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Eulerian spectralclosures for isotropic turbulence using a tim e-ordered

uctuation-dissipation relation

W . D. M cCom b� and K . K iyani
SchoolofPhysics, University ofEdinburgh, M ay�eld Road, Edinburgh EH9 3JZ,UK

(D ated:April16,2024)

Proceduresfortim e-ordering thecovariancefunction,asgiven in a previouspaper(K .K iyaniand

W .D .M cCom b Phys. Rev. E 70,066303 (2004)),areextended and used to show thattheresponse

function associated atsecond orderwith theK raichnan-W yld perturbation seriescan bedeterm ined

by a local(in wavenum ber)energy balance.Thesetim e-ordering proceduresalso allow thetwo-tim e

form ulation to be reduced to tim e-independentform by m eans ofexponentialapproxim ations and

itisveri�ed thatthe response equation doesnothave an infra-red divergence atin�nite Reynolds

num ber.Lastly,single-tim e M arkovianised closure equations(stated in the previouspaper[1])are

derived and shown tobecom patiblewith theK olm ogorov distribution withouttheneed tointroduce

an ad hoc constant.

PACS num bers:47.27.A k,47.27.Eq,47.27.G s,05.20.-y

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

In apreviouspaper[1],theK raichnan-W yld perturba-

tion expansion [2,3]wasused to justify theintroduction

ofarenorm alized responsefunction connectingtwo-point

covariancesatdi� erenttim es.Theresulting relationship

wasspecialized by suitablechoiceofinitialconditionsto

theform ofa uctuation-dissipation relation (FDR).This

wasfurtherdeveloped to reconcilethetim e-sym m etry of

the covariance with the causality ofthe response func-

tion by the introduction oftim e-ordering along with a

counter-term .W epointed outthatthisform ulation pro-

videsa solution to an old problem in turbulence theory:

that ofrepresenting the tim e-dependence ofthe covari-

anceandresponsebyexponentialform s[4,5].W eshowed

that the derivative (with respect to di� erence tim e) of

the covariance with this tim e-ordering now vanishes at

theorigin.Thisallowsoneto study therelationshipsbe-

tween two-tim e spectralclosures and tim e-independent

theories such as the Fokker-Planck theory of Edwards

[6]orthem orerecentrenorm alization group approaches.

W ealso showed thattherenorm alized responsefunction

is transitive with respect to interm ediate tim es and re-

ported a new Langevin-typeequation forturbulence.

In this paper we interpret the second-order response

function asa m ean-� eld propagatorand show thatin ad-

dition to propagating two-tim e covariancesit also links

single-tim e covariances. W e then m ake use ofits newly

established propertiestore-derivethelocal-energytrans-

fer (LET) response equation [7]and show that it now

contains a counter term which rem oves the singularity

of previous propagator equations at t = t0. W e also

introduce a partial-propagatorrepresentation and hence

reform ulate the LET statisticalequations. Furtherm ore

wespecializethetwo-tim eequationstotim e-independent

form by introducing exponentialtim e dependences and

�Electronic address:w.d.m ccom b@ ed.ac.uk

show thattheclosureiswell-behaved in thelim itofin� -

nite Reynoldsnum ber. Lastly,by M arkovianizing tim e-

history integrals,weend up with a Langevin-typetheory

which iscom patiblewith theK olm ogorovspectrum with-

outtheneed to introducead hoc constantsasin thecase

ofthe EDQ NM m odel[8]forexam ple.

W e begin by reviewing the subject ofturbulence clo-

suresand then go on to considervariousaspects ofap-

plyingtheFDR tononequilibrium ,m acroscopicproblem s

such as uid turbulence. W e begin by stating the basic

equations.

A . T he basic equations

Following standard practice in this topic [9],we con-

sider the solenoidal Navier-Stokes equation (NSE) in

wavenum ber(k)space,asfollows:

�
@

@t
+ �0k

2

�

u�(k;t)= M ��(k)

Z

d
3
ju�(j;t)u(k� j;t);

(1)

whilethecontinuity equation forincom pressible uidsis

k�u�(k;t)= 0: (2)

TheinertialtransferoperatorM ��(k)isgiven by

M ��(k)= (2i)�1 [k�P�(k)+ kP�� (k)]; (3)

while the projectorP�� (k) is expressed in term s ofthe

K roneckerdelta as

P�� (k)= ��� �
k�k�

jkj2
: (4)

In order to introduce a statisticaltreatm ent, we shall

denote the operation ofperform ing an ensem ble average

by angle brackets,thus h� � � i,and restrictourattention

to isotropic,hom ogeneousturbulence,with energy dissi-

pation rate " and zero m ean velocity.Asa resultofthis

http://arxiv.org/abs/nlin/0503015v1
mailto:w.d.mccomb@ed.ac.uk


2

restriction,thecovarianceofthe uctuatingvelocity � eld

takesthe form

hu�(k;t)u�(k
0
;t
0)i= C (k;t;t0)P�� (k)�(k + k

0); (5)

where �;� = 1;2 or 3. The corresponding single-tim e

quantity m ay be written as

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

where the single-tim e one-point covariance C (k;t) m ay

beinterpreted asa spectraldensity and isrelated to the

energy spectrum by

E (k;t)= 4�k2C (k;t): (7)

Using (1),wecan also obtain an equation describing the

energy balance between spatialm odes. To do this,we

� rst m ultiply each term in (1) by u�(� k;t). Then we

form a second equation from (1)foru�(� k;t),m ultiply

thisbyu�(k;t),add thetworesultingequationstogether,

integrate overk0 and average the � nalexpression. This

leavesuswith

�
@

@t
+ 2�0k

2

�

P�� (k)C (k;t)

= M ��(k)

Z

d
3
jC��(� k;j;k � j;t)

� M ��(k)

Z

d
3
jC��(k;j;� k � j;t); (8)

where

C��(k;j;� k � j;t)= hu�(k;t)u�(j;t)u(� k � j;t)i;

(9)

and where wehavealso used the property

M ��(� k)= � M ��(k): (10)

Ifwe then take the trace of(8) by setting � = � and

sum m ing over� (noting thatTrP�� = 2),and m ultiply

each term in (8)by 2�k2,weobtain

�
@

@t
+ �0k

2

�

E (k;t)= T(k;t); (11)

where

T(k;t) = 2�k2M ��(k)

Z

d
3
j fC��(� k;jk � j;t)

� C��(k;j;� k � j;t)g: (12)

Evidently,in orderto solveforthe energy spectrum (or,

second-orderm om ent) we need to know the third-order

m om ent. Hence we are faced with a hierarchy ofstatis-

ticalequations to be solved;and this is,ofcourse,the

notoriousclosureproblem .

B . Eulerian statisticalclosures for isotropic

turbulence

In orderto study isotropicturbulence,wehaveto add

anoiseterm orstirringforceto therighthand sideofthe

NSE,asgiven by (1).Denoting thisterm by f�(k;t),we

specify it in term s ofits distribution,which we take to

be G aussian,and itscovariance,which we take to be of

the form

hf�(k;t)f�(k
0
;t
0)i= W (k)(2�)3P�� (k)�(k + k

0)�(t+ t
0):

(13)

W enotethatW (k)isa m easureoftherateatwhich the

stirring forcesdo work on the  uid and for stationarity

m ustsatisfy the condition
Z

1

0

4�k2W (k)dk = "=

Z
1

0

2�k2E (k)dk: (14)

Theperturbativetreatm entoftheequationsofm otion is

basedonan expansionaboutaG aussianzero-orderveloc-

ity obtained by solving theNSE with thenonlinearterm

setto zero.Theresulting expansion showsclearly [3]the

e� ectofnonlinearm ixing such thatany correction to the

zero-order� eld m ust have a non-G aussian distribution,

which indeed is im plied by the existence of the third-

orderm om ent(and the existence ofinter-m odalenergy

transfer).Renorm alizationoftheperturbationexpansion

correspondstoeitherpartialsum m ation orterm -by-term

reversion:fordetailsreferenceshould bem adeto thepa-

perby W yld [3]and thebooksby M cCom b [9]and Leslie

[5].O urpresentinterestisrestricted to thesecond-order

equation forthevelocity covariance,which isobtained by

thisprocedure,thus:
�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

C (k;t;t0)

=

Z

d
3
jL(k;j)

"Z
t
0

0

dsR(k;t0;s)C (j;t;s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

Z
t

0

dsR(j;t;s)C (k;s;t0)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

; (15)

and on the tim e diagonal
�
@

@t
+ 2�k2

�

C (k;t)= 2

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

�

Z t

0

dsR (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)

� [C (j;s)C (jk � jj;s)� C (k;s)C (jk � jj;s)]; (16)

wherethe coe� cientL(k;j)isgiven by:

L(k;j)= � 2M ��(k)M ���(j)P�(k � j): (17)

Thism ay beevaluated in term softhescalarm agnitudes

k,j and � = cos�,where� istheanglebetween the two

wavevectorsk and j,thus:

L(k;j)=

�
�(k2 + j2)� kj(1+ 2�2)

�
(�2 � 1)kj

k2 + j2 � 2kj�
: (18)
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Itshould alsobenoted thatthecoe� cientL(k;j)issym -

m etricunderinterchangeofthetwowavevectors:weshall

usethisfactpresently todem onstrateconservation ofen-

ergy.

At this stage we should note that for this to be a

closed setofequationsforthe covariance C ,one hasto

have an additionalequation to determ ine the response

function R. Equation (15) was originally derived by

K raichan.Thisclosurewascom pleted by an equation for

the response-function R(k;t;t0),and isknown asthe di-

rectinteraction approxim ation orDIA.Thebasicansatz

ofDIA isthatthereexistsa responsefunction such that

�u�(k;t)=

Z
t

�1

R̂ �� (k;t;t
0)�f�(k;t

0)dt0; (19)

and that this in�nitesim al response function can be

renorm alized.The resulting responseequation is

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

R(k;t;t0)+

Z

d
3
jL(k;j)

�

Z t

t0

dt
00
R(k;t00;t0)R(j;t;t00)C (jk � jj;t;t00)

= �(t� t
0): (20)

Later Edwards derived a tim e-independent covariance

equation by the self-consistent introduction ofa gener-

alized Fokker-Planck equation as an approxim ation to

the (rigorous)Liouville equation. W e shallreferto this

theory asEFP,and thisalongwith them oregeneralself-

consistent�eld (SCF)theory ofHerring[10]and theDIA

m akeup ourtrio ofpioneering spectralclosures.Further

discussion can be found in the books [5],[9]. In the lit-

erature,m uch attention hasbeen given to the factthat,

although these theorieshavem any satisfactory features,

they are all incom patible with the K olm ogorov (K 41)

powerlaw forthe energy spectrum E (k)[11]. However,

in the presentpaperwe shallconcentrate on only a few

key points.The� rstoftheseisthatthecovarianceequa-

tion oftheEFP theory can beshown tobeequivalent,for

thestationary case,to thesecond-ordertruncation ofthe

K raichnan-W yld perturbation theory,ifweassum eexpo-

nentialtim e dependences. Thatis,the EFP covariance

equation can be obtained by substituting into equation

(15)the following assum ed tim e dependences:

C (k;t� t
0)= C (k)expf� !(k)jt� t

0
jg; (21)

and

R(k;t� t
0) = expf� !(k)(t� t

0)g for t� t
0;

= 0 for t< t
0
:(22)

Then,integrating the right hand side ofequation (15)

over interm ediate tim es, one obtains (with som e re-

arrangem ent):

W (k)� 2�k2C (k)=

Z

d
3
jL(k;j)

C (jk � jj)[C (k)� C (j)]

!(k)+ !(j)+ !(k � jj)
;

(23)

where we have added the term W (k)to the energy bal-

ance in order to sustain the turbulence against viscous

dissipation.Equation (23)isjusttheform originally de-

rived by Edwards[6].

This sim ple form is helpfulin understanding certain

properties,such astheconservation ofenergyby thenon-

linearterm and the behaviourofthe system in thelim it

ofin� nite Reynolds num ber. For instance,integrating

both sidesofequation (23)with respectto k and invok-

ing equation (14)leadsto:

"� "= 0; (24)

where the vanishing ofthe righthand side results from

theantisym m etryoftheintegrand underinterchangeofk

and j.ThisresulthelpsustointerprettheEFP response

function or eddy decay rate R(k) which takes the form

[6],

R(k)=

Z

d
3
jL(k;j)

C (jk � jj)

!(k)+ !(j)+ !(k � jj)
: (25)

Atthetim ethiswasinterpreted asallowing oneto write

the energy balanceequation as:

W (k)� 2�k2C (k)= R(k)C (k)

�

Z

d
3
jL(k;j)

C (jk � jj)C (j)

!(k)+ !(j)+ !(k � jj)
; (26)

or,the eddy decay rate represented the loss ofenergy

from m ode k due to energy transfersto allotherm odes.

Thesituation ism orecom plicated forDIA,buttheanal-

ogouscom m enthasbeen m adeby K raichnan [2]thatthe

energy loss from m ode k is directly proportionalto the

excitation ofthatm ode,viz.,C (k;t;t0).

Later,itwaspointed outthatan ad hoc m odi� cation

could be m ade to EFP by noting thatthe entire energy

transferterm (i.e.therighthand sideof(23))actsasan

energylossin som eregionsofwavenum berspacewhereas

in othersitbehavesasan input.Thisled toade� nition of

theresponsewhich wascom patiblewith theK olm ogorov

spectrum [12,13]and thiswassubsequently generalised

to thetwo-tim elocalenergy transfer orLET theory [14].

C . Fluctuation-dissipation relations (FD R )

Itiswellknown thatthe response ofm icroscopic sys-

tem s in therm al equilibrium to sm all perturbations is

fully determ ined by the covariance ofthe system  uc-

tuationsaboutequilibrium .In ourpresentnotation,the

relationship m ay be written as

C (k;t;t0)= R(k;t0t0)C (k;t0;t0); (27)

which istheuctuation-dissipation relation orFDR.This

resultwasextended byK raichnantononlineardynam ical

system sin therm alequilibrium [15,16]and by Leith [17]

toinviscid two-dim ensionalchaotic ow.Also,Dekerand
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Haake[18]giveseveralexam plesofclassicalprocessesfor

which a FDR willhold and these include (ofparticular

relevance to the presentdiscussion)forced viscous ows

wherethestationaryprobabilitydistribution isG aussian.

In realistic cases,such  ows willhave a non-G aussian

distribution due to nonlinear m ode coupling. However,

one case ofinterestarisesin a pioneering application of

renorm alization group m ethods to stirred  uid m otion

[19],wherea  uctuation-dissipation relationship isfound

to hold in the lim itk ! 0.Thatis,the long-wavelength

behaviouratlowestnontrivialorderofperturbation the-

ory.

The paperby Leith isparticularly interesting. W hile

recognising that the FDR cannot apply exactly to real

 uid turbulence,itputsforwardratherconvincingheuris-

ticargum entsforbelieving thatitcould be a reasonable

approxim ation. Also,it cites the investigation ofHer-

ring and K raichnan [20]in support ofthis view. Here

the non-stationary generalization oftheSCF [21],which

di� ersonly from DIA in the use ofthe FDR,givesvery

sim ilarresultsto it.W e shalldiscussthisuse ofFDR in

m ore detaillater,when we consideritsrole in the LET

theory.

Leith’s optim istic view not only inspired successful

practicalapplicationsofthe FDR to study clim ate sen-

sitivity [22]and viscosity renorm alization [23],but was

also seen as sem inalin stim ulating an im portant series

ofpapers which exam ined the applicability ofthe FDR

from thepointofview ofdynam icalsystem stheory [24]-

[26].Theoverallconclusion ofthesepaperscan bestated

asfollows:

1.A generalrelationship existsfor the response ofa

chaotic system in term sofitsstationary probabil-

ity distribution provided thatthesystem isdynam -

ically m ixing.

2.Ifthe stationary probability is G aussian in form ,

then the relationship reducesto the FDR asgiven

by equation (27).

O fcoursein real uid turbulencetheprobabilitydistribu-

tion is notG aussian,norisitknown exactly. However,

as we have shown in [1], the FDR can be derived for

turbulenceto second-orderin renorm alized perturbation

theoryand hence,ifused appropriately,isconsistentwith

a closure approxim ation ofthat order. W e shallreturn

to thispointlater.

D . T he tim e-ordered FD R

In [1] we postulated that in the context of the

K raichnan-W yld perturbation theory we m ay re-write

the existing relationship between the zero-order covari-

anceand zero-orderresponsein a renorm alized form as

C�� (k;t;t
0)= �(t� s)R�� (k;t;s)C��(k;s;t

0); (28)

orin itsisotropicversion as

C (k;t;t0)= �(t� s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;t0); (29)

wheretheHeavisideunit-step function �(t� s)explicitly

statesthe causality condition. Asyetwe have taken no

decision about the ordering ofthe two tim es t and t0,

and thus the sym m etry under interchange oftand t0 is

untested in (29).

Ifwe explicitly state the tim e ordering as t> t0 say,

then thisisequivalentto applying �(t� t0)to both sides

of(29):

�(t� t
0)C (k;t;t0)= �(t� t

0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;t0);

(30)

and this is the beginning ofthe LET theory. In it,we

havepostulated theexistenceofa renorm alized propaga-

torand havem adeuseoftheHeavisideunit-step function

to m akethe tim e-ordering m anifest.

The generalized  uctuation dissipation relationship is

obtained by setting s= t0 in (30)to get

�(t� t
0)C (k;t;t0)= �(t� t

0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0);

(31)

wherethetim e-ordering issetby therequirem ents= t0.

In [1]weintroduced a representation ofthecovariance

which preservesitssym m etry underinterchange oftim e

argum ents,thus:

C (k;t;t0) = �(t� t
0)C (k;t;t0)+ �(t0� t)C (k;t;t0)

� �t;t0C (k;t;t0): (32)

W e can easily show that this representation does what

it is supposed to do by looking in turn at the separate

cases: t< t0; t> t0 and t= t0,and thisisleftforthe

reader.

Now,using (30)to expand the righthand side of(32)

weobtain

C (k;t;t0) = �(t� t
0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;t0)

+ �(t0� t)�(t0� p)R (k;t0;p)C (k;p;t)

� �t;t0C (k;t;t0): (33)

O r,this result m ay be written m ore like the FDR by

instead using (31)to constructit

C (k;t;t0) = �(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

+ �(t0� t)R (k;t0;t)C (k;t;t)

� �t;t0C (k;t;t0): (34)

The sym m etry ofboth these covariances,(33)and (34),

can be broken by applying a unit-step function to both

sides. This willyield either (30) or (31),depending on

which tim e-ordering we choose.

II. T H E P R O P ER T IES O F T H E M EA N -FIELD

P R O PA G A T O R

In thissection webegin by reviewing theintroduction

ofa velocity propagator,as in the originalform ulation



5

ofthe LET theory [14]and note thatin thiscontextthe

propagatorintroduced in [1]isa m ean-� eld propagator.

A . T he velocity �eld propagator

From theexactsolution ofthesolenoidalNSE (see[9]),

wehave:

u� (k;t) = bR
(0)

�� (k;t;s)u� (k;s)+

+

�

�

Z t

s

dt
00bR

(0)

�� (k;t;t
00)

�

Z

d
3
jM ��(k)u� (j;t

00)u (k � j;t
00)

�

;

(35)

where bR
(0)
�� isthe ‘viscous’orzero-orderresponse tensor

and the hat is used to em phasize that this is the ‘re-

sponse’associated with the instantaneousvelocity � eld.

Expanding u� (k;t)in a perturbation seriesaround a

gaussian solution and equating zero-orderterm swe can

say thatthe equality

u
(0)

�
(k;t)= bR

(0)

��
(k;t;s)u(0)

�
(k;s); (36)

illustrates the propagator-like nature of bR
(0)
�� (k;t;s).

Then from looking atthe form of(35),we can postulate

the existence ofa renorm alized propagatorsuch thatwe

obtain a renorm alized version of(36)

u� (k;t)= bR �� (k;t;s)u� (k;s): (37)

M ultiply (37)by u� (� k;t
0)

u� (k;t)u� (� k;t
0)= bR �� (k;t;s)u� (k;s)u� (� k;t

0);

(38)

and averagethisequation to obtain

C�� (k;t;t
0)= R �� (k;t;s)C�� (k;s;t

0); (39)

where the propagatorisstatistically independentofthe

velocity � eld and we have used the m ean-� eld approxi-

m ation
D
bR �� (k;t;s)

E

= R �� (k;t;s): (40)

As usual, equation (39) can be turned into a sim pler

scalarform by using the propertiesofisotropictensors

C (k;t;t0)= �(t� s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;t0): (41)

The transitivity of R̂ �r(k;t;s) with respect to inter-

m ediatetim ecan beproved by applying equation (37)to

the right-hand side ofitself

u� (k;t)= bR �� (k;t;s)bR �� (k;s;t
0)u� (k;t

0); (42)

and realising thatwe could also havewritten thisas

u� (k;t)= bR �� (k;t;t
0)u� (k;t

0); (43)

im plying the result:

bR �� (k;t;t
0)= bR �� (k;t;s)bR �� (k;s;t

0); (44)

and t> s> t0.

B . T he m ean-�eld propagator

Thesim ple property ofthe propagator

R(k;t;t)= 1; (45)

can be easily shown to be necessary by setting s = tin

(30). O therpropertiescan be obtained by equating the

righthand side of(30)with the righthand side of(31):

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

= �(t� t
0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;t0): (46)

Expanding the righthand side of(46)using (34)we ob-

tain

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

= [�(t� t0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)�

� �(s� t0)R (k;s;t0)C (k;t0;t0)]

�

a

+ [�(t� t0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)�

� �(t0� s)R (k;t0;s)C (k;s;s)]

�

b

� [�(t� t0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)

� �t0;sC (k;s;t0)]:

�

c (47)

Dividing the righthand side into three groupsofterm s

labelled respectively a,b and c,we willnow look at(47)

for the two separate cases:- C ase 1, t > s > t0; and

C ase 2 t� t0> s.

1. Transitivity with respectto interm ediate tim es

Here we consider case 1 corresponding to t> s > t0

and im plying thatb= 0 and c= 0in equation (47).This

willleave

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

= [�(t� t
0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)�

� �(s� t
0)R (k;s;t0)C (k;t0;t0)]: (48)

W e now use the contraction property ofthe Heaviside

function

�(t� s)�(s� t
0)= �(t� t

0); (49)

to write (48)as

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

= �(t� t
0)R (k;t;s)R (k;s;t0)C (k;t0;t0): (50)

From this above result, we can deduce the transitive

property ofthe propagator

R (k;t;t0)= R (k;t;s)R (k;s;t0): (51)

Thisresultalso tellsusthatthetransitivity oftheprop-

agatorholdsonly fortim ess which areinterm ediate be-

tween the two tim estand t0. Thism akessense because
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otherwise,ifs was outside the range between t and t0,

we would havepropagation backwardsin tim e which vi-

olates causality. This is a result which was previously

only assum ed [14],[27]on the basisthatitcould be ex-

pected to follow from the corresponding relationship for

the velocity-� eld propagator,and isnow proved.

2. Linked single-tim e covariances

Next we consider C ase 2 t � t0 > s,which corre-

spondsto a = 0 and c= 0,leaving

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

= [�(t� t
0)�(t� s)R (k;t;s)

� �(t0� s)R (k;t0;s)C (k;s;s)

i

(52)

Thisresultisim portantbecause itlinkstwo single-tim e

covariances. This fact becom es clearer if we take the

specialcaseoft= t0.Thisgives

C (k;t;t)= �(t� s)R (k;t;s)R (k;t;s)C (k;s;s);

(53)

im plyingthatweneed twopropagatorstolinksingle-tim e

covariances.De� ning

eR (k;t;s):= R (k;t;s)R (k;t;s); (54)

Equation (53)can bem odi� ed to m akeitlook likeequa-

tion (29)

C (k;t)= �(t� s)eR (k;t;s)C (k;s): (55)

Again,thepresenceoftheunit-step function ensuresthat

the covariancecan only propagateforwardsin tim e.

III. D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E LO C A L EN ER G Y

T R A N SFER (LET ) R ESP O N SE EQ U A T IO N

The starting point forthe LET theory is the second-

orderrenorm alized covarianceequation asgiven by (15).

W e can now proceed in two ways.

1.The � rst is to substitute (34) in (15) and then

chooset> t0.

2.The second is to choose t> t0 and m ultiply both

sides of(15) by �(t� t0) to show the range over

which the equation willbe valid. Then follow this

by using the FDR,in the form ofequation (31),

throughout.

Note itisim portantthatwedo notsett= t0

in thecovarianceequation (15)aswecan only

do thisafterevaluating the derivative ofthe

2-tim ecovariance.

Both m ethodsareequivalentbutthesecond istheeasier

to use in practice.Thuswe begin by choosing the tim e-

ordering to be t� t0 and m ultiplying (15)by �(t� t0)

�(t� t
0)
@

@t
C (k;t;t0)+ �(t� t

0)�k2C (k;t;t0)

= �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

�

( Z
t
0

0

dsR (k;t0;s)C (j;t;s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

Z t

0

dsR (j;t;s)C (k;s;t0)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

:(56)

Let us look at the � rst term ofthe left hand side of

(56):

�(t� t
0)
@

@t
C (k;t;t0)

=
@

@t
�(t� t

0)C (k;t;t0)� C (k;t;t0)
@

@t
�(t� t

0)

=
@

@t
�(t� t

0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

� C (k;t;t0)
@

@t
�(t� t

0); (57)

wherewehaveapplied theproductrulein thesecond line,

and the FDT,(31)in the third line. After substituting

the di� erentialofthe Heavisideunit-step function

@

@t
�(t� t

0)= �(t� t
0); (58)

wereach our� nalform forthispartoftheresponseequa-

tion.Thus:

lefthand sideof(56)

=
@

@t
�(t� t

0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)� C (k;t;t0)�(t� t
0)

+ �k2�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0); (59)

wherethe FDR (31)wasused on thesecond term ofthe

lefthand sideof(56)also.

Now weevaluatethesecond tim eintegralon theright

hand side of(56),which welabelasTI2:

TI2 = �(t� t
0)

Z
t

0

dsR (j;t;s)C (k;s;t0)C (jk � jj;t;s):

(60)

W eneed tohavetheappropriate� functionsin frontof

thecovariancesothatthebroken tim e-reversalsym m etry

becom es m anifest. This inform ation is present in the

argum ents of the propagator and in �(t� t0). So for

C (jk � jj;t;s)

�(t� t
0)

Z t

0

dsC (jk � jj;t;s)

= �(t� t
0)

Z t

0

ds�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s); (61)
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and forC (k;s;t0)

�(t� t
0)

Z t

0

dsC (k;s;t0)

= �(t� t
0)

Z
t
0

0

dsC (k;s;t0)

+ �(t� t
0)

Z
t

t0

dsC (k;s;t0)

= �(t� t
0)

Z t
0

0

ds�(t0� s)C (k;t0;s)

+ �(t� t
0)

Z t

t0

ds�(s� t
0)C (k;s;t0); (62)

where we have used the property C (k;t;t0)= C (k;t0;t)

in the fourth line. W ith these resultswe can now write

(60)as

TI2

=

�

�(t� t
0)

Z t

t0

dsR (j;t;s)�(s� t
0)�

� C (k;s;t0)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

i

+

"

�(t� t
0)

Z t
0

0

dsR (j;t;s)�(t0� s)�

� C (k;t0;s)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

i

: (63)

The evaluation ofthe � rstintegralon the righthand

side of(56) follows sim ilarly so that the � nalLET re-

sponseequation isgiven by

@

@t
�(t� t

0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)� C (k;t;t0)�(t� t
0)

+ �k2�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0;t0)

=

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�(t� t

0)�

�

( "Z t
0

0

dsR (k;t0;s)�(t� s)�

� C (j;t;s)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

i

�

"Z t
0

0

dsR (j;t;s)�(t0� s)�

� C (k;t0;s)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

i

�

�Z
t

t0

dsR (j;t;s)�(s� t
0)�

� C (k;s;t0)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

io

: (64)

M ultiplyingboth sidesby �(t� t0),dividingby C (k;t0;t0)

and noting that

�(t� t0)C (k;t;t0)

C (k;t0;t0)
= �(t� t

0)R(k;t;t0); (65)

from theFDR,in theform ofequation (31),wereach the

sim pli� ed form with the broken tim e-reversalsym m etry

m anifest

�(t� t
0)

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

�(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)

� �(t� t
0)R(k;t;t0)� (t� t

0)+

�Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�(t� t

0)

�

Z
t

t0

dsR (j;t;s)R (k;s;t0)�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

=

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�(t� t

0)

Z t
0

0

ds
�(t� s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

C (k;t0;t0)

� fR (k;t0;s)�(t� s)C (j;t;s)

� R (j;t;s)�(t0� s)C (k;t0;s)g: (66)

A . C om parison w ith previous form s

Apartfrom theaddition ofthesecond term on theleft

hand side

� �(t� t
0)R(k;t;t0)�(t� t

0); (67)

equation (66)isthe sam e asthe LET responseequation

which appearsasequation (3.19)in [7],equation (20)in

[28]and equation (7.146)in [9].The naturaladdition of

this extra term asa consequence oftim e-ordering,� xes

the problem ofthe singularity in the tim e-derivative of

the responseequation (66)which occurswhen onetakes

t= t0.M oreim portant,ifwecom pare(64)with theDIA

responseequation (20),theadditionalterm son theright

hand sideof(64)canceltheinfra-red divergenceand en-

surecom patibility with the K olm ogorov K 41 spectrum .

IV . T H E T W O -T IM E LET T H EO R Y

A . Partial-propagator representation

W em aywritethepropagatorin arepresentationwhich

separatesthediscontinuouspartasa Heavisideunitstep

function,thus:

R(k;t;t0)= �(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0); (68)

whereR (k;t;t0)isarepresentation ofthepropagatorbut

withoutthediscontinuity att= t0.So using(68)and the

FDR (27)to turn two-tim e covariancesinto single-tim e

form ,(64)forthe responsefunction becom es:

�(t� t
0)

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

R (k;t;t0)

= � �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

�Z t

t0

dsR (k;s;t0)�

� R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)C (jk � jj;s)

i
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+ �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

Z t
0

0

ds

n

R (k;t0;s)R (j;t;s)�

� R (jk � jj;t;s)
C (jk � jj;s)

C (k;t0)
[C (j;s)� C (k;s)]

�

; (69)

for t� t0. The counter-term has been cancelled by use

ofthe productrulein the tim e-derivative.

B . T he LET closure equations

The LET Equations m ay now be sum m arised as fol-

lows.Forthetwo-tim ecovariance,wehaveequation (15),

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

C (k;t;t0)=

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�

�

( Z t
0

0

dsR (k;t0;s)C (j;t;s)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

Z
t

0

dsR (j;t;s)C (k;s;t0)C (jk � jj;t;s)

�

; (70)

and likewiseequation (16)forthesingle-tim ecovariance:

�
@

@t
+ 2�k2

�

C (k;t)= 2

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�

�

Z
t

0

dsR (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)�

[C (j;s)C (jk � jj;s)� C (k;s)C (jk � jj;s)]:(71)

where we have invoked the FDR so that alltwo-tim e

covariancesareturned into one-tim ecovariances.

For the response function we can use either (64) or

(67). The above equations along with the generalised

 uctuation-dissipation relation (FDR),

�(t� t
0)C (k;t;t0)= �(t� t

0)R(k;t;t0)C (k;t0); (72)

from which the LET is derived,and the single-tim e co-

variancelink equation

C (k;t)= �(t� s)R(k;t;s)R(k;t;s)C (k;s); (73)

com plete the setofLET equations.

The LET equations have been applied, along with

thoseoftheDIA,totheproblem offreedecayofisotropic

turbulence from arbitrary initialconditions,overa wide

rangeofTaylor-Reynoldsnum bers[29],[30].In thesein-

vestigations,thecovarianceequationson and o� thetim e

diagonalweresolved sim ultaneously with therelevantre-

sponse equation. Itwaslaterrealized thatforthe 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 ofDIA:see [7],[28]. This

work wasforthree-dim ensionalturbulence,while an ex-

tensiveinvestigation ofthetwo-dim ensionalcasehasalso

been carried out for DIA,SCF and LET theories [31],

[32],[33].

C . B ehaviour in the lim it ofin�nite R eynolds

num bers

Thelatertwo-tim eversionsoftheLET theory claim ed

thattheirsolutionswerecom patiblewith K 41.However,

thiswasnevershown explicitly.Com patibility with K 41

is now dem onstrated for the LET response/propagator

equation asgiven by (69). W e begin by writing (69)in

stationary form . This m eans that all(single-tim e) co-

variancesbecom etim e independent:

C (k;t)! C (k); (74)

and wewritethepropagatorin relativetim ecoordinates

R (k;t;t0)= R (k;t� t
0): (75)

Nextweassum etheexponentialform forthepropagator

R (k;t� t
0)= exp[� !(k)(t� t

0)]; (76)

where,asbefore,!(k)isthetotaleddy-decayrate.These

changesresultin the responseequation becom ing:

�(t� t
0)

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

exp[� !(k)(t� t
0)]

=

�

� �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)C (jk � jj)

Z
t

t0

ds�

� exp[� !(k)(s� t
0)� !(j)(t� s)� !(jk � jj)(t� s)]

i

+

"

�(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

Z
t
0

0

ds�

�

n

exp[� !(k)(t0� s)� !(j)(t� s)� !(jk � jj)(t� s)]

�
C (jk � jj)

C (k)
[C (j)� C (k)]

��

: (77)

Doing thedi� erentiation,setting t= t0 and carrying out

the tim e integration resultsin an equation for!(k):

!(k)= �k
2

+

�Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

C (jk � jj)[C (j)� C (k)]

C (k)[!(k)+ !(j)+ !(jk � jj)]
�

� (1� exp[� (!(k)+ !(j)+ !(jk � jj))t])

o

; (78)

where one can ignore the last term involving the expo-

nentialas we are considering stationary system s which

are tim e independent. Another way to justify the ne-

glectofthisterm isto realisethatitoriginatesfrom the

factthatwe choseto havethe initialconditionsatt= 0

ratherthan the m oreusualt= � 1 .

To show that (78) is not divergent we com plete

our analysis by substituting the inertialrange/ in� nite

Reynoldsnum berform sforC (k)and !(k):

C (k)=
�"2=3

4�
k
�11=3

; (79)
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!(k)= �"
1=3

k
2=3

; (80)

where� and � areconstants,and by writing theintegral

in k;j;� variables

!(k)= �k
2

+

�Z

dj

Z

d�
kj3(�2 � 1)[�(k2 + j2)� kj(1+ 2�2)]

k2 + j2 � 2kj�
�

�
���1 "1=3 jk � jj

�11=3
�
j�11=3 � k�11=3

�

k�11=3
h

k2=3 + j2=3 + jk � jj
2=3

i

9
=

;
(81)

where� isthecosineoftheanglebetween thetwovectors

k and j.

There are three possible sourcesofdivergence (ofthe

infra-red type) in this expression. However,from equa-

tion (81),it m ay be seen that the k ! 0 and j ! 0

lim its do notpose a problem . The � nalpossible source

oftrouble jk � jj! 0 can be resolved by realising that

theterm
�
j�11=3 � k�11=3

�
cancelsthedivergencecaused

by the jk � jj
�11=3

term .Thisisshown by expanding

jk � jj
�11=3

=
�
k
2 + j

2
� 2kj�

��11=6
; (82)

and substituting in equation (81). O ne then Taylorex-

pandsk around jtoleadingorderin � = k� jin both the

num eratorand denom inatoroftheintegrand in equation

(81).Thisresultsin the integrand becom ing

(11=3)���1 "1=3

(2)17=6
�

�

�
2j2�(1� �)� j2

�
(�2 � 1)(1� �)�17=6 �

j16=6
�
2j2=3 + (2j2)1=3(1� �)1=3

� ;(83)

and focusing on the term (�2 � 1)(1� �)�17=6 � we can

see thatas� ! 0,the integrand goesto zero,exceptat

� = 1 where the integrand is singular. This singularity

can be avoided ifwewritethe lim itsofthe � integralas

Z 1

�1

d� !

Z
"1

�1

d� ; (84)

where" 1 im pliesin thelim itapproaching 1 from below.

This com pletes the analysis in the lim it of in� nite

Reynolds num ber. Further inform ation on the above

technique can be found in [9].

V . SIN G LE-T IM E M A R K O V IA N IZED LET

T H EO R Y

Therelevantsingletim eLET equationsarethesingle-

tim e covariance(using the partialpropagatorform ):

�
@

@t
+ 2�k2

�

C (k;t)= 2

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�

�

Z t

0

dsR (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)�

[C (j;s)C (jk � jj;s)� C (k;s)C (jk � jj;s)]; (85)

the responseequation

�(t� t
0)

�
@

@t
+ �k

2

�

R (k;t;t0)

= � �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

�Z t

t0

dsR (k;s;t0)�

� R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)C (jk � jj;s)

i

+ �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

Z t
0

0

ds

n

R (k;t0;s)R (j;t;s)�

� R (jk � jj;t;s)
C (jk � jj;s)

C (k;t0)
[C (j;s)� C (k;s)]

�

; (86)

and the single-tim ecovariancelink equation

C (k;t)= �(t� s)R(k;t;s)R(k;t;s)C (k;s); (87)

M aking a M arkovian approxim ation wecan write(85)

as:

�
@

@t
+ 2�k2

�

C (k;t)= 2

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

� C (jk � jj;t)[C (j;t)� C (k;t)]; (88)

where the M arkovian approxim ation am ountsto updat-

ing each C (s)to C (t),and where

D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

=

Z t

0

dsR (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s); (89)

isthe m em ory tim e.

W enow need som ewayofcom putingD (k;j;jk � jj;t);

thatis,ofupdating it.W edo thisby di� erentiating (89)

with respectto t

@

@t
D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

= 1+

Z
t

0

ds

��
@

@t
R (k;t;s)

�

R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)

+ R (k;t;s)

�
@

@t
R (j;t;s)

�

R (jk � jj;t;s)

+ R (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)

�
@

@t
R (jk � jj;t;s)

��

: (90)

To evaluate (90)we need to know the dynam icalbe-

haviourofR (k;t;s).W eobtain thisfrom equation (86).

Proceed by writing (86)in Langevin form

�(t� t
0)

�
@

@t
+ �k

2 + �(k;t;t0)

�

R (k;t;t0)= 0; (91)

where

�(k;t;t0)

= �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

�Z
t

t0

dsR (k;s;t0)�
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� R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)C (jk � jj;s)

i

� �(t� t
0)

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)

Z
t
0

0

ds

n

R (k;t0;s)R (j;t;s)�

� R (jk � jj;t;s)
C (jk � jj;s)

C (k;t0)
[C (j;s)� C (k;s)]

�

; (92)

istheturbulenteddy-decay rateand isobtained by com -

parison with (86).

Rearranging (91)we obtain

�(t� t
0)
@

@t
R (k;t;t0)

= � �(t� t
0)
�
�k

2 + �(k;t;t0)
�
R (k;t;t0); (93)

and thisallowsusto write(90)as:

@

@t
D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

= 1�

Z t

0

ds

h

R (k;t;s)R (j;t;s)R (jk � jj;t;s)�

�

h�

�k
2 + �j

2 + � jk � jj
2
�

+ �(k;t;s)

+ �(j;t;s)+ �(jk � jj;t;s)

ii

: (94)

To be able to calculate (94)we need to take the M arko-

vian step

�(k;t;s)! �(k;t): (95)

W ecan justify thisstep bylookingatequations(87),(88)

and (91).Equation (91)hasa generalsolution

R (k;t;t0)= exp

�

� �k
2(t� t

0)�

Z
t

t0

ds�(k;s;t0)

�

:

(96)

Ifwewrite (88)in the suggestiveform

�
@

@t
+ 2�k2 + 2�(k;t)

�

C (k;t)= 0; (97)

where

�(k;t)= �

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)D (k;j;jk � jj;t)�

�
C (jk � jj;t)

C (k;t)
[C (j;t)� C (k;t)]; (98)

then wecan writethe generalsolution of(97)as

C (k;t)

= exp

�

� 2�k2(t� t
0)� 2

Z
t

t0

ds�(k;s)

�

C (k;t0)

=

�

exp

�

� �k
2(t� t

0)�

Z t

t0

ds�(k;s)

��2

C (k;t0):(99)

W riting (87)as

C (k;t)= �(t� t
0)R (k;t;t0)R (k;t;t0)C (k;t0); (100)

and com paring with (99),thissuggests

R (k;t;t0)= exp

�

� �k
2(t� t

0)�

Z t

t0

ds�(k;s)

�

: (101)

Butcom paring thiswith (96),wesee that

Z t

t0

ds�(k;s)=

Z t

t0

ds�(k;s;t0): (102)

Com paring the form s of�(k;s) and �(k;t;s),(98) and

(92),wesee that

�(k;s)= �(k;s;s): (103)

Also in (102),sinceboth tand t0arearbitrary,such that

wecan m aket� t0,wem ay m aketheim portantassum p-

tion that

�(k;s;t0) = �(k;s)

= �(k;s;s)= �(k;s): (104)

This tells us that in the case ofthe �(k;s;t0) term ,we

need only concern ourselveswith the on-diagonalterm s

[35]�(k;s;s)= �(k;s),which isa M arkovian sim pli� ca-

tion.

G oing back to (94),we can now writeitas

@

@t
D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

= 1�

h�

�k
2 + �j

2 + � jk � jj
2
�

+ �(k;t)+ �(j;t)

+ �(jk � jj;t)

i

D (k;j;jk � jj;t); (105)

which along with (88)can beused to evolvethem em ory

tim e.

A . Single-tim e M arkovianized LET equations

The � nalequationsforthe single-tim e evolution m ay

now be sum m arised as:
�
@

@t
+ 2�k2

�

C (k;t)= 2

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)�

� D (k;j;jk � jj;t)C (jk � jj;t)[C (j;t)� C (k;t)]

= � 2�(k;t)C (k;t); (106)

�(k;t) = �

Z

d
3
jL (k;j)D (k;j;jk � jj;t)�

�
C (jk � jj;t)

C (k;t)
[C (j;t)� C (k;t)];(107)

and

@

@t
D (k;j;jk � jj;t)

= 1�

h�

�k
2 + �j

2 + � jk � jj
2
�

+ �(k;t)+ �(j;t)

+ �(jk � jj;t)

i

D (k;j;jk � jj;t): (108)
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These equations can be solved num erically with som e

suitablechoiceofinitialconditions:

C (k;t= 0) =
E (k;t= 0)

4�k2
; (109)

where E (k;t= 0)isan arbitrarily chosen initialenergy

spectrum ,and

D (k;j;jk � jj;t= 0)= 0: (110)

Thelastoftheseinitialconditionsfollowsfrom thede� ni-

tion ofD (k;j;jk � jj;t)in equation (87)and thisin turn

im plies,from (107),that�(k;t= 0)= 0,asisexpected,

becausethe cascadehasnotyetbegun att= 0.

This set ofequations is alm ost identicalto those of

theTestField M odel(TFM )[34],theexception being an

extraterm on therighthand sideof(105)when com pared

with the corresponding TFM equation. As before,this

extra term guaranteescom patibility with K 41.However,

itrem ainstobeseen how wellthesingle-tim eLET theory

perform swhen com puted forthestandard testproblem s.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have seen that our tim e-ordering procedures,as

reported in [1]have allowed usto tidy up som e aspects

of the LET theory. In particular, we have been able

to derive a single-tim e form of the theory, which we

have M arkovianized so that it can be com pared with

well-known m odels such as TFM or EDQ NM .Such a

com parison willrequirenum ericalcom putation and this

willbe the subject offurther work. However,we shall

conclude here with som e rem arks about the role ofthe

 uctuation-dissipation relation in the Eulrean two-tim e

closures,DIA,SCF and LET theories.

As we have seen, LET uses the FDR either to de-

rive the response equation or to be used instead of a

responseequation.Thatis,with thesecond-ordercovari-

anceequationsforC (k;t;t0)and C (k;t;t)wecan specify

R(k;t;t0)through theFDR and thisgivesustherequisite

setofthreeequations.

In contrast,SCF workswith (16)forC (k;t;t),theDIA

responseequation (20)forR(k;t;t0)and theFDR to cal-

culateC (k;t;t0).Calculationsbased on thesethreeequa-

tionsareknown toagreequitecloselywith thoseforDIA,

consisting ofequations(15),(16)and (20).

In thecaseoftheDIA,onem ay testtheideaofaFDR

by introducing a m odi� ed response function R0(k;t;t0),

such that

R
0(k;t;t0)=

Q (k;t;t0)

Q (k;t0;t0)
: (111)

Thisquantity playsno partin thecalculation.However,

at each stage, ~R can be calculated from the above re-

lationship and com pared with the actualDIA response

function R atthesam estage.Itisthiscom parisonthatis

thebasisoftheobservation thattheFDR isquitea good

approxim ation atsm allerwavenum bersbutislessgood

in thedissipation range[20].However,such acom parison

assum esthattheDIA responseequation is‘right’and the

FDR is‘wrong’.In factwe know thatthe DIA response

equation doesnotpossessthe correctbehaviouratlarge

Reynoldsnum bersand thereforecannotbea standard of

com parison. In our view,the com parison ofDIA with

LET isa fairertestoftheuseoftheFDR forturbulence.

Lastly, our derivation of the FDR [1] is correct to

second-order in renorm alized perturbation theory. Ac-

cordingly it is an approxim ation,but no m ore an ap-

proxim ation than the second-ordercovarianceequations

(15)and (16).Thereforeitsusewith theseequations,as

in the LET theory,is entirely consistent. Nevertheless,

we should draw a distinction between thissituation and

thatin m icroscopicequilibrium system s,wherethelinear

form (27)holdsto allordersin perturbation theory.
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