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Abstract

FractalInterpolation has been proposed in the literature as an e�cient way to construct clo-

sure m odels for the num ericalsolution ofcoarse-grained Navier-Stokes equations. Itis based on

synthetically generating a scale-invariantsubgrid-scale �eld and analytically evaluating itse�ects

on large resolved scales. In this paper,we propose an extension ofprevious work by developing

a m ultia�ne fractalinterpolation schem e and dem onstrate that it preserves not only the fractal

dim ension butalso the higher-orderstructurefunctionsand the non-G aussian probability density

function ofthe velocity increm ents. Extensive a-priorianalyses ofatm ospheric boundary layer

m easurem entsfurtherrevealthatthisM ultia�ne closure m odelhasthe potentialforsatisfactory

perform ancein large-eddy sim ulations.Thepertinenceofthisnewly proposed m ethodology in the

case ofpassive scalarsisalso discussed.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Generation ofturbulence-like �elds (also known as Synthetic Turbulence) has received

considerable attention in recent years. Severalschem es have been proposed [1,2,3,4,5]

with di�erent degrees ofsuccess in reproducing various characteristics ofturbulence. Re-

cently, Scottiand M eneveau [6, 7]further broadened the scope of synthetic turbulence

research by dem onstrating itspotentialin com putationalm odeling.Theirinnovativeturbu-

lenceem ulation schem ebased on theFractalInterpolation Technique (FIT)[8,9]wasfound

to be particularly am enable for a speci�c type ofturbulence m odeling,known as Large-

Eddy Sim ulation (LES,atpresentthe m oste�cienttechnique available forhigh Reynolds

num berow sim ulations,in which thelargerscalesofm otion areresolved explicitly and the

sm aller ones are m odeled). The underlying idea was to explicitly reconstruct the subgrid

(unresolved)scalesfrom given resolved scalevalues(assum ing com putation grid-sizefallsin

theinertialrange ofturbulence)using FIT and subsequently estim atetherelevantsubgrid-

scale (SGS) tensors necessary for LES.Sim plicity,straightforward extensibility for m ulti-

dim ensionalcases,and low com putationalcom plexity (appropriate use ofFractalCalculus

can even elim inate the com putationally expensive explicitreconstruction step,see Section

IV fordetails)m akesthisFIT-based approach an attractivecandidateforSGS m odeling in

LES.

Although the approach of[6,7]isbettersuited forLES than any othersim ilarschem e

(e.g.,[1,2,3,4,5]),itfallsshortin preserving the essentialsm all-scale propertiesoftur-

bulence, such as m ultia�nity (willbe de�ned shortly) and non-Gaussian characteristics

ofthe probability density function (pdf) ofvelocity increm ents. It is the purpose ofthis

work to extend the approach of[6,7]in term sofrealistic turbulence-like signalgeneration

with alltheaforem entioned desirable characteristicsand dem onstrate itspotentialforLES

through a-priorianalysis(an LES-SGS m odelevaluation fram ework).W e willalso dem on-

strate the com petence ofourschem e in theem ulation ofpassive-scalar�eldsforwhich the

non-Gaussian pdfand m ultia�nity aresigni�cantly pronounced and cannotbeignored.
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II. B A SIC S O F FR A C TA L IN T ER P O LAT IO N

Thefractalinterpolation techniqueisan iterativea�nem apping procedureto construct

a synthetic determ inistic sm all-scale �eld (in generalfractalprovided certain conditions

are m et,see below) given a few large-scale interpolating points (anchor points). For an

excellent treatise on this subject,the reader is referred to the book by Barnsley [9]. In

thispaper,wewilllim itourdiscussion (withoutlossofgenerality)only to thecaseofthree

interpolating data points: f(xi;~ui);i= 0;1;2g. For this case, the fractalinterpolation

iterativefunction system (IFS)isoftheform fR 2;wn;n = 1;2g,where,wn havethefollowing

a�netransform ation structure:

wn
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To ensure continuity,the transform ationsare constrained by the given data pointsasfol-

lows: wn
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A ;for n = 1;2:The param eters

an;cn;en and fn can be easily determ ined in term s ofdn (known as the verticalstretch-

ing factors) and the given anchor points (xi;~ui) by solving a linear system ofequations.

The attractorofthe above IFS,G,isthe graph ofa continuousfunction u :[x0;x2]! R,

which interpolatesthe data points(xi;~ui),provided the verticalstretching factorsdn obey

0� jdnj< 1.In otherwords,

G = f(x;u(x)):x 2 [x0;x2]g;

where,

u(xi)= ~ui;i= 0;1;2:

(2)

M oreover,ifjd1j+ jd2j> 1 and (xi;~ui) are not collinear,then the fractal(box-counting)

dim ension ofG istheuniquerealsolution D ofjd1ja
D �1

1 + jd2ja
D �1

2 = 1 (forrigorousproof

see[8]).In thespecialcaseofthreeequally spaced pointscoveringtheunitinterval[0,1],i.e.,

x0 = 0;x1 = 0:5 and x2 = 1,the param eters ofthe a�ne transform ation kernelbecom e:

an = 0:5;cn = (~un � ~un�1 )� dn (~u2 � ~u0);en = xn�1 ;fn = ~un�1 � dn~u0;n = 1;2:In this

case,thesolution forthefractaldim ension (D )becom es:

D = 1+ log2(jd1j+ jd2j) (3)
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Noticethatthescalingsd1 and d2 arefreeparam etersand cannotbedeterm ined using only

equation (3);atleastonem oreconstraintisnecessary.Forexam ple,[6,7]chose to usethe

additionalcondition:jd1j= jd2j.

III. SY N T H ET IC T U R B U LEN C E G EN ER AT IO N

Not long ago,it was found that turbulent velocity signals at high Reynolds num bers

have a fractaldim ension ofD ’ 1:7� 0:05,very close to the value ofD = 5=3 expected

for Gaussian processes with a � 5=3 spectralslope [10]. For D = 5=3,the assum ption

ofjd1j= jd2jalong with Equation 3 yields jd1j= jd2j= 2�1/3 [6,7]. One contribution

ofthispaperisa robustway ofestim ating the stretching param eters withoutany ad-hoc

prescription;the resulting synthetic �eld willnotonly preserve the fractaldim ension (D )

butalso otherfundam entalpropertiesofrealturbulence.

As an exploratory exam ple,using the fractalinterpolation IFS (Equation 1),we con-

struct a 217 points long synthetic fractalseries, u(x), with given coarse-grained points

(0:0;1:2);(0:5;� 0:3) and (1:0;0:7) and the stretching param eters used in [6, 7]: d1 =

� 2�1/3 ;d2 = 2�1/3 . Clearly,Figure 1a depicts that the synthetic series has uctuations

atallscalesand itpassesthrough allthreeinterpolating points.

Next,from thissynthetic serieswecom putehigher-orderstructurefunctions(seeFigure

1b fororders2;4and 6),wheretheqth-orderstructurefunction,Sq(r),isde�ned asfollows:

Sq(r)= hju(x+ r)� u(x)j
q
i� r

�q (4)

where,theangularbracketdenotesspatialaveragingandrisaseparationdistancethatvaries

in an appropriate scaling region (known asthe inertialrange in turbulence). Ifthe scaling

exponent �q is a nonlinear function ofq,then following the convention of[1,2,3,4,5],

the �eld is called m ultia� ne,otherwise it is term ed as m onoa� ne. In this context,we

would like to m ention that,Kolm ogorov’scelebrated 1941 hypothesis(a.k.a K41)based on

the assum ption ofglobalscale invariance in the inertialrange predicts thatthe structure

functions oforder q scale with an exponent q=3 over inertialrange separations [11,12].

Deviationsfrom �q = q=3 would suggestinertialrangeinterm ittency and invalidatetheK41

hypothesis. Inertialrange interm ittency isstillan unresolved issue,although experim ental

evidence foritsexistence isoverwhelm ing [11,13].To interpretthe curvilinearbehaviorof
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the�q function observed in experim entalm easurem ents(e.g.,[13]),Parisiand Frisch [12,14]

proposedthem ultifractalm odel,byreplacingtheglobalscaleinvariancewiththeassum ption

oflocalscale invariance. They conjectured thatatvery high Reynoldsnum ber,turbulent

ows have singularities (alm ost) everywhere and showed that the singularity spectrum is

related tothestructurefunction-based scalingexponents,�q bytheLegendretransform ation.

Ournum ericalexperim entwiththestretchingparam etersof[6,7],i.e.,jd1j= jd2j= 2�1/3 ,

revealed that the scaling exponents follow the K41 predictions (after ensem ble averaging

over one hundred realizations corresponding to di�erent initialinterpolating points),i.e.,

�q = q=3(notshown here),asignatureofm onoa�ne�elds.Lateron,wewillgiveanalytical

proofthat indeed this is the case for jd1j= jd2j= 2�1/3 . Also,in this case,the pdfs of

the velocity increm ents,�ur(x)= u(x+ r)� u(x),alwaysportray near-Gaussian (slightly

platykurtic)behaviorirrespective ofr (see Figure1c).Thisiscontrary to theobservations

[11,13],where,typically the pdfsofincrem ents are found to be r dependent and becom e

m oreand m orenon-Gaussian asr decreases.Theoretically,non-Gaussian characteristicsof

pdfscorrespond to the presence ofinterm ittency in the velocity increm ents and gradients

(hencein theenergy dissipation)[2,5,11,12].

InFigure2,weplotthewaveletspectrum ofthissyntheticseries.Duetothedyadicnature

ofthefractalinterpolation technique,theFourierspectrum willexhibitperiodicm odulation

(see Figures7 and 8 of[7]). To circum ventthisissue we m ake use ofthe (dyadic)discrete

Haarwavelettransform .Following [15],thewaveletpowerspectraldensity function E (K m )

isde�ned as:

E (K m )=

D�
W T(m )[i]

�2
E

dx

2�ln(2)
(5)

where,wavenum ber K m (=
2�

2m dx
) corresponds to scale R m (= 2m dx). The scale index m

runsfrom 1 (�nestscale)to log2(N )(coarsestscale).W T(m )[i],dx and N denotetheHaar

wavelet coe�cient at scale m and location i,spacing in physicalspace and length ofthe

spatialseries,respectively. The powerspectrum displaysthe inertialrange slope of� 5=3,

asanticipated.

Atthispoint,we would like to invoke an interesting m athem aticalresultregarding the

scaling exponentspectrum ,�q,ofthefractalinterpolation IFS [16]:

�q = 1� logN

NX

n= 1

jdnj
q

(6)
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where,N = thenum berofanchorpoints� 1 (in ourcaseN = 2).Theoriginalform ulation

of[16]was in term s ofa m ore generalscaling exponent spectrum ,�(q),rather than the

structure function based spectrum �q. The �(q)spectrum is an exact Legendre tranform

ofthe singularity spectrum in the sense thatitisvalid forany orderofm om ents(includ-

ing negative) and any singularities [17,18]. �(q) can be reliably estim ated from data by

the W avelet-Transform M odulus-M axim a m ethod [17,18]. To derive Equation 6 from the

originalform ulation,wem adeuseoftheequality:�(q)= �q � 1,which holdsforpositiveq

and forpositivesingularitiesofH�olderexponentslessthan unity [17,18].In turbulence,the

m ostprobableH�olderexponentis0.33(correspondingtotheK41value)and forallpractical

purposesthevaluesofH�olderexponentsliebetween 0 and 1 (see[19,20]).Hencetheuseof

theaboveequality iswelljusti�ed.

Equation 6could beused tovalidateourpreviousclaim ,thattheparam etersof[6,7]give

rise to a m onoa�ne �eld (i.e.,� q isa linearfunction ofq).Ifwe considerjd1j= jd2j= d =

2�1/3 ,then,�q = 1� log2(jd1j
q
+ jd2j

q
)= 1� log2(2d

q)= � qlog2(d)= � qlog2
�
2�1/3

�
= q=3

[QED].Equation 6 could also be used to derive the classic result ofBarnsley regarding

the fractaldim ension ofIFS.It is well-known [21,22]that the graph dim ension (orbox-

counting dim ension)isrelated to �1 asfollows:D = 2� �1:Now,using Equation 6 weget,

D = 2� �1 = 1+ logN

NP

n= 1

jdnj.ForN = 2,werecoverEquation 3.

Intuitively,by prescribing severalscaling exponents,�q (which are known apriorifrom

observationaldata),itispossible to solve fordn from the overdeterm ined system ofequa-

tions (Equation 6). These solved param eters,dn,along with other easily derivable (from

the given anchor points and dn) param eters (an;cn;en and fn) in turn can be used to

construct m ultia�ne signals. For exam ple,solving for the values quoted by Frisch [12]:

�2 = 0:70;�3 = 1;�4 = 1:28;�5 = 1:53;�6 = 1:77;�7 = 2:01 and �8 = 2:23,along with

�1 = 0:33 (corresponding to D = 5=3),yields the stretching factors jdnj= 0:887;0:676.

There are altogether eight possible sign com binations for the above stretching param eter

m agnitudes and allofthem can potentially produce m ultia�ne �elds with the aforem en-

tioned scaling exponents.However,allofthem m ightnotbethe\right" candidatefrom the

LES-perform anceperspective.Rigorousa-prioriand a-posterioritestingoftheseM ultia�ne

SGS m odelsisneeded to elucidatethisissue (seeSection V).

W e repeated our previous num ericalexperim ent with the stretching param eters d1 =

� 0:887 and d2 = 0:676.Figure3a showsthem easured values(ensem ble averaged overone
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hundred realizations)ofthe scaling exponents�q upto 12
th order.Forcom parison we have

alsoshown thetheoreticalvaluescom puted directly from Equation 6(dashed line).A m odel

proposed by Sheand L�ev̂eque[23]based on a hierarchy ofuctuation structuresassociated

with thevortex�lam entsisalsoshown forcom parison (dotted line).W echosethisparticular

m odelbecause ofitsrem arkable agreem entwith experim entaldata.The She and L�ev̂eque

m odelpredicts:�q =
q

9
+ 2� 2(2

3
)q/3.Figure3b showsthepdfsoftheincrem ents,which are

quite sim ilarto whatisobserved in realturbulence { forlarge r the pdfisnearGaussian

while forsm allerr itbecom esm ore and m ore peaked atthe core with high tails(see also

Figure7b forthevariation ofatnessfactorsofthepdfsofincrem entswith distancer).

IV . FR A C TA L C A LC U LU S A N D SU B G R ID -SC A LE M O D ELIN G

In thecaseofan incom pressibleuid,thespatially �ltered Navier-Stokesequationsare:

@~um

@xm
= 0; (7a)

@~um

@t
+ ~un

@~um

@xn
= �

@

@xn

�
~p

�
�m n + �m n

�

+ �r
2~um (7b)

m ;n = 1;2;3:

wheretistim e,xn isthespatialcoordinateinthen-direction,un isthevelocitycom ponentin

then-direction,p isthedynam ic pressure,�isthedensity and � isthem olecularviscosity

ofthe uid. The tilde ~( ) denotes the �ltering operation,using a �lter ofcharacteristic

width � [24].These �ltered equationsarenow am enableto num ericalsolution (LES)on a

grid with m esh-size oforder�,considerably largerthan the sm allestscale ofm otion (the

Kolm ogorov scale).However,theSGS stresstensor�m n in Equation 7b,de�ned as

�m n = ]um un � ~um ~un (8)

isnotknown. Itessentially represents the contribution ofunresolved scales(sm allerthan

�)to the totalm om entum transportand m ustbe param eterized (via a SGS m odel)asa

function ofthe resolved velocity �eld. Due to strong inuence ofthe SGS param eteriza-

tions on the dynam ics ofthe resolved turbulence,considerable research e�orts have been

m adeduring thepastdecadesand severalSGS m odelshavebeen proposed (see[26,27]for
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reviews). The Eddy-viscosity m odel([28])and itsvariants(e.g.,the Dynam ic m odel[29],

the Scale-DependentDynam ic m odel[30])are perhapsthe m ostwidely used SGS m odels.

They param eterize the SGS stresses as being proportionalto the resolved velocity gradi-

ents. These SGS m odels and other standard m odels (e.g.,Sim ilarity,Nonlinear,M ixed

m odels)postulate the form ofthe SGS stresstensorsratherthan the structure ofthe SGS

�elds([31]).Philosophically a very di�erentapproach would betoexplicitly reconstructthe

subgrid-scalesfrom given resolved scalevalues(by exploiting thestatisticalstructuresofthe

unresolved turbulent�elds)using a speci�c m athem aticaltool(e.g.,the FractalInterpola-

tion Technique)and subsequently estim atetherelevantSGS tensorsnecessary forLES.The

Fractalm odelof[6,7]and ourproposed M ultia�nem odelbasically representthisnew class

ofSGS m odeling,also known asthe\directm odeling ofSGS turbulence" ([26,27,32]).

In Section III,wehavedem onstrated thatFIT could bee�ectively used to generatesyn-

theticturbulence�eldswith desirablestatisticalproperties.In addition,Barnsley’srigorous

fractalcalculus o�ers the ability to analytically evaluate any statisticalm om ent ofthese

synthetically generated �elds,which in turn could be used for SGS m odeling. Detailed

discussion ofthe fractalcalculusisbeyond thescope ofthispaper.Below,we briey sum -

m arize the equationsm ostrelevantto the presentwork. Letus�rstconsiderthe m om ent

integral: Ul;m =
1R

0

xm [u(x)]
l
dx:In the present context (x0 = 0;x1 = 0:5 and x2 = 1),

this m om ent integralcould be viewed as 2� �ltering (� = 0:5) with the Top Hat �lter

[i.e.,F� (x)= 1=�;if jxj< �=2 and F � (x)= 0;otherwise]. Forinstance,the 1-D com -

ponentoftheSGS stresstensorreadsas:

� = fuu � ~u~u (9a)

= U2;0 � U1;0U1;0 (9b)

Barnsley ([8]) proved that for the fractalinterpolation IFS (Equation 1),the m om ent

integralbecom es:

Ul;m =

0

@
m �1P

j= 0

Ul;j

0

@
m

j

1

A
2P

n= 1

aj+ 1n dne
m �j
n +

l�1P

p= 0

l+ m �pP

j= 0

K (l;m ;p;j)Up;j

1

A

�

1�
2P

n= 1

am + 1
n dln

� (10a)
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where,

2X

n= 1

0

@
l

p

1

A an (cnx + fn)
l�p

d
p
n (anx+ en)

m
=

l+ m �pX

j= 0

K (l;m ;p;j)xj (10b)

Aftersom ealgebraicm anipulations,theSGS stressequation atnodexi becom es:

�i= �0~u
2
i�1 + �1~u

2
i + �2~u

2
i+ 1 +

�3~ui�1 ~ui+ �4~ui~ui+ 1 + �5~ui+ 1~ui�1 (11)

W ewould liketopointoutthatthecoe�cients� k aresolefunctionsofthestretchingfactors

dn.In otherwords,ifonecan specify thevaluesofdn in advance,theSGS stress(�)could

be explicitly written in term s ofthe coarse-grained (resolved) velocity �eld (~ui) weighted

according to weights�k uniquely determ ined by dn.In TableI,wehavelisted the�k values

corresponding to eight stretching factor com binations,jdnj = 0:887;0:676. It is evident

thatany two com binations(d1;d2)and (d2;d1)aresim ply \m irror" im agesofeach otherin

term sof�k.Thus,only fourdistinctM ultia�ne SGS m odels(M 1,M 2,M 3 and M 4)could

be form ed from the aforem entioned eightjdnjcom binationsand in each case the orderings

could be chosen atrandom with equalprobabilities. In this table,we have also included

the Fractalm odelof[6,7]and the Sim ilarity m odelof[33]in expanded form sim ilar to

the M ultia�ne m odels(see the Appendix form ore inform ation on standard SGS m odels).

TheM ultia�nem odelsand theFractalm odeldi�erslightly in term sof�ltering operation.

[6,7]perform ed �ltering ata scale� (seeEquation A.4a),whereasin thecaseofSim ilarity

m odel,[34]found thatitism oreappropriateto �lterat2�.FortheM ultia�nem odels,we

also choseto em ploy 2� �ltering scale.

Onenoticablefeaturein TableIisthatsom ecom binationsofdn resultin strongly asym -

m etric weights�k. Asan exam ple,in the case ofM 4 with d1 = +0:676 and d2 = +0:887,

j�0j� j�2jand j�3j� j�4j. This m eans thatthe SGS stress atany node xi would have

m oreweightfrom theresolved velocity atnodexi�1 than nodexi+ 1.Onewould expectthat

such an asym m etry could haveseriousim plication in term sofSGS m odelperform ance.

In thefollowingsection,wewillattem pttoaddressthisissueam ongothersby evaluating

severalSGS m odelsvia thea-priorianalysisapproach.
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TABLE I:The M ultia�ne,Fractaland Sim ilarity SG S m odelsin expanded form and theircorre-

sponding coe�cientsforthe com putation ofSG S stressesaccording to Equation 11.

M odel (d1;d2) FilterW idth �0 �1 �2 �3 �4 �5

M ultia�ne (M 1) (� 0:887;+ 0:676) 2� 0:218 0:204 0:050 � 0:372 � 0:036 � 0:065

(+ 0:676;� 0:887) 2� 0:050 0:204 0:218 � 0:036 � 0:372 � 0:065

M ultia�ne (M 2) (+ 0:887;� 0:676) 2� 0:030 0:248 0:261 � 0:018 � 0:479 � 0:043

(� 0:676;+ 0:887) 2� 0:261 0:248 0:030 � 0:479 � 0:018 � 0:043

M ultia�ne (M 3) (� 0:887;� 0:676) 2� 0:144 0:220 0:133 � 0:230 � 0:209 � 0:057

(� 0:676;� 0:887) 2� 0:133 0:220 0:144 � 0:209 � 0:230 � 0:057

M ultia�ne (M 4) (+ 0:887;+ 0:676) 2� 0:064 0:319 0:262 � 0:121 � 0:517 � 0:007

(+ 0:676;+ 0:887) 2� 0:262 0:319 0:064 � 0:517 � 0:121 � 0:007

Fractal (� 0:794;+ 0:794) � 0:127 0:221 0:026 � 0:322 � 0:120 + 0:069

(+ 0:794;� 0:794) � 0:026 0:221 0:127 � 0:120 � 0:322 + 0:069

Sim ilarity NA 2� 0:188 0:250 0:188 � 0:250 � 0:250 � 0:125

V . EVA LU AT IO N O F SG S M O D ELS:A -P R IO R I A N A LY SIS A P P R O A C H

The SGS m odelsand theirunderlying hypothesescan be evaluated by two approaches:

a-prioritesting and a-posterioritesting (term scoined by [35]).In a-posterioritesting,LES

com putationsareactually perform ed with proposed SGS m odelsand validated againstrefer-

encesolutions(in term sofm ean velocity,scalarand stressdistributions,spectraetc.).How-

ever,owing tothem ultitudeoffactorsinvolved in any num ericalsim ulation (e.g.,num erical

discretizations,tim e integrations,averaging and �ltering),a-posterioritests in generaldo

notprovidem uch insightaboutthedetailed physicsofthenewly im plem ented SGS m odels

[26,27]. A com plem entary and perhapsm ore fundam entalapproach [26]would be to use

high-resolution m odel(DirectNum ericalSim ulation orDNS),experim entalor�eld observa-

tionaldata to com pute the \real" and m odeled SGS tensorsdirectly from theirde�nitions

and com parethem subsequently.Thisapproach,widely known asthea-priorianalysis,does

notrequire any actualLES m odeling and istheoretically m ore tractable. In thiswork we

focused on com paring theperform anceofSGS m odelsvia thea-priorianalysis.W estrictly

followed the 1-D apriorianalysis approach of[36,37,38]. To highlightthe caveatsofthe
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proposed and severalexisting SGS m odels,weperform ed an extensive inter-m odelcom par-

ison study.Thisexercisealso helped selecting the\right" com bination ofstretching factors

fortheM ultia�neSGS m odels.

In general,the correlation between real(�R eal) and m odeled (�M odel) SGS stresses is

considered to be a good indicatorofthe expected perform ance ofa proposed SGS m odel.

Anothercrucialindicatoristheso called SGS energy dissipation rate(�):

� = � �ij~Sij (12)

� �
15

2
�
@~u

@x
(1-D approxim ation)

In theinertialrange,theSGS energy dissipation rateisthem ostinuentialfactora�ecting

the dynam icalevolution ofthe resolved kinetic energy [26]. On average, � is positive,

representing a net drain ofresolved kinetic energy into unresolved m otion. Interm ittent

negativevaluesof�,known as\backscatter",im pliesenergy transferfrom SGS to resolved

scales. Unfortunately,a high correlation between realand m odeled SGS stress (or SGS

energy dissipation rate)isnota su�cientcondition forthesuccessofa proposed LES SGS

m odel,although itisa highly desirablefeature[27,34,36].

W e prim arily m ade use ofan extensive atm ospheric boundary layer (ABL) turbulence

dataset(com prisingoffast-responsesonicanem om eterdata)collected byvariousresearchers

from the Johns Hopkins University,the University ofCalifornia-Davis and the University

ofIowa during Davis 1994,1995,1996,1999 and Iowa 1998 �eld studies. Com prehensive

description ofthese �eld experim ents(e.g.,surface cover,fetch,instrum entation,sam pling

frequency) can be found in [39]. W e furtheraugm ented this datasetwith nocturnalABL

turbulence data from CASES-99 (Cooperative Atm osphere-Surface Exchange Study 1999),

a cooperative �eld cam paign conducted nearLeon,Kansasduring October1999 [40]. For

ouranalysesfourlevels(1.5,5,10 and 20m )ofsonicanem om eterdata from the60m tower

and theadjacentm ini-towercollected during two intensive observationalperiods(nightsof

October17th and 19th)wereconsidered [thesonicanem om eterat1.5m wasm oved to 0.5m

levelon October19th].Briey,thecollective attributesofthe�eld datasetexplored in this

study are asfollows: (i)surface cover: bare soil,grassand beans;(ii)sam pling frequency:

18 to 60 Hz;(iii)sam pling period:20 to 30 m inutes;(iv)sensorheight(z):0.5 to 20m ;and

(v) atm ospheric stability (z=L,L is the localObukhov length): 0 (neutral)to 10 (very

stable).
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ABL �eld m easurem ents are seldom free from m esoscale disturbances,wave activities,

nonstationaritiesetc. The situation could be furtheraggravated by severalkindsofsensor

errors(e.g.,random spikes,am plituderesolution error,dropouts,discontinuitiesetc.).Thus,

stringentquality controland preprocessing of�eld data isofutm ostim portanceforany rig-

orousstatisticalanalysis.Ourquality controland preprocessing strategiesarequalitatively

sim ilarto thesuggestionsof[41].Speci�cally,wefollow thesesteps:

(1)Visualinspection ofindividualdataseriesfordetection ofspikes,am plituderesolution

error,drop outsand discontinuities.Discard suspected data seriesfrom furtheranalyses.

(2) Adjust for changes in wind direction by aligning sonic anem om eter data using 60

secondslocalaveragesofthelongitudinaland transverse com ponentofvelocity.

(3) Partitioning of turbulent-m esoscale m otion using discrete wavelet transform

(Sym m let-8 wavelet)with a gap scale[42]of100 seconds.

(4) Finally,to check for nonstationarities ofthe partitioned series,we perform ed the

following step: we subdivided each series in 6 equalintervals and com puted the standard

deviation ofeach sub-series(�i;i= 1:6).Ifm ax(�i)=m in(�i)> 2,theserieswasdiscarded.

Afterallthese quality controland preprocessing steps,we were leftwith only 358 \re-

liable" series for a-priorianalyses. These stream wise velocity series were �ltered with a

Top-Hat�lter(�= 1,2,4 or8m )and downsam pled on thescaleoftheLES grid (�)to ob-

tain theresolved velocity �eld ~ui[43].In asim ilarway,thestream wiseSGS stress,�
R eal,was

com puted from itsde�nition (Equation 9a).Filtering operationswere alwaysperform ed in

tim eand interpreted as1-D spatial�lteringin thestream wisedirection by m eansofTaylor’s

frozen ow hypothesis. The spatialderivatives were also com puted from the tim e deriva-

tivesby invoking Taylor’shypothesis: @

@x
= � 1

< u>

@

@t
,where,< u > isthem ean stream wise

velocity.

In Figure 4 representative realizationsofthe realand severalm odeled SGS stressesare

presented. The m odeled SGS stresses,�M odel were com puted from the de�nitionsgiven in

the Appendix. Along the sam e lines,the realand m odeled SGS energy dissipation rates

(Figure 5) were calculated according to � R eal = � 15

2
�R eal@~u

@x
and � M odel = � 15

2
�M odel@~u

@x
,

respectively. The SGS m odelconstants like CS ofthe Sm agorinsky m odelor CL ofthe

Sim ilarity m odel(see Appendix) were obtained by m atching the m ean realand m odeled

SGS energy dissipation rates[36,37,38].Forconsistency,thesam eprocedurewasfollowed

for the SGS-kinetic-energy-based m odel,Fractalm odeland M ultia�ne m odels. In other
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words,we always ensured that< � 15

2
�R eal@~u

@x
> = < � 15

2
�M odel@~u

@x
>. Note that,this

procedure has no e�ect on the correlation results presented below. In actualsim ulations

thesem odelcoe�cientscould beobtained dynam ically following theapproach of[29,44].

From Figures4 and 5 itisvisually evidentthatboth Sim ilarity and M ultia�ne m odels

capture the variability ofthe SGS stressand energy dissipation ratesreasonably well. On

theotherhand,theperform ancesoftheSm agorinsky and SGS-kinetic-energy-based m odels

arevery poor.Notethat,theSm agorinsky m odelassum esthatthetraceoftheSGS tensor

issubtracted from thetensor,which isnotfeasiblein 1-D a-priorianalysis[36].Thus,direct

m agnitude-wise com parison between realand the Sm agorinsky m odelbased SGS stressor

dissipation energy isnotpossible. However,thisdoesnotpreventusfrom quantifying the

perform anceby correlation coe�cient.M oreover,theSm agorinsky m odelisby construction

fullydissipative.Hence,thism odelisunabletoreproducethebackscattere�ects(seeFigure

5b),which do occurin therealSGS dissipation series(Figure5a).

In Table II,for � = 1m ,we show the correlation between the realand m odeled SGS

stressand energy dissipation rates.The standard deviationsaregiven in parentheses.The

m odelM 3 issigni�cantly betterthan any otherM ultia�ne m odeland thiscould only be

attributed to itsnear-sym m etric stencilstructure (see Table 1).Thisresolvesourprevious

dilem m a regarding the selection ofone M ultia�ne SGS m odelfrom a classoffour. From

hereon,we’llonly reportresultsforM 3 and willidentify itastheM ultia�nem odel.

Next,in Figure 6,we plot the m ean correlation between realand m odeled SGS stress

and energy dissipation rates for � = 1,2,4 and 8m . As anticipated,for allthe m odels,

the correlation decreases with increasing �ltering scale. Also,the correlation ofrealvs.

m odelSGS energy dissipation ratesisusually highercom pared to the SGS stressscenario,

asnoticed by otherresearchers.

Itisexpected thatin the ABL the scaling exponentvalues(�q)would deviate from the

values reported in [12]due to near-walle�ect. This m eans thatthe stretching factors dn

based on the�q valuesweused in thiswork,arepossibly in error.Nevertheless,theoverall

perform anceoftheM ultia�nem odelisbeyond ourexpectations.Itrem ainstobeseen how

theproposed SGS schem ewillperform in a-posteriorianalysisand such work iscurrently in

progress.
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TABLE II:Averagecorrelation between observed and m odeled SG S stressesand energy dissipation

rates(� = 1m ).Theresultsarebased on 358ABL turbulentvelocity seriesm easured duringseveral

�eld cam paigns.Thequantitiesin theparenthesisrepresentstandard deviation.

Corr(�R eal;�M odel) Corr(� R eal;� M odel)

Sm agorinsky 0:25(0:09) 0:41(0:17)

Sim ilarity 0:49(0:10) 0:76(0:15)

SG S-K E 0:23(0:08) 0:42(0:17)

Fractal 0:33(0:05) 0:61(0:06)

M ultia�ne (M 1) 0:44(0:05) 0:71(0:05)

M ultia�ne (M 2) 0:40(0:05) 0:68(0:06)

M ultia�ne (M 3) 0:49(0:05) 0:77(0:05)

M ultia�ne (M 4) 0:42(0:05) 0:70(0:05)

V I. PA SSIV E SC A LA R

Ourschem ecould beeasily extended tosyntheticpassive-scalar(any di�usivecom ponent

in a uid ow thathas no dynam icale�ect on the uid m otion itself,e.g.,a pollutantin

air,tem peraturein a weakly heated ow,a dyem ixed in a turbulentjetorm oisturem ixing

in air[45,46])�eld generation. The statisticaland dynam icalcharacteristics (anisotropy,

interm ittency,pdfs etc.) ofpassive-scalars are surprisingly di�erent from the underlying

turbulent velocity �eld [45, 46]. For exam ple, it is even possible for the passive-scalar

�eld to exhibit interm ittency in a purely Gaussian velocity �eld [45,46]. Sim ilar to the

K41,neglectinginterm ittency,theKolm ogorov-Obukhov-Corrsin (KOC)hypothesispredicts

thatathigh Reynolds and Peclet num bers,the qth-orderpassive-scalar structure function

willbehave as:hj�(x + r)� �(x)j
q
i� r

q

3 in the inertialrange. Experim entalobservations

revealthatanalogousto turbulent velocity,passive-scalars also exhibit anom alous scaling

(departurefrom theKOC scaling).Observationaldataalsosuggestthatpassive-scalar�elds

arem uch m oreinterm ittentthan velocity �eldsand resultin strongeranom aly [45,46].

Togeneratesyntheticpassive-scalar�elds,weneedtodeterm inethestretchingparam eters

d1 and d2 from prescribed scaling exponents,�q.Unlike thevelocity scaling exponents,the

published values(based on experim entalobservations)ofhigher-orderpassive-scalarscaling
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exponents display signi�cant scatter. Thus forour purpose,we used the predictions ofa

newly proposed passive-scalar m odel[47]: �q = 2 +
�
8

9

�2
� 2

�
3

4

�q/6
�
�
8

9

�2� 7

16

�q/2
. This

m odelbased on the hierarchicalstructure theory of[23]showsreasonable agreem entwith

the observed data.M oreover,unlike otherm odels,thism odelm anagesto predictthatthe

scaling exponent�q isa nondecreasing function ofq. Theoretically,thisiscrucialbecause,

otherwise,if�q ! � 1 asq! +1 ,thepassive-scalar�eld cannotbebounded [12,47].

Em ploying Equation (6) and the scaling exponents (upto 8th-order) predicted by the

abovem odel,wegetthefollowing stretching factors:jdnj= 0:964;0:606.W eagain repeated

thenum ericalexperim entofsection IIIand selected thestretching param etercom bination:

d1 = � 0:964 and d2 = 0:606.Like before,we com pared the estim ated [using Equation (4)]

scaling exponentsfrom onehundred realizationswith thetheoreticalvalues[from Equation

(6)]and the agreem entwasfound to be highly satisfactory. To check whethera generated

passive-scalar�eld (d1 = � 0:964,d2 = 0:606)possessesm ore non-Gaussian characteristics

than itsvelocity counterpart(d1 = � 0:887,d2 = 0:676),we perform ed a sim ple num erical

experim ent.W egenerated both thevelocity and passive-scalar�eldsfrom identicalanchor

pointsand also com puted thecorresponding atnessfactors,K ,asa function ofdistancer

(see Figure 7b). Com paring Fig 7a with Fig 3b and also from Fig 7b,one could conclude

thatthepassive-scalar�eld exhibitsstrongernon-Gaussian behaviorthan thevelocity �eld,

in accord with theliterature.

V II. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thispaper,weproposeasim pleyete�cientschem etogeneratesyntheticturbulentve-

locity and passive-scalar�elds.Thism ethod iscom petitivewith m ostoftheothersynthetic

turbulenceem ulatorschem es(e.g.,[1,2,3,4,5])in term sofcapturingsm all-scaleproperties

ofturbulence and scalars(e.g.,m ultia�nity and non-Gaussian characteristicsofthe pdfof

velocity and scalarincrem ents).M oreover,extensivea-priorianalysesof�eld m easurem ents

unveilthe factthatthisschem e could be e�ectively used asa SGS m odelin LES.Poten-

tially,theproposed M ultia�neSGS m odelcan addresstwo oftheunresolved issuesin LES:

itcan system atically accountforthenear-walland atm osphericstability e�ectson theSGS

dynam ics. Ofcourse,thiswould require som e kind ofuniversaldependence ofthe scaling

exponents on both wall-norm aldistance and stability. Quest forthis kind ofuniversality
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hasbegan only recently [48,49].
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A P P EN D IX

Thestandard Sm agorinsky eddy-viscosity m odelisoftheform :

�
Sm ag

ij = � 2(CS�)
2
j~Sj~Sij (A.1a)

where,

~Sij =
1

2
(
@~ui

@xj
+
@~uj

@xi
)

istheresolved strain ratetensorand

j~Sj= (2~Sij~Sij)
1=2

isthe m agnitude ofthe resolved strain rate tensor.CS isthe so-called Sm agorinsky coe�-

cient.

For1-D surrogateSGS stress:

~S11 =
@~u

@x

Further, by assum ing that the sm allest scales of the resolved m otion are isotropic, the

following equality holds[50]:

< ~Sij~Sij >=
15

2
< ~S2

11 >

Em ploying thisassum ption fortheinstantaneous�elds,wecan write

j~Sj= (2~Sij~Sij)
1=2

�
p
15j

@~u

@x
j
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Hence,theSm agorinsky SGS stressequation becom es:

�
Sm ag = � 2(CS�)

2
p
15j

@~u

@x
j(
@~u

@x
) (A.1b)

Thesecond m odelweconsidered istheSim ilarity M odel[33,34].

�
Sim l
ij = CL(~ui~uj � ~ui ~uj) (A.2a)

The overbardenotesexplicit�ltering with a �lterofwidth � (usually  = 2). C L isthe

Sim ilarity m odelcoe�cient.

The1-D surrogateSGS stresscould besim ply written as:

�
Sim l= CL(~u~u � ~u ~u) (A.2b)

Now,for2� �ltering thisequation becom es:

�
Sim l= CL[(

~u2i�1 + 2~u2i + ~u2i+ 1

4
)� (

~ui�1 + 2~ui+ ~ui+ 1

4
)2] (A.2c)

which on furthersim pli�cation leadsto theexpression in Table I:

�
Sim l= CL[0:188~u

2

i�1 + 0:25~u2i + 0:188~u2i+ 1

� 0:25~ui�1 ~ui� 0:25~ui~ui+ 1 � 0:125~ui+ 1~ui�1 ]

Next,weconsidera SGS m odelbased on theSGS kineticenergy (q2)[36,51]:

�
Stke = � 2C2K �

q

j~q2j
@~u

@x
(A.3a)

where,q2 = 3(u� ~u)2

Here,CK istheSGS m odelcoe�cient.

In the case ofthe Fractalm odelof[6,7],the unknown subgrid stress (�)produced by

synthetic fractal�eld around any grid pointxi can bewritten as:

�
F rac
i =

3

4Z

1

4

[u(x)]2dx� [

3

4Z

1

4

u(x)dx]2 (A.4a)

=
1

12
(�i~u)

2 +
di(8� 3d2i)

48
�
2

i~u�i~u +

1+ 15d2i � 24d4i + 12d6i

192(1� d2i)
(�2i~u)

2
: (A.4b)
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where,�i~u = (~ui+ 1 � ~ui�1 )=2;�
2
i~u = ~ui+ 1 � 2~ui+ ~ui�1 ;and di= � 2�1=3 .
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FIG .1: (a) A synthetic turbulence series offractaldim ension D = 5=3. The black dots denote

initialinterpolating points. (b) Structure functions oforder 2,4 and 6 (as labeled) com puted

from the seriesin Figure 1a.Theslopes(�q)corresponding to thisparticularrealization are 0.62,

1.25 and 1.89,respectively. (c)Pdfsofthe norm alized increm entsofthe seriesin Figure 1a. The

plussignscorrespond to r = 2�14 ,while the circles referto a distance r = 2�6 . The solid curve

designatesthe G aussian distribution forreference.
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FIG .2: W avelet power spectrum (cirlces) ofthe series in Figure 1a. The -5/3 power law is also

shown forcom parison.
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FIG .3:(a)Thescaling exponentfunction �q.Thecontinuous,dashed and dotted linesdenotethe

K 41,Equation 6,and theShe-L�ev̂eque m odelpredictionsrespectively.Thecircleswith errorbars

(one standard deviation) are estim ated values over one hundred realizations using d1 = � 0:887

and d2 = 0:676.Experim entaldata ofAnselm etetal.’s[5]isalso shown forreference(starsigns).

(b)Pdfsofthe norm alized increm ents ofthe m ultia�ne series. The plus signs denote r = 2 �14 ,

while the circlesreferto a distance r= 2�6 .The solid curve designatesthe G aussian distribution

forreference.
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FIG .4:A com parison oftherealand m odeled SG S stresses,com puted from atm osphericboundary

layer m easurem ents,using 1-D �ltering and Taylor’s hypothesis. The �lter width � is 2m . (a)

Real,(b)Sm agorinsky m odel,(c)Sim ilarity m odel,(d)SG S kineticenergy based m odel,(e)Fractal

m odel,and (f)M ultia�ne m odel(M 3).
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FIG .5: A com parison of the realand m odeled SG S energy dissipation rates, com puted from

atm ospheric boundary layerm easurem ents,using 1-D �ltering and Taylor’shypothesis.The�lter

width � is 2m . (a) Real,(b) Sm agorinsky m odel,(c) Sim ilarity m odel,(d) SG S kinetic energy

based m odel,(e)Fractalm odel,and (f)M ultia�ne m odel(M 3).
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FIG .6: (a)Correlation between observed and m odeled subgrid-scale stressesand (b)correlation

between observed and m odeled subgrid-scale energy dissipations as a function of�lter width �.

Theresultsarebased on 358ABL turbulentvelocity seriesm easured duringseveral�eld cam paigns.
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FIG .7: (a) Pdfs ofthe norm alized increm ents ofthe passive scalar M ultia�ne series. The plus

signsreferto distancer= 2�14 ,whilethecirclesto a distancer= 2�6 .Thesolid curvedesignates

the G aussian distribution forreference. (b)The atness factors ofthe pdfsofthe increm ents of

thevelocity (circles)and passive-scalar�eld (stars)asa function ofdistancer.Notethatboth the

�eldsapproach theG aussian valueof3onlyatlargeseparation distances.Clearly thepassive-scalar

�eld ism ore non-G aussian than the velocity �eld.
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