The corresponding values ofthe

5 �tted coe�cients can be found in the paper[29].The range ofscalesthat

are �tted to this expression is 1 < r=� < 25.W e thus conclude that that

structure functions which is sym m etric in r exhibits scaling behavior over

the whole scaling range,but this im portant fact is m issed ifone does not

consider a superposition ofthe j = 0 and j = 2 contributions. Finally,let

us note that the value ofthe exponent is perfectly in agreem ent with the

analysisofnum ericalsim ulations[34]in which onecan com fortably integrate

thestructurefunction againstthebasisfunctions,elim inatingallcontributions

exceptj= 2 (seenextsection).

6.1.4 Extracting the j=1 com ponent

In hom ogeneousows,itfollowsfrom sym m etryandparitythattheoftencom -

puted and widely analyzed structurefunction asde�ned in Eq.(138)doesnot

possessany contribution from the j = 1 sector.The lowestorderanisotropic

contribution belongs to the j = 2 sector.In order to isolate the scaling be-

havior ofthe j = 1 contribution in atm ospheric shear ows we m ust either

explicitly constructa new tensorobjectwhich willallow forsuch a contribu-
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tion,orseeifitcan beextracted from thestructurefunction itselfcom puted

in the case ofinhom ogeneity.W e have pursued both avenues.In the form er,

weconstructthetensor

T
��(r)= hu�(x + r)� u

�(x))(u�(x + r)+ u
�(x))i: (142)

It is easily seen that the function vanishes both in the case of� = � and

when r isin the direction ofhom ogeneity.From data setIIwe can calculate

thisfunction fornon-hom ogeneous(in the sheardirection)scale-separations.

In general,this willexhibit m ixed parity and sym m etry and therefore,to

m inim ize asfaraspossible the �nalnum berof�tting param eterswe look at

only the antisym m etric contribution.W e derive the tensor contributions in

the j = 1 sector forthe antisym m etric case in Appendix D and use this to

�t for the unknown j = 1 exponent.Below we describe the results ofthis

analysis.Next,we com puted the �-dependentstructure function from setII.

W e expect that this could exhibit the j = 1 com ponent as inhom ogeneity

does not allow us to apply incom pressibility in the di�erent sym m etry and

parity sectorstoelim inatethiscontribution asin thecaseofthehom ogeneous

structure function.Thisstructure function issym m etric butofm ixed parity.

W ederivethetensorcontributionsin thej= 1 sectorforthesym m etriccase

in Appendix D and usethisto �tforthej= 1 exponent.
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6.1.5 Antisym m etric Contribution

W econsiderthetensorobjectin Eq.(142).In ordertohaveasfew param eters

aspossiblein the�tting procedure,wetaketheantisym m etric part

eT��(r)=
T��(r)� T��(r)

2
= hu�(x)u�(x + r)i� hu�(x)u�(x + r)i

which willonly have contributions from the antisym m etric j = 1 basis ten-

sors.An additionalusefulproperty ofthisobjectisthatitdoesnothaveany

contribution from theisotropichelicity-freej= 0sectorduetoitsantisym m e-

try.Thisallowsusto isolatethej= 1 contribution and determ ineitsscaling

exponent�
(2)

1 starting from thesm allestscalesavailable.Using data from the

probesat0:27m (probe1)and at0:11m (probe2)wecalculate

eT31(r)= hu
(3)

2 (x)u
(1)

1 (x + r)i� hu
(3)

1 (x + r)u
(1)

2 (x)i;

where again super-scriptsdenote the velocity com ponentand sub-scriptsde-

notetheprobeatwhich thiscom ponentism easured.W ewantto�tthisobject

to thetensorform derived in Appendix (D),nam ely:

eT31(r;�;� = 0)= � a3;1;0r
�
(2)

1 sin� + a2;1;1r
�
(2)

1 + a3;1;� 1r
�
(2)

1 cos�:

Fig.13 givesthe �2 m inim ization ofthe �tasa function of�
(2)

1 and we use

thebestvalueof1� 0:15 forthe�nal�t.Thisisshown in theleftpanel.The

�tin Fig.13 peelso� attheend ofthe�tted range.Them axim um rangeover

which onecan �tisoftheorderoftheheightoftheprobesand again,thisis

consistentwith theconsiderationspresented above.
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function in the range 0 < r=�< 2:2.Left:The �tto the inhom ogeneousstructure
function com puted asin Eq.(143).Thedotsindicatethedata and thelineisthe�t.

6.1.6 Sym m etric Contribution

Finally,we com pute the structure function Eq.(140) where the subscripts

denote probe 1 at0:27m and probe 2 at0:11cm .As discussed in Appendix

(D),since the scale separation hasan inhom ogeneouscom ponent,we expect

a contribution from thej= 1 anisotropicsectorand wewould liketo extract

whatthe scaling exponentin thissectoris.Note thatthe j = 0 sectorcon-

tributestwo independent tensorform swith coe�cients we willdenote by c 1

and c2,since incom pressibility doesnotprovide a constraintto relate them .

Thisfactcom bined with Eq.(D.8)givesusthe the tensorform to which we

m ust�tourfunction

S
33(r;�)= c1r

�
(2)

0 + c2r
�
(2)

0 cos2� + a1;1;0r
�
(2)

1 cos� + a7;1;0r
�
(2)

1 2cos� (143)

+a9;1;0r
�
(2)

1 cos3� + a8;1;1r
�
(2)

1 (� 2cos� sin�)+ a1;1;� 1r
�
(2)

1 sin� + a9;1;� 1r
�
(2)

1 cos2� sin�

W e �x the exponent �
(2)

0 to be 0:68 and perform �ts with varying values of

�
(2)

1 for8unknown coe�cients.Thebestvalueof�
(2)

1 isobtained fortherange

0 < r=� < 4:2 and is1:05� 0:15 asisshown in Fig.14.In theleftpanelwe

show the�tto thedata using thisvalueoftheexponent.-8.2 The�tpeelso�

attheend ofthe �tted range atthe scale on the orderoftwice theheightof

theprobe,consistentwith theearlierdiscussion.There doesnotexista well-

de�ned �
(2)

1 as given by the standard �2 m inim ization procedure for ranges

sm allerorlargerthan that�tted forin Fig.14.Thequality ofthe�tisgood

although,aswasexpected from thelargenum berofparam etersin the�tting

function Eq.(143),�2 as a function ofthe �
(2)

1 is not as sm ooth as for all

previous�tsand itsm inim um isa relatively weak one.Therefore,wepresent

thisresultm ainly asitprovidessupportto thatoftheantisym m etric casein

theprevioussection.dots
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6.1.7 Sum m ary and conclusions

In sum m ary,weconsidered the2nd ordertensorstructurefunctionsofveloc-

ity di�erencesin theatm osphericboundary layers.Thefollowing conclusions

appearim portant:

(1) The atm ospheric boundary layer exhibits 3-dim ensionalstatisticaltur-

bulence interm ingles with activities whose statistics are quite di�erent.

The latter are eddys with quasi-two dim ensionalnature,correlated for

hundredsofm eters,having little to do with the three-dim ensionaluc-

tuationsdiscussed above.W efound thatthe

(2) W efound thatthe\outerscaleofturbulence" asm easured by thethree-

dim ensionalstatisticsisoftheorderoftwicetheheightoftheprobe.

(3) Theinnerscaleisthetheusualdissipativecrossover,which isclearly seen

asthescaleconnecting two di�erentslopesin log-log plots.

(4) Between the inner and the outer scales the sum ofthe com ponents up

to j = 2 appears to o�er an excellent representation ofthe structure

function.

(5) Thescalingexponents�
(2)

j arem easured as0:68� 0:01;1� 0:15;1:38� 0:10

forj= 0;1;2 respectively.

W enotethatasfarasthelow orderjsectorsareconcerned,thepicturethat

em erges forNavier-Stokes turbulence is not di�erent from the linear advec-

tion problem sthatweretreated in theprevioussection.Ifthetrendsseen here

continueforhigherjvalues,wecan rationalizetheapparenttendency toward

isotropy with decreasing scales.Ifindeed every anisotropiccontribution intro-

duced by thelargescale forcing (orboundary conditions)decaysas(r=L)
�
(2)

j

with increasing �
(2)

j as a function ofj,then obviously when r=L ! 0 only

theisotropiccontribution survives.Thisisa pleasing notion thatjusti�esthe

m odeling ofturbulenceasisotropicatthesm allscales.

6.2 Hom ogeneousShear

In thissubsection wediscussrecentexperim entsin which anisotropyiscreated

withoutinhom ogeneity [7,30,31];such experim entsareparticularly appealing

forourpurposes.Hom ogeneous-shearow can berealized in awind tunnelby

using a variable solidity screen followed by ow straighteners.Such a set-up

results in a shear ow that rem ains approxim ately constant for the length

ofthe tunnel.To produce high Reynolds num bers one places an active grid

beforethesheargenerating screen [7].In thisway Re� can beashigh as1000.

To assess directly the e�ects ofanisotropy itisusefulto m easure statistical

objectsthatvanish identically in theisotropicsector.A possiblechoiceisthe

set ofskewness and hyper-skewness [14,38,134]as explained in Sect.(2.5).
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Otherpurely anisotropic inertialrangeobservablescan be de�ned by m ixing

longitudinaland transversalincrem ents with an odd num ber oftransversal

com ponents:

S
(p;2q+ 1)(r)=

D
�u

p

‘(r)�u
2q+ 1
t (r)

E
: (144)

System aticm easurem entsoftheseanisotropicm ixed correlation functionswas

reported in [10,30,31].From the experim entaldata itis notpossible to ex-

actly disentangle di�erentanisotropic projectionsin di�erentsectors.Thisis

becauseSO(3)projection requirestheknowledgeofthewholevelocity�eldina

3d sub-volum e,som ething clearly outofreach in any experim entalapparatus.

The sim plest working hypotheses one can m ake is that,due to the hierar-

chicalorganization ofanisotropic scaling exponents,the statisticalbehavior

ofquantities as (144) is dom inated,at scales sm allenough,by the leading

j = 2 sector.In otherwords,the experim entalm easurem ents ofthe scaling

propertiesof(144)isthebestestim ateoftheexponent�
(n= p+ 2q+ 1)

2 .In [30,31]

the plots ofpurely anisotropic quantities like (144)up to order n = 8 with

n = p+ 2q+ 1wereshown.Thedataclearlyshowsthatthesepurelyanisotropic

structurefunctionshavequitegood power-lawsbehaviorwith exponentsthat

aresub-leading with respectto theexponentsoftheisotropicstructurefunc-

tionsofthesam eorder,n.Forexam pleS(1;3)(r)� r1:56 whilethefourth-order

longitudinalstructure function in isotropic ensem bles is known to scale as

S(4;0)(r)� r1:27.Sim ilarqualitativeand quantitativeresultswereobtained by

analyzing data from an atm osphericboundary layerin [10]and in thebound-

arylayerclosetoawall[33].Inthelattertwoworks,aphenom enological�tting

procedureto thelargescalebehaviorallowed theauthorsto �nd a powerlaw

forthe anisotropic structure functionswhich pertain to a m uch largerrange

ofscales.W edraw thereader’sattention to thediscrepancy in thebest�tfor

thescaling exponentsfoundsforS(1;3)(r)and S(3;1)(r)in [30,31].Sim ilardis-

crepanciesarealso reported forhigherorderstructurefunctions.In ourview,

thiscannotbe taken asevidence thatthere isa q-dependence ofthe scaling

exponentsofthe SO(3)projections.First,the anisotropic exponentsare rel-

atively inaccurate due to statisticalerrors;the am plitudesofthe anisotropic

uctuations are relatively sm all.Second,as already said,the experim ental

data cannotdisentangle exactly the contribution ofthe j = 2 sector.There-

fore,it m ay wellbe that contributions from the j = 4 (and higher) sectors

a�ect di�erently the correlation functions with di�erent tensorialstructure.

Sim ilarly,otherexperim entalinvestigation focused on the SO(3)decom posi-

tion [32,135,136]havefound resultsdepending on thegeom etricset-up ofthe

analyzing probes.Theexperim entalanalysisofanisotropicturbulencevia the

SO(3)decom position isatitsinfancy;m ore re�ned experim entaltechniques

areneeded beforea �rm conclusion can bereached on theseissues.
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6.2.1 Explanation ofPersistence ofAnisotropies

As discussed in Sect.(2.5) there are num ericaland experim entalevidences

ofthe persistence ofsm all-scale anisotropic uctuationsin variousinstances

[7,10,21,35,55].Theissue hasm any im portantconsequences.W e would like

to referto theviolation ofthereturn-to-isotropy in di�erentm eanings[35].A

strong violation would be im plied ifthe following setofinequalitiesbetween

di�erentanisotropicexponentsofthesam ecorrelation function werebroken:

�
(n)

0 < �
(n)

1 < � � � < �
(n)

j ; (145)

i.e.ifone,or m ore,anisotropic sector becom es leading with respect to the

isotropic one.This would destroy the phenom enology ofturbulence as de-

veloped since Kolm ogorov’stheory in 1941.Turbulence would becom e m ore

and m ore anisotropic atsm allerand sm allerscales.Asa result,strong non-

universalities in sm all-scales statistics would show up depending on which

anisotropic sectorisswitched on/o� by the large-scale forcing.A strong vio-

lation ofthe return-to-isotropy postulate hasneverbeen observed in Navier-

Stokes turbulence.On the other hand,when the hierarchy (145)holds,any

dim ensionlessanisotropicobservablesm adeofratiosbetween anisotropicand

isotropic projections ofthe sam e correlation function vanishes in the sm all-

scaleslim it.Forexam ple,focusingon thedecom position oflongitudinalstruc-

turefunctions(44)wem ay write:

lim
r! 0

S
(n)

jm (r)

(S
(n)

00 (r))
� r

�
(n)

j
� �

(n)

0 ! 0: (146)

A new phenom enon occurswhen anisotropicuctuationsareassessed byusing

dim ensionlessobservablesm adeofdi�erentcorrelation functions.Forinstance,

byusingagain theSO(3)decom position oflongitudinalstructurefunction (44)

onem ay build up anisotropicobservablesde�ned as:

R
(n)

jm (r)=
S
(n)

jm (r)

(S
(2)

00 (r))
n=2

� r
�
(n)

j with �
(n)

j = �
(n)

j �
n

2
�
(2)

0 : (147)

This is the nth order m om ent ofthe velocity probability density function,

norm alized by itsisotropic second orderm om ents.The quantitiesde�ned in

(147) m ust be exactly zero in isotopic ensem bles,and should go to zero as

power laws,R
(n)

jm (r) � rj=3,in an anisotropic ensem ble in which the dim en-

sionalscaling (46)is satis�ed.On the otherhand,results from experim ents

and num erics show a m uch slower decay,and,in som e cases,no decay at

all[7,35].W e refer to this phenom enon as weak violation ofthe return-to-

isotropy.Such a weak violation is notin contradiction with the inequalities
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(145);there the relative im portance ofanisotropic uctuations with respect

to isotropic uctuation ofthe sam e correlation function are im plied.The vi-

olation ofthedim ensionalrecovery-of-isotropy issim ply due to theexistence

ofanom alousscaling in theanisotropicsectors.Indeed,in thiscase,theexpo-

nents,�
(n)

j ,governing theLHS of(147)can assum evaluesm uch sm allerthan

thedim ensionalestim ate(including negativevalues!).Thisisexactly whatis

observed in theexperim entsand num erics.From Table3onerealizesthatdue

to thepresenceofanom alousscaling in theanisotropicsectorswehavea slow

recovery-of-isotropy,in agreem entwith whatwasexplained before.

Theanisotropicobservablesbuiltin term softhegeneralized atnessorskew-

ness discussed in section (2.5) are nothing but Eq.(147) evaluated at the

dissipative length scale,r = �.Therefore,the \persistence-of-anisotropies"

discussed in [7,21]can beexplained invoking thevery sam ereasoning.

6.2.2 Sum m aryofexperim entalresults:universalityoftheanisotropicsectors

Com paring the results obtained in [10,30,31]the following picture em erges.

First,allthe correlation functionsup to n = 10,show anom alousscaling be-

havior,whereanom alousism eantwith respecttothedim ensionalLum ley-like

prediction discussed in Sect.(4.4).Second,thevaluesofscaling exponentsex-

tracted from thetwodi�erentexperim ents[31]and [10]arein good qualitative

agreem ent (see Table 2).Thisisan im portant�rstcon�rm ation ofthe uni-

(p;2q+ 1) (1,1) (1,3) (3,1) (5,1) (3,3) (1,5) (7,1) (5,3) (3,5)

W S 1.05 1.56 1.42 2.02 1.89 1.71 2.33 2.22 1.99

K S 1.22,1.12 1.58,1.54 - - 2.14,2.00 - - - -

Table 2
M easured scaling exponents for S(p;2q+ 1)(r) ofvarious orders in two experim ents.
W S correspondsto [31]and K S to [10]

versality ofscaling exponents in the j = 2 anisotropic sector.Finally,there

existsa clearhierarchy between isotropic and anisotropic scaling exponents,

thelatterbeingalwayslargerforanygiven order,n ofthecorrelation function.

Thishierarchicalorganization isthe necessary and su�cientrequirem entfor

thereturn-to-isotropyto hold,i.e.thesm allscalesstatisticsofany correlation

function isdom inated by the isotropic uctuations.Neverthelessthe gap be-

tween isotropic and anisotropic exponents,�
(n)

0 � �
(n)

2 ,tendsto shrink when

n increases,im plying that anisotropic contributions m ay exhibit im portant

sub-leading e�ectsalso atvery high Re.
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7 A nalysis ofD N S D ata

Directnum ericalsim ulationsofturbulencearenaturalgroundswheretheutil-

ity oftheSO(3)decom position can beexploited to itsm axim um bene�t.The

reason for this is that num ericalsim ulations,in contrast to current exper-

im ents,provide access to the fullvelocity �eld at allpoints ofthe turbu-

lentdom ain.Therefore,thefullSO(3)decom position can berealized,without

the constraintsofbest-�tsto partialdata.Given a tensorstructure function

S
(n)(r),cf.Eq.(31),wecan integrateitagainstthesphericaltensors,B

(n)

qjm (̂r)

[e.g.,(35)],on a sphereofradiusr.Theseintegrationsyield theprojection of

the structure function on the di�erentsectorsofthe SO(3)group,by virtue

oftheorthogonality ofthebasistensors.On theotherhand DNS su�erfrom

lim ited Reynolds num bers;consequently they have relatively short inertial

ranges.

Priorto theintroduction oftheSO(3)decom position thenum ericalinvestiga-

tionsofanisotropicowswerefocused on eithersinglepointortwo-pointscor-

relations,lim ited,often,totheanalysisoftheFouriertransform sin wavevector

space.The m ostrecent,highly-resolved,num ericalinvestigation ofthiskind

wasreported in [37];therethefulltensorialpropertiesoftheFouriertransform

ofthe two-point velocity correlation,Q ��(k)
def
=

R
dreikrhu�(x + r)u�(x)i,

werecalculated in ahom ogeneousshear[6,137].Them ain resultisacon�rm a-

tion ofLum ley’sprediction forthescaling exponentofthepurely anisotropic

co-spectrum :

E
��(k)� k

� 7=3 where E
��(k)=

Z

k

2
< jpj< 2k

dpQ
��(p); (148)

where� 6= � to elim inatetheisotropiccontribution.Only recently DNS were

perform ed toprobetheanisotropiccom ponentin asystem aticway by exploit-

ing the SO(3) decom position [15,34,36,131,138].Here we review the m ain

�ndings,showing that

(1) Thescalinglaws(log-logplots)atm oderateReynoldsnum bersaresignif-

icantly im proved by projecting theraw correlation functionsontoeach j-

sectors.Theim provem entisparticularnoticeablewheneverstronganisotropies

arepresentin thesystem ,asin thecaseofchannelows[34,138];

(2) Anisotropicsectorswith j� 2(inaccessiblein presentexperim entaldata)

possessgood scaling laws[15,36];

(3) Thescaling exponentsarediscreteand increasing asa function ofj.

(4) The exponentsareanom alous;i.e.they di�erfrom the dim ensionalpre-

diction (46).

(5) There exists prelim inary evidence that also for j > 2,the anom alous
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exponentsareuniversal,i.e.thescalingpropertiesareindependentofthe

externalforcing m echanism [131].

DNS were perform ed both in wall-bounded ows and in hom ogeneous (but

anisotropic)turbulence.In wall-bounded owstheanisotropiesareaccom pa-

nied by inhom ogeneouse�ects.Thepresenceofsuch e�ectsm ay spoilthevery

m eaning ofscaling,and theSO(3)decom position should besupplem ented by

som e toolto projecton the hom ogeneouscom ponents.Otherwise,the SO(3)

decom position m ustbeused carefully,and locally,only in thoseregionsofthe

tested ow where inhom ogeneous e�ects are con�ned m ostly to large-scales

[34,138].In thesecond partofthissection,wediscussnum ericalexperim ents

builtsuch asto havea perfectly hom ogeneousand anisotropicstatisticsatall

scales.One such exam ple ishom ogeneousshear ows[17,38].M ore recently,

otherhom ogeneousanisotropicowshavebeen invented andsim ulated,inpar-

ticulartherandom -Kolm ogorov-ow [15,36,139]and aconvectivecellwith an

im posed linearm ean pro�leoftem perature[131].

7.1 Anisotropic and inhom ogeneousstatistics:Channelows

In this section,we discuss the analysis of a DNS of a channelow using

the SO(3) decom position.The coordinates are chosen such that x̂,ŷ and ẑ

are the stream -wise,span-wise,and wall-norm aldirection respectively.The

sim ulation was done on a grid with 256 points in the stream -wise direction

and 128� 128pointsin thetwootherdirections.Theboundaryconditionswere

periodicin thespan-wiseand stream -wisedirectionsand no-slip on thewalls.

The Reynolds-num ber based on the Taylor m icro-scale was quite m oderate,

R � � 70 at the center ofthe channel(z = 64).The sim ulation was fully

sym m etricwith respectto thecentralplane.Form oredetailson theaveraged

quantitiesand on thenum ericalcode,seerefs.[34,140,141].

Theanalysisfocused on longitudinalsecond-,forth-and sixth-orderstructure

functions:

S
(n)(rc;r)� h[�u‘(r

c
;r)]

n
i; �u‘(r

c
;r)� r̂ � [u(rc+ r;t)� u(rc� r;t)]:

The rc coordinate speci�esthe location ofthe m easurem ent (i.e.,the center

ofm ass ofthe two m easurem ent points),and 2r is the separation vector.

Previousanalysisofthesam edata-base[140]aswellasofotherDNS [142]and

experim entaldata[9,72]in anisotropicowsfound thatthescaling exponents

ofenergy spectra,energy co-spectra and oflongitudinalstructure functions

exhibitstrong dependenceon theposition rc.Forexam ple,in [18]theauthors

studied thelongitudinalstructurefunctionsat�xed distancesfrom thewalls:

S
(n)(r;z)� h(ux(x+ r;y;z)� ux(x;y;z))

niz
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whereh� � � iz denotesa spatialaverageon a planeata �xed heightz,1< z <

64.Forthissetofobservablesthey found that:(i)These structure functions

did notexhibitclearscaling behaviorasa function ofthe distance r.Conse-

quently,one needed to resortto Extended-Self-Sim ilarity (ESS)[51]in order

to extracta setofrelativescaling exponents �̂(n)(z)� �(n)(z)=�(3)(z);(ii)the

relativeexponents,�̂(n)(z)depended strongly on theheightz.M oreover,only

atthecenterofthechanneland very close to thewallstheerrorbarson the

relativescaling exponentsextracted by using ESS weresm allenough to claim

thevery existenceofscaling behaviorin any sense.Sim ilarly,an experim ental

analysisofaturbulentow behind acylinder[72]showed astrongdependence

ofthe relative scaling exponentson the position behind the cylinderfornot

too big distances from the obstacle,i.e.where anisotropic e�ects m ay still

be relevant in a wide range ofscales.In the following we present an inter-

pretation ofthevariationsin thescaling exponentsobserved in non-isotropic

and non-hom ogeneousowsupon changing the position in which the analy-

sisisperform ed.In particular,we willshow thatdecom posing the statistical

objectsinto theirdi�erent(j;m )sectorsrationalizesthe �ndings,i.e.scaling

exponents in given (j;m ) sector appearquite independent ofthe spatiallo-

cation;only the am plitudes ofthe SO(3)decom position depend strongly on

the spatiallocation.The analysis showed three m ajor results.The �rst was

thevastim provem entin scalingbehaviorofthestructurefunctionsasaresult

ofthe decom position.A typicalexam ple isfound in Fig.(15 )where the raw
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Fig.15.Log-log plot of the isotropic sector of the 4th order structure function

S
(4)

0;0(r),vs.ratthecenterofthechannelr
c
z = 64 (+ ).Thedata represented by (� )

correspond to the raw longitudinalstructure function,S(4)(rcz = 64;rx̂) averaged
overthecentralplaneonly.Thedashed linecorrespondstotheinterm ittentisotropic

high-Reynoldsnum bersexponents�(4)
0

= 1:28.
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fourth-orderstructure function,evaluated on the centralplane,iscom pared

to itsj= 0 com ponent.W ithouttheSO(3)decom position thereisno scaling

behavioratalland oneneedsESS to estim atethescaling exponents.On the

otherhand,thej= 0 com ponentofthestructurefunction showsa clearscal-

ing behavior with the expected exponent,�
(4)

0 = 1:28.This strengthens the

foliation hypothesis,accordingtowhich,theraw structurefunction isasuper-

position ofpowerlawsfrom di�erentsectorsoftheSO(3)group.Such a sum

loosesitsscaleinvarianceoncetheweightsofthedi�erentexponentsareofthe

sam eorderand theinertialrangeissm all.In such cases,oneneedstheSO(3)

decom position to isolatethedi�erentsectorsand retain scaleinvariance.
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Fig. 16. Logarithm ic local slopes of the ESS plot of raw structure

function,dlog(S
(4)(r;rc)

dlog(S(2)(r;rc)
,oforder4 versusraw structurefunction oforder2 atrzc = 64

(� ),atrzc = 32(?)and ofthej= 0projection,
dlog(S

(4)

00
(r;rc)

dlog(S
(2)

00
(r;rc)

,centered atrzc = 64(+ ),

and at rzc = 32(2).Also two horizontallines corresponding to the high-Reynolds
num berlim it,1:82,and to theK 41 non-interm ittentvalue,2,are shown.

A second prom inentresultistheapparentuniversality ofthe isotropic expo-

nents.To show this in [34]the localslopes,
dlog(S

(4)

00
(r)

dlog(S
(2)

00
(r)
,ofthe ESS curves of

the isotropic forth-orderstructure-function versusthe isotropic second-order

structure function werecalculated atvarying thedistance from thewall.De-

spitetheirdi�erentlocations,allcurvesshow thesam eESS slope1.82,which

istheexpected (anom alous)value.In Fig.(16)onepictureispresented forthe

logarithm iclocalslopesattwo di�erentdistancesfrom thechannelboundary.

To appreciate the im provem ents in scaling and universality,also the slopes

oftheESS on theraw structure functionsare presented Finally,theanalysis

provided anotherevidencethatthej= 2scalingexponentofthesecond order
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structurefunction isabout4=3,which isthedim ensionaltheoreticalprediction

given in (27)(seealso [8,15,90{92]).Considering therelatively low Reynolds-

num berand thefactthattheprefactorsaj;m in theSO(3)decom position (145)

are non-universal,togetherwith the experim entalresultreported in [10,29{

31],these�ndingsgivestrongsupporttotheview thatthescalingexponentin

thej= 2sectorisuniversal.Beforeconcludingthissection wecitethatSO(3)

and SO(2)decom position have also been exploited in the analysisofchannel

ow data to highlights the im portance ofstructures as streaks and hairpin

�lam entstypicalofm any wallbounded ow [138].Prelim inary investigation

oftheim portanceofSO(3)decom position to evaluatetheperform anceofsub

grid m odelsused in LargeEddy Sim ulations[143]have also been reported in

[139].

7.2 Anisotropic-hom ogeneousows

Directnum ericalsim ulationso�ertheuniqueopportunitytostudy thephysics

ofanisotropy in idealsituations,thatisin perfectly hom ogeneousows.Re-

cently,considerablee�orthasbeenspentonsim ulatingaRandom -Kolm ogorov-

Flow (RKF)[15,36,139].TheRKF isfully periodic,incom pressibleand with

anisotropiclarge-scaleenergy injection.A convenientchoicefortheforcing is

f = (0;0;fz(x))with fz(x)= F1cos[2�x=Lx + �1(t)]+ F2cos[4�x=Lx + �2(t)],

with constant am plitudes F1;2 and independent, uniform ly distributed, �-

correlated in tim eand with random phases�1;2(t).Therandom phaseslead to

ahom ogeneousstatistics.Togivea�rstvalidation ofthestatisticalproperties

oftheRKF ow weplotin �g.17 theinstantaneousenergy spectrum ,

E (k)=

Z

jqj= k

hu(q)� u
�(q)idq:

It exhibits a scaling law in close agreem ent with the K41 isotropic behav-

iork� 5=3.Also purely anisotropic quantities asthe co-spectra (148),show a

good agreem ent with the Lum ley k� 7=3.DNS ofthe RKF were reported in

[15,36,139].Theresolution was2563 reaching Re� � 100,collecting up to 70

eddy turn over tim es.A long tim e average is necessary because ofthe for-

m ation ofpersistentlarge-scale structuresinducing strong oscillationsofthe

m ean energy evolution.Thisistypicaltom any strongly anisotropicows.The

viscousterm wasreplaced by a second-orderhyper-viscosity,� ��2u.Thanks

to both the high degree ofhom ogeneity and to the high num berofindepen-

dentsam ples,a quantitativeanalysisofscaling lawsoflongitudinalstructure

functionsup to theanisotropicsectorj= 6 and up to ordern = 6 waspossi-

ble.In otherwords,thelongitudinalstructurefunctionscould bedecom posed
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Fig.17.Log-log plotofinstantaneousenergy spectrum in theisotropic sectorE (k)
(top).The straight line is the reference isotropic k� 5=3 power law.Instantaneous

co-spectrum E yz(kz) (bottom ). Here the straight line gives the reference k
� 7=3
z

anisotropic Lum ley prediction.The two spectra have been shifted along the ver-
ticaldirection forthe sake ofpresentation.

according to

S
(n)(r)=

6X

j= 0

jX

m = � j

S
(n)

jm (r)Yjm (̂r) forn � 6:

In �g.18 wepresenttheresultsfortheisotropicsector.Herewecom parethe

raw structurefunctionsin thethreedirectionswith theprojection S
(2)

00 (r),and

theirlogarithm ic localslopes(inset).Only forthe projected correlation itis

possible to m easure (with 5% ofaccuracy) the scaling exponent by a direct

log-log �t versus the scale separation.The best �t gives �
(2)

0 = 0:70� 0:03.

On the contrary,the undecom posed structure functionsare overwhelm ed by

the anisotropic e�ectspresentatallscales,and the scaling law iscom pletely

spoiled. W e stress the accuracy of these results; already at these m odest

Reynoldsnum bersitispossible to ascertain the isotropic scaling lawsifthe

anisotropicuctuationsaredisentangled properly.

In �gure 19 there isan overview forthe second orderstructure functionsin

allthe sectors,isotropic and anisotropic,for which the signal-to-noise ratio

is high enough to ensure statistically stable results.Sectors with odd j are

absentdueto theparity sym m etry ofthelongitudinalstructurefunction.W e

concludefrom �gure19 a clearfoliation in term softhej index:sectorswith

the sam e j but di�erent m exhibit very close scaling exponents.In Table 3

the m easured exponents are com piled,showing the best power law �ts for

structure functions of orders n = 2;4;6.W e stress again the discreteness

and m onotonicity ofthe scaling exponents as assum ed in Eq.(145);there

is no saturation ofthe exponents as a function ofj.Second,the m easured
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exponentsin thesectorsj= 4 and j= 6 areanom alous,i.e.they di�erfrom

the dim ensionalestim ate given in 46.Unfortunately,from the RKF data it

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

�
(n)

0
| n=3 �

(n)

2
| (n + 2)=3 �

(n)

4
| (n + 4)=3 �

(n)

6
| (n + 6)=3

2 0.70 (2)| 0.66 1.1 (1)| 1.33 1.65 (5)| 2.00 3.2 (2)| 2.66

4 1.28 (4)| 1.33 1.6 (1)| 2.00 2.25 (10)| 2.66 3.1 (2)| 3.33

6 1.81 (6)| 2.00 2.1 (1)| 2.33 2.50 (10)| 3.33 3.3 (2)| 4.00

Table 3
Sum m ary ofthe num ericaland experim ental�ndingsforthe scaling exponentsin
theisotropicand anisotropicsectors.Thevaluesfortheanisotropicsectorj= 2 are
taken from the experim ents [10,31].For the values extracted from the num erical
sim ulation (colum nsj= 0;4;6),errorbarsareestim ated from theoscillation ofthe
localslopes[36,139].Forthe experim entaldata the errorisgiven asthe m ism atch
between thetwo experim ents.Forallsectorswealso give thedim ensionalestim ate

�
(n)

j
= (n + j)=3 [15].

wasnotpossible to obtain clean resultsforthe j = 2 sector.Thisisbecause

ofthe presence ofan annoying change ofsign in the projections S
(n)

2m (r)for

any m (and any order n).Still,the overallconsistency ofthe foliation and

hierarchicalorganization ofscaling exponents can be checked by collecting

the scaling exponents in the j = 2 sector from the two sets ofexperim ents

[10,31]previously discussed.In Fig.20 weshow both num ericaldata and the

experim entalvaluesasextracted from [10,31].The resulting picture isfully

coherent:experim entaldatacom ingfrom thej= 2sector�twellin theglobal

trend.Asonecan seefrom table3 alltheanisotropicsectorsshow anom alous

scaling laws.

7.2.1 Universality ofAnisotropic Fluctuations

Thethird num ericalexperim entthatwediscusshereisdevoted to study uni-

versalpropertiesofanisotropicscaling.W ehavealreadycom m ented thatthere

isa nicequalitativeand quantitativeagreem entbetween thevaluesextracted

for the j = 2 sector (the only one available from experim entaldata) from

di�erentexperim ents.In ordertocheck whetherthisuniversality holdsalsoin

higheranisotropicsectorsonehasto rely on DNS.In [131]a �rstdirectcom -

parison between anisotropic scaling oflongitudinalstructure functions from

two di�erent hom ogeneous system s,the RKF and a hom ogeneous Rayleigh-

B�enard convective ow wasreported.

A Hom ogeneousRayleigh-B�enard system isa convectivecellwith �xed linear

m ean tem perature pro�le along the verticaldirection.The ow is obtained

by decom posing the tem perature �eld as the sum ofa linear pro�le plus a
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Fig. 20. Scaling exponents, �(n)
j
, of structure functions of order n = 2;4;6 for

isotropic and anisotropic sectors.From the DNS ofRK F we have:isotropic sec-
tor,j= 0 (+ );anisotropicsectors,j= 4 (� )and j= 6 (?).From theexperim ental
data [10,31],we have j= 2 (2).Foran estim ate oferrorbarssee Table 3.

uctuating part,T(x;y;z;t)= T 0(x;y;z;t)+ (�T=2� z�T=H ),where H is

thecellheightand �T thebackground tem peraturedi�erence.Theevolution

ofthesystem can bedescribed by a m odi�ed version [144]oftheBoussinesq

system [145]:

@tu + (u � r )u = � r p+ �r2u + �gT
0
ẑ

@tT
0+ (u � r )T0= �r 2

T
0�

�T

H
vz:

where � isthe therm alexpansion constant,� and � the kinem atic viscosity

and thetherm aldi�usivitycoe�cients,andgistheacceleration duetogravity.

In [131]fully periodicboundary conditionswereused forthevelocity �eld,u,

and tem perature,T0,�elds.

Anisotropice�ectsin theRayleigh-B�enard system wereanalyzed in [131]start-

ing from thestationary equation forthesecond ordervelocity structurefunc-

tions;the extension ofK�arm �an-Howarth equation in the presence ofa buoy-

ancy term [146].Theresultis,neglecting forsim plicity tensorialsym bols:

h�u(r)3i� �� r + �gẑr � h�T(r)�u(r)i (149)

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

where�� denotestheenergydissipation,h�u(r)3iand h�T(r)�u(r)i,thegeneral
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third-ordervelocity correlation and tem perature-velocity correlation,respec-

tively.In Eq.(149)foreach term the value ofits totalangularm om entum ,

j,is indicated.Notice that the energy dissipation term in (149)has a non-

vanishing lim it,forhigh Re,only in theisotropicsector,j= 0.On theother

hand,the buoyancy coupling,�gẑ,brings only angular m om entum j = 1.

Due to the usualrule ofcom position ofangularm om enta we have thatthe

buoyancy term ,�gẑ � h�T(r)�u(r)i,hasa totalangularm om entum given by:

jtot = 1
 j= fj� 1;j;j+ 1g.Usingtheangularm om entasum m ation ruleforj,

onecan decom posethepreviousequation obtaining thefollowing dim ensional

m atching,in theisotropicsector:

h�u(r)3ij= 0 � � r+ �ĝzrh�u(r)�T(r)ij= 1 + :::

and in theanisotropicsectors,j> 0:

h�u(r)3ij � �gẑr h�u(r)�T(r)i(j� 1)+ ::: (150)

where sub-dom inant contributions com ing from the j and j+ 1 sectors of

h�v(r)�T(r)iareneglected.

In theisotropicsectorthebuoyancy term issub-dom inantwith respectto the

dissipationterm atscalessm allerthantheBolgianolength,LB = (��)5=4N � 3=4(�g)� 3=2

where N isthe rate oftem perature dissipation.This isthe case forthe nu-

m ericalsim ulation presented in [131],where velocity uctuations are closer

to thetypicalKolm ogorov scaling,�u(r)� r1=3,ratherthan to theBolgiano-

Obukhov scaling [1],�u(r)� r3=5.

Regarding the anisotropic sectors,Eq.(150)isthe dim ensionalprediction for

the system ,consistentwith the anisotropic propertiesofthe buoyancy term ,

sectorby sector.

In [131]theSO(3)decom position wasapplied in thissystem to velocity struc-

turefunctions(44)and to objects

G
(q;1)(r)= h[(u (r)� u (0))� r̂]

q
(T (r)� T (0))i =

X

jm

G
(q;1)

jm (r)

Thedim ensionalm atching ofEq.(150)can beextended to any order,giving:

S
(p)

jm (r)� rG
(p� 2;1)

j� 1;m (r):

Denoting with �
(q;1)

j theanisotropicscaling exponentsofthebuoyancy term s,

G
(q;1)

jm (r)� r
�
(q;1)

j wegetthedim ensionalestim ate:

�
(p)

j = 1+ �
(p� 2;1)

j� 1 ; (dim ensionalprediction) (151)
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In [131]it was shown that this dim ensionalprediction is not obeyed;the

exponents�
(n)

j appearto besystem atically sm allerthan theprediction (151).

Interestingly,enough the log-log plotscom puted in the sectorsj = 4;6 show

a good qualitative agreem ent with those calculated in the RKF ofref[36]

as can be seen in �g.21 where we com pare the projection on the j = 4

sector ofstructure functions ofdi�erent orders.Sim ilarresults are obtained
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Fig. 21. Log-log plot of com pensated anisotropic j = 4;m = 0 projections

S
(p)

4;0(r)=r
�
(p)

4 vs r,for both HRB and RK F ows.Top curves refer to p = 2:the

best �t exponents which com pensate HRB and RK F curves are �
(2)

4
= 1:7 and

�
(2)

4
= 1:66,respectively.Curvesin the m iddle referto the sam e quantitiesbutfor

p = 4:com pensation has been obtained with �
(4)

4
= 2:05 forHRB,and �

(4)

4
= 2:2

forRK F.Bottom curvesreferto p = 6:here �(6)
4

= 2:3 forHRB,and �(6)
4

= 2:5 for
RK F.Notice that the curves ofthe two ows are com pensated with very sim ilar
valuesofthe exponents(within 10% ).Inset:the sam e butforj = 4;m = 2,com -
pensation hasbeen done with the sam e valuesused forj = 4;m = 0,to show the
independenceofthescaling exponentsfrom thechoice ofthereferenceaxislabeled
with m .

forj= 6sector.Theseprelim inary �ndings,ifcon�rm ed byotherindependent

m easurem ents,would supportuniversalityforanisotropicscalingexponentsin

threedim ensionalturbulence.

7.3 Scaling ofLongitudinaland Transversalstructure functions

As discussed in Sect.2.6 there exists experim entaland num ericaldata sug-

gesting that longitudinaland transversal structure functions in supposedly
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isotropicowsshow di�erentscalingexponents[30,62{65].Oneneedstoclearly

distinguish between experim entaland num ericaldata.The form ercan never

beconsidered fully isotropic;thebestonecan do isto try to perform a m ulti-

�t procedure to clean out sub-leading anisotropic contributions as already

explained in detailsin Sect.6.This�tting procedureis,ofcourse,a�ected by

experim entalerrorswhich cannotbeelim inated.Thereforeitisquitedanger-

ousto m ake any �rm conclusion aboutsupposed di�erentscaling exponents

oflongitudinaland transversalisotropic scaling on the basis ofonly exper-

im entaldata .Num ericaldata are not m uch safer.Here anisotropy can be

m uch bettercontrolled.W ith isotropic forcing the only source ofanisotropy

is the 3-dim ensionalgrid whose e�ect is usually too sm allto explain possi-

ble discrepanciesbetween longitudinaland transversalscalings.Indeed som e

state-of-the-artisotropic DNS indicate the possibility ofdi�erentscaling ex-

ponentsboth forinertialrangestructurefunctions[64]and forcoarsegrained

energy and enstrophy m easures[62,147].In Table4wesum m arizethebest-�t

valuesofthescaling exponentsm easured in [64].Thesm allscaleuctuations

wereprobed [147]by com paringthescaling ofthecoarsegrained energy dissi-

pation overa box ofsizer,~�(r)(Eq.17),and ofthecoarsegrained enstrophy

dissipation:!(r;x)= 1

r3

R
jyj< rdy !(x + y)where !(x)isthelocalenstrophy

dissipation.Di�erentscaling exponentswerem easured fortheaveraged quan-

tities,h(~�)p(r)i,h!p(r)i.Being scalarquantitiesone expectsthatin isotropic

ensem blesthey would nothavedi�erentexponents.From thetheoreticalpoint

ofview,di�erent scaling exponents oflongitudinaland transverse structure

functions in isotropic ensem bles are unlikely.In the language ofthe SO(3)

decom position itam ountsto thescaling exponentsdepending on theq-index

which labels di�erent basis functions with the sam e rotation properties.In

the exactly solvable m odels exam ined before,this had never happened.In

generalone would need a di�erentsym m etry to liftthe degeneracy ofdi�er-

entq dependentbasisfunctions.Atthispointthisproblem rem ainssom ehow

unsettled.New num ericaltestson largergridsand/orwith a betterresolved

viscousbehaviorareneeded beforea �rm statem entcan bem ade.

n 2 4 6 8 10

�
(n)

0
0.701 (14) 1.29 (3) 1.77 (4) 2.17 (7) 2.53 (9)

�
(n)

0
0.709 (13) 1.27 (2) 1.67 (4) 1.93 (9) 2.08 (18)

Table 4
M easured valuesofthelongitudinal(�rstraw)and transverse(second raw)scaling
exponents at Re� = 460 taken from [64].O ne should note that the scaling range
displayed by the scaling plotsin [64]are relatively short,indicating that�nite Re
e�ectsm ay stillberatherim portant
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7.4 Anisotropiesin decaying turbulence

Decaying turbulence hasattracted the attention ofvariouscom m unitiesand

isoften considered in experim ental,num ericaland theoreticalinvestigations

[1,5,148].Itisin factquitecom m on thateven experim entsaim ed atstudying

stationary propertiesofturbulence involve processesofdecay.Im portantex-

am plesareprovided byaturbulentow behind agrid (see[149]and references

therein) or the turbulent ow created at the sudden stop ofa grid periodi-

cally oscillating within a bounded box [150].In theform ercase,turbulenceis

slowly decaying going fartherand fartheraway from the grid and itscharac-

teristicscalebecom eslargerand larger(see[149]fora thorough experim ental

investigation).W henever there is su�cient separation between the grid-size

Lin and the scale ofthe tunnelor the tank L0 � Lin,a series ofinterest-

ing phenom enologicalpredictions can be derived.Forexam ple,the decay of

thetwo-pointvelocity correlation function,forboth isotropicand anisotropic

ows,can be obtained under the so-called self-preservation hypothesis (see

[1]chapterXVI).Thatpositstheexistence ofrescaling functionsallowing to

relate correlation functions at di�erent spatialand tem poralscales.By in-

serting therescaling function into theequationsofm otion,asym ptoticresults

can be obtained both for the �nalviscosity-dom inated regim e and for the

interm ediateasym ptoticwhen nonlineare�ectsstillplay an im portantrole.

Here,wereview som erecentattem ptstoinvestigatethedecayofthree-dim ensional

hom ogeneous and anisotropic turbulence by direct num ericalsim ulations of

the Navier-Stokes equationsin a periodic box [151]forboth shortand large

tim es.The initialconditions are taken from the stationary ensem ble ofthe

Random Kolm ogorov Flow discussed in theprevioussubsection.Herethecor-

relation length-scale ofthe initialvelocity �eld Lin isofthe orderofthe size

ofthebox L0 � Lin.

Ontheonehand,oneisinterested in thelongtim edecayregim ewherethetyp-

icalinteresting questionsare:(i)how doglobalquantities,such assingle-point

velocity and vorticity correlations,decay? (ii)W hatisthee�ectofthe outer

boundary on thedecay laws?(iii)Dothosequantitieskeep track oftheinitial

anisotropy ?(iv)Asforthestatisticsofvelocity di�erenceswithin theinertial

range ofscales,is there a recovery ofisotropy atlarge tim es ? (v) Ifso,do

stronguctuationsgetisotropicatafaster/slowerratewith respecttothoseof

averageintensity ? (vi)Do anisotropic-and isotropic-uctuationsdecay self-

sim ilarly?(vii)Ifnot,dostronguctuationsdecayslowerorfasterthan typical

ones? On theotherhand,theinterestin theearlystagesofthedecayisled by

a hopeofestablishing a link between thesm all-scalevelocity statisticsin this

phase and in forced turbulence.Ifsuch links existed,they would shed addi-

tionallighton theuniversality offorced turbulence.Asturbulencedecays,the

e�ectiveRedecreases,whiletheviscouscharacteristicscaleand tim eincrease.
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In [151]an o�ineanalysisat�xed m ultiplesf0;1;10;10 2;103;104;105;106g�0
oftheinitiallarge-scaleeddy turnovertim e�0 = L0=u

t= 0
rm s wasperform ed.

A �rsthinton therestoration ofisotropy atlargetim escan beextracted from

theanalysisofsinglepointquantitiesas

E il= ui(x;t)ul(x;t); 
il= !i(x;t)!l(x;t):

Here with � � � we denote the average over spatialcoordinates only,whereas

h� � � iindicates the average over both initialconditionsand space.The sym -

m etric m atrices E il(t) and 
il(t) can be diagonalized at each tim e-step and

theeigenvaluesE 1(t);E 2(t);E 3(t)and
1(t);
2(t);
3(t)canbeextracted.The

typicaldecay ofE i(t)and 
i(t)fori= 1;:::;3isshown in Fig.22.Duringthe
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Fig.22.Log-log plot ofthe eigenvalues ofenergy and vorticity m atrices vs.tim e,
expressed in �0 unit.

self-sim ilarstage,t2 [10;106],theenergy eigenvaluesfallo� asE f1;2;3g � t� 2,

as expected for the decay in a bounded dom ain [149,152].The enstrophy

eigenvalues,
f1;2;3g decay as t� 12=5 as predicted from a sim ple dim ensional

argum ent [151].To focus on the process ofrecovery ofisotropy in term s of

globalquantitiesonem ay track thebehavioroftwo setsofobservables

� ilE (t)=
hE i(t)� El(t)i

hE i(t)+ E l(t)
i; � il
(t)=

h
i(t)� 
l(t)i

h
i(t)+ 
l(t)i
;

which vanish forisotropic statistics.Theirrate ofdecay istherefore a direct

m easurem entofthe return to isotropy.The energy m atrix E il isparticularly

sensitive to thelargescaleswhilesm all-scaleuctuationsaresam pled by 
 il.
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As seen from Fig.23,both large and sm allscales begin to isotropize after

roughly oneeddy turnovertim eand becom efully isotropic(within statistical

uctuations) after 100 eddy turnover tim es.However,sm allscales show an

overalldegreeofanisotropy m uch sm allerthan thelargescales.

Concerningsm allscalesproperties,in [151]asim pleanisotropicgeneralization

oftheself-preservation hypothesis(see,e.g.Ref.[5])wasproposed:

S
(n)

jm (r;t)= V
(n)

jm (t)f
(n)

jm (r=Ljm (t)):

Here with V
(n)

jm (t) we take explicitly into account the fact that large-scale

velocity properties m ay depend in a nontrivialway on both (j;m ) and the

ordern.Furtherm ore,Ljm (t)accountsforthepossibility thatthecharacteris-

ticlength scaledepend on theSO(3)sector.In analogy with theobservations

m adein thestationary case[10,15,29,30,34{36,55]a scaling law waspostu-

lated:

S
(n)

jm (r;t)� a
(n)

jm (t)

 
r

Ljm (t)

! �
(n)

j

: (152)

The tim e behavior isencoded in both the decay ofthe overallintensity,ac-
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counted by the prefactors a
(n)

jm (t), and the variation of the integral scales

Ljm (t).The representation Eq.(152) is the sim plest one �tting the initial

tim e statistics for t = 0 and agreeing with the evolution given by the self

preservation hypothesis in the isotropic case.The power law behavior for

f
(n)

jm (r=Ljm (t)) can be expected only in a tim e-dependent inertialrange of

scales �(t)� r � L(t).Asforthe exponents appearing in (152),theirval-

ues are expectedly the sam e as in the stationary case.Concerning the tim e

evolution,it seem s di�cult to disentangle the dependence due to the decay

ofa
(n)

jm (t) from the one due to the growth ofthe integralscale Ljm (t).The

existence ofa running reference scale,Ljm (t)introducessom e non-trivialre-

lationsbetween the spatialanom alousscaling and thedecaying tim e proper-

ties,and thoserelationsm ightbesubjectto experim entalveri�cation.In the

casediscussed in [151],thefactthattheinitialcondition hasa characteristic

length-scale com parable with the box size,sim pli�es the m atter.Indeed we

expectthatLjm (t)� L0,and the decay isdue only to the fall-o� ofa
(n)

jm (t).

An obviousshortcom ingisthatthewidth oftheinertialrangeL0=�(t)shrinks

m onotonically in tim e,thereby lim iting thepossibility ofprecisequantitative

statem ents.

7.4.1 Long tim e decay

A quantitative way to de�ne the tem poralrate ofrecovery ofisotropy at a

�xed scalein theinertialrangeisgiven by thedim ensionlessratio:

�
(n)

jm (r;t)�
S
(n)

jm (r;t)

S
(n)

0;0 (r;t)
� t

� �
(n)

j : (153)

In Fig. 24, we plot �
(n)

jm (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).All

anisotropicsectors,forallm easured structurefunctions,decay fasterthan the

isotropic one.The m easured slope in the decay is about �
(n)

j � 0:3 for all

n,within the statisticalerrors.Notethatthese resultsagree with the sim ple

picturethatthetim e-dependencein (152)isentirely carried by theprefactors

a
(n)

jm (t)and the value ofthe integralscales Ljm (t)issaturated atthe size of

the box.Indeed,by assum ing thatlarge-scale uctuations are alm ostGaus-

sian wehavethattheleading tim e-dependenceofa
(2n)

jm isgiven by a
(2)

jm a
(2n� 2)

00 .

Forthe isotropic sector,a
(2n)

00 � (a
(2)

00 )
n,and plugging thatin (153),one get:

�
(n)

jm (r;t)� a
(2)

jm (t)=a
(2)

00 (t)� t� � with � � 0:3(� 0:1)independent ofn.The

quality ofdata isinsu�cientto detectpossibleresiduale�ectsdueto L jm (t),

which would m ake�
(n)

j depend on n and j becauseofspatialinterm ittency.
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Fig.24.Hierarchicalorganization ofanisotropic uctuationsatlong tim es.Log-log
plotofthe anisotropic projections norm alized by the corresponding isotropic pro-
jection (see text),at two �xed scales r = 80 and r = 40 (inset) for n = 2;4;6 in

the anisotropic sectorj = 4;m = 0.Sym bolsread asfollows:� (2)

40
(fullbox);� (4)

40

(star);� (6)

40
(em pty box).The straight line is t� � with � � 0:3.Sam e sym bols in

the inset.

Letusdenote with P(�;r;t)the probability to observe a given longitudinal

uctuation,�u‘(r;t)= � in thedirection r ata given tim e,t.Forany given

�xed value�and forany given tim e,t,wecan projectP(�;r;t)on theSO(3)

basisfunctions:

P(�;r;t)=

1X

j= 0

jX

m = � j

Pjm (r;�;t)Y jm (̂r); (154)

where now the projection, Pjm (r;�;t) play the role of an e�ective PDF

foreach SO(3)sector.The projection ofany longitudinalstructure function,

S(n)(r;t)on any sector,(j;m ) can be reconstructed from the corresponding

projection ofthePDF on thesam esector,Pjm (r;�;t),by averaging overall

possible�:

S
(n)

jm (r;t)=

Z

d�� nPjm (r;�;t)

which establish thelink between decom position (44)and (154).

The interesting factthatthe decay properties ofthe anisotropic sectors are

alm ostindependentofn indicatesthata non-trivialtim e dependence in the
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shapeofthePDF’sPjm (r;�;t)forj> 0m ustbeexpected.Them ostaccurate

way toprobetherescalingpropertiesofPjm (r;�;t)in tim eistocom putethe

generalized atness:

K
(n)

jm (r;t)�
S
(n)

jm (r;t)
�
S
(2)

jm (r;t)
� n

2

� t
�
(n)

j

W ere the PDF projection in the (j;m ) sector self-sim ilar for t � �0,then

K
(n)

jm (r;t)would tend to constantvalues.Thisisnotthe case foranisotropic

uctuations,asitisshown in Fig.(25).ThecurvesK
(n)

jm (r;t)arecollected for
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Fig.25.Log-log plotofthegeneralized atness,K (n)

jm
(r;t)ofordern = 4;6 forboth

the isotropic (two bottom curves),and the anisotropic sector (j = 4;m = 0)(two
top curves) at r = 80,and as a function oftim e.In the inset we plot the sam e
quantities,in the sam eorder,ata di�erentinertialrangescale,r= 40.

two �xed inertialrange separations,r = 80 and r = 40 (inset),fortwo dif-

ferentorders,n = 4;6 and forboth theisotropicand oneofthem ostintense

anisotropicsectors(j= 4;m = 0).Theisotropicatnesstendstoward a con-

stantvalueforlarget.Conversely,itsanisotropiccounterpartsarem onotoni-

cally increasing with t,indicating a tendency forthe anisotropic uctuations

to becom e m ore and m ore interm ittent as tim e elapses.Also the behavior

in Fig.25 is in qualitative agreem ent with the observation previously m ade

thatallthe tim e dependence can be accounted forby the prefactorsa
(n)

jm (t).

Indeed,assum ing thatthe length scales Ljm (t)have saturated and thatthe

large scale PDF is close to Gaussian,it is easy to work out the prediction

K
(n)

jm (r;t)� t� �(1� n=2),i.e.�
(n)

j = �(n=2� 1).W e conclude thissection by a
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briefsum m ary ofthe results.Itwasfound thatisotropic uctuationspersist

longerthan anisotropic ones,i.e.there isa tim e-recovery,albeitslowerthan

predicted by dim ensionalargum ents,ofisotropy during thedecay process.It

wasalso found thatisotropicuctuationsdecay in an alm ostself-sim ilarway

whiletheanisotropiconesbecom em oreand m oreinterm ittent.Qualitatively,

velocity con�gurationsgetm oreisotropicbutanisotropicuctuationsbecom e,

in relativeterm s,m ore\spiky" than theisotropiconesastim eelapses.

7.4.2 Short-tim e decay

Itisinteresting to noticethatitispossibleto relatethesm all-scaleuniversal

propertiesofforced turbulentstatisticstothoseofshort-tim edecay foran en-

sem bleofinitialcon�gurations[151].Asalready rem arked,onecannotexpect

an universalbehavior forallstatisticalobservables,asthe very existence of

anom alousscaling is the signature ofthe m em ory ofthe boundaries and/or

the externalforcing throughoutallthe scales.Indeed,the m ain m essage we

wantto convey here isthatonly the scaling exponentsofboth isotropic and

anisotropic sm all-scale uctuationsare universal,atleastforforcing concen-

trated at large scales.The prefactors are not expected to be so.There is

thereforeno reason to expectthatquantitiessuch astheskewness,thekurto-

sisand in factthewholePDF ofvelocity increm entsorgradientsbeuniversal.

Thisisthe sam e situation thatwe discussed in greatdetailsin previoussec-

tionsforthe passive transportofscalarand vector�elds.However,carrying

over the analyticalknowledge developed for linear hydrodynam ic problem s

involve som e nontrivial,yet m issing,steps.Forthe Navier-Stokes dynam ics,

linearequationsofm otion appearwhen weconsiderthewholesetofcorrela-

tion functionsasdiscussed in Sect.4.3.Theseequationscan berewritten in a

schem atic form :

@tC
(n) = �(n+ 1)C (n+ 1)+ �D

(n)
C
(n)+ F

(n)
; (155)

where�(n+ 1) istheintegro-di�erentiallinearoperatorcom ingfrom theinertial

and pressureterm s,C (n) isashorthand notation forageneric(n)-th ordercor-

relatorand D (n) isthe linearoperatordescribing dissipative e�ects.Finally,

F (n) is the correlator involving increm ents ofthe large-scale forcing f and

ofthevelocity �eld.Thebalancebetween inertialand injection term scannot

lead toanom alousscaling.A naturalpossibility isthatam echanism sim ilarto

theoneidenti�ed in lineartransportproblem sbeatwork in theNavier-Stokes

caseaswell.Theanom alouscontributionstothecorrelatorswould then beas-

sociated with statisticallystationarysolutionsoftheunforced equations(155).

Thescalingexponentswould a fortioribeindependentoftheforcingand thus

universal.Asfortheprefactors,theanom alousscaling exponentsarepositive

and thusthe anom alouscontributionsgrow atin�nity.They should then be

m atched atthelargescaleswith thecontributionscom ing from theforcing to
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ensurethattheresulting com bination vanish atin�nity,asrequired forcorre-

lation functions.Theaim hereisnottoprovethepreviouspointsbutratherto

testwhetherthey fail:the Navier-Stokesequations,being integro-di�erential

and non-local,m ightdirectly coupleinertialand injection scalesand 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.5.3).In orderto investigate the previouspoint,we perform ed two sets

ofnum ericalexperim entsin decay.

The �rst set,A,is ofthe sam e kind as in the previous section,i.e.we in-

tegrated the unforced Navier-Stokes equations with initialconditionspicked

from an ensem ble obtained from a forced anisotropicstationary run.Statisti-

calobservablesarem easured asan ensem bleaverageoverthedi�erentinitial

conditions.The ensem ble at the initialtim e ofthe decay process therefore

coincideswith thestationary statein forced runs.Ifcorrelation functionsare

indeed dom inated atsm allscales by statistically stationary solutions ofthe

unforced equationsthenthe�eldshould notdecay.Speci�cally,the�eld should

notvary fortim essm allerthan the large-scale eddy turnovertim e �0.Those

arethetim eswhen thee�ectsoftheforcing term sstartto befelt.Notethat

thisshould hold atallscales,including the sm alloneswhose turnovertim es

arem uch fasterthan �0.

The second setofnum ericalsim ulations(setB)takesthesam e initialcondi-

tionsbutfortherandom scram blingofthephases:ui(k)! Pil(k)ul(k)exp(i�l(k)),

with �l(k)i.i.d.random variables.In this way,the spectrum and its scaling

exponentarepreserved butthewrong organization ofthephasesisexpected

to spoilthe statisticalstationarity ofthe initialensem ble.Asa consequence,

two di�erentdecaysareexpected forthetwo setsofinitialconditions.In par-

ticular,contrary to setA,setB should vary atsm allscales on tim esofthe

order ofthe eddy turnover tim es �r � r2=3.This is exactly what has been

found in thenum ericalsim ulationsforboth isotopicand anisotropicstatistics

ascan beseen fortheanisotropiccasein Fig.26,wherethetem poralbehav-

ioroflongitudinalstructure functionsoforder2 and 4 isshown.The scaling

exponentsofthecontributionsresponsiblefortheobserved behavioratsm all

scalesarethusforcing independent.

To conclude,the data presented here support the conclusion that nonlocal

e�ectspeculiarto theNavier-Stokesdynam icsdo notspoilargum entson uni-

versality based on analogies with passive turbulent transport.The picture

ofthe anom alouscontributionsto the correlation functionshaving universal

scaling exponentsand non-universalprefactorsfollows.
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Fig.26.Top:Tem poraldecay ofthe second-order anisotropic structure function

S
(2)

40
(r;t),rescaled by itsvalue att= 0.Here r= 30,insidethe inertialrange.The

two curves refer to the tim e evolution ofthe structure function starting from the
forced-stationary velocity �elds(squares,setA)and from the random ly dephased
velocity �elds(circles,setB).Tim eisnorm alized bytheintegraleddyturnovertim e.
NoticethatforsetB weobservechangeson atim escalefasterthan theintegraleddy
turnovertim e.Thatisto becontrasted with the case A,wherestructurefunctions
are strictly constant in tim e up to an integraleddy turnover tim e.Bottom :The
sam e curvesbutforthe fourth-orderstructurefunction.

8 C oncluding D iscussion,

In this review we presented a m athem aticalfram ework in which anisotropy

in turbulence can be studied,and we have tested its utility in the context

ofexperim entalanalysis,num ericalsim ulations and analyticalm odels.The

basic idea is to express the various statisticalquantities ofturbulence (e.g.,

structurefunctions,correlation functions)in term softheirprojectionson the

di�erentsectorsoftheSO(3)group.

TheutilityoftheSO(3)decom position should beassessed intwom ainaspects.

The �rst aspect is its functionality as a toolfor characterizing anisotropy,

whereasthe second,and deeperaspect,isitsphysicalrelevance and the the-

oreticaland analyticaladvantagesthataregained by using it.

Asa toolfordescribing anisotropy,the SO(3)decom position isprobably the

m ostnaturaland generalm ethod.Itisofhigh resolution -itsubdividesthe

observed anisotropy into di�erent sectors - the (j;m ) sectors.The weights
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ofthe various sectors give us a �ne resolution ofthe anisotropy structure.

Instead ofhaving one m easure foranisotropy (e.g.,the overallpercentage of

anisotropy),wehavean in�nitesetofnum bersthatcom poseadetailed pro�le

oftheanisotropy structure.

TheSO(3)decom position isalso very general.Itisapplicableto any physical

observablethathasa well-de�ned transform ation underrotations.Thesecan

be,forexam ple,correlation functions,structurefunctionsorGreen’sfunctions

(responsefunctions).Theobservablesthem selvesm ay depend on any num ber

ofspacecoordinatesoreven bespaceindependent.They m ay also bescalars,

vectorsortensors.Any such quantity can bepresented asa sum ofpartsthat

belong to thedi�erent(j;m )sectorsoftherotation group.Additionally,since

the SO(3) decom position is invariant to isotropic operations,it is invariant

to them ostcom m on operationsthatwe use.Forexam ple,to obtain thenth

orderlongitudinalstructurefunction wecan takethefullnth orderstructure

function (which isatensor)and contractitwith n unitvectorsin thedirection

oftheseparation distance.Since thisoperation islinearand isotropic,itwill

preserve the (j;m )sectors ofthe fullstructure function.Thatis,the (j;m )

sectorofthe fullstructure function willbe transform ed into the sam e (j;m )

sector ofthe longitudinalstructure functions.The sam e thing happens for

operationssuch asdi�erentiations(forexam ple when we look atm om entsof

the gradient�elds),space averaging,tim e averaging,coordinate fusion etc...

From thepuretheoreticalpointofview the�rstand m ostobviousadvantage

ofusingtheSO(3)decom position isitseleganceand theoverwhelm ing sim pli-

�cation thatito�ersin analyticalcalculations.TheSO(3)decom position m ay

alsohaveadeeperphysicaljusti�cation ifitproducesuniversalquantitiessuch

asdistinctscaling behaviorin theanisotropicsectors.Thereareseveraldi�er-

entevidences thatsuggestthatthisisindeed the case.Experim entalresults

clearly show thata betterscaling isachieved ifwe takehigherj com ponents

into account.Additionally,di�erentexperim entalsetupsseem to lead to the

sam e num ericalvaluesofthe anisotropic exponent.Thisisa strong support

forthehypothesisthattheanisotropicsectorsofthestructurefunctionshave

universalexponents.Anothersupportfortheidea thattheSO(3)decom posi-

tion exposesuniversalquantities,com esfrom num ericalsim ulations.In DNS,

the SO(3) decom position can be perform ed directly (since the velocity �eld

isaccessible in every pointin space and tim e)which m akestheresultsm uch

lessam biguous.W eclearly seethateven in thevery m oderateReynoldsnum -

bersofthe sim ulations,a scaling behaviorisdetected once weuse theSO(3)

decom position.In som e cases,without the SO(3) decom position no scaling

behaviorisseen atall.Furtherm ore,the resulting exponentsin the isotropic

sectorarerem arkably sim ilarto theexperim entalvalueswhich arem easured

atvery high Reynoldsnum bers.Thisisa strong indication thatatleastthe

isotropicsectorhasa universalpro�le,and thereforeby disentangling itfrom

the anisotropic sectorswe getuniversalresults.In othersectorsofthe rota-

tion group,the scaling behaviorisnotasgood,and in som e sectorsthere is
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no scaling at all.However,in those sectors where scaling was detected,the

scaling exponentsseem toagreewith thetheoreticaland experim entalpredic-

tions.Sectorswith sam e j and di�erentm shad the sam e scaling exponents

(when scale-invariance wasobserved).And �nally,allexponentsincreased as

a function ofn (order ofthe structure-function) as wellas j.It is stillnot

clear whether the \bad",non scale-invariant behavior that was detected in

som e sectors,is a result ofthe poor Reynolds num bers ofthe sim ulations,

orisa genuine e�ectthattellsusthatthe foliation picture isincom plete.A

furtherresearch with higherresolution isprobably needed to settlethisissue.

In theNavier-Stokescase onecan prove a \weak foliation".W eak foliation is

an approxim ate foliation thathappensin the case ofweak anisotropy,when

we linearize the anisotropic part ofthe theory around its isotropic part.In

such case,the linearized anisotropic partofthe theory issubjectto a linear

and isotropicequation whosekernelcontainstheisotropicsolution,and hence

foliation occurs.Thisisaveryrobustapproxim ation sinceitholdsforvirtually

anynonlinearandisotropictheoryinthecaseofweakanisotropy.Additionally,

weknow thatastheReynoldsnum berincreases,thestatisticsbecom esm ore

and m oreisotropicand thereforethelinearapproxim ation becom esbetterand

better.

The SO(3) decom position has a physicalrelevance also in the presence of

strong anisotropy.Ifwe m erely considerthedirectapplication oftheNavier-

Stokes and continuity equations on the various structure functions,we get

a fam ily oflinear and isotropic constraints.These constraints are valid in-

dependently ofthe am ountofanisotropy in the system .Their linearity and

isotropy lead tofoliation and henceonecan discussthem in every sectorinde-

pendently.In som e sectors,they are su�cientto determ ine the fullsolution,

whereas in others they can revealsom e generalproperties ofthe solution.

Forexam ple,theisotropicsectorofthethird-orderstructurefunction iscom -

pletely determ ined by thedi�erentconstraints,and isgiven by thewell-known

4/5 law ofKolm ogorov.Notice thatbecause offoliation,thisistrue also in

the presence ofanisotropy,which m eans that the 4/5 law holds also in an

anisotropicturbulence.In thej= 2sectors,on theotherhand,thethird-order

structure-function isgiven by two undeterm ined scalarfunctions,whereasin

the j = 4;6;:::itisgiven by three.Anotherexam ple isthe j = 1 sectorsin

thesecond-ordercorrelation function,which m ustallvanish.

To conclude,the fram ework ofthe SO(3)decom position providesan elegant

and e�cientway to describe anisotropy in turbulence.Italso greatly sim pli-

�es m any analyticalcalculations that involve anisotropic quantities,m ainly

through the m echanism offoliation.Thism echanism ispresentin sim pli�ed

m odelsofturbulence,and m ay also be valid approxim ately in Navier-Stokes

turbulence.Itpredictsthatthe anisotropic sectorsofthe statisticshave uni-

versalpropertiessuch asscaling exponents.Furtherresearch isneeded to ac-

curately m easure these anisotropic exponents in experim ents as wellas in

126



num ericalsim ulations.

A quantitativecom putation oftheanisotropicexponentsin Navier-Stokestur-

bulence from �rstprinciples m ay very wellbe an illusive goal.Nevertheless,

we believe thatthe generalprinciples ofthe physics behind these exponents

and anisotropy in generalcan beunderstood.
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A T he G eneralForm ofthe 2nd R ank Tensor

Inthisappendixwediscussthegeneralstructureofthesecond rankcorrelation

functions

F
��(r)� hu�(x + r)u�(x)i; (A.1)

In (A.1)hom ogeneity oftheow isassum ed,butnotisotropy.Notethatthis

objectism oregeneralthan thestructurefunction S�� in beingnonsym m etric

intheindices,andhavingnode�niteparity.W ewish to�ndthebasisfunctions

B
��

q;jm (̂r),with which wecan representF
��(r)in theform :

F
��(r)=

X

q;jm

aq;jm (r)B
��

q;jm (̂r) (A.2)

and derive som e constraints am ong the functions aq;jm (r) that result from

incom pressibility.W eshallsee,thatduetotheisotropyoftheincom pressibility

conditions,theconstraintsaream ong aq;jm (r)with thesam ej;m only.
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W ebegin byanalyzingtheincom pressibility condition:An incom pressibleow

with constant density is characterized by the relation:@�u
�(x;t) = 0 as a

result,oneim m ediately getsthefollowing constraintson F ��(r):

@�F
��(r)= 0; @�F

��(r)= 0:

Plugging the trialtensor(A.2)into thelasttwo equationswe obtain 2 equa-

tionsconnecting thedi�erentaq;jm :

@�
X

q;jm

aq;jm (r)B
��

q;jm (̂r)= 0 @�
X

q;jm

aq;jm (r)B
��

q;jm (̂r)= 0 (A.3)

W e�rstnoticethatthedi�erentiation action isisotropic.Asaresult,ifT �� (r)

issom e arbitrary tensorwith a de�nite j;m transform ation properties,then

thetensor@�T
��(r)willhavethe sam ej;m transform ation properties.Com -

ponentswith di�erentj;m arelinearlyindependent.Thereforeequations(A.3)

should hold foreach j;m separately.

Next,we observe that(A.3)areinvariantunderthe transform ation F �� � !

F ��.Asaresult,thesym m etricand anti-sym m etricpartsofF �� should satisfy

(A.3)independently.To see that,letuswrite F �� asa sum ofa sym m etric

term and an anti-sym m etric term :F �� = F
��

S + F
��

A ,wethen get:

@�F
�� = @�F

��

S + @�F
��

A = @�F
��

S � @�F
��

A = 0

@�F
�� = @�F

��

S + @�F
��

A = 0

from which weconclude:@�F
��

S = @�F
��

A = 0:Finally,(A.3)isinvariantunder

the transform ation F ��(r)� ! F��(� r)and asa result the odd parity and

the even parity partsofF �� should ful�ll(A.3)independently.W e conclude

that a necessary and su�cient condition for (A.3) to hold is that it holds

separately forpartswith de�nite j;m ,de�nite sym m etry in the �;� indices

and a de�niteparity in r:

@�
X

q

aq;jm (r)B
��

q;jm (̂r)= 0
sum m ation isover

B
��

q;jm with de�nitesym m etries

wherethesum m ation isoverqsuch thatB
��

q;jm hasade�niteindicessym m etry

and a de�niteparity.

According to (37)wecan writetheseB
��

q;jm as:

(1) (� )j parity,sym m etrictensors:

� B
��

1;jm (̂r)� r� j����jm (r),
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� B
��

7;jm (̂r)� r� j
h
r�@� + r�@�

i
�jm (r ),

� B
��

9;jm (̂r)� r� j� 2r�r��jm (r),

� B
��

5;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 2@�@��jm (r).

(2) (� )j parity,anti-sym m etrictensors:

� B
��

3;jm (̂r)� r� j
h
r�@� � r�@�

i
�jm (r ).

(3) (� )j+ 1 parity,sym m etrictensors

� B
��

8;jm (̂r)� r� j� 1
h
r�����r�@� + r�����r�@�

i
�jm (r),

� B
��

6;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 1
h
����r�@�@

� + ����r�@�@
�
i
�jm (r).

(4) (� )j+ 1 parity,anti-sym m etrictensors:

� B
��

4;jm (̂r)� r� j� 1����r��jm (r),

� B
��

2;jm (̂r)� r� j+ 1����@��jm (r).

In orderto di�erentiatetheseexpressionswecan usethefollowing identities:

r
�
@�r

�
Yjm (̂r)= �r

�
Yjm (̂r);

@
�
@�r

�
Yjm (̂r)= [� (� + 1)� j(j+ 1)]r�� 2Yjm (̂x)

which giveriseto:

r
�
@��jm (r)= j�jm (r):

@
�
@��jm (r)= 0 :

From thispoint,itisam atterofsim ple(though som ewhatlengthy)algebrato

derivethedi�erentialconstraintsam ong aq;jm (r).Theresultsareasfollows:

(1) q2 f1;7;9;5g

a
0
1;jm (r)� jr

� 1
a1;jm + ja

0
7;jm � j

2
r
� 1
a7;jm + a

0
9;jm + 2r� 1a9;jm = 0 ;(A.4)

r
� 1
a1;jm + a

0
7;jm + 3r� 1a7;jm + (j� 1)a0

5;jm �
�
j
2 � 3j+ 2

�
r
� 1
a5;jm = 0 :

(2) q2 f3g

a
0
3;jm � jr

� 1
a3;jm = 0 ; (A.5)

a
0
3;jm + r

� 1
a3;jm = 0 :

Theseequationshaveno solutionsotherthan:a3;jm (r)= 0.

(3) q2 f8;6g

a
0
8;jm + 3r� 1a8;jm + (j� 1)a0

6;jm �
�
j
2 � 2j+ 1

�
r
� 1
a6;jm = 0 :(A.6)

(4) q2 f4;2g

r
� 1
a4;jm � a

0
2;jm + (j� 1)r� 1a2;jm = 0 : (A.7)
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Thereareobviously m oreunknownsthan equations,sincewem erely exploited

the incom pressibility conditions.Nevertheless, we believe that the m issing

equationsthatarise from the dynam icalhierarchy ofequationswillpreserve

the distinction between aq;jm ofdi�erent j;m (again,due to the isotropy of

theseequations).Notealso,thattheaboveanalysisholdsalso forthesecond-

orderstructurefunction

S
��(r)�

D
[u�(x + r)� u

�(x)]
h
u
�(x + r)� u

�(x)
iE
:

Only thatin thiscaseweshould only considertherepresentationsq= 1;7;9;5

foreven jand therepresentationsq= 8;6forodd j.Thisfollowsfrom thefact

thatS��(r)issym m etricwith respectto itsindicesand ithasan even parity

in r.Also,in thatcase,itispossible to go one step furtherby assum ing a

speci�cfunctionalform fortheaq;jm (r).W eknow thattheS��(r)isexpected

scalein theinertialrange,and wethereforem ay assum e:

aq;jm (r)� cq;jm r
�
(j)

2 :

where cq;jm are justnum ericalconstants.Ifwe now substitute thisde�nition

into theequations(A.4,A.6),wegeta setoflinearequationsam ong thecq;jm .

Theserelationscan beeasily solved and giveustwo possibletensorsforeven

j (q = 1;7;9;5) and one tensor form for odd j (from q = 8;6).This kind

ofapproach was taken in the two-probes experim ent which is described in

Sect.6.

B A nisotropy in d-dim ensions

To dealwith anisotropy in d-dim ensionsweneed classify theirreducible rep-

resentationsofthegroup ofalld-dim ensionalrotations,SO(d)[153],and then

to�nd aproperbasisfortheserepresentations.Them ain linearspacethatwe

work in (thecarrierspace)isthespaceofconstanttensorswith n indices.This

space possesses a naturalrepresentation ofSO(d),given by the wellknown

transform ation oftensorsunderd-dim ensionalrotation.

The traditionalm ethod to �nd a basisforthe irreducible representations of

SO(d)in thisspace,isusingtheYoungtableaux m achinery on thesubspaceof

tracelesstensors[153,154].Itturnsoutthatin thecontextofthepresentwork,

wedonotneed theexplicitstructureofthesetensors.Instead,allthatm atters

aresom erelationsam ong them .A convenientway to derivetheserelationsis

toconstructthebasistensorsfrom functionson theunitd-dim ensionalsphere

which belong to a speci�c irreducible representation.Here also,the explicit

form ofthese functionsin unim portant.Allthatm attersforthe calculations

istheaction oftheLaplacian operatoron thesefunctions.
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Let us therefore consider �rst the space Sd of functions over the unit d-

dim ensionalsphere.The representation ofSO(d)overthisspace isnaturally

de�ned by:

O R 	(̂u)� 	(R � 1
û); (B.1)

where	(̂u)isanyfunctiononthed-dim ensionalsphere,andR isad-dim ensional

rotation.

Sd can bespanned by polynom ialsoftheunitvector û.Obviously (B.1)does

not change the degree ofa polynom ial,and therefore each irreducible rep-

resentation in this space can be characterized by an integer j = 0;1;2;:::,

specifying thedegreeofthepolynom ialsthatspan thisrepresentation.Atthis

point,we cannotruleoutthepossibility thatsom e otherintegersareneeded

to fully specify allirreduciblerepresentationsin Sd and thereforewewillneed

below anothersetofindicesto com pletethespeci�cation.

W e can now choose a basis ofpolynom ials fYj;�(̂u)g that span allthe irre-

duciblerepresentationsofSO(d)overSd.Theindex � countsallintegersother

than jneeded to fully specify allirreduciblerepresentations,and in addition,

itlabelsthedi�erentfunctionswithin each irreduciblerepresentation.

Let us dem onstrate this construction in two and three dim ensions.In two

dim ensions � is unneeded since allthe irreducible representation are one-

dim ensionaland arespanned by Yj(̂u)= eij� with � being theanglebetween

û and the the vector ê1 � (1;0).Any rotation ofthe coordinatesin an angle

�0 resultsin a m ultiplicativefactore
i�0.ItisclearthatYj(̂u)isa polynom ial

in û since Yj(̂u)= [̂u � p̂]j where p̂ � (1;i).In three dim ensions� = m where

m takeson 2j+ 1 valuesm = � j;� j+ 1;:::;j.Here Yj;m / eim �P m
j (cos�)

where � and � are the usualsphericalcoordinates,and Pmj isthe associated

Legendrepolynom ialofdegreej� m .Obviously weagain havea polynom ial

in û ofdegreej.

W e now wish to calculate the action ofthe Laplacian operatorwith respect

to u on theYj;�(̂u).W eprovethefollowing identity:

u
2
@
�
@�Yj;�(̂u)= � j(j+ d� 2)Yj;�(̂u): (B.2)

Onecan easily check thatford = 3 (B.2)givesthefactorj(j+ 1),wellknown

from thetheory ofangular-m om entum in Quantum M echanics.To provethis

identity forany d,notethat

juj2� j@2jujjYj;�(̂u))= 0 : (B.3)

This follows from the fact that the Laplacian is an isotropic operator,and
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thereforeisdiagonalin theYj;�.Thesam eistruefortheoperatorjuj
2� j@2jujj.

Butthisoperatorresultsin apolynom ialin û ofdegreej� 2,which isspanned

by Yj0;�0 such thatj0 � j� 2.Therefore the RHS of(B.3)m ustvanish.Ac-

cordingly wewrite

@
2jujjYj;�(̂u)+ 2@�jujj@�Yj;� + jujj@2Yj;�(̂u)= 0 : (B.4)

Thesecond term vanishessinceitcontainsa radialderivativeu�@� operating

onYj;�(̂u)which dependson û only.The�rstandthirdterm s,upon elem entary

m anipulations,lead to (B.2).

Having the Yj;�(̂u) we can now construct the irreducible representations in

the space ofconstanttensors.The m ethod isbased on acting on the Yj;�(̂u)

with theisotropicoperatorsu�;@� and ���.Dueto theisotropy oftheabove

operators,thebehavioroftheresulting expressionsunderrotationsissim ilar

tothebehaviorofthescalarfunction westarted with.Forexam ple,thetensor

�elds���Yj;�(̂u);@
�@�Yj;�(̂u)transform underrotationsaccordingtothe(j;�)

sectorofSO(d).

Next,wewish to�nd thebasisfortheirreduciblerepresentationsofthespace

ofconstantand fully sym m etric tensorswith n indices.W eform thebasis

B
�1;:::;�n
n;j;� � @

�1 :::@
�n u

n
Yj;�(̂u); j� n : (B.5)

Note that when j and n are even B
�1;:::;�n
j;�;n no longer depends on û,and is

indeed fully sym m etricby construction.Sim pleargum entscan alsoprovethat

this basis is indeed com plete,and spans allfully sym m etric tensors with n

indices.Otherexam plesofthisprocedure forthe otherspacesare presented

directly in thetext.

Finally letusintroducetwo identitiesinvolving theB n;j;�.The�rstoneis

��1�2B
�1;:::;�n
n;j;� = zn;jB

�3;:::;�n
n� 2;j;� ; (B.6)

zn;j= [n(n + d� 2)� j(j+ d� 2)]: (B.7)

Itisstraightforward to derivethisidentity using (B.2).Thesecond identity is

X

i6= j

�
�i�jB

f�m g;m 6= i;j

n� 2;j;� = B
�1;:::;�n
n;j;� ; j� n � 2 : (B.8)

Thisidentity isproven by writing un in (B.5)asu2un� 2,and operating with

the derivative on u2.The term obtained asu2@�1 :::@�n un� 2Yj;�(̂u)vanishes

becausewehaven derivativeson apolynom ialofdegreen� 2.Itisworthwhile
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noticing thatthese identitiesconnecttensorsfrom two di�erentspaces.The

space oftensors with n indices and the space oftensors with n � 2 indices.

Nevertheless,in both spaces,the tensors belong to the sam e (j;�)sectorof

theSO(d)group.Thisisdueto theisotropy ofthe contraction with ��1�2 in

the�rstidentity,and thecontraction with ��i�j in thesecond identity.

C FullForm for the j= 2 C ontribution for the H om ogeneous C ase

In this appendix we focus on the decom position of second order tensorial

structurefunctionsup to j= 2.Forthispurposewede�ne:

S
��(r)= S

��

j= 0(r)+ S
��

j= 2(r)

Thej= 0 iswell-known and given explicitly by:

S
��

j= 0(r)= c0r
�
(2)

0

"

(2+ �
(2)

0 )��� � �
(2)

0

r�r�

r2

#

; (C.1)

where �
(2)

0 � 0:68 is the known universalscaling exponent for the isotropic

contribution and c0 isan unknown coe�cientthatdependson the boundary

conditionsoftheow.Forthej= 2sectorwhich isthelowestcontribution to

anisotropy to thehom ogeneousstructurefunction,them = 0 (axisym m etric)

term s were derived from constraints ofsym m etry,even parity (because of

hom ogeneity) and incom pressibility on the second order structure function

[29]

S
��

j= 2;m = 0(r)= ar
�
(2)

2

h
(�

(2)

2 � 2)��� � �
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 + 6)���
(n � r)2

r2
+ 2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)
r�r�(n � r)2

r4

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 3�
(2)

2 + 6)n�n� �
�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)

r2
(r�n� + r

�
n
�)(n � r)

i
(C.2)

+ br
�
(2)

2

h
� (�

(2)

2 + 3)(�
(2)

2 + 2)���(n � r)2 +
r�r�

r2
+ (�

(2)

2 + 3)(�
(2)

2 + 2)n�n�

+ (2�
(2)

2 + 1)(�
(2)

2 � 2)
r�r�(n � r)2

r4
� ([�

(2)

2 ]2 � 4)(r�n� + r
�
n
�)(n � r)

i
:

where �
(2)

2 isthe universalscaling exponent forthe j = 2 anisotropic sector

and a and b are independent unknown coe�cients to be determ ined by the

boundary conditions.W e would now like to derive the rem aining m = � 1,

and m = � 2 com ponents

S
��

2m =
X

q

aq;2;m r
�
(2)

2 B
��

q;2;m (̂r)
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Asusualtheqlabeldenotesthedi�erentpossiblewaysofarrivingatthesam e

j and runsoverallsuch term swith the sam e parity and sym m etry (a conse-

quence ofhom ogeneity and hence the constraintofincom pressibility).In all

thatfollows,weworkclosely with theprocedureoutlined in [23].Followingthe

convention in [23]theq’stosum overareq= f1;7;9;5g.Theincom pressibility

condition @�u
� = 0 coupled with hom ogeneity can be used to give relations

between theaq;jm fora given (j;m ).Thatis,forj= 2,m = � 2:::2

(�
(2)

2 � 2)a1;2;m + 2(�
(2)

2 � 2)a7;2m + (�
(2)

2 + 2)a9;2;m = 0 (C.3)

a1;2;m + (�
(2)

2 + 3)a7;2;m + �
(2)

2 a5;2;m = 0:

W e solve the above equationsin orderto obtain a5;2;m and a7;2m in term sof

linearcom binationsofa1;2;m and a9;2m .

a5;2;m =
a1;2m ([�

(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)+ a9;2;m ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)

2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)
(C.4)

a7;2;m =
a1;2m (2� �

(2)

2 )� a9;2;m (2+ �
(2)

2 )

2(�
(2)

2 � 2)
:

Using the above constraintson the coe�cients,we are now leftwith a linear

com bination ofjusttwo linearly independenttensorform sforeach m

S
��

2m = a9;2;m r
�
(2)

2 [� �
(2)

2 (2+ �
(2)

2 )B
��

7;2;m (̂r)+ 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)B
��

9;2;m (̂r)

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)B
��

5;2;m (̂r)]

+ a1;2;m r
�
(2)

2 [2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)B
��

1;2;m (̂r)� �
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)B
��

7;2;m (̂r)

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)B
��

5;2;m (̂r)]: (C.5)

Thetaskrem ainsto�ndtheexplicitform ofthebasistensorfunctionsB
��

q;2;m (̂r),

q2 f1;7;9;5g,m 2 f� 1;� 2g

� B
��

1;2;m (̂r)� r� 2���rjY2m (̂r)

� B
��

7;2;m (̂r)� r� 2[r�@� + r�@�]r2Y2m (̂r)

� B
��

9;2;m (̂r)� r� 4r�r�r2Y2m (̂r)

� B
��

5;2;m (̂r)� @�@�r2Yjm (̂r)

W e obtain the m = f� 1;� 2g basisfunctionsin the following derivation.W e

�rstnotethatitism oreconvenienttoform arealbasisfrom ther2Y2m (̂r)since

weultim atelywish to�ttorealquantitiesand extractrealbest-�tparam eters.

W ethereforeform ther2 eY2k(̂r)(k = � 1;0;1)asfollows:
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r
2 eY2 0(̂r)= r

2
Y2 0(̂r)= r

2cos2� = r3
2

r
2 eY2 � 1(̂r)= r

2
Y2 � 1(̂r)� Y2 + 1(̂r)

2

= r
2
(cos� � isin�)cos� sin� + (cos� + isin�)cos� sin�

2

= r
2cos� sin� cos� = r3r1

r
2 eY2 + 1(̂r)= r

2
Y2 � 1(̂r)+ Y2 + 1(̂r)

� 2i

= r
2
(cos� � isin�)cos� sin� � (cos� + isin�)cos� sin�

� 2i

= r
2cos� sin� sin� = r3r2

r
2 eY2 � 2(̂r)= r

2
Y2 2(̂r)� Y2 � 2(̂r)

2i

= r
2
(cos2� + isin2�)sin2� � (cos2� � isin2�)sin2�

2i

= r
2sin2� sin2� = 2r1r2

r
2 eY2 + 2(̂r)= r

2
Y2 2(̂r)+ Y2 � 2(̂r)

2

= r
2
(cos2� + isin2�)sin2� + (cos2� � isin2�)sin2�

2

= r
2cos2� sin2� = r

2

1 � r
2

2 (C.6)

Thisnew basisofr2~Y2k(r)isequivalentto using the r
2Yjm (r)them selvesas

they form a com plete,orthogonal(in the new k’s)set.W e om itthe norm al-

ization constantsforthesphericalharm onicsfornotationalconvenience.The

subscripts on r denote its com ponents along the 1 (m ),2 (p) and 3 (n) di-

rections.m denotesthesheardirection,p thehorizontaldirection parallelto

theboundary and orthogonalto them ean wind direction and n thedirection

ofthem ean wind.Thisnotation m akesitsim pleto takethederivativeswhen

weform thedi�erentbasistensorsand theonly thing to rem em beristhat

@
�
r1 = @

�(r �m )= m
�

@
�
r2 = @

�(r �p)= p
�

@
�
r3 = @

�(r �n)= n
� (C.7)

W eusetheaboveidentitiesto proceed to derive thebasistensorfunctions

B
��

1;2;� 1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
��(r �n)(r �m )

B
��

7;2;� 1(̂r)= r
� 2[(r�m � + r

�
m

�)(r �n)+ (r�n� + r
�
n
�)(r �m )]

B
��

9;2;� 1(̂r)= r
� 2
r
�
r
�(r �n)(r �m )

B
��

5;2;� 1(̂r)= n
�
m

� + n
�
m

�
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B
��

1;2;1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
��(r �n)(r �p)

B
��

7;2;1(̂r)= r
� 2[(r�p� + r

�
p
�)(r �n)+ (r�n� + r

�
n
�)(r �p)]

B
��

9;2;1(̂r)= r
� 2
r
�
r
�(r �n)(r �p)

B
��

5;2;1(̂r)= n
�
p
� + n

�
p
�

B
��

1;2;� 2(̂r)= 2r� 2���(r �m )(r �p)

B
��

7;2;� 2(̂r)= 2r� 2[(r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �m )+ (r�m � + r

�
m

�)(r �p)]

B
��

9;2;� 2(̂r)= 2r� 2r�r�(r �m )(r �p)

B
��

5;2;� 2(̂r)= 2(m �
p
� + m

�
p
�)

B
��

1;2;2(̂r)= r
� 2
�
��[(r �m )2 � (r �p)2]

B
��

7;2;2(̂r)= 2r� 2[(r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �m )� (r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �p)]

B
��

9;2;2(̂r)= r
� 2
r
�
r
�[(r �m )2 � (r �p)2]

B
��

5;2;2(̂r)= 2(m �
m

� � p
�
p
�) (C.8)

Notethatforeach dim ension k thetensorisbilinearin som e com bination of

two basisvectorsfrom the setm ,p and n.Substituting these tensorsform s

into Eq.C.5 we obtain the fulltensorform sforthe j = 2 non-axisym m etric

term s,with two independentcoe�cientsforeach k.

S
��

j= 2;k= � 1(r)= a9;2;� 1r
�
(2)

2

h
� �

(2)

2 (2+ �
(2)

2 )r� 2[(r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �n)

+ (r�n� + r
�
n
�)(r �m )]+ 2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 4r�r�(r �n)(r �m )

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)(n�m � + n
�
m

�)
i

+ a1;2;� 1r
�
(2)

2

h
2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2���(r �n)(r �m )

� �
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2[(r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �n)+ (r�n� + r
�
n
�)(r �m )]

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)(n�m � + n
�
m

�)
i

S
��

j= 2;k= 1(r)= a9;2;1r
�
(2)

2

h
� �

(2)

2 (2+ �
(2)

2 )r� 2[(r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �n)

+ (r�n� + r
�
n
�)(r �p)]+ 2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 4r�r�(r �n)(r �p)

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)(n�p� + n
�
p
�)
i

+ a1;2;1r
�
(2)

2

h
2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2���(r �n)(r �p)

� �
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2[(r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �n)+ (r�n� + r

�
n
�)(r �p)]

+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)(n�p� + n
�
p
�)
i

S
��

j= 2;k= � 2(r)= a9;2;� 2r
�
(2)

2

h
� 2�

(2)

2 (2+ �
(2)

2 )r� 2[(r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �m )

+ (r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �p)]+ 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 4r�r�(r �p)(r �m )
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+ ([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)(m �
p
� + m

�
p
�)
i

+ a1;2;� 2r
�
(2)

2

h
2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2���(r �m )(r �p)

� 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2[(r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �m )+ (r�m � + r

�
m

�)(r �p)]

+ 2([�
(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)(m�p� + m
�
p
�)
i

S
��

j= 2;k= 2(r)= a9;2;2r
�
(2)

2

h
� 2�

(2)

2 (2+ �
(2)

2 )r� 2[(r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �m )

� (r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �p)]+ 2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 4r�r�[(r �m )2 � (r �p)2]

+ 2([�
(2)

2 ]2 + 5�
(2)

2 + 6)(m �
m

� � p
�
p
�)
i

+ a1;2;2r
�
(2)

2

h
2�

(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2���[(r �m )2 � (r �p)2]

� 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)r� 2[(r�m � + r
�
m

�)(r �m )� (r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �p)]

+ 2([�
(2)

2 ]2 � �
(2)

2 � 2)(m�m � � p
�
p
�)
i

(C.9)

Now wewanttousethisform to�tforthescalingexponent�
(2)

2 inthestructure

function S33(r)from data setIwhere � = � = 3 and the azim uthalangleof

r in thegeom etry is� = �=2.

S
33

j= 2;k= � 1(r;�;�=2)= 0

S
33

j= 2;k= 1(r;�;�=2)= a9;2;1r
�
(2)

2 [� 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 + 2)sin� cos� + 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)cos3� sin�]

S
33

j= 2;k= � 2(r;�;�=2)= 0

S
33

j= 2;k= 2(r;�;�=2)= a9;2;2r
�
(2)

2 [� 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)cos2� sin2�]+ a1;2;2r
�
(2)

2 [� 2�
(2)

2 (�
(2)

2 � 2)sin2�]

W e see thatchoosing a particulargeom etry elim inatescertain tensorcontri-

butions.In the case ofset I we are left with 3 independent coe�cients for

m 6= 0,the2 coe�cientsfrom them = 0 contribution (Eq.C.2),and thesin-

glecoe�cientfrom theisotropicsectorC.1,giving a totalof6 �tparam eters.

The generalform sin C.9 can be used along with the k = 0 (axisym m etric)

contribution C.1 to�ttoany second ordertensorobject.Forconvenience,the

tableshowsthenum berofindependentcoe�cientsthata few di�erentexper-

im entalgeom etrieswe have willallow in thej= 2 sector.Itm ustbekeptin

m ind thatthese form sare to be used only when there isknown to be hom o-

geneity.Ifthereisinhom ogeneity,then wecannotapply theincom pressibility

condition to provide constraints in the variousparity and sym m etry sectors

and we m ustin generalm ix di�erentparity objects,using only thegeom etry

oftheexperim entitselfto elim inateany term s.
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� = �=2;� = � = 3 � = 0;� = � = 3 � = 0;� = � = 1 � = 0;� = 3;� = 1

k � 6= 0 � = 0 � 6= 0 � = 0 � 6= 0 � = 0 � 6= 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

Table C.1
Thenum beroffreecoe�cientsin thej= 2 sectorforhom ogeneousturbulenceand
fordi�erentgeom etries

D T he j= 1 C om ponent in the Inhom ogeneous C ase

D.1 Antisym m etric Contribution

W econsiderthetensor

T
��(r)= hu�(x + r)� u

�(x))(u�(x + r)+ u
�(x))i:

Thisobjectistrivially zero for� = �.In theexperim entalsetup,wem easure

atpointsseparated in the sheardirection and therefore have inhom ogeneity

which m akes the object of m ixed parity and sym m etry.W e cannot apply

theincom pressibility condition in sam eparity/sym m etry sectorsasbeforeto

provideconstraints.W em ustin generaluseall7irreducibletensorform s.This

would m ean �ttingfor7� 3= 21independentcoe�cientsplus1exponent�
(2)

1

in the anisotropic sector,togetherwith 2 coe�cients in the isotropic sector.

In orderto paredown thenum berofparam eterweare�tting for,welook at

theantisym m etric partofT��(r)

eT��(r)=
T��(r)� T��(r)

2
= hu�(x)u�(x + r)i� hu�(x)u�(x + r)i

which willonlyhavecontributionsfrom theantisym m etricj= 1basistensors.

Theseare

� Antisym m etric,odd parity

B
��

3;1;m = r
� 1[r�@� � r

�
@
�]rY1;m (̂r) (D.1)

� Antisym m etric,even parity
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B
��

4;1;m = r
� 2
�
���

r�rY1;m (̂r)

B
��

2;1;m = r
� 2
�
���

@�rY1;m (̂r) (D.2)

As with the j = 2 case we form a realbasis r~Y1;k(̂r) from the (in general)

com plex rY1;m (̂r)in orderto obtain realcoe�cientsin the�ts.

r~Y1;k= 0(̂r)= rY1;0(̂r)= rcos� = r3

r~Y1;k= 1(̂r)= r
Y1;1(̂r)+ Y1;1(̂r)

2i
= rsin� sin� = r2

r~Y1;k= � 1(̂r)= r
Y1;� 1(̂r)� Y1;1(̂r)

2
= rsin� cos� = r1

And the�nalform sare

B
��

3;1;0(̂r)= r
� 1[r�n� � r

�
n
�]

B
��

4;1;0(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

r�(r �n)

B
��

2;1;0(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

n�

B
��

3;1;1(̂r)= r
� 1[r�p� � r

�
p
�]

B
��

4;1;1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

r�(r �p)

B
��

2;1;1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

p�

B
��

3;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 1[r�m � � r

�
m

�]

B
��

4;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

r�(r �m )

B
��

2;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 2
�
���

m � (D.3)

Note:Fora given k the representationsissym m etric abouta particularaxis

in thecoordinatesystem chosen (1=m (shear),2=p (horizontal),3=n (m ean-

wind))W e now have 9 independentterm sand we cannotapply incom press-

ibility in orderto reducethenum berofindependentcoe�cientsin the�tting

procedure.W eusethegeom etricconstraintsoftheexperim entto do this.

� � = 0 (verticalseparation),� = 3;� = 3

B
31

3;1;0(r;�;� = 0)= � sin�

B
31

2;1;1(r;�;� = 0)= 1

B
31

3;1;� 1(r;�;� = 0)= cos� (D.4)

There are no contributionsfrom the reection-sym m etric term sin the j = 0

isotropicsectorsincethesearesym m etricin theindices.Thehelicity term in

j= 0 also doesn’tcontributebecauseofthegeom etry.So,to lowestorder

eT��(r)= eT
��

j= 1(r)= a3;1;0(r)(� sin�)+ a2;1;1(r)+ a3;1;� 1(r)cos�
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W e have 3 unknown independentcoe�cientsand 1 unknown exponentto �t

forin thedata.

D.2 Sym m etric Contribution

W econsiderthestructurefunction

S
��(r)= h(u�(x + r)� u

�(x))(u�(x + r)� u
�(x))i

in thecasewherewehavehom ogeneousow.Thisobjectissym m etricin the

indices by construction,and it is easily seen that hom ogeneity im plies even

parity in r:S��(r) = S��(r) and S��(�r) = S ��(r):W e reason that this

objectcannotexhibita j = 1 contribution from the SO (3)representation in

thefollowingm anner.Hom ogeneity allowsustousetheincom pressibility con-

dition:@�S
�� = 0 and @�S

�� = 0,separately on the basistensorsofa given

parity and sym m etry in orderto giverelationshipsbetween theircoe�cients.

Forthe even parity,sym m etric case we have forgeneralj� 2 justtwo basis

tensorsand they m ustoccurin som elinearcom bination with incom pressibil-

ity providing a constraintbetween thetwo coe�cients.However,forj= 1 we

only haveonesuch tensorin theeven parity,sym m etricgroup.Therefore,by

incom pressibility,itscoe�cientm ustvanish.Consequently,wecannothavea

j = 1 contribution for the even parity (hom ogeneous),sym m 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

thatS��(r)isofeven parity and m oreover itisalso notpossible to use in-

com pressibility asaboveto exclude theexistence ofa j= 1 contribution.W e

m ustlook atallj = 1 basistensorsthatare sym m etric,butnotcon�ned to

even parity.These are

� Odd parity,sym m etric

B
��

1;1;k(̂r)� r
� 1
�
��
r~Y1k(̂r)

B
��

7;1;k(̂r)� r
� 1[r�@� + r

�
@
�]r~Y1k(̂r)

B
��

9;1;k(̂r)� r
� 3
r
�
r
�
r~Y1k(̂r)

B
��

5;1;k(̂r)� r@
�
@
�
r~Y1k(̂r)� 0 (D.5)

� Even parity,sym m etric

B
��

8;1;k(̂r)� r
� 2[r�����r�@� + r

�
�
���

r�@�]r~Y1k(̂r)

B
��

6;1;k(̂r)� [����r�@�@� + �
���

r�@�@�]r~Y1k(̂r)� 0 (D.6)
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W eusetherealbasisofr� 1~Y1k(̂r)which areform ed from ther� 1Y1m (̂r).Both

B
��

5;1;k(̂r)and B
��

6;1;k(̂r)vanish because ofthe taking ofthe double derivative

ofan object ofsingle power in r.W e thus have 4 di�erent contributions to

sym m etric j= 1 and each oftheseisof3 dim ensions(k = � 1;0;1)giving in

general12 term sin all.

B
��

1;1;0(̂r)= r
� 1
�
��(r �n)

B
��

7;1;0(̂r)= r
� 1[r�n� + r

�
n
�]

B
��

9;1;0(̂r)= r
� 3
r
�
r
�(r �n)

B
��

8;1;0(̂r)� r
� 2[(r�m � + r

�
m

�)(r �p)� (r�p� + r
�
p
�)(r �m )]

B
��

1;1;1(̂r)= r
� 1
�
��(r �p)

B
��

7;1;1(̂r)= r
� 1[r�p� + r

�
p
�]

B
��

9;1;1(̂r)= r
� 3
r
�
r
�(r �p)

B
��

8;1;1(̂r)� r
� 2[(r�m � + r

�
m

�)(r �n)� (r�n� + r
�
n
�)(r �m )]

B
��

1;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 1
�
��(r �m )

B
��

7;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 1[r�m � + r

�
m

�]

B
��

9;1;� 1(̂r)= r
� 3
r
�
r
�(r �m )

B
��

8;1;� 1(̂r)� r
� 2[(r�p� + r

�
p
�)(r �n)� (r�n� + r

�
n
�)(r �p)] (D.7)

Theseareallthepossiblej= 1 contributionsto thesym m etric,m ixed parity

(inhom ogeneous)structurefunction.

Fortheexperim entalsetupII,wewanttoanalyzetheinhom ogeneousstructure

function in thecase� = � = 3,and azim uthalangle� = 0(which corresponds

to verticalseparation)and weobtain thebasistensors

B
33

1;1;0(�)= cos�

B
33

7;1;0(�)= 2cos�

B
33

9;1;0(�)= cos3�

B
33

8;1;1(�)= � 2cos� sin�

B
33

1;1;� 1(�)= sin�

B
33

9;1;� 1(�)= cos2� sin� (D.8)

Table D.1 gives the num ber offree coe�cients in the sym m etric j = 1 sec-

torin the �tto the inhom ogeneous structure function forvariousgeom etric

con�gurations.
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� = 0;� = � = 3 � = 0;� = � = 1 � = 0;� = 3;� = 1

k � 6= 0 � = 0 � 6= 0 � = 0 � 6= 0 � = 0

0 3 3 2 1 2 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 0

-1 2 0 3 0 2 1

Total 6 3 6 1 4 1

Table D.1
The num ber offree coe�cients in the sym m etric j = 1 sector for inhom ogeneous
turbulenceand fordi�erentgeom etries.

E T he M atrix Form ofthe O perator ofthe Linear Pressure M odel

Using thebasicidentitiesofthe�jm (r)functions(see[23]),

@
2�jm (r)= 0 ;

r
�
@��jm (r)= j�jm (r);

a shortcalculation yields:

K̂ C �(r)� K
��(r)@�@�C

�(r)= D x
�
h
2c00

1
+ 2(2+ �)

c01

r
� (2+ �)(j+ 1)(j+ 2)

c1

r2

i
B
�
1jm (̂r)

+D x�
h
2c00

2
+ 2(2+ �)

c02

r
+ 2(2+ �)

c1

r2
� 2(2+ �)j(j� 1)

c2

r2

i
B
�
2jm (̂r):

Therefore,in m atrix notation,theKraichnan operatorcan bewritten as:

K̂

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A = 2D r�

0

B
@
1 0

0 1

1

C
A

0

B
@
c00
1

c00
2

1

C
A + 2D (2+ �)r�� 1

0

B
@
1 0

0 1

1

C
A

0

B
@
c0
1

c0
2

1

C
A

� D (2+ �)r�� 2

0

B
@
(j+ 1)(j+ 2) 0

� 2 j(j� 1)

1

C
A

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A

� r
�
K 2

0

B
@
c00
1

c002

1

C
A + r

�� 1
K 1

0

B
@
c0
1

c02

1

C
A + r

�� 2
K 0

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A : (E.1)

Letting

T
�(r)= t1(r)B

�
1jm (̂r)+ t2(r)B

�
2jm (̂r); (E.2)
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and applying a Laplacian to P̂ T�,weget,

@
2P̂T� =

h
� jt

00
2
+ j

t01

r
+ j(2j� 1)

t02

r
� j(j+ 1)

t1

r2
� j(j� 1)(j+ 1)

t2

r2

i
B
�
1jm

+

"

t
00
2
�
t01

r
+ (2� j)

t02

r

#

B
�
2jm :

Hencein m atrix notation,

@
2P̂

0

B
@
t1

t2

1

C
A =

0

B
@
0 � j

0 1

1

C
A

0

B
@
t00
1

t002

1

C
A +

1

r

0

B
@

j j(2j� 1)

� 1 2� j

1

C
A

0

B
@
t0
1

t02

1

C
A (E.3)

�
1

r2

0

B
@
j(j+ 1)j(j� 1)(j+ 1)

0 0

1

C
A

0

B
@
t1

t2

1

C
A � P2

0

B
@
t
00

1

t
00

2

1

C
A +

1

r
P1

0

B
@
t01

t0
2

1

C
A +

1

r2
P0

0

B
@
t1

t2

1

C
A :

Now thatthem atrix form softheKraichnan operatorand oftheLaplacian of

theprojection operatorhavebeen found,wecan com binethesetwo resultsto

�nd them atrix form oftheLHS ofEq.(100).To thisaim letusde�ne,

0

B
@
t1

t2

1

C
A = K̂

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A ;

and from Eq.(E.1,E.3)weget,

@
2P̂ K̂

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A = r

�
M 4

0

B
@
c
(4)

1

c
(4)

2

1

C
A + r

�� 1
M 3

0

B
@
c
(3)

1

c
(3)

2

1

C
A + r

�� 2
M 2

0

B
@
c
(2)

1

c
(2)

2

1

C
A

+r�� 3M 1

0

B
@
c
(1)

1

c
(1)

2

1

C
A + r

�� 4
M 0

0

B
@
c1

c2

1

C
A ;

where the num ber in parenthesis denotes the order ofthe derivative.The

m atricesM i aregiven by:

M 4� P2K 2 ; (E.4)

M 3� 2�P2K 2 + P2K 1 + P1K 2 ;

M 2� �(� � 1)P2K 2 + 2(� � 1)P2K 1 + P2K 0

+�P1K 2 + P1K 1 + P0K 2 ;

M 1� (� � 1)(� � 2)P2K 1 + 2(� � 2)P2K 0

+(� � 1)P1K 1 + P1K 0 + P0K 1 ;

M 0� (� � 2)(� � 3)P2K 0 + (� � 2)P1K 0 + P0K 0 :
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To �nd theRHS ofEq.(100)weexpand the\forcing" A �(r)in term softhe

sphericalvectorsB 1jm ;B 2jm ,

A
�(r)= f1(r)B

�
1jm (̂r)+ f2(r)B

�
2jm (̂r); (E.5)

and applying a Laplacian we�nd them atrix form of@2A �(r):

@
2

0

B
@
f1

f2

1

C
A =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

f001 +
2

r
f01 � (j+ 1)(j+ 2)1

r2
f1

f00
2
+ 2

r
f0
2
+ 2

r2
f1 � j(j� 1)1

r2
f2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A
�

0

B
@
�1

�2

1

C
A : (E.6)

Atthispointitisworthwhile to rem em berthatthe forcing term A �(r=L)is

assum ed to be analytic.Asa result forr=L � 1 itsleading contribution in

the (j;m ) sector is proportionalto @�rjYjm (̂r) � rj� 1.However @2A �(r=L)

isalso analytic,and m ustthereforealso scale like rj� 1 forsm allr,instead of

likerj� 3 which could bethenaivedim ensionalguess.

To proceed we restrictourselvesto �nding the solution in the inertialrange

and beyond.In theserangesthedissipativeterm �@2@2C �(r)isnegligibleand

can beom itted,thusreaching Eq.(101)forc1(r)and c2(r).
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