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T he Inverse energy cascade of tw o-din ensional (2D ) turbulence is often represented phe-
nom enologically by a Newtonian stressstrain relation with a hegative eddy-viscosity’.
Here we develop a fundam ental approach to a turbulent constitutive law for the 2D in—
verse cascade, based upon a convergent m ultiscale gradient M SG) expansion.To st
order in gradients we nd that the turbulent stress generated by amn allscale eddies is
proportional not to strain but instead to “kew -strain,’ ie. the strain tensor rotated by
45 :The skew -strain from a given scale ofm otion m akes no contribution to energy ux
across eddies at that scale, so that the inverse cascade cannot be strongly scale-local.
W e show that this conclusion extends a result of K raichnan for spectral transfer and
is due to absence of vortex-stretching In 2D . This Weakly local’ m echanism of nverse
cascade requires a relative rotation between the principal directions of strain at di er—
ent scales and we argue for this using both the dynam ical equations ofm otion and also
a heuristic m odel of thinning’” of sm allscale vortices by an in posed large-scale strain.
C arrying out our expansion to second-order In gradients, we nd two additional tem s
in the stress that can contrbute to energy cascade. The rst isa Newtonian stressw ith
an eddy-viscosiy’ due to di erential strain-rotation, and the second is a tensile stress
exerted along vorticity contour-lines. T he Jatter was anticipated by K raichnan for a very
specialm odel situation of an allscale vortex wavepackets In a uniform strain eld.W e
prove a proportionality in 2D between the m ean rates of di erential strain-rotation and
of vorticity-gradient stretching, analogous to a sin ilar relation of Betchov for 3D . Ac—
cording to this result the second-order stresses will also contrbute to Inverse cascade
when, as isplausble, vorticity contour-lines lengthen on average by turbulent advection.

1. Introduction

A Im ost forty yearsago, K raichnan (1967) predicted an Inverse cascade ofenergy in two—
dim ensional (2D ) lncom pressible uid turbulence.T his isperhapsone ofthem ost intrigu—
ing turbulent phenom ena to occur In classical uids.K raichnan proposed an inertialrange
with ak > powerdaw energy spectrum , jist as in threedin ensions (3D ), butwiha ux
of energy from sm allscales to large-scales rather than the reverse. K raichnan’s detailed
predictions for steady-state forced 2D turbulence have been con m ed w ith increasing
precision in a serdes ofnum ericalsim ulations [Lilly (1971),Lilly (1972),Fyfe,M ontgom ery
& Joyce (1977),Siggia & Aref (1981),Hossain, M atthaeus & M ontgom ery (1983), Frisch
& Sulem (1984),Herring & M di illiam s (1985),M alrud & Vallis (1991),Bo etta,Celani
& Vergassola (2000)] and laboratory experin ents [Somm eria (1986), Paret & Tabeling
(1998), Rutgers (1998), Rivera (2000)]. In fact, i can be rigorously proved that an in—
verse cascade w ith constant (hegative) ux of energy must occur In a forced 2D uid,
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if dam ping at low -wavenum bers keeps the energy nite in the high Reynolds num ber
Iim i Eyink (1996a)).K raichnan’s sem inalconcept ofan ‘inverse cascade’ has since been
fruitfully extended to other physical situations, such as Inverse cascade of m agnetic he—
licity in 3D m agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence Frisch et al. (1975)), of wave action in
weak turbulence (Zakharov & Zaslavskii (1982); see also Zakharov (1967)) and ofpassive
scalars in com pressble uid turbulence (Chertkov, K olokolov & Vergassola (1998)).

A ttem pts have often been m ade to account for the 2D inverse energy cascade phe—
nom enon by a negative eddy-viscosity, either w ithin analytical closure theories K raich-—
nan (1971a), K raichnan (1971b), K raichnan (1976)) orm ore phenom enologically (Starr
(1968)). Such a description postulates a constitutive law for the turbulent stress pro—
portional to the strain, i3 = 2 1 Siy; with a viscosity coe cient 1 < 0.However, an
exact elim Ination of turbulent sm allscales gives rise to a stress om ula which is quite
di erent:nonlocal in space, history-dependent and stochastic (Lindenberg, W est & K ot—
talam (1987),Eyink (1996b)).Thus, any localand determ inistic param eterization ofthe
stress, such as by an eddy-viscosity, can be only an approxin ate representation at best.
N evertheless, such sin pli ed constitutive relations can be quite usefulto ilum nate som e
of the basic physics of turbulent cascades and they are also in portant, of course, for use
In practical num ericalm odelling schem es.

In a previous paper Eyink, subm itted), hereafter referred to as (I), we developed a
general approxin ation schem e for the turbulent stress, based upon a m ultiscale gradient
M SG) expansion. W e em ployed there the IYering approach to spacescale resolution
In turbulence Gem ano (1992)), which is also used in LargeEddy Simulation LES)
m odeling schem es (M eneveau & Katz (2000)).W ihin that fram ework we developed an
expansion of the stress, rst n contributions from di erent scales of m otion and then
In term s of spacegradients of the Itered velocity eld.A s a concrete application ofthe
general schem e we considered In (I) the orward cascade of energy and helicity in 3D .
In this paper we apply the sam e form alisn to the 2D nverse energy cascade. In certain
respects, the 2D theory ism ore di cul than 3D , because of certain peculiarities of the
Inverse cascade. W e nd that contrbutions to the stress from velocity-increm ents at
sub- lter scales aremuch m ore In portant In 2D that In 3D . A Iso, temm s second-order in
Soacegradientsplay a signi cant role in the 2D inverse cascade, whereas in 3D the tem s

rst-order In gradients appear to su ce. Recognizing these facts has proved crucial to

unravelling the physics of the 2D inverse energy cascade.

However, 2D is sin pler than 3D in respect of geom etry. A s we discussed In (I), the
localenergy ux is given in generalby a scalar product

= S 1a)

where S is the Iered strain tensor and is the deviatoric (ie. traceless part of the)
stress tensor .The quantity de ned in (1.1) represents the rate of work done by the
largescale strain against the stress induced by the an allscales. In 3D, this expression
Involves three eigenvalues for each tensor, and also three Euler angles which goecify the
relative orientations of the tensor eigenfram es. However, In 2D one has sin ply

= ( )oos@ ); a2

where — are the two elgenvalues of S ; =2 are the two elgenvalies of; and is
the angl between the eigenfram es of these tensors. W e have taken 0 6 6 =2 and
—; > 0:Thus, the essence of the inverse energy cascade lies exactly in the tendency
that 06 < =4:Ife'’ arethetwo eigenvectors of the deviatoric stress corresponding
to the eigenvalues =2; then there is a net tensilke or expansive stress =2 along the
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ei ) direction and a net contractik or com pressive stress =2 along the ¢ direction.
Therefore, when 0 6 < =4 holds, the stretching direction e ' of the strain is aligned

prin arily along the direction of net tensile stress, whereas the squeezing direction e!)
ofthe strain is aligned m ainly along the direction of contractile stress. In that case, the
stress cooperates w ith the strain rather than resists it, and negative work is done by the
large-scales against the am allscales.

Ourprin ary ob fctive in this work is to gain som e understanding how this character-
istic alignm ent com es about in 2D . In a negative-viscosity m odel, the stress is directly
proportionalto the strain or, equivalently, the alignm ent angle = 0:This con guration
leads to m axin al nverse cascade but it is unlikely to occur uniform Iy throughout the

ow . In fact, am ain result ofourwork isthat, to rst-order In gradients and considering

only the contrbution to stress from scales ofm otion near the Iter scale, the alignm ent
isinstead = =4 everywhere [Section 2.1.1].W e callsuch a stress law kew N ew tonian’
and, from (12), it gives zero energy ux.Thus, to rstorder In gradients, no energy ux

can arise in 2D from strongly scaleJocal interactions, In agreem ent w ith a conclusion
ofK raichnan (1971b).0n the other hand, skew N ew tonian stress from sn aller subscale
m odes can give rise to non-vanishing ux, since the stress is ordented at angle =4 wih

respect to the strain at the sam e scal, not the large-scale strain S Bection 212].W e
argue that the ux from skew N ew tonian stress produced by m ore distant sub lter scales
is negative, on average, because of a relative rotation of the principal directions of strain
at distinct scales. A plausbl explanation for this characteristic rotation is advanced
based on the exact equation for the rotation angle R ppendix A ]and a heuristicm odelof
Yortex-thinning’ [Section 2.1 3].Furthem ore, two addiionalm ain m echanisn sofinverse
cascade are predicted by carrying our expansion to second-order in gradients: a New to—
nian stress with eddy-viscosity due to di erential strain-rotation and a tensilke stress
directed along vorticity contour-lines [Section 22.1].The Jatter e ect was anticipated by

K raichnan (1976) Rppendix B ] and i produces inverse cascade w hen vorticity-gradients
are stretched by the largescale strain. W e derive an identity R ppendix C ] that shows
that, under the sam e condition, the eddy-viscosity due to di erential strain—rotation is
negative on average and produces inverse cascade. T hese m echanian s operate for stress
produced by sub lter scalesalso,butm oreweakly them oredistant In scale [Section 2 2 2].

2. TheM uliScale M odelin 2D

In this section we shalldevelop for 2D theM SG expansion of the turbulent stress that
was elaborated in generalin (I). To keep our discussion as brief as possble, we shall
refer to (I) form ost of the technicaldetails and only outline here the m ain points of the
generalschem e.W e em ploy the standard ‘ tering approach’ (G em ano (1992)),which is
reviewed, for exam ple, by M eneveau & Katz (2000).Thus, we Iter the velocity eld u
wih a kemelG at a selected length-scale ' In order to de ne a Yargescalk’ eld u from
scales > ‘and a com plem entary Ymalkscal! eldu®=u U from scals< ‘:However,
we further decom pose the velocity eld usihg test kemels , (r) = ‘nd (r="Y,) into
contrbutionsu @) from length-scales> Y, = " “:ThedierenceuP! y® yo0 b
then represents the velocity contrbution from length-scales between Y, ;1 and Y}, and
yields a m ultiscale decom position

u= u bl 21)
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of the velocity eld. In this paper we assum e a scaleratioc = 2:W e also assum g, or
sin plicity, that thekemelsG and areequal.Thus,thetwo ltered eds@and e = u®
at length " are equaland we need no longer keep the second as a distinct ob gct.

Since the Itered velocity eldsu ®) are sn ooth, they m ay be Taylrexpanded into a
series oftemm s from m th-ordergradientsr ™ u ®) : A ppropriate fiinctionals ofthe velocity
eld m ay be expressed in thism anner as a summ ation over both the gradient index m
and the scale ndex n, which we calla m ultiscale gradient M SG ) expansion.Am ong the
m ost in portant quantities orwhich such aM SG representation m ay be developed is the
turbulent stresstensor .The latter quantity isde ned m athem aticallyas = uu Uuu:
P hysically, it gives the contribution of the sn allscales to spatial trangpoort of large-scale
mom entum and i is the quantity which requires tlosure’ In the equation for the large—
scale velocity U : It was proved In (I) that there is a convergent M SG expansion for the

stress tensor, under realistic conditions for turbulent cascades.

W e should rem ark that two related but distinct approxin ations for the subscale stress
were developed In (I). The 1rst (I, Section 3) was a system atic expansion, which we
shall refer to sin ply as the M SG expansion. T his is a doubly—-in nie series in orders of
Soacegradients and In scales of the velocity eld, which converges to the exact subscale
stress. H owever, as discussed In (I), the rate of convergence of the expansion In orderm
of spacegradients is apt to be quite slow as the scale-index n is increased. To obtain a
m ore rapidly convergent gradient-expansion in the an allscales, w e developed also am ore
approxin ate m ethod (I, Section 4). In thism odi ed approach the sn alkscale stress was
estin ated from velociy-increm ents for sgparation vectors in a certain subset for which
the gradient-expansion is rapidly convergent, at all scales. T he hypothesis underlying
this approxin ation is that the stress due to velocity-increm ents for sgparation vectors
from all subregions is sin ilar and can be estin ated, to a good approxim ation, by the
stress arising from the distinguished subset. W e referred to this m odi ed expansion in
(I) as the Coherent-=Subregions A pproxin ation (€ SA ), or the CSA-M SG expansion. It is
guaranteed to converge rapidly, but its accuracy depends upon the quality of the basic
hypothesis. T he Jatter seem s plausble but should be sub fcted to em pirical tests.

A swe shall see below, it ism ore in portant to consider the contributions of sub lter
scales in the 2D inverse energy cascade than it is iIn the 3D forw ard cascade. T herefore, the
rapid convergence of the CSA M SG expansion at sm all-scales m akes it m ore practical
than the system atic expansion for 2D, and only the form er will be considered here.
H ow ever, given the close form alrelation between them , m ost of our qualitative, physical
discussion below can be carried over, w th som e m inor changes, to the system atic M SG
expansion, and i is only for the purpose of quantitative com parisons that the CSA
expansion is to be preferred. To descrbe this approxin ation schem e it is necessary to
decom pose the turbulent stressas = % U where we refer to $ as the ystem atic’
contrdoution to the stress and to  u%° as the uctuation’ contrdoution. For fiirther
discussion of these two termm s and for m athem atical form ulas, see (I; 2.13-14). In tem s
ofthese tw o quantities, the generalC SA-M SG expression for the stress in any din ension
dwasgiven In (I), to nth-order In scale Index and m th-order in gradients, as:

Xt
mm) _ o Klim) GOkl ) 0K Tim ) 22)
k=0 kik%=0

U sing the results form = 2 as illustration, as in (I), we have

o kli2) _ EZ[k] e @u ¥eu™ + gik] v @%ukl @%ykK!
’ d Fex, ex 2dd+ 2) ¥ex1@x, @x1@%,
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g[kl
+—2 — w4 uklgul 23)
4dd+ 2)
and
; 1 —x
0k} @) _ N k]
u = —p—C 4 u 24)
2d N, -k

T he coe cients C_p[k] in thismodel for p = 2;4; ::: represent the partial pth-m om ents of
the lterkemelG over a spherical shell of separation vectors of length % ; corrected
by a m ultiplicative factor of N, = 2%¢ to com pensate for the decreasing volum e of those
shells with increasing k: E xplicit expressions were given for these coe cients wih a
Gaussian Ier, n (I), Appendix C y.N otice that, w ith the volum e-corrected coe cients
used here, the " uctuation’ term s in (2 2) are decreased relative to the wherent’ temm s
by the factors 1= NN yo:These were proposed in (I) as a consequence ofa central Iim it
theorem argum ent for the averages over volum e that de ne the " uctuation’ velocities in
(2 4) . Because of this, those tem s are expected for larger k to be negligble relative to
the Yystem atic’ contrbutions in 2 2).

T his brief synopsis provides enough background on the M SG expansion for our appli-
cation in this paper to the 2D inverse cascade. For m athem atical derivations and m ore
extensive physical discussion, see (D).

2.1. The FirstO rder M odel

To begin our discussion of the 2D energy cascade, we shall consider the CSA-M SG
expansion of the stress developed to rst-order in velocity-gradients. A ccording to the
general form ula In equations 2 2)-(2 4), the expansion of the stress then contains only
the oherent’ part %; since the “ uctuation’ velocity u O vanishes to rst-order. T hus, In
any space din ension d; the expansion is given to this order by

il o k11
®;1) _ o kI 2.5)

k=0
w ith

— k]
JkLw _ Co ,CQu leu [k],
d ¥ ex; @xy’

consisting of just the rst temm in 23). See also (;52). Tem s or large values of k
becom e negligbly small UV scaledocality), so that the Imit asn ! 1 exists.Fora
m onofractalvelocity eld with Holder exponent everyw here 1=3 | as expected in the 2D
Inverse cascade Paret & Tabeling (1998), Yakhot (1999),Bo etta, Celani& Vergassola

(2000))| thekth term in (2.6) scakesas ¢~ Eyink (2005)and T).
W e now specialize them odelto 2D , using the standard form ula for a velocity-gradient

(defom ation) m atrix in 2D,

(2.6)

Qu; 1
Sij 2 i3l @7

@Xj

which relates it the sym m etric, traceless strain m atrix S and (pseudo)scalar vorticity ! :

y The expressions involve incom plete Gamm a functions, For the case d = 2 relevant herg,

d+p . x? x" X

these becom e, for p = 2m ; —=ix = (l+m;x)=m!1l 1+ x+ 55+ + 5 e ;

iIn tem s of elem entary functions. See Abram ow itz & Stegun (1964), ormulas 652 and 6513
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Here ;5 istheantisymm etric LeviC ivita tensor in 2D . Substituting (2.7) into (2.6) yields

R 11—k k1l 1
o ki1 _ 2 klakl k] o k]
¥ = 5Cz % SuSpt! S + 7 o7 ¥ ©.8)

w here we have de ned the skew-strain m atrix as Sij = Sik kjY.In term s ofm atrix arrays

S11 Si2 S22 Sina

S S12 SRR S S11 S12 @
T hus, the skew -strain is also symm etric and traceless. It is easy to see that the strain
and skew -strain are orthogonal in the standard m atrix innerproduct S:8 = 0 (and
hence the pre x kew’).The various tem s that appear n (2.8) are the sam e as those
in equation (I;54) for 3D and have the sam e physical Interpretations. N ote, how ever, a
principal di erence with 3D is the absence of tem s proportionalto ! i[k]! j[k]: Since the
only com ponent of vorticity is perpendicular to the plane of m otion, no stress can be
directed along vortex-lines in 2D .

211. The Strong UV -Local Tem s

Tt is interesting to consider separately the rst term In @.5), Pr k = 0; shee &
corresoonds to the stress contribution from lter-scale velocity-increm ents.T hus, we refer
to this asthe strongly UV -local contribution. It is the only sum m and in the form ula (2.5)
which is closed In tem s of the lered velocity @ = u © : In fact, this term corresponds
Just to the welkknown Nonlnear M odel for the turbulent stress M eneveau & Katz
(2000)), as discussed at length in (I).

The m ost in portant observation about the strongly UV -local tetrm in 2D is that it
gives zero energy ux, pointw ise In space. T his is obvious for the term proportional to
J¥; since it is a pressure contribution. Furthem ore, the rst term is proportional to
§2 = 721 10 2D, where I is the ddentity m atrix, and is thus also a pressure contrioution .
Here we have used the Cayley-H am itton theorem and the fact that the strain m atrix in
2D hastwoeigenvalnes ~— ofequalm agniudebut opposite sign.T herefore, the rsttem
contrbutes also zero ux.Thetem In (2.8) proportionalto the skew —strain is deviatoric
but it does not contribute to energy ux, by the orthogonality m entioned earlier.W e can
thus conclude that there is no energy ux anywhere in space arising from the strongly
UV -local interactions, to rst-order in velocity-gradients.

T his conclusion agrees w ith a result of K raichnan (1971b), who showed that energy
cascade in 2D cannot be strongly scale-local. Tt is worthw hile to sum m arize his dem on—
stration, which isbased on the detailed conservation of energy and enstrophy in Fourder
space. Let T (k;p;q) represent the energy transfer into wavenum ber m agnitude k from
all triads of wavenum bers w ith m agnitudes k;p;q: A m easure of the scale-locality of the
triad is provided by the param eter

= g Kknea=Km i) > 0;

where Ky in7kn ed7kn ax are the m inimum , m edian, and m axin um wavenum ber m agni-
tudes, respectively, from the triad k;p;q. Intuiively, this quantiy representsthe hum ber
ofcascade steps’ between them inim um and m edian wavenum ber.N otethatky, ax 6 2ky eq
by wavenum ber addition, so that Iog, Ky ax=km n) 6 + 1:Thus, the parameter unam -
bigously m easures the ratio of scales involved in the triadic interaction. In these tem s,

y Thisdi ers slightly from the generalde nition given in (I), which would lead us in 2D to

k]
termm as kew -strain’ instead the product ! kI8 " This slight di erence In termm inology should
cause no di culy.
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nonlocalz Interactions corresoond to those triads w ith 1 and strongly scaleZlocal
ones to those with 1: Kraichnan (1971b) noted that In 2D the transfer fiinction
satis esboth

T &kip;ad) + T isk) + T @k;p) = 0 (2.10)

as a consequence of energy conservation, and
K*T kjpia) + P'T igik) + €T (@ikip) = 0 @11)

by conservation of enstrophy.M ultiplying through (.10) by ¢ and subtracting from
2.11) gives

k> DT kipi+ © )T eigik) = O: 12)

Thus, ifk § p = g; then T k;p;p) = 0; and substituting back nto (2.10) gives also
T E;p;k) = T (;k;p) = 0: Hence, there is zero transfer, if any two wavenum bers have
equalm agnitudes, and, in particular, if = 0:However, i is very plausble to expect
that the transfer function will be continuous in the wavenum ber m agniude. In that
case, transfer w ill be vanishingly sm all also in the lim it that 1l:K raichnan (1971b)
obtained m ore quantitative results using his analytical TestF ield-M odel (TFM ) closure.
He found (see hisFigure 2) that roughly 90% ofthe energy ux com es from triadsw ith

> 1;70% wih > 2,and 60% wih > 3.To obtain 90% ofthe totalenergy ux In
the TFM clsure required ncluding alltrdadswith 6 5:Thus, the 2D energy cascade
was predicted by the K raichnan to be scaledocal (cf. also the exact analysis In Eyink
(2005)) but only weakly so.

T here is a fundam ental relationship between our argum ent and K raichnan’s. This is
best understood by recalling the form ofthe energy ux in 3D from the strongly local,

rst-order tem s, equation (I;5.11) and see also Borue & O rszag (1998)1]:

.1 S
©i1) - ¢ 2 TrE)+ 7T sT @.13)

Both ofthese term svanish in 2D , the second because of absence of vortex-stretching.A s
discussed In (I), the rsttem can also be related to vortex-stretching, at least in a space—
average sense, by a relation ofBetchov (1956).0 foourse, the lack of vortex-stretching in
2D is also what underlies the conservation of enstrophy, used in K raichnan’s argum ent.
T he argum ent that we have given con m s K raichnan’s conclusion and extends i to be
also pointw ise in space.

212.TheW eakly UV -LocalTem s

From the preceding discussion we can see that any energy ux that arisesto st order
In gradients must be due to sub lter m odes, wih k > 0: Since the contrbution from
m odes w ith k 1 is also an all, the ux com es prin arily from the weakly local termm s
wih k & 1:Thiscontrbution foreach k > 1 can arise sokly from the skew -strain term in
the stress (2.8), since, by the sam e reasoning as above, the other two tem s are isotropic
stresses or pressures. The ux from m odes at scale k is thus

kL) _ i_z[k]‘ﬁ 1Kl g0O) :g[k]

C

2.14
> @.14)

z N ote that this de nition m akes no distinction between ultraviolet UV ) and infrared (IR)
nonlocal interactions, as In Eyink (2005).
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This can be rew ritten in m ore intuitive fashion using bolar coordinates’ for strain m a—
trices:

_ cos2 ) sin 2 ) . _ sn@ ) cos@2 ) .
5= sn@ ) s ) S= s ) shE) @15
Here = ij:pE is the (positive) strain eigenvalie and = (1=2)arctan(S1,=S11) is the

angle m ade by the fram e of strain eigenvectors el ) ;e( " with a xed orthogonal fram e.

N ote, ncidentally, that the skew -strain is cbtained by rotating the fram e of the strain
by =4 radians.By choosing appropriately am ong the two uni eigenvectors ei ) ; one
can awaysensurethat 0 6 j j< =2:Thus, from (.14), 215),

(1 kI, .
k@) _ c2 }2( 0) [k]![k]smlz( k1 (0))]; 216)

a rem arkably sin ple and com pact resut.
The total ux from allscalesk = 0;1;:u5n to st order in gradients is thus
1) X ~klo ©0) K1y Kkl k1 ©)
= Co % PP sin 2 ( )1z 2.17)
k=1

In order to achieve an inverse energy cascade, it m ust hold that the term s in the sum are
negative on average, at least for k & 1: The sign of (2.16) is detem ined com pltely by
the factor ! Klsinp ( ¥! ©3]; which depends upon the relative angle ¥! ©: Ifwe
choosethat 0 6 j k! ©3<  =2; then this factorw illbe negative ifthe strain—fram e at
scake k lags the strain-frameat scak 0 ( ¥l < @) in regionswhere ! ¥! > 0; and leads
( ¥1'> Oy i regions where ! ¥! < 0: Under these conditions, the sm allscale stress
w i1l cooperate w ith the lJarge-scale strain and the latter w ill do negative w ork . N ote that
this is quite di erent from a hegativeviscosity’ m echanism , with a Newtonian stress
proportional to strain sk, Instead, the crucial deviatoric com ponent of the stress is of

k]
the om X8 ;where Kkl = C) 21 k=2 has din ensions of a di usion constant and
m ay be term ed ‘skew -viscosity .
W e see that a contrbution to Inverse energy cascade at scale k requires an anti-

correlation in the signs of ! ¥ and k! ©: A plausble dynam ical m echanism for
this can be suggested, based upon the exact equation for the strain orientation angle:
1
( ) © = PR S ; (218)

with D t(k) =@+ u® r the advective derivative at scak k;
Q(k): 4p(k)= }[! (k)]Z 2[(k)]2 (219)
2
the pressure hessian at scale k; and

K ® =" P ru® (220)

a space transport term due to pressure forces. T he term s In (2.18) represent contri-
butions from the turbulent stress due to m odes at length-scales < % : See Appendix A

for the derivation. A ccording to 218), D¢ ®  }*7 in a 2D inverse energy cascade
range, so that the rotation-rate increases w ith increasing k. Since the pressure contri-
bution r K% is spatially-nonlocal and averages to zero, it can be treated as random
noise. W e shall lkew ise disregard the e ect of subgrid tem s : Thus, the expected
correlation willbe created in strain-dom inated regions with Q ® < 0; shce ® there
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rotates against the locality vorticity ! ) and faster for larger k: Sihce the ux (2.16) is
proportional also to the strain m agnitudes ©; ®); most of the cascade should occur
in the strain regions w here this counterrotation occurs.

213. A Heuristic M odel

A sinplem odelproblem m ay help to ilum inate the basicm echanian of inverse energy
cascade due to skew -strain.W e shall consider the e ect ofa large-scale uniform straining
eld

SO _ o @21)

on a collection of sm allscale vortices, each initially circular wih support radiis Y, :
T he ith vortex in the assembly willbe assum ed to have niially a vorticity distribution
! :{n] (r 1) radially symm etric about its center r;: Let us assum e also that the smn all-
scale vortices hgvelgach a single sign ofvorticity, but w ith the net circulation ofthe array
equalto zero: , dr !i[n](r) = 0:Krmichnan (1976) considered a very sin ilar m odel
problem of \vortex-blobs" in order to illustrate the m echanisn of asym ptotic negative
viscosities in his TestF ield M odelclosure. In Appendix B we review K raichnan’s \blob—
m odel" and com pare it w ith the present one. Su ce it to say here that i was crucial in

K raichnan’scalculation to take vortex w ave-packetsw ith a very rapid sihusoidalvariation
in the vorticity.O n the contrary, we require no such variation and a particular case ofour
m odel is an array of vortex patches w ith constant vorticity levels, each initially circular.

The e ect of the straining eld on this set of an alkscale vortices w ill be to deform
them into elliptical form , elongated in the x-direction and thinned in the y-direction.
Kida (1981) found thisbehavior in his exact solution of2D Euler for an elliptical vortex
patdipjrla uniform shear ow,wheneverthe strain  and vorticity level ! satisfy j =! j>
@3 5=R@+ 2 5)?] = 0:5: M ore generally, the sam e phenom enon appears i
a rapid distortion lim it for the case of a strong stran @ max-lk!i[n]kl :W e can
then ignore the selfevolution of the vortices and also their m utual interactions. This
pem its us to focus on a single vortex centered at r = o wih radial vorticity pro le
! Blr): The vorticity level set mitially at radius r is distorted into an ellipse whose
equation is x?=a? + y?=If = 1with ssmimnapraxisa= rexp[ “'t] and sem in inor axis
b= rexp[ PDtlattmmet:

The inm ediate result is that the energy of the an allscale vortex patch is reduced,
as a consequence of conservation of circulation. The area inside each elliptical vorticity
contour is preserved, but the length of the perin eter is increased. In order to keep the
circulation constant, the circum ferentialvelocity m ust decrease.Forexam ple, in the case
of a circular vortex patch of constant vorticity-Jlevel ! PJ with initial radius r = Y, ; the
patch evolves into an elliptical shape w ith circulation ! B! ab 4uPla; where uP!(t)
is the x-com ponent of the circum ferential velocity at tin e t. T he second expression for
circulation holds in the Iimit when @t 1 anda  b; so that the perin eter of the
elliptical vortex is approxim ately 4a and is nearly parallelto the x-axis. In that case,

uPl = (=) b= (=4)1 Py expl Ot 2 22)

A sim ilar argum ent can be m ade for points Interior and exterior to the vortex, w ith the
resul that the velocity is everyw here reduced by a comm on factorofexp[ ©t]: T hus,
the kinetic energy of the vortex is also decreased. (O £ course, a single vortex of de nite
sign would have In nite energy in the unbounded plane, due to divergence at in nity.
Such far- eld divergence is absent when considering the array of vortices w ith zero net
circulation .)
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Figure 1.M echanism ofvortex-thinning. @) A large-scale strain eld w ith stretching direction
along the x-axis and shrinking direction along the y-axis, and a sn allscale vortex of positive
circulation, initially circular; (o) T he vortex elongated along the x-axis and thinned along the
y-axis, and its strain basis, rotated by 45 with respect to the largescale strain.

T he energy lost by the collection of an allscale vortices is transferred to the Jarge-scales.
To see this, observe that the lJarge-scale straining, in addition to reducing the velociy
am plitude of the sm allscale vortices, also recti es the velociy direction. T he velocity
vector ofthe elongated vortices points alm ost entirely in the x-direction and very little in
the y-direction . Indeed, the vorticity levelcurve nitially at radiusr orthepro k! Fl(r)
now becom es, to kading order, a pair of straight, parallellnesy = b= rexp[ @t]:

Thus, the vorticity el approxinatesto ! Ply;t) = ! Pl (yjexpl @t]) when @t  1:

T his is jast the vorticity associated to a long, narrow shear layerw ith weakened velociy
2 ydexpl ©'t]

uPly; = expl Vtlsin @) 101 (r) dr @ 23)

0

directed entirely along the x-axis. If the tensor product u Flu P) were integrated over
Soace at the initialtin e, it would produce only a diagonal stress contribution :
Z Z

Ty k= 0) = aruf el e = 5 ar rin®’ @) F; 224)
vortex 0

r

whereu™ @) = (=r) ; !P)()d isthe tangentialvelcity around the vortex center.
(H ere we have integrated only over the body of the vortex, neglecting the contribution
ofm ore distant regions) . H owever, after \recti cation" there is a net stress com ponent
Zy
T @< 2a  dyuPlgiou® @b
z°. Z . 5
=4y dr tPloya @ 25)
0 0

w ith all other com pgnentsm uch an aller. T his resultant stress reinforces the lJarge-scale
strain eld, sothat dr (r;t)= Si5T 35 < 0; and negative w ork is done by the large—
scales aganst the sn all scales.



2D Inverse Energy Cascade 11

T his sin ple m odel of inverse energy cascade illistrates the pattem of relative orien—
tation of strain fram es at distinct scales, w hich was discussed earlier. In fact, w ithin the
long, narrow shear layer created by thinning of a vortex there is a velocity-gradient (or
deform ation) tensor of the fom

1] ke
pMlit= o O(y’t) ; 2 26)
with @uP!=@y)y;t)= !Pl(y;t): The corresponding strain m atrix is
0 1Pl ;=2
], omy — ’ .
S (YIt) - ![n] (y;t)=2 O I (2 -27)
w hich has eigenvectors
1 1
ell= L M= . 2 28)

or 1 Ply;t) > 0 and with e;e™’ reversed for ! Pl(y;t) < 0: See Figure 1, which

iMustrates the case ofa vortex patch ofpositive (counterclockw ise) circulation.T he an all-
scale strain basis shown there is rotated relative to the largescale strain basis by =4
radians. If the vortex patch had had negative (clockw ise) circulation, then the rotation
would have been by + =4 radians instead.

This sam e m odel also clari es the origin of stress proportional to skew -strain In our
general schem e. T he skew strain in such an elongated vortex is

) 1 bl 0=2 0
S D= ! 229
it 0 10 (it)=2 ( )
Let us Introduce a convenient spaceaverage over the vortex of the form
Z, Z, Z. Z,
nPli= o) @y @M% =e=Y)  ar d 1P(): @30

0 0 0 0

. . R. R, 2 .2

By the Cauchy-8chwartz inequality, (1=%) ,"dr !P!()d > (LWw=2)h! Bli";
and, furthem ore, these two quantities w ill generally have a ratio w ithin som e speci ed
bounds. It ©llow s that, when @t 1;

ey nggti S 12 0 ; 2.31)

0 11=2

where we have set 11 = T11=‘f1 : Thus, a (deviatoric) stress proportional to skew —strain
arises naturally from a narrow shear layer produced by vortex-thinning.

Tt is not com pltely obvious why sm allscale vortices in a two-din ensional inverse
cascade range should be elongated and thinned by large-scale strain. A fter all, in such
arange © v2=3 () 273 1Bl 5r ¥ %, : Thus, the largescale strain is weak
com pared w ith the vorticity at am aller scales, exactly the opposite as is assum ed in the
rapid distortion lin it above. T he vorticity at length-scale }, could be expected to respond
m ore strongly to the larger strains B ! P1 from  Jength-scales Jyo \, : However,
the large-scale strain, although relatively weak, is coordinated over large distances and is
tem porally coherent, w ith a typicallifstin e oft.  *=3:By contrast, the strain from the
an aller scales is random and uncoordinated and, fiirtherm ore, evolves on a m uch shorter
tinesak t , (30)?=3: Thus, the an allkscale vorticity can adjist very rapidly to the
persistent lJarge-scale strain, whereas it does not have tin e to adjist to the m any, even
more rapidly uctuating strains from the still am aller scales.
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C larly, our sin ple m odel calculation does not re ect all of the com plexities of the
tw o-din ensional inverse cascade range. H ow ever, it gives a sin ple physicalpicture for the
origin of stress proportional to skew —strain, which, we believe, is essentially the correct
one. If the initial pro les of the vorticity, ! ' (r) for the ith circular vortex, are not
constant in the radial distance r from the center, then vortex-thinning produces also
large vorticity-gradients parallel to the com pressing direction of the strain eld. This
second-order e ect w illbe discussed in detail in the follow Ing section.

2 2. The Second-O rder M odel

W e have seen that, unlike in 3D, the M SG expansion ®m) 5 bowest order in Soace—

gradients,m = 1;can only explain energy cascade if sub lterscalesn > 1 are considered.
H owever, another possibl m echanisn m ay be temm s of higher order in spacegradients
wih m > 2. To investigate this possibility, we develop in this section the 2D M SG ex—
pansion to second-order in velocity-gradients.O ne can specialize the formulas 2 .3),2 4)
to 2D , replacing the velocity derivative w ith strain and vorticity using 2.7).The result
is:

ki@ _ l=klo Kll k] kek 1L
Sy = 5C2 % SaSat 18y + 2 53 ¥

1 —Kkly LKl oK o1
+RC4 k SjJ_;rn Sjl;rn + (@l' [k])gij;]_+ Z i3I ![k]jz
1 —K
+—C, we!ken (2.32)
32
and
. 1 —K
u’ e = P=C. N& @233)
Nx

In the Jast tem of (2.32) and also In (2.33) wehavede ned & = 1j@5; the skew gradient,

which satis es £ r = 0:This is the sam e operator that appears in the stream —function
representation of a velocity u; = & . Indeed, to derive the last term In (2 32) and the
tem in (2.33) weused the stream finction ¥! and the Poisson equation 4 K= 1Kk

inordertowrite 4 u = @1 :

221. The Strongly UV LocalTem s
As for the rstorder expansion, we begin by considering jist the strongly UV -local
tem swith n = 0.These give altogether (note thath(O) = EF()O) forn= 0)

. 1 - = 1
0 0:2) _ ©) 2 2
° Ay - ECZ Sﬂ_Sjl‘l' Tglj + Z 1]T
1l ow = = 1 1.
+1_6C4 Siym Siym + @ T)Sigx + 7 5% T
1
to e 2¢) 1 @ @n: @ 34)

Let us consider the physicalm eaning of the various tem s that appear.

W e have already considered the temm s in the initial lne of (2.34) that arise from
rst-order velocity-gradients and have shown that they give no contrbution to energy
ux. The second line is rem arkably sim ilar in appearance to the st. In fact, i is not

hard to see that the rst term proportionalto gﬂ;m gjl,m is an isotropic (poressure) tem ,
by exactly m in icking the argum ent we gave earlier for the gﬂgjl—term , Separately for
each value of the ndex m that is summ ed over. O f course, the naltem proportional
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to 3 T+ is also a pressure. This leaves only the m iddle deviatoric term as possbly
contrbuting to energy ux. It is Interesting that this second-order tem ,

DBl- q=16)c ¥ e T §; (2 .35)
gives rise exactly to an ¥eddy-viscosity’. To see this, it is easiest to use the bolar coordi-
nates’ (2.15) for the strain and skew —strain. Together w ith the chain rule, this gives

€T r§= 2¢7T £ )s+ @! r§5) 2 36)

with = In":0 foourse, the second term proportionalto skew —strain does not contribute
to energy ux.Thus, up to such conservative tem s, we obtain

)R] _

! a=8)c ¥ e T r s+ 55; 2 @237

wih ; = C4(0) ¥ T r )=16:Thisisa stressofN ew tonian orm ,w ith an eddy-viscosity
due to di erentialrotation of the strain. Indeed, the eddy-viscosity coe cient 1 is just
proportionalto the rate of rotation of strain along the direction ofm axin um increase of
vorticity.

The naltemm of (2.34) arises from the combination of the last term in (2.32) for
k = 0 and the product of two tem s In (2.33) ©ork = k% = 0: These together give a
stress exerted along the direction parallel to the skew gradient £ T . Equivalently, this
stress is directed nom alto the vorticity-gradient r T; or along the levelsets or contour—
Iines of the vorticiy. T here are tw o opposing contributions, a tensile stress proportional
to C” from (2.32) and a contractik stress proportionalto (€,”')? from (233).W hich
dom inates could depend upon the choice of the lter kemel G . However, the concrete
calculations in (I), Appendix C show thatC = E£,.”  2¢”)F=32> 0 fra G aussian
kemel. W e have also checked this to be true for a few other cases, eg. an exponential

Ter G (r) = e ¥I=2 ):At least or these choices we see that there is a tensike stress

of strength C ¥ TF exerted by the am allscales along vorticity contour-lines.As we
discuss in A ppendix B ofthe present paper, thise ect was anticipated in a calculation of
K raichnan (1976) fora sin plem odelproblem ofa 2D vorticity wave-packet in a uniform
strain eld. This tensile stress along vorticity contours should be contrasted w ih the
contractile stress  C,") ¥ §=2 exerted along vortex-lines in 3D , discussed in (T).

T he strongly UV -localtem s in the stress thus can give a non-vanishing contribution
to energy ux, at second-order In gradients. Indeed,

©NiRI_ 4 @TYSET) C'¥5:cT r§ @.38)
wih € = £,”  2G”)*F32andC’= ¢c,”=16:Using S = Sand 236), thiscan
also be w ritten as

OFBI_ ¥ e Ty SeT)+4C¥2 @ T r ): 2 39)

T hese are the only UV -local contrbutions to the energy ux at second-order.

Tt is In portant to determ ine the sign of these temm s, on average, to see whether they
contribute to Inverse cascade or direct cascade. In this respect, note that the rst tem
In 2.39) is proportional to the negative of the rate of vorticity-gradient stretching by
the large-scale strain. T hat is, if one considers the equation for the large-scale vorticity
gradient, then it has the form

D.x THF= 2@¢Tys@T)+ ; © 40)

w here D_t = @d+UT r and denotes neglected term s due to the turbulent stress. T hus,
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we seethat the rsttem in (2.39) isnegative (inverse cascade) precisely when vorticiy—
gradients arem agni ed, a connection already noted by K raichnan (1976).Equivalently,
nverse cascade requires the stretching direction ei ' of the strain el to tend to be
parallel to contour-lines of the large-scale vorticity. Since we have already seen that
the am allscales Induce a tensile stress along the contour lines, the stress and strain
cooperate in this alignm ent and negative work is done by the large scales against the
an allscales.Equation (2.40) renders the required alignm ent plausible, since com ponents
ofthe vorticity-gradient parallel to the squeezing direction w ill tend to grow , according to
this equation . N ote that this tendency m ight be m oderated som ew hat by the am allscale
stress term s which we have neglected In (2.40); cf. Van derBos et al. (2002).

The second term In (2.39) willbe negative precisely when r T ¥ < 0:Thismeans
that the strain fram e m ust counter-rotate against vorticity changes, ie. rotate clockw ise
m oving in the direction of increasing vorticity. W e do not have a direct dynam ical ex—
planation for this tendency, analogous to the one we gave above for vorticity-gradient
stretching. O n the other hand, we have found that there is a sin ple kinem atic relation
betw een the rates of di erential strain-rotation and vorticity-gradient stretching in 2D :

hc TS T)i= hS:@ T rSi 2 41)

or, equivalently,
he TY S Ti= 42 @ T r )i: @ 42)

Equation (2.41) br (2.42)]isan exact 2D analogue ofthe 3D relation ofBetchov (1956),
and, like i, depends jist on hom ogeneity and incom pressibility of the velocity eld.For
a proof of the 2D Betchov relation’ 2.41), see Appendix C .An iInportant inm ediate
consequence is that di erential strain counter-rotation and vorticity-gradient stretching
m ust occur together, on average, whilke di erential strain co-rotation is associated w ith
m ean shrinking of vorticity-gradientsy.

The net energy ux from both term s n 2 .39) is always negative (nverse cascade)
when there ism ean stretching of vorticity-gradients.B ecause of the B etchov-lke relation
©42) t Plowsthath ©7Pli= c +Cc9¥ ;where isthecommon averagein (2.42)
and

c+co 3—12c4‘°) + %6@‘0’ c)?1> o: 2 43)
To prove nequality (2.43), note thatC4(0) > 0 by its de nition.Furthem ore,
Z Sz 7 q
c = dr ¥§G ) 6 dr G (r) dar ¥¥c )6 ¢ © 44)
FP1 Pl Pl

by the C auchy-Schw artz inequality and nom alization of G . T his gives (2.43).Thus, for
any Ier, the net ux is negative when < 0:The 2D Betchov relation furthem ore
gives the ratio of contrbution to inverse cascade of the two terms In (2.39), as C=C o
Fora Gaussian lterthisratio sC=C%= (1=2) (9=13)e'™? = 0:08; so that approxi
m ately 92.6% ofthem ean of (2.39) com es from di erential strain—rotation and 7.4% from

vorticity-gradient stretching.

y Because i ispurely kinem atic, the 2D Betchov relation’ holds jast aswell In the enstrophy
cascade range. A s discussed In Eyink (2001) and Chen et al. (2003), forward enstrophy- ux
is also associated with m ean stretching of Iered vorticity-gradients. T hus, di erential strain
counter-rotation m ust also occur, on average, in the enstrophy cascade.
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222.The W eakly UV LocalTem s

The term s of the M SG expansion that are second-order in gradients contribute to
energy Uux already from the strongly UV -docal m odes. H owever, there are additional
contrbutions at second-order from all the other subscale m odes. Here we shall discuss
the physical interpretation and signi cance of those.

In fact, the various tem s that appear In the expressions for the 2D m odel stress,
(2.32) and (2 .33), can be readily understood.The rsttem in 232),which is rstorder
In gradients, has already been discussed. In the next group of three 2nd-order tem s,
the rst and last are both pressure contributions and do not contrbute to energy ux.
However, the m iddle tem is deviatoric and can give rise to ux. U sing the analogue of
2.36),

k] k]
w!¥ rg = 2@ 1K p Ehgkly @ 1K o khgo, (2 45)
this term can be split into two.The rst isa Newtonian stress ZT[HS[k]wjthan eddy-
viscosity coe cient
— K]
Mo q=16c, Y1 ¥ ¢ K 2 46)

arising from di erential strain-rotation at a length-scale ‘. : The other tem is of the
k]
skew N ew tonian’ form T[klg w ith skew -viscosity coe cient

o qmec, Y@ 1K op K @ 47)

arising from di erential strain-m agni cation at the sam e length-scale % :Note that we
have de ned the logarithm of the strain eigenvalie orm agnitude as ¥!'= In ¥!:Sihce
the velocity eld in the Inverse cascade range is m onofractalw ith H older exponent 1=3

Paret & Tabeling (1998), Yakhot (1999), Bo etta, Celani & Vergassola (2000)), it is

not hard to see that both T[k] and T[k] are of order O (‘i:B); as expected. y. The last

tem in (2.32) represents a tensile stress ofm agnitude +E£k] ¥ | F1$=32 exerted along
contour-lines of the vorticity ! ¥! at length-scale .

T here rem ains the ‘uctuation’ contribution to the stress from (2.33). This can be
best understood by summ ing over scales, to give w’®? = & ® yih a uctuation
stream —flunction

— kI
11X ¢
©- 2 g2 2kl (@ 48)
4 N

k=0
Note that the factor l=pN_k re ects the cancellations that are expected to occur in
the space-integral for the contributions from m odes at length-scale % (). W e see then,
nally, that £ e @) represents a contractile stress along the stream lines of ®)
Thistem opposes and, to som e degree, cancels against the tensile stressterm s n (2.32)
exerted along the contour-lhes of ! ! ork = 1;:5n:
If the m odel stress is substituted into formula (1.1) for the ux, then there resuls:

xn

; 1— k] 1—
2 Kkl kI,
02 - 5C2 %tMEPis e sCy e T Fhist)
k=0
1— k] 11—
—C, e 1M M@ )+ —T, Y 1 F)y 5@ 1K)
16 32
_ Sur S%l*‘ Sr Sip

S,r S, S;,r Sy
Sif' Siz
and the general estim ates from Eyink (2005) and (D)

y To show this, use the omulas 2r = ; T ;

2
Sii+Sh,
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c ™y s®r @) ©.49)

Thisisour nalCSA expansion result for the energy ux In 2D . In addition to the rst—
order term that appeared n 2.17), there are now second-order contributions arising
from di erential strain-rotation, di erential strain-m agni cation, and vorticity-gradient
stretching. The naltem In (2.49) is expected to be much an aller than the others,
because of the cancellations in spaceaveraging discussed above and additional cancel-
lations In the sum over scales in (2.48).W e expect that the rst four tem s contribute
to Inverse cascade. For smallk; s¥! should be correlated to som e degree w ith S(O); Se)
that the di erential strain-rotation and vorticity-gradient stretching term s ought to have
negative m ean-valies, for sim ilar reasons as the corresponding k = 0 temm s discussed
earlier. Like the rstorder kew N ewtonian’ temm , the di erential strain-m agni cation
tem vanishes or k = 0 and can therefore be expected to be relatively am aller than
the di erential strain—rotation temm . Ik is Interesting to note that the latter has is sign
detem ned by the quantity r ! ¥} r Kleosp( ¥ ©)y]; closely related to the signed
quantity ! Klsnp( ¥! ©))] that appears .n the rstorder tem . The naltem in
(2.49) is the only one that we expect to have a positive m ean (from vorticity-gradient
stretching), but we have already argued that that tem w illbe considerably am aller in
m agniude.

Notethat the uxtem in (2.49) from scalek givesatm ost a fraction oforder2 2%=3 to
the net energy ux.T hisagreesw ith rigorous locality estim ates Eyink (2005)).H owever,
the actual contribution is lkely to be m uch sm aller, since the correlationsw hich produce
the Inverse energy cascade m ust weaken for k 1: Ifthe an allscales are isotropic, then
them ean stress ¥ from length-scale Y will satisfy:

hti= %hTr[ Ky 4 ork 1: 2.50)
In that case, if the largescake strain S©) and the stress contrbution k! are asym ptot—
ically independent for k 1; then theirm ean contribution to the energy ux vanishes,
since the deviatoric part of the stress is zero on average. T he existence of an energy
cascade requires a statistical correlation between the large-scale strain and the snallk
scale stress contributions from various scales, which becom es progressively weaker for
Increasing k:

3. D iscussion

T he theoretical expression that we have developed here for the turbulent stress yields
m any concrete testable predjctjons| both qualitative and quantjtau'ye| for the 2D in—
verse energy cascade. Forem ost, we predict that strain—fram es at an all scales should
lag/lead those at Jargescales, when the an allscale vorticity is positive/negative.A spa-—
tialanalogue ofthise ect isthat the strain eigenfram esare predicted on average to rotate
clockw ise In the direction of Increasing vorticity (di erential counterwotation).Likew ise,
we predict that there will be a positive m ean rate of stretching of vorticity-gradients.
M ore quantitatively, our nalCSA-M SG fomulas 22), 2.32), 233) for the stress and
(2.49) orthe ux may be com pared in detailw ith results obtained from experim ent or
sin ulation. If the m odel survives such tests, then i m ay be a good point of departure
forbuilding a practical LE S m odelling schem e of the 2D inverse energy cascade.

In our presentation above we have alluded only brie y to the dynam icalm echanism s
that can produce the various correlations and alignm ents that are postulated, eg.based
on the evolution equations of strain ordentation-angles (2.18) and of vorticity-gradients
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(2.40) .M any of the m echanisn s expected to operate in 2D have very close analogues in
3D . Notice that vortex-stretching in 3D is a near relative of the vortex-thinning m echa—
nisn in 2D, which we discussed in section 2.1 .3.H owever, the resul is opposite, because
the stretching process n 3D \spins up" the vortices and increases the kinetic energy
in the am all scales. Vorticity contour-lines in 2D can also be expected to lengthen on
the basis of the sam e plausble statistical argum ents that have been applied to vor-
tex lines or otherm aterdial lines in 3D (Taylor (1938), Batchelor (1952), Cocke (1969)).
T his already argues rather strongly for the stretching of vorticity-gradients in 2D incom —
pressble turbulence and, via the Betchov-like relation (2.42), for di erential rotation of
strain counter to vorticity.On the other hand, in 3D rather m ore detailed understand—
Ing is available through sin ple Lagrangian m odels of the evolution of velocity-gradients
(V Jeillefosse (1982), V ieillefosse (1984), Cantwell (1992), C hertkov, Pum ir & Shrain an
(1999)).T hese phenom enologicalm odels have provided plausible dynam icalexplanations
of the key alignm ents that are observed In DN S @A shurst et al. (1987)) and experim ent
(Tao,Katz & M eneveau (2002)).Som e ofthe di culties In developing such understand—
ing of the inverse energy cascade can be appreciated by considering the exact equations
in 2D for Lagrangian tim ederivatives of the velocity-gradients:

DT=0

DiSis= @D 535 &P
Here we have considered separately the evolution of the vorticity and strain. W e have
also neglected the contribution of turbulent stresses to the evolution of Ytered gradients,
which m ay be an in portant feedback interaction with sm allscales (Van der Bos et al.
(2002)) . The equations (3.1) lack the localselfstretching term swhich play the key role in
the analogous 3D equations. In fact, the Lagrangian evolution in (3.1) is entirely trivial
except for the pressure hessian in the equation for the strain and the latterm ust play an
essential role in the production of strain orientation alignm ents.M ore sophistication in
them odeling ofpressure is therefore likely to be required than In the 3D case (V feillefosse
(1982),V jeillefosse (1984),Cantwell (1992), C hertkov et al. (1999)) .Furthem ore, we have
seen that in the 2D inverse cascade, both higherordergradient and m ulti-scale e ectsare
In portant. Thus, i rem ains a challenge to develop a detailed dynam ical understanding
ofthe 2D inverse energy cascade.
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Appendix A . D ynam ical Equation for the Strain O rientation

Tt is easy to see from the bolar’ representation (2.15) of the strain S that 2~ =
— = —2 =2
arctan (S1,=S11): Since also ~% = S;, + S}, ; the Lagrangian derivative m ay be w ritten as

27°Dy = S11 O +S12)  S2 0 S11) @Al

W e can evaluate the tin e rate of change from the equation (3.1) for the Xtered strain,
w hich neglects the contrbution from turoulent stress. Substituting into @A 1) we get

— u 25 1 a 7 1 2=
2—2Dt—=@ ep @.,.@_V 49 @_}_0
@x @xQy 2 Qy @x 2 @x?
1 Qu s @V @%p 1 @u @v @*% 1 eu @v

4p A2

— JR— JR— — JR— R _+_
2 @y @x @x? 2 @x Qy @xQ@Ry 4 Qy @x
w here we used incom pressbility In the last line and also to derive the next identity:
eue’sp @ve’s @u @v @°p @ @peu @peu @ @pev @pev
@y @x® @xQy? @x Qy @xQRy @x @xQy Qyex @y @xQy Qyex

@A 3)
If @ 3) isused In A 2) to elin nate the m ixed partial derivative of pressure, then one
obtains

rop -1 & &, 1¢ @pfu fpéu 1€ Epev Eplv
4 @x Qy 20@x @x @y Q@Qy@x 2@y @x@y Qy@x

T his Jast equation is equivalent to 2.18),(2.19),220) in the text.

@A 4)

A ppendix B . Vortex-T hinning and N egative E ddy-V iscosity

Som e while ago, K raichnan proposed a physical m echanian to explain the origin of
negative eddy-viscosities in 2D (see K raichnan (1976), Section 5.) For this purpose he
em ployed a sin pli ed m odel of an allscale vortex wavepackets in a uniform , large-scale
straining eld. His ain was to understand the asym ptotic e ect of the an allscales on
much larger scales, and not to give an account of the inverse energy cascade by scale—
Jocal Interactions. N evertheless, his ideas tum out to have much in comm on with our
theory of the local cascade interactions. The m odel proposed by us in section 2.1 .3 to
explain the stress proportionalto skew -strain is just a slight m odi cation ofK raichnan’s.
Furthem ore, his m echanism of hegative viscosity’ is essentially identical w ith that we
found in the last term of ourm odel stress, equation (2.34), which correspondsto a tensike
stress along vorticity-contour lines. Here we shall review the calculation of K raichnan
(1976), In order to m ake m ore clear its relation to the present theory.

K raichnan’sm odelofthe an allscaleswas a G aussian w ave-packet of vorticity | called
a b]ob’| oran assam bly ofuncorrelated blobs’ K raichnan (1976)).T he stream function
ofeach blob was taken to have the form

()= k * £ (x) cos(kxz)
f&) = exp( 3 &+ x5)=D?)

where f isa G aussian envelope finction w ith a standard deviation D that ism odulated
by an oscillating cosine w ith wavevector k pointing In the vertical e, -direction.A basic
assum ption is that kD 1; so that the wavenum ber of the packet can be regarded as
nearly sharp.Calculating the am allkscale velocity eld from u = £ ; it isnot hard to
show that the lading com ponent of the velociy is

B 1)

u k' (x)sin kxy) B 2)
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and of the vorticity-gradient is

@ )2 kf (x)sin kx) ® 3)
asym ptotically for kD 1:C %Eq.(5R4) in K raichnan (1976).T hus, the dom inant com —
ponent of the totalstress T = = uu is

Z Z
Tin=k? dx; dx,exp( 6+ x5)=D7?)sin® (kxy) D?=2k? ® 4)

for kD 1: That is, the dom Inant stress is positive, or tensilk, and exerted along the
horizontal direction e; . T his is perpendicular to the direction of the vorticity-gradient
e, ; or along the direction of the vorticity-contours. T hus, K raichnan’s blob m odel leads
to a result In agreem ent w ith our general conclusion.
A s amodel ofthe largescalks, K raichnan took a uniform strain eld
ws2 ) sh@ )

572 ane ) cs@) €5
wih eigenvalies a and eigenfram e ordiented at an angle wih respect to the xed
coordinate fram e. The stream function corresponding to this largescale eld is just
V x) = %x> 8x : A ctually, K raichnan kept the strain xed w ith fram e axes along the
coordinate directions and instead rotated the wavenum ber of the sm allscale blob, as
k=Xkk1sh + eyoos J; Eq.(514) n Kraichnan (1976). This is physically m ore nat-
ural, if one thinks of the sm allkscales as isotropic and the largescales as having xed
anisotropy. H owever, it is m athem atically equivalent to rotate the strain and it relates
m ore easily to our analysis in the text.

K raichnan (1976) worked out In detail the energy balance for his sinpl two-scale
m odel of the velocity eld.The JéutJalenergy in the sm alkscales is

1
E =2 #f¥  @=2)T;  D?=4k’ ® 6)
The e ect ofthe straining eld on the an allscale wavevector is to change ism agnitude
by

dk®’=dt= 2K Sk = 2acos(2 )k®: ®7)
T hus, K raichnan conclided that, to leading order,

@E=dt)—o =  aD”cos(2 )=2k’: ® 8)
Cf.Eg.58) n Kraichnan (1976) for the case that k = 1 and = 0:This reduction In

energy of the sm allscale blob is a consequence of the transfer of its enstrophy to higher
wavenum ber.

K raichnan showed firther that the energy budget was m aintained by a deposit into
the ‘nteraction energy’ v u between the largescale ﬁnd an alkscale velocity elds.
In his calculation he rew rote the interaction energy as V !; In tem s of the large—
scale stream function V and am allkscalevorticity !, and considered the nonlinear self-
Interaction ofthe latter. He found that the an allscale vorticity eld set up a secondary

ow of four equalkstrength vorticesw ith altemating signs of circulation which, or = 0;
reinforced the large-scale strain. In his own words:

TIf a snallkscale motion has the form of a com pact blob of vorticiy, or an asssmbly
of uncorrelated blobs, a steady straining w ill eventually draw a typical blob out into an
elongated shape, wih corresponding thinning and increase of typical wavenum ber. The
typical result will be a decrease of the kinetic energy of the sm allscale motion and a
corresponding reinforcem ent of the straining eld...



20 G regory L. Eyink

In this way, the energy loss from the sn allscales that is observed in B 8) can traced to
a transfer of equal size into the interaction energy between large-scales and am allscales.
T his transfer can be shown to be equivalent to the scaleto-scale energy ux that we
de ned In (1.1). Indeed, using the fact that the largescale velocity v is stationary and
its velocity-gradient r v isuniform , we nd that
Z Z Z

(dE =dt)= o = u= v [ uu)l= (r v)auuu = S:T: B 9)

dt
T his is the area-integral of the quantity that appears in (1.1).W e can use this expres-
sion to easily verify the energy balance result from K raichnan (1976). Substituting the
stress from (B 4) and the strain from (B 5), one gets (dE =dt)i= o = aD? cos(2 )=2k?;
In agreem ent with B 8).Note that the ux is negative and the am allscales lose energy
only if j j< =4;whereas the ux ispositive for =4 < j j< =2.Ifone assum es that
the angle is random wih an isotropic distrbution and k = ke, is xed, then the
average ux ish(dE =dt)i- glang = 0:K raichnan (1976) had already noted this result and
established is consistency w ith the m ean grow th of sm allscale wavenum ber m agnitude
or, equivalently, the m ean stretching of sm allscale vorticity-gradients. A s we discussed
around ourequation (2.50),am ean energy ux under isotropic conditions requires statis—
tical correlations betw een disparate scales. In K raichnan’s case w here he assum ed a very
w ide separation between the two scales of m otion, i was realistic to assum e negligble
correlations and thus zero net transfer. H ow ever, this is an unrealistic assum ption in the
context of a local energy cascade, w here the stress and strain In (1.1) get m ost of their
contrbutions from ad-pcoent scales Eyink (2005)) and are highly correlated.

It is interesting that them echanisn thatK raichnan identi ed asactingbetw een distant
scales can also be identi ed w ith several of the m echanisn s that we have found In our
analysis of local cascade interactions. N ote that in K raichnan’s vortex-bolob m odel

T !)Y Sk !)= akf?®x)sn®kx,) cos? ); ® 10)

using B 3) and @B 5). Integrated over space, this yields
Z
C!ysE!)= a@kfcos@ )=2; ® 11)

to leading order for D k 1: Thus, we get agreem ent of B 8) w ith the fourth term in
our drmula ") forthe energy ux, equation (2.49), by taking % = 1=k there. The
second term In (2.49) corresponding to di erential strain rotation is zero in the vortex—
blob m odelbecause the ordentations ofthe strain— elds (poth large-scale and an allkscale)
are uniform in space. However, we can equally well understand the energy ux In the
blob m odelbased upon the st term in (2.49) fhe sam e as (2.14)] that corresponds to

relative rotation of strain at disparate scales. Indeed, In the blob-m odel, the vorticity is
! x) f x) coskx) B 12)

and the sn allscale strain of the blob is

o, _ 1 0 1
S(><)—2!(X) 1 0 B 13)

to leading order. T hus it is not hard to calculate that

158 = af x) oo kx,)cos@ ) ® 14)
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and integrated over space this gives also
Z

158 = aD? cos@2 )=2 ® 15)

to lading order ©orD k  1:M ultiplying B 15) by ¥ = 1=k?; we get also agreem ent of
B 8) wih formula 2.14). It is ntriguing to note that, before averaging over space, the
two contrbutions from (B 10) and B 14) are exactly out of phase. It is another sin ple
exercise to verify that the third tetm in (2.49), from di erential strain-m agni cation, is
also non—zero in the blob m odel and gives a contrbution of the sam e sort.

Thus, i is clear that m ost of the tetm s In ocur CSA-M SG formula 2 49) are repre—
sented in K raichnan’s blob m odel, In particular, the ux from skew-strain, from di er-
ential strain-m agni cation, and from vorticity-gradient stretching. A 11 of these can be
produced by a single m echanisn of Vortex-thinning’. O ur som ew hat sin pler m odel of
vortex patches in section 2.1.3 also illustrates these sam e ux tem s, exogpt in the case of
constant-vorticity patches, forwhich only the ux from skew -strain survives.T he increase
In wavenum ber that was considered by K raichnan in hisblob m odeland the asym ptotics
Dk 1 play no essential role in the skew -strain m echanisn . Indeed, note that B 12)—
B 15) for the blob m odel all have non-vanishing values at k = 0; whereas B 10)-®B 11)

tend to zeroask ! O:

A ppendix C. 2D Betchov R elation
Forany incom pressible or solenoidal eldu in 2D we can de ne a corresponding strain’

s and vorticty’ ! ® via

ij
@1.1'1 W)

= Ui = S, ! @ c1)
@Xj 1] 1]

1]

N

O bserve our notation for partial derivative w ith respect to xy; indicated by subscript j
preceded by a comm a.Likew ise, wew rite @ZUi=@Xj@Xk = uj;jk ; etc. U sing these notations
and de nitions, the st step in the derdvation ofthe 2D Betchov relation is the follow ing
dentity:

() () () (u)
@l ISij VixkW j;kl] @< [Sij Vixk W j;]l] = Tij Vi{;klW j;ki. Flj Vi{;kkW j;]J}.
Z Z

+ W) ) (u) )
Tij;lvl'kw ikl A5k Vix W51
(z—) |z}

k*) g € 2)

Here u;v;w are all nhoom pressble elds. The identity (€ 2) Pollow s straightforwardly
from the product of rule ofdi erentiation.

The tem s labelled 9; “; and 9 are easily calculated by the substitutions vi;; =
(V)

) L
Si‘j’ @=2) 351 jvig = Sisi (1=2) 5@ ! ¥ and Vi = 101! ¥ and sim ilar
substitutions rthe eld w : The term 9 becom es

1 W) (W)
@) @)
Si;-] ViKW k1 = ES; gij;l@l! ) 4 gij;l@ll v C 3)
4 pecom es

) )
S:Lj VixkW 411 = Sij Q! (v)@j! (w); C 4)
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and ¥ becom es
@) 1

u _ W) g M) @), Toawa™), @ .
SijVikW 3kl = Esj.k gjk;l@l! + Esij;lgij;l! : C 5)

The last term 9 requires as an additional step to use the identity

1 1

@) @)

g 5 90" = U= U = Sy S w8t c 6)
to replace SSL by SJ.S:;)]. . Then using the sam e substitutions as for the other three tem s,
49 becom es

W) 1 1
Sx VigW 3 = SgesSy @51 ¢+ 5sjf'}i’@k! “egt ) 2l e Y e

L

W e are now abl to sum the contrbutions from allurtems, 9; J; FJ;and 9: n
order to sin plify the resul, it is helpfulto de ne the quantity
. @)
T = et Wyl V4 80 V) c8)

Then the sum ofthe four tem s yields, after som e elem entary algebra,

V) @w) @) (viw) W) m Wiv) _ ) o W) W) (W) W)
= .. | N 1
13 T-lj + S-lj T-lj + S-lj T-lj i3 [sﬂ(;lsjk;l @! @3. !

2@( I.Si(le)Vi;ij;]_'L]‘l' 2@1[S£§)vi;kwj;kl] Cc 9

S

O bserve that the rst temm on the righthand of (C 9) is antisym m etric under the inter—
changeu $ w :Thus, fwe symmetrize C 9) nu and w ; we get

54 TH™) + pem := div [ ] C 10)
where the sum on the lefthand side is over all six pem utations of u;v;w and div [ ]

on the righthand side indicates a total divergence. It therefore follow s that

s )

ij Tij i+ pem := 0 C 11)

where h i denotes either an average over a hom ogeneous ensem ble or a spaceaverage
w ith boundary conditions that pem it integrations by parts (eg.periodic). W e call the
relation (C 11) the generalized Betchov identity in 2D . Settingu = v = w gives

s’ TS i= 0 C 12)

w here Si(;.]) and T,.™ are now constructed from the el u alne.Equation (€ 12) is
equivalent to the 2D Betchov relation (2.41) or (2.42) stated in the text.
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