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P rocedures for tin e-ordering the covariance fnction, as given in a previouspaper K .K iyaniand
W D.McComb Phys. Rev. E 70, 066303 (2004)), are extended and used to show that the response
fiinction associated at second order w ith the K raichnan-W yld perturbation series can be determ ined
by a Iocal (in wavenum ber) energy balance. T hese tin e-ordering procedures also allow the two-tin e
form ulation to be reduced to tin e-independent form by m eans of exponential approxin ations and
it is veri ed that the response equation does not have an infra-red divergence at in nite Reynolds
num ber. Lastly, sihgle-tin e M arkovianised closure equations (stated in the previous paper lL']) are
derived and shown to be com patible w ith the K olm ogorov distribution w ithout the need to introduce

an ad hoc constant.

PACS numbers: 4727Ak,4727Eq,47.27G s,0520

I. NTRODUCTION

In a previous paper 'EJ], the K raichnanW yld perturba-
tion expansion 'Q, 'l_'q’] wasused to justify the introduction
ofa renom alized response fiinction connecting tw o-point
covariances at di erent tim es. T he resulting relationship
was specialized by suitable choice of initial conditions to
the form ofa uctuation-dissipation relation DR ).This
w as further developed to reconcike the tin esym m etry of
the covariance w ith the causality of the response func—
tion by the introduction of tin eordering along wih a
counterterm . W e pointed out that this form ulation pro-
vides a solution to an old problm in turbulence theory:
that of representing the tim e-dependence of the covari-
ance and regponse by exponentialform s f_4,-'_5]. W e showed
that the derwvative W ith respect to di erence tine) of
the covariance w ith this tin eordering now vanishes at
the origin. T his allow s one to study the relationshipsbe-
tween two-tin e spectral closures and tin e-independent
theories such as the FokkerP lanck theory of Edwards
i§] or the m ore recent renom alization group approaches.
W e also showed that the renom alized response fiinction
is transitive w ith respect to interm ediate tim es and re—
ported a new Langevin-type equation for turbulence.

In this paper we interpret the second-order response
function asam ean— eld propagator and show that in ad-
dition to propagating two-tim e covariances it also links
sihgle-tin e covariances. W e then m ake use of its new ly
established properties to re-derive the localenergy trans—
fer LET) resoonse equation ij.] and show that it now
contains a counter term which rem oves the singularity
of previous propagator equations at t = t°. W e also
Introduce a partialpropagator representation and hence
reform ulate the LET statistical equations. Furthem ore
w e specialize the tw o-tin e equations to tim e-independent
form by introducing exponential tin e dependences and
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show that the closure is wellbehaved In the Iim it of in -
nie Reynolds num ber. Lastly, by M arkovianizing tin e~

history integrals, we end up w ith a Langevin-type theory

w hich is com patdblew ith the K olm ogorov spectrum w ith—

out the need to Introduce ad hoc constants as in the case

ofthe EDQNM m odel Eﬁ’] for exam ple.

W e begin by review Ing the sub gct of turbulence clo-
sures and then go on to consider various aspects of ap—
plyingtheFDR tononequilbrium ,m acroscopicproblem s
such as uild turbulence. W e begin by stating the basic
equations.

A . The basic equations

Follow ing standard practice in this topic i_ﬁ], we con-—
sider the solnoidal NavierStokes equation (NSE) In
wavenum ber (k) space, as follow s:

Z

@
u k;p=M k)

— 4+ ok? dHu ptu 7t

e’ O ju Gou &k FH
@)

w hile the continuity equation for incom pressble uidsis

ku k;t)= 0: @)
T he inertial transfer operator M (k) is given by
M k)= ) 'kP &K)+kP &) 3)

w hile the profctor P
K ronecker delta as

(k) is expressed in tem s of the

P k)= £k, @)

xF
In order to introduce a statistical treatm ent, we shall
denote the operation of perform ing an ensem ble average
by angle brackets, thus h i, and restrict our attention
to isotropic, hom ogeneous turbulence, w ith energy dissi-
pation rate " and zero m ean velocity. A s a resul of this
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restriction, the covariance ofthe uctuating velocity eld
takes the fom

m kipu k%50)i=C P k) k+ k) 6)
where ; = 1;2 or 3. The corresponding single-tin e
quantity m ay be w ritten as

C k;t;t) = C k;b); (6)

w here the single-tin e onepoint covariance C (k;t) m ay
be Interpreted as a spectraldensity and is related to the
energy spectrum by
E k;t)= 4 K°C (k;0): )

U sing @), we can also obtain an equation descrbing the
energy balance between spatialm odes. To do this, we

rst multiply each tem in L) by u ( k;t). Then we
form a second equation from a_I) foru ( k;t), muktply
thisbyu (;t), add the two resulting equations together,
integrate over k° and average the nalexpression. This

leaves us w ith
E+2 k* P (k)C Kk;t)
et ° ’
=M &) &€  (kijk FD
Z
M k) &I &iF ko FO; o ®
w here
C k;¥% k Fo=mm k;hu Gou ( k FOi
9)
and w here we have also used the property
M (k)= M k): (10)
If we then take the trace of (@) by settihg = and
summmgover (hoting that T rP = 2),and multiply
each term In (§) by 2 k?, we obtain
¢ 2
—+ ok E k;j9)=T k;b); 11)
Qt
w here
Z
Tkit) = 2 k'M k) &IC (kik  FD
C &k;% k  Fbg: (12)

Evidently, in order to solve for the energy spectrum (or,
second-order m om ent) we need to know the third-order
moment. Hence we are faced w ith a hierarchy of statis-
tical equations to be solved; and this is, of course, the
notorious closure problem .

B . Eulerian statistical closures for isotropic
turbulence

In order to study isotropic turbulence, we have to add
a noise term or stirring force to the right hand side ofthe
N SE, asgiven by @). D enoting thistem by £ k;t),we
specify it in tem s of its distrbbution, which we take to
be G aussian, and its covariance, which we take to be of
the form

t+ ©):
13)
W enotethat W (k) is a m easure of the rate at which the
stirring forces do work on the uid and for stationarity
m ust satisfy the condition
Z 3

hf k;0f 5P)i=w K@ PP k) &+ k)

Z

4 ¥'W k)dk= "=

0 0
T he perturbative treatm ent of the equations ofm otion is
based on an expansion about a G aussian zero-orderveloc—
iy obtained by soling the N SE w ith the nonlinear term
set to zero. T he resulting expansion show s clearly i_&’] the
e ectofnonlinearm ixing such that any correction to the
zero-order eld must have a non-G aussian distribution,
which indeed is inplied by the existence of the third-
order m om ent (and the existence of interm odal energy
transfer) . R enom alization ofthe perturbation expansion
corresponds to either partial sum m ation or term -by-term
reversion : for details reference should bem ade to the pa-
perby W yd {}]and thebooksby M cComb [§]and Leslie
E] O ur present interest is restricted to the second-order
equation forthe velociy covariance, which is obtained by
this procedure, thus:

2 ¥°E k)dk: (14)

E+ ¥ ¢ k;59)

Qt i
Z 7 ©
= &IL ki) dsR k;t%s)C (3;8)C (k  TFtis)
0
Z t
dsR (3;t;8)C kisi)C (k FFtis) ; (15)
0
and on the tim e diagonal
Z
¢ 2 3. .
—+ 2 k¥ C k;b)= d’ L k;
ot k;t) L k;J
Z t
dsR k;t;s)R (Gitis)R (k  Jiits)
0
€ @s)C (k Jiis) C k;s)C (k  ¥is)l; (16)
where the coe cient L (k; ) is given by:
Lk;)= 2M k)M Op &k J: @7)

Thism ay be evaluated in tem s of the scalarm agniudes
k,jand = cos ,where isthe anglk between the two

w avevectors k and j, thus:
&>+ $) kja+22) (2 1)kj
k2 + 2 2kj

Lk;i)= 18)



Tt should also be noted that the coe cient L (k;j) issym —
m etric under interchange ofthe tw o w avevectors: we shall
use this fact presently to dem onstrate conservation ofen—
ergy.

At this stage we should note that for this to be a
closed set of equations for the covariance C, one has to
have an additional equatJon to determm ine the response
finction R. Equation {I5) was originally derived by
K raichan. T his closure w as com pleted by an equation for
the response-fiinction R k;t;t%, and is known as the di-
rect interaction approxim ation orD IA . T he basic ansatz
ofD IA isthat there exists a response function such that

Z t
u k;t) = R
1

k50 £ ;O 19)

and that this in nitesim al response function can be
renom alized. T he resulting response equation is

Z

@ 2 3. .
— k* R tt d’ L k;
@t+ k; JL k;J)

zZ t

AR & OR GiutNC (k0 3D
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Later Edwards derived a tim e-independent covariance
equation by the selfconsistent introduction of a gener-
alized FokkerP lanck equation as an approxin ation to
the (rigorous) Liouville equation. W e shall refer to this
theory asEFP, and thisalong w ith them ore general self-
consistent el (SCF) theory ofH erring [16]and the D TA
m ake up our trio of pioneering spectral closures. Further
discussion can be found in the books E],E]. In the lit-
erature, much attention hasbeen given to the fact that,
although these theories have m any satisfactory features,
they are all incom patible with the Kolm ogorov K 41)
power law for the energy spectrum E (k) fl]: H owever,
In the present paper we shall concentrate on only a few
key points. The rst ofthese isthat the covariance equa—
tion ofthe EFP theory can be shown to be equivalent, for
the stationary case, to the second-order truncation ofthe
K raichnan-W y1d perturbation theory, ifwe assum e expo—
nential tin e dependences. That is, the EFP covariance
equation can be obtained by substituting into equation
C_l-ﬁ) the follow ing assum ed tin e dependences:

Ckit )=Ckexpf ! k)E 9 @
and
Rkit th = expf ' Kt g or t %
=0 or t< t9:02)

Then, integrating the right hand side of equation {15)
over interm ediate times, one obtains Wih some re—
arrangem ent):

Ck DEK

W k) 2 KC k) = d&5L k;J)

@3)

C (I
TR+ LD+ Lk D]

where we have added the term W (k) to the energy bal-
ance in order to sustain the turbulnce against viscous
dissipation. Equation @3) is jst the om originally de-
rived by Edwards [].

This sinple form is helpfil In understanding certain
properties, such asthe conservation ofenergy by the non—
linear term and the behaviour of the system in the lin i
of n nite Reynolds number. For instance, Integrating
both sides ofequann z23 w ith respect to k and invok—
ing equation @4) leads to:

@4)

where the vanishing of the right hand side resuls from
the antisym m etry ofthe integrand under interchange ofk
and j. This resul helpsusto interpret the EFP response
function or eddy decay rate R (k) which takes the form

a1,

Ck I

&45L B :
L ED T T ek B

R k)=

@5)

At the tim e this was interpreted as allow Ing one to w rite
the energy balance equation as:

2 ¥*C k)= R k)C (k)
Ck 3HC
'K+t H+ &k D

W (k)
z

&’ L (k;3) i @6)
or, the eddy decay rate represented the loss of energy
from m ode k due to energy transfers to all other m odes.
T he situation ism ore com plicated forD IA , but the anal-
ogous com m ent hasbeen m ade by K raichnan E_Z] that the
energy loss from m ode k is directly proportional to the
excitation ofthat m ode, viz., C k;t;t9.

Later, i was pointed out that an ad hoc m odi cation
could be m ade to EFP by noting that the entire energy
transfer tem  (ie. the right hand side of Qﬂ actsasan
energy loss in som e regions ofw avenum ber space w hereas
in others it behavesasan input. Thisled toade nition of
the response w hich was com patdble w ith the K oln ogorov
spectrum le :13] and this was subsequently generalised
to the two-tin e ocal energy transfer or LET theory {14].

C . F luctuation-dissipation relations (FDR)

Tt iswell known that the regponse of m icroscopic sys—
tem s In them al equilbrium to sm all perturbations is
fully determm ined by the covariance of the system  uc—
tuations about equilbriim . In our present notation, the
relationship m ay be w ritten as

C kit = R k;t)C k;t5t); ()
w hich isthe uctuation-dissipation relation orFDR .This
result wasextended by K raichnan to nonlineardynam ical
system s in them alequilbrium 15, 16] and by Leith {17]
to inviscid tw o-din ensionalchaotic ow . A 1so, D ekerand



H aake [_Ig'] give severalexam ples of classical processes for
which a FDR will hold and these include (of particular
relevance to the present discussion) forced viscous ows
w here the stationary probability distrdoution isG aussian.
In realistic cases, such ows will have a non-G aussian
distrdbution due to nonlinear m ode coupling. However,
one case of interest arises in a pioneering application of
renom alization group m ethods to stirred uid m otion
fld], wherea uctuation-disspation relationship is und
tohold in the Iim it k ! 0. That is, the long-w avelength
behaviour at low est nontrivial order of perturbation the—
ory.

T he paper by Leith is particularly interesting. W hile
recognising that the FDR cannot apply exactly to real

uid turbulence, it puts forw ard rather convincing heuris—
tic argum ents for believing that it could be a reasonable
approxin ation. A lso, i cites the investigation of Her-
ring and K raichnan [Zd In support of this view. Here
the non-stationary generalization ofthe SCF [2]1 which
di ersonly from DIA in the use ofthe FDR, gives very
sim ilar results to it. W e shalldiscuss thisuse of FDR In
m ore detail Jater, when we consider is role in the LET
theory.

Leith’s optin istic view not only inspired successfil
practical: appJJcatJons ofthe FDR to study clin ate sen—
sitivity P4] and viscosity renom alization R3], but was
also seen as sam inal In stim ulating an in portant series
of papers which exam ined the applicability of the FDR
from the point ofview ofdynam icalsystem stheory 124
(_26]. T he overall conclusion ofthese papers can be stated
as follow s:

1. A general relationship exists for the response of a
chaotic system in tem s of its stationary probabil-
ity distrbution provided that the system isdynam —
ically m ixing.

2. If the stationary probability is G aussian n form ,
then the re]atJonsth reduces to the FDR as given
by equation {27

O focoursein real uid turbulence the probability distriou—
tion is not G aussian, nor is it known exactly. H ow ever,
as we have shown in @'], the FDR can be derived for
turbulence to second-order in renomm alized perturbation
theory and hence, ifused appropriately, is consistent w ith
a closure approxin ation of that order. W e shall retum
to this point later.

D. The tim e-ordered FD R

In .E:] we postulated that in the context of the
K raichnan-W y1d perturbation theory we may rewrite
the existing relationship between the zero-order covari-
ance and zero-order response in a renom alized form as
IR kits)C  k;sit);

c kD= ©28)

or in its isotropic version as
s)IR k;itjs)C k;sit);

w here the H eaviside unit—step function ( s) explicitly
states the causality condition. A s yet we have taken no
decision about the ordering of the two tines t and t°,
and thus the Symm etry under interchange of t and t° is
untested i C29)

If we explicitly state the tin e ordering as t > t° say,
therléchjs isequivalent to applying ¢ t9) to both sides
of £9):

€t 9c k= ¢ O

C kiuth= 29)

SIR k;tis)C k;s;iP);
(30)

and this is the beginning of the LET theory. In i, we
have postulated the existence of a renom alized propaga—
torand havem ade use ofthe H eaviside unit-step finction
to m ake the tim e-ordering m anifest.

The generalized uctuation dJSSJpatJOI'l relationship is
dbtained by setting s = t% in 0) to get

t OR kig)C kitht);
(31)
where the tin e-ordering is set by the requirem ent s = 2.
In W] we Introduced a representation of the covariance
w hich preserves its sym m etry under interchange of tim e
argum ents, thus:

€ c kit =

€ vc kg
32)

€ Oc &+
£;0C it :

C kigt) =

W e can easily show that this representation does what
it is supposed to do by looking In tum at the separate
cases: t< t% t> tPand t= t°, and this is keft for the
reader.

Now , using (_3-g) to expand the right hand side of {_?;Z_i
we obtain

€ ©) € s)R k;ts)C k;s;P)

+ € v € PR &thp)C kipib)
50C kit 33)

C kit =

Or, this result may be written m ore lke the FDR by
nstead using {31) to construct it
C kit = ¢ DR kigc ki)
+ € OR &GHC kitb)

0C k) : 34)

The symm etry ofboth these covariances, C_B-Q;) and {_§fi),
can be broken by applying a unit-=step function to both
sides. This will yield either (30) or (31), depending on
w hich tin eordering we choose.

II. THE PROPERTIES OF THE M EAN FIELD
PROPAGATOR

In this section we begin by review Ing the ntroduction
of a velocity propagator, as in the original form ulation



ofthe LET theory Il4 and note that in this context the
propagator Introduced in []-] isamean- eld propagator.

A . The velocity eld propagator

From the exact solution ofthe solenoidalN SE (see i_El']) ,
we have:

u (k;t)=1b (kts)u k;s) +
+ dtmﬂ@(o) & ;tt™)
Z S
M ku GOu &k F
(35)
where R? is the Viscous’ or zero-order response tensor

and the hat is used to em phasize that this is the e
soonse’ associated w ith the Instantaneous velocity eld.

Expanding u (k;t) in a perturbation series around a
gaussian solution and equating zero-order term s we can
say that the equality

u® k=R k;s)u? k;s); (36)

ilustrates the propagator-lke nature of ® © k;t;s).
Then from looking at the m of ¢_3§'), we can postulte
the existence of a renom alized propagator such that we
cbtain a renorm alized version of (36)

u k=R Kkigs)u k;s): 37
Multply 8 byu ( k;t)
u kipu (ki) =R  kits)u kis)u ( kit);
(38)
and average this equation to obtain
C &itth=R kigs)C kisit); (39)
w here the propagator is statistically independent of the
velocity eld and we have used the m ean—- eld approxi-
m ation

E

R kijts) =R kits): (40)
A s usual, equation C;’:S_i) can be tumed into a sinpler

scalar form by using the properties of isotropic tensors

C kith= € sR kits)C k;s;P): (41)

T he transitivity of K » k;t;s) with respect to inter—
m ediate tin e can be proved by applying equation 637-
the right-hand side of itself

u kiD=R KR k;s;iHu kit); @2
and realising that we could also have w ritten this as
u k=R &itHu &it); @3)
In plying the resul:
B ku)=R® &igs)® Kk;si; @4

and t> s> t°.

B. Themean- eld propagator

T he sin ple property of the propagator

Rkitn=1 (45)

can be easily shown to be necessary by setting s = tin
¢_3(_i O ther propertJes can be obtained by equating the
right hand side of BO) w ith the right hand side of C31

t DR kut)c k5

= & ¥ & s)R k;gs)C k;s;):  @46)

Expanding the right hand side of Cfl-@' C_I;Z_i ) we ob-—

tain
t R ke &%
=[ & © & sR kits)
s OR k;s;)C k5]
+0 & © € SR kits)
€ SR k;ths)C k;s;is)]

[ &€ ©) ¢ s)R k;ts)

0;5C kis;t)]: @7

D viding the right hand side into three groups of tem s
labelled respectively ab and ¢, we willnow look at C_4]')
r the two separate cases—Case 1, t > s > t% and
Case2t t'> s.

1. Transitivity with respect to interm ediate tim es

Here we consider case 1 corresponding to t > s > 0
and in plying thatb= 0 and c= 0 in equation &%). This
w ill leave

t OR kuc k%O
= ¢t ¥ &t SR Kkts)

c OR kis;DC kith)]: 48)

W e now use the contraction property of the Heaviside
function

€ s s OH= @« O; 49)
towrite {48) a
t DR kitC kithD)
= & DR kigs)R kis;iD)C &)+ (50)

From this above result, we can deduce the transitive
property of the propagator

R kitit) = R kitis)R (kis;jt) : (61)
T his result also tells us that the transitivity of the prop—
agatorholds only for tim es s which are interm ediate be-
tween the two tin es t and t°. This m akes sense because



otherw ise, if s was outside the range between t and £,
we would have propagation backw ards in tim e which vi-
olates causality. This is a result which was previously
only assum ed Il4 Q?] on the basis that it could be ex—
pected to ollow from the corresponding relationship for
the velocity— eld propagator, and is now proved.

2. Linked singlke-tin e covariances

Next we consider Case 2 t
soondsto a= 0 and c= 0, leaving

t® > s, which corre-

t OR ke &
=& © & sR Kk;jts)
1

€ SR kiths)C kjs;s) (52)
T his resul is In portant because it links two singletin e
covariances. This fact becom es clearer if we take the
special case of t = t°. This gives
C kitit)= (& sIR k;ts)R k;tis)C Kkis;s);
(53)
In plying that we need tw o propagatorsto link single-tin e
covariances. De ning
R kitjs) = R k;ts)R (k;tis); 54)

EquatJon ¢53 can bem odi ed tom ake it ook like equa—
tion 29)

C kity= (& s)® k;itjs)C Kk;s): (55)
A gain, the presence ofthe unit-—step function ensuresthat
the covariance can only propagate forwards in tin e.

ITII. DERIVATION OF THE LOCAL ENERGY
TRANSFER (LET) RESPONSE EQUATION

The starting point for the LET theory is the second-
order renom alized covariance equation as given by (_15) .
W e can now proceed In two ways.

1.The rst is to substitute (34) in y(1b) and then
choose t> 9.

2. The second is to choose t > t° and multiply both
sides of {I5) by (t t) to show the range over
which the equation willbe valid. Then follow thJs
by using the FDR, In the form of equation (3L
throughout.

Note it is in portant that we do not set t = t°
In the covariance equation C_l-ﬁ) aswecan only
do this after evaluating the derivative of the
2-tim e covariance.

B oth m ethods are equivalent but the second is the easier
to use In practice. T hus we begin by choosing the tin e~
orderingtobet t’andmultplying {I5) by & ©)

(t t° c &t + ¢ ) K¥¥c kit
Z
= t°) 9L &;9
(g
dsR k;ths)C (3;58)C (k  Fjitis)
0
Z t
dsR (3;;8)C k;s;)C (k Jiitis) :(56)

0

Let us ook at the

Beo):

rst tem of the left hand side of

(t t°

= @t € 9c kit

C k;t;t?)

= T e JL I

e et

@
= — & OR kig)C Kitht)

@t

@
C ;t;tO - ¢t ¥ ; 57
k )@t ( ) (67)

wherew e have applied the product rule in the second line,
and the FD T, {31) in the third line. A fter substituting

the di erential of the Heaviside unit-step fiinction

@
— €t 9= ¢ ©);
ot ( ) ( )
wereach our nalfom forthispart ofthe response equa-
tion. Thus:

(58)

left hand side of (56)

= @Et € OR ke &Y ¢ ki) € O
+ ¥ € OR kigC k0); (59)

where the FDR ('_3-14)I was used on the second term of the
left hand side of (56) also.
Now we evaluate the second tin e integralon the right

hand side of {56), which we labelas T I :
Z t

€ ©) dsR G;gs)C kis;i)C (k
0

L= Pitis) :

(60)
W e need to have the appropriate functions in front of

the covariance so that the broken tim ereversalsym m etry
becom es m anifest. This inform ation is present in the

argum ents of the propagator and n & t). So or
C (k dJitis)
Z t
€t ©) dsC (k dits)
o, .
= @ ) ds & C (k Iits); 61)

0



and orcC (;s;t9)
Z ¢
t ©) dsC k;s;it)
°z 0
= & ¥ dsC (k;s;tY)
7%
+ € t) dsC k;s;t)
= ¢t 9 ds € s)C k;t%s)
7%
+ &€ © ds s OC k;sith (62)

tO

where we have used the property C k;t;t%) = C k;t%t)
J'n_the fourth lne. W ih these results we can now write
(60) as

TI
Zt
= & © dsR Giys) G O
+0 i
C k;sit) & s)C (k  Jits)
n Zto
+ t %  dsR (gigs) € s)
° i
C kiths) @« s)C (kX Jits) 63)

The evaluation of the rst integralon the right hand
side of {56) Pllows sin flarly so that the nallET re-
sponse equation is given by

@Et €t OR ke ) ¢ ki) ¢ O
+ Zk2 t OR kuc k%O

= &Lk € O
("Z to
dskR k;t%s) ¢ s)

0

1
C Gitys) (& s)C (k  Jiits)
"7
dsR (Jit;s) € )
° i
C kiths) & s)C (k Fits)
Zt
dsR (§itjs) (s ©)
& io
C kisit) € s)C (k  Fits) 64)

M ultiplying both sidesby
and noting that

t t),dividngbyC K;t%t%

 O)C G&itit) _

ote40y .
T t PR &;t);

(65)

from the FDR, In the form ofequation C_S-]_; we reach the
sinpli ed form with the broken tim e-reversal sym m etry
m anifest

g 2 et 0
c ) @t+ Kk ¢ PR ;5
Z
€t ORKY) € O+ P k) € O

Z ¢

dsR ;)R k;sit) (€ s)C (ks
3 Z¢  sc k ibs)
— 3 L ; . s JrS
FIL kD €O 0 ? C &k;t%t0)
fR k;ths) & s)C (;ts)
R (G;t58) € s)C &iths)g (66)

A . Com parison w ith previous form s

Apart from the addition ofthe second term on the keft

hand side
t OR &) ¢ ©); ©7)

equation C6-6‘) is the sam e asthe LET regponse equation
which appears as equation (3.19) in ﬂ], equation (20) in
28] and equation (7.146) In [9] T he natural addition of
this extra tem as a consequence of tin e-ordering, xes
the problem of the singularity in the tin ederivative of
the response equation (_6§‘) which occurs when one takes
t= t°. M ore In portant, ifwe com pare (64) w ith theD IA
response equation (20), the additionalterm s on the right
hand side of (64) cancel the infra-red divergence and en-
sure com patbility w ith the K olm ogorov K 41 spectrum .

IVv. THE TWO-TIME LET THEORY
A . Partialpropagator representation

W em ay w rite the propagator In a representation which
separates the discontinuous part as a H eaviside unit step
finction, thus:

R ki) = € OR &igt); (68)
whereR (k;t;t%) isa representation ofthe propagatorbut
w ithout the discontinuity at t= t°. So using C68) and the
FDR C27) to tum two-tim e covariances into single-tim e
form , (64) for the response fiinction becom es:

@
t ) — 2 ;;O
( )@t+k R k;t5t)
z Z .

&L ki) dsR (k;s;t)

0

;ms)C (k Jirs)

= t ©)
i
R (J;tis)R (k



7 7 © n
+ ¢ ) &9 k;H ds R kiths)R (itis)
0
... C &K ds . . .
R (k Jiits) o) € Gis) C k;s)] ; (69)

ort t. The counterterm has been cancelled by use
of the product rule In the tim ederivative.

B. The LET closure equations

The LET Equations m ay now be summ arised as, hioloy
Iow s. Forthe tw o-tim e covardance, w e have equation (;LS) ’

z
@ 2 0 3. .
—+ k* C J5E) = d’ 9L ;
ot k ) L k;J)
( 7 ©
dsR k;t%hs)C (3;58)C (K jitis)
0
Z t
dsR (Ji;s)C k;sit)C (k Fitis) 5 (70)

0

and likew ise equation C_fg:) for the single-tin e covariance:

Z
@ 2 3. .
— 4+ 2 Kk 0= 2 L k;
@t+ C &b a jL k;J)

Z t

dsR (k;t;s)R (J;tis)R (k  Jiitys)
0
C (Is)C (k JJis) C k;s)C (k  Jirs)]: (71)

where we have invoked the FDR so that all two-tine
covariances are tumed into one-tin e covariances.
For the regponse fiinction we can use either (64) or
(67). The above equations along wih the generalised
uctuation-dissipation relation FDR),

€t OC k= ¢ OR kuOC kO);  (72)

from which the LET is derived, and the single-tin e co—
variance link equation

Ck;t)= (& s)R k;5s)R k;t8)C k;s); (73)

com plete the set of LET equations.

The LET equations have been applied, along wih
those oftheD IA , to the problem of free decay of isotropic
turbulence from arbitrary initial oon_djrjo_ns, over a w de
range of TaylorR eynolds num bers t_Z?_i‘], [;_3(_5] In these in—
vestigations, the covariance equationson and o thetime
diagonalw ere solved sin ultaneously w ith the relevant re—
soonse equation. It was later realized that for the LET
theory, the response equation could be replaced by the
FDR, as given by (70), and this reduced the com puta—
tionale ort wellbelow that of DIA : see i/}, \RB]. This
work was or threedin ensional turbulence, whilk an ex—
tensive nvestigation ofthe tw o-dim ensionalcase hasalso
been carried out Hr DA, SCF and LET theories {_31:],

B2 B31.

C . Behaviour in the lim it of in nite R eynolds
num bers

T he later twotin e versions ofthe LET theory clain ed
that their solutions were com patible w ith K 41. H ow ever,
this was never shown explicitly. C om patibility w ith K 41
is now dem onstrated for the LET reqaonse/propahgator
equation as given by C§§) . W e begin by w riting C_6§) in
stationary form . This m eans that all (single-tine) co—
variances becom e tim e iIndependent:

Ckin! Ck); (74)
and w e w rite the propagator in relative tim e coordnates

R kitit) =R kit ©): (75)
N ext we assum e the exponential form for the propagator

R kit O)=expl 'K ) (76)

where, asbefore, ! (k) isthe totaleddy-decay rate. T hese
changes result In the response equation becom ing:

t © @%* ¥ expl 'k & )]
yA Z .
= t ¥ &9 &k;HCc k P ds
£0 .
1
expl[ 'k)(s ©) 'GP s !k P 9]
" 7 Z ©
+ t ¥ &SI &;I ds
0 0
epl ' K)E s 'HeEe s 'k Pk 9]
C(k P .
_ C : 77
c o (oNG)) k)] a7)

D oing the di erentiation, setting t= £ and carrying out
the tin e iIntegration resuls in an equation for ! k):
' k)= Zk2

CEk PLE C k)
CRIK+!@+! (jé 73]
t)+ 1O+ Nk D (78)

+ &FIL ki)

1 expl

where one can ignore the last tetm involving the expo—
nential as we are considering stationary system s which
are tin e Independent. Another way to jastify the ne-
glect of this termm is to realise that it orighhates from the
fact that we chose to have the Initial conditionsat t= 0
rather than them ore usualt= 1 .

To show that ('_7§) is not divergent we com plte
our analysis by substituting the inertial range/ in nite
Reynolds num ber form s forC (k) and ! k):

n2=3
k 11=3

C k)= i (79)



Pey= "R (80)
where and are constants, and by w riting the integral
n k;j; variables

tk)= K
Z Z 32 2, 22 . 2
. k3’ ( DI k*+ ) kjd+ 2 9]
+ dj d - -
k2 + 3 2kj 5
1 nl=3 . 11=3 . 11=3 11=3 =
n k
X 3 J i @1)
k 1173 k234 234 % j32=3 ;

where isthe cosine ofthe angle between the tw o vectors
k and j.

T here are three possble sources of divergence (of the
Infra-red type) In this expression. However, from equa—
tion (1), it may be seen that thek ! Oand j ! 0
lim its do not pose a problem . The nalpossble source
oftrouble k¥ Jj! 0 can be resolved by realising that
theterm J 173  k 173 cancels the divergence caused

by the k33" tem . This is shown by expanding

x 3T = ¥ F oz T
and substituting in equation C_él:) O ne then Taylor ex—
pandsk around jto leadingorderin = k jInboth the
num erator and denom inator of the integrand in equation
@]_:) . This results in the integrand becom ing

82)

(1123) 1 wl=3
(2)17=6
2j2 (1 ) j2 ( 2 1) (1 ) 17=6 - (83)
§16=6 2273 + 232)173 (L y1=3 !
and focushg on the tetmm (2 1)@ ) 177%  we can

e that as ! 0, the ntegrand goes to zero, except at
= 1 where the Integrand is singular. This shqulariy

can be avoided if we w rite the lim its of the integralas
Z ., Z

d ! d ; (84)
1 1

where " 1 in plies in the lim i approaching 1 from below .

This com pltes the analysis in the lin it of In nie
Reynolds number. Further inform ation on the above
technique can be ound in E_Si].

V. SINGLE-TIM E MARKOVIANIZED LET
THEORY

T he relevant single tin e LET equations are the single—
tin e covariance (using the partial propagator form ):

zZ
@E+ 2 K C kb= &L k;9
Z .
dsR (k;t;s)R (J;tis)R (k  Jiitis)
0
C @s)C (k ds) C kys)C (k  Jiis)l; 89)

the response equation

@
£ ) — 2 ;;O
( )@t+k R k;5t)
z Z .

t ©) 9L &I

dskR ;s;t9)
+0 l
R (Jis)R (k  Jts)C (kK Jiis)
Z Zo n
&£IL k;9  ds
0
C (k Jiis)
C &;t9)

€ ©

+

R k;t%s)R (3;tis)

R (k JJitis) C Gis) C k;s)] ; (86)

and the single-tin e covariance link equation

Ck;t)= (& s)R k;5s)R k;t8)C k;s); 87)

M aking a M arkovian approxin ation we can w rite @5)

as:
Z

I &L &;9D &; ik

ot C k;b =

330

C(k bk Gv C kvl (88)
w here the M arkovian approxin ation am ounts to updat—
Ingeach C (s) to C (t), and where
D &k;jikx Jiv
Z t
= dsR k;tjs)R (Gitis)R (k
0

Jitis); 89)
is the m em ory tim e.

W enow need som eway ofcom putingD (k;J; k jj,t),
that is, ofupdating it. W e do thisby di erentiating (89)
with respectto t

@
@—tD k;Jkx JiD
Z t
=1+ ds ER k;t;s) R (G;gs)R (k iitrs)
0 et
@ . ..
+R k;t;s) @—tR (Jit;s) R (k  Jiits)
. @ g
+R &k;ts)R (J;tis) @—tR (k JJits) (90)

To evaluate C90) we need to know the dynam icalbe-
haviourofR (;t;s). W e obtain this from equation {86)
P roceed by w riting {86) in Langevin form

t 9 @£t+ ¥+ &g R kD =0; 1)
w here
Kkt t)
Z t
= ¢ ) &5 ;) dsR (k;s;t)

tO



i
R (Jitis)R (k  J3ts)C (kK Jiis)
Z 7 0 n
€ © &9L ;9 ds R &;ths)R (Git;s)
0
.. C &k Jis) . . .
R (k JJitis) ) € Gis) C &;s)]l ; (92)

is the turbulent eddy-decay rate and is obtained by com —
parison w ith (8é)
R earranging (9L) we obtain

t t°
= (t ) K+

R K&;tt)

&t R kigt);  (93)

and this allow s us to w rite C_9-C_i) as:

@
—D (kr]r:k

Qt
Z¢ h
=1 ds R (k;ts)R (J;58)R (k
h 0
K+

33;0
Jitis)

# o+ kits)
ii
JJitis)

f+ %
+ Gits)+ (X (94)

To be ablke to calulate {94) we need to take the M arko-
vian step

kitis) ! &kiD: (95)
W e can justify this step by looking at equations 81, 189)
and {91). Equation (91) has a general solution
Z t
R kit)=exp K t) ds (jsit)
tO
-, (96)
Ifwewrite @8) in the suggestive form
¢ 2
—t+ 2 k+2 kit C k= 0; o7
w here
Z
k= &L k;ID kiJik Thiv)
C (k v .
— B C kil 98
C &0 C Giv k;9)] (98)
then we can w rite the general solution of @-j) as
C k;d
Z t
=exp 2Kt 9% 2 ds k;s) C &;th
tO
Z ¢ 2
= exp ¥t 9 ds kjs) C &k;t):(99)
tO
W riting {_5:}) as
Cki= PR KGGOR KG)C &;t);  (100)
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and com paring w ith (:_9-9l this suggests

Z t
R Kk;t;t) = exp ¥t 9 ds k;s) (101)
tO
But com paring this w ith ('_9-§§),weseeﬂ1at
Z t Z t
ds k;s)= ds k;s;9): (102)
+0 +0

Com paring the form s of (;

o s) and  k;t;s), {98) and
92), we see that

k;s)= (;s;9): (103)

Also in {102), since both t and t° are arbitrary, sach that
wecanmaket t% wem aym ake the in portant assum p—
tion that

kisit) = kis)
=  (Kjsis)=  (kjs):

This tells us that in the case ofthe (k;s;t) tem , we
need only concem ourselves w ith the on-diagonaltem s

(104)

B5] &isis)= (;s), which isaM arkovian sinpli ca-
tion. _
G oing back to @éj),we can now write i as
@ ..
—D k;¥3k v
Qt h
=1 K+ £+ x f + v+ G
+ (k 339 D kidk  JiD; (105)

which along w ith @é) can be used to evolve the m em ory
tine.

A . Single-tim e M arkovianized LET equations

The nalequations for the single-tin e evolution m ay
now be summ arised as:
Z
@ 2 3. .
—+ 2 k¥ C ;0 = d L k;
ot k;t) L k;3J
D&kiZx JHbC kx YL GY C &iv]
= 2 k;9C k;0; 106)
Z
kit) = 9L &k;ID kiFk I
C (k v .
_— H C ;01; @07
C 0 c Gio k;01; @07)
and
@ .
—D k;Jk v
Qt n
=1 K+ F+ % 3F + o+ Go
+ (k JH D &k;Fk  JiD: (108)



These equations can be solved num erically wih some
suitable choice of nitial conditions:
E k;t= 0)

Ckit=0) = ————

T 109)

where E (k;t= 0) is an arbitrarily chosen initial energy
spectrum , and

D k;ijik Jjit= 0)= (110)
T he last ofthese initialconditions follow s from thede ni-
tion ofD (k;J; ;l{_ JJ;t) In equation (87) and this in tum
In plies, from @Qi), that (&;t= 0) = 0, as is expected,
because the cascade has not yet begun at t= 0.

This set of equations is alm ost identical to those of
the TestField M odel (TFM ) [_3-4], the exception being an
extra term on the right hand side of (105) when com pared
w ith the corresponding TFM equation. A s before, this
extra term guarantees com patibility with K 41. H ow ever,
i rem ainsto be seen how wellthe singletin e LET theory
perform swhen com puted for the standard test problem s.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have seen that our tin eordering procedures, as
reported In t_]:] have allowed us to tidy up som e aspects
of the LET theory. In particular, we have been able
to derive a singletime form of the theory, which we
have M arkovianized so that i can be com pared wih
weltknown models such as TFM or EDQNM . Such a
com parison w ill require num erical com putation and this
w ill be the sub gct of further work. However, we shall
conclide here w ith som e rem arks about the rol of the

uctuation-dissipation relation In the Eulrean two-tin e
closures, DA, SCF and LET theordies.

As we have seen, LET uses the FDR either to de-
rive the response equation or to be used instead of a

11

regoonse equation. T hat is, w ith the second-order covari-
ance equations for C k;tt% and C K;t;t) we can specify
R (k;t;t% through the FDR and this givesus the requisite
set of three equations.

Tn contrast, SCF worksw ith {16) orC (k;t;t), theD A
response equation {20) HrR k;t;t%) and the FDR to cal-
culateC (k;t;t%) . Calculationsbased on these three equa-
tions are know n to agree quite closely w ith those forD 1A,
consisting of equations {L3), (L) and {0).

In the case ofthe D 1A, onem ay test the idea ofa FDR
by introducing a m odi ed response fiinction R%(k;t;t9,
such that

0 k;tt)

RO ;t;tO = —
(k ) 0 k;tht)

(111)

T his quantity plays no part n the calculation. H owever,
at each stage, R can be calculated from the above re—
lationshi and com pared with the actualD IA response
function R at the sam e stage. It isthis com parison that is
the basis of the cbservation that the FDR is quite a good
approxin ation at sm aller wavenum bers but is less good
In the dissipation range {_2(_5] H ow ever, such a com parison
assum esthat theD IA response equation is Yight’ and the
FDR is Wrong’. In fact we know that the D 1A response
equation does not possess the correct behaviour at large
R eynolds num bers and therefore cannot be a standard of
com parison. In our view, the com parison of D 1A with
LET isa fairer test ofthe use ofthe FDR forturbulence.
Lastly, our derivation of the FDR i'}'] is correct to
second-order in renom alized perturbation theory. Ac—
cordingly it is an approxim ation, but no m ore an ap-—
proxzm ation than the second-order covariance equations
d15 and ¢16 T herefore its use w ith these equations, as
In the LET theory, is entirely consistent. N evertheless,
we should draw a distinction between this situation and
that in m icroscopic equilbriim system s, w here the linear
form {_éj) holds to all orders In perturbation theory.
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