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Theinverseenergy cascadeoftwo-dim ensional(2D)turbulenceisoften represented phe-
nom enologically by a Newtonian stress-strain relation with a ‘negative eddy-viscosity’.
Here we develop a fundam entalapproach to a turbulentconstitutive law forthe 2D in-
verse cascade,based upon a convergentm ulti-scale gradient(M SG )expansion.To �rst
order in gradients we �nd that the turbulent stress generated by sm all-scale eddies is
proportionalnotto strain butinstead to ‘skew-strain,’i.e.the strain tensorrotated by
45�:The skew-strain from a given scale ofm otion m akesno 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 ofK raichnan for spectraltransfer and
is due to absence ofvortex-stretching in 2D.This ‘weakly local’m echanism ofinverse
cascade requiresa relative rotation between the principaldirectionsofstrain at di�er-
entscalesand we argueforthisusing both the dynam icalequationsofm otion and also
a heuristic m odelof‘thinning’ofsm all-scale vorticesby an im posed large-scale strain.
Carrying outour expansion to second-orderin gradients,we �nd two additionalterm s
in the stressthatcan contributeto energy cascade.The �rstisa Newtonian stresswith
an ‘eddy-viscosity’due to di�erentialstrain-rotation,and the second is a tensile stress
exerted along vorticity contour-lines.Thelatterwasanticipated by K raichnan fora very
specialm odelsituation ofsm all-scale vortex wave-packetsin a uniform strain �eld.W e
provea proportionality in 2D between the m ean ratesofdi�erentialstrain-rotation and
ofvorticity-gradientstretching,analogous to a sim ilar relation ofBetchov for 3D.Ac-
cording to this result the second-order stresses willalso contribute to inverse cascade
when,asisplausible,vorticity contour-lineslengthen on averageby turbulentadvection.

1. Introduction

Alm ostfortyyearsago,K raichnan(1967)predicted an inversecascadeofenergyin two-
dim ensional(2D)incom pressibleuid turbulence.Thisisperhapsoneofthem ostintrigu-
ingturbulentphenom enatooccurin classicaluids.K raichnanproposed an inertialrange
with ak�5=3 power-law energyspectrum ,justasin threedim ensions(3D),butwith aux
ofenergy from sm all-scalesto large-scalesratherthan the reverse.K raichnan’sdetailed
predictions for steady-state forced 2D turbulence have been con�rm ed with increasing
precision in aseriesofnum 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 cW illiam s(1985),M altrud & Vallis(1991),Bo�etta,Celani
& Vergassola (2000)]and laboratory experim ents [Som m eria (1986),Paret& Tabeling
(1998),Rutgers(1998),Rivera (2000)].In fact,itcan be rigorously proved thatan in-
verse cascade with constant (negative)ux ofenergy m ust occur in a forced 2D uid,
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ifdam ping at low-wavenum bers keeps the energy �nite in the high Reynolds num ber
lim it(Eyink (1996a)).K raichnan’ssem inalconceptofan ‘inversecascade’hassincebeen
fruitfully extended to otherphysicalsituations,such asinverse cascade ofm agnetic he-
licity in 3D m agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence (Frisch et al.(1975)),ofwave action in
weak turbulence(Zakharov& Zaslavskii(1982);seealsoZakharov(1967))and ofpassive
scalarsin com pressibleuid turbulence (Chertkov,K olokolov & Vergassola (1998)).
Attem pts have often been m ade to account for the 2D inverse energy cascade phe-

nom enon by a negative eddy-viscosity,eitherwithin analyticalclosure 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-
portionalto the strain,�ij = � 2�T Sij;with a viscosity coe�cient� T < 0.However,an
exactelim ination ofturbulent sm all-scalesgivesrise to a stressform ula which is quite
di�erent:nonlocalin space,history-dependentand stochastic(Lindenberg,W est& K ot-
talam (1987),Eyink (1996b)).Thus,any localand determ inisticparam eterization ofthe
stress,such asby an eddy-viscosity,can be only an approxim aterepresentation atbest.
Nevertheless,such sim pli�ed constitutiverelationscan bequiteusefulto illum inatesom e
ofthebasicphysicsofturbulentcascadesand they arealso im portant,ofcourse,foruse
in practicalnum ericalm odelling schem es.
In a previous paper (Eyink,subm itted),hereafter referred to as (I),we developed a

generalapproxim ation schem efortheturbulentstress,based upon a m ulti-scalegradient
(M SG ) expansion.W e em ployed there the �ltering approach to space-scale resolution
in turbulence (G erm ano (1992)),which is also used in Large-Eddy Sim ulation (LES)
m odeling schem es(M eneveau & K atz (2000)).W ithin thatfram ework we developed an
expansion ofthe stress,�rst in contributions from di�erent scales ofm otion and then
in term sofspace-gradientsofthe �ltered velocity �eld.Asa concreteapplication ofthe
generalschem e we considered in (I) the forward cascade ofenergy and helicity in 3D.
In thispaperweapply the sam eform alism to the 2D inverseenergy cascade.In certain
respects,the 2D theory ism ore di�cultthan 3D,because ofcertain peculiaritiesofthe
inverse cascade.W e �nd that contributions to the stress from velocity-increm ents at
sub-�lterscalesarem uch m oreim portantin 2D thatin 3D.Also,term ssecond-orderin
space-gradientsplay a signi�cantrolein the2D inversecascade,whereasin 3D theterm s
�rst-orderin gradients appear to su�ce.Recognizing these facts has proved crucialto
unravelling the physicsofthe 2D inverseenergy cascade.
However,2D is sim pler than 3D in respect ofgeom etry.As we discussed in (I),the

localenergy ux isgiven in generalby a scalarproduct

� = � S:�
�

(1.1)

where S is the �ltered strain tensor and �
�

is the deviatoric (i.e.traceless part ofthe)
stresstensor�.Thequantity � de�ned in (1.1)representstherateofwork doneby the
large-scale strain againstthe stressinduced by the sm all-scales.In 3D,this expression
involvesthree eigenvaluesforeach tensor,and also three Eulerangleswhich specify the
relativeorientationsofthe tensoreigenfram es.However,in 2D onehassim ply

� = � �(��)cos(2�); (1.2)

where � � are the two eigenvalues ofS;� ��=2 are the two eigenvalues of�
�

;and � is
the angle between the eigenfram es ofthese tensors.W e have taken 0 6 � 6 �=2 and
�;�� > 0:Thus,the essence ofthe inverse energy cascade lies exactly in the tendency
that0 6 � < �=4:Ife(�)� arethe two eigenvectorsofthe deviatoricstresscorresponding
to the eigenvalues� ��=2;then there isa nettensile orexpansive stress��=2 along the
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e
(�)

+ direction and a netcontractileorcom pressivestress� ��=2 along thee(�)� direction.

Therefore,when 0 6 � < �=4 holds,the stretching direction e(�)+ ofthe strain isaligned

prim arily along the direction ofnettensile stress,whereasthe squeezing direction e
(�)

�

ofthe strain isaligned m ainly along the direction ofcontractilestress.In thatcase,the
stresscooperateswith thestrain ratherthan resistsit,and negativework isdoneby the
large-scalesagainstthe sm all-scales.
O urprim ary objectivein thiswork isto gain som eunderstanding how thischaracter-

istic alignm entcom esaboutin 2D.In a negative-viscosity m odel,the stressis directly
proportionalto thestrain or,equivalently,thealignm entangle� = 0:Thiscon�guration
leads to m axim alinverse cascade but it is unlikely to occur uniform ly throughout the
ow.In fact,a m ain resultofourwork isthat,to �rst-orderin gradientsand considering
only the contribution to stressfrom scalesofm otion nearthe �lterscale,the alignm ent
isinstead � = �=4 everywhere[Section 2.1.1].W ecallsuch a stresslaw ‘skew-Newtonian’
and,from (1.2),itgiveszero energy ux.Thus,to �rst-orderin gradients,no energy ux
can arise in 2D from strongly scale-localinteractions,in agreem ent with a conclusion
ofK raichnan (1971b).O n the otherhand,skew-Newtonian stressfrom sm allersubscale
m odescan give rise to non-vanishing ux,since the stressisoriented atangle �=4 with
respectto the strain atthe sam e scale,not the large-scale strain S [Section 2.1.2].W e
arguethattheux from skew-Newtonian stressproduced by m oredistantsub�lterscales
isnegative,on average,becauseofa relativerotation oftheprincipaldirectionsofstrain
at distinct scales.A plausible explanation for this characteristic rotation is advanced
based on theexactequation fortherotation angle[Appendix A]and a heuristicm odelof
‘vortex-thinning’[Section 2.1.3].Furtherm ore,twoadditionalm ain m echanism sofinverse
cascade are predicted by carrying ourexpansion to second-orderin gradients:a Newto-
nian stress with eddy-viscosity due to di�erentialstrain-rotation and a tensile stress
directed along vorticity contour-lines[Section 2.2.1].Thelattere�ectwasanticipated by
K raichnan (1976)[Appendix B]and itproducesinversecascadewhen vorticity-gradients
are stretched by the large-scale strain.W e derive an identity [Appendix C]that shows
that,underthe sam e condition,the eddy-viscosity due to di�erentialstrain-rotation is
negative on averageand producesinverse cascade.These m echanism soperate forstress
produced bysub�lterscalesalso,butm oreweaklythem oredistantin scale[Section 2.2.2].

2. T he M ulti-Scale M odelin 2D

In thissection weshalldevelop for2D theM SG expansion oftheturbulentstressthat
was elaborated in generalin (I).To keep our discussion as briefas possible,we shall
referto (I)form ostofthetechnicaldetailsand only outlineherethem ain pointsofthe
generalschem e.W eem ploy thestandard ‘�ltering approach’(G erm ano (1992)),which is
reviewed,forexam ple,by M eneveau & K atz (2000).Thus,we �lterthe velocity �eld u

with a kernelG ata selected length-scale‘in orderto de�nea ‘large-scale’�eld u from
scales> ‘and a com plem entary ‘sm all-scale’�eld u 0= u � u from scales< ‘:However,
we further decom pose the velocity �eld using test kernels �n(r) = ‘�dn �(r=‘n) into
contributionsu(n) from length-scales> ‘n = ��n ‘:The di�erence u [n]� u

(n)� u
(n�1)

then represents the velocity contribution from length-scales between ‘n�1 and ‘n and
yieldsa m ulti-scaledecom position

u =
1X

n= 0

u
[n] (2.1)
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ofthe velocity �eld.In this paper we assum e a scale-ratio � = 2:W e also assum e,for
sim plicity,thatthekernelsG and � areequal.Thus,thetwo�ltered �eldsu and eu = u

(0)

atlength ‘areequaland weneed no longerkeep the second asa distinctobject.
Sincethe�ltered velocity �eldsu (n) aresm ooth,they m ay beTaylor-expanded into a

seriesofterm sfrom m th-ordergradientsr m
u
(n):Appropriatefunctionalsofthevelocity

�eld m ay be expressed in thism annerasa sum m ation overboth the gradientindex m
and thescaleindex n,which wecalla m ulti-scalegradient(M SG )expansion.Am ong the
m ostim portantquantitiesforwhich such a M SG representation m ay bedeveloped isthe
turbulentstresstensor�.Thelatterquantity isde�ned m athem atically as� = uu� u u:

Physically,itgivesthecontribution ofthesm all-scalesto spatialtransportoflarge-scale
m om entum and itisthe quantity which requires‘closure’in the equation forthe large-
scale velocity u:Itwasproved in (I)thatthere isa convergentM SG expansion forthe
stresstensor,underrealisticconditionsforturbulentcascades.
W eshould rem ark thattwo related butdistinctapproxim ationsforthesubscalestress

were developed in (I).The �rst (I,Section 3) was a system atic expansion,which we
shallreferto sim ply asthe M SG expansion.Thisisa doubly-in�nite seriesin ordersof
space-gradientsand in scalesofthe velocity �eld,which convergesto the exactsubscale
stress.However,asdiscussed in (I),therateofconvergenceoftheexpansion in orderm
ofspace-gradientsisaptto be quite slow asthe scale-index n isincreased.To obtain a
m orerapidly convergentgradient-expansion in thesm all-scales,wedeveloped alsoam ore
approxim atem ethod (I,Section 4).In thism odi�ed approach thesm all-scalestresswas
estim ated from velocity-increm entsforseparation vectorsin a certain subsetforwhich
the gradient-expansion is rapidly convergent,at allscales.The hypothesis underlying
this approxim ation is that the stress due to velocity-increm ents for separation vectors
from allsubregions is sim ilar and can be estim 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)asthe Coherent-SubregionsApproxim ation (CSA),orthe CSA-M SG expansion.Itis
guaranteed to converge rapidly,butitsaccuracy dependsupon the quality ofthe basic
hypothesis.The latterseem splausible butshould be subjected to em piricaltests.
Aswe shallsee below,itism ore im portantto considerthe contributionsofsub�lter

scalesin the2D inverseenergycascadethan itisin the3D forwardcascade.Therefore,the
rapid convergence ofthe 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 willbe considered here.
However,given thecloseform alrelation between them ,m ostofourqualitative,physical
discussion below can be carried over,with som e m inorchanges,to the system atic M SG
expansion,and it is only for the purpose of quantitative com parisons that the CSA
expansion is to be preferred.To describe this approxim ation schem e it is necessary to
decom posethe turbulentstressas� = % � u

0
u
0;wherewereferto % asthe ‘system atic’

contribution to the stress and to � u
0
u
0 as the ‘uctuation’contribution.For further

discussion ofthese two term sand form athem aticalform ulas,see (I;2.13-14).In term s
ofthesetwo quantities,thegeneralCSA-M SG expression forthestressin any dim ension
d wasgiven in (I),to nth-orderin scaleindex and m th-orderin gradients,as:

�
(n;m )
� =

nX

k= 0

%
[k];(m )
� �

nX

k;k0= 0

u
0[k];(m )
� u

0[k
0
];(m )

� : (2.2)

Using the resultsform = 2 asillustration,asin (I),wehave

%
[k];(2)
� =

C
[k]

2

d
‘
2
k

@u[k]

@xl

@u[k]

@xl
+

C
[k]

4

2d(d+ 2)
‘
4
k

@2u[k]

@xl@xm

@2u[k]

@xl@xm
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+
C
[k]

4

4d(d+ 2)
‘
4
k 4 u

[k]4 u
[k] (2.3)

and

u
0[k];(2)
� =

� 1

2d
p
N k

C
[k]

2 ‘
4
k 4 u

[k] (2.4)

The coe�cientsC
[k]

p in this m odelforp = 2;4;:::representthe partialpth-m om entsof
the �lter-kernelG overa sphericalshellofseparation vectorsoflength � ‘k;corrected
by a m ultiplicativefactorofN k = 2kd to com pensateforthedecreasing volum eofthose
shells with increasing k:Explicit expressions were given for these coe�cients with a
G aussian �lter,in (I),Appendix C y.Noticethat,with thevolum e-corrected coe�cients
used here,the ‘uctuation’term sin (2.2)are decreased relative to the ‘coherent’term s
by thefactors1=

p
N kN k0:Thesewereproposed in (I)asa consequenceofa centrallim it

theorem argum entfortheaveragesovervolum ethatde�nethe‘uctuation’velocitiesin
(2.4).Because ofthis,those term sare expected forlargerk to be negligible relative to
the ‘system atic’contributionsin (2.2).
Thisbriefsynopsisprovidesenough background on theM SG expansion forourappli-

cation in thispaperto the 2D inverse cascade.Form athem aticalderivationsand m ore
extensivephysicaldiscussion,see(I).

2.1.The First-Order M odel

To begin our discussion of the 2D energy cascade,we shallconsider the CSA-M SG
expansion ofthe stress developed to �rst-orderin velocity-gradients.According to the
generalform ula in equations(2.2)-(2.4),the expansion ofthe stressthen containsonly
the ‘coherent’part%;since the ‘uctuation’velocity u 0 vanishesto �rst-order.Thus,in
any spacedim ension d;the expansion isgiven to thisorderby

�
(n;1)
� =

nX

k= 0

%
[k];1
� (2.5)

with

%
[k];(1)
� =

C
[k]

2

d
‘
2
k

@u[k]

@xl

@u[k]

@xl
; (2.6)

consisting ofjust the �rst term in (2.3).See also (I;5.2).Term s for large values ofk
becom e negligibly sm all(UV scale-locality),so that the lim it as n ! 1 exists.For a
m onofractalvelocity �eld with H�olderexponenteverywhere1=3| asexpected in the2D
inversecascade(Paret& Tabeling (1998),Yakhot(1999),Bo�etta,Celani& Vergassola

(2000))| thekth term in (2.6)scalesas� ‘
2=3

k
(Eyink (2005)and I).

W enow specializethem odelto 2D,using thestandard form ula fora velocity-gradient
(deform ation)m atrix in 2D,

@ui

@xj
= Sij �

1

2
�ij!; (2.7)

which relatesitthe sym m etric,tracelessstrain m atrix S and (pseudo)scalarvorticity !:

y The expressions involve incom plete G am m a functions.For the case d = 2 relevant here,

these becom e,for p = 2m ;
�
d+ p

2
;x
�
= (1+ m ;x)= m !

h
1�

�
1+ x + x

2

2!
+ ���+ x

m

m !

�
e
�x
i
;

in term sofelem entary functions.See Abram owitz & Stegun (1964),form ulas6.5.2 and 6.5.13
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Here�ij istheantisym m etricLevi-Civitatensorin 2D.Substituting (2.7)into(2.6)yields

%
[k];1

�;ij =
1

2
C
[k]

2 ‘
2
k

�

S
[k]

il
S
[k]

jl
+ !

[k]eS
[k]

ij +
1

4
�ijj!

[k]j2
�

(2.8)

wherewehavede�ned theskew-strain m atrixaseSij = Sik�kjy.In term sofm atrix arrays

S =

�
S11 S12

S12 � S11

�

; eS =

�
� S12 S11

S11 S12

�

: (2.9)

Thus,the skew-strain is also sym m etric and traceless.It is easy to see that the strain
and skew-strain are orthogonalin the standard m atrix inner-product S:eS = 0 (and
hence the pre�x ‘skew’).The variousterm sthat appearin (2.8)are the sam e asthose
in equation (I;5.4)for3D and havethe sam e physicalinterpretations.Note,however,a

principaldi�erence with 3D is the absence ofterm s proportionalto !
[k]

i !
[k]

j :Since the
only com ponent ofvorticity is perpendicular to the plane ofm otion,no stress can be
directed along vortex-linesin 2D.

2.1.1.The Strong UV-LocalTerm s

It is interesting to consider separately the �rst term in (2.5),for k = 0;since it
correspondstothestresscontribution from �lter-scalevelocity-increm ents.Thus,werefer
to thisasthestrongly UV-localcontribution.Itistheonly sum m and in theform ula(2.5)
which isclosed in term softhe �ltered velocity u = u

(0):In fact,thisterm corresponds
just to the well-known Nonlinear M odelfor the turbulent stress (M eneveau & K atz
(2000)),asdiscussed atlength in (I).
The m ost im portant observation about the strongly UV-localterm in 2D is that it

giveszero energy ux,pointwise in space.Thisisobviousforthe term proportionalto
j!j2;since it is a pressure contribution.Furtherm ore,the �rst term is proportionalto

S
2
= �2I in 2D,whereI istheidentity m atrix,and isthusalso a pressurecontribution.

Here we haveused the Cayley-Ham ilton theorem and the factthatthe strain m atrix in
2D hastwoeigenvalues� � ofequalm agnitudebutoppositesign.Therefore,the�rstterm
contributesalso zero ux.Theterm in (2.8)proportionalto theskew-strain isdeviatoric
butitdoesnotcontributeto energy ux,by theorthogonality m entioned earlier.W ecan
thus conclude thatthere is no energy ux anywhere in space arising from the strongly
UV-localinteractions,to �rst-orderin velocity-gradients.
This conclusion agrees with a result ofK raichnan (1971b),who showed that energy

cascade in 2D cannotbe strongly scale-local.Itisworthwhile to sum m arize hisdem on-
stration,which isbased on thedetailed conservation ofenergy and enstrophy in Fourier
space.Let T(k;p;q) represent the energy transfer into wavenum berm agnitude k from
alltriadsofwavenum berswith m agnitudesk;p;q:A m easureofthe scale-locality ofthe
triad isprovided by the param eter

� = log2(km ed=km in)> 0;

where km in;km ed;km ax are the m inim um ,m edian,and m axim um wavenum ber m agni-
tudes,respectively,from thetriad k;p;q.Intuitively,thisquantity representsthe‘num ber
ofcascadesteps’between them inim um andm edian wavenum ber.Notethatkm ax 6 2km ed

by wavenum beraddition,so thatlog2(km ax=km in)6 � + 1:Thus,theparam eter� unam -
bigously m easuresthe ratio ofscalesinvolved in the triadic interaction.In these term s,

y Thisdi� ersslightly from the generalde� nition given in (I),which would lead usin 2D to

term as‘skew-strain’instead the product![k]e
S
[k]

:Thisslight di� erence in term inology should
cause no di� culty.
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nonlocalz interactions correspond to those triads with � � 1 and strongly scale-local
ones to those with � � 1:K raichnan (1971b) noted that in 2D the transfer function
satis�esboth

T(k;p;q)+ T(p;q;k)+ T(q;k;p)= 0 (2.10)

asa consequenceofenergy conservation,and

k
2
T(k;p;q)+ p

2
T(p;q;k)+ q

2
T(q;k;p)= 0 (2.11)

by conservation ofenstrophy.M ultiplying through (2.10) by q2 and subtracting from
(2.11)gives

(k2 � q
2)T(k;p;q)+ (p2 � q

2)T(p;q;k)= 0: (2.12)

Thus,ifk 6= p = q;then T(k;p;p) = 0;and substituting back into (2.10) gives also
T(p;p;k)= T(p;k;p)= 0:Hence,there is zero transfer,ifany two wavenum bershave
equalm agnitudes,and,in particular,if� = 0:However,it is very plausible to expect
that the transfer function willbe continuous in the wavenum ber m agnitude.In that
case,transferwillbe vanishingly sm allalso in the lim itthat� � 1:K raichnan (1971b)
obtained m orequantitativeresultsusing hisanalyticalTest-Field-M odel(TFM )closure.
He found (see hisFigure 2)thatroughly 90% ofthe energy ux com esfrom triadswith
� > 1;70% with � > 2,and 60% with � > 3.To obtain 90% ofthe totalenergy ux in
the TFM closure required including alltriadswith � 6 5:Thus,the 2D energy cascade
was predicted by the K raichnan to be scale-local(cf.also the exact analysis in Eyink
(2005))butonly weakly so.
There is a fundam entalrelationship between ourargum entand K raichnan’s.This is

bestunderstood by recalling the form ofthe energy ux in 3D from the strongly local,
�rst-orderterm s,equation (I;5.11)[and see also Borue& O rszag (1998)]:

�
(0;1) =

1

3
C2‘

2

�

� Tr(S
3
)+

1

4
!
>
S!

�

(2.13)

Both oftheseterm svanish in 2D,thesecond becauseofabsenceofvortex-stretching.As
discussed in (I),the�rstterm can alsoberelated tovortex-stretching,atleastin aspace-
averagesense,by a relation ofBetchov (1956).O fcourse,thelack ofvortex-stretchingin
2D isalso whatunderliesthe conservation ofenstrophy,used in K raichnan’sargum ent.
The argum entthatwe havegiven con�rm sK raichnan’sconclusion and extendsitto be
also pointwisein space.

2.1.2.The W eakly UV-LocalTerm s

From thepreceding discussion wecan seethatany energy ux thatarisesto �rstorder
in gradients m ust be due to sub�lter m odes,with k > 0:Since the contribution from
m odes with k � 1 is also sm all,the ux com esprim arily from the weakly localterm s
with k & 1:Thiscontribution foreach k > 1 can arisesolely from theskew-strain term in
thestress(2.8),since,by thesam ereasoning asabove,theothertwo term sareisotropic
stressesorpressures.The ux from m odesatscalek isthus

�
[k];(1)
� =

1

2
C

[k]

2 ‘
2
k!

[k]

�

S
(0)
:eS

[k]
�

(2.14)

z Note thatthisde� nition m akesno distinction between ultraviolet (UV)and infrared (IR)
nonlocalinteractions,asin Eyink (2005).
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Thiscan be rewritten in m ore intuitive fashion using ‘polarcoordinates’forstrain m a-
trices:

S = �

�
cos(2�) sin(2�)
sin(2�) � cos(2�)

�

; eS = �

�
� sin(2�) cos(2�)
cos(2�) sin(2�)

�

: (2.15)

Here � = jSj=
p
2 isthe (positive)strain eigenvalueand � = (1=2)arctan(S12=S11)isthe

angle m ade by the fram e ofstrain eigenvectorse(�)+ ;e
(�)

� with a �xed orthogonalfram e.
Note,incidentally,that the skew-strain is obtained by rotating the fram e ofthe strain

by �=4 radians.By choosing appropriately am ong the two uniteigenvectors� e
(�)

+ ;one
can alwaysensurethat0 6 j�j< �=2:Thus,from (2.14),(2.15),

�
[k];(1)
� = C

[k]

2 ‘
2
k�

(0)
�
[k]
!
[k]sin[2(�[k]� �

(0))]; (2.16)

a rem arkably sim ple and com pactresult.
The totalux from allscalesk = 0;1;:::;n to �rstorderin gradientsisthus

�
(n;1)
� =

nX

k= 1

C
[k]

2 ‘
2
k�

(0)
�
[k]
!
[k]sin[2(�[k]� �

(0))]: (2.17)

In orderto achievean inverseenergy cascade,itm usthold thattheterm sin thesum are
negative on average,atleastfork & 1:The sign of(2.16)isdeterm ined com pletely by
thefactor![k]sin[2(�[k]� �(0))];which dependsupon therelativeangle�[k]� �(0):Ifwe
choosethat0 6 j�[k]� �(0)j< �=2;then thisfactorwillbenegativeifthestrain-fram eat
scalek lagsthestrain-fram eatscale0 (�[k]< �(0))in regionswhere![k]> 0;and leads
(�[k] > �(0)) in regions where ![k] < 0:Under these conditions,the sm all-scale stress
willcooperatewith thelarge-scalestrain and thelatterwilldo negativework.Notethat
this is quite di�erent from a ‘negative-viscosity’m echanism ,with a Newtonian stress
proportionalto strain S

[k]
:Instead,the crucialdeviatoric com ponentofthe stressisof

the form [k]eS
[k]

;where [k] = C
[k]

2 ‘2
k
![k]=2 hasdim ensions ofa di�usion constantand

m ay be term ed ‘skew-viscosity.’
W e see that a contribution to inverse energy cascade at scale k requires an anti-

correlation in the signs of![k] and �[k]� �(0):A plausible dynam icalm echanism for
thiscan be suggested,based upon the exactequation forthe strain orientation angle:

(�(k))2D (k)

t �
(k) =

1

8
!
(k)
Q
(k)+ r � K

(k)+ � � � ; (2.18)

with D (k)

t = @t+ u
(k)
� r the advectivederivativeatscalek;

Q
(k) = 4 p(k) =

1

2
[!(k)]2 � 2[�(k)]2 (2.19)

the pressurehessian atscalek;and

K
(k) =

1

4
(r p

(k)
� r )u(k) (2.20)

a space transportterm due to pressure forces.The � � � term sin (2.18)representcontri-
butions from the turbulentstressdue to m odesatlength-scales< ‘k:See Appendix A
forthe derivation.According to (2.18),D t�

(k) � ‘
�2=3

k
in a 2D inverse energy cascade

range,so that the rotation-rate increases with increasing k.Since the pressure contri-
bution r � K

(k) is spatially-nonlocaland averagesto zero,it can be treated asrandom
noise.W e shalllikewise disregard the e�ect ofsubgrid term s � � � :Thus,the expected
correlation willbe created in strain-dom inated regionswith Q (k) < 0;since �(k) there
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rotatesagainstthe locality vorticity !(k) and fasterforlargerk:Since the ux (2.16)is
proportionalalso to the strain m agnitudes �(0);�(k);m ostofthe cascade should occur
in the strain regionswherethiscounter-rotation occurs.

2.1.3.A Heuristic M odel

A sim plem odelproblem m ay help to illum inatethebasicm echanism ofinverseenergy
cascadedueto skew-strain.W eshallconsiderthee�ectofa large-scaleuniform straining
�eld

S
(0) =

�
�(0) 0
0 � �(0)

�

; (2.21)

on a collection of sm all-scale vortices,each initially circular with support radius ‘n:
The ith vortex in the assem bly willbe assum ed to haveinitially a vorticity distribution
!
[n]

i (jr � rij)radially sym m etric aboutitscenterri:Letusassum e also thatthe sm all-
scalevorticeshaveeach a singlesign ofvorticity,butwith thenetcirculation ofthearray
equalto zero:

P
i

R
dr !

[n]

i (r) = 0:K raichnan (1976) considered a very sim ilar m odel
problem of\vortex-blobs" in order to illustrate the m echanism ofasym ptotic negative
viscositiesin hisTest-Field M odelclosure.In Appendix B wereview K raichnan’s\blob-
m odel" and com pareitwith the presentone.Su�ce itto say herethatitwascrucialin
K raichnan’scalculation totakevortexwave-packetswith averyrapid sinusoidalvariation
in thevorticity.O n thecontrary,werequirenosuch variation and aparticularcaseofour
m odelisan array ofvortex patcheswith constantvorticity levels,each initially circular.
The e�ect ofthe straining �eld on this set ofsm all-scale vortices willbe to deform

them into ellipticalform ,elongated in the x-direction and thinned in the y-direction.
K ida (1981)found thisbehaviorin hisexactsolution of2D Eulerforan ellipticalvortex
patch in a uniform shearow,wheneverthestrain � and vorticity level! satisfy j�=!j>
(3 �

p
5)=[2(2 + 2

p
5)1=2]

:
= 0:15:M ore generally,the sam e phenom enon appears in

a rapid distortion lim it for the case ofa strong strain �(0) � m axik!
[n]

i k1 :W e can
then ignore the self-evolution ofthe vortices and also their m utualinteractions.This
perm its us to focus on a single vortex centered at r = o with radialvorticity pro�le
![n](r):The vorticity levelset initially at radius r is distorted into an ellipse whose
equation isx2=a2 + y2=b2 = 1 with sem im ajoraxisa = rexp[�(0)t]and sem im inoraxis
b= rexp[� �(0)t]attim e t:
The im m ediate result is that the energy ofthe sm all-scale vortex patch is reduced,

asa consequence ofconservation ofcirculation.The area inside each ellipticalvorticity
contourispreserved,butthe length ofthe perim eterisincreased.In orderto keep the
circulation constant,thecircum ferentialvelocity m ustdecrease.Forexam ple,in thecase
ofa circularvortex patch ofconstantvorticity-level![n] with initialradiusr = ‘n;the
patch evolvesinto an ellipticalshape with circulation ![n]� �ab

:
= 4u[n]a;where u[n](t)

isthe x-com ponentofthe circum ferentialvelocity attim e t.The second expression for
circulation holds in the lim it when �(0)t� 1 and a � b;so that the perim eter ofthe
ellipticalvortex isapproxim ately 4a and isnearly parallelto the x-axis.In thatcase,

u
[n](t)

:
= (�=4)![n]b= (�=4)![n]‘n exp[� �

(0)
t]: (2.22)

A sim ilarargum entcan be m adeforpointsinteriorand exteriorto the vortex,with the
resultthatthevelocity iseverywherereduced by a com m on factorofexp[� �(0)t]:Thus,
the kinetic energy ofthe vortex isalso decreased.(O fcourse,a single vortex ofde�nite
sign would have in�nite energy in the unbounded plane,due to divergence at in�nity.
Such far-�eld divergence isabsentwhen considering the array ofvorticeswith zero net
circulation.)
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(a)

(b)

Figure 1.M echanism ofvortex-thinning.(a)A large-scale strain � eld with stretching direction
along the x-axis and shrinking direction along the y-axis,and a sm all-scale vortex ofpositive
circulation,initially circular;(b)The vortex elongated along the x-axisand thinned along the
y-axis,and itsstrain basis,rotated by �45 � with respectto the large-scale strain.

Theenergylostbythecollectionofsm all-scalevorticesistransferredtothelarge-scales.
To see this,observe that the large-scale straining,in addition to reducing the velocity
am plitude ofthe sm all-scale vortices,also recti�es the velocity direction.The velocity
vectoroftheelongated vorticespointsalm ostentirely in thex-direction and very littlein
they-direction.Indeed,thevorticity levelcurveinitially atradiusrforthepro�le![n](r)
now becom es,to leading order,a pairofstraight,parallellinesy = � b= � rexp[� �(0)t]:
Thus,the vorticity �eld approxim atesto ![n](y;t)= ![n](jyjexp[�(0)t])when �(0)t� 1:
Thisisjustthevorticity associated to a long,narrow shearlayerwith weakened velocity

u
[n](y;t)= � exp[� �

(0)
t]sign(y)

Z jyjexp[�
(0)

t]

0

!
[n](r)dr (2.23)

directed entirely along the x-axis.Ifthe tensor product u[n]
u
[n] were integrated over

spaceatthe initialtim e,itwould produceonly a diagonalstresscontribution:

Tij(t= 0)=

Z

vortex

dr u
[n]

i (r)u[n]j (r)= �ij � �

Z ‘n

0

dr rju
[n]

�
(r)j2; (2.24)

where u[n]
�
(r)= (1=r)

Rr
0
�![n](�)d� isthe tangentialvelocity around the vortex center.

(Here we have integrated only overthe body ofthe vortex,neglecting the contribution
ofm oredistantregions).However,after\recti�cation" there isa netstresscom ponent

T11(t)
:
= 2a

Z b

�b

dyu
[n](y;t)u[n](y;t)

= 4‘n

Z ‘n

0

dr

�Z r

0

!
[n](�)d�

� 2

; (2.25)

with allothercom ponentsm uch sm aller.Thisresultantstressreinforcesthe large-scale
strain �eld,so that

R
dr�(r;t)= � SijTij < 0;and negativework isdoneby the large-

scalesagainstthe sm allscales.
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This sim ple m odelofinverse energy cascade illustrates the pattern ofrelative orien-
tation ofstrain fram esatdistinctscales,which wasdiscussed earlier.In fact,within the
long,narrow shearlayercreated by thinning ofa vortex there isa velocity-gradient(or
deform ation)tensorofthe form

D
[n](y;t)=

�
0 � ![n](y;t)
0 0

�

; (2.26)

with (@u[n]=@y)(y;t)= � ![n](y;t):Thecorresponding strain m atrix is

S
[n](y;t)=

�
0 � ![n](y;t)=2

� ![n](y;t)=2 0

�

; (2.27)

which haseigenvectors

e
[n]

+ =

�
1
� 1

�

; e
[n]

� =

�
1
1

�

(2.28)

for ![n](y;t) > 0 and with e
[n]

+ ;e
[n]

� reversed for ![n](y;t) < 0:See Figure 1,which
illustratesthecaseofavortexpatch ofpositive(counterclockwise)circulation.Thesm all-
scale strain basisshown there isrotated relative to the large-scalestrain basisby � �=4
radians.Ifthe vortex patch had had negative (clockwise)circulation,then the rotation
would havebeen by + �=4 radiansinstead.
This sam e m odelalso clari�esthe origin ofstressproportionalto skew-strain in our

generalschem e.Theskew-strain in such an elongated vortex is

eS
[n]

(y;t)=

�
![n](y;t)=2 0

0 � ![n](y;t)=2

�

: (2.29)

Letusintroducea convenientspace-averageoverthe vortex ofthe form

h!
[n]
i= (2=b2)

Z b

0

dy

Z y

0

dy
0
!
[n](y0;t)= (2=‘2n)

Z ‘n

0

dr

Z r

0

d� !
[n](�): (2.30)

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,(1=‘n)
R‘n
0

dr
�Rr

0
![n](�)d�

	2
>

�
(‘n=2)h![n]i

�2
;

and,furtherm ore,these two quantitieswillgenerally have a ratio within som e speci�ed
bounds.Itfollowsthat,when �(0)t� 1;

‘
2
nh!

[n]iheS
[n]

i
:
=

�
�11=2 0
0 � �11=2

�

; (2.31)

where we have set�11 = T11=‘
2
n:Thus,a (deviatoric)stressproportionalto skew-strain

arisesnaturally from a narrow shearlayerproduced by vortex-thinning.
It is not com pletely obvious why sm all-scale vortices in a two-dim ensionalinverse

cascade range should be elongated and thinned by large-scale strain.After all,in such
a range �(0) � ‘�2=3 � (‘n)�2=3 � ![n] for‘� ‘n:Thus,the large-scalestrain isweak
com pared with the vorticity atsm allerscales,exactly the opposite asisassum ed in the
rapid distortion lim itabove.Thevorticityatlength-scale‘n could beexpected torespond
m ore strongly to the largerstrains �[n

0
] � ![n] from length-scales ln0 � ‘n:However,

thelarge-scalestrain,although relatively weak,iscoordinated overlargedistancesand is
tem porally coherent,with a typicallifetim eoft‘ � ‘2=3:By contrast,thestrain from the
sm allerscalesisrandom and uncoordinated and,furtherm ore,evolveson a m uch shorter
tim e-scale t‘

n
0
� (‘n0)2=3:Thus,the sm all-scale vorticity can adjustvery rapidly to the

persistentlarge-scalestrain,whereasitdoesnothave tim e to adjustto the m any,even
m orerapidly uctuating strainsfrom the stillsm allerscales.
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Clearly,our sim ple m odelcalculation does not reect allofthe com plexities ofthe
two-dim ensionalinversecascaderange.However,itgivesasim plephysicalpictureforthe
origin ofstressproportionalto skew-strain,which,we believe,isessentially the correct

one.Ifthe initialpro�les ofthe vorticity,![n]

i (r) for the ith circular vortex,are not
constant in the radialdistance r from the center,then vortex-thinning produces also
large vorticity-gradients parallelto the com pressing direction ofthe strain �eld.This
second-ordere�ectwillbe discussed in detailin the following section.

2.2.The Second-OrderM odel

W e have seen that,unlike in 3D,the M SG expansion �
(n;m )
� to lowestorder in space-

gradients,m = 1;can only explain energy cascadeifsub�lterscalesn > 1 areconsidered.
However,anotherpossible m echanism m ay be term sofhigherorderin space-gradients
with m > 2.To investigate thispossibility,we develop in thissection the 2D M SG ex-
pansion to second-orderin velocity-gradients.O necan specializetheform ulas(2.3),(2.4)
to 2D,replacing the velocity derivativewith strain and vorticity using (2.7).The result
is:

%
[k];(2)

�;ij =
1

2
C
[k]

2 ‘
2
k

�

S
[k]

il
S
[k]

jl
+ !

[k]eS
[k]

ij +
1

4
�ijj!

[k]
j
2

�

+
1

16
C
[k]

4 ‘
4
k

�

S
[k]

il;m
S
[k]

jl;m
+ (@l!

[k])eS
[k]

ij;l+
1

4
�ijjr !

[k]j2
�

+
1

32
C
[k]

4 ‘
4
k
e@i!

[k]e@j!
[k]
: (2.32)

and

u
0[k];(2)

�;i =
1

4
p
N k

C
[k]

2 ‘
2
k
e@i!

[k]
: (2.33)

In thelastterm of(2.32)and alsoin (2.33)wehavede�ned e@i = �ij@j;theskew-gradient,

which satis�es e
r � r = 0:Thisisthe sam eoperatorthatappearsin the stream -function

representation ofa velocity ui = e@i .Indeed,to derive the lastterm in (2.32)and the
term in (2.33)weused thestream function  [k]and thePoisson equation � 4  [k]= ![k]

in orderto write4 u[k]i = � e@i![k]:

2.2.1.The Strongly UV-LocalTerm s

As for the �rst-orderexpansion,we begin by considering just the strongly UV-local

term swith n = 0.These givealtogether(notethatC (0)
p = C

(0)

p forn = 0)

%
(0;2)

�;ij
=
1

2
C
(0)

2 ‘
2

�

SilSjl+ !
e
Sij +

1

4
�ij!

2

�

+
1

16
C
(0)

4 ‘
4

�

Sil;m Sjl;m + (@k!)
e
Sij;k +

1

4
�ijjr !j2

�

+
1

32
[C (0)

4 � 2(C(0)2 )2]‘4 (e@i!)(e@j!): (2.34)

Letusconsiderthe physicalm eaning ofthe variousterm sthatappear.
W e have already considered the term s in the initialline of (2.34) that arise from

�rst-order velocity-gradientsand have shown that they give no contribution to energy
ux.The second line is rem arkably sim ilarin appearance to the �rst.In fact,itisnot
hard to seethatthe�rstterm proportionalto Sil;m Sjl;m isan isotropic(pressure)term ,
by exactly m im icking the argum ent we gave earlier for the SilSjl-term ,separately for
each value ofthe index m thatis sum m ed over.O fcourse,the �nalterm proportional



2D Inverse Energy Cascade 13

to �ijjr !j2 is also a pressure.This leaves only the m iddle deviatoric term as possibly
contributing to energy ux.Itisinteresting thatthissecond-orderterm ,

�
(0);[2]

I
= (1=16)C (0)

4 ‘
4(r !� r )eS; (2.35)

givesriseexactly to an ‘eddy-viscosity’.To seethis,itiseasiestto usethe‘polarcoordi-
nates’(2.15)forthe strain and skew-strain.Togetherwith the chain rule,thisgives

(r !� r )eS = � 2(r !� r �)S+ (r !� r �)e
S (2.36)

with � = ln�:O fcourse,thesecond term proportionaltoskew-strain doesnotcontribute
to energy ux.Thus,up to such conservativeterm s,weobtain

�
(0);[2]

I
= � (1=8)C(0)4 ‘

4(r !� r �)S+ � � � = � 2�T S; (2.37)

with �T = C
(0)

4 ‘4(r !� r �)=16:ThisisastressofNewtonian form ,with an eddy-viscosity
due to di�erential-rotation ofthe strain.Indeed,the eddy-viscosity coe�cient� T isjust
proportionalto therateofrotation ofstrain along thedirection ofm axim um increaseof
vorticity.
The �nalterm of(2.34) arises from the com bination ofthe last term in (2.32) for

k = 0 and the product oftwo term s in (2.33) for k = k0 = 0:These together give a
stress exerted along the direction parallelto the skew-gradient e

r !.Equivalently,this
stressisdirected norm alto thevorticity-gradientr !;oralong thelevel-setsorcontour-
linesofthe vorticity.Therearetwo opposing contributions,a tensilestressproportional
to C (0)

4 from (2.32)and a contractile stressproportionalto (C (0)

2 )2 from (2.33).W hich
dom inates could depend upon the choice ofthe �lter kernelG .However,the concrete
calculationsin (I),Appendix C show thatC = [C (0)

4 � 2(C(0)2 )]2=32 > 0 fora G aussian
kernel.W e have also checked this to be true for a few other cases,e.g.an exponential
�lter G (r) = e�jrj=(2�):At least for these choices we see that there is a tensile stress
ofstrength C ‘4jr !j2 exerted by the sm all-scales along vorticity contour-lines.As we
discussin Appendix B ofthepresentpaper,thise�ectwasanticipated in a calculation of
K raichnan (1976)fora sim plem odelproblem ofa 2D vorticity wave-packetin a uniform
strain �eld.This tensile stress along vorticity contours should be contrasted with the
contractilestress� C

(0)

2 ‘2j!j2=2 exerted along vortex-linesin 3D,discussed in (I).
The strongly UV-localterm sin the stressthuscan give a non-vanishing contribution

to energy ux,atsecond-orderin gradients.Indeed,

�
(0);[2]
� = � C ‘

4(er !)> S(er !)� C
0
‘
4
S:(r !� r )eS (2.38)

with C = [C (0)

4 � 2(C(0)2 )2]=32 and C 0= C
(0)

4 =16:Using �> S� = � S and (2.36),thiscan
also be written as

�
(0);[2]
� = C ‘

4(r !)> S(r !)+ 4C
0
‘
4
�
2(r !� r �): (2.39)

These arethe only UV-localcontributionsto the energy ux atsecond-order.
Itisim portantto determ ine the sign ofthese term s,on average,to see whetherthey

contribute to inverse cascade ordirectcascade.In thisrespect,note thatthe �rstterm
in (2.39) is proportionalto the negative ofthe rate ofvorticity-gradientstretching by
the large-scalestrain.Thatis,ifone considersthe equation forthe large-scalevorticity
gradient,then ithasthe form

D tjr !j
2 = � 2(r !)> S(r !)+ � � � ; (2.40)

whereD t = @t+ u� r and � � � denotesneglected term sdueto theturbulentstress.Thus,
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weseethatthe�rstterm in (2.39)isnegative(inversecascade)precisely when vorticity-
gradientsarem agni�ed,a connection already noted by K raichnan (1976).Equivalently,

inverse cascade requires the stretching direction e
(�)

+ ofthe strain �eld to tend to be
parallelto contour-lines of the large-scale vorticity.Since we have already seen that
the sm all-scales 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
sm all-scales.Equation (2.40)renderstherequired alignm entplausible,sincecom ponents
ofthevorticity-gradientparalleltothesqueezingdirection willtend togrow,accordingto
thisequation.Notethatthistendency m ightbem oderated som ewhatby thesm all-scale
stressterm swhich wehaveneglected in (2.40);cf.Van derBosetal.(2002).
The second term in (2.39)willbe negative precisely when r !� r � < 0:This m eans

thatthestrain fram em ustcounter-rotateagainstvorticity changes,i.e.rotateclockwise
m oving in the direction ofincreasing vorticity.W e do not have a direct dynam icalex-
planation for this tendency,analogous to the one we gave above for vorticity-gradient
stretching.O n the otherhand,we have found thatthere isa sim ple kinem atic relation
between the ratesofdi�erentialstrain-rotation and vorticity-gradientstretching in 2D:

h(r !)> S(r !)i= � hS:(r !� r )eSi (2.41)

or,equivalently,

h(r !)> S(r !)i= 4h�2(r !� r �)i: (2.42)

Equation (2.41)[or(2.42)]isan exact2D analogueofthe3D relation ofBetchov (1956),
and,likeit,dependsjuston hom ogeneity and incom pressibility ofthevelocity �eld.For
a proofofthe ‘2D Betchov relation’(2.41),see Appendix C.An im portantim m ediate
consequence isthatdi�erentialstrain counter-rotation and vorticity-gradientstretching
m ustoccurtogether,on average,while di�erentialstrain co-rotation isassociated with
m ean shrinking ofvorticity-gradientsy.
The net energy ux from both term s in (2.39) is always negative (inverse cascade)

when thereism ean stretching ofvorticity-gradients.BecauseoftheBetchov-likerelation
(2.42)itfollowsthath� (0);[2]

� i= (C + C 0)‘4�;where� isthecom m on averagein (2.42)
and

C + C
0=

1

32
C
(0)

4 +
1

16
[C (0)

4 � (C(0)2 )2]> 0: (2.43)

To proveinequality (2.43),note thatC (0)

4 > 0 by itsde�nition.Furtherm ore,

C
(0)

2 =

Z

jrj>1

dr jrj2G (r)6

s Z

jrj>1

dr G (r)�

Z

jrj>1

dr jrj4G (r)6
q
C
(0)

4 (2.44)

by the Cauchy-Schwartzinequality and norm alization ofG .Thisgives(2.43).Thus,for
any �lter,the net ux is negative when � < 0:The 2D Betchov relation furtherm ore
gives the ratio ofcontribution to inverse cascade ofthe two term s in (2.39),as C=C 0:

Fora G aussian �lterthisratio isC=C 0 = (1=2)� (9=13)e�1=2
:
= 0:08;so thatapproxi-

m ately 92.6% ofthem ean of(2.39)com esfrom di�erentialstrain-rotation and 7.4% from
vorticity-gradientstretching.

y Becauseitispurely kinem atic,the‘2D Betchov relation’holdsjustaswellin theenstrophy
cascade range.As discussed in Eyink (2001) and Chen et al.(2003),forward enstrophy- ux
is also associated with m ean stretching of� ltered vorticity-gradients.Thus,di� erentialstrain
counter-rotation m ustalso occur,on average,in the enstrophy cascade.
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2.2.2.The W eakly UV-LocalTerm s

The term s ofthe M SG expansion that are second-order in gradients contribute to
energy ux already from the strongly UV-localm odes.However,there are additional
contributions atsecond-orderfrom allthe other subscale m odes.Here we shalldiscuss
the physicalinterpretation and signi�canceofthose.
In fact,the various term s that appear in the expressions for the 2D m odelstress,

(2.32)and (2.33),can bereadily understood.The�rstterm in (2.32),which is�rst-order
in gradients,has already been discussed.In the next group ofthree 2nd-order term s,
the �rstand lastare both pressure contributionsand do notcontribute to energy ux.
However,the m iddle term isdeviatoric and can give rise to ux.Using the analogue of
(2.36),

(r !
[k]
� r )eS

[k]

= � 2(r !
[k]
� r �

[k])S[k]+ (r !
[k]
� r �

[k])eS
[k]

; (2.45)

thisterm can be splitinto two.The�rstisa Newtonian stress� 2�[k]
T
S
[k] with an eddy-

viscosity coe�cient

�
[k]

T
= (1=16)C

[k]

4 ‘
4
k(r !

[k]
� r �

[k]) (2.46)

arising from di�erentialstrain-rotation at a length-scale ‘k:The other term is ofthe

‘skew-Newtonian’form 
[k]

T
eS
[k]

with skew-viscosity coe�cient


[k]

T
= (1=16)C

[k]

4 ‘
4
k(r !

[k]
� r �

[k]) (2.47)

arising from di�erentialstrain-m agni�cation atthe sam e length-scale ‘k:Note that we
have de�ned the logarithm ofthe strain eigenvalueorm agnitude as�[k]= ln�[k]:Since
the velocity �eld in the inverse cascade range ism onofractalwith H�olderexponent1=3
(Paret & Tabeling (1998),Yakhot (1999),Bo�etta,Celani& Vergassola (2000)),it is

not hard to see that both �
[k]

T
and 

[k]

T
are oforder O (‘4=3

k
);as expected.y.The last

term in (2.32)representsa tensilestressofm agnitude+ C
[k]

4 ‘4kjr ![k]j2=32 exerted along
contour-linesofthe vorticity ![k] atlength-scale‘k.
There rem ains the ‘uctuation’contribution to the stress from (2.33).This can be

best understood by sum m ing over scales,to give u0(n;2)
� = e

r  
(n)
� with a uctuation

stream -function

 
(n)
� =

1

4

nX

k= 0

C
[k]

2p
N k

‘
2
k!

[k]
: (2.48)

Note that the factor 1=
p
N k reects the cancellations that are expected to occur in

the space-integralforthe contributionsfrom m odesatlength-scale ‘k (I).W e see then,

�nally,that� e
r  

(n)
�

e
r  

(n)
� representsa contractile stressalong the stream linesof (n)

� .
Thisterm opposesand,to som edegree,cancelsagainstthetensilestressterm sin (2.32)
exerted along the contour-linesof![k] fork = 1;:::;n:
Ifthe m odelstressissubstituted into form ula (1.1)forthe ux,then thereresults:

�
(n;2)
� =

nX

k= 0

�
1

2
C
[k]

2 ‘
2
k!

[k](S(0):eS
[k]

)+
1

8
C
[k]

4 ‘
4
k(r !

[k]
� r �

[k])(S(0):S[k])

�
1

16
C
[k]

4 ‘
4
k(r !

[k]
� r �

[k])(S(0):eS
[k]

)+
1

32
C
[k]

4 ‘
4
k (r !

[k])> S(0)(r !
[k])

�

y To show this,use the form ulas 2r � = S11r S12�S 12r S11

S
2

11
+ S

2

12

; r � = S11r S11+ S12r S12

S
2

11
+ S

2

12

;

and the generalestim atesfrom Eyink (2005)and (I)
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� (r  
(n)
� )> S(0)(r  

(n)
� ) (2.49)

Thisisour�nalCSA expansion resultfortheenergy ux in 2D.In addition to the�rst-
order term that appeared in (2.17),there are now second-order contributions arising
from di�erentialstrain-rotation,di�erentialstrain-m agni�cation,and vorticity-gradient
stretching.The �nalterm in (2.49) is expected to be m uch sm aller than the others,
because ofthe cancellations in space-averaging discussed above and additionalcancel-
lationsin the sum overscalesin (2.48).W e expectthatthe �rstfour term scontribute
to inverse cascade.For sm allk;S[k] should be correlated to som e degree with S

(0)
;so

thatthedi�erentialstrain-rotation and vorticity-gradientstretching term soughtto have
negative m ean-values,for sim ilar reasons as the corresponding k = 0 term s discussed
earlier.Like the �rst-order‘skew-Newtonian’term ,the di�erentialstrain-m agni�cation
term vanishes for k = 0 and can therefore be expected to be relatively sm aller than
the di�erentialstrain-rotation term .Itisinteresting to note thatthe latterhasitssign
determ ined by thequantity r ![k]� r �[k]cos[2(�[k]� �(0))];closely related to the signed
quantity ![k]sin[2(�[k]� �(0))]that appears in the �rst-order term .The �nalterm in
(2.49)is the only one that we expect to have a positive m ean (from vorticity-gradient
stretching),butwe have already argued thatthatterm willbe considerably sm allerin
m agnitude.
Notethattheux term in (2.49)from scalek givesatm ostafraction oforder2�2k=3 to

thenetenergyux.Thisagreeswith rigorouslocality estim ates(Eyink (2005)).However,
theactualcontribution islikely to bem uch sm aller,sincethecorrelationswhich produce
theinverseenergy cascadem ustweaken fork � 1:Ifthesm all-scalesareisotropic,then
the m ean stress�[k] from length-scale‘k willsatisfy:

h�
[k]

ij
i=

1

2
hTr[�[k]]i�ij; fork � 1: (2.50)

In thatcase,ifthe large-scalestrain S(0) and the stresscontribution �[k] areasym ptot-
ically independentfork � 1;then theirm ean contribution to the energy ux vanishes,
since the deviatoric part ofthe stress is zero on average.The existence ofan energy
cascade requires a statisticalcorrelation between the large-scale strain and the sm all-
scale stress contributions from various scales,which becom es progressively weaker for
increasing k:

3. D iscussion

Thetheoreticalexpression thatwehavedeveloped hereforthe turbulentstressyields
m any concrete testable predictions| both qualitative and quantitative| for the 2D in-
verse energy cascade.Forem ost,we predict that strain-fram es at sm allscales should
lag/lead thoseatlarge-scales,when thesm all-scalevorticity ispositive/negative.A spa-
tialanalogueofthise�ectisthatthestrain eigenfram esarepredicted on averagetorotate
clockwisein thedirection ofincreasing vorticity (di�erentialcounter-rotation).Likewise,
we predict that there willbe a positive m ean rate ofstretching ofvorticity-gradients.
M orequantitatively,our�nalCSA-M SG form ulas(2.2),(2.32),(2.33)forthestressand
(2.49)forthe ux m ay be com pared in detailwith resultsobtained from experim entor
sim ulation.Ifthe m odelsurvivessuch tests,then itm ay be a good pointofdeparture
forbuilding a practicalLES m odelling schem eofthe 2D inverseenergy cascade.
In ourpresentation above we have alluded only briey to the dynam icalm echanism s

thatcan producethevariouscorrelationsand alignm entsthatarepostulated,e.g.based
on the evolution equationsofstrain orientation-angles(2.18)and ofvorticity-gradients
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(2.40).M any ofthe m echanism sexpected to operatein 2D havevery closeanaloguesin
3D.Notice thatvortex-stretching in 3D isa nearrelativeofthe vortex-thinning m echa-
nism in 2D,which wediscussed in section 2.1.3.However,theresultisopposite,because
the stretching process in 3D \spins up" the vortices and increases the kinetic energy
in the sm allscales.Vorticity contour-lines in 2D can also be expected to lengthen on
the basis of the sam e plausible statisticalargum ents that have been applied to vor-
tex linesorotherm ateriallinesin 3D (Taylor(1938),Batchelor(1952),Cocke (1969)).
Thisalready arguesratherstrongly forthestretching ofvorticity-gradientsin 2D incom -
pressible turbulence and,via the Betchov-likerelation (2.42),fordi�erentialrotation of
strain counterto vorticity.O n the otherhand,in 3D ratherm ore detailed understand-
ing isavailablethrough sim ple Lagrangian m odelsofthe evolution ofvelocity-gradients
(Vieillefosse (1982),Vieillefosse (1984),Cantwell(1992),Chertkov,Pum ir& Shraim an
(1999)).Thesephenom enologicalm odelshaveprovided plausibledynam icalexplanations
ofthe key alignm entsthatare observed in DNS (Ashurstetal.(1987))and experim ent
(Tao,K atz& M eneveau (2002)).Som eofthedi�cultiesin developing such understand-
ing ofthe inverseenergy cascadecan be appreciated by considering the exactequations
in 2D forLagrangian tim e-derivativesofthe velocity-gradients:

�
D t! = 0
D tSij =

1

2
(4 p)�ij � @2ijp

(3.1)

Here we have considered separately the evolution ofthe vorticity and strain.W e have
alsoneglected thecontribution ofturbulentstressesto theevolution of�ltered gradients,
which m ay be an im portantfeedback interaction with sm all-scales(Van der Bos et al.
(2002)).Theequations(3.1)lack thelocalself-stretchingterm swhich play thekey rolein
the analogous3D equations.In fact,the Lagrangian evolution in (3.1)isentirely trivial
exceptforthepressurehessian in theequation forthestrain and thelatterm ustplay an
essentialrole in the production ofstrain orientation alignm ents.M ore sophistication in
them odelingofpressureisthereforelikely toberequired than in the3D case(Vieillefosse
(1982),Vieillefosse(1984),Cantwell(1992),Chertkovetal.(1999)).Furtherm ore,wehave
seen thatin the2D inversecascade,both higher-ordergradientand m ulti-scalee�ectsare
im portant.Thus,itrem ainsa challenge to develop a detailed dynam icalunderstanding
ofthe 2D inverseenergy cascade.
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A ppendix A . D ynam icalEquation for the Strain O rientation

It is easy to see from the ‘polar’representation (2.15) of the strain S that 2� =

arctan(S12=S11):Sincealso �2 = S
2

12 + S
2

11;theLagrangian derivativem ay bewritten as

2�2D t� = S11(D tS12)� S12(D tS11) (A 1)

W e can evaluate the tim e rate ofchange from the equation (3.1)forthe �ltered strain,
which neglectsthe contribution from turbulentstress.Substituting into (A 1)we get

2�2D t� =
@u

@x

�

�
@2p
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4 p (A 2)

wherewe used incom pressibility in the lastline and also to derivethe nextidentity:
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(A 3)
If(A 3)is used in (A 2)to elim inate the m ixed partialderivative ofpressure,then one
obtains
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(A 4)

Thislastequation isequivalentto (2.18),(2.19),(2.20)in the text.

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

Som e while ago,K raichnan proposed a physicalm echanism to explain the origin of
negative eddy-viscosities in 2D (see K raichnan (1976),Section 5.) For this purpose he
em ployed a sim pli�ed m odelofsm all-scale vortex wavepacketsin a uniform ,large-scale
straining �eld.His aim was to understand the asym ptotic e�ect ofthe sm all-scales on
m uch largerscales,and not to give an account ofthe inverse energy cascade by scale-
localinteractions.Nevertheless,his ideas turn out to have m uch in com m on with our
theory ofthe localcascade interactions.The m odelproposed by us in section 2.1.3 to
explain thestressproportionalto skew-strain isjustaslightm odi�cation ofK raichnan’s.
Furtherm ore,hism echanism of‘negative viscosity’is essentially identicalwith thatwe
found in thelastterm ofourm odelstress,equation (2.34),which correspondstoatensile
stress along vorticity-contour lines.Here we shallreview the calculation ofK raichnan
(1976),in orderto m akem oreclearitsrelation to the presenttheory.
K raichnan’sm odelofthesm all-scaleswasaG aussian wave-packetofvorticity | called

a‘blob’| oran ‘assem bly ofuncorrelated blobs’(K raichnan (1976)).Thestream function
ofeach blob wastaken to havethe form

 (x)= k�2 f(x)cos(kx2)
f(x)= exp(� 1

2
(x21 + x22)=D

2)

�

(B 1)

wheref isaG aussian envelopefunction with astandard deviation � D thatism odulated
by an oscillating cosine with wavevectork pointing in the verticale2-direction.A basic
assum ption isthatkD � 1;so thatthe wavenum berofthe packetcan be regarded as
nearly sharp.Calculating the sm all-scalevelocity �eld from u = � e

r  ;itisnothard to
show thatthe leading com ponentofthe velocity is

u1 � k
�1
f(x)sin(kx2) (B 2)
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and ofthe vorticity-gradientis

(r !)2 � � kf(x)sin(kx2) (B 3)

asym ptotically forkD � 1:Cf.Eq.(5.4)in K raichnan (1976).Thus,the dom inantcom -
ponentofthe totalstressT =

R
� =

R
uu is

T11 = k
�2

Z

dx1

Z

dx2 exp(� (x21 + x
2
2)=D

2)sin2(kx2)� �D
2
=2k2 (B 4)

for kD � 1:Thatis,the dom inantstressis positive,ortensile,and exerted along the
horizontaldirection e1.This is perpendicular to the direction ofthe vorticity-gradient
e2;oralong thedirection ofthevorticity-contours.Thus,K raichnan’s‘blob m odel’leads
to a resultin agreem entwith ourgeneralconclusion.
Asa m odelofthe large-scales,K raichnan took a uniform strain �eld

S = a

�
cos(2�) sin(2�)
sin(2�) � cos(2�)

�

(B 5)

with eigenvalues � a and eigenfram e oriented at an angle � with respect to the �xed
coordinate fram e.The stream function corresponding to this large-scale �eld is just
V (x) = 1

2
x
> eSx:Actually,K raichnan kept the strain �xed with fram e axes along the

coordinate directions and instead rotated the wavenum ber ofthe sm all-scale blob,as
k = k[e1 sin� + e2 cos�];Eq.(5.14) in K raichnan (1976).This is physically m ore nat-
ural,ifone thinks ofthe sm all-scales as isotropic and the large-scales as having �xed
anisotropy.However,itis m athem atically equivalentto rotate the strain and itrelates
m oreeasily to ouranalysisin the text.
K raichnan (1976) worked out in detailthe energy balance for his sim ple two-scale

m odelofthe velocity �eld.The initialenergy in the sm all-scalesis

E =
1

2

Z

juj2 � (1=2)T11 � �D
2
=4k2 (B 6)

Thee�ectofthestraining �eld on thesm all-scalewavevectoristo changeitsm agnitude
by

dk
2
=dt= � 2k> Sk = 2acos(2�)k2: (B 7)

Thus,K raichnan concluded that,to leading order,

(dE =dt)t= 0 = � �aD
2 cos(2�)=2k2: (B 8)

Cf.Eq.(5.8)in K raichnan (1976)forthe case thatk = 1 and � = 0:Thisreduction in
energy ofthe sm all-scaleblob isa consequenceofthetransferofitsenstrophy to higher
wavenum ber.
K raichnan showed further that the energy budget was m aintained by a deposit into

the ‘interaction energy’
R
v� u between the large-scale and sm all-scale velocity �elds.

In his calculation he rewrote the interaction energy as
R
V !;in term s of the large-

scale stream function V and sm all-scale-vorticity !,and considered the nonlinear self-
interaction ofthe latter.Hefound thatthe sm all-scalevorticity �eld setup a secondary
ow offourequal-strength vorticeswith alternating signsofcirculation which,for� = 0;
reinforced the large-scalestrain.In hisown words:

‘Ifa sm all-scale m otion has the form ofa com pact blob ofvorticity,or an assem bly
ofuncorrelated blobs,a steady straining willeventually draw a typicalblob out into an
elongated shape,with corresponding thinning and increase oftypicalwavenum ber.The
typicalresult willbe a decrease of the kinetic energy of the sm all-scale m otion and a
corresponding reinforcem entofthe straining �eld....’
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In thisway,theenergy lossfrom thesm all-scalesthatisobserved in (B 8)can traced to
a transferofequalsizeinto theinteraction energy between large-scalesand sm all-scales.
Thistransfercan be shown to be equivalentto the scale-to-scaleenergy ux thatwe

de�ned in (1.1).Indeed,using the factthatthe large-scale velocity v isstationary and
itsvelocity-gradientr v isuniform ,we�nd that

(dE =dt)t= 0 = �
d

dt

Z

v� u =

Z

v� [r � (uu)]= �

Z

(r v):uu = � S:T: (B 9)

This isthe area-integralofthe quantity thatappearsin (1.1).W e can use this expres-
sion to easily verify the energy balance resultfrom K raichnan (1976).Substituting the
stressfrom (B 4)and the strain from (B 5),one gets(dE =dt)t= 0 = � �aD2 cos(2�)=2k2;
in agreem entwith (B 8).Note thatthe ux isnegative and the sm all-scaleslose energy
only ifj�j< �=4;whereasthe ux ispositive for�=4 < j�j< �=2.Ifone assum esthat
the angle � is random with an isotropic distribution and k = ke2 is �xed,then the
averageux ish(dE =dt)t= 0iang = 0:K raichnan (1976)had already noted thisresultand
established itsconsistency with the m ean growth ofsm all-scalewavenum berm agnitude
or,equivalently,the m ean stretching ofsm all-scale vorticity-gradients.Aswe discussed
around ourequation (2.50),am ean energy ux underisotropicconditionsrequiresstatis-
ticalcorrelationsbetween disparatescales.In K raichnan’scasewhereheassum ed a very
wide separation between the two scalesofm otion,it wasrealistic to assum e negligible
correlationsand thuszero nettransfer.However,thisisan unrealisticassum ption in the
contextofa localenergy cascade,where the stressand strain in (1.1)getm ostoftheir
contributionsfrom adjacentscales(Eyink (2005))and arehighly correlated.
Itisinterestingthatthem echanism thatK raichnanidenti�ed asactingbetween distant

scalescan also be identi�ed with severalofthe m echanism sthatwe have found in our
analysisoflocalcascadeinteractions.Notethatin K raichnan’svortex-blob m odel

(r !)> S(r !)= � ak
2
f
2(x)sin2(kx2)cos(2�); (B 10)

using (B 3)and (B 5).Integrated overspace,thisyields
Z

(r !)> S(r !)= � �a(D k)2 cos(2�)=2; (B 11)

to leading orderforD k � 1:Thus,we getagreem entof(B 8)with the fourth term in

ourform ula � (n;2)
� forthe energy ux,equation (2.49),by taking ‘k = 1=k there.The

second term in (2.49)corresponding to di�erentialstrain rotation iszero in the vortex-
blob m odelbecausetheorientationsofthestrain-�elds(both large-scaleand sm all-scale)
are uniform in space.However,we can equally wellunderstand the energy ux in the
blob m odelbased upon the �rstterm in (2.49)[the sam e as(2.14)]thatcorrespondsto
relativerotation ofstrain atdisparatescales.Indeed,in the blob-m odel,the vorticity is

!(x)� � f(x)cos(kx2) (B 12)

and the sm all-scalestrain ofthe blob is

S
0(x)=

1

2
!(x)

�
0 � 1
� 1 0

�

(B 13)

to leading order.Thusitisnothard to calculatethat

!S:eS
0

= � af
2(x)cos2(kx2)cos(2�) (B 14)
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and integrated overspacethisgivesalso
Z

!S:eS
0

= � �aD
2 cos(2�)=2 (B 15)

to leading orderforD k � 1:M ultiplying (B 15)by ‘2k = 1=k2;wegetalso agreem entof
(B 8)with form ula (2.14).Itisintriguing to note that,before averaging overspace,the
two contributionsfrom (B 10)and (B 14)are exactly outofphase.Itisanothersim ple
exercise to verify thatthe third term in (2.49),from di�erentialstrain-m agni�cation,is
also non-zero in the blob m odeland givesa contribution ofthe sam esort.
Thus,it is clear that m ost ofthe term s in our CSA-M SG form ula (2.49) are repre-

sented in K raichnan’sblob m odel,in particular,the ux from skew-strain,from di�er-
entialstrain-m agni�cation,and from vorticity-gradient stretching.Allofthese can be
produced by a single m echanism of‘vortex-thinning’.O ur som ewhat sim pler m odelof
vortex patchesin section 2.1.3alsoillustratesthesesam eux term s,exceptin thecaseof
constant-vorticitypatches,forwhich onlytheux from skew-strainsurvives.Theincrease
in wavenum berthatwasconsidered by K raichnan in hisblob m odeland theasym ptotics
D k � 1 play no essentialrole in the skew-strain m echanism .Indeed,note that(B 12)-
(B 15)forthe blob m odelallhave non-vanishing valuesatk = 0;whereas(B 10)-(B 11)
tend to zero ask ! 0:

A ppendix C . 2D B etchov R elation

Foranyincom pressibleorsolenoidal�eld u in 2D wecan de�neacorresponding‘strain’
S
(u)

ij and ‘vorticity’!(u) via

@ui

@xj
= ui;j = S

(u)

ij �
1

2
�ij!

(u)
: (C 1)

O bserve ournotation forpartialderivative with respectto xj;indicated by subscriptj
preceded by acom m a.Likewise,wewrite@2ui=@xj@xk = ui;jk;etc.Usingthesenotations
and de�nitions,the�rststep in thederivation ofthe2D Betchov relation isthefollowing
identity:
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Here u;v;w are allincom pressible �elds.The identity (C 2) follows straightforwardly
from theproductofruleofdi�erentiation.
The term s labelled g1 ; g2 ;and g3 are easily calculated by the substitutions vi;j =

S
(v)

ij � (1=2)�ij!(v);vi;jk = S
(v)
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� (1=2)�ij@k!(v);and vi;kk = � �il@l!

(v);and sim ilar
substitutionsforthe �eld w :The term g1 becom es
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; (C 3)

g2 becom es
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ij @i!
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(w )
; (C 4)
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and g3 becom es

S
(u)

ij;l
vi;kwj;kl= �

1

2
S
(v)

ik
eS
(u)

ik;l@l!
(w )+

1

2
S
(u)

ij;l
eS
(w )

ij;l!
(v)
: (C 5)

The lastterm g4 requiresasan additionalstep to use the identity

S
(u)

ij;k
�
1

2
�ij@k!

(u) = ui;jk = ui;kj = S
(u)

ik;j
�
1

2
�ik@j!

(u) (C 6)

to replaceS(u)
ij;k

by S(u)
ik;j

.Then using thesam esubstitutionsasfortheotherthreeterm s,
g4 becom es

� S
(u)

ij;k
vi;kwj;ll= eS

(u)

ik;jS
(v)

ik
@j!

(w )+
1

2
S
(v)

jk
@k!

(u)
@j!

(w )+
1

4
�kj@k!

(u)
@j!

(w )
!
(v) (C 7)

W e are now able to sum the contributionsfrom allfourterm s, g1 ; g2 ; g3 ;and g4 :In
orderto sim plify the result,itishelpfulto de�ne the quantity

T
(u;v)

ij = @i!
(u)
@j!

(v)+ eS
(u)

ij;k@k!
(v)
: (C 8)

Then the sum ofthe fourterm syields,aftersom e elem entary algebra,

S
(v)

ij T
(u;w )

ij + S
(u)

ij T
(v;w )

ij + S
(u)

ij T
(w ;v)

ij = �ij[S
(u)

ik;l
S
(w )

jk;l
� @i!

(u)
@j!

(w )]!(v)

� 2@k[S
(u)

ij
vi;kwj;ll]+ 2@l[S

(u)

ij
vi;kwj;kl] (C 9)

O bserve thatthe �rstterm on the righthand of(C 9)isantisym m etric underthe inter-
changeu $ w :Thus,ifwesym m etrize(C 9)in u and w ;we get

S
(u)

ij
T
(v;w )

ij
+ perm := div[� � � ] (C 10)

where the sum on the lefthand side is overallsix perm utationsofu;v;w and div[� � � ]
on the righthand side indicatesa totaldivergence.Itthereforefollowsthat

hS
(u)

ij T
(v;w )

ij i+ perm := 0 (C 11)

where h� � � idenoteseitheran average overa hom ogeneousensem ble ora space-average
with boundary conditionsthatperm itintegrationsby parts(e.g.periodic).W e callthe
relation (C 11)the generalized Betchov identity in 2D.Setting u = v = w gives

hS
(u)

ij T
(u;u)

ij i= 0 (C 12)

where S(u)ij and T
(u;u)

ij are now constructed from the �eld u alone.Equation (C 12) is
equivalentto the 2D Betchov relation (2.41)or(2.42)stated in the text.
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