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I. NTRODUCTION

G eneration of turbulence-lke elds (@lso known as Synthetic Turbuknce) has received
considerable attention in recent years. Several schem es have been proposed [, I, I, B, 1]
w ith di erent degrees of success in reproducing various characteristics of turbulence. Re—
cently, Sootti and M eneveau |, [l] further broadened the soope of synthetic turbulence
ressarch by dem onstrating its potential in com putationalm odeling. T heir innovative turbu—
Jence em ulation schem e based on the Fractal Interpolation Technique € IT) [, was found
to be particularly am enable for a speci ¢ type of turbulence m odeling, known as Large—
Eddy Sinulation (LES, at present the m ost e cient technique availabl for high Reynolds
number ow sinulations, In which the Jarger scales ofm otion are resolved explicitly and the
an aller ones are m odeled). The underlying idea was to explicitly reconstruct the subgrid
(unresolved) scales from given resolved scale values (@ssum ng com putation grid-size falls in
the inertial range of turbulence) using F IT and subsequently estin ate the relevant subgrid-
scale (SGS) tensors necessary for LES. Sim plicity, straightforward extensbility for m uli-
din ensional cases, and low com putational com plexiy (@pproprate use of FractalCalulus
can even elim inate the com putationally expensive explicit reconstruction step, see Section
Bl ©or details) m akes this F IT -based approach an attractive candidate for SG S m odeling in

LES.

A Yhough the approach of [, 1] is better suited for LES than any other sin ilar schem e
eg., 0,0, 8,5, H]), it &lls short in preserving the essential an allscale properties of tur-
bulence, such as multia niy W ill be de ned shortly) and non-G aussian characteristics
of the probability density function (pdf) of velocity increm ents. It is the purmose of this
work to extend the approach of [}, ] in temm s of realistic turbulencelike signal generation
w ith all the aforem entioned desirable characteristics and dem onstrate is potential for LES
through a-priori analysis (@n LES-SG S m odel evaluation fram ework). W e w ill also dem on—
strate the com petence of our schem e in the em ulation of passivescalar elds for which the

non-G aussian pdfand multia niy are signi cantly pronounced and cannot be ignored.



ITI. BASICSOF FRACTAL INTERPOLATION

T he fractal Interpolation technique is an iterative a ne m apping procedure to construct
a synthetic determm inistic am alkscale eld (in general fractal provided certain conditions
are met, see below) given a few largescale Interpolating points (anchor points). For an
excellent treatise on this sub gct, the reader is referred to the book by Bamsky 2]. In
this paper, we w ill lin it our discussion W ithout loss of generality) only to the case of three
Interpolating data points: f &xji;t;); i= 0;1;2g. For this case, the fractal interpolation
iterative fiilnction system (IFS) isofthe om fR?;w,;n = 1;2g, where, w, have the Hllow ng

a ne transfom ation structure:
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aniCiie, and £, can be easily detemm ned in term s of d;, (known as the vertical stretch—
Ing factors) and the given anchor points (X;;w;) by solving a linear system of equations.
T he attractor of the above IF' S, G, is the graph of a continuous function u : Kg;x2]! R,
which Interpolates the data points (xi;w;), provided the vertical stretching factors d, cbey
0 T J< 1. In other words,

G =fxu®):x2 K;xl07
where, @)

u X;) = wy; i= 0;1;2:

M oreover, if ¥;J+ 7> 1 and ;i;u;) are not collinear, then the fractal (box-counting)

din ension of G isthe unigue real solution D of ja]f Ly, jag ! = 1 (or rigorous proof
see [1]) . In the special case ofthree equally spaced points covering the unit interval 0,1], ie.,

Xo = 0; x; = 05 and x, = 1, the param eters of the a ne transform ation kemel becom e:
an =05, G = (& wmi1) d wien=x1;5H =1 du;n= 1;2:In this
case, the solution for the fractaldin ension @© ) becom es:

D =1+ Iog, (Fhjt #)J €)



N otice that the scalings d; and d, are free param eters and cannot be determ ined using only
equation M); at Jeast one m ore constraint is necessary. For exam pk, [, 1] chose to use the
additional condition: T j= ;3.

ITT. SYNTHETIC TURBULENCE GENERATION

Not long ago, i was found that turoulent velocity signals at high Reynolds num bers
have a fractal dimension of D ' 17 005, very close to the value of D = 5=3 expected
for Gaussian processes with a  5=3 spectral slope [1]. For D = 5=3, the assum ption
of ¥ j= i, jalong wih Equation B yieds ;7= 3= 2'° [, ll]. One contrbution
of this paper is a robust way of estin ating the stretching param eters w ithout any ad-hoc
prescription; the resulting synthetic eld will not only preserve the fractal dimension © )
but also other findam ental properties of real turbulence.

As an exploratory exam pl, using the fractal interpolation IFS Equation ), we con—
struct a 2! points long synthetic fractal series, u (x), with given coarse-grained points
00;12);05; 03) and (1:0;0:7) and the stretching parameters used o [, B]: & =

213 ;d, = 23, Clearly, Figure la depicts that the synthetic series has uctuations
at all scales and it passes through all three interpolating points.

Next, from this synthetic series we com pute higher-order structure functions (see F igure
1b for orders 2;4 and 6), where the g™ -order structure fiinction, Sq (r), isde ned as follow s:

Sq=hh &+ uEH r @)

w here, the angularbradket denotes spatialaveraging and r isa ssparation distance that varies
iIn an appropriate scaling region (known as the inertial range In turbulence). If the scaling
exponent 4 is a nonlnear function of g, then follow ing the convention of [, &, I, &, &),
the eld is called mulda ne, othemwise it is tetmed as monoa ne. In this context, we
would like to m ention that, K oIn ogorov’s celbrated 1941 hypothesis @k a K 41) based on
the assum ption of global scale invariance In the nertial range predicts that the structure
functions of order g scale with an exponent =3 over nertial range ssparations [, 1.
D eviations from 4= =3 would suggest inertial range Interm ittency and invalidate the K 41
hypothesis. Inertial range Intem ittency is still an unresolved issue, although experin ental

evidence for its existence is overwhelm ing [, 1], To interpret the curvilinear behavior of



the 4 function cbserved in experim entalm easurem ents (eg., (1)), Pardsiand Frisch [5, E0]
proposed them ultifractalm odel, by replacing the globalscale nvariance w ith the assum ption
of Jocal scale Invariance. They conpctured that at very high Reynolds num ber, turbulent
ow s have sngularities (@In ost) everyw here and showed that the singularity soectrum is
related to the structure function-based scaling exponents, by the Legendre transform ation.
O urnum ericalexperin ent w ith the stretching param etersof 1,11}, ie., Thj= Fhi= 2 /3,
revealed that the scaling exponents ollow the K 41 predictions (@fter ensamble averaging
over one hundred realizations corresponding to di erent initial nterpolating points), ie.,
q= =3 (ot shown here), a signature ofm onoa ne elds. Lateron, we w illgive analytical
proof that indeed this is the case or #;j= Fj= 2 /3. Also, in this case, the pdfs of
the velocity increments, u, (X) = u X+ r) u (x), always portray near-G aussian (slightly
platykurtic) behavior irrespective of r (see Figure 1c). This is contrary to the observations
, 0], where, typically the pdfs of Increm ents are found to be r dependent and becom e
m ore and m ore non-G aussian as r decreases. T heoretically, non-G aussian characteristics of
pdfs corresoond to the presence of intem ittency In the velocity increm ents and gradients
(hence in the energy dissipation) 1,5, B, 0.
InhFigure 2, wepltthewavelt spectrum ofthis synthetic serdes. D ue to the dyadicnature
ofthe fractal interpolation technique, the Fourier spectrum w ill exhioit periodicm odulation
(s2e Figures 7 and 8 of [1]). To circum vent this issue we m ake use of the (dyadic) discrete
Haarwavelkt transform . Follow ing 1], the wavelt power soectral density function E K )

isde ned as: D E
2
WT®™ ] dx

E =
Kn) 2 1o )

2
2m dx

where, wavenumber K, &= ) corresponds to scale R, & 27 dx). The scale ndex m
runs from 1 ( nest scale) to log, N ) (coarsest scake). W T @) [i], dx and N denote the Haar
wavelet coe cient at scale m and location i, spacing In physical space and length of the
Soatial series, regoectively. The power soectrum displays the inertial range slope of 5=3,
as anticipated.

At this point, we would lke to Invoke an interesting m athem atical result regarding the

scaling exponent spectrum , o, of the fractal interpolation IFS [F]:

¢=1 Tog i, 7 ©6)



where, N = the number ofanchorpoints 1 (in ourcaseN = 2). The origihal form ulation
of '] was In tem s of a m ore general scaling exponent spectrum , (g), rather than the
structure function based spectrum 4. The () spectrum is an exact Legendre tranform
of the singularity soectrum in the sense that it is valid for any order of m om ents (inclid-
ing negative) and any singularities [, B01]. (@) can be reliably estin ated from data by
the W avelet-Transform M odulusM axim a m ethod [, [1]. To derive Equation ll from the
origihal formulation, wem ade use of the equality: (@ = 4 1, which holds for positive g
and for positive singularities of H older exponents less than unity [0, 00]. In tudbulence, the
m ost probable H older exponent is 0 33 (corresponding to the K 41 value) and for allpractical
purposes the values of H older exponents lie between 0 and 1 (see [0, 001]) . Hence the use of
the above equality iswell justi ed.

E quation ll could be used to validate our previous clain , that the param eters of [}, [l] give
rissto amonoa ne eld (ie., 4 isa linear function ofq). Ifwe consider #;j= F,Jj= d=
2 3 then, =1 g @i+ HhH=1 g @d%) = glbg d)= qlbg 2 /3 = =3
QED ]. Equation ll could also be used to derive the classic result of Bamsky regarding
the fractal dimension of IF'S. It is wellknown [, i01] that the graph din ension (or box—
counting din ension) is related to ; as follows: D = 2 1:Now, using Equation Ml we get,
D=2 ;=1+ logy i T, 3. ForN = 2, we recover E quation l.

Intuiively, by prescr;bmg several scaling exponents, 4 (Which are known apriori from
cbservational data), it is possbl to solve for d, from the overdetermm ined system of equa-—
tions Equation ). These solved param eters, d,,, along w ith other easily derivable (from
the given anchor points and d,) param eters @,;¢,;e, and f,) n tum can be used to
construct mulia ne signals. For exam ple, solving for the values quoted by Frisch [[1]:

»= 070; 3= 1; 4 = 128; s = 153; ¢ = 177; 7 = 201 and g = 223, along wih

1 033 (corresponding to D = 5=3), yilds the stretching factors @, j= 0:887;0:676.
There are alogether eight possbl sign combinations for the above stretching param eter
m agnitudes and all of them can potentially produce mulia ne elds wih the aforem en-
tioned scaling exponents. H owever, all of them m ight not be the \right" candidate from the
LE S-perform ance persoective. R igorous a-prioriand a-posteriori testing ofthese M ulia ne
SG S m odels is needed to elucidate this issue (see Section ).

W e repeated our previous num erical experin ent w ith the stretching param eters d; =

0887 and @d = 0:676. Figure 3a show s the m easured values (ensemble averaged over one



hundred realizations) of the scaling exponents 4 upto 12% order. For com parison we have
also show n the theoretical values com puted directly from Equation Ml (dashed line). A m odel
proposed by She and Levéque [}] based on a hierarchy of uctuation structures associated
w ith thevortex lam ents isalso shown for com parison (dotted line). W e chose thisparticular
m odel because of its ram arkable agreem ent w ith experin ental data. T he She and Levéque
m odelpredicts: 4= % +2 2 E )¥/3 . Figure 3b show s the pdfs of the increm ents, which are
quite sin ilar to what is observed In real turbulence { for large r the pdf is near G aussian
while for sn aller r it becom es m ore and m ore peaked at the core w ith high tails (see also

Figure 7o for the varation of atness factors of the pdfs of increm ents w ith distance r).

Iv. FRACTALCALCULUSAND SUBGRIDSCALE MODELING

In the case of an Incom pressble uid, the spatially ltered N avierStokes equations are:

Qe
= 0; 7a
ax. (7a)
@ m m
% +un@u = @ Emn+ mn + rzum (7b)
Qt @x, @x,
m;n= 1;2;3:

where tistin g, X, isthe spatial coordinate in the n-direction, u, isthe velocity com ponent in
the n-direction, p is the dynam ic pressure, isthe density and is the m olecular viscosity
of the uid. The tide (7) denoctes the ltering operation, using a Ier of characteristic
width [B0]. These Iered equations are now am enable to num erical solution (LES) on a
grid w ith m esh-size of order , considerably larger than the an allest scale of m otion (the

K oIn ogorov scale) . However, the SG S stress tensor ., i Equation [lll, de ned as

mn = Up Uy T Gn 8)

is not known. Tt essentially represents the contrbution of unresolved scales (am aller than
) to the totalm om entum transport and must be param eterized (via a SGS model) as a

function of the resolved velocity eld. Due to strong in uence of the SG S param eteriza—

tions on the dynam ics of the resolved turbulence, considerable ressarch e orts have been

m ade during the past decades and several SG S m odels have been proposad (see [, 1] Por



review s). The Eddy-viscosity m odel (°1]) and its varants (eg., the D ynam ic m odel 1],
the ScaleD ependent D ynam ic m odel []]) are perhaps the m ost w idely used SG S m odels.
They param eterize the SG S stresses as being proportional to the resolved velocity gradi-
ents. These SG S m odels and other standard m odels (eg. Sin ilarity, Nonlhear, M ixed
m odels) postulate the form of the SG S stress tensors rather than the structure of the SG S

elds ([]) . Philosophically a very di erent approach would be to explicitly reconstruct the
subgrid-scales from given resolved scale values py exploiting the statistical structures ofthe
unresolved turbulent elds) using a speci ¢ m athem atical tool (eg., the Fractal Interpola—
tion Technique) and subsequently estin ate the relevant SG S tensors necessary for LES.The
Fractalm odelof [},l] and our proposed M ultia ne m odelbasically represent thisnew class
of SG S m odeling, also known as the \direct m odeling of SG S turbulence" (00,00, 001]) .

In Section I, we have dem onstrated that FIT could be e ectively used to generate syn—
thetic turbulence eldsw ith desirable statistical properties. Tn addition, B amsky’s rigorous
fractal caloulus o ers the ability to analytically evaluate any statistical m om ent of these
synthetically generated elds, which n tum ocould be used for SG S m odeling. D etailed
discussion of the fractal calculus is beyond the scope of this paper. Below , we brie y sum -
m arize the equations m ost relevant to the present work. Let us rst consider the m om ent
integral: Uy, = 5 " f1 x)]dx: In the present context ko = 0;x; = 05 and x, = 1),
this m om ent J'ntec;raloou]d be viewed as 2 Iering ( = 035) with the Top Hat Ier
[ie, F &)= 1= ; if kj< =2 andF x) = 0; otherw ise ]. For nstance, the 1-D com —

ponent of the SG S stress tensor reads as:

= tu 151" 9a)
= U0  U;U1p (9b)
Bamsky (1)) proved that for the fractal interpolation IFS (Equation W), the m om ent
Integralbecom es:
0 0 1 1
P 1 m B . PLER P .
€ uu@ A g T+ K (m ;p;J) UpsP
=0 3 n=1 p=0 3=0
U =
1m = (10a)
1 avid



where, 0 1
X2 1 l-l}@ P .
€ "R a Gx+ £)'PE @xte) = K (Lm;p;d) x (10b)
n=1 P 4= 0

A fter som e algebraic m anjpulations, the SG S stress equation at node x; becom es:

— 2 2 2
i< i t 1wyt oui gt

EL- 2T T Y ) - ST Y SR - S35 11)

W ewould lke to point out that the coe cients | are solke functions ofthe stretching factors
dy . In other words, if one can specify the values of d, in advance, the SG S stress ( ) could
be explicitly written in tem s of the coarsegrained (resolved) velocity eld (x;) weighted
according to weights , uniquely detemm ined by d, . In Tabkl, we have listed the | values
corresponding to eight stretching factor combinations, ©,j= 0:887;0:676. I is evident
that any two combiations (d;;d,) and (dy;d;) are sin ply \m irror" in ages of each other In
term s of . Thus, only fourdistinct M ultia ne SGSmodels M 1,M 2,M 3 and M 4) could
be fom ed from the aforem entioned eight ¥, jcombinations and In each case the orderings
could be chosen at random w ith equal probabilities. In this table, we have also Included
the Fractalm odel of [}, Il] and the Sin ilarity m odel of 1] In expanded form sim ilar to
the M ultia ne m odels (see the Appendix for m ore nfom ation on standard SG S m odels).
The M ultia nem odels and the Fractalm odeldi er slightly in tem s of Itering operation.
., llperform ed ltering ata scale (see Equation M), whereas in the case of Sin ilarity
m odel, 1] found that it ism ore approprate to lterat 2 . FortheM ultia nem odels, we
also chosstoemply 2  ltering scale.

O ne noticable feature in Tablkl is that som e com binations of d,, result in strongly asym —
metric weights . Asan example, in the cass ofM 4 wih d; = +0:676 and d, = + 0887,
J 0] Jjojand Jj 3] J 43 Thismeans that the SG S stress at any node x; would have
m ore welight from the resolved velocity at node x; 1 than node xi; 1 . O ne would expect that
such an asymm etry could have serious In plication in tem s of SG S m odel perform ance.

In the follow ing section, we w ill attem pt to address this issue am ong others by evaluating

several SG S m odels via the a-priori analysis approadch.



TABLE I:TheM ulia ne, Fractal and Sim ilarity SG S m odels In expanded form and their corre-

sponding coe cients for the com putation of SG S stresses according to Equation .

M odel (@17d) Filter W dth o ? i 3 s 5
Multia ne M 1) ( 0887;+ 0:676) 2 0218 0204 0050 0372 0:036 0:065
(+0:676; 0887) 2 0050 0204 0218 0:036 0372 0:065
Mulia ne M2) @ 0:887; 0:676) 2 0030 0248 0261 0018 0479 0:043
( 0:676;+ 0887) 2 0261 0248 0030 0479 0018 0:043
Mulia ne M 3) ( 0:887; 0:676) 2 0:144 0220 0433 0230 0209 0:057
( 0:676; 0:887) 2 0:133 0220 0:144 0209 0230 0057
Multia ne M 4) @ 0887;+0:676) 2 0064 0319 0262 0:d421 0517 0:007
(+ 0:676;+ 0887) 2 0262 0319 0064 0517  0:d421 0007
Fractal ( 0:794;+ 0:794) 0127 0221 0026 0322 0:120 +0:069
¢+ 0:794; 0:794) 0026 0221 0:127 0:120 0322 +0:069
Sin ilarity NA 2 0:188 0250 0:188 0250 0250 0:125

V. EVALUATION OF SGSMODELS:A-PRIORIANALYSISAPPROACH

The SG S m odels and their underlying hypotheses can be evaluated by two approaches:
a~priori testing and a-posteriori testing (tem s coined by [1]). In a-posteriori testing, LE S
com putations are actually perform ed w ith proposed SG S m odels and validated against refer—
ence solutions (In temm s ofm ean velocity, scalar and stress distributions, spectra etc.). How —
ever, ow Ing to the m ultiude of factors involved in any num erical sin ulation (eg., num erical
discretizations, tin e integrations, averaging and ltering), a-posteriori tests In general do
not provide m uch insight about the detailed physics of the new Iy In plem ented SG S m odels

y, ], A ocom plem entary and perhaps m ore findam ental approach '] would be to use
high-resolution m odel O irect Num erical SIn ulation orD N S), experimn entalor eld obssrva—
tional data to com pute the \real"” and m odeled SG S tensors directly from their de nitions
and ocom pare them subsequently. T his approach, w idely known as the a-priori analysis, does
not require any actual LES m odeling and is theoretically m ore tractabl. In this work we
focused on com paring the perform ance of SG S m odels via the a-priori analysis. W e strictly
followed the 1-D aprori analysis approach of [, I, Ii1]. To highlight the caveats of the

10



proposed and several existing SG S m odels, we performm ed an extensive interm odel com par-
ison study. T his exercise also helped selecting the \right" com bination of stretching factors
for the M ulia ne SG S m odels.

In general, the correlation between real ( %) and modeled (M °%*l) SG S stresses is
considered to be a good indicator of the expected perform ance of a proposed SG S m odel.

A nother crucial indicator is the so called SG S energy dissippation rate ( ):

= 13513 12)

15 Qw , i
— — (1-D approx ation)
2 @x

In the nertial range, the SG S energy dissipation rate isthem ost n uential factora ecting
the dynam ical evolution of the resolved kinetic energy [1]. On average, is positive,
representing a net drain of resolved kinetic energy into unresolved m otion. Intemm ittent
negative valies of , known as \backscatter", im plies energy transfer from SG S to resolved

scales. Unfortunately, a high correlation between real and modeled SG S stress (or SG S
energy dissipation rate) isnot a su cient condition for the success of a proposed LES SG S

m odel, although it is a highly desirabl feature 0, 0, 1.

W e prn arily m ade use of an extensive atm ospheric boundary layer ABL) turbulence
dataset (com prising of fast—response sonic anem om eter data) collected by various resesarchers
from the Johns Hopkins University, the University of CalifomiaD avis and the University
of Towa during D avis 1994, 1995, 1996, 1999 and Iowa 1998 eld studies. Com prehensive
description of these eld experim ents (eg., surface cover, fetch, nstrum entation, sam pling
frequency) can be found in [1]. W e further augm ented this dataset with noctumal ABL
turbulence data from CA SES-99 (Cooperative A tm osgpohere-Surface Exchange Study 1999),
a cooperative eld cam paign conducted near Leon, K ansas during O ctober 1999 [11]. For
our analyses four levels (1.5, 5, 10 and 20m ) of sonic anem om eter data from the 60m tower
and the adpoent m Initower collected during two Intensive cbservational periods (nights of
O ctober 17* and 19%) were considered the sonic anem om eter at 1.5m wasm oved to 0.5m
Jevel on O ctober 19%]. Brie y, the collective attributes of the eld dataset explored in this
study are as follow s: (i) surface cover: bare soil, grass and beans; (il) sam pling frequency:
18 to 60 H z; (iii) sam pling perdod: 20 to 30 m inutes; () sensor height (z): 0.5 to 20m ; and
(v) atm ospheric stability (z=L, L is the local Obukhov length): 0 (eutral) to 10 (very
stablk).
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ABL eld measuraments are seldom free from m esoscale disturbances, wave activities,
nonstationarties etc. The situation could be further aggravated by several kinds of sensor
errors (eg. random soikes, am plitude resolution error, drop outs, discontinuities etc.). T hus,
stringent quality controland preprocessing of eld data is of utm ost in portance for any rig—
orous statistical analysis. O ur quality control and preprocessing strategies are qualitatively
sin ilar to the suggestions of [1]. Speci cally, we ollow these steps:

(1) V isual nspection of individualdata serdes for detection of spikes, am plitude resolition
error, drop outs and discontinuities. D iscard suspected data series from further analyses.

(2) Adjust for changes in wind direction by aligning sonic anem om eter data using 60
seconds local averages of the longitudinal and transverse com ponent of velocity.

(3) Partitioning of turbulentmesoscale motion using discrete wavelt transform
(Symm kt—=8 wavelet) w ith a gap scale [11] of 100 seconds.

(4) Finally, to check for nonstationarities of the partitioned series, we perfom ed the
follow Ing step: we subdivided each serdes In 6 equal Intervals and com puted the standard
deviation ofeach sub-serdes ( ;; i= 1 :6). Ifmax( ;)=m in ( ;) > 2, the serieswas discarded.

A fter all these quality control and preprocessing steps, we were left with only 358 \re-
liable" series for apriori analyses. These streamw ise velocity series were Iered wih a
TopHat Xter ( = 1,2,4 or8m ) and downsam pled on the scale ofthe LES grid ( ) to ob—
tain the resolved velocity eld w; 0]. In a sin ilarway, the stream w ise SG S stress, %!, was
com puted from its de nition Equation 9a). F iltering operations were alw ays perform ed In
tin e and interpreted as1-D spatial lering in the stream w ise direction by m eans of Taylor's
frozen ow hypothesis. The spatial derivatives were also com puted from the tin e deriva—
tives by invoking Taylor's hypothesis: @% = <111> @%,
velociy.

In Figure 4 representative realizations of the real and severalm odeled SG S stresses are

where, < u > isthemean streamw ise

presented. The m odeled SG S stresses, ™ °%! were com puted from the de nitions given in
the Appendix. A long the sam e lnes, the real and m odeled SG S energy dissjpation rates
F igure 5) were calailated according to  Re3t = % Real(é_z and M odel = % M odel(é_zl
resoectively. The SG S m odel constants lke Cg of the Sm agorinsky m odel or C; of the
Sin flarity m odel (see Appendix) were cbtained by m atching the m ean real and m odeled
SG S energy dissipation rates [, 0, ], For consistency, the sam e procedure was followed

for the SG S-kineticenergy-based m odel, Fractal m odel and M ulia ne m odels. In other
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words, we always ensured that < = Realg—: > = < b Odelg—z > . Note that, this
procedure has no e ect on the correlation resuls presented below . In actual sinulations
these m odel coe cients could be obtained dynam ically follow ng the approach of [0, 0 ].

From Figures 4 and 5 i is visually evident that both Sim ilarity and M ultia ne m odels
capture the variability of the SG S stress and energy dissppation rates reasonably well. On
the other hand, the perform ances of the Sm agorinsky and SG S-kineticenergy-based m odels
are very poor. N ote that, the Sm agorinsky m odel assum es that the trace of the SG S tensor
is subtracted from the tensor, which isnot feasbl in 1-D a-priorianalysis [1]. T hus, direct
m agnitudew ise com parison between real and the Sm agorinsky m odelbased SG S stress or
dissjpation energy is not possibl. However, this does not prevent us from quantifying the
perform ance by correlation coe cient. M oreover, the Sm agorinsky m odel is by construction
fully dissipative. Hence, thism odelisunable to reproduce the backscatter e ects (seeF igure
5b), which do occur in the real SG S dissipation series F igure 5a).

In Tabel, ©or = 1m, we show the correlation between the real and m odeked SG S
stress and energy dissjpation rates. T he standard deviations are given In parentheses. The
modelM 3 is signi cantly better than any other M ultia ne m odel and this could only be
attributed to its near-sym m etric stencil structure (see Tabl 1). This resolves our previous
dilemm a regarding the selection of one M ultia ne SG S m odel from a class of our. From
here on, we'llonly report results forM 3 and w ill dentify i asthe M ultia nem odel

Next, in Figure 6, we plot the m ean correlation between real and m odeled SG S stress
and energy dissippation rates for = 1,2,4 and 8m . A s anticipated, for all the m odels,
the correlation decreases wih Increasing Iering scale. A lso, the correlation of real vs.
m odel SG S energy dissipation rates is usually higher com pared to the SG S stress scenario,
as noticed by other researchers.

It is expected that in the ABL the scaling exponent values ( 4) would deviate from the
values reported In 1] due to nearwall e ect. This m eans that the stretching factors d,
based on the § valuieswe used In thiswork, are possibly in error. N evertheless, the overall
perform ance ofthe M ultia nem odel is beyond our expectations. Tt rem ains to be seen how
the proposed SG S schem e w ill perform in a-posteriori analysis and such work is currently in

progress.
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TABLE II: A verage correlation between observed and m odeled SG S stresses and energy dissipation
rates ( = 1lm ). Theresuktsarebased on 358 ABL turbulent velocity seriesm easured during several

eld cam paigns. T he quantities In the parenthesis represent standard deviation.

Corr( Real; M odely Corr( Real, M odel)
Sm agorinsky 025(0:09) 0:410:17)
Sin flarity 0:49(0:10) 0:76 (0:15)
SGSKE 023 (0:08) 0:42(0:17)
Fractal 0:33(0:05) 0:61 (0:06)
Mulia ne M 1) 0:44 (0:05) 0:71 (0:05)
M ulia ne M 2) 0:40 (0:05) 0:68 (0:006)
M ulia ne M 3) 0:49(0:05) 0:77(0:05)
M ulia ne M 4) 0:42(0:05) 0:70 (0:05)

VI. PASSIVE SCALAR

O ur schem e could be easily extended to synthetic passive-scalar (@ny di usive com ponent
In a uid ow that has no dynam ical e ect on the uid motion itself, eg., a pollutant in
air, tem perature In a weakly heated ow, a dyem ixed in a turbulent gt orm oisture m ixing
In air [0, ]) eld generation. The statistical and dynam ical characteristics (anisotropy,
Intem ittency, pdfs etc.) of passive-scalars are surprishgly di erent from the underlying
turbulent velocity eld [, INl]. For example, i is even possblk for the passive-scalar
eld to exhlbit Intemm ittency In a purely G aussian velocity eld [0, B0]. Sim ilar to the
K 41, neglecting intem ittency, the K oln ogorov-O bukhov-C orrsin (K O C) hypothesispredicts
that at high Reynolds and Peclet num bers, the o -order passive-scalar structure fiinction
w ill behave as: hj x+ 1) (x)ﬁi £ in the nertial range. E xperin ental observations
reveal that analogous to turbulent velocity, passive-scalars also exhibit anom alous scaling
(departure from the KO C scaling) . O bservationaldata also suggest that passivescalar elds
aremuch m ore Intemm ittent than velocity elds and result In stronger anom aly [, 0].
T o generate synthetic passive-scalar elds, we need to detem ine the stretching param eters
d; and d, from prescribed scaling exponents, . Unlike the velocity scaling exponents, the

published values (pased on experin ental cbservations) of higher-order passive-scalar scaling
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exponents display signi cant scatter. Thus for our purpose, we used the predictions of a

2 /6 2 /2 .
22 £° Z %% This

new ly proposed passivescalar model [1]: 4 = 2+ 8 g 2

9
m odel based on the hierarchical structure theory of 1] show s reasonable agreem ent w ith
the observed data. M oreover, unlike other m odels, this m odelm anages to predict that the
scaling exponent 4 is a nondecreasing function of g. T heoretically, this is crucial because,
otherw ise, if 4 ! 1 asqg! +1 ,thepassivescalar eld cannot be bounded [, 1.

Emplying Equation M) and the scaling exponents (upto 8% -order) predicted by the
abovem odel, we get the follow Ing stretching factors: ¥, j= 0:964;0:606. W e again repeated
the num erical experin ent of section [l and selected the stretching param eter com bination :
d; = 0964 and g = 0:606. Like before, we com pared the estin ated fusing Equation 4)]
scaling exponents from one hundred realizations w ith the theoretical values [from E quation
(6)] and the agream ent was found to be highly satisfactory. To check whether a generated
passivescalar eld d; = 0:964, ¢ = 0#606) possesses m ore non-G aussian characteristics
than its velocity counterpart (d; = 0887, 3 = 0:%676), we perform ed a sin ple num erical
experin ent. W e generated both the velocity and passivescalar elds from identical anchor
points and also com puted the corresponding atness factors, K , as a function of distance r
(s2e Figure 7b). Comparing Fig 7a with Fig 3b and also from Fig 7b, one could conclide
that the passive-scalar eld exhibits stronger non-G aussian behavior than the velocity eld,
In accord w ith the literature.

VII. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In thispaper, we propose a sin plk yet e cient schem e to generate synthetic turbulent ve-
locity and passive-scalar elds. Thism ethod is com petitive w ith m ost of the other synthetic
turbulence em ulator scham es 9., I, 0,0, 0, 0]) In temm s of capturing an all-scale properties
of turbulence and scalars (eg. multia nity and non-G aussian characteristics of the pdf of
velocity and scalar increm ents) . M oreover, extensive a-priorianalyses of eld m easurem ents
unveil the fact that this schem e could be e ectively used asa SGS model In LES. Poten—
tially, the proposed M ultia ne SG S m odel can address two of the unresolved issues in LES:
it can system atically account for the nearwall and atm ospheric stability e ects on the SG S
dynam ics. O f oourse, this would require som e kind of universal dependence of the scaling

exponents on both wallnom al distance and stability. Q uest for this kind of universality
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hasbegan only recently [0, 0]
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APPEND IX

T he standard Sm agorinsky eddy-viscosity m odel is of the fom :
isjm U= 2G )PPy @ la)

w here,

1 @tij_ @‘dj
( +

Si. = J—
2 @Xj @Xi

)

is the resolved strain rate tensor and
$i= @SSy

is the m agnitude of the resolved strain rate tensor. Cg is the so-called Sm agorinsky coe —
clent.

For 1-D surrogate SG S stress:

S‘ -
H @x

Further, by assum ing that the an allest scales of the resolved m otion are isotropic, the
follow ing equality holds 1]z

15
< S’ijS’ij>= E < Sll>

Em ploying this assum ption for the instantaneous elds, we can w rite
b— Qv

Fi= @SySuy)” 1533
@x
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Hence, the Sm agorinsky SG S stress equation becom es:

P gu @
smag — (g ) 2 153-@_*:3-(@_:) @ 1b)

T he seocond m odelwe considered is the Sin ilarity M odel 0, B ].

§t=Crlmy ww) @ 2a)

T he overbar denotes explicit tering wih a ler of width (usually = 2). C  isthe
Sin ilarity m odel coe cient.

The 1-D surrogate SG S stress could be sin ply w ritten as:

Sim 1

=Cplrd umn) @ 2b)

Now, for2 Iering this equation becom es:

2 2 2
im wig + 2u]+ ul w1+ 2%t Wi
SIml= cp (2 ; 1y ] )2 @ 20)

which on further sin pli cation leads to the expression in Tabk k:

Sml_ c,P488¢?, + 025%° + 0188, ,

025¢ 1wy 025uwyy 1 00250y 1wy 1 ]

Next, we consider a SG S m odelbasad on the SG S kinetic energy (qz) o, ]

q_
Ste = 2¢7 ﬁjZ—u @ 3a)
X

where, ¥ = 3u  uf

Here, Cx isthe SG S m odel coe cient.
In the case of the Fractalm odel of [, 1], the unknown subgrid stress ( ) produced by
synthetic fractal eld around any grid point x; can be w ritten as:

3 3

Z4 7.4
f7™° = hE&TFdx [ ukdxf @ 4a)
1 )
= — (m)*+ 7611(8 3@) izu a+
12 48
1+ 15d2 24 124°
r d + 12d; ( fu)’: @ 4b)
192 (1 ci)
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where, = (@1 w1)=2; je=ty; 2u+wi;anddi= 277,
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FIG.1l: (@) A synthetic turbulence series of fractal dimension D = 5=3. The black dots denote
Initial interpolating points. () Structure functions of order 2, 4 and 6 (as labeled) com puted
from the series in Figure la. The slopes ( 4) corresponding to this particular realization are 0.62,
125 and 1.89, respectively. (c) P dfs of the nom alized increm ents of the series iIn Figure la. The
plus signs correspond to r = 2 ', while the circles refer to a distance r= 2 © . The solid curve

designates the G aussian distrbution for reference.

FIG . 2: W avekt power gpectrum (cirlces) of the serdes in Figure la. The 5/3 power law is also

shown for com parison.
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FIG .3: (@) The scaling exponent function 4. The continuous, dashed and dotted lines denote the
K 41, Equation B, and the SheL.evéque m odel predictions respectively. T he circles w ith error bars
(one standard deviation) are estin ated values over one hundred realizations using d; = 0:887
and dy = 0676. Experin entaldata of Anselm et et al’s [B] is also shown for reference (star signs).
(o) Pdfs of the nom alized increm ents of the multia ne series. The plus signs denote r = 2 14 ’
while the circles refer to a distance r= 2 ° . The solid curve designates the G aussian distriution

for reference.
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FIG .4: A com parison ofthe realand m odeled SG S stresses, com puted from atm ogpheric boundary
layer m easurem ents, using 1-b  ltering and Taylor's hypothesis. The ltfterwidth is2m. (@)
Real, (o) Sm agorinsky m odel, (c) Sin ilarity m odel, (d) SG S kinetic energy based m odel, () Fractal

m odel, and (f) M ultia nemodel M 3).
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FIG.5: A comparison of the real and m odeled SG S energy dissipation rates, com puted from
atm ospheric boundary layer m easurem ents, using 1-D  Iering and Taylor’s hypothesis. The Ier
width is2m . @) Real, (o) Smagorinsky m odel, (c) Sin ilarity m odel, (d) SG S kinetic energy

based m odel, () Fractalm odel, and (f) M ultia nemodel M 3).

I Smagorinsky I Smagorinsky

B Similarity I Similarity
09| [ SGS-KE B 09t [ SGS-KE

Fractal [ Fractal

[ Multiaffine (M3) [ Multiaffine (M3)
o8| B B
43 (]
06|

COrr(THeal,TMOdel)
Corr(n Real n Mode\)

bin

FIG.6: (@) Correlation between observed and m odeled subgrid-scale stresses and (o) correlation
between observed and m odeled subgrid-scale energy dissipations as a function of Iter width

The resultsarebased on 358 ABL turbulent velocity seriesm easured during several eld cam paigns.
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FIG.7: (@) Pdfs of the nom alized increm ents of the passive scalar M ultia ne series. The plus
signs refer to distance r= 2 '* , whilke the circles to a distance r= 2 © . The solid curve designates
the G aussian distrbution for reference. (o) The atness factors of the pdfs of the increm ents of
the velocity (circles) and passivescalar eld (stars) as a function ofdistance r. N ote that both the

elds approach the G aussian value of 3 only at Jarge separation distances. C kearly the passive-scalar

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