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4169-007 Porto, Portugal; smgama@fc.up.pt
* Correspondence: marcomartinsafonso@hotmail.it; Tel.: +351-220402259

Received: 11 October 2019; Accepted: 14 October 2019; Published: 18 October 2019

Turbulent transport is currently a great subject of ongoing investigation at the interface of
methodologies running from theory to numerical simulations and experiments, and covering several
spatio-temporal scales. Mathematical analysis, physical modelling and engineering applications
represent different facets of a classical, long-standing problem still far from achieving a thorough
comprehension. The goal of this Special Issue was to offer recent advances covering subjects
such as multiscale analysis in turbulent transport processes, Lagrangian and Eulerian descriptions
of turbulence, advection of particles and fields in turbulent flows, ideal or non-ideal turbulence
(unstationary/inhomogeneous/anisotropic/compressible), turbulent flows in bio-fluid mechanics and
magnetohydrodynamics, control and optimization of turbulent transport. The Special Issue was open
to regular articles, review papers focused on the state-of-the-art and the progress made over the last
few years, as well as new research trends.

Yamanaka et al. (2018) [1] focused on weak defect turbulence in the electroconvection of nematic
liquid crystals, from the experimental point of view. Increasing the coarse-graining time, the authors
showed that the type of diffusion changes from superdiffusion first to subdiffusion and then to the
standard diffusive behaviour, a result reflecting the coexistence of local order and global disorder in
the analysis of convective rolls.

Martins Afonso et al. (2019) [2], in the background of linear-stability analysis, passive optimal
control and structural sensitivity, investigated the incompressible fluid flow past a backward-slanted
step inclined at 25 degrees, which represents a portion of the well-known Ahmed’s body mimicking
a simplified ground-vehicle geometry of the bluff-body type (such as the rear window of a car).
Since this section is responsible for the majority of the aerodynamic drag—due to the unfavourable
pressure gradient caused by the recirculation bubble before the reattachment—they studied how
to reduce or delay the flow separation, exploiting adjoint-state method, variational formalism,
penalization scheme, orthogonalization algorithm and functional derivatives.

Locke et al. (2019) [3] theoretically discussed the B-model for turbulence intermittency, first by
pointing out a couple of mistakes in the original derivation and analyzing the corrected results
in terms of a set of coefficients, and then by generalizing it and comparing such an extension
with experimental findings from a unidirectional oval flume and with other discrete/continuous
breakage/cascade models.

Rahman and San (2019) [4] concentrated their attention on the performance of a relaxation
filtering approach for Euler turbulence using a central seven-point stencil reconstruction scheme.
Two-dimensional inviscid Rayleigh–Taylor instability provided the benchmark for the assessment of
high-resolution numerical simulations, for both the time evolution of the flow field and its spectral
resolution up to three decades of inertial range.

Araya (2019) [5] explored the performance of several turbulence models for the Reynolds-Averaged
Numerical Simulation of steady compressible turbulent flows on complex geometries and unstructured
grids. Validation against high-resolution Direct Numerical Simulations and previous experimental data was

Fluids 2019, 4, 185; doi:10.3390/fluids4040185 www.mdpi.com/journal/fluids1
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followed by an application to a few aerodynamic profiles, the main discriminant for the accuracy being the
attached or separated character of the velocity field.

Lees and Aluie (2019) [6] underlined the role of baroclinicity (misalignment of pressure and
density gradients) in the kinetic-energy budget, by means of coarse graining and scale decomposition.
The role of baropycnal work was stressed by successfully comparing an analytical model developed
here with on-purpose numerical simulations of compressible turbulence, highlighting the importance
of this contributions in the generation of vorticity and strain as well.

Gama et al. (2019) [7] dealt with Padé approximations of the magnetohydrodynamic kinematic
dynamo α-effect and of the eddy-viscosity or diffusivity tensors in different flows, employing
expressions derived in the framework of the multiple-scale formalism. They performed computations
in Fortran in the standard “double” (real*8) and extended “quadruple” (real*16) precision, as well as
symbolic calculations in Mathematica.

Bhowmick and Iovieno (2019) [8] simulated the transient evolution of a turbulent cloud top
interface, using a pseudo-spectral Direct Numerical Simulation along with Lagrangian droplet
equations including collision and coalescence. Clear-air entrainment/detrainment and turbulent
mixing are known to affect the droplet spectrum through supersaturation fluctuations, and the effects
of collisions—driven by gravitational sedimentation—and condensation/evaporation on the radius
distribution were estimated.

López Castaño et al. (2019) [9] tested two algorithms for the temporal integration of the
Navier—Stokes equations in the Boussinesq approximation for turbulent flows, within the Large-Eddy
Simulation methodology and the OpenFOAM implementation with hexahedral meshes. They proved
the validity of an anisotropic filter function, and demonstrated the superiority of a specific method via
studies of a wall-bounded channel flow and of Rayleigh—Bénard convection.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
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Abstract: The properties of chaotic advection arising from defect turbulence, that is, weak turbulence
in the electroconvection of nematic liquid crystals, were experimentally investigated. Defect
turbulence is a phenomenon in which fluctuations of convective rolls arise and are globally disturbed
while maintaining convective rolls locally. The time-dependent diffusion coefficient, as measured
from the motion of a tagged particle driven by the turbulence, was used to clarify the dependence
of the type of diffusion on coarse-graining time. The results showed that, as coarse-graining time
increases, the type of diffusion changes from superdiffusion → subdiffusion → normal diffusion.
The change in diffusive properties over the observed timescale reflects the coexistence of local order
and global disorder in the defect turbulence.

Keywords: weak turbulence; chaotic advection; Lagrangian chaos; time-dependent diffusion
coefficient; nematic electroconvection; defect turbulence

1. Introduction

Turbulence occurs by the cascade mechanism (Richardson cascade) because of strong
nonlinearities; in ideal cases, the Kolmogorov law (K41) holds [1]. Nevertheless, disorder in fluids
arises even in a weakly nonlinear regime through the interaction of a few modes with long timescales
based on the slaving principle [2]. For example, in a convective system in which mean flow is hardly
relaxed, the convective structure is destabilized or weakly disturbed by the interaction between the
convective flow and the mean flow even in the vicinity of the convective threshold [3,4]. A similar
phenomenon is observed in an electroconvective system of nematic liquid crystals under an ac electric
field [5,6]. For electroconvection in nematics, even in a system in which the mean flow relaxes
immediately, the orientation of the rod-shaped molecules of the nematics plays a role corresponding
to the mean flow. Because the disturbance in such cases is weak, the convective structure is globally
disordered while maintaining local convective rolls. In other words, the correlation length of the
disorder is sufficiently longer than the size of the convection roll [7,8]. A disordered state with this
property is called weak turbulence (To make a distinction, the K41-type turbulence is called developed
turbulence). Weak turbulence that occurs in a weakly nonlinear regime near a convection threshold
has been investigated as one of the experimental subjects of spatiotemporal chaos in spatially extended
nonlinear systems [8,9]. However, weak turbulence has seldom been investigated from the viewpoint
of turbulent transport. Because order and disorder of different scales coexist, clarifying the differences
in properties with coarse-graining scales is required in characterizing it.

Fluids 2018, 3, 99; doi:10.3390/fluids3040099 www.mdpi.com/journal/fluids3
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Turbulent diffusion that is the transport of mass arising from turbulence is one of the most important
phenomena in turbulent transport. Much research on turbulent diffusion caused by developed
turbulence have been conducted. Nonetheless, we remark that in time-varying flow, diffusion through
mixing occurs even if there is no strong irregularity in the flow. Such phenomenon is called chaotic
advection or chaotic mixing. In the context of chaos, it is also called Lagrangian chaos as the chaotic
behavior appears within the Lagrangian viewpoint. Chaotic advection arising from weak turbulence is
also expected to exhibit properties different from typical turbulent diffusion because of the developed
turbulence. Much of the research on weak turbulence as spatiotemporal chaos has been pursued from
the Eulerian viewpoint [7,9,10]. In contrast, the chaotic motion of particles driven by weak turbulence is
related to the Lagrangian viewpoint and provides other information concerning spatiotemporal chaos.

Electroconvection in nematic liquid crystals under AC electric fields is suitable for investigation
of weak turbulence because several advantages exist compared with other systems such as thermal
(Rayleigh–Bénard) convection of normal fluids. The timescale of weak turbulence is much shorter
than that in Rayleigh-Bénard convection. The refractive index is spatially modulated with the
distortion of the nematic director due to convective shear flow. Therefore, the patterns can be optically
observed by using the shadowgraph method [11]. An applied voltage used as the control parameter is
easily adjustable.

In the electroconvection of nematics, the orientation of the convective roll is determined by the
nematic director in the observation plane [12], and the convective flow exerts viscous torque on the
director because a nematic substance exhibits viscous anisotropy [13]. These effects act to frustrate
the orientation of the convective roll and the nematic director, making the convective roll structure
continuously unstable. Thus, weak turbulence occurs. In the electroconvection of nematics, there are
two system types of differing symmetry. One is the homeotropic system in which the director can freely
rotate as a Nambu-Goldstone mode, and the other is the planar system in which the rotation of the
director is limited near the initial orientation of the director. Typical weak turbulence in the homeotropic
system is soft-mode turbulence in which the convective roll can also rotate freely [6]. Research aimed
at elucidating the transport phenomena arising from soft-mode turbulence has been performed from
both the Euler [14] and Lagrange viewpoints. In particular, for the Lagrangian viewpoint, a method
called nonthermal Brownian motion has been used that measures the motion of isolated particles and
analyses the motion from the analogy with Brownian motion [15–21]. In the planar system, defect
turbulence (see Figure 1) occurs in which defects embedded in the convective stripe pattern nucleate by
fluctuations of the convective rolls [22]. Early studies of the defect turbulence focused on the dynamics
of defects embedded in the rolls pattern [22]. However, for transport phenomena arising from defect
turbulence, fluctuations of the direction of convective rolls (i.e., torsion of the rolls [9]) because of
the above-mentioned nonlinear interaction with the director is essential [20,23]. Defect turbulence is
similar to the oscillating Rayleigh-Bénard convection by which Lagrangian chaos was studied for the
first time [24,25], because it can be regarded as a chaotic oscillation of the convective rolls in a plane
normal to the roll axis.

The most important property of weak turbulence is the coexistence of local order and global
disorder. Here, this coexistence means there is a hierarchy in the system. This hierarchy was
predicted to cause the dependence on observation scale also in the diffusion by chaotic advection.
The time-dependent diffusion coefficient is suitable for extracting properties of the diffusion in systems
containing such a hierarchy. The time-dependent diffusion coefficient had been already applied to
nonthermal Brownian motion in soft-mode turbulence [16,18]. Aside from weak turbulence, biological
systems are examples of systems with a hierarchy. The time-dependent diffusion coefficient was
also used in extracting properties of biological systems [26,27]. In one study [26], thermal Brownian
motion in a system consisting of compartments was simulated to reveal properties of diffusion of
a protein molecule in cell membranes. Over very short time scales, a constant time-dependent
diffusion coefficient means that the motion within one compartment corresponding to a cell is
conventional Brownian motion (normal diffusion). A decreasing time-dependent diffusion coefficient

4
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over intermediate time scales means that confinement effect in the compartment by the boundary
causes subdiffusion. Over long time scales, the time-dependent diffusion coefficient becomes constant
again indicating that hopping diffusion between compartments becomes dominant and consequently
normal diffusion occurs. Thus, by increasing the timescale, the type of diffusion in this system changes
from normal diffusion → subdiffusion → normal diffusion.

x

y

Figure 1. Snapshot of defect turbulence. White lines correspond to convective rolls.

Research on transport phenomena arising from defect turbulence also has been performed from
both the Euler [23] and Lagrange [20] viewpoints. The study of chaotic advection in defect turbulence
from the Lagrangian viewpoint revealed that hopping is important [20]. That is, a tagged particle is
trapped in one convection roll and occasionally hops to an adjacent roll because of fluctuations of the
rolls. The activation energy for this hopping was obtained by measuring hopping rates under changes
in value of the control parameter. However, detailed analyses using a time-dependent diffusion
coefficient have not been conducted. The objective of this paper is to clarify the properties of chaotic
advection in the defect turbulence using the time-dependent diffusion coefficients.

2. Results

For applied voltages V beyond a threshold Vc, electroconvection occurs and a convective stripe
pattern, referred to as normal rolls, appears in the planar nematic system. The wavevector of the stripe
pattern is parallel to the x-direction because the initial nematic director is parallel to the x-direction [12].
Hereafter, we use the normalized voltage ε = (V2 − Vc

2)/Vc
2 as the control parameter corresponding

to the energy injected into the system. To see the difference resulting from changes in ε, measurements
were taken for ε = 0.5 and 1.0.

Positions R(t) = (X(t), Y(t)) of a particle that was driven by defect turbulence were measured.
Because the motion in the x-direction characterizes the fluctuations of defect turbulence, only X(t)
was analyzed [20]. Temporal changes in the particle position X(t) are shown in Figure 2. For ε = 0.5,
the particle was trapped in a convective roll, and sometimes hopped to an adjacent roll. As fluctuations
of convective rolls became intense with increases in the energy injected, the range of motion under
ε = 1.0 becomes much larger than that under ε = 0.5. Furthermore, for ε = 1.0, the trapping time
becomes much shorter, and hopping across several rolls is observed.

5
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Figure 2. Particle position X(t) for (a) ε = 0.5 and (b) ε = 1.0. The vertical axes are normalized using
the averaged width � of a convective roll, specifically, � = 32.4 m for ε = 0.5, and 31.5 μm for ε = 1.0.

To clarify the properties of the random motion of the particle, the type of diffusion should be
determined. Therefore, the time-dependent diffusion coefficients, defined by

D(τ) =
〈|X(t + τ)− X(t)|2〉t

2τ
, (1)

where 〈· · · 〉t, denoting the average over t, were obtained from the time series of X(t).
The coarse-graining time τ indicates how much time interval the observation is made. D(τ) in
short τ reflects the diffusion in fine structures, and D(τ) in long τ reflects the diffusion in global
structures. The types of diffusion are classified by the index γ of D(τ) ∝ τγ. In the conventional
Brownian motion, also called normal diffusion, γ = 0; that is, D(τ) is constant. In contrast, in systems
with some complexity, the diffusion behavior becomes anomalous (anomalous diffusion), in which
γ �= 0. Furthermore, the anomalous diffusion is subclassified as γ > 0 or γ < 0. For γ > 0, D(τ) is an
increasing function and corresponds to superdiffusion. In this instance, ballistic motion is present [28–30].
For γ < 0, D(τ) is a decreasing function and corresponds to subdiffusion. In this instance, confinement
effects play an important role [31–33].

Figure 3 shows the experimental results for D(τ). Since order and disorder with different scales
coexist in the weak turbulence as mentioned in Introduction, D(τ) is not monotonous for τ. The first
increase in D(τ) means that superdiffusion occurs at short τ (The conventional (thermal) Brownian
motion also exhibits “superdiffusion” at timescales shorter than the viscous relaxation time of the fluid
system. However, the behaviors over these timescales are unobservable because the viscous relaxation
time corresponding to the mean free time is very short. In contrast, the present superdiffusion occurs
over an observable timescale). The following decrease in D(τ) means that subdiffusion occurs over
intermediate τ. Finally, D(τ) becomes almost constant implying that normal diffusion occurs over
longer τ. These behaviors are seen in the two instances ε = 0.5 and 1.0.
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Figure 3. D(τ) obtained from the data shown in Figure 2. Blue and red lines distinguish D(tau) for
varepsilon = 0.5 and 1.0, respectively. The vertical axis is normalized using the values Dmax at the peak
of the curves. Dmax = 3.3 μm2/s for ε = 0.5, and 18.8 μm2/s for ε = 1.0.

3. Discussion

The result shown in Figure 3 regarding the changes in diffusive properties of the chaotic advection
in defect turbulence with the observed timescales may be interpreted as follows. Superdiffusion over
short τ indicates that the particle is moving on the convective flow in a roll (see Figure 4a). Subdiffusion
over intermediate τ is caused by the confinement effect for the particle by being trapped in a convective
roll (see Figure 4b) [32]. Normal diffusion over longer τ arises because the hopping diffusion becomes
dominant. Therefore, it is argued that diffusion arising from defect turbulence changes the properties
depending on coarse-graining time, reflecting that the local order still exists.

x

z

(a) (b) (c)
s ss

Figure 4. Schematic illustration of the motion of a tagged particle for different coarse-graining times τ.
(a) Shorter τ. (b) Intermediate τ. (c) Longer τ.

The behavior of D(τ) for ε = 1.0 is qualitatively the same as that for ε = 0.5. However, the range
of subdiffusion for ε = 1.0 becomes smaller than that for ε = 0.5. The conjecture is that the confinement
effect by the rolls weakens as the hopping rate increases with ε [20]. Furthermore, D(τ) for ε = 1.0
increases slightly in the final range of normal diffusion. This behavior is thought to result from the
ballistic motion caused by unidirectional hopping across several convective rolls through intense
fluctuations of those rolls with larger amplitudes.

Although this dependence of the diffusive properties on the observation time scale appears
also in soft-mode turbulence [16], no subdiffusion was seen. The difference in the homeotropic
system in which the soft-mode turbulence appears from the present planar system in which the
defect turbulence appears is that the director in the observation plane behaves as a Nambu-Goldstone
mode, as mentioned in Introduction [6]. To clarify the reason subdiffusion does not occur in the
soft-mode turbulence despite the existence of local convective rolls may lead to elucidating the role of
the Nambu-Goldstone mode for chaotic advection.
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In conclusion, the properties of chaotic advection arising from defect turbulence were investigated
using the time-dependent diffusion coefficients. We found a hierarchy in the diffusive properties that
depended on the observation time scale. Specifically, the type of diffusion changes from superdiffusion
→ subdiffusion → normal diffusion as the coarse-graining time increases. This result reflects the
coexistence of the local order and the global disorder in the defect turbulence.

4. Materials and Methods

The sample cell used in the present study was prepared employing the standard method for the
planar alignment of the nematic liquid crystal p-methoxybenzylidene-p’-n-butylaniline (MBBA) [20].
The area of the square electrodes was 1.0 × 1.0 cm2, and polymer films of 50 μm thickness were
used to maintain the cell gap. To obtain uniformly planar alignment of the MBBA molecules in the
x-y plane parallel to the electrodes, the surfaces of the glass plates with the electrodes were rubbed
by a velvet cloth in one direction (defined as the x-direction) after the spin-coating of a surfactant
(polyvinyl alcohol). The initial planar director thus obtained was parallel to the x-direction. An ac
voltage Vac(t) =

√
2V cos(2π f t) was applied to the sample in the z-direction. The present study was

performed for f = 1000 Hz to achieve normal defect turbulence, and specifically to avoid oblique rolls
or defect turbulence with abnormal rolls instability [34]. In all measurements, the temperature was
kept at 30.00 ± 0.05 ◦C.

To observe the nonthermal Brownian motion in the x-y plane, small particles (Micropearl
KBS-5065, Sekisui Chemical, Osaka, Japan) were introduced to the sample cell. The particles had a
diameter spread of 6.48 ± 0.17 μm and their density of particles was 1.22 × 103 kg/m3, which was
a little higher than that of the MBBA (1.02 × 103 kg/m3). A CMOS camera (NY-X7i Super System,
Canon, Tokyo, Japan) mounted on a stereomicroscope (SMZ1000, Nikon, Tokyo, Japan) was used to
capture images including the particles in a period of 1800 s at time intervals of 0.033 s. The image
size was 640 pixels × 480 pixels, and the resolution was 2.83 μm/pixel. A time series of a particle’s
position R(t) = (X(t), Y(t)) was obtained from the images using motion analysis software (VW-H1MA,
Keyence, Osaka, Japan). Since the measuring period (1800 s) was considerably longer than the timescale
of the phenomena of interest, the statistical accuracy in the analysis was sufficient. To reduce noise
due to thermal Brownian motion and motion blur, coarse-graining by taking averages for every ten
intervals of R(t) was performed. As a result, the time interval of the time series of R(t) is 0.33 s.
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Abstract: With the aim of providing a first step in the quest for a reduction of the aerodynamic
drag on the rear-end of a car, we study the phenomena of separation and reattachment of an
incompressible flow by focusing on a specific aerodynamic geometry, namely a backward-slanted
step at 25◦ of inclination. The ensuing recirculation bubble provides the basis for an analytical
and numerical investigation of streamwise-streak generation, lift-up effect, and turbulent-wake and
Kelvin–Helmholtz instabilities. A linear stability analysis is performed, and an optimal control
problem with a steady volumic forcing is tackled by means of a variational formulation, adjoint
methods, penalization schemes, and an orthogonalization algorithm. Dealing with the transient
growth of spanwise-periodic perturbations, and inspired by the need of physically-realizable
disturbances, we finally provide a procedure attaining a kinetic-energy maximal gain on the order of
106, with respect to the power introduced by the external forcing.

Keywords: linear stability analysis; separation and reattachment; optimal control; streak lift-up;
turbulent-wake and Kelvin–Helmholtz instabilities; incompressibility; 3D perturbations of 2D steady
base flow; structural sensitivity; recirculation bubble; 25◦ backward-slanted step

1. Introduction

The research field of hydrodynamic stability has the objective of elucidating how the structures of
some specific temporal frequency and spatial scale are selected and emerge, owing to the amplification
of small-magnitude perturbations. The comprehension of these effects is of huge relevance, since
many flows of practical interest are dominated by genuine instability mechanisms that can be either
enhanced or alleviated to improve performances. Typical expected benefits consist of the reduction of
the operational cost of vehicles by decreasing skin friction or aerodynamic drag, or the extension of the
operating conditions of turbomachinery by increasing the surface heat flux. The investigation is based
on structural sensitivity [1,2], a theoretical concept stemming from the framework of stability analysis in
laminar flows. This allows one to identify, beforehand, which regions of a given flow are most sensitive
to a prescribed actuation, without the need for calculating the actual controlled flow and of resorting
systematically to a trial-and-error procedure, which would represent an insurmountable bottleneck.
Here, we apply this concept to determine where and how to control efficiently the turbulent-flow
separation occurring at the rear-end of a ground vehicle. Such an approach can, thus, be used to
obtain valuable information about the most sensitive regions for open-loop control, based on the
underlying physics.

Separated flows often arise in industrial applications, resulting from an adverse pressure gradient
stemming from either operating conditions or geometrical constraints (airfoil at high angles of attack,
rear-end of a blunt body). They are usually associated with a loss of performance. For a ground vehicle,
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the flow separation taking place at its rear-end contributes to a huge increase in the drag force and,
thus, also in the fuel consumption and pollutant emissions. For instance, a drag increase by 10% is
expected to augment the fuel consumption by 5% at highway speeds. Moreover, flow separation causes
low-frequency instabilities, which can trigger the excitation of aeroacoustic noise (sunroof cavities,
side mirrors). The implementation of efficient control strategies, aimed at preventing separation
itself or—when this is prohibitively costly or inevitable—at alleviating its detrimental consequences,
is, therefore, a great environmental and economical issue. The dynamics are triggered by complex
interactions between small-scale structures inside the shear layer, huge flow separations, and trailing
vortices expanding far in the wake.

Many complex phenomena are investigated by means of linear perturbation dynamics, aimed at
describing the fate of infinitesimal disturbances superimposed on a steady basic flow, and providing a
rigorous mathematical foundation to investigate the control of fluid systems. Various perspectives
have emerged, depending on whether the disturbance growth is characterized over large or short time
intervals: on one hand, the archetype of disturbance energy amplified over asymptotically large times
is the occurrence of vortex-shedding in wake flows, a behaviour called a modal instability [1]; on the
other hand, the transient amplification over finite times is typically observed in channel flows, and is
referred to as a non-modal instability [3–5].

For boundary-layer-like flows exhibiting a marginal separation, as occurs at the rear-end of a
vehicle with small slant angle, a non-modal theoretical analysis can identify flow regions where the
transient amplification of streamwise streaks (by the lift-up effect) is most sensitive to steady spanwise
periodic disturbances [6]. In the experiments, such disturbances can result from either steady jets
or roughness elements positioned upstream of the separation location, reproducing a parietal or a
volumic forcing, respectively. Indeed, it is very well known that the global dynamics of complex flows
can be modified by imposing local disturbances. Typical examples are the use of surface rugosities to
delay the transition to turbulence in boundary layers, or the injection of fluid into the wake of a bluff
body to alleviate unsteadiness [7]. We remind that the lift-up effect is related to the vertical mixing of
large-speed fluid from higher layers to lower ones, and vice versa for small-speed fluid. A streamwise
vorticity perturbation arises, and evolves into a set of streamwise stripes characterized by relevant
variations of the streamwise velocity, possibly with a periodic structure in the spanwise direction:
the streaks.

In practice, one can use the adjoint-state method to calculate the gradient of some objective
function (energy gain over a specified time horizon, growth rate of unstable disturbances) with respect
to each actuation parameter, thus making it possible to cover large parameter spaces with a limited
number of computations. This capability is useful as an aid to guide the design of efficient, tractable
control strategies. In the past, it has mainly been applied to related problems of vortex shedding in
compressible or incompressible laminar wakes, and the agreement between the experimental results
and the theoretical predictions is excellent, near the threshold of instability. Its application to flow
separation for ground vehicles of practical importance constitutes a major issue, since substantial
developments are necessary in order to encompass the complexity of turbulent-flow regimes, where
large intervals of temporal and spatial scales strongly interact.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe our numerical approach and its
validation. In Section 3, we specify the geometry under consideration and the main equations in
play. In Section 4, we introduce the base flow we have adopted. In Section 5, we perform the
linear-stability analysis and focus on the direct and adjoint perturbations. In Section 6, we analyze the
control mechanisms and the associated kinetic-energy gain. Conclusions and perspectives follow, in
Section 7. The Appendix A is devoted to showing some further details about boundary conditions and
adjoint equations.
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2. Description and Validation of Numerical Tools

We have made use of the FreeFEM++ software [8] to build a Finite-Element Method code. This tool
solves the continuity and Navier–Stokes equations in their variational formulation, with prescribed
boundary conditions (Dirichlet, Neumann, or mixed). We have implemented a P1 scheme for the
pressure field, and a P1b scheme for the velocity field (for which we have also tested a P2 scheme,
without any appreciable change in the results) [9].

We have performed two main validation tests. In both cases, the quantitative validation makes
use of a software which, by scanning printed figures from scientific articles, gives the numerical values
of plotted points or lines with sufficient precision.

First, we have considered the 2D open cavity from [10]. We have implemented the same exact
geometry and mesh from their Figure 7, consisting of a long flat floor interrupted by a unit square
excavated below it. We have performed a qualitative validation against their Figures 8c,d, and 10,
for the direct and adjoint perturbations and the eigenvalues. More importantly, we have focused on
their Figure 9b, reporting the generalized displacement thickness (to be defined more precisely by
Equation (4)), and have found a good quantitative agreement, as shown in our Figure 1. (Note that the
prefactor 2.71 reported in the caption of their Figure 9b in [10] was wrong, the correct coefficient from
the theory and in the plot is actually 1.72 [11].)

Second, we have considered the 3D backward-facing step (inclined at 90◦) from [12]. We have
implemented the same exact geometry from their Figure 1, and (because of the different numerical
scheme) an approximate mesh from their Figure 2. We have performed a qualitative validation against
their Figures 3, 4, and 7 for the base flow, the skin friction, and the eigenvalues. More importantly, we
have focused on their Figure 5, reporting the separation/reattachment points, and have found a good
quantitative agreement, as shown in our Figure 2.

Figure 1. Validation against Figure 9b of reference [10]. Plotted in ordinate is the generalized
displacement thickness (Equation (4)) versus the streamwise coordinate (in abscissa).
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Figure 2. Validation against Figure 5 of reference [12]. As functions of the Reynolds number (in
ordinates), plotted are the abscissae of the reattachment point on the lower wall for all Re (red plus
signs and inverted triangles), and—only for Re ≥ 300—of the separation (green times signs and
standard triangles) and reattachment (blue stars and diamonds) points on the upper wall.

3. Geometry and Equations

We have focused on a geometry issued from a standard ERCOFTAC benchmark, namely a
backward-slanted step with a slope of 25◦ with respect to the horizontal surface. This configuration,
plotted in Figure 3, represents a simplification of the rear end of a car and of a portion of Ahmed’s
body [13]. The x and y axes correspond to the streamwise and wall-normal components, respectively,
with the origin placed at the leftmost/uppermost point of the sloping zone. This picture is assumed
to be invariant in the spanwise z direction, which implies that the base flow is assumed to be
two-dimensional, while the perturbations can present a three-dimensional character. (Different
geometries investigated through this scheme can be found in, e.g., [14–16]).

The linear density of meshing points for the automatic triangulation process has been assumed to
be 4 on segments UD, DC, and CV; 14 on segments WU, UV, and VZ; and 24 on segments EW, WX, XY,
YZ, ZB, BA, AO, OI, and IE—a finer grid is obviously required close to the lower physical boundary.
The resulting number of triangular elements employed in the numerical simulations is about 5 × 105.

To non-dimensionalize, we have assumed as reference units the vertical projection of the step and
the uniform inlet speed. As the two quantities have unitary values, the non-dimensionalized kinetic
viscosity ν equals the inverse of the Reynolds number, based on the step height.

We have imposed standard inlet and outlet conditions on the left and right boundaries,
respectively, and a free-slip condition on the upper boundary. At the lower boundary (a physical
wall) we have imposed the no-slip condition, except for the beginning part, EI, where a free-slip
condition has been used, in order to allow for the evolution of a boundary-layer profile [17]. (See also
Appendix A).

Tests have also been made, in which we have varied the streamwise length of the domain (both
upstream and downstream), its normal height, and the length of the segment EI for the imposition of
the boundary condition. The chosen reference geometry falls in a range where convergence has already
taken place. The case in which the upper boundary is a physical wall has also been briefly investigated,
both in the case of the standard segment DC, and in a modified domain where the latter has a curved
S-shaped profile to simulate a streamline and to study the influence of confinement [18,19]. The effect
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of the resolution has been tested as well, by implementing a discretization of up to almost 7 × 105

triangles, without appreciable changes.
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Figure 3. Our reference geometry, with the following point coordinates (note that the figure is not to
scale). Physical points: O = (0, 0), A = (2.1445,−1), B = (100,−1), C = (100, 30), D = (−25, 30),
E = (−25, 0). Only for boundary conditions: I = (−20, 0). Only for meshing: U = (−25, 0.5),
V = (100, 0.5), W = (−25, 0.1), X = (0, 0.1), Y = (2.1445,−0.9), Z = (100,−0.9). The x axis points
to the right and the y axis to the top, with invariance with respect to the z axis. The length of the sloping
portion is OA = 2.3662.

The full incompressible flow
(

u
p

)
(x, y, z, t), comprising both the velocity and the pressure fields,

satisfies the Navier–Stokes and continuity equations,{
∂tu + u ·∇u = −∇p + ν∇2u ,

∇ · u = 0 .
(1)

(For an interesting discussion of the role of compressibility—not considered here—see,
e.g., [20,21].) In what follows, we decompose the flow into a 2D steady solution plus a 3D
small perturbation:

(
u
p

)
=

(
U
P

)
+

(
u′

p′

)
, with U =

⎛⎜⎝ U
V
0

⎞⎟⎠ (x, y) , and u′ =

⎛⎜⎝ u′

v′

w′

⎞⎟⎠ (x, y, z, t) , (2)

for |u′| � |U| and |p′| � |P|.

4. Base Flow

We have assumed as our base flow,
(

U
P

)
, a steady solution of the Navier–Stokes and

continuity equations, {
U ·∇U = −∇P + ν∇2U ,
∇ · U = 0 ,

(3)

satisfying the same boundary conditions as the full flow. We have obtained this flow, numerically, by
means of Newton’s iterative method [22]. (The relevance of small modifications in the base flow was
studied in, e.g., [23,24].)

Notice that, because of mass conservation, this type of base flow presents a speed overshoot (i.e.,
for some range of y the horizontal velocity exceeds unity). The vertical profile is not monotonic, as in a
standard boundary layer, so it is not appropriate to define a typical width as the height at which the

15



Fluids 2019, 4, 33

velocity reaches a definite percentage of the far-field value. It is, therefore, more convenient to quantify
the boundary layer by means of the so-called “generalized displacement thickness” [10]:

δ1(x) ≡
∫

dy y ω(x, y)∫
dy ω(x, y)

, (4)

where ω ≡ ∂xV − ∂yU is the vorticity of the base flow (a scalar quantity, i.e., the z component—the
only non-zero—of the vector given by the curl of the base velocity). When this profile reaches the step,
we find δ1(x = 0) ∈ [0.08, 0.18], depending on the Reynolds number.

We have taken into consideration Reynolds numbers ranging from 500 to 3000, with increments
of 500. The flow separates from the bottom boundary at the step and, with growing Reynolds number,
a larger and larger recirculation bubble develops in the wake, until reattachment takes place. Figure 4
displays the dependence of the reattachment point (i.e., the abscissa after the beginning of the step,
at which the vertical derivative of the horizontal velocity at the lower wall turns from negative to
positive) as a function of Re. A sketch of the base flow for Re = 1000 is shown in Figure 5.

Figure 4. Streamwise coordinate (after the beginning of the step) of the reattachment point for the base
flow (in ordinate), as a function of the Reynolds number (in abscissa).

Figure 5. Horizontal component U of the base-flow velocity at Re = 1000.

5. Linear Stability Analysis

Upon fixing our base flow, we have performed a linear stability analysis (see e.g., [25,26]). Owing
to the steadiness of the base flow and to its invariance in the spanwise direction, we consider the
perturbation introduced in Equation (2) in the form of a Fourier mode in z, exponentially evolving
in time: (

u′

p′

)
(x, t) =

(U
P
)
(x) eσt + c.c. =

(
u′′

p′′

)
(x, y) eiβz+σt + c.c. β ∈ R, σ ∈ C . (5)
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The resulting linearized equation for the (direct) perturbation is:{
σU +U ·∇U + U ·∇U = −∇P + ν∇2U ,

∇ ·U = 0 .
(6)

We then seek those complex values of σ such that Equation (6) has nontrivial solutions
(U
P
)

,

which can accordingly be defined as (direct) eigenfunctions. The baseline case, Re = 1000 and β = 0
(i.e., no spanwise dependence) is stable, as all the eigenvalues have negative real part, as plotted in
Figure 6. Instability can be reached in two ways: either by modifying the spanwise wavenumber
(e.g., β = 1 in Figure 7), or by augmenting the Reynolds number (e.g., Re = 3000 in Figure 8). It is
worth noticing that the former operation induces stationary instabilities—as the imaginary part of the
rightmost eigenvalue still vanishes—while the latter introduces unstationary ones (�(σ) �= 0 for those
points where �(σ) > 0, and the picture is, of course, symmetric with respect to the horizontal axis).
The critical Reynolds number, for which the flow develops its first linear instability at some value of β,
is approximately 750.

Figure 6. Complex spectrum of the operator described by Equation (6) for the perturbation field, at Re =

1000 and β = 0. The real and imaginary parts of σ are plotted in abscissa and ordinate, respectively.

Figure 7. Same as in Figure 6, but for β = 1.
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Figure 8. Same as in Figure 6, but for Re = 3000.

A sketch of the perturbation (for the largest-real-part eigenvalue, depicted in Figure 7), at
Re = 1000 and β = 1, is presented in Figure 9. It is evident that this eigenvector is a physically
meaningful one, because it is concentrated in the recirculation bubble, which is the zone where
instability develops.

Figure 9. Horizontal component u′′ of the dominant perturbation field at Re = 1000 and β = 1.

6. Control and Gain

In this section, we follow [27,28] by introducing a forcing on the right-hand side of the
Navier–Stokes equation, which we assume as steady and volumic: F (x, ��t) = f (x, y)eiβz. A key
point is that this allows us not only to leave the boundary conditions unchanged with respect to

Equation (6), but, more importantly, to confine ourselves to steady solutions
(U
P
)

. Indeed, we have

already analyzed and found the temporal evolution of the general unforced solutions (eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions) in the previous section, and what we are looking for here is just a particular solution to
a steady forcing, which can, thus, be assumed as time-independent.

Therefore, we focus on the equations:{
U ·∇U + U ·∇U = −∇P + ν∇2U +F ,

∇ ·U = 0 .
(7)

We define as gain the quantity

g ≡ Eu

Ef
=

∫
dx
∫

dy |u′′|2∫
dx
∫

dy | f |2 , (8)

and as optimal gain:
G(β, Re) ≡ max

F
g . (9)
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The procedure to find the optimal forcing consists in an iterative algorithm making use of the

adjoint variables
(U †

P†

)
satisfying

⎧⎨⎩ (∇U) ·U † − U ·∇U † = ∇P† + ν∇2U † +
U

2Ef
,

∇ ·U † = 0 ,
(10)

coupled with the suitable outlet boundary conditions (see, e.g., [29]) specified in Appendix A.

6.1. Standard (Non-Penalized) Case

In our reference case (standard geometry with Re = 1000 and β = 1), the magnitudes of what we
have obtained numerically as optimal response and corresponding optimal forcing are sketched in
Figure 10.

A clear problem arises here: even if, on one hand, the optimal response develops streamwise for
the whole length, on the other hand, the optimal forcing is localized in the vicinity of the step and
of the sloping portion of the wall. This is not what one would expect for physical realizability, as,
on the contrary, a localization on the horizontal upstream part would be suitable. Indeed, our aim
is to take advantage of the formation of counter-rotating longitudinal vortices (i.e., the streak lift-up;
see, e.g., [6,30,31]), and to let these interact with the recirculation bubble, in an interesting example
of interaction between the Kelvin–Helmholtz and the wake instabilities. In [7,32,33], the formation
of streaks was implemented experimentally by placing a series of small cylinders, acting as rugosity
elements. (The modified flow that one would obtain after physically placing the roughness elements is
clearly not the same as the one in their absence. What is meant here is that this discrepancy must be
small for our theory to work—which clearly poses severe restrictions on the applicable elements—so
that the modified flow should be obtainable as the sum of the original basic flow plus the weak
perturbations currently analyzed.) Notice that the spanwise periodicity of this array of cylinders can
be described effectively through our periodic expansion in z (i.e., by means of the wavenumber β

which should equal 2π divided by the array spacing). In principle, one could introduce step functions
in the integrals defining the gain, and we have briefly explored this option preliminarily. However,
in the next subsection, we are going to study this problem by means of a penalization method (see,
e.g., [34,35]).

Figure 10. Magnitude of the optimal response and of the corresponding optimal forcing fields, |u′′ |
and | f |, in the upper and lower panels, respectively, at Re = 1000 and β = 1. The gain is maximized
according to (7).
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6.2. Penalized Case

For the present section, let us introduce an effective viscosity νeff(x), defined to be equal to ν

upstream and until the beginning of the step, and to a value some orders of magnitude larger for
abscissae downstream of it. We, then, focus on:{

U ·∇U + U ·∇U = −∇P + νeff(x)∇2U +F ,
∇ ·U = 0 .

(11)

In this way, we obtain the optimal response and forcing sketched in Figure 11, which should more
precisely be defined as sub-optimal, because of the penalization scheme. We expect the forcing with
such a shape to be physically realizable, due to its localization on the upstream portion of the wall, but
the same cannot be said about the velocity response, due to its concentrated character; very different
in look from the envisaged streaks appearing in the previous subsection.

In Figure 12, we plot the optimal gain G as a function of β at different Re. The maximum of
the curve not only obviously grows at larger and larger with Re, but also shifts to the right. As, on
the contrary, the boundary-layer thickness shrinks when increasing the Reynolds number, we focus
on the product between the generalized displacement computed at the step, δ1|x=0, and the optimal
wavenumber βopt. This is shown in Figure 13, and proves that the ratio between the thickness and the
optimal spanwise wavelength is almost independent of Re.

Figure 11. Magnitude of the sub-optimal (penalized) response and forcing fields, |u′′ | and | f |, in the
upper and lower panels, respectively, at Re = 1000 and β = 1. The gain is maximized following (11).

Figure 12. Optimal gain (in ordinates) versus spanwise wavenumber (in abscissa) at different Reynolds
numbers. The gain is maximized according to (11).
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Figure 13. Product between optimal spanwise wavenumber—maxima of Figure 12—and generalized
displacement thickness at the step δ1|x=0 (in ordinate), versus Reynolds number (in abscissa). The inset
shows that, within a relative maximum error of less than 5%, this product is independent of Re.

6.3. Penalized Control with Non-Penalized Response

The way to circumvent the paradox, presented in the previous subsection, is very simple.
One can indeed find the optimal control through the penalized scheme, but, of course, once this
forcing has been found, its real action on the physical velocity must be computed with the actual
(space-independent) viscosity ν. We then implement what one could call a “non-penalized response to
penalized-optimal control”:

LAST
STEP

{ U ·∇U + U ·∇U = −∇P + νeff(x)∇2U +F ,
∇ ·U = 0 ,

U ·∇U + U ·∇U = −∇P + ν∇2U +Fopt .

}
LOOP TO
FIND Fopt (12)

This way we obtain the response sketched in Figure 14, together with the aforementioned
penalized-optimal forcing field. The fact that streaks are actually generated is confirmed by
Figure 15, which represents vertical cuts of the domain y ∈ [0, 1] × z ∈ [0, 2π) at eight different
streamwise locations.

Figure 14. Magnitude of the non-penalized response to penalized-optimal control, |u′′ |, in the upper
panel, according to the scheme (12), at Re = 1000 and β = 1. The gain is maximized according to (11),
and the magnitude of the corresponding penalized-optimal forcing field | f | (the same as in Figure 11)
is reported, again, in the lower panel for the sake of simplicity.
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Figure 15. Streamwise component u′′ of the optimal response (velocity field, depicted in the upper
panel of Figure 14), with positive values in red and negative ones in blue, in vertical cuts at eight
different streamwise coordinates: x = −15 and −10 (top row), −5 and 0, 5 and 10, and 15 and 20
(bottom row). The horizontal axis is z ∈ [0, 2π), and the vertical one is y ∈ [0, 1]; notice that, for the
four latter plots, the physical domain extends below the bottom border of the figure, namely at a depth
−1 ≤ y ≤ 0 which exactly equals the height shown. The black horizontal lines represent the height of
the generalized displacement thickness δ1(x) at each location; the line is not shown in the fifth panel
because happening to be placed above the top border (i.e., δ1|x=5 > 1).

In Figure 16, we plot a comparison for the optimal G as a function of β at Re = 500, according to
the three aforementioned schemes. In this completely-stable situation, one can see that—moving from
the initial non-penalized scheme (black) to the final scheme, proposed in this subsection (blue)—the
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loss in the optimal gain is on less than one order of magnitude, but with the advantage of delivering
an optimal forcing definitely feasible, in terms of physical realizability.

Figure 16. Optimal gain (in ordinates) versus spanwise wavenumber (in abscissa) at Re = 500,
according to the three maximization schemes (7) (black), (11) (red), and (12) (blue).

The comparison between (11) and (12) is also plotted in Figure 17 at Re = 3000. Notice that (7)
cannot be enforced here, because the Reynolds number is larger than the critical value. Moreover, since
this configuration is unstable for some perturbations, we also plot (in black) the gain corresponding to
a non-modal response field, which is computed through an orthogonalization procedure in order to
exclude spurious peaks related to the modal amplification (which we are not interested in).

Figure 17. Optimal gain (in ordinates) versus spanwise wavenumber (in abscissa) at Re = 3000,
according to the two maximization schemes (11) (red) and (12) (blue). The black points are the result of
a process of orthogonalization aimed at excluding spurious amplifications, as happens at the blue peak
with β = 3.

7. Conclusions and Perspectives

We have studied the transient growth of perturbations in a separated boundary layer, namely in
the wake of a backward-slanted step at 25◦. We have shown that, by means of a suitable penalization
method, unstable cases are also tractable in our formalism. We have been able to find situations where
the optimal control is spanwise-periodic and localized on the horizontal upstream portion of the wall
(which can be experimentally reproduced by an array of rugosity elements), and the corresponding
response is represented by streaks.
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Among future perspectives, the following questions are of interest.
First, one could change the nature of the forcing term, from volumic to parietal. This would

represent an external blowing or suction on the lower wall upstream of the step, implemented by
imposing, on this piece of boundary, a condition on the velocity, which should keep the zero tangential
component but have a prescribed nonzero normal component (a function of x). We have already made
a preliminary test for this situation, but a more profound investigation is definitely required.

Second, it would be interesting to relax the assumption of steady forcing and to investigate the
problem also in the temporal domain. One should, then, fix a finite time horizon for the optimization,
and perform back-and-forth temporal loops until convergence [36]. This is due to the fact that, if one
keeps the time dependence in the equations, the evolution of the adjoint field corresponds to a
well-known backward-in-time integration, with “final” conditions imposed on the final time horizon.
Of course, the evolution of the direct field is forward-in-time, and one has to perform an optimization
on the initial conditions.

Also, the incompressibility of the flow is a key ingredient for the results shown here. It might
be worth investigating how they change if a compressible flow is considered, instead. We expect the
theoretical analysis to be much more difficult, in view of the necessity of introducing a state equation.

Moreover, the present study is a linear one—rigorously speaking, valid only for infinitesimal
perturbations. If the perturbations are small but finite, we expect our framework to be still in excellent
agreement with the real picture. However, it is evident that this check can be done only numerically,
by performing simulations of the full problem, in order to understand whether the nonlinear coupling
in the Navier–Stokes advection term induces significant modifications [37]. This issue could be
investigated, for example, by means of appropriate Large-Eddy Simulations and provide the basis for
a more direct comparison with experiments [38].

Last, but definitely not least, a relevant question arises about the stability of the considered steady
flows to perturbations involving large spatial scales. Further weakly-nonlinear analysis (as in [39] for
hydrodynamic flows, and in [40] for MHD flows) may reveal the complex dynamics of large-scale
perturbations affecting the performance of the vehicle.
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Appendix A. Detailed Description of Boundary Conditions and Adjoint Equations

The boundary conditions for the full velocity field u =

⎛⎜⎝ u
v
w

⎞⎟⎠ are as follows:

• Inlet on segment ED: u = 1, v = w = 0;
• Outlet on segment BC: pI− ν∇u = 0;
• Free slip on segments EI and DC: v = 0, ∇yu = ∇yw = 0;
• No slip on segments IO, OA and AB: u = v = w = 0.

The base flow U inherits the same exact conditions. On the contrary, the perturbation must satisfy
fully-homogeneous boundary conditions, so that all the formulae above hold also for the quantities
with a prime, except for the very first one, which becomes (at inlet ED) u′ = 0.
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Equation (6) can be rewritten, in terms of the field
(

u′′

p′′

)
(x, y), as:

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
σu′′ + (u′′∇x + v′′∇y)U + (U∇x + V∇y)u′′ = −∇x p′′ + ν(∇2

x +∇2
y − β2)u′′ ,

σv′′ + (u′′∇x + v′′∇y)V + (U∇x + V∇y)v′′ = −∇y p′′ + ν(∇2
x +∇2

y − β2)v′′ ,
σw′′ + (U∇x + V∇y)w′′ = −iβp′′ + ν(∇2

x +∇2
y − β2)w′′ ,

∇xu′′ +∇yv′′ + iβw′′ = 0

(A1)

(where u′′ =

⎛⎜⎝ u′′

v′′

w′′

⎞⎟⎠).

The derivation of the adjoint equations involves calculating the scalar product of Equations (6)

(regarded as a 4D vector) with the adjoint field
(U †

P†

)
, and in integrating by parts on the whole

domain, benefitting from our boundary conditions. In particular, the ones for the adjoint variables
are the same as for the direct counterpart, except for the outlet condition which is (on segment BC):
P†I+ ν∇U † + U ⊗U † = 0.

However, when a forcing is also present in the direct equations (as in Equation (7)), the
procedure is more complex, as it involves the whole formalism of Lagrange multipliers and functional
derivatives [27,28]. We do not report it here, and we simply remind the reader of the final result (10).
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Abstract: This paper discusses a turbulent intermittency model introduced in 1990, the B-model.
It was found that the original manuscript which introduced the B-model contained a couple arithmetic
errors in the equations. This work goes over corrections to the original equations, and explains where
problems arose in the derivations. These corrections cause the results to differ from those in the
original manuscript, and these differences are discussed. A generalization of this B-model is then
introduced to explore the range of behaviors this style of model provides. To distinguish between the
different intermittency models discussed in this paper requires structure function power exponents
of order greater than 12. As a source of comparison, data from a flume experiment is introduced, and,
with the corrections introduced, this data seems to imply that an intermittency coefficient between
0.17 and 0.2 gives good agreement. Higher quality future measurements of high order moments
could help with distinguishing the different intermittency models.

Keywords: turbulence theory; intermittency; breakage model

1. Introduction

Fluid turbulence is a phenomenon characterized by the presence of small scale fluctuations in the
velocity and pressure fields, along with an increased rate of mixing of mass and momentum [1].
Turbulent flows also exhibit characteristic phenomena like coherent structures in the flow and
intermittency. As the analytic and numerical solution of such flows is expensive and susceptible
to chaos, one has to rely on models to simulate and simplify their dynamics. Such turbulence models
include two-equation models (like the k-ε model and k-ω model [2]), Reynolds stress models (like the
Speziale–Sarkar–Gatski model [3] and the Mishra–Girimaji model [4]), along with models in Large
Eddy Simulations [5]. The B-model is an improvement on the log-normal model for the pdf of the
dissipation rate in turbulent flows.

The first aim of this paper is to discuss the B-model introduced in the paper “Breakage models:
lognormality and intermittency” [6] (hereinafter referred to as Y90) which introduces a model of
turbulent intermittency, and to identify some errors in the original manuscript. We go over these
corrections to the original equations and in Section 2.3 explain where the errors occurred. Originally,
the Y90 model only considered the beta function for the distribution of the intermittency coefficient.
A generalization of this model to any probability density function (pdf) is introduced in Section 2.4
to probe the range of behaviours this style of model provides. The model corrections cause the
results to differ from those in the original manuscript. These differences are discussed in Section 4.
This section also gives a brief discussion of the differences existing between the discrete B-model and
the phenomenologically more realistic family of continuous cascade models.

Fluids 2019, 4, 35; doi:10.3390/fluids4010035 www.mdpi.com/journal/fluids27
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2. Breakage Models

Turbulence obeys the Navier–Stokes equation. When fluid flow is at a low Reynolds number,
the Navier–Stokes equation can predict the flow since nonlinear terms are not dominant. As the
Reynolds number increases, the nonlinear terms in the Navier–Stokes equation create chaotic flow.
However, the flow exhibits coherent structures at fully developed turbulence, which can only be
dealt with in the statistical sense. As stressed by Frisch [7] in his seminal work on the stochastic
nature of turbulence, “the understanding of chaos in deterministic systems gives us confidence that a
probabilistic description of turbulence is justified”. As a matter of fact, Kolmogorov [8] is the most
successful statistical description of fully developed turbulence and is the root of intermittency models.
Turbulent intermittency is the phenomenon where the instantaneous dissipation rate intermittently
reaches very high values, and more often as the Reynolds number increases. An introduction to
turbulent intermittency can be found in Frisch [9].

2.1. The Gurvich–Yaglom Model

Gurvich & Yaglom [10] (hereinafter referred to as GY) derived a theory of log-normality for
the dissipation rate ε (the rate at which turbulent kinetic energy dissipates), extending the model
of Kolmogorov [8]. Here, we explain parts of the GY model that are relevant to the Y90 paper and
our discussion.

The GY model applied a breakage cascade to study how the statistics of turbulent fluctuations
vary with the length scale under consideration. In this model, the average dissipation rate over some
spatial domain Q is

〈ε〉 = 1
Q

∫
Q

dx ε(x) . (1)

In this equation, the instantaneous local dissipation rate ε(x) is given by

ε(x) = 2ν ∑
i,j
(sij(x))

2 , (2)

where ν is viscosity and sij are the strain rates, defined from the fluid velocity u as

sij(x) =
1
2

(
∂ui(x)

∂xj
+

∂uj(x)

∂xi

)
for i, j = 1, 2, 3 . (3)

Here, both the turbulent velocities ui and spatial coordinates xi are components of 3D vectors, with x

being shorthand for the whole vector itself.
The original spatial domain Q is then divided into successively smaller subdomains Qi with

average dissipation rate in this subdomain given by a random variable εi,

εi =
1

Qi

∫
Qi

dx ε(x) . (4)

The breakage coefficient is then defined as the ratio of two successive dissipation rates εi,

αi = εi/εi−1 for i = 1, . . . , Nb , (5)

where Nb is the number of breakage processes. Given this relation, conservation of energy demands
that the expected ratio of two successive dissipation rates must be 1,

E[α] = 1 . (6)
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The length scale of a given subdomain Qi is represented by li. In the GY model, the ratio of
successive length scales is constant,

λ ≡ li−1/li . (7)

This breakage process is taken to continue until the length scale lNb where fluctuations of ε(x) can be
neglected. We also define the largest length scale as L, and the smallest scale at which fluctuations can
be neglected as η.

Using the above notation, the dissipation rates can be written as (noting that ε0 = 〈ε〉,
the expectation value of the dissipation rate over the whole spatial domain)

εn = αnαn−1 · · · α2α1〈ε〉 , (8)

log εn = log〈ε〉+
n

∑
i=1

log αi , (9)

log ε = log〈ε〉+
Nb

∑
i=1

log αi , (10)

where ε is the value of ε(x) in the domain QNb . Using the central limit theorem, Gurvich & Yaglom [10]
then argue that both log εn and log αi are normally distributed, and hence εn and αi are log-normally
distributed. The means and variances are denoted

mn = log εn , m = log ε , (11)

σ2
n = (log εn − mn)2 , σ2 = (log ε − m)2 . (12)

Next, because the summands log αi, beyond the first ones, are identically distributed, the above
variables may be represented as

mn = log〈ε〉+ A1(x) + nξ , m = log〈ε〉+ A1(x) + Nbξ , (13)

σ2
n = A(x) + nμ , σ2 = A(x) + Nbμ , (14)

where

ξ = log αi , μ = (log αi − ξ)2 . (15)

The terms A and A1 come from the non-universality of the first summands log αi that depend
on behaviour of the flow on the order of L. By noting that n = logλ(L/ln) and Nb = logλ(L/η),
the expressions for m and σ can then be written as

mr = log〈ε〉+ A1(x) + ξ1 log(L/r) , m = log〈ε〉+ A1(x) + ξ1 log(L/η) , (16)

σ2
r = A(x) + μ1 log(L/r) , σ2 = A(x) + μ1 log(L/η) , (17)

where the new variables ξ1 and μ1 are given by

ξ1 = ξ/ log λ , μ1 = μ/ log λ . (18)

2.2. B-Model

The B-model follows the discussion laid out above in Section 2.1. Here, we will explain how the
B-model builds upon and differs from the GY model. Y90 first ignores the spatially dependent terms
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A1(x) and A(x). The resulting equations for the mean and variance of log εr, where now r represents
both the length scale and breakage step, are

mr = log〈ε〉+ ξ logλ(L/r) , (19)

σ2
r = μ logλ(L/r) . (20)

This agrees with Equations (13) and (14) after dropping the spatially dependent terms.
Next, Y90 makes the observation that, in going from one breakage step to the next, the maximum

value of α should occur when all the dissipation takes place in just one of the subdomains. In this case,
the maximum value is αmax = λ3. This differs from GY, which assumed a log-normal distribution for
α with no upper bound. To enforce this upper bound on α, the B-model used a beta distribution for the
pdf of α,

fα(α; a, b, αmax) =
αa−1(αmax − α)b−1

B(a, b) αa+b−1
max

in (0, αmax) , (21)

with a and b being positive parameters and B(a, b) being the beta function. Y90 then uses this pdf to
calculate ξ and μ.

From Monin & Ozmidov [11], the structure function Rε(r) = E[εr(x)εr(x + r)] can be found using
the second order moment

M2 =
2
r2

∫ r

0

∫ r′

0
Rε(r′′)dr′′dr′ , (22)

Rε(r) =
1
2

d2

dr2 (r
2M2)

= 〈ε〉2(L/r)2ξ+2μ

= 〈ε〉2(L/r)θ ,

(23)

where the intermittency coefficient is defined to be θ = 2ξ + 2μ.
The next equations from Y90 we just quote here for completeness. The dissipation spectrum Sε(k)

has the behaviour

Sε(k) ∼ k−1+θ . (24)

The − 5
3 law of [12] becomes

E(k) ∼ 〈ε〉2/3k−
5
3+χ , (25)

χ = 2
3 ξ + 2

9 μ . (26)

Finally, the slope of the nth order structure function of velocity is

Rn(r) ∼ 〈ε〉n/3rζn , (27)

ζn = n
3 − n

3 ξ − n2

18 μ . (28)

2.3. B-Model Corrections

We have identified and will describe two mistakes in the original Y90 paper. The first mistake is
related to the calculation of the expectation value ξ and variance μ of log α for the beta distribution.
Using the beta pdf in Equation (21), the results were

ξ = log αmax + Ψ(a)− Ψ ((αmax − 1) a) , (29)

μ = {Ψ(a)− Ψ(αmaxa)}2 + Ψ′(a)− Ψ′(αmaxa)− {Ψ(a)− Ψ ((αmax − 1) a)}2 , (30)
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where Ψ is the digamma function

Ψ(x) ≡ d
dx

log (Γ(x)) . (31)

The correct formula and derivation of ξ is

ξ ≡ E [log α] =
1

B(a, b) αa+b−1
max

∫ αmax

0
log α αa−1(αmax − α)b−1dα (32)

= log αmax +
1

B(a, b)

∫ 1

0
log x xa−1(1 − x)b−1dx

= log αmax + Ψ(a)− Ψ(a + b)

= log αmax + Ψ(a)− Ψ(αmaxa) . (33)

The mistake from Y90 occurs in the evaluation of the integral on the third to last line. It should
evaluate to Ψ(a)− Ψ(a + b) [13], but was mistakenly taken to be Ψ(a)− Ψ(b). Using this corrected
result, the formula for μ greatly simplifes:

μ ≡ E
[
(log α − ξ)2

]
= E
[
log2 α

]
− ξ2 (34)

=
1

B(a, b)

∫ 1

0
(log x + log αmax)

2 xa−1(1 − x)b−1dx − ξ2

=
1

B(a, b)

∫ 1

0
log2 x xa−1(1 − x)b−1dx − (Ψ(a)− Ψ(αmaxa))2

= Ψ′(a)− Ψ′(αmaxa) . (35)

The second mistake involves a simple misreading of the GY paper. The Y90 paper says “... we
assume the breakage process is applicable in the inertial subrange of velocity power spectrum, so we adopt the same
approximation of logλ(L/r) ≈ loge(L/r)”. However, this approximation is only valid when λ is close to e.
The confusion potentially arose in going from Equations (13) and (14) to (16) and (17), when the log λ

factor was absorbed into the definitions ξ1 and μ1. The effect of reintroducing the 1/ log λ factor is that
each of ξ and μ must be divided by log λ. The new equations for θ, χ and ζn therefore become

θ = (2ξ + 2μ) / log λ , (36)

χ =
( 2

3 ξ + 2
9 μ
)

/ log λ , (37)

ζn = n
3 − 1

3

(
nξ + 1

6 n2μ
)

/ log λ . (38)

2.4. Model Extension

To further investigate the foundations on which the B-model is based, and the sensitivity to the
choice of pdf, we propose the following extension of this model. We keep the assumption that the
breakage coefficient α is restricted to the range 0 < α < αmax, but instead of choosing a specific pdf
like the beta distribution, we generalize to any pdf

fα(α; a, b, αmax, C) in the range (0, αmax) , (39)

where a and b represent two parameters that characterize the pdf, and C is the normalization constant.
Keeping in mind that αmax is identified with λ3, the number of subdivisions of a given cell at each
breakage step, the following system of equations determines the values of a, b, and C:∫ αmax

0
f (α) dα = 1 (normalization) , (40)

E [α] = 1 (breakage constraint) , (41)
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2ξ + 2μ

log λ
= θ (intermittency coefficient) . (42)

The first equation gives normalization of the pdf, the second comes from Equation (6), and the last is
the definition of the intermittency coefficient in Equation (36). E [α] is calculated through the integral∫ αmax

0 α f (α) dα, while ξ and μ are also calculated through similar integrals using their definitions (32)
and (34). Since there are three equations and three unknowns, once a value of θ and a pdf are prescribed,
the model parameters are completely determined.

In addition to the beta distribution defined in (21), the following two trial pdfs are also considered
(normalization constant left out for clarity)

fα(α; a, b, αmax) =

{
1 for a < α < b

0 otherwise
in (0, αmax) , (43)

fα(α; a, b, αmax) = sina

[
π

(
α

αmax

)b
]

in (0, αmax) . (44)

The first is just a straightforward uniform pdf, while the second is a trigonometric function that was
chosen because it is zero on the end-points and the parameters a and b are such that they provide fairly
independent variation of the mean and standard deviation through variation of a and b. The uniform
pdf (43) was chosen as a simple yet extreme pdf, while the trigonometric pdf (44) was chosen as
a different smooth pdf that could give similar distribution to the beta function or log-normal case.
For completeness, the log-normal model of GY is also included,

fα(α; a, b, αmax) =
1

αb
√

2π
e−(log α−a)2/2b2

, (45)

where a and b are identified with the mean and standard deviation, respectively.
Naturally, just like in GY, the breakage constraint (41) for the log-normal case forces ξ = − 1

2 μ,
and therefore there is a very simple algebraic formula for θ,

θ = μ/ log λ . (46)

Since the computer code we wrote for this work was written to solve the equations for any input
pdf numerically, Equation (46) was not explicitly used. Nevertheless, for a log-normal distribution,
the values obtained agree with the analytical values, as shown in Table 1. The exponent K(q) is given
by 〈εq

λ〉 = λK(q) and is related to the power exponents ζ by

K(q/3) = q/3 − ζq . (47)

Since turbulent energy is conserved over the inertial subrange, 〈ελ〉 equals 〈ε1〉, and so K(1) = 0
is expected. While the models proposed in this paper do not explicitly enforce the condition K(1) = 0,
the values reported in Table 1 cannot be statistically differentiated from this theoretical expectation.

Note that Kolmogorov’s 4/5 law [14] implies the third order moment is proportional to 〈ε〉. In this
case ζ3 = 1 and the result forces ξ = −μ/2, the condition for the lognormal model. The B-model
focuses on keeping αmax finite at the expense of a small deviation from Kolmogorov’s 4/5 law
(see Table 1). On the other hand, the lognormal model strictly follows Kolmogorov’s 4/5 law while α

is allowed to be arbitrarily large, which is physically unrealistic.
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Table 1. Comparison of ξ, μ, and K(1) for the four choices of pdf.

Model λ = 2 λ = 5
θ = 0.2 θ = 0.25 θ = 0.2 θ = 0.25

B-model
ξ −0.06250 −0.07643 −0.1352 −0.1634
μ 0.1318 0.1631 0.2961 0.3645

K(1) 0.0049 0.0074 0.0080 0.012

Uniform pdf
ξ −0.06124 −0.07446 −0.1243 −0.1475
μ 0.1306 0.1611 0.2853 0.3488

K(1) 0.0059 0.0088 0.011 0.017

Trigonometric pdf
ξ −0.06389 −0.07848 −0.1485 −0.1824
μ 0.1332 0.1651 0.3094 0.3836

K(1) 0.0039 0.0059 0.0039 0.0058

Log-normal (GY)
ξ −0.06930 −0.08663 −0.1609 −0.2012
μ 0.1386 0.1733 0.3219 0.4024

K(1) 0.000007 0.000007 0.000003 0.000002

3. Flume Experiment

In order to compare the results of the breakage models introduced here, we will make use of
both the historical power exponent data of Anselmet et al. [15], as well as data that was illustrated
in Seuront et al. [16] and collected in April 1998. We elaborate on this experiment in this section.

Turbulence was generated by means of fixed PVC grids illustrated in Figure 1 (grid diameter 2
mm, mesh size 1 cm) located every 50 cm in a unidirectional oval flume (2 meters long and 1 meter
wide, with a working channel section 30 cm wide and 30 cm deep), where a mean flow was generated
by the friction of 10 vertical parallel PVC disks (5 mm thick and 0.6 m in diameter) on the surface
of the water. Instantaneous horizontal turbulent velocity was measured by high frequency (100 Hz)
hot-film velocimetry (DANTEC Serial #9055R0111), and the turbulent energy dissipation rate ε (m2 s−3)
was derived following Tennekes & Lumley [17] from the turbulence spectrum obtained from Fourier
analysis of time series data recorded by the hot-film probe as

ε = 15ν
∫ ∞

0
k2E(k)dk, (48)

where ν is the kinematic viscosity (m2 s−1), k the wavenumber and E(k) the turbulence spectrum (m s−2).

Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the flume experiment set up (see Section 3).

The data used here was specifically derived from an experiment with a mean flow velocity
v = 50 cm s−1 (Reynolds number 1.6× 105), resulting in velocity fluctuations exhibiting a −5/3 power
law behavior (i.e., E(k) ∝ k−5/3) over two decades, and a dissipation rate ε = 10−6 m2 s−3 (see
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Figure 2). The flume data collected from this experiment (100 Hz sampling rate) consists of 25 sets of
158,720,000 data points.
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Figure 2. Power spectrum as a function of the wavenumber of data generated from flume experiment
(normalized to be unitless, and displayed in log-scale). Dotted line is the −5/3 slope.

The role of the sample size in estimating the structure function exponents ζn is illustrated in
Figure 3. The sample size N is the number of distinct sections of 1024 data points of flume data recorded
at 100 Hz. The exponents ζn are obtained from the relation 〈(Δvl)

n〉 ∼ lζn . Taking an ensemble average
of all the values of the moments n, (Δvl)

n, up to a sample size of N = 155,000 (158,720,000 data points)
gives our estimate of the exponent ζn. Figure 3 shows how the estimate for the exponents ζ12 and
ζ18 changes as the sample size is increased. ζ12 and ζ18 converge at different rates, illustrating the
dependence of ζn on sample size, but it can be seen in this figure that both estimates converge to
constant values when N > 3 × 104. This convergence is indicative of exponent convergence.
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Figure 3. Illustration of the role of sample size in the convergence of the functions ζ12 (top panel) and
ζ18 (bottom panel) as sample size N increases, for a sample size of N > 3 × 104.

4. Discussion

In Yamazaki [6], it was found that, for values of λ less than 5, it was impossible to solve the
equations with the condition θ = 0.2. However, the corrected equations for the B-model permit
solutions for λ all the way down to a value of 2. For this analysis, we consider two possible values of
λ, 2 and 5, keeping in mind comparisons to the old B-model are only meaningful for λ = 5.

4.1. Breakage Coefficient: α

This work considers four pdfs: the three defined in Equations (21), (43) and (44), and the
log-normal pdf of GY in Equation (45). First, we investigate how the distributions of these various
pdfs compare with one another once the system of Equations (40) to (42) is solved to determine the pdf
parameters. The distributions for the case where θ = 0.2 are plotted in Figure 4. In Y90 (see Figure 1 of
the Y90 manuscript [6]), the corresponding log-normal and beta distributions were markedly different;
the beta distribution was about half the width of the log-normal case. The reason for this was that in
Y90 the plots were done for λ = 5, and so the parameters were off by a factor of log 5. A consequence of
the above corrections is that the difference virtually disappears. The log-normal distribution is slightly
shifted to the left of the beta-distribution, with a longer logarithmically falling off tail. However,
the values of ξ and μ from Table 1 show that they are very close to each other statistically. In fact,
the trigonometric pdf also agrees very well with the two. Naturally, given its very different character,
the uniform distribution does not line up as nicely as the others do; however, the parameters in Table 1
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derived from solving the system of Equations (40) to (42) give very similar values of ξ and μ for the
uniform case also.

Figure 4. Pdf distributions for (a) λ = 2 and (b) λ = 5 corresponding to the case where θ = 0.2.

4.2. Correction Factor: χ

The results of Y90 show a positive value of χ, in contrast to the negative correction factors of the
GY model and β-model. However, the corrected values for χ are negative, as seen in Figure 5. When λ

is set to 2, all choices of pdfs give similar negative curves, but when λ is 5, the differences between the
curves become more pronounced. In this case, the uniform pdf increases with θ, becoming slightly
positive out past θ = 0.5. In the range of θ considered though, χ remains distinctly negative. It is also
worth mentioning here, that unlike in Section 4.1, when calculating χ for GY, the log λ factors cancel
out in such a way that the χ curve is correct in both papers.
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Figure 5. Correction factor χ for the universal spectrum slope with (a) λ = 2, and (b) λ = 5. The dotted
line of the old B-model is done for λ = 5 in both cases. Gray-scale solid lines are listed in the legend in
the order they appear in the figure from top to bottom.

4.3. Power Law Coefficient: ζn

It was noted in Y90 that ζn for the GY model and B-model are convex functions of n, so there is
the pathological characteristic that ζn eventually becomes negative at high orders, but that the B-model
exhibits this tendency less than GY. When we extrapolated out the plots of ζn in Figure 6, it can be
seen that, while the B-model is less convex than GY, the difference between the two is much less
pronounced than in Y90.

Similarly to the case of χ in Figure 5, when λ = 2, the different pdfs tend to give similar ζn curves,
but when λ is increased to 5 the differences are enhanced. This dependence of the B-model on λ,
the ratio of length scales, stresses a possible limitation of the model. In all cases, the curves are much
lower and closer to GY than the B-model curves of Y90.

4.4. Range of λ and θ

One interesting question is the sensitivity of the model to the scale ratio λ. Y90 only considered
λ = 5 because, as defined, the incorrect B-model equations were only solvable for λ ≥ 5. In this
study, solutions exist all the way down to λ = 2, and when λ is greater than 5 the changes are
negligible. When ζn was plotted for λ = 9 and compared with those of λ = 5, the two cases were
almost indistinguishable from each other.

The B-model of Y90 considered two possibilities for θ: 0.2 and 0.25. With the above changes,
these two values of θ give less agreement with the empirical data of Anselmet et al. [15]. In order for
the power law coefficient ζn to agree with data, the intermittency coefficient could be as low as 0.17.
Such lower θ curves are included in Figure 7 and are discussed in more detail next.
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(a)( )

(b)

Figure 6. Power exponents of nth order structure function for (a) λ = 2 and (b) λ = 5. In the
cases where there are two lines of a given model (e.g., old B-model), the highest curve (thicker line)
corresponds to θ = 0.2; the lowest (thinner line) to θ = 0.25. The old B-model curves are done for λ = 5
in both plots. Grey-scale solid lines are listed in the legend in the order they appear in the figure from
top to bottom. Experimental data points are compiled from Anselmet et al. [15] with the corresponding
Reynolds number in the legend.
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Figure 7. Power exponents of nth order structure function for λ = 5, including continuous cascade
models. In the case of the B-model, and GY model where there are three lines each, the highest curve
(thickest line) corresponds to θ = 0.17; the middle (moderate thickness), to θ = 0.2; the lowest (thinnest
line), to θ = 0.25. Parameters for the log-Lévy model are C1 = 0.16 and α = 1.55 (Seuront & Yamazaki,
unpublished data) and are taken from Saito [18] for the log-Gamma, and She & Leveque [19] for the
log-Poisson model. Experimental data points are from Anselmet et al. [15] for white boxes (Reynolds
number of 9.1× 104), while the black triangles correspond to velocity fluctuations recorded in a circular
flume using hot film velocimetry (Re = 1.6 × 105) (see [16] and Section 3). Error bars (only last shown
for clarity) are standard deviations of the independent estimates ζn from the flume experiment of
Section 3.

4.5. Model Comparisons

The original and revised versions of the B-model [6] belong to a family of discrete cascade
models where log ελ = log〈ε〉+ ∑ log Xi, that includes the log-normal model [10], the β-model [20],
the random β-model [21], and the α-model and the p-model [22–24] (see also [16] for a review).
However, discrete models are less realistic in a phenomenological sense, as they imply an elementary
scale ratio λ (e.g., λ = 5 for the B-model) corresponding to discrete scales, whereas in turbulence
intermittent fluctuations intrinsically exist at all scales. As such, continuous cascade models may
provide a better alternative to study the stochastic properties of turbulent intermittent fluctuations.
To our knowledge, three such models have been described in the literature: the log-Lévy model
of Schertzer & Lovejoy [25], the log-Gamma model of Saito [18], and the log-Poisson model of
Dubrulle [26], She & Leveque [19], and She & Waymire [27]. The corresponding formulations for
the structure function exponents ζq are given below:

1. Log-Lévy model:

ζq =
q
3
− C1

α − 1

(( q
3

)α − q
3

)
. (49)
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C1 is the codimension of the mean events (0 ≤ C1 ≤ d, where d is the dimension of the observation
space, i.e., d = 1 for a time-series), and α is the Lévy index, bounded between 0 and 2. Specifically,
the log-Lévy model is equivalent to the β-model when α = 0 and to the log-normal model when α = 2.
The log-Lévy models can then be regarded as a family of models bounded between the β-model and
the log-normal model.

2. Log-Gamma model:

ζq =
q
3
− q

3
d +

log(φ/(φ + q/3))
log(φ/(φ + 1))

d . (50)

φ > 0 is a characteristic parameter of the gamma distribution (see e.g., [28]), and d is the dimension of
the observation space.

3. Log-Poisson model:

ζq =
q
3
− c
(
(1 − γ)

q
3
− 1 + γq/3

)
. (51)

c > 0 is the codimension, which plays a similar role to C1 of the log-Lévy model, but this parameter
characterizes the extreme events. Another parameter, 0 < γ < 1, is linked to the maximum singularity
(i.e., the most extreme event) reachable from a finite sample. She & Leveque [19] proposed the general
relation with c = 2 and γ = 2/3,

ζq =
q
9
+ 2 − 2(2/3)q/3 , (52)

which is in remarkable agreement with the experimental results of Benzi et al. [29].
The log-Lévy, log-Gamma, and log-Poisson models all provide very good fits to empirical data in

both atmospheric and oceanic turbulence [16,30]. It is nevertheless stressed that, in contrast with the
log-Lévy model, the log-Gamma and log-Poisson models have some limitations. First, the Gamma and
Poisson distributions are not stable. In other words, a linear combination of Poisson variables does not
follow a Poisson distribution [28], and hence the limitation of the multiplicative approach is clear from
log ελ = log〈ε〉+ ∑ log Xi. Secondly, in the log-Poisson model, the values of the parameters c and γ

are linked to the sample size of a given data set. The parameter γ is associated with the maximum
singularity: the longer the available data set, the higher the probability of encountering new rare
events, and thus, the higher the value of γ. Note that this directly affects the formulation of ζq in
Equation (51), and so implicitly limits its generality and fitting power. The same limitations apply to c
insofar as this parameter describes the absolute distribution of rare events γ.

A comparison of these continuous cascade models to the B-model and the GY model are given
in Figure 7. The values of the parameters used in Figure 7 for the continuous cascade models
are C1 = 0.16 and α = 1.55 for log-Lévy (Seuront & Yamazaki, unpublished data), and taken
from Saito [18] for log-Gamma and She & Leveque [19] for log-Poisson. An intermittency coefficient
value of θ = 0.17 was also included in this figure, which shows good agreement with the data of [15]
for very large values of n. This may suggest that the true θ is less than 0.2. However, significant
differences between the fitting power of these models only start appearing for power exponents above
12th order. Hence, it is stressed that an unambiguous quantitative assessment of these models relies on
large (i.e., typically with more than 107 data points) experimental data sets with lower uncertainties
and/or high quality.

To look at higher power exponents, we used large high quality data sets which have become
available for in situ and ex situ with noticeable improvement in both the resolution and precision of
turbulence measuring techniques such as shear sensors, particle imaging velocimetry and hot film and
hot wire velocimetry. This has been illustrated using large data sets (ca. 5 × 108 data points) of velocity
fluctuations recorded in the laboratory via hot film velocimetry in a turbulent flume as discussed in
Section 3. The corresponding exponents ζn consistently converge to constant values up to 18th order
and are shown in Figure 7. Note that, while ζn, the slope of the nth order structure function, converges
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well, the moments themselves are much more sensitive, as recognized early on by [15]. This work
only looks at the slope of the structure function though, so this difficulty is avoided, and the data
presented here implies that θ is bounded between 0.17 and 0.2. Nevertheless, future experiments with
high quality data of the moments themselves for orders beyond 12 could go a long way in helping
distinguish between different competing breakage models, including the B-model.

5. Conclusions

Two mistakes in the Y90 paper were identified and corrected, and the effects on the model of these
corrections were discussed. We have tested the range of behaviours that the B-model can produce.
Two new pdfs were introduced and an analogous analysis was carried out. It was found that, for θ =

0.2 or 0.25 and λ = 2 or 5, these new pdfs gave behaviour with minor differences from the B-model and
log-normal model. We also discussed the differences existing between the B-model, an example of a
family of discrete cascade models, and the continuous cascade models available in the literature.

For the above values of θ the power exponent curves do not match up very well with the historical
data of Anselmet et al. [15]. This data is not enough to completely distinguish between different values
of θ data going past 12th order in structure function exponents. Beyond these relatively low Reynolds
number data (i.e., Re between 3.3 × 104 in a turbulent duct and below 9.1 × 104 in a turbulent jet),
structure function analysis has been proved to be a powerful tool to distinguish the fitting power of
both discrete and continuous cascade models on highly turbulent atmospheric and oceanic turbulence
data [16,30–33] for moments lower than 10th order. When a large data set (>108) of high quality data
is considered (Figure 7 and Section 3), the slope of the structure function ζn can be estimated well
to higher orders. Good agreement with the model is then found up to 18th order moments for θ

between 0.17 and 0.2. Future experiments that can probe not just the slope of the structure function,
but the moments themselves too, would enable studies to better distinguish between the various
breakage models.
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Abstract: In this paper, we investigate the performance of a relaxation filtering approach for the Euler
turbulence using a central seven-point stencil reconstruction scheme. High-resolution numerical
experiments are performed for both multi-mode and single-mode inviscid Rayleigh–Taylor instability
(RTI) problems in two-dimensional canonical settings. In our numerical assessments, we focus on
the computational performance considering both time evolution of the flow field and its spectral
resolution up to three decades of inertial range. Our assessments also include an implicit large eddy
simulation (ILES) approach that is based on a fifth-order weighted essential non-oscillatory (WENO)
with built-in numerical dissipation due to its upwind-based reconstruction architecture. We show
that the relaxation filtering approach equipped with a central seven-point stencil, sixth-order accurate
discrete filter yields accurate results efficiently, since there is no additional cost associated with the
computation of the smoothness indicators and interface Riemann solvers. Our a-posteriori spectral
analysis also demonstrates that its resolution capacity is sufficiently high to capture the details of
the flow behavior induced by the instability. Furthermore, its resolution capability can be effectively
controlled by the filter shape and strength.

Keywords: Rayleigh–Taylor instability; relaxation filtering; implicit LES; WENO schemes; Euler
equations

1. Introduction

Rayleigh–Taylor instability (RTI) is an interfacial hydrodynamic instability that occurs at the
interface separating two fluids of different densities in the presence of relative acceleration [1].
Understanding the behavior of the RTI-induced flows are of great importance because of the prevalence
of such instability phenomena in many natural, industrial, and astrophysical systems with unstably
stratified interfaces, such as coastal upwelling near the surface of the oceans [2], atmosphere and
clouds [3], plasma physics such as magnetic or inertial confinement fusion implosions [4], the ignition
of supernova [5,6], air bubble formation in the blood of deep sea divers [7], premixed combustion [8,9]
and many more. In general, RTI phenomenon is one of the easiest hydrodynamics instabilities to
observe, for example, if we invert a glass filled with water, the RTI occurs which makes the water
falling [10,11]. Lord Rayleigh first described theoretically an instability that occurs in Cirrus cloud
formation when a dense fluid is supported by a lighter one in a gravitational field [12]. Later Sir G.
Taylor demonstrated the same instability experimentally for accelerated fluids [1], and honouring
to their contributions, this instability is named after Lord Rayleigh and Sir G. Taylor which is the
Rayleigh–Taylor instability. A detailed overview of the application of RTI phenomena with definitions,
physical interpretations and terminologies can be found in [13–17]. Although RTI is a part of many
diverse areas of scientific research, and there have been a substantial body of works conducted on this
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instability over the last few decades, still there have been many open questions yet to be answered
about the nature of the RTI-induced flows [18–20]. Moreover, the numerical simulation of RTI studies
was not popular much before the 1980s due to the limitation of computational resources. Additionally,
the simulation of the flows with RTI is comparatively challenging task since the instability grows
up from small scales to initiate secondary instabilities. With a goal to enhance our understandings
of RTI phenomenon numerically, the main purpose of this paper is to resolve and analyze the flow
field of the RTI test problem with two different initial condition setups using the relaxing filtering
modeling approach and compare the high- and coarse-resolution simulation results with the traditional
ILES-Riemann solver simulation results.

With the advancement of computational resources, numerical study of RTI has become popular
to many research groups for last few years. However, many of the earlier numerical studies in this
direction show some variations in the results, such as growth rates of mixing or instability, from the
experimental results [21] and it was required to find more improvements in model development and
in finding the parameter dependence on the problem setup. Nevertheless, for the last few years,
there have been a considerable number works conducted on developing our understandings on RTI
related problems [20,22–32]. In general, the single-mode RTI is studied most and has also been used
as a building block for multi-mode RTI development [20]. Among some recent notable works on RTI
study, the late-time growth in single-mode RTI was studied in [20,31]. In [31], the authors used the
implicit large eddy simulation (ILES) approach in a three-dimensional computation of RTI whereas
in [20], the author illustrated the growth stages in single-mode RTI using direct numerical simulation
(DNS) for two-dimensional computational domain. The formation of the Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH)
roll-up of the spike for two-dimensional single-mode RTI simulation was shown in [33]. In [25], it was
found that the two-dimensional flow simulation results vary substantially from the three-dimensional
ones. Also, it was observed in other literature that the two-dimensional single-mode RTI flows
grow faster than the three-dimensional ones [26,34,35]. Youngs et al. [36–38] also studied on the
comparison between two and three-dimensional RTI to find out the variation in growth rate at
different time stage of the simulations. Also, the authors showed the level of mixing was lower
for two-dimensional case. For the multi-mode RTI simulations, similar findings have been shown
for growth rate of mixing layer of both two and three-dimensional test setup in [36,39,40]. On the
other hand, Zhou et al. and Shvarts et al. [41,42] did a scaling analysis of RT turbulence. In his
seminal paper, Chertkov [43] proposed a phenomenological theory for the two-dimensional RT system
corresponding to so-called Bolgiano scaling. Quantitatively, also explained in [16], the theory leads
to the k−11/5 scaling for velocity spectrum, and k−7/5 scaling for the density/temperature spectrum.
Such theoretical predictions have been also confirmed by direct numerical simulations [44]. In this
investigation, we consider the two-dimensional computational domain since it is computationally
economical, and we can investigate such scaling behaviors in simulating flows with large inertial
range. In our two-dimensional setup, we simulate both multi-mode and single-mode RTI cases using
relaxation filtering and ILES modeling approach and obtain the density field contour and kinetic
energy spectra to analyze the two-dimensional flow behavior. Our primary focus of this work is
to compare between the numerical models implemented on this particular test problem through
analyzing the density field plots and statistical tools. However, we will also analyze the resolution and
scale resolving capacity of both models through high-resolution simulations.

Numerical simulation of the turbulent flows with instabilities has always been a challenging task
since the turbulent features and discontinuities coexist in the flow for a very large spatial and temporal
scales. Resolving these enormous scales not only require a huge amount of computational resources
but also development of a suitable scheme which has the regularization capability to prevent any
oscillations near the discontinuities or shocks. A desired scheme should add a sufficient amount of
artificial numerical dissipation near the instability to capture the shocks; however, it should not be too
dissipative to damp the small-scale structures of the flow. Over the years, a vast number of successful
shock-capturing algorithms have been introduced. For any numerical examination or assessment
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of a turbulent flow governed by Eulerian hyperbolic conservation laws, ILES methodology can be a
good choice to consider which is proven to show a good performance on resolving turbulent flows
with shock and discontinuities [45–48]. One of the popular ILES framework is to use an upwind
scheme (e.g., Weighted Essentially Non-Oscillatory (WENO) scheme) along with a Riemann solver
to incorporate the artificial through the use of numerical truncation errors [49]. The upwind-biased
and nonlinearly weighted WENO schemes are widely used in resolving highly compressible turbulent
flows because of their robustness to capture discontinuities in shock dominated flows and high order
of accuracy in preserving turbulence features [50–52]. It should be mentioned that the development
of improved WENO scheme is an active research field and still, there are a lot of works going on in
this research direction [53–56]. Another candidate modeling approach is the explicit filtering approach
using relaxation filtering which add dissipation on the truncated scales in LES through a low-pass
filter [57–60]. In this approach, an additional low-pass spatial filter is used to estimate the effect of
unresolved scales. The selection of relaxation filter also affects the solution field for explicit filtering
approach and there are a significant number of literature available on the formulation of suitable
and efficient LES filters [61–63]. In this work, we use the sixth-order symmetric central scheme with
a 7-point stencil Simpson’s filter (SF7) as a relaxation filter for RTI test case. We also implement
ILES scheme combined with Roe and Rusanov Riemann solver to compare the results obtained by
our relaxation filtering solver. The main purposes of this paper are to simulate RTI-induced flow
(for both single and multi-mode perturbation) using a relaxation filtering approach to observe the
resolution capability of this scheme, analyze the flow behavior by observing the density field contours,
and compare the results obtained by relaxation filtering scheme and ILES scheme through kinetic
energy (with and without density-weighted velocity) and power density spectra plots. The results
show that the relaxation filtering scheme captures more scale in inertial subregion whereas the ILES
scheme resolves more scales in high wavenumber regime. For both multi-and single-mode RTI,
the kinetic energy spectra plots tend to follow the k−11/5 scaling law. On the other hand, the power
density spectra plots are observed to be aligned to k−7/5 at high resolution. More rigorous derivations
and mathematical analyses of scaling laws can be found elsewhere [64–69]. Also, the density contour
plots for single-mode RTI reveal that the symmetry of the falling spike break at high resolution because
of the formation of secondary instabilities from smaller scales resolved at high resolution. However,
the lower resolution simulations resolve the symmetry for all schemes since the numerical dissipation
surpasses the formation of the secondary instabilities. Also, it has been seen that the filter strength of
the relaxation filter allows us to add more or less dissipation to the solver which eventually affects the
flow behavior.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives a brief description of the governing
equations. Section 3 illustrates the numerical methodology implemented in this study. In Section 4,
we detail the results obtained by the numerical schemes used in our investigation along with the
problem definitions of the RTI test problem. We demonstrate our findings through high- and
coarse-resolution density field contour and density-weighted energy spectra plots. Section 5 gives the
summary of our findings and conclusions.

2. Governing Equations

In our study, we consider two-dimensional Euler equations in their conservative dimensionless
form as underlying governing equation for the Rayleigh–Taylor instability-induced flow evolution
and can be expressed as:

∂q
∂t

+
∂F
∂x

+
∂G
∂y

= S, (1)
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where F, G account for the inviscid flux contributions to the governing equation and S represents the
gravitational term acting on the vertically downward direction (i.e., g = −1). The quantities included
in q, F, G and S are:

q = [ρ, ρu, ρv, ρe]T ,

F = [ρu, ρu2 + p, ρuv, ρuh]T ,

G = [ρv, ρuv, ρv2 + p, ρvh]T ,

S = [0, 0, −ρ, −ρv]T .

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭ (2)

Here, ρ, p, e, u, and v are the density, pressure, total energy per unit mass, and the horizontal and
vertical velocity components, respectively. The total enthalpy, h and pressure, p can be obtained by:

h = e + p/ρ,

p = ρ(γ − 1)
(

e − 1
2
(u2 + v2)

)
,

(3)

where γ = 7/5 is chosen as the ratio of specific heats in our study. We refer the reader to [50,70] for
details on the development of the eigensystem of the equations to devise hyperbolic conservation laws.

3. Numerical Methods

To develop the computational algorithm for our test problem governed by hyperbolic conservation
laws, we formulate a finite volume framework by using different numerical strategies and schemes.
In this section, we briefly introduce the numerical methods considered in the present study. We use
the method of lines to cast our system of partial differential equations given in Equation (1) in the
following form of ordinary differential equation through time:

dqi,j

dt
= £(qi,j), (4)

where qi,j is the cell-averaged vector of dependent variables, and £(qi,j) represents the convective flux
terms in the governing equation which can be expressed in the following discretized form:

£(qi,j) =
1

Δx

(
Fi−1/2,j − Fi+1/2,j

)
+

1
Δy

(
Gi,j−1/2 − Gi,j+1/2

)
+ Si,j. (5)

Here, Fi±1/2,j are the cell face flux reconstructions in x-direction and Gi,j±1/2 are the cell face flux
reconstructions in y-direction. We use the optimal third-order accurate total variation diminishing
Runge-Kutta (TVDRK3) scheme [71] for the time integration:

q(1)i,j = qn
i,j + Δt£(qn

i,j), (6)

q(2)i,j =
3
4

qn
i,j +

1
4

q(1)i,j +
1
4

Δt£(q(1)i,j ), (7)

qn+1
i,j =

1
3

qn
i,j +

2
3

q(2)i,j +
2
3

Δt£(q(2)i,j ), (8)

where the time step, Δt should be obtained by (satisfying the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) criterion):

Δt = min
(

η
Δx

max(|u|, |u + a|, |u − a|) , η
Δy

max(|v|, |v + a|, |v − a|)
)

, (9)

where a is the speed of the sound that can be computed from the primitive flow variables (i.e.,
a =
√

γp/ρ). In our current investigation, we use η = 0.5 for all the simulations (η ≤ 1 for numerical
stability). For the cell face flux reconstructions, we have implemented the ILES and relaxation filtering
modeling approaches on our test problem which will be discussed briefly in the subsequent sections.
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3.1. ILES Approach

To develop our ILES framework, we first use the WENO interpolation scheme to reconstruct
the left and right state of the cell boundaries. Later, we calculate the fluxes at cell edges from the
reconstructed left and right states using a Riemann solver. The finite volume framework of a system of
Euler conservation equations usually requires a Riemann solver to avoid the Riemann problem [72].
The damping characteristics of nonlinear WENO schemes acts as an implicit filter to prevent the energy
accumulation near the grid cut-off [73,74]. In this work, we use the 5th order accurate WENO scheme
followed by two widely used Riemann solver, Roe and Rusanov Riemann solver, to determine the flux
at cell boundaries.

3.1.1. Weno Reconstruction

The WENO scheme is first introduced in [75] for problems with shocks and discontinuity to get
an improvement over the essentially non-oscillatory (ENO) method [76,77]. In this work, we use an
implementation of the WENO reconstruction using 7-point stencils (i.e., updating any quantity located
at index i depends on the information coming from i − 3, i − 2, ..., i + 3) which can be written as:

qL
i+1/2 = w0(

1
3

qi−2 − 7
6

qi−1 +
11
6

qi) + w1(−1
6

qi−1 +
5
6

qi +
1
3

qi+1) + w2(
1
3

qi +
5
6

qi+1 − 1
6

qi+2), (10)

qR
i−1/2 = w0(

1
3

qi+2 − 7
6

qi+1 +
11
6

qi) + w1(−1
6

qi+1 +
5
6

qi +
1
3

qi−1) + w2(
1
3

qi +
5
6

qi−1 − 1
6

qi−2). (11)

Here, qL
i+1/2 and qR

i−1/2 are the left state (positive) and right state (negative) fluxes, respectively,
approximated at midpoints between cell nodes. The left (L) and right (R) states correspond to the
possibility of advection from both directions. Since the procedures are similar in the y-direction,
we shall present stencil expressions only in the x-direction for the rest of this document. wk are the
nonlinear WENO weights of the kth stencil where k = 0, 1, ..., r and r is the number of stencils (r = 2
for the WENO5 scheme). The nonlinear weights are proposed by Jiang and Shu [78] in their classical
WENO-JS scheme as:

wk =
αk

2
∑

k=0
αk

, αk =
dk

(βk + ε)p , (12)

but the nonlinear weights defined by the WENO-JS scheme are found to be more dissipative than
many low-dissipation linear schemes in both smooth region and regions around discontinuities or
shock waves [79]. In our study, we have used an improved version of WENO approach proposed
by [80], often referred to as WENO-Z scheme. One of the main reasons behind selecting WENO-Z can
be less dissipative behavior than classical WENO-JS to capture shock waves. Also, there is a smaller
loss in accuracy at critical points for improved nonlinear weights. The new nonlinear weights for the
WENO-Z scheme are defined by:

wk =
αk

2
∑

k=0
αk

, αk = dk

(
1 +
( |β2 − β0|

βk + ε

)p)
, (13)

where βk and p are the smoothness indicator of the kth stencil and a positive integer, respectively. Here,
ε = 1.0 × 10−20, a small constant preventing zero division, and p = 2 is set in the present study to get
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the optimal fifth-order accuracy at critical points. The expressions for βk in terms of cell values of q are
given by:

β0 =
13
12

(qi−2 − 2qi−1 + qi)
2 +

1
4
(qi−2 − 4qi−1 + 3qi)

2,

β1 =
13
12

(qi−1 − 2qi + qi+1)
2 +

1
4
(qi−1 − qi+1)

2,

β2 =
13
12

(qi − 2qi+1 + qi+2)
2 +

1
4
(3qi − 4qi+1 + qi+2)

2.

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
(14)

dk are the optimal weights for the linear high-order scheme which are given by:

d0 =
1
10

, d1 =
3
5

, d2 =
3
10

.

3.1.2. Roe Riemann Solver

Based on the Godunov theorem [72], Roe developed an approximate Riemann solver, known
as the Roe Riemann solver [81]. In our computational algorithm, we use the flux difference splitting
(FDS) scheme of Roe [81] where the exact values of the fluxes at the interface can be computed in the
x-direction by:

Fi+1/2,j =
1
2
(FR

i+1/2,j + FL
i+1/2,j)−

1
2

ΔF. (15)

Here, ΔF is the flux difference, calculated as:

ΔF =φ(1)[1, ũ − ã, ṽ, h̃ − ũã]T + φ(2)[1, ũ, ṽ,
1
2
(ũ2 + ṽ2)]T + φ(3)[1, ũ + ã, ṽ, h̃ + ũã]T+

φ(4)[0, 0, 1, ṽ]T , (16)

where
φ(1) =

1
2ã2 (Δp − ρ̃ãΔu)λ3,

φ(2) =
1
ã2 (ã2Δρ − Δp)λ1,

φ(3) =
1

2ã2 (Δp + ρ̃ãΔu)λ2,

φ(4) = ρ̃Δvλ1.

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
(17)

Here, Δ denotes the difference between right and left state fluxes for the variables ρ, p, u, v (e.g.,
Δu = uR − uL), and eigenvalues are defined as λ1 = |ũ|, λ2 = |ũ + ã| and λ3 = |ũ − ã|, where ã is
the speed of the sound at averaged state. In the equations, the tilde represents the density-weighted
average, or the Roe average, between the left and right states. The Roe average values can be found by:

ρ̃ =
ρR

√
ρR + ρL

√
ρL√

ρR +
√

ρL
,

ũ =
uR

√
ρR + uL

√
ρL√

ρR +
√

ρL
,

ṽ =
vR

√
ρR + vL

√
ρL√

ρR +
√

ρL
,

h̃ =
hR

√
ρR + hL

√
ρL√

ρR +
√

ρL
,

ã =

√
(γ − 1)

[
h̃ − 1

2
(ũ2 + ṽ2)

]
,

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

(18)
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where the left and right states of the un-averaged conserved variables are available from the WENO5
reconstruction described earlier. However, it is later realized that the stationary expansion shocks
are not dissipated appropriately by this method. To fix the entropy in the expansion shocks, Harten
proposed the following approach [82] replacing Roe averaged eigenvalues by:

λi =
λ2

i + ε2

2ε
if λi < ε. (19)

Here, ε = 2κã where κ is a small positive number, is set 0.1 in our computations. Similarly, in y-direction,
λ1 = |ṽ|, λ2 = |ṽ + ã| and λ3 = |ṽ − ã|. The interfacial fluxes in y-direction can be estimated by:

Gi,j+1/2 =
1
2
(GR

i,j+1/2 + GL
i,j+1/2)−

1
2

ΔG, (20)

where

ΔG =φ(1)[1, ũ, ṽ − ã, h̃ − ṽã]T + φ(2)[1, ũ, ṽ,
1
2
(ũ2 + ṽ2)]T + φ(3)[1, ũ, ṽ + ã, h̃ + ṽã]T+

φ(4)[0, 1, 0, ũ]T , (21)

with
φ(1) =

1
2ã2 (Δp − ρ̃ãΔv)λ3,

φ(2) =
1
ã2 (ã2Δρ − Δp)λ1,

φ(3) =
1

2ã2 (Δp + ρ̃ãΔv)λ2,

φ(4) = ρ̃Δuλ1,

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
(22)

where Δu = uR − uL, Δv = vR − vL, Δρ = ρR − ρL, and Δp = pR − pL.

3.1.3. Rusanov Riemann Solver

Rusanov proposes a Riemann solver based on the information obtained from maximum local
wave propagation speed [83], sometimes referred to as local Lax-Friedrichs flux [84,85]. The expression
for Rusanov solver in the x-direction is as follows:

Fi+1/2,j =
1
2
(FR

i+1/2,j + FL
i+1/2,j)− ci+1/2

(
qR

i+1/2,j − qL
i+1/2,j

)
, (23)

where the right constructed state flux component, FR is F(qR
i+1/2,j), the left constructed state flux

component, FL is F(qL
i+1/2,j) and the characteristic speed, ci+1/2 = ã + |ũ|. The density-weighted

average of the conserved variables can be calculated by Equation (18). Similarly, the expression for
Rusanov solver in y-direction is:

Gi,j+1/2 =
1
2
(GR

i,j+1/2 + GL
i,j+1/2)− cj+1/2

(
qR

i,j+1/2 − qL
i,j+1/2

)
, (24)

where cj+1/2 = ã + |ṽ|.

3.2. Central Scheme with Relaxation Filtering (Cs+Rf) Approach

In our relaxation filtering approach, we consider a symmetric flux reconstruction using a purely
central scheme (CS) combined with a low-pass spatial filter, 7-point stencil Simpson’s filter (SF7) in our
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case, as a relaxation filter (RF). We denoted this solver as CS+RF. For the cell interfacial reconstruction
of the conserved quantity, the following symmetric non-dissipative scheme is used [86]:

qi+1/2,j = a(qi+1,j + qi,j) + b(qi+2,j + qi−1,j) + c(qi+3,j + qi−2,j), (25)

for the interpolation in x-direction, and similarly in y-direction, the conservative interpolation
formula reads:

qi,j+1/2 = a(qi,j+1 + qi,j) + b(qi,j+2 + qi,j−1) + c(qi,j+3 + qi,j−2), (26)

where the stencil coefficients are given by:

a = 37/60; b = −8/60; c = 1/60.

Here, qi,j represents the flow variables (at cell centers) given in Equation (4). The calculated fluxes
from the relevant face quantities determined from the nodal values can be used in discretized finite
volume equation. In this approach, we assume that the explicit filtering removes the frequencies
higher than a selected cut-off threshold through the use of the low-pass spatial filter. A low-pass
filter is commonly used in explicit filtering approaches which can be considered to be a free modeling
parameter with a specific order of accuracy and a fixed filtering strength [87]. The filtering operation
is done at the end of every timestep to remove high frequency content from the solution which
eventually prevents the oscillations [58,88,89]. A discussion and analysis of the characteristics on
different low-pass filter can be found in [90]. In our investigation, the expression for the sixth-order
sequential RF for any quantity f is:

f̄i,j = f ∗i,j − σ
(

a0 f ∗i,j + a1( f ∗i+1,j + f ∗i−1,j) + a2( f ∗i+2,j + f ∗i−2,j) + a3( f ∗i+3,j + f ∗i−3,j)
)

, (27)

where

f ∗i,j = fi,j − σ
(

a0 fi,j + a1( fi,j+1 + fi,j−1) + a2( fi,j+2 + fi,j−2) + a3( fi,j+3 + fi,j−3)
)

. (28)

Here, the discrete quantity fi,j yields the filtered value f̄i,j and the filtering coefficients are:

a0 = 5/16; a1 = −15/64; a2 = 3/32; a3 = −1/64. (29)

and σ is a parameter that controls filter dissipation strength in a range of [0, 1] where σ = 0 indicates
no filtering effect at all, i.e., completely non-dissipative and σ = 1 indicates the highest filtering effect,
i.e., most dissipative with a complete attenuation at the grid cut-off wavenumber. The transfer function
of the SF7 filter displays a trend of more dissipation with the increase of the parameter σ [49].

4. Results

In this section, we present our numerical assessment of the modeling approaches outlined
in the previous section for both multi-mode and single-mode two-dimensional RTI test problem.
We first illustrate the problem definitions of our test case which is followed by the results obtained
by different numerical solvers. We perform our quantitative comparisons between the ILES and
CS+RF models using the density contours, density-weighted kinetic energy spectra, and compensated
density-weighted kinetic energy spectra plots. For comparative analysis, we obtain the high-resolution
ILES and CS+RF solutions by using a parallel computing approach using the Open Message Passing
Interface (MPI) framework [91,92]. A detailed discussion on the MPI methodology implemented in
our study can be found in [49]. Using both high- and coarse-resolution simulation results, the scaling
behaviors of the kinetic energy spectra plots are also investigated in this section.
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4.1. Two-Dimensional RTI Test Problem: Case Setup

In our numerical experiments, we use a two-dimensional implementation of RTI using the
aforementioned numerical schemes. In general, RTI arises at the interface of two fluids when a dense
fluid is supported above a comparatively lower density fluid in a gravitational field or stay in the
presence of relative acceleration. Since it is found in numerous literature that many properties related
to the RTI-induced flows such as the overall growth rate of RTI mixing, dissipation scales, velocity field,
and so on, more or less depend on the initial conditions of the flow domain [14,93–95], we consider
RTI with multi-mode or randomized perturbation and RTI with single-mode perturbation in our study.
We first focus on the case of randomized initial perturbation where our computational domain is set
(x, y) ∈ [0, 0.5]× [−0.375, 0.375] with the following initial conditions:

ρ(x, y) =

{
1.0, if |y| ≤ 0

2.0, if |y| > 0
(30)

u(x, y) = 0, (31)

v(x, y) =
λα

2
[
1 + cos(2πy/Ly)

]
, (32)

p(x, y) = 2.5 − ρy. (33)

Here, Ly is set 0.75 and the amplitude of the perturbation is set at λ = 0.01 and α is a random number
with a value in between 0 and 1. Since λ is updating itself at each grid point, we note that it is an
implicit function of both x and y. On the other hand, for the single-mode RTI, the computational
domain is set (x, y) ∈ [0, 0.5]× [−0.75, 0.75] with the following initial conditions:

ρ(x, y) =

{
1.0, if |y| ≤ 0

2.0, if |y| > 0
(34)

u(x, y) = 0, (35)

v(x, y) =
λ

4
[1 + cos(2πx/Lx)]

[
1 + cos(2πy/Ly)

]
, (36)

p(x, y) = 2.5 − ρy, (37)

where Lx and Ly is set 0.5 and 1.5 respectively with the similar amplitude of the perturbation as the
multi-mode case, λ = 0.01. The similar two-dimensional RTI test problem set up has been used in
various studies related to RTI [96,97]. Figure 1 shows the schematic of the computational domain for
both cases of the RTI test problem where it can be seen that we consider the normalized gravity is
acting in vertically downward direction in our problem definitions.

We must note here that we apply the periodic boundary condition on the left and right boundaries,
and the reflective boundary condition on the top and bottom boundaries of our computational domain
for both test setup. To get a better understanding on the boundary conditions used in our test setup
domain, we can consider an arbitrary two-dimensional domain illustrated in Figure 2. To apply the
periodic and reflective boundary condition for our 7-point stencil scheme, we take three ghost points in
each direction of the four boundaries of our computational domain. For periodic boundary condition
on the left and right boundaries, the ghost point values of the time-dependent variables in vector q
(from Equation (2)) can be computed by:
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(ρ)0,j = (ρ)Nx ,j,

(ρ)−1,j = (ρ)Nx−1,j,

(ρ)−2,j = (ρ)Nx−2,j,

(ρ)Nx+1,j = (ρ)1,j,

(ρ)Nx+2,j = (ρ)2,j,

(ρ)Nx+3,j = (ρ)3,j,

(ρu)0,j = (ρu)Nx ,j,

(ρu)−1,j = (ρu)Nx−1,j,

(ρu)−2,j = (ρu)Nx−2,j,

(ρu)Nx+1,j = (ρu)1,j,

(ρu)Nx+2,j = (ρu)2,j,

(ρu)Nx+3,j = (ρu)3,j,

(ρv)0,j = (ρv)Nx ,j,

(ρv)−1,j = (ρv)Nx−1,j,

(ρv)−2,j = (ρv)Nx−2,j,

(ρv)Nx+1,j = (ρv)1,j,

(ρv)Nx+2,j = (ρv)2,j,

(ρv)Nx+3,j = (ρv)3,j,

(ρe)0,j = (ρe)Nx ,j,

(ρe)−1,j = (ρe)Nx−1,j,

(ρe)−2,j = (ρe)Nx−2,j,

(ρe)Nx+1,j = (ρe)1,j,

(ρe)Nx+2,j = (ρe)2,j,

(ρe)Nx+3,j = (ρe)3,j,

(38)

where j = −2, −1, ...., Ny + 3. On the other hand, our approximation for the reflective boundary
condition is as follows:

(ρ)i,0 = (ρ)i,1,

(ρ)i,−1 = (ρ)i,2,

(ρ)i,−2 = (ρ)i,3,

(ρ)i,Ny+1 = (ρ)i,Ny ,

(ρ)i,Ny+2 = (ρ)i,Ny−1,

(ρ)i,Ny+3 = (ρ)i,Ny−2,

(ρu)i,0 = (ρu)i,1,

(ρu)i,−1 = (ρu)i,2,

(ρu)i,−2 = (ρu)i,3,

(ρu)i,Ny+1 = (ρu)i,Ny ,

(ρu)i,Ny+2 = (ρu)i,Ny−1,

(ρu)i,Ny+3 = (ρu)i,Ny−2,

(ρv)i,0 = −(ρv)i,1,

(ρv)i,−1 = −(ρv)i,2,

(ρv)i,−2 = −(ρv)i,3,

(ρv)i,Ny+1 = −(ρv)i,Ny ,

(ρv)i,Ny+2 = −(ρv)i,Ny−1,

(ρv)i,Ny+3 = −(ρv)i,Ny−2,

(ρe)i,0 = (ρe)i,1,

(ρe)i,−1 = (ρe)i,2,

(ρe)i,−2 = (ρe)i,3,

(ρe)i,Ny+1 = (ρe)i,Ny ,

(ρe)i,Ny+2 = (ρe)i,Ny−1,

(ρe)i,Ny+3 = (ρe)i,Ny−2,

(39)

where i = 1, 2, ...., Nx. For the parallelization, we do the domain decomposition in the y-direction and
update the ghost points of the local domain by transferring the information from the adjacent domain.
Although we implement our reflective boundary conditions as defined by Equation (39), we note
that the boundary conditions are often applied on the velocity rather than momentum. We stress
that simulations of unsteady compressible flows require an accurate control of wave reflections from
the boundaries of the computational domain since such waves may propagate from the boundary
and interact with the flow [98]. We plan to implement more accurate characteristics-based boundary
conditions in our future studies.

(a) (b)

Figure 1. Computational domain and initial conditions for the (a) multi-mode and (b) single-mode
Rayleigh–Taylor instability (RTI) test case. Please note that we apply periodic boundary condition on
left and right boundaries, and reflective boundary condition on top and bottom boundaries.
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Figure 2. Illustration of the periodic boundary condition (left and right boundaries) and the reflective
boundary condition (top and bottom boundaries) on an arbitrary two-dimensional domain.

4.2. RTI with Random (Multi-Mode) Perturbation

The nonlinear evolution of the Rayleigh–Taylor instability from multi-mode initial perturbations
is studied based on the density field contour and density-weighted kinetic energy spectra to assess the
performance of the underlying modeling schemes. Figure 3 shows the time evolution of the density
field at high resolution using the ILES-Roe scheme. As it is shown in [99] that the DNS and ILES give
similar results for global properties of RTI-induced mixing, we use the high-resolution results of ILES
schemes to avoid the higher computational cost of DNS. Also, it is apparent in Figure 3 that several
fine scale structures are captured using the ILES-Roe scheme because of its capability to resolve the
smaller scales in high wavenumber region. It can be observed that the mixing growth rate is uniform
along the interface at t = 1.6 with multiple modes. It has been seen before in [21] where authors
found a uniform growth of the mixing region initially for an idealized initial condition whereas the
experimental results of same test condition show the presence of dominant scale at the same time.
In our study, even though there are some dominant scales or modes present at t = 4.0, there are a
considerable amount of unmixed region can be seen at the same time which indicates the slow mixing
rate for this initial condition. In Figure 4), we present the density contour plots for coarse-resolutions
obtained by different ILES-Riemann solver combinations at final time of our simulation, i.e., at t = 4.0.
As we can see, a clear difference in the growth of scales as well as mixing for both solvers. Since the
Rusanov solver is more dissipative than the Roe solver [100], it is expected to have different evolution
of the scales in the flow field. Similarly, we can observe different flow field evolution of CS+RF
scheme for different filtering strength, σ in Figure 5. Since the higher value of σ adds more dissipation,
this solver induces different amount of perturbation in the flow field with the evolution of time than
the solver with lower value of σ. Hence, we plot the density-weighted kinetic energy spectra to get a
better view in the performance of different solvers [27,101–104]. To include these density effects, we
define the energy spectrum built on density-weighted velocity vector which can be expressed as:

ω = (uρ, vρ)
.
= (

√
ρu,

√
ρv), (40)
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where the density-weighted velocity components are

uρ(x, y, t) =
√

ρ(x, y, t)u(x, y, t), (41)

vρ(x, y, t) =
√

ρ(x, y, t)v(x, y, t). (42)

We then can calculate the density-weighted kinetic spectra by following expressions:

E(k, t) =
1

Ny

Ny

∑
j=1

1
2

(
|ûρ(k, yj, t)|2 + |v̂ρ(k, yj, t)|2

)
, (43)

where k refers to the wavenumber along x-direction. We obtain the Fourier coefficients using a standard
FFT algorithm [105]

ûρ(k, yj, t) =
Nx

∑
i=1

uρ(xi, yj, t) expikxi , (44)

v̂ρ(k, yj, t) =
Nx

∑
i=1

vρ(xi, yj, t) expikxi , (45)

where i refers to unit imaginary number, and (xi, yj) determines the Cartesian grid. Since our domain
is periodic only in x-direction, we note that our spectra calculations are averaged in y-direction as
illustrated in Equation (43). The other statistical measures investigated in our study are the classical
kinetic energy spectra and power density spectra. The energy spectra can be calculated using the
following definition in wavenumber space [106]:

E(k, t) =
1

Ny

Ny

∑
j=1

1
2

(
|û(k, yj, t)|2 + |v̂(k, yj, t)|2

)
, (46)

where the velocity components û and v̂ can be computed using a similar fast Fourier transform
algorithm presented in Equation (44). To quantify the effect of the scale content of density field, we use
the power spectrum that reflects the average packaging of density over different scales at any given
time in the simulation. This may be given by the following expression:

P(k, t) =
1

Ny

Ny

∑
j=1

1
2

(
|ρ̂(k, yj, t)|2

)
, (47)

where ρ̂ is the Fourier coefficients of the density field.
For the validation of our spectra plots, we follow the well-established theory for two-dimensional

RTI systems [14,43,44]. In his seminal paper, Chertkov [43] proposed a phenomenological theory
corresponding to the Bolgiano scaling [107] which can be abstracted to k−7/5 scaling law for density or
temperature and k−11/5 scaling law for velocity. In Figure 6, we can see that the spectra plots (on the
left) obtained by the ILES and CS+RF schemes are showing a clear inertial subrange with the k−11/5

scaling. However, it is apparent that the CS+RF scheme results are the most aligned with the k−11/5

reference line. Moreover, we present the kinetic energy spectra plots without density weighting in
Figure 7 which supports the conclusions of the density-weighted energy spectra plots. To validate
further, we plot the regular and compensated power density spectra in Figure 8 where it can be seen
that the density spectra for CS+RF scheme are following the k−7/5 scaling law.

The time evolution of the spectra shows similar statistical trends for all schemes. Therefore,
we will only focus on the results at final time in our subsequent analyses. To compare the dissipation
characteristics of the schemes, we place the density-weighted spectra of both ILES schemes in a
single plot as well as for both CS+RF scheme with different filtering strength σ in Figure 9. It can be

54



Fluids 2019, 4, 78

observed that the Rusanov solver is more dissipative than the Roe solver and the higher σ value adds
more dissipation. These findings are consistent with the previously found results in the literature as
well. Also, the spectra are following the reference k−11/5 scaling. The density-weighted spectra plots
compensated by k11/5 for the CS+RF scheme with different filtering strength show that all the lines
are flat above the axis line. However, the kinetic energy spectra plots without the density weighting
in Figure 10 exhibit a similar trend as the density-weighted ones. On the other hand, the power
density spectra plots in Figure 11 show that the k−7/5 scaling law is maintained for both set of schemes.
However, the compensated spectra plots indicate that the CS+RF scheme is more consistent with
the scaling law than the ILES schemes. We present another set of density-weighted spectra plot
varying grid resolution to show a comparison between the ILES and CS+RF schemes in Figure 12.
It is apparent that the CS+RF captures more scales in the inertial subrange than the ILES schemes.
However, the CS+RF scheme reaches the effective grid cut-off scales earlier than the ILES schemes. It is
because the CS+RF solvers do the filtering once at the end of the simulation whereas the ILES solvers
implicitly adds dissipation throughout the simulation. As a result, ILES schemes capture wide range of
scale at high wavenumber even though they resolve comparatively less scales in the inertial subrange.
Some key points can be seen from Figure 12 that the σ = 1.0 solver is the most dissipative among all
solvers considered in this study, and σ = 0.4 solver captures more scales in the inertial subrange than
the other solvers. Also, ILES-Roe solver resolves the highest range of scales in high wavenumber for
both coarse and high resolution which explains the appearance of very fine small-scale structures in
the density field contour plot obtained by ILES-Roe solver.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation: (a) t = 1.6;
(b) t = 2.4; (c) t = 3.2; (d) t = 4.0. Results are obtained by the ILES-Roe scheme at a resolution of
16384 × 24576.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 4. Density contours for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation at t = 4.0 for
different coarse grid resolutions and ILES schemes: (a) ILES-Rusanov with 256 × 384 resolution;
(b) ILES-Rusanov with 1024 × 1536 resolution; (c) ILES-Rusanov with 4096 × 6144 resolution;
(d) ILES-Roe with 256 × 384 resolution; (e) ILES-Roe with 1024 × 1536 resolution; (f) ILES-Roe with
4096 × 6144 resolution. The gravity is directed in a vertically downward direction.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 5. Density contours for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation at t = 4.0 for different
coarse grid resolutions and filtering strength, σ of CS+RF schemes: (a) σ = 1.0 with 256× 384 resolution;
(b) σ = 1.0 with 1024 × 1536 resolution; (c) σ = 1.0 with 4096 × 6144 resolution; (d) σ = 0.4 with
256 × 384 resolution; (e) σ = 0.4 with 1024 × 1536 resolution; (f) σ = 0.4 with 4096 × 6144 resolution.
The gravity is directed in a vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6. Time evolution of density-weighted kinetic energy spectra and compensated density-
weighted kinetic energy spectra for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation obtained
using different modeling approaches at a resolution of 16384 × 24576; (a) density-weighted
spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated density-weighted spectra using ILES-Roe solver;
(c) density-weighted spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra
using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.

57



Fluids 2019, 4, 78

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 7. Time evolution of kinetic energy spectra and compensated kinetic energy spectra for the RTI
problem with multi-mode perturbation obtained using different modeling approaches at a resolution of
16384 × 24576; (a) kinetic energy spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated kinetic energy spectra
using ILES-Roe solver; (c) kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated kinetic
energy spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 8. Time evolution of power density spectra and compensated power density spectra for the RTI
problem with multi-mode perturbation obtained using different modeling approaches at a resolution of
16384× 24576; (a) power density spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated power density spectra
using ILES-Roe solver; (c) power density spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated power
density spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 9. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and σ = 0.4)
models for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation showing the density-weighted kinetic
energy spectra and compensated density-weighted kinetic energy spectra at different resolutions;
(a) density-weighted spectra using ILES solvers; (b) compensated density-weighted spectra using ILES
solvers; (c) density-weighted spectra using CS+RF solvers; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra
using CS+RF solvers.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and σ = 0.4)
models for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation showing the kinetic energy spectra and
compensated kinetic energy spectra at different resolutions; (a) kinetic energy spectra using ILES
solvers; (b) compensated kinetic energy spectra using ILES solvers; (c) kinetic energy spectra using
CS+RF solvers; (d) compensated kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF solvers.

61



Fluids 2019, 4, 78

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 11. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and σ = 0.4)
models for the RTI problem with multi-mode perturbation showing the power density spectra and
compensated power density spectra at different resolutions; (a) power density spectra using ILES
solvers; (b) compensated power density spectra using ILES solvers; (c) power density spectra using
CS+RF solvers; (d) compensated power density spectra using CS+RF solvers.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 12. Comparison between ILES and CS+RF models for the RTI problem with multi-mode
perturbation at different resolutions; (a) density-weighted spectra at 256 × 384 resolution;
(b) compensated density-weighted spectra at 256 × 384 resolution; (c) density-weighted spectra
at 1024 × 1536 resolution; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra at 1024 × 1536 resolution;
(e) density-weighted spectra at 4096 × 6144 resolution; (f) compensated density-weighted spectra
at 4096 × 6144 resolution.
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4.3. RTI with Single-Mode Perturbation

Numerical simulation of flows with RTI is comparatively challenging because the instability
grows from the small scales of the flow field [19,108]. Since the analytical modeling can be done for
single-mode RTI, the numerical study of the RTI with the single-mode perturbation setup has been
started very early [33,109] and still being studied extensively to understand and explain the nature of
RTI-induced flows [20,31,32,110–113]. For our analyses of the single-mode perturbation case, we first
present the time evolution of the density field results obtained by ILES-Roe solver at a high resolution
of 8192 × 24576 in Figure 13. It is observed in many studies that the tips of the spikes of a single-mode
RTI-induced flow always maintains the symmetry [14]. Yet in our simulation, the line of symmetry
within the spike of the single-mode RTI in Figure 13 is seen broken at time t = 4.5. This phenomenon
was observed and well explained by Ramaprabhu et al. [31] at late-time of the RTI flow simulation
which the authors referred to as “chaotic mixing” at the late-time regime. With simulations of the Euler
equations, it can be also seen in [96] that the less dissipative schemes show this interface breaking
up, while the more dissipative schemes suppress the instability. In our high-resolution simulation,
the presence of small-scale structures can be seen in very early stage which lead to secondary instability,
i.e., the KH vortex formation as well as chaotic mixing. However, for small or modest grid resolutions,
the numerical viscosity suppresses the small-scale structures and preserves the symmetry which can
be seen in Figures 14–17. In Figure 14, we present the state of the density field at t = 2.7 (top row)
and t = 4.5 (bottom row) for the simulations by using the ILES-Rusanov solver at different grid
resolutions. It is apparent that the 256 × 768 and 1024 × 3072 resolution results hold the symmetry.
But the 4096 × 12288 result shows the development of smaller scales at t = 2.7 which leads to the loss
of symmetry at final time, t = 4.5. Similar conclusions can be made for the ILES-Roe solver results in
Figure 15. However, the loss of symmetry can be observed even in 1024 × 3072 resolution simulation
for the ILES-Roe scheme since the ILES-Roe solver is less dissipative compared to the ILES-Rusanov
solver. For both CS+RF schemes in Figures 16 and 17, the symmetry holds for lower resolutions and
breaks for higher resolution. Since there is no physical viscosity in Euler simulations, we note that
the breakup of the interface and the loss of symmetry can be due to the numerics. When increasing
the resolution, the loss of symmetry in RTI problems have been also demonstrated in the literature
(e.g., see [55,114,115]). Similar observations can be seen when we use the higher-order numerical
schemes. We also refer to [116,117] for an illustration of symmetry breaking and increasing mixing in
Richtmyer–Meshkov instability problems for solving Euler equations.

Figure 18 presents the density field plots at the final time, t = 4.5, to get a comparative idea
between the performance of the ILES schemes. We can observe in Figure 18 that the symmetry is
maintained in lower resolutions, but starts to break with the increase of the resolution for both ILES
solvers. If we look at the 4096 × 12288 resolution results for both ILES solvers, we can see that the
ILES-Roe scheme result is more deviated from the symmetry than the ILES-Rusanov scheme because
of the dissipative behavior of the ILES-Rusanov scheme. Based on these findings, we can say our
two-dimensional simulation results are consistent with the findings in [31] for three-dimensional RTI
case. Additionally, the dimensionless Atwood number defined as:

A =
ρ2 − ρ1

ρ2 + ρ1
, (48)

is set as A ∼ 0.33 in our case, and it is lower than 0.6, which indicates the formation of reacceleration
phase in the flow field due to the secondary KH instabilities. As suggested in the literature [31],
these secondary instabilities can be responsible for the change in the usual behavior of the spikes in
single-mode RTI flows. These findings are also supported by the works of Liska and Wendroff [96]
where they showed that the less dissipative schemes result in an interface break up while the instability
might be suppressed by high dissipative schemes. The same observations can be found at final time in
Figure 19 that the higher resolution results start to break the symmetry of the spike for both CS+RF
schemes. However, the density fields obtained by the CS+RF and ILES schemes seem different due to
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different amount of dissipation added to the system by different solvers which would eventually lead
to different evolution of the flow fields. To get a more precise understanding on the simulation results,
we next focus on the density-weighted kinetic energy spectra plots. We can say from the time evolution
of the kinetic energy spectra plot in Figure 20 that the trends of the spectra are similar at late-stage of
the simulation. We can observe that the density-weighted spectra analysis for ILES-Roe scheme shows
an inertial subrange following k−11/5 scaling law. On the other hand, the kinetic energy spectra for
CS+RF scheme follow the k−11/5 scaling in Figure 21. To validate our findings further, we present the
power density spectra plots for both ILES-Roe and CS+RF (σ = 1.0) schemes in Figure 22. The power
density spectra display a good alignment with the k−7/5 reference line. Since the time evolution of
the field for both schemes follow a similar trend, we can consider the solutions at final time for rest of
our analysis.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 13. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation:
(a) t = 1.8; (b) t = 2.7; (c) t = 3.6; (d) t = 4.5. Results are obtained by the ILES-Roe scheme at a
resolution of 8192 × 24576.

Figure 23 shows that the ILES-Rusanov solver is more dissipative than the ILES-Roe solver as
expected and the CS+RF scheme with σ = 1.0 is more dissipative than the σ = 0.4 solver. One
interesting point can be noticed that the density-weighted spectra for the CS+RF scheme tend to
deviate from the reference k−11/5 line at high wavenumber; however, the kinetic energy spectra in
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Figure 24 and the density-weighted spectra in Figure 25 clearly show that the spectra for the CS+RF
scheme follow the reference scaling laws. On the other hand, the ILES spectra also maintain the inertial
subrange following the k−11/5 and k−7/5 laws. Finally, similar to the previous section of multi-mode
RTI case, we find the CS+RF solver captures more scales in the inertial range than the ILES solvers
as shown in Figure 26. However, the ILES solvers resolve more scales in the high wavenumber
region. This explains the reason we have seen different density field evolution for different solvers and
appearance of smaller scales in ILES solvers than the CS+RF solvers. Since the ILES-Roe solver is least
dissipative among the other solvers, we can see in the density contour plots that the ILES-Roe solution
deviates most from the symmetry.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 14. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation for
different coarse grid resolutions using ILES-Rusanov scheme: (a) ILES-Rusanov with 256 × 768
resolution at t = 2.7; (b) ILES-Rusanov with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 2.7; and (c) ILES-Rusanov
with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 2.7; (d) ILES-Rusanov with 256 × 768 resolution at t = 4.5;
(e) ILES-Rusanov with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 4.5; and (f) ILES-Rusanov with 4096 × 12288
resolution at t = 4.5. The gravity is directed in a vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 15. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation for
different coarse grid resolutions using ILES-Roe scheme: (a) ILES-Roe with 256 × 768 resolution at
t = 2.7; (b) ILES-Roe with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 2.7; and (c) ILES-Roe with 4096 × 12288
resolution at t = 2.7; (d) ILES-Roe with 256 × 768 resolution at t = 4.5; (e) ILES-Roe with 1024 × 3072
resolution at t = 4.5; and (f) ILES-Roe with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 4.5. The gravity is directed
in a vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 16. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation for
different coarse grid resolutions using CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4): (a) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with
256 × 768 resolution at t = 2.7; (b) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 2.7; and
(c) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 2.7; (d) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with
256 × 768 resolution at t = 4.5; (e) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 4.5;
and (f) CS+RF scheme (σ = 0.4) with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 4.5. The gravity is directed in a
vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 17. Time evolution of density field for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation for
different coarse grid resolutions using CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0): (a) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with
256 × 768 resolution at t = 2.7; (b) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 2.7; and
(c) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 2.7; (d) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with
256 × 768 resolution at t = 4.5; (e) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with 1024 × 3072 resolution at t = 4.5;
and (f) CS+RF scheme (σ = 1.0) with 4096 × 12288 resolution at t = 4.5. The gravity is directed in a
vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 18. Density contours for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation at t = 4.5 for
different coarse grid resolutions and ILES schemes: (a) ILES-Rusanov with 256 × 768 resolution;
(b) ILES-Rusanov with 1024 × 3072 resolution; (c) ILES-Rusanov with 4096 × 12288 resolution;
(d) ILES-Roe with 256 × 768 resolution; (e) ILES-Roe with 1024 × 3072 resolution; (f) ILES-Roe with
4096 × 12288 resolution. The gravity is directed in a vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 19. Density contours for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation at t = 4.5 for different
coarse grid resolutions and filtering strength, σ of CS+RF schemes: (a) σ = 1.0 with 256× 768 resolution;
(b) σ = 1.0 with 1024 × 3072 resolution; (c) σ = 1.0 with 4096 × 12288 resolution; (d) σ = 0.4 with
256 × 768 resolution; (e) σ = 0.4 with 1024 × 3072 resolution; (f) σ = 0.4 with 4096 × 12288 resolution.
The gravity is directed in a vertically downward direction.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 20. Time evolution of density-weighted kinetic energy spectra and compensated density-
weighted kinetic energy spectra for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation obtained
using different modeling approaches at a resolution of 8192 × 24576; (a) density-weighted
spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated density-weighted spectra using ILES-Roe solver;
(c) density-weighted spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra
using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 21. Time evolution of kinetic energy spectra and compensated kinetic energy spectra for the RTI
problem with single-mode perturbation obtained using different modeling approaches at a resolution
of 8192 × 24576; (a) kinetic energy spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated kinetic energy
spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (c) kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated
kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 22. Time evolution of power density spectra and compensated power density spectra for the RTI
problem with single-mode perturbation obtained using different modeling approaches at a resolution of
8192 × 24576; (a) power density spectra using ILES-Roe solver; (b) compensated power density spectra
using ILES-Roe solver; (c) power density spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver; (d) compensated power
density spectra using CS+RF (σ = 1.0) solver.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 23. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and
σ = 0.4) models at different resolutions for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation showing
the density-weighted kinetic energy spectra and compensated density-weighted kinetic energy spectra;
(a) density-weighted spectra using ILES solvers; (b) compensated density-weighted spectra using ILES
solvers; (c) density-weighted spectra using CS+RF solvers; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra
using CS+RF solvers.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 24. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and σ = 0.4)
models at different resolutions for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation showing the kinetic
energy spectra and compensated kinetic energy spectra; (a) kinetic energy spectra using ILES solvers;
(b) compensated kinetic energy spectra using ILES solvers; (c) kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF
solvers; (d) compensated kinetic energy spectra using CS+RF solvers.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 25. Comparison of ILES (ILES-Roe and ILES-Rusanov) models and CS+RF (σ = 1.0 and σ = 0.4)
models at different resolutions for the RTI problem with single-mode perturbation showing the power
density spectra and compensated power density spectra; (a) power density spectra using ILES solvers;
(b) compensated power density spectra using ILES solvers; (c) power density spectra using CS+RF
solvers; (d) compensated power density spectra using CS+RF solvers.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 26. Comparison between ILES and CS+RF models for the RTI problem with single-mode
perturbation at different resolutions; (a) density-weighted spectra at 256 × 768 resolution;
(b) compensated density-weighted spectra at 256 × 768 resolution; (c) density-weighted spectra
at 1024 × 3072 resolution; (d) compensated density-weighted spectra at 1024 × 3072 resolution;
(e) density-weighted spectra at 4096 × 12288 resolution; (f) compensated density-weighted spectra at
4096 × 12288 resolution.
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5. Summary and Conclusions

In this paper, we put an effort to show the performance of a relaxation filtering approach
using central scheme (CS+RF) on resolving the flows resulting from Rayleigh–Taylor hydrodynamic
instability, and compare the simulation results with the results obtained by two common ILES-Riemann
solver schemes. To assess the performance of the solvers, we use the density field contours and different
spectra plots. We further analyze the resolution capacity of both CS+RF and ILES schemes as well
as the flow nature at high-resolution simulation using CS+RF and ILES schemes. To validate the
observations from the field plots, we use the statistical tools, i.e., kinetic energy and power density
spectra plots for both high and coarse resolutions which show consistency with the existing results
in the literature. In our investigation, we consider the two-dimensional RTI test problem with two
different initial conditions. From the simulation results of both cases, we come to this conclusion that
the CS+RF schemes capture more scales in the inertial subregion whereas the ILES schemes resolve
a wide range of scales in high wavenumber region. The ILES-Rusanov scheme is more dissipative
than the ILES-Roe scheme, and hence, the ILES-Roe scheme tends to deviate more from symmetry in
the spike of single-mode RTI case. On the other hand, it is also observed that the dissipation can be
controlled by σ parameter for CS+RF scheme which also affect the perturbation as well as the evolution
of the flow field. Furthermore, we observe that the kinetic energy spectra follow k−11/5 scaling law
for both multi-mode and single-mode RTI case whereas the power density spectra plots are seen to
be more align to k−7/5 line at different resolutions. Also, we observe a chaotic mixing at late-time
stage for single-mode RTI case at high resolution. It is because of the formation of secondary KH
instabilities at high-resolution simulation of single-mode RTI case. The higher numerical dissipation
due to the coarser resolution suppresses the formation of secondary instabilities which is the reason
behind the preservation of symmetry for our coarse-resolution simulation results. Overall, we believe
the study of relaxation filtering approach using CS will be a good contribution to the numerical study
of RTI-induced flows as well as for understanding the nature of the flow field with the evolution of
the instability.
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Abstract: One of the key factors in simulating realistic wall-bounded flows at high Reynolds numbers
is the selection of an appropriate turbulence model for the steady Reynolds Averaged Navier–Stokes
equations (RANS) equations. In this investigation, the performance of several turbulence models
was explored for the simulation of steady, compressible, turbulent flow on complex geometries
(concave and convex surface curvatures) and unstructured grids. The turbulence models considered
were the Spalart–Allmaras model, the Wilcox k-ω model and the Menter shear stress transport (SST)
model. The FLITE3D flow solver was employed, which utilizes a stabilized finite volume method
with discontinuity capturing. A numerical benchmarking of the different models was performed
for classical Computational Fluid Dynamic (CFD) cases, such as supersonic flow over an isothermal
flat plate, transonic flow over the RAE2822 airfoil, the ONERA M6 wing and a generic F15 aircraft
configuration. Validation was performed by means of available experimental data from the literature
as well as high spatial/temporal resolution Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS). For attached or mildly
separated flows, the performance of all turbulence models was consistent. However, the contrary was
observed in separated flows with recirculation zones. Particularly, the Menter SST model showed the
best compromise between accurately describing the physics of the flow and numerical stability.

Keywords: Navier–Stokes equations (RANS); Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS); turbulence models;
compressible flow

1. Introduction

Wall-bounded turbulent flows at high Reynolds numbers are mainly characterized by a wide range
of time and length scales (Pope [1]). In Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS), the full Navier–Stokes
(NS) equations are generally solved to capture all time scales and eddies in the flow. This is
an accurate approach that supplies extensive information, but it demands the use of a very fine
mesh, and significant computational resources, to properly capture features in the order of the
Kolmogorov scales [2]. Filtered Navier–Stokes equations, with an additional sub-grid scale stress
term, are employed in Large Eddy Simulation (LES), in which large scales or eddies are directly
resolved and the effects of the small scales are modeled [3]. The LES approach still requires high
mesh resolution in boundary layer flows, particularly, in the near-wall region. Furthermore, the use
of hybrid approaches (RANS-LES) to overcome the fine resolution needed in wall-bounded flows is
an emerging and promising area [4]; nevertheless, there is still much ground to cover for industrial
applications. From the perspective of performing turbulent industrial flow simulations, the workhorse
is still the use of the Reynolds Averaged Navier–Stokes equations (RANS), which are obtained by time
averaging the full NS equations. In this approach, almost the full power spectra of velocity fluctuations
and turbulent kinetic energy are modeled, while capturing the very large turbulent scales of low
frequencies. These equations require a model or closure to compute the Reynolds stresses, which arise
from the convective terms of the NS equations after applying the time averaging process. The selection
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of an appropriate turbulence model is crucial to accurately represent important physical aspects of
the flow, such as boundary layer separation and shock–boundary layer interaction [5]. Catalano and
Amato [5] tested five different turbulence models in 2D and 3D classical aerodynamic applications:
Spalart–Allmaras, Myong and Kasagi k-ε, Wilcox k-ω, Kok turbulent/non-turbulent (TNT), and Menter
SST, where k is the turbulent kinetic energy, ε is the turbulent dissipation and ω is the specific rate
of dissipation. They concluded that the Menter shear stress transport (SST) model exhibited the best
balance between the physical capabilities and the numerical robustness for the transonic and high-lift
flows explored. Knight et al. [6] performed a review of recent CFD simulations of shockwave turbulent
boundary layer interactions. In addition, Knight et al. [6] tested five different configurations: 2D
compression corner, 2D shock impingement, 2D expansion-compression corner, 3D single fin and
3D double fin in structured and unstructured grids by considering several two-equation turbulence
models. In general, they reported a fair agreement between RANS results to experiments, except
for heat transfer predictions of strong separated shock wave turbulent boundary layer interactions
where turbulence models still need to make some improvements. In addition, Manzari et al. [7]
successfully tested the k-ω turbulence model in 3D compressible flows on unstructured tetrahedral
grids. Furthermore, the use of multi-grid techniques for solution acceleration in 3D turbulent flows on
unstructured meshes constitutes a challenging problem [8].

In the present study, the one-equation Spalart–Allmaras model and the two-equation Wilcox k-ω
and Menter SST turbulence models were implemented within an innovative unstructured mesh finite
volume flow solver. We computed and validated not only global quantities (e.g., lift, drag and moment
coefficient) but also local and boundary layer parameters such as displacement/momentum thickness,
pressure coefficient, skin friction coefficient and streamwise velocity profiles. Consequently, this study
represents an extensive and thorough analysis of popular turbulence models in large scale systems at
experimental Reynolds numbers in compressible flows.

2. Governing Equations

The unsteady compressible Navier–Stokes equations are expressed, over a 3D domain Ω ⊂ �3

with closed surface Γ, in the integral form∫
Ω

∂Ui
∂t

dx +
∫

∂Ω
Fijnjdx =

∫
∂Ω

Gijnjdx, (1)

where�n = (n1, n2, n3) is the unit normal vector to Γ. In addition, the unknown vector of conservative
variables is expressed as

Ui =

⎡⎢⎣ ρ

ρui
ρε

⎤⎥⎦ (2)

where ρ is the fluid density, ui denotes the ith component of the velocity vector and ε is the specific
total energy and the inviscid and viscous flux vectors are expressed as

Fij =

⎡⎢⎣ ρuj
ρuiuj + pδij
ui(ρε + p)

⎤⎥⎦ Gij =

⎡⎢⎣ 0
τij

ukτkj − qj

⎤⎥⎦ (3)

respectively. The quantity

τij = −2
3

μ
∂uk
∂xk

δij + μ

(
∂ui
∂xj

+
∂uj

∂xi

)
, (4)

is the deviatoric stress tensor, where μ is the dynamic viscosity and δij is the Kronecker delta.
The quantity qj = −k∂T/∂xj is the heat flux, where k is the thermal conductivity and T is the
absolute temperature. The viscosity varies with temperature according to Sutherlands’s law and the
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Prandtl number is assumed to be constant and equal to 0.72. In addition, the medium is assumed to be
calorically perfect.

3. Solution Procedure

3.1. Hybrid Unstructured Mesh Generation

The computational domain was represented by an unstructured hybrid mesh for viscous problems.
The process of mesh generation began with the discretization of the domain boundary into a set of
triangular or quadrilateral meshes that satisfy a mesh control function specified by the user [9].
Additionally, the distribution of the mesh parameters [10], such as spacing, stretching and direction of
stretching, were described by a background mesh as well as point, line and planar sources. For viscous
flows, the boundary layers were generated using the advancing layer method [11] and the rest of the
computational domain was filled with tetrahedral elements using a Delaunay incremental Bowyer
Watson point insertion [12]. Hybrid unstructured meshes were constructed by merging certain elements
of this tetrahedral mesh in the boundary layers.

3.2. Spatial Discretization

The discretization of the governing equations can be performed in a number of different ways.
A computationally efficient approach was implemented, consisting on a cell vertex finite volume
method. This involved the identification of a dual mesh, with the medial dual being constructed
as an assembly of triangular facet, ΓK

I , where each facet was formed by connecting edge midpoints,
element and face centroids in the basic mesh, in such a way that only one node was contained within
each dual mesh cell. Hence, the dual mesh cells formed the control volumes for the finite volume
process. When hybrid meshes are employed, the method for constructing the median dual has to
be modified to ensure that no node lies outside its corresponding control volume. To perform the
numerical integration of the fluxes, a set of coefficients was calculated for each edge using the dual
mesh segment associated with the edge. The values of the internal edge coefficients, CI J

j , and the

boundary edge coefficients, DI J
j , are defined as follows,

CI J
j = ∑

K∈ΓI J

AΓK
I

nΓK
I

j , DI J
j = ∑

K∈ΓB
I J

AΓK
I

nΓK
I

j , (5)

where AΓK
I

is the area of facet ΓK
I , nΓK

I
j is the outward unit normal vector of the facet, ΓB

I J is the set of

dual mesh faces on the computational boundary touching the edge between nodes I and J and nΓK
I

j
denotes the normal of the facet in the outward direction of the computational domain. The numerical
integration of the fluxes over the dual mesh segment associated with an edge was performed by
assuming the flux to be constant, and equal to its approximated value at the midpoint of the edge,
i.e., a form of mid point quadrature. The calculation of a surface integral for the inviscid flux over the
control volume surface for node I is defined as follows,

∫
∂ΩI

Fjnjdx ≈ ∑
J∈ΛI

CI J
j

2

(
FI

j + F
J
j

)
+ ∑

J∈ΛB
I

DI J
j FI

j , (6)

where ΛI denotes the set of nodes connected to node I by an edge and ΛB
I denotes the set of nodes

connected to node I by an edge on the computational boundary. Thus, the last term is non-zero only in
a boundary node. Similar formula can be implemented for the viscous fluxes. The use of edge based
data structure has become widely used due to its efficiency in terms of memory and CPU requirements,
compared to the traditional element based data structure, especially in three dimensions.
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The resulting discretization is basically central difference in character. Therefore, the addition of
a stabilizing dissipation is required for practical flow simulations. This was achieved by replacing the
physical flux function by a consistent numerical flux function, such as the Jameson–Schmidt–Turkel
(JST) flux function [13] or the Harten–Lax–van Leer-Contact (HLLC) solver [14]. Discontinuity
capturing may be accomplished by the use of an additional harmonic term in regions of high pressure
gradients, identified by using a pressure switch.

3.3. Relaxation Scheme

The FLITE3D flow solver [15] can simulate both unsteady and steady problems. However, in this
investigation, a steady flow analysis was performed. Therefore, the relaxation scheme employed
consisted of a three-stage Runge–Kutta approach with local time stepping. The viscous and artificial
dissipation terms were only computed one time at every time step to reduce the computational
requirements of the scheme. The stability limit of this scheme or maximum CFL is 1.8, where CFL
is the Courant–Friedrich–Levy number. The local time step values for the momentum and energy
equations were computed based on inviscid and viscous term contributions [16]. Similarly, local time
steps were implemented for the solution of the corresponding transport equations of the turbulence
model approaches (either one- or two-equation models in the present study) with contributions of the
inviscid and viscous parts as well as a source term correction. More details can be found in [16].

4. Solver Parallelization

A parallel implementation of the flow solver was achieved by using the single program multiple
data concept in conjunction with standard Message Passing Interface (MPI) routines for message
passing. In the parallel implementation, at the start of each time step, the interface nodes of the
sub-domain with the lower number obtained contributions from the interface edges. These partially
updated nodal contributions were then broadcasted to the corresponding interface nodes in the
neighboring higher-number domains. A loop over the interior edges was followed by the receipt of
the interface nodal contributions and the subsequent updating of all nodal values. The procedure
was completed by sending the updated interface nodal values from the higher domain back to the
corresponding interface nodes of the lower domain. In addition, the computation and communication
processes took place concurrently. The employed approach was a global procedure in which the
agglomeration was performed across the parallel domain boundaries. Global agglomeration ensures
equivalence with a sequential approach for any number of domain, but increases the communication
load in the inner–grid mapping [8,16].

5. Turbulence Modeling in RANS

To obtain the compressible RANS equations, unsteady equations (Equation (1)) were averaged
in time to smooth the instantaneous turbulent fluctuations in the flow field, while still allowing the
capture of the time-dependency in the large time scales of interest. In many engineering problems,
this assumption is valid, but this averaging procedure breaks down if the time scale of the physical
phenomena of relevance is similar to that of the turbulence itself. For compressible flows, the density
weighted Favre averaging procedure is mostly employed [16]. The Favre averaging procedure applied
to Equations (1) generates the extra convective term:

τR
ij = −ρu′′

i u′′
j , (7)

which is the Favre averaged Reynolds stress tensor. The most straightforward approach is to associate
the unknown Reynolds stresses with the computed mean flow quantities by means of a turbulence
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model or closure. If the Boussinesq hypothesis is applied, this results in a linear relationship to the
mean flow strain tensor through the eddy viscosity μt [17],

τR
ij = μt

(
∂Ui
∂xj

+
∂Uj

∂xi
− 2

3
∂Uk
∂xk

δij

)
− 2

3
ρkδij, (8)

where k is the turbulent kinetic energy. The eddy viscosity depends on the velocity and the length scales
of the turbulent eddies, i.e., μt ∼ k1/2�, where � is the turbulence length scale. In this study, one- and
two-transport-equation models were considered, in which additional partial differential equations
were solved to describe the transport of the eddy viscosity. Consequently, nonlocal and history
effects on μt were taken into account. In the one-equation turbulence model of Spalart–Allmaras [18],
a combination of the turbulent scales, through the viscosity-like variable, ν̄, is obtained by solving
an empirical transport equation. Two-equation turbulence models are complete, because transport
equations are solved for both turbulent scales, i.e., the velocity and the length scale. The original
k-ω model [17] exhibits a freestream dependency of ω, which is generally not present in the k-ε
model. Menter [19] combined the advantages of both models by means of blending functions,
which permits the switching from k-ω, close to a wall, to k-ε, when approaching the edge of a boundary
layer. A further improvement by Menter [19] is a modification to the eddy viscosity, based on the
idea of the Johnson–King model, which establishes that the transport of the main turbulent shear
stresses is crucial in the simulations of strong Adverse Pressure Gradient (APG) flows. This new
approach is called the Menter shear–stress transport model (SST). In particular, the Menter SST
turbulence model is well-known for its good performance in boundary layer flows subjected to APG,
with eventual separation.

5.1. Turbulent Transport Equations

In this section, a brief description of the governing equations for the three turbulence models
is presented. The differential equations are presented in the normalized form. A convenient scaling
guarantees a unit order of all variables, which decreases round-off errors of calculations. The reader
is referred to Appendix B of Sørensen’s thesis [16] for the scaling and the normalized version
of momentum and energy equations employed in the present study; however, the normalization
symbol ∗ is dropped here for simplicity. Furthermore, the dimensionless Spalart–Allmaras transport
equation [18] is expressed as;

1
St∞

∂ν̃

∂t︸ ︷︷ ︸
transient term

+ Uj
∂ν̃

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
conv. term

= cb1[1 − fv1]Sν̃︸ ︷︷ ︸
production term

+
1

Re∞σ

{
∂

∂xj

[
(ν + ν̃)

∂ν̃

∂xj

]
+ cb2

∂ν̃

∂xj

∂ν̃

∂xj

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

diffusion term

− 1
Re∞

(
cw1 fw − cb1

κ2 ft2

)( ν̃

d

)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
dissipation term

+ Re∞ ft1(ΔU)2︸ ︷︷ ︸
transition term

,

(9)

In Equation (9), the normalized quantity ν̃ is related to the eddy viscosity by

μt = ρν̃
χ3

χ3 + c3
v1

, (10)

where ν is the molecular kinematic viscosity of the fluid, χ = ν̃/ν, and cv1 is equal to 7.1.
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Additionally, St∞ = U∞t/L and Re∞ = ρU∞L/μ∞ are the Strouhal and Reynolds numbers,
respectively; Uj represents the time Favre-averaged velocity; and μ∞ is the freestream dynamic
viscosity. The rest of the parameters and constants are defined as follows:

S = |ω|+ ν̃

Re∞κ2d2 fv2, (11)

fv2 = 1 − χ

1 + χ fv1
, (12)

fω = g

(
1 + c6

w3

g6 + c6
w3

) 1
6

, (13)

g = r + cw2r
(

r5 − 1
)

, (14)

r = min
(

ν̃

Re∞Sκ2d2 , 10
)

, (15)

ft2 = ct3exp(−ct4χ2), (16)

ft1 = ct1gtexp
[
−ct2

ω2
t

(ΔU)2

(
d2 + g2

t d2
t

)]
, (17)

gt = min
(

0.1,
ΔU

ωtΔx

)
, (18)

where |ω| is the vorticity magnitude, d is the distance from a given point to the nearest wall, cb1 = 0.1355,
σ = 2/3, cb2 = 0.622, κ = 0.41, cω1 = cb1/κ2 + (1 + cb2)/σ, cω2 = 0.3, cω3 = 2, ct1 = 1, ct2 = 2, ct3 = 1.1,
and ct4 = 2. Moreover, the variable ΔU is the difference in velocity between the point and the
associated trigger point, dt indicates the closest distance to such a trigger point or curve, ωt is the
vorticity magnitude at the associated trigger point, and Δx is the surface grid spacing at this point.
The convective term is conveniently rewritten in conservative form,

Uj
∂ν̃

∂xj
=

∂(Ujν̃)

∂xj
− ν̃

∂Uj

∂xj
, (19)

which introduces an extra source term. Nevertheless, the contribution of this source term is
negligible [20]; thus, it is ignored in the present formulation.

Furthermore, the corresponding normalized transport equations in the Wilcox k-ω model [17]
for the turbulent kinetic energy, k, and the specific dissipation rate, ω, in compressible flows read
as follows:

1
St∞

∂(ρk)
∂t︸ ︷︷ ︸

transient term

+
∂(ρUjk)

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
conv. term

= τij
∂Uj

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
production term

− βkρωk︸ ︷︷ ︸
dissipation term

+
1

Re∞

∂

∂xj

[(
μ +

μt

σk

)
∂k
∂xj

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

diffusion term

(20)

1
St∞

∂(ρω)

∂t︸ ︷︷ ︸
transient term

+
∂(ρUjω)

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
conv. term

= α
ω

k
τij

∂Uj

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
production term

− βωρω2︸ ︷︷ ︸
dissipation term

+
1

Re∞

∂

∂xj

[(
μ +

μt

σω

)
∂ω

∂xj

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

diffusion term

, (21)

where βk = 0.09, βω = 3/40, σk = 2, σω = 2 and α = 5/9. The normalized eddy viscosity is defined as:

μt = Re∞ρk/ω. (22)
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In the Menter SST model for the ω equation, an extra term is considered in Equation (21), which
is called the cross-diffusion term,

2(1 − F1)
ρσω2

ω

∂k
∂xj

∂ω

∂xj︸ ︷︷ ︸
cross-diffusion term

, (23)

where σω2 = 0.856. F1 is a blending function defined as,

F1 = tanh

{[
min

(
max

( √
k

βkωy
,

500ν

y2ωRe∞

)
,

4ρσω2k
CDkωy2

)]}
, (24)

and

CDkω = max

(
2ρσω2

ω

∂k
∂xj

∂ω

∂xj
, 10−10

)
. (25)

Thus, the blending function F1 generates values close to one far from the wall (k-ε model) and
almost zero values near the edge of the boundary layer (k-ω model). More details can be found in [19].
The main differences of Menter SST equations with respect to the Wilcox k-ω equations [17] can be
summarized as follows: (i) the consideration of a cross-diffusion term in the ω equation (k-ε model),
which makes the model insensitive to the freestream boundary condition of ω; (ii) the implementation
of a stress limiter for the maximum value of ω as well as a production limiter to impede the build-up
of turbulence in stagnation zones; and (iii) the application of a blending function to compute the
corresponding constants of the k-ε and k-ω models.

5.2. Discretization of the Turbulent Transport Equations

The turbulence model equations involve the solution of partial differential equations, which are
discretized in a similar manner as the governing equations of the flow. Nevertheless, to avoid
instabilities from the convective term, a first order upwind discretization was used plus the addition
of a term to introduce adequate dissipation for stabilization purposes:

∫
∂ΩI

Uj tu nj dx ≈ ∑
J∈ΛI

CI J
j

2

(
UI

j tuI + UJ
j tuJ

)
−
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j

UJ
j tuJ − UI

j tuI

tuJ − tuI

⎞⎠ (tuJ − tuI)+

∑
J∈ΛB

I

DI J
j FI

j ,
(26)

where tu stands for turbulence unknowns (ν̃, k and ω). Furthermore, the volume integrals were
calculated using the midpoint rule and the gradients appearing in the model were calculated as follows:∫

ΩI

∂Ui
∂xj

dx =
∫

∂ΩI

Ui nj dx, (27)

Equation (27) in discrete form reads,

∂Ui
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2
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DI J
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i

⎤⎦ , (28)

where VI is the volume of the control volume. Equations (27) and (28) are expressed only for the
velocity but can be applied to any flow parameter. The second-order diffusion term was calculated
using the compact stencil form according to Equation (3.38) in [16], where the gradient along the edges
are evaluated by means of the compact finite difference scheme.
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6. Initial and Boundary Conditions

Generally speaking, all run tests were started from freestream conditions. Due to the similarity of
the two-equation models, the steady solution by the Wilcox k-ω model was used as starting condition
for the Menter SST model to save computational resources. The boundary conditions for the flow
parameters (i.e., velocity, density and total energy) are discussed in [15]. In this section, focus is given
to the corresponding boundary conditions of the turbulence variables. Furthermore, the boundary
conditions employed in this investigation were classified as: solid wall, inflow, outflow, symmetry and
engine boundaries.

6.1. Solid Wall Boundary

In the Spalart–Allmaras model, the eddy viscosity was set to zero since no velocity fluctuations
were present at such locations. Similarly, the turbulent kinetic energy, k, was assigned a zero value
at the wall. The specific dissipation rate, ω, did not possess a natural boundary condition at the
wall. However, based on the asymptotic solution given by Wilcox [17], the following value for ω was
prescribed according to the implemented normalization:

ωo =
6νw

βy2
wReL

, (29)

where νw is the laminar kinematic viscosity at the wall, β is a constant (= 3/40), yw is the local first
off-wall point and ReL is the Reynolds number.

6.2. Inflow and Outflow Boundaries

In the Spalart–Allmaras turbulence model, the independent variable, ν̃, was set to ten percent
of the laminar viscosity at the inflow and outflow. In a similar way and based on recommendations
by Spalart and Rumsey [21], the following values for k∞/U2

∞ and ω∞/(U∞/L) were adopted in the
two-equation turbulence models at these boundaries: 1 × 10−6 and 5, respectively.

6.3. Symmetry Boundary

A symmetry condition is defined as a boundary where the normal velocity component is zero,
being the density and total energy normal derivative zero, as well. Furthermore, a symmetry condition
can also be compared to an inviscid wall (streamline). Hence, the turbulent eddy viscosity was
set to zero at this location in turbulence models. If the configuration of the problem possesses a
symmetry plane, this represents a very convenient way to significantly reduce the computational
resources required.

6.4. Engine Boundary

Some test cases in the present study considered jet engines, such as the F15 aircraft. The internal
parts of the engines were assumed to be outside the computational domain. Therefore, it was necessary
to prescribe the corresponding boundary conditions at the engine inlets and outlets. For engine inlets,
the mass flow, me, is defined as follows:

me = −
∫

Γe
ρujne

j dx, (30)

where Γe is the inlet engine surface and ne
j is the corresponding unit normal. Furthermore,

the independent variables of the turbulence model equations were prescribed fixed values at engine
inlets and outlets. In general, freestream values for the turbulence variables were set at the engine
inflow and outflow.
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7. Results and Discussion

The Spalart–Allmaras, Wilcox k-ω and Menter SST turbulence models were implemented in the
FLITE3D flow solver [15]. The results of classical aerodynamic test cases are presented in this section.

7.1. Supersonic Flat Plate

Although the flat plate shows a very simple geometry without a streamwise pressure gradient,
it is very appropriate to evaluate the performance of any turbulence model due to the extensive
experimental data, theoretical/empirical correlations and high-resolution numerical data available
from the literature. In this study, a supersonic flat plate at a freestream Mach number, M∞, equal to
2 was computed. The Reynolds number, based on the streamwise x-coordinate was 1 × 107 per unit
length. The computational domain dimensions shown in Figure 1a were 10.4 m × 0.78 m × 0.78 m
along the x-streamwise, y-vertical and z-spanwise directions, respectively. The boundary layer
thickness by the end of the flat plate was δre f ≈ 0.06 m, therefore, the computational box in terms of
the reference boundary layer thickness was 173δre f × 13δre f × 13δre f . Hence, the computational box
was wide enough to eliminate any influence from the lateral faces on the flow statistics. Furthermore,
numerical results shown here were taken from the vicinity of the central longitudinal plane, far from
lateral surfaces. Additionally, the height of the computational domain was sufficient (∼ 13δre f ) to
allow a natural streamwise developing of the turbulent boundary layer without interference of the top
boundary condition. The hybrid mesh consisted of 1.1 million tetrahedral and 0.5 million prismatic
elements. The boundary layer consisted of 24 layers with the closest point to the wall located at
a distance of approximately y+ ≈ 0.7 in wall units. A close-up of the boundary layer elements can be
observed in Figure 1b. A region with a bottom symmetry condition was imposed upstream of the flat
plate leading edge. Downstream of the flat plate (where the no-slip condition was assumed for the
velocity field), a freestream condition was prescribed. Similarly, at inflow, outflow and top surfaces,
freestream values were imposed. An isothermal wall condition Was assumed for the temperature field
with a wall to freestream temperature ratio (Tw/T∞) equal to 1.75. This was a 3D case with a symmetry
condition assumed in lateral faces. Iso-contours of the turbulent kinetic energy, k∗ = k/U2

∞, are
shown in Figure 1c) from the Menter SST model. The starting and ending points of the flat plate were
represented by two cross-sectional YZ cutting planes. The full X−length of the flat plate was about
87δre f . Figure 1c presents the natural evolution of k∗ in the direction of the flow, which was mainly
responsible for triggering turbulence.

Figure 2 shows the streamwise variation of the skin friction coefficient, Cf , as a function of
Rex. Generally speaking, the corresponding values obtained by Spalart–Allmaras, Wilcox k-ω and
Menter SST turbulence models depicted an excellent agreement with theoretical correlations from
White [22] and Schlichting [23], particularly by the end of the flat plate. However, the Menter SST
model exhibited a shorter transition and the Cf profile quickly tended to realistic fully-turbulent
values downstream from the leading edge. Additionally, Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS) data
from Araya and Jansen [24] are also included for a supersonic isothermal flat plate (Tw/T∞ = 2.25) at
a freestream Mach number, M∞, of 2.5 and low Reynolds numbers. Again, the Menter SST turbulence
model exhibited a good agreement of Cf with high spatial/temporal numerical results. Generally
speaking, the mean streamwise velocity along the boundary layer followed the DNS profile of Araya
and Jansen [24] and the 1/7 power-law distribution in the outer region (i.e., y/δ > 0.1), as shown in
Figure 3a for Rex = 3.4 × 107. Nevertheless, all velocity profiles computed from turbulence models
depicted some deviations in the inner region (where the 1/7 power law did not work properly)
from the DNS profile. The thermal boundary layer plays a crucial role in the transport phenomena
of compressible wall-bounded flows; consequently, its accurate understanding and modeling are
very important. In other words, the coupled behavior of the velocity and thermal field should be
properly represented. In Figure 3b, the computed temperature distributions, T/T∞, as a function
of the mean streamwise velocity, U/U∞, are plotted at a streamwise station where Rex = 3.4 × 107.
For comparison, the theoretical Crocco–Busemann relation (see page 502 in White [22]) is also included.
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The Crocco–Busemann relation assumes a linear variation of the total enthalpy across the boundary
layer in zero pressure gradient with a unitary turbulent Prandtl number. Furthermore, present RANS
thermal profiles showed good agreement with the quadratic Crocco–Busemann relationship. It is
worth mentioning that the Crocco–Busemann relation is a function of the local wall-temperature;
therefore, a slightly different theoretical profile was obtained for each turbulence model.

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 1. Mesh schematic (a); close-up of the near wall region (b); and iso-contours of turbulent kinetic
energy from Menter SST (c) in the supersonic flat plate.

Figure 2. Skin friction coefficient as a function of Rex.
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(a) (b)

Figure 3. Mean streamwise velocity (a); and temperature distribution (b) in the supersonic flat plate.

7.2. Transonic RAE 2822 Airfoil

This evaluation test consisted on the simulation of steady turbulent transonic flow around the
RAE2822 airfoil, which is the standard test Case 9 [25] for turbulence modeling. The freestream
Mach number was M∞ = 0.73, the Reynolds number was 6.5 × 106 and the angle of attack was
α = 2.79◦. This problem was solved using a 3D hybrid and unstructured mesh. The mesh consisted
of 4.2 million tetrahedral elements, 1.9 million prismatic elements and 2 thousand pyramid elements.
The total number of elements was approximately 6.1 million. The boundary layer consisted of 40 layers
with the closest point to the wall located at a distance of y/c = 0.5 × 10−6 or approximately y+ ≈ 0.1–0.4
in wall units.

Table 1 shows the computed values of lift, drag and moment coefficients for the Spalart–Allmaras,
Wilcox k-ω and Menter SST turbulence models, together with experimental data from the AGARD
AR–138 report [25] and other numerical simulations in 2D and structured meshes [26,27]. In Table 1,
N/A stands for Not Available. For this simulation case, all turbulence models produced values
of CL within 11 lift counts (1 lift count = 0.001) with respect to experiments by Cook et al. [25].
Similarly, the predicted total drag coefficients, CD total , showed good agreement with experiments with
a maximum discrepancy of 1.5 drag counts (1 drag count = 0.0001), at most, for the Menter SST model;
nevertheless, it generated the most accurate moment coefficient at 25% of the chord, Cm 25%.

Table 1. Lift, drag and moment coefficients in RAE2822.

SA k-ω SST Exp. [25] Num. [26] Num. [27]

CL 0.801 0.811 0.792 0.803 0.794 − 0.824 0.824
CD total 0.0175 0.0178 0.0182 0.0168 0.0164 − 0.0165 0.0165

CD f riction 0.0054 0.0054 0.0064 N/A 0.0054 − 0.0055 0.0055
Cm 25% −0.1121 −0.1144 −0.1099 −0.099 −0.0874 N/A

In general, the three models are in good agreement with the experimental results and other
simulation values, as shown in Table 1. Furthermore, the pressure (Cp) and skin friction (Cf ) coefficients
are depicted in Figure 4, together with the corresponding experimental data from the AGARD AR–138
report [25]. The predicted values of Cp in the upper surface looked very similar in all turbulence models.
The weak shock at x/c ≈ 0.05 was not fully captured by turbulence models with discrepancies in the
order of 9% in peaks of Cp. Downstream, a quasi-zero pressure gradient zone with almost constant
values of Cp and about half-chord in length was observed. The second and stronger shock located at
x/c ≈ 0.55 was accurately captured by all models. Perhaps, the Menter SST slightly separated from the
experimental values by the end of the shock (i.e., x/c ≈ 0.57). The strong shock was characterized by
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a sharp increase of wall pressure. The presence of a very strong APG induced a small flow separation
zone, which is discussed below. Beyond this zone of “pockets” with supersonic flow, the wall pressure
kept increasing towards the trailing edge, but at a moderate rate. In addition, the numerical predictions
of Cp on the lower surface were almost identical to the experimental values given by all turbulence
models. The skin friction coefficient is defined as Cf =

τw
1/2ρeU2

e
, where τw is the wall shear stress, and ρe

and Ue are the density and velocity at the edge of the boundary layer, respectively. From the results
in Figure 4b, it was inferred that the closest values to experiments were produced by the Menter
SST model in the upper side, particularly at the strong shock location (i.e., x/c ≈ 0.55). Furthermore,
the Spalart–Allmaras and Wilcox k-ω models were observed to perform similarly; however, the Wilcox
k-ω was the only turbulence model that predicted a shock-induced separation due to the presence of
a very strong APG, with a small recirculating zone around 0.55 < x/c < 0.60, as shown in Figure 4b.
All models slightly underpredicted the experimental value of the skin friction on the lower surface.
Figure 5 shows iso-contours of the Mach number for the Wilcox k-ω model. This transonic regime
was characterized by the formation of regions or “pockets" with supersonic flow. Since the flow must
return to its freestream conditions by the time of reaching the trailing edge, this caused the formation
of a strong shock by x/c ≈ 0.55 where subsonic flow was observed beyond that point.

During the mesh generation, a good resolution was ensured by clustering the first-off wall point
well inside the linear viscous layer (i.e., y+ < 4) to accurately predict the skin friction coefficient.
Accordingly, the distance distribution of the first off-wall point in wall units, Δz+w , along the RAE2822
airfoil and based on the Menter SST model is shown in Figure 6 together with the airfoil coordinates
in the right vertical axis. It can be seen that Δz+w was around 0.4 in the vicinity of the leading edge
for the lower surface; however, Δz+w was lower than 0.1 in the upper surface, where the flow faced
more complex pressure changes. Consequently, the high spatial resolution of the employed mesh was
demonstrated. In Figure 7, profiles of the mean streamwise velocity downstream of the strong shock in
the upper surface (i.e., at x/c = 0.65 and 0.75) are depicted. Notice that the mean streamwise velocity
was normalized by the local velocity at the edge of the boundary layer, Ue. In general, for velocity
profiles shown in Figure 7a,b, the Menter SST model produced the most accurate velocity profiles
of the three turbulence models tested in this study, when compared to experimental values from
Cook et al. [25]. It is interesting to point out that both velocity profiles at x/c = 0.65 and 0.75 were
located in a zone of very strong APG or increasing pressure, as shown in Figure 4a. Furthermore,
the Shear Stress Transport (SST) formulation by Menter [19] focused on improving the performance of
this turbulence model in adverse pressure gradient flows. Thus, the results depicted in Figure 7a,b
support the previous statement. In addition, the corresponding displacement thickness, δ∗, momentum
thickness, θ∗, and, shape factor H (= δ∗/θ∗) were computed at these stations. These integral boundary
layer parameters (i.e., δ∗ and θ∗) are defined as follows for compressible flows,

δ∗ =
∫ δ

0

(
1 − ρU

ρeUe

)
dz, (31)

θ∗ =
∫ δ

0

ρU
ρeUe

(
1 − U

Ue

)
dz, (32)

where subscripts e stands for values at the edge of the boundary layer. In Table 2, the computed
values of δ∗, θ∗ and H are exhibited for the three turbulence models together with experimental
data from Cook et al. [25]. Furthermore, it was established that the three models analyzed in this
investigation gave a similar level of accuracy on the calculation of the boundary layer parameters;
nevertheless, the Menter SST was slightly superior to the other models with an average discrepancy
of 5% with respect to experiments. In addition, the knowledge of the shape factor, H, in turbulent
flows is important in assessing how strongly the APG is imposed. In fact, the higher is the value of
H, the stronger is the APG. Similarly, it is well known that any flow subjected to strong deceleration
is prone to separation, where most of the turbulence models find enormous difficulties. In this
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opportunity, we picked up two stations in the RAE2822 airfoil (i.e., x/c = 0.65 and 0.75) with strong
APG or high shape factors. The idea was to evaluate the performance of the turbulence models in
extreme conditions. Generally speaking, the Menter SST model showed the best performance in
describing the physics of the flow subjected to strong APG.

Table 2. Boundary layer parameters at x/c = 0.65 and 0.75 in the RAE2822 airfoil.

Location Parameter SA k-ω SST Exp. [25]

x/c = 0.65
δ∗ 0.004782 0.005029 0.005304 0.004956
θ∗ 0.001816 0.001794 0.002010 0.002043
H 2.633 2.803 2.638 2.426

x/c = 0.75
δ∗ 0.006571 0.006630 0.007276 0.006884
θ∗ 0.003032 0.003013 0.003204 0.002999
H 2.167 2.201 2.271 2.296

(a) (b)

Figure 4. Pressure (a); and skin friction (b) coefficient in the RAE2822 airfoil.

Figure 5. Iso-contours of Mach number (Wilcox k-ω model).
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Figure 6. Distance distribution of the first off-wall point in wall units along the RAE airfoil for the
Menter SST model.

(a) x/c = 0.65 (b) x/c = 0.75

Figure 7. Mean streamwise velocity distribution in the RAE2822 airfoil.

7.3. ONERA M6 Wing

The third test case considered the simulation of the flow over the ONERA M6 wing [28],
where the freestream Mach number was M∞ = 0.84, the angle of attack was α = 3.06◦ and the Reynolds
number based on the mean geometric chord was 1.2 × 107. The hybrid mesh employed consisted of
6.3 million tetrahedral elements, 2.5 million prisms and 11.6 thousand pyramids. The surface mesh
consisted of 1.1 million triangular elements. The mesh had 35 viscous layers and the first off-wall point
was located at y+ ≈ 0.4 in wall units.

The values of lift and drag coefficient for the Spalart–Allmaras, Wilcox k-ω and Menter SST
turbulence models are shown in Table 3 together with numerical results from Le Moigne and Qin [29]
and Nielsen and Anderson [30]. A maximum of nine lift counts deviation in the lift coefficient CL
between the three turbulence models was observed. In addition, a maximum of 14 drag counts
difference in the drag coefficient CD was computed, of which nine drag counts were due to the
friction contribution to the drag coefficient. Furthermore, the present numerical results of lift and drag
coefficients are in good agreement with numerical values by Le Moigne and Qin [29] and Nielsen
and Anderson [30], who employed the Baldwin–Lomax and Spalart–Allmaras turbulence model,
respectively. The pressure coefficient profiles Cp at different sections across the wing span are depicted
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in Figure 8. All three models captured reasonably well the corresponding location of both shocks at
each wing span section, given by abrupt modifications on Cp. The most significant discrepancies were
observed at y/(b/2) = 0.8, where none of the three models were able to appropriately represent the
shock within 0.25 < x/c < 0.35. However, a similar behavior of the Spalart–Allmaras and Wilcox
k-ω turbulence models at y/(b/2) = 0.8 was reported by Huang et al. [31], Jakirlić et al. [32] and
Nielsen and Anderson [30]. The skin friction coefficient Cf is plotted in Figure 9 at spanwise stations
y/(b/2) = 0.9 and 0.95. These figures show the good agreement among all turbulence models about
the location of the flow separation point x/c ∼ 0.25 and 0.2 for y/(b/2) = 0.9 and 0.95, respectively.
The downstream recovery of Cf was different in all turbulence models, with the Wilcox k-ω and Menter
SST turbulence models predicting similar reattachment lengths and Spalart–Allmaras producing the
largest reattachment length. The Menter SST model induced higher values for the skin friction
downstream of the reattachment point, which was consistent with the largest values of CD f riction
shown in Table 3.

(a) y/(b/2) = 0.2 (b) y/(b/2) = 0.44

(c) y/(b/2) = 0.65 (d) y/(b/2) = 0.8

Figure 8. Cont.
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(e) y/(b/2) = 0.9 (f) y/(b/2) = 0.95

Figure 8. Pressure coefficient distributions in the ONERA M6 wing at α = 3.06◦.

(a) y/(b/2) = 0.9 (b) y/(b/2) = 0.95

Figure 9. Skin friction distribution in the ONERA M6 wing at α = 3.06◦.

Table 3. Lift and drag coefficients in ONERA M6 wing at α = 3.06◦.

Aerodynamic Coeff. SA k-ω SST Num. [29] Num. [30]

CL 0.260 0.262 0.253 0.270 0.253
CD total 0.0175 0.0179 0.0189 0.0174 0.0168

CD f riction 0.0048 0.0051 0.0057 0.0050 N/A

Figure 10 shows iso-surfaces of negative streamwise velocities normalized by the freestream
velocity U∞. The recirculating flow bubble in dark blue (identified by a white circle) predicted by
the Spalart–Allmaras model was slightly larger than that of predicted by the Menter SST model.
Iso-contours of the streamwise velocity, normalized by the freestream velocity U∞, are depicted in
Figure 11 in Menter SST at y/(b/2) = 0.9, where a strong shock wave can be clearly observed around
x/c ∼ 0.25 of the upper surface. Furthermore, the interaction of this shock with the turbulent boundary
layer provoked a recirculating zone represented by the dark blue area.
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(a) Spalart–Allmaras (b) Menter SST

Figure 10. Iso-surfaces of streamwise velocity over the upper surface in the ONERA M6 wing at
α = 3.06◦ (flow from left to right).

(a)

(b)

Figure 11. Iso-contours of streamwise velocity in Menter SST at y/(b/2) = 0.9 (a) and zoom over the
leading edge (b) in the ONERA M6 wing at α = 3.06◦ (flow from right to left).
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7.4. Generic F15 Aircraft Configuration

The last example corresponds to a generic F15 aircraft configuration, which represents a very
complex and challenging geometry for CFD simulations with concave and convex surface curvatures.
The freestream Mach number was M∞ = 0.9, the Reynolds number, based on the airplane length
(Lx ∼ 18 m), was 3.58 × 108 and the angle of attack was five degrees. The hybrid mesh consisted of
12.5 million nodes and 49 million elements (36 million tetrahedra, 12.7 million prisms and 48.5 thousand
pyramids). Due to the spanwise symmetry nature of the problem, only half of the model was used
for the simulation. In Figure 12a, the employed surface mesh is plotted by mirroring the half-aircraft
grid across the symmetry plane. In addition, details of the viscous layers can be seen by means of the
cut plane at x/Lx ≈ 0.67 in Figure 12b. Additionally, the boundary layer was made of 44 layers and
the first off-wall point was prescribed at 1 × 10−5 m, which ensured that the location of this point
was in the linear viscous layer for an accurate skin friction computation. A great deal of thought
was given to the design of all computational meshes and dimensions in the present study to ensure
grid-independent numerical results. The selected mesh spacing distribution, shown in this section,
was the result of grid convergence study that was carried out to obtain grid independent results.
The numerical simulations were run on 128 processors. Table 4 shows the lift coefficient, CL, and the
drag coefficient, CD, for each turbulence model. The numerical results of CL obtained by the three
turbulence models were consistent with a maximum difference of seven lift counts. Furthermore,
the largest discrepancy observed in the CD coefficient was 24 drag counts between the Menter SST and
Wilcox k-ω turbulence models.

Table 4. Lift and drag coefficients in F15 aircraft at α = 5.0◦.

Aerodynamic Coeff. Spalart–Allmaras Wilcox k-ω Menter SST

CL 0.181 0.174 0.175
CD total 0.0397 0.0374 0.0398

In Figure 13a, iso-contours of the pressure coefficient Cp over the entire F15 aircraft configuration
are depicted. Strong shock waves were observed on the canopy over the cock pit, leading edge of
wings and between the vertical tails. The cut plane in Figure 13b at x/Lx ≈ 0.67 depicted high values
of Cp toward the wing tip. In addition, a top view of iso-contours of Cp are shown in Figure 14.
The value of the pressure coefficient at four points (labeled as I–IV in Figure 14) were compared with
flight and wind tunnel data from Webb et al. [33], as shown in Figure 15. In general, the present
numerical results are in good agreement with the experimental wind tunnel data. Furthermore, it can
be noticed that the pressure coefficients given by the Menter SST model showed a better match with
experimental data than those calculated by Spalart–Allmaras and Wilcox k-ω models. In addition,
the most significant discrepancies of the numerical results of Cp with experiments were found in the
region 0.3 < x/Lx < 0.5, just above the turbine intake. The discrepancy can be attributed to the
difference between the estimated engine mass flow prescribed and the used engine mass flow during
the flight test. This was emphasized by the significant scattering between the experimental data (in
flight and wind tunnel), particularly, at Points I and II. In this zone, the different turbulence models
predicted different separation regions, which are discussed below. Hence, this resulted in different
local flow patterns that induced different pressure coefficients.
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(a) Front view of the whole grid configuration. (b) Cross-sectional cut at x/Lx ≈ 0.67.

Figure 12. Surface mesh in the F15 aircraft configuration.

(a) Whole F15 aircraft configuration. (b) Cross-sectional cut at x/Lx ≈ 0.67.

Figure 13. Iso-contours of the pressure coefficient in the F15 aircraft configuration (Cp range of color
contour as in Figure 14).

Figure 14. Iso-contours of pressure coefficient in the upper surface of the F15 aircraft.
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Figure 15. Variation of the pressure coefficient in the top surface along x/Lx of F15 aircraft for present
numerical data (open symbols) experimental data (closed symbols).

The skin friction coefficient Cf at a spanwise location of y = 1m or y/Ly = 0.15, where Ly = 6.52 m
is the semi-span length of the aircraft, is plotted in Figure 16. The study of the drag coefficient due
to friction showed that this section had the largest discrepancy between the three turbulence models,
as observed in Figure 16a. Figure 16b indicates that the Wilcox k-ω model predicted two separation
bubbles at x/Lx ≈ 0.325 and 0.36, respectively, while the other two models predicted a single separated
region (i.e., at x/Lx ≈ 0.35) with the Menter SST predicting a much larger separation region than
that computed by the Spalart–Allmaras model. Furthermore, the iso-contours of streamwise velocity
(normalized by the freestream velocity U∞) by the Menter SST model, as shown in Figure 17, indicated
the presence of a lengthy recirculation zone with negative values of the velocity above the turbine
intake, given by the shock wave-boundary layer interaction.

(a) (b)

Figure 16. Skin friction coefficient in the upper surface of F15 at y/Ly = 0.15 (a); and zoom of the
separated flow zone (b).
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Figure 17. Iso-contours of the streamwise velocity at y/Ly = 0.15 (flow from right to left).

Figures 18 and 19 show the pressure coefficients on the upper and lower surfaces of the wing
at two different spanwise locations, y/Ly = 0.36 and 0.59, respectively. In addition, the vertical
coordinates, z, of the local profile are represented by the vertical axis on the right. It is shown in
Figure 18a that, at y/Ly = 0.36, the Cp profiles predicted by the three turbulence models showed
similar upper peak values in the vicinity of the leading edge, i.e., Cp ≈ −1. Hence, it can be concluded
that the pressure difference between the surface static pressure to the freestream static pressure was
equal to the freestream dynamic pressure in absolute value at this location. On the other hand,
the Wilcox k-ω model predicted a stronger second shock wave located at x/Lx ≈ 0.7. In the lower side,
a moderate APG zone was observed in 0.55 < x/Lx < 0.6, as shown in Figure 18b, followed by a nearly
ZPG region. Furthermore, Figure 19a shows similar peak values of Cp in the upper surface and close to
the leading edge at station y/Ly = 0.59 by all three turbulence models. However, the Spalart–Allmaras
model predicted a much stronger second shock located further downstream of the leading edge (at
x/Lx ≈ 0.7) than those predicted by the Menter SST and Wilcox k-ω model. All turbulence models
exhibited similar Cp distributions in the lower surface, as shown in Figure 19b.

(a) (b)

Figure 18. Pressure coefficients of F15 in the upper (a) and lower (b) surfaces at y/Ly = 0.35.
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(a) (b)

Figure 19. Pressure coefficients of F15 in the upper (a) and lower (b) surfaces at y/Ly = 0.59.

8. Conclusions

An assessment of three popular turbulent models was performed in 3D aerodynamic cases.
The FLITE3D flow solver, in conjugation with the Spalart–Allmaras, the Wilcox k-ω and the Menter
SST turbulence models, was applied to the supersonic flat plate, RAE2822 airfoil, ONERA M6 wing,
and F15 aircraft.

The Menter SST model exhibited a short developing section in the supesonic flat plate downstream
of the edge. The transonic RAE2822 airfoil possessed a strong shock–boundary layer interaction
with an induced separation. The ONERA M6 wing exhibited a very complex flow phenomena
such as double shocks, strong APG and streamline curvature effects. In addition, the computed
global lift and drag coefficients (CL and CD) over the F15 aircraft by all turbulence models were very
consistent; however, local pressure coefficients by the Menter SST model were in better agreement
with experimental values in [33].

Generally speaking, numerical results have been very consistent for the three turbulence models.
For attached flows or middle separated flows, there was not a clear superiority of the two-equation
turbulence models over the one-equation Spalart–Allmaras model. However, the contrary was
observed in separated flows with recirculation zones. Particularly, the Menter SST model showed
the best compromise between accurately describing the physics of the flow and numerical stability.
The Shear Stress Transport (SST) formulation might be the reason for this. Future investigation will
focus on unsteady flow simulations. This could be more appropriate in realistically capturing the
complex turbulent structures governed by shock-boundary layer interactions and highly-separated
flows; in particular, at the transonic regime.
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Abstract: The role of baroclinicity, which arises from the misalignment of pressure and density
gradients, is well-known in the vorticity equation, yet its role in the kinetic energy budget has never
been obvious. Here, we show that baroclinicity appears naturally in the kinetic energy budget
after carrying out the appropriate scale decomposition. Strain generation by pressure and density
gradients, both barotropic and baroclinic, also results from our analysis. These two processes underlie
the recently identified mechanism of “baropycnal work”, which can transfer energy across scales in
variable density flows. As such, baropycnal work is markedly distinct from pressure-dilatation into
which the former is implicitly lumped in Large Eddy Simulations. We provide numerical evidence
from 10243 direct numerical simulations of compressible turbulence. The data shows excellent
pointwise agreement between baropycnal work and the nonlinear model we derive, supporting our
interpretation of how it operates.

Keywords: multiscale; energy transfer; cascade; turbulence; variable density flow; baroclinic vortex
generation

1. Introduction

Energy transfer across length scales is one of the defining characteristics of turbulent flows,
the subject of which fits well under the “Multiscale Turbulent Transport” theme of this special issue
in Fluids. In constant density canonical turbulence, the only pathway for transferring energy across
scales is deformation work [1,2], which we represent below by Π. This is often referred to as the
turbulence production term in the turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) budget within the Reynolds averaging
decomposition [3] or the spectral flux within the Fourier decomposition [4–6]. Deformation work
gives rise to the cascade in incompressible turbulence, which is largely believed to operate by vortex
stretching in 3-dimensions [1,7–10], an idea which may be traced back to Taylor [11,12].

Recent studies [13–18] have shown that in the presence of density variations, such as in
compressible turbulence, there exists another pathway across scales called “baropycnal work”,
represented by Λ below. In the traditional formulation of the compressible Large Eddy Simulation
(LES) equations [19–22], which are essentially a coarse-graining decomposition of scales, Λ is almost
always implicitly lumped with P∇·u, where P is pressure and u is velocity and treated as a large scale
(resolved) pressure-dilatation which does not require modeling. Reference [15] argued that baropycnal
work, Λ, is more similar in nature to deformation work, Π, in that it involves large-scales interacting
with small-scales thereby allowing it to transfer energy across scales. As such, it is fundamentally
distinct from pressure dilatation which involves only large-scales and cannot transfer energy directly
across scales.

Fluids 2019, 4, 92; doi:10.3390/fluids4020092 www.mdpi.com/journal/fluids109
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In this work, we shall investigate the mechanisms by which baropycnal work transfers energy
across scales. The main result is embodied in Equation (16) below, which shows that Λ transfers energy
by two processes:

(I) Barotropic and baroclinic generation of strain, S, from gradients of pressure and density, ρ:

(const.) �2 ρ−1 [∇P·S·∇ρ] = (const.) �2 ρ−1
[(

∇ρ (∇P)T
)

:S
]
,

(II) Baroclinic generation of vorticity, ω:
(const.) �2 ρ−1 (∇ρ×∇P) ·ω,

where the dyadic product ∇ρ (∇P)T is a tensor. Length scale � is that at which density and pressure
gradients are evaluated as we make clear in Equations (16)–(18) below. To our knowledge, these results
are the first to show how baroclinicity, ∇ρ×∇P, appears in the kinetic energy budget. Baroclinicity
is often analyzed within the vorticity budget but its role in the kinetic energy budget has never been
obvious. We shall show here that baroclinicity appears naturally in the kinetic energy budget after
performing the appropriate scale decomposition. Strain generation by pressure and density gradients
(both barotropic and baroclinic) also results from our analysis, highlighting its potential significance
which is often overlooked in the literature. The processes of strain and vortex generation show
baropycnal work Λ to be markedly distinct from the process of pressure dilatation, further supporting
the argument against lumping the two terms.

There is a diverse array of applications in this research subject. Density variability can arise in
high Mach number flows, but it is also pertinent in the limit of low Mach numbers along contact
discontinuities such as in multi-species or multi-phase flows [23]. Variable density (VD) flows are
relevant in a wide range of systems, such as in molecular clouds in the interstellar medium [24–26]),
in inertial confinement fusion [27–29], in high-speed flight and combustion [30,31], and in air-sea
interaction in geophysical flows [32–35].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we shall use coarse-graining to decompose
scales and identify baropycnal work, Λ. In Section 3, we use scale locality to approximate Λ with
a nonlinear model, which in turn shows how Λ is due to a combination of strain generation and
baroclinic vorticity generation. In Section 4, we describe our direct numerical simulations (DNS) used
in Section 5 to present evidence that indeed Λ and its nonlinear model exhibit excellent agreement.
This justifies our analysis of Λ via its nonlinear model, similar to what was done in Reference [7] in
their analysis of Π. We conclude with Section 6.

2. Multi-Scale Dynamics

To analyze the dynamics of different scales in a compressible flow, we use the coarse-graining
approach, which has proven to be a natural and versatile framework to understand and model scale
interactions (e.g., Reference [36,37]). The approach is standard in partial differential equations and
distribution theory (e.g., see References [38,39]). It became common in Large Eddy Simulation (LES)
modeling of turbulence thanks to the original work of Leonard [40] and the later work of Germano [41].
Eyink [37,42–44] subsequently developed the formalism mathematically to analyze the fundamental
physics of scale coupling in turbulence.

Coarse-graining has been used in many fluid dynamics applications, ranging from DNS of
incompressible turbulence (e.g., References [45–48]), to 2D laboratory flows (e.g., References [49–55]),
to experiments of turbulent jets [56] and flows through a grid [57], through a duct [58], in a water
channel [59] and in turbomachinery (e.g., References [60,61]). Moreover, the framework has been
extended to geophysical flows [62–64], magnetohydrodynamics [65,66] and compressible turbulence
(e.g., Reference [14]), and most recently, as a framework to extract the spectrum in a flow [67].

For any field a(x), a coarse-grained or (low-pass) filtered field, which contains modes at scales
> �, is defined in n-dimensions as

a�(x) =
∫

dnr G�(r) a(x + r), (1)

110



Fluids 2019, 4, 92

where G(r) is a normalized convolution kernel and G�(r) = �−nG(r/�) is a dilated version of the
kernel having its main support over a region of diameter �. The scale decomposition in (1) is essentially
a partitioning of scales in the system into large (� �), captured by a� and small (� �), captured by the
residual a′� = a − a�. In the remainder of this paper, we shall omit subscript � from variables if there is
no risk for confusion.

Variable Density Flows

In incompressible turbulence, our understanding of the scale dynamics of kinetic energy centers
on analyzing |u�|2/2. In variable density turbulence, scale decomposition is not as straightforward
due to the density field ρ(x). Several definitions of “large-scale” kinetic energy have been used in
the literature, corresponding to different scale-decompositions as discussed in Reference [15]. These
include ρ�|u�|2/2, which has been used in several studies (e.g., References [68–71]) and |(√ρu)

�
|2/2,

which has also been used extensively in compressible turbulence studies (e.g., References [17,72–74]).
A “length-scale” within these different decompositions corresponds to different flow variables, each of
which can yield quantities with units of energy. However, as demonstrated in Reference [75],
such decompositions can violate the so-called inviscid criterion, yielding difficulties with disentangling
viscous from inertial dynamics in turbulent flows. The inviscid criterion stipulates that a scale
decomposition should guarantee a negligible contribution from viscous terms in the evolution
equation of the large length-scales. It was shown mathematically in Reference [15] and demonstrated
numerically in Reference [75] that a Hesselberg-Favre decomposition, introduced by Hesselberg [76]
but often associated with Favre [19,77], |ρu�|2/2ρ�, satisfies the inviscid criterion, which allows for
properly disentangling the dynamical ranges of scales. We will use the common notation

ũ�(x) = ρu�/ρ� , (2)

which yields ρ�|ũ�|2/2 for kinetic energy at scales larger than �. The budget for the large-scale KE can
be easily derived [15] from the momentum Equation (20) below:

∂tρ�
|ũ�|2

2
+∇·J� = −Π� − Λ� + P�∇·u� − D� + ε

inj
� , (3)

where J�(x) is space transport of large-scale kinetic energy, −P�∇·u� is large-scale pressure dilatation,
D�(x) is viscous dissipation acting on scales > � and ε

inj
� (x) is the energy injected due to external

stirring. These terms are defined in Equations (16)–(18) of Reference [15]. The Π�(x) and Λ�(x) terms
account for the transfer of energy across scale � and are defined as

Π�(x) = − ρ ∂jũi τ̃(ui, uj) (4)

Λ�(x) =
1
ρ

∂jP τ(ρ, uj), (5)

where
τ�( f , g) ≡ ( f g)� − f �g� (6)

is a 2nd-order generalized central moment of fields f (x), g(x) (see Reference [41]).
The first flux term, Π�, is similar to its incompressible counterpart and is often called deformation

work. The second flux term, Λ�, was identified in References [13,15] and called “baropycnal work”.
It is inherently due to the presence of a variable density and vanishes in the incompressible limit.
Recent work by Eyink and Drivas [18,78] identified a third possible pathway for energy transfer, which
they called “pressure-dilatation defect” and arises when the joint limits of κ, μ → 0 and � → 0 do
not commute. Eyink and Drivas [18] showed that the pressure-dilatation defect mechanism transfers
energy downscale in 1D normal shocks. In this paper, we shall focus on understanding the mechanisms
by which baropycnal work transfers energy across scales.
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3. The Mechanism of Baropycnal Work

Our investigation of the mechanism behind baropycnal work is inspired by the work of Borue
& Orszag [7], where they used the nonlinear model of the energy flux Π� to show that it operates,
on average, by vortex stretching (see also Equation (32) in Reference [8]).

Our derivation of the nonlinear model of Λ� will follow that in Reference [79], which is somewhat
different from the standard derivation of nonlinear models [7,56,80]. We utilize the property of
scale-locality [37] (specifically, ultraviolet locality) of the subscale mass flux which was proved to hold
in variable density flows by Reference [13] under weak assumptions. Specifically, for our present
purposes, we require that the spectra of density and velocity decay faster than k−1 in wavenumber.
In other words, density and velocity should have finite second-order moments, 〈ρ2〉 < ∞ and 〈|u|2〉 <
∞, in the limit of infinite Reynolds number. Here, 〈. . . 〉 is a space average. Ultraviolet scale locality
implies that contributions to the subscale mass flux τ�(ρ, u) at scale � from smaller scales δ � � are
negligible [13]:

|τ�(ρ
′
δ, u′

δ)| � |τ�(ρ, u)| (7)

By assuming the validity of Equation (7) in the limit δ → �, we can justify the approximation

τ�(ρ, u) ≈ τ� (ρ�, u�) , (8)

which neglects any contribution from scales < � to the subscale mass flux. Using the usual definition
of an increment:

δ f (x; r) = f (x + r)− f (x), (9)

the subscale mass flux term can be rewritten exactly in terms of δρ and δu [13,37]:

τ(ρ�, u�) = 〈δρ� δu�〉� − 〈δρ�〉� 〈δu�〉� (10)

Equation (10) is exact, where 〈
δ f �(x; r)

〉
�
=
∫

dr G�(r)δ f �(x; r) (11)

is a local average around x over all separations r weighted by the kernel G�. A spatially localized
kernel effectively limits the average to separations |r| � �/2. Since a filtered field f �(x) is smooth,
we can Taylor expand its increments around x

δ f (x; r) = f (x + r)− f (x) ≈ r·∇ f (x) + . . . (12)

where we neglect higher order terms.
Substituting the first term in the Taylor expansion of each of δρ and δu into Equation (10) gives

τ(ρ, ui) = (∂kρ) (∂mui) [〈rk rm〉� − 〈rk〉� 〈rm〉�]
= (∂kρ) (∂mui)

[
1
3

δkm �2
∫

d3r G(r) |r|2
]

(13)

=
1
3
�2 C2 ∂kρ ∂kui

This is the nonlinear model of the subscale mass flux τ�(ρ, ui). In deriving the second line, we used the
symmtery of the kernel such that 〈rk〉� = 0. In the final expression, C2 =

∫
d3r G(r) |r|2 depends solely

on the shape of kernel G and, in particular, is independent of scale �.
We now have a nonlinear model of Λ� that is only a function of filtered fields, which are resolved in

LES simulations. We can use this model to gain insight into the mechanism by which Λ transfers energy
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across scales. The velocity gradient tensor ∂kuj can be decomposed into symmetric and antisymmetric
parts

∂iuj = Sij + Ωij, (14)

with

Sij =
1
2
(
∂iuj + ∂jui

)
Ωij =

1
2
(
∂iuj − ∂jui

)
=

1
2

εijkωk,
(15)

where ω = ∇×u is vorticity and εijk is the Levi-Civita symbol. Therefore, Λ at any scale � can be
approximated by a nonlinear model, Λm, everywhere in space:

Λ(x) ≈ Λm(x) =
1
3

C2 �
2 1

ρ

(
∂jP ∂kρ ∂kuj

)
=

1
3

C2 �
2 1

ρ

[
∇P·S·∇ρ +

1
2

ω· (∇ρ×∇P
)]

= ΛSR + ΛBC

(16)

where
ΛSR =

1
3

C2 �
2 1

ρ

[∇P·S·∇ρ
]

(17)

is the strain generation process of baropycnal work and

ΛBC =
1
3

C2 �
2 1

ρ

[
1
2

ω· (∇ρ×∇P
)]

(18)

is its baroclinic vorticity generation process. Equation (16) is the main result of this paper. In the
following sections, we will provide numerical support showing excellent pointwise agreement between
Λ and its nonlinear model Λm.

To illustrate how strain generation by baropycnal work takes place, consider an unstably stratified
flow configuration in which ∇P and ∇ρ in ΛSR are anti-aligned (∇ρ·∇P < 0) as illustrated in
Figure 1 of Reference [15] and both are parallel to a contracting eigenvector of S (associated with a
negative eigenvalue of S). Remember that the strain S in our nonlinear model arises from τ�(ρ, u)

which represents scales smaller than �. In such a configuration, the contraction (and therefore strain) is
enhanced leading to the generation of kinetic energy in the form of straining motion at scales smaller
than � (Λ� > 0 in Equation (3)). The ultimate source of kinetic energy being transferred by Λ to
motions at scales < � is potential energy due to the large-scale pressure gradient, ∇P.

The baroclinic component, ΛBC, demonstrates how baroclinicity, ∇ρ×∇P, plays a role in the
energetics across scales. The importance of baroclinicity is well known [81,82] but it has always been
analyzed within the vorticity budget. Its contribution to the energy budget has never been clear.
Baroclinicity in the kinetic energy budget arises naturally from our scale decomposition and the
identification of Λ as a scale-transfer mechanism. The need for a scale decomposition in order for
Λ and, as a result, baroclinic energy transfer, to appear in the kinetic energy budget should not be
surprising. This is similar to the scale transfer term Π, which does not appear in the budget without
disentangling scales due to energy conservation. In the same vein, the appearance of baroclinicity in
the vorticity equation can be interpreted as being a consequence of an effective scale decomposition
performed by the curl operator ∇×, which a high-pass filter.

As mentioned in the introduction, in the compressible LES literature, Λ is almost always lumped
with pressure-dilatation, P∇·u in the form of P∇·ũ [19–22], thereby completely missing the physical
processes inherent in baropycnal work. Our analysis here supports the argument in References [13,15]
to separate Λ from pressure-dilatation. In those studies, it was reasoned that Λ and P∇·u are
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fundamentally different; the former involves interactions between the large scale pressure gradient
with subscale fluctuations, allowing the transfer energy across scales, whereas the latter is solely due
to large-scale fields and cannot participate in the transfer of energy across scales.

4. Simulations

To provide empirical support to our nonlinear model of Λ, we carry out a suite of DNS of forced
compressible turbulence in a periodic box of size 2π on which we perform a priori tests of our derived
model against simulation data. The DNS solve the fully compressible Navier Stokes equations:

∂tρ +∂j(ρuj) = 0 (19)

∂t(ρui) +∂j(ρuiuj) = −∂iP + ∂jσij + ρFi (20)

∂t(ρE) +∂j(ρEuj) = −∂j(Puj) + ∂j[2μ ui(Sij − 1
d

Skkδij)]− ∂jqj + ρuiFi −RL (21)

Here, u is velocity, ρ is density, E = |u|2/2 + e is total energy per unit mass, where e is specific internal
energy, P is thermodynamic pressure, μ is dynamic viscosity, q = −κ∇T is the heat flux with a
thermal conductivity κ and temperature T. Both dynamic viscosity and thermal conductivity are
spatially variable, where μ(x) = μ0(T(x)/T0)

0.76. Thermal conductivity is set to satisfy a Prandtl
number Pr = cpμ/κ = 0.7, where cp = R γ/(γ − 1) is the specific heat with specific gas constant R
and γ = 5/3. We use the ideal gas equation of state, P = ρRT. We stir the flow using an external
acceleration field Fi and RL represents radiation losses from internal energy. Sij = (∂jui + ∂iuj)/2 is
the symmetric strain tensor and σij is the the deviatoric (traceless) viscous stress

σij = 2μ(Sij − 1
3

Skkδij) (22)

We solve the above equations using the pseudo-spectral method with 2/3rd dealiasing. We
advance in time using the 4th-order Runge-Kutta scheme with a variable time step.

The acceleration F we use is similar to that used in Reference [83]. In Fourier space, the acceleration
is defined as

F̂i(k) = f̂ j(k)Pζ
ij(k), (23)

where the complex vector f̂ is constructed from independent Ornstein-Uhlenbeck stochastic

processes [84] and the projection operator Pζ
ij(k) = ζδij + (1 − 2ζ)

kikj
|k|2 allows to control the ratio

of solenoidal (∇ · F = 0) and dilatational (∇× F = 0) components of the forcing using the parameter
ζ. When ζ = 0, the forcing is purely dilatational and when ζ = 1, the forcing is purely solenoidal.
The acceleration is constrained to low wavenumbers |k| < kF.

For the internal energy loss term RL, we have tested two schemes: a spatially varying radiative
loss, RL = ρu·F and another that is independent of space, RL = 〈ρu·F〉. The two schemes yield
indistinguishable results. Including an internal energy loss term is similar to what was done in other
studies [85,86] to allow total energy to remain stationary. After an initial transient, mean kinetic energy
reaches a statistically stationary state as shown in Figure 1.

Table 1 summarizes the simulations we ran for this study and various metrics characterizing the
importance of compressibility effects in each run. The turbulent Mach number is Mt = 〈uiui〉1/2 / 〈c〉
and the Taylor Reynolds number is Reλ = 〈(uiui)/3〉1/2 λ/ 〈μ/ρ〉. Here c =

√
γp/ρ is the sound

speed and λ = 〈uiui〉1/2 /
〈

u2
i,i

〉1/2
is the Taylor microscale. The compressibility metrics in Table 1

show the relative importance of dilatational versus solenoidal velocity modes. We use the Helmholtz
decomposition, u = ud + us to obtain the dilatational (∇ × ud = 0) and solenoidal (∇ · us = 0)
components of the velocity field. The dilatational kinetic energy is Kd =

〈
ρud

i ud
i /2
〉

and the solenoidal

kinetic energy is Ks =
〈
ρus

i us
i /2
〉
. Their ratio Kd/Ks yields a measure of compressibility at large scales.
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It is well-known [83,87] that the dilatational kinetic energy Kd becomes significant when forced directly
using F with a small ζ. This holds, even though the low-ζ runs have a lower Mach number than high-ζ
runs. The ratio (∇·u)rms/(∇×u)rms yields a measure of compressibility at small scales.

Table 1. Comparison of compressibility metrics and cascade terms at different grid resolution.
Low-ζ corresponds to high compressibility in the external forcing. The spatially averaged cascade
terms 〈Λ�〉 and 〈Π�〉 are calculated using the sharp-spectral cutoff filter with k� = 2π/� = 6. Δx

η is the
ratio of grid size to the Kolmogorov length.

Run N ζ Mt Reλ
(∇·u)rms
(∇×u)rms

Kd

Ks
Δx
η 〈Π�〉 〈Λ�〉

1 1024 0.01 0.23 65 0.50 0.74 0.23 8.9 × 10−3 −5.6 × 10−3

2 512 0.01 0.22 33 0.46 0.51 0.28 6.8 × 10−3 −4.8 × 10−3

3 512 0.6 0.33 206 0.05 0.02 1.78 2.3 × 10−2 −9.6 × 10−5

4 256 0.01 0.21 18 0.54 0.56 0.25 3.6 × 10−3 −3.1 × 10−3

5 256 0.6 0.42 150 0.04 0.01 2.1 5.0 × 10−2 −6.0 × 10−4

6 256 1.0 0.46 175 0.03 0.003 2.2 5.0 × 10−2 −3.8 × 10−4

7 128 0.01 0.20 10 0.65 0.80 0.24 8.0 × 10−4 −7.5 × 10−4

8 128 0.6 0.50 105 0.05 0.01 2.3 4.0 × 10−2 −4.0 × 10−4

9 128 1.0 0.40 95 0.03 0.01 2.0 2.5 × 10−2 −2.0 × 10−4

0 50 100 150 200

Time

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

k

Figure 1. Time-series of average kinetic energy showing a statistically steady state.

The last two columns in Table 1 summarize the effect of ζ on the relative importance of Π and
Λ. While the deformation work Π is significant in all cases, baropycnal work Λ, which arises only in
variable density flows, is greatly affected by the type of forcing used. At the Reynolds numbers we
simulate, we find that Λ becomes important only for low ζ when the dilatational modes are directly
forced. Even at relatively high Mach numbers, Λ remains small for high ζ. We caution, however,
that these observations might be Reynolds number dependent. Moreover, Λ has been shown to
dominate in non-dilatational low Mach number variable density flows [88,89].

Figure 2 shows typical visualizations of the flows arising from low-ζ and high-ζ forcing. The stark
qualitative difference shows the significance of dilatational forcing on the flow [83,90], at least in
limited resolution simulations. It has been argued [85,91,92] that at sufficiently high Reynolds numbers,
flows forced dilatationally will produce sufficient vortical motion to resemble those forced solenoidally.
Since we are primarily interested in the Λ term here, unless stated otherwise, plots that follow will be
from low-ζ simulations where Λ is significant.
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(a) (b)
Figure 2. Momentum magnitude |ρu| from (a) Run 1 (ζ = 0.01) and (b) Run 3 (ζ = 0.6).

Figure 3 shows the velocity spectra in the case of highly compressive (low-ζ) forcing.
At intermediate scales, the spectrum of ud seems to follow a power law close to k−2, which is expected
for the dilatational component [17,25,87]. It is well-known (e.g., References [17,25]) that obtaining a
clear power-law scaling of the solenoidal velocity is challenging when forcing dilatationally, even at
our 10243 resolution.

Figure 4 shows the cascade terms Π� and Λ� averaged over the domain as a function of the
filter wavenumber k. As is the case in 3D isotropic incompressible turbulence, Π� is positive for all
wavenumbers, transferring kinetic energy from large to small scales. On the other hand, Λ� is negative,
effectively reducing the total amount of energy transferred across scales. This is consistent with
previous studies which measured Λ� in homogeneous isotropic compressible turbulence [17]. Across a
shock, the pressure and density gradients have the same direction and are aligned with the contracting
strain eigenvector, leading to negative baropycnal work [15,18], thereby reducing the intensity of the
cascade. Using the terminology of [2], this is a “bi-directional cascade.” The situation is different in
buoyancy driven (unstably stratified) flows, where pressure and density gradients are in opposite
directions leading to positive baropycnal work [15]. Within the framework of Reynolds-averaged
Navier-Stokes (RANS), it has been shown that for variable density flows, such as turbulence generated
by the Rayleigh-Taylor instability, the RANS equivalent of Λ is the largest contributor to the kinetic
energy cascade [88]. We shall present our results on Λ in buoyancy driven flows in forthcoming
work [89].

100 101 102

100

10−5

10−10

(
)

−5/3

−2

d

s

Figure 3. Spectra of velocity (u) and its dilatational and solenoidal (ud and us, respectively) components
from Run 1. The reference dashed black lines have slopes of −5/3 and −2.
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Figure 4. Flux terms Π� and Λ� from Run 1, as well as their sum averaged over space and
time, as a function of the filtering wavenumber k = 2π/�. Filtering here uses the sharp-spectral
filter kernel. The star superscript indicates normalization by the effective kinetic energy injection,
εe f f = εinj + 〈p∇·u〉.

5. Numerical Results

To quantify the pointwise agreement between baropycnal work Λ and its nonlinear model Λm in
our DNS, we measure the correlation coefficient:

Rc =
〈ΛmΛ〉 − 〈Λm〉 〈Λ〉[(〈

Λ2
m
〉− 〈Λm〉2

) (
〈Λ2〉 − 〈Λ〉2

)]1/2 . (24)

We also analyze the joint probability density function (PDF) in Figures 5–7 and visualize Λ and Λm in
x-space in Figure 8.

In our study, we use the filters defined in Table 2. Both the box and Gaussian filters are positive in
physical space, which is important to guarantee physical realizability of filtered quantities [46]. On the
other hand, the sharp spectral filter is not sign definite in x-space, which limits its utility in analyzing
scale process in physical space.

Table 2. The types of filters used in calculating Λ and Λm. The Heaviside function H(x) = 1 for x ≥ 0
and H(x) = 0 for x < 0. The correlation coefficient Rc is shown at two scales k� = 2π/�.

Filter Type Kernel Rc| k� = 8 Rc| k� = 16

Box G�(x) = ∏3
i=1

1
� H
(
�
2 − |xi|

)
0.93 0.94

Gaussian G�(x) =
1
�3

(
6
π

)3/2
e−

6|x|2
�2 0.97 0.97

Sharp spectral Ĝ�(k) = ∏3
i=1 H

(
2π
� − |ki|

)
0.27 0.28

Our results indicate an excellent agreement between baropycnal work and its nonlinear model.
Using either the Gaussian or Box filters, the correlation coefficients are very high, Rc > 0.9, for all the
length scales we analyzed. The sharp spectral filter, on the other hand, yields poor agreement. This is
not surprising since the sharp spectral filter can yield negative filtered densities [15,75] and physically
unrealizable subscale stresses [46] due to its non-positivity in x-space.
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Figures 5–7, using the box, Gaussian and sharp spectral filters, respectively, plot Λ(x) and Λm(x)

along a line in the domain to show the typical agreement between the two quantities. Also shown
are the joint PDFs, which exhibit excellent linear agreement when using either the box or Gaussian
kernels but not the sharp spectral filter. Instantaneous visualizations in Figure 8 of Λ(x) and Λm(x)

are consistent with the excellent statistical agreement, showing an almost perfect pointwise correlation.
We note that in our dilatationally forced flows, most of the contribution to Λm is from its straining
component, ΛSR, with a negligible contribution from ΛBC (see Equation (16)). This is due to the shocks
which contribute mostly to ΛSR. In flows dominated by baroclinicity, such as in the Rayleigh-Taylor
instability, a significant contribution to Λ comes from ΛBC, as will be shown in forthcoming work [89].
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Figure 5. Correlation between baropycnal work and its nonlinear model from Run 1 using the box
kernel with filter scale k� = 8 in (a,c) and k� = 16 in (b,d). Top two panels plot Λ and Λm along a
diagonal line through the domain from a single snapshot. Lower two panels show time-averaged
isocontours of the logarithm of the joint PDF between Λ and Λm, where star superscripts indicate that
means have been subtracted and the values are normalized by their variance. Straight-red lines are
y = x. The correlation coefficients are Rc = 0.93 at filter scale k� = 8 and Rc = 0.94 at k� = 16. All four
panels indicate excellent correlation between Λ and Λm.
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Figure 6. Same as in Figure 5 but using the Gaussian filter. The correlation coefficients are Rc = 0.97 at
filter scale k� = 8 and Rc = 0.97 at k� = 16. All four panels indicate excellent correlation between Λ
and Λm.
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Figure 7. Cont.
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Figure 7. Same as in Figure 5 but using the sharp-spectral filter. The correlation coefficients are
Rc = 0.27 at filter scale k� = 8 and Rc = 0.28 at k� = 16. The correlation between Λ and Λm is
poor when using a sharp-spectral filter due to its nonpositivity, which can yield negative filtered
densities [15] and physically unrealizable stresses [46].

(a) (b)
Figure 8. Pointwise comparison between (a) baropycnal work and (b) its nonlinear model from a
2D slice of the 3D domain in Run 1, at one instant in time. A Gaussian kernel at scale k� = 8 is used.
The visualizations show excellent pointwise correlation.

6. Summary

Past work [13,15,18] has identified baropycnal work, Λ, as a process capable of transferring kinetic
energy across scales in addition to deformation work, Π. This paper aimed at elucidating the physical
mechanism by which Λ operates.

Using scale-locality [13] and a multiscale gradient expansion [79], we derived a nonlinear model,
Λm, of baropycnal work. Using DNS, we showed excellent agreement between Λ and Λm everywhere
in space and at any time, giving further empirical justification for our analysis of Λ via its model Λm.

We found that baropycnal work operates by the baroclinic generation of vorticity and also by
strain generation due to pressure and density gradients, both barotropic and baroclinic. While the
role of pressure and density gradients in generating vorticity is well recognized, their role in strain
generation has been less emphasized in the literature.

As far as we know, this is the first direct demonstration of how baroclinicity enters the kinetic
energy budget, which arises naturally from our scale decomposition and the identification of Λ as a
scale-transfer mechanism. Baroclinicity is often analyzed within the vorticity budget but its role in the
energetics has never been obvious. The need for a scale decomposition in order for Λ and, as a result,
baroclinic energy transfer, to appear in the kinetic energy budget is similar to the scale transfer term Π,
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which only appears in the budget after decomposing scales due to energy conservation. In the same
vein, the appearance of baroclinicity in the vorticity equation can be interpreted as being a consequence
of an effective scale decomposition performed by the curl operator ∇×, which is a high-pass filter.
Our findings here support the argument in References [13,15] to separate Λ from pressure-dilatation,
P∇·u in compressible LES, where the two terms are often lumped together in the form of P∇·ũ.

In forthcoming work, we shall present further evidence of the excellent agreement between Λ
and Λm using low Mach number buoyancy driven flows with significant density variability [89].
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Abstract: We present examples of Padé approximations of the α-effect and eddy viscosity/diffusivity
tensors in various flows. Expressions for the tensors derived in the framework of the standard
multiscale formalism are employed. Algebraically, the simplest case is that of a two-dimensional
parity-invariant six-fold rotation-symmetric flow where eddy viscosity is negative, indicating
intervals of large-scale instability of the flow. Turning to the kinematic dynamo problem for
three-dimensional flows of an incompressible fluid, we explore the application of Padé approximants
for the computation of tensors of magnetic α-effect and, for parity-invariant flows, of magnetic eddy
diffusivity. We construct Padé approximants of the tensors expanded in power series in the inverse
molecular diffusivity 1/η around 1/η = 0. This yields the values of the dominant growth rate to
satisfactory accuracy for η, several dozen times smaller than the threshold, above which the power
series is convergent. We do computations in Fortran in the standard “double” (real*8) and extended
“quadruple” (real*16) precision, and perform symbolic calculations in Mathematica.

Keywords: incompressible fluid; magnetic mode; alpha-effect; eddy diffusivity; eddy viscosity;
Padé approximant

1. Introduction

Power series expansion of analytic functions is perhaps the most powerful tool of numerical
analysis. Let us just note that most algorithms for the numerical integration of ordinary differential
equations, such as the Runge–Kutta methods, rely on Taylor series expansions for derivation.
The truncated series—i.e., polynomials—are easy to compute, and thus provide an important basic
algorithm for the evaluation of many analytic functions.

However, there are two caveats. One is related to the finite precision of computations, stemming
from the hardware architecture and employed in the overwhelming majority of computer codes.
A well-known example of the resultant failure of a computational procedure is the straightforward
attempt to compute an exponent of a real large negative number by this technique [1]. Mathematically,
this does not present any difficulty—the large individual terms in the Taylor expansion around zero are
guaranteed to mutually cancel out and yield the final result, which is less than unity. For finite-precision
computations, however, the cancellation is no longer guaranteed, and the initial growth of individual
terms can result in the ultimate loss of accuracy.

The other stems from the finiteness of the radius of convergence of most power series encountered
in computational practice. A complementary technique is then needed to analytically continue
a function defined by the power series outside its circle of convergence. This can be achieved by
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constructing the so-called Padé approximants [2–4], i.e., an implementation of the continuation in the
form of the ratio of two polynomials. Let us cite the words of appraisal in [5]: “Padé approximation
has the uncanny knack of picking the function you had in mind from among all the possibilities.
Except when it doesn’t! That is the downside of Padé approximation: it is uncontrolled. There is,
in general, no way to tell how accurate it is, or how far out in x it can usefully be extended. It is
a powerful, but in the end still mysterious, technique”.

A no less mysterious notion is that of eddy diffusivity [6], also known as eddy (or turbulent)
viscosity when fluid viscosity, the source of diffusion in hydrodynamics, is considered. Like the
magnetic α-effect and anisotropic kinetic alpha (AKA)-effect, eddy diffusivities are often encountered
in magnetohydrodynamics when the generation of large-scale magnetic fields by flows of electrically
conductive fluids is considered. At first sight, it is in direct contradiction with the second principle of
thermodynamics. Of course, in fact no physical laws are violated. Both notions just describe the mean
influence of the small scales on large-scale structures.

According to the modern paradigm, cosmic magnetic fields (such as the solar or geomagnetic
field) exist due to the dynamo processes in the moving, electrically conductive medium (such as melted
rocks in the outer Earth’s core) [7]. The generating flows are typically turbulent and feature a vast
hierarchy of spatial and temporal scales. Small-scale fluctuations of the flow (called “cyclonic events”
by Parker) give rise to small fluctuations in the magnetic field. The interaction of the small-scale
components of the magnetic field and the flow velocity produces a mean electromotive force (e.m.f.)
that may have a non-zero component parallel to the mean magnetic field, and this can be beneficial
for magnetic field generation [8]. The part of the mean e.m.f. linear in the mean field gives rise to
the so-called magnetic α-effect. If the flow is parity-invariant, the α-effect disappears and the impact
of yet smaller spatial scales becomes apparent; the mean e.m.f. is then a linear combination of the
first-order spatial derivatives of the mean field, giving rise to eddy (turbulent) diffusivity. These
physical ideas are treated under various simplifying assumptions in mean-field electrodynamics [9,10],
and relying only on the first principles, by asymptotic methods of homogenization of elliptic operators
in magnetohydrodynamic multiscale stability theory [11–17]. Weakly nonlinear stability problems are
also amenable to these methods [18].

The analysis of equations makes it evident that eddy viscosity/diffusivity acquires unusual
properties because it acts on mean fields only, i.e., essentially an open physical system is considered.
In fact, in this class of MHD systems, the inverse energy cascade is important, with energy proliferating
from small scales toward large ones; the source of energy for the developing large-scale magnetic,
hydrodynamic, or combined MHD perturbation is the forcing applied to maintain the perturbed (also
sometimes called basic) fluid flow.

Evaluation of the α-effect and eddy diffusivity tensors involves solving the so-called auxiliary
problems, which are linear problems for the respective elliptic operators of linearization. In the
large-scale dynamo problem, computing the magnetic α-effect tensor requires considering three such
problems; the number increases to 12 when the tensor of eddy diffusivity is sought (unless auxiliary
problems for the adjoint operator come into play, decreasing the number of auxiliary problems to
be treated to just 6, see, e.g., [19,20]). Interesting results (e.g., instability to large-scale perturbation
or dynamos) are typically obtained for relatively small molecular viscosity or magnetic diffusivity.
Consequently, high spatial resolution is needed when solving the auxiliary problems, which makes the
problems computationally intensive. However, the tensors can be easily expanded in the respective
Reynolds number (i.e., in the inverse viscosity or diffusivity, provided the size of the flow periodicity
box and the flow velocity are order unity) when it is small, i.e., for large viscosities and diffusivities.
When the parameter tends to the critical value for the onset of the small-scale instability (i.e., in the
dynamo context, to the value for which the generation of small-scale magnetic fields starts), the tensors
usually exhibit singular behavior [20–23] of a simple pole type, bounding from above the radius of
convergence of the series. This suggests trying Padé approximants for computing the tensors and the
respective large-scale magnetic field/instability growth rates.
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Here, we report numerical experiments exploring these ideas. The paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we apply the Padé approximants techniques for evaluation of the eddy viscosity in
a two-dimensional flow with two symmetries, in whose presence the eddy viscosity tensor reduces to
a scalar. In view of the first caveat discussed in the beginning of this introduction, we have chosen
to perform the calculations in precise arithmetics allowing an arbitrary number of correct digits; for
this purpose, we have used the programming language Mathematica, giving an opportunity to make
symbolic computations. In Section 3, we revert to the standard “double precision” computations
(real*8, in Fortran speak) of the magnetic α-effect tensor, using the “quadruple precision” (real*16)
computations for comparison. In Section 4, we again employ the symbolic capabilities of Mathematica
to evaluate the magnetic eddy diffusivity tensor. Our findings are summarized in Section 5.

2. Calculation of Eddy Viscosity

No truly two-dimensional flows exist in nature, but they mimick properties of natural objects,
such as the atmosphere or ocean [24–26]. We analyze the eddy viscosity tensor, εijk� [11], of
a two-dimensional flow of incompressible fluid that has two symmetries: parity invariance (S1)
and six-fold rotation symmetry (S2).

Since an S1-symmetric flow has a center of symmetry, it cannot possess the large-scale anisotropic
kinetic α-effect [27]. This is important because in the presence of the AKA effect, the large-scale
dynamics are essentially dispersive and non-diffusive, concealing the impact of the eddy viscosity.
The symmetry S2 implies the isotropy of fourth-order tensors (see, for instance, [28]), in particular,
εijk� = νEδijδk�, where the scalar νE is the (standard) eddy viscosity and δmn is the Kronecker symbol.
Although the assumption that a flow features the two symmetries is mathematically convenient, it
may be non-realistic when considering natural or engineering problems [29].

Two-dimensional flows endowed with the symmetries S1 and S2 can be constructed as follows.
A space-periodic flow is assumed, the periodicity cell being the rectangle

[0, L1]× [0, L2] � x = (x1, x2) , L1 =
√

3L2 = 2π .

Its stream-function Ψ(t, x) is then a sum of Fourier modes whose wave vectors are p(2, 0) + q(1,
√

3),
where p and q are integers. Any two such modes that have wave vectors mutually related by rotations
by π/3 must both be involved in the sum with the same real amplitude.

We begin this section by recalling the expression for scalar eddy viscosity in terms of the solutions
to two auxiliary problems and the analytical framework for evaluating the expansion of the eddy
viscosity tensor in powers of the inverse of the molecular viscosity. We carry on by recalling the
standard terminology and definitions of Padé approximants to a series. Finally, we discuss our results
and conclusions.

2.1. Eddy Viscosities and Multiscale Techniques

For parity-invariant and six-fold rotation-symmetric flows of an incompressible fluid, eddy
viscosities were calculated in [11] by multiscale techniques. They can be expressed in terms of solutions
to two auxiliary problems, which can be solved analytically only in special cases [11] (e.g., if the flow
depends only on a single spatial coordinate).

Briefly, the eddy viscosity in an isotropically forced two-dimensional flow is calculated as
follows [11,30]. In terms of the stream-function Ψ(t, x), the two-dimensional forced Navier–Stokes
equation for incompressible fluid takes the form

∂t∇2Ψ + J(∇2Ψ, Ψ) = ν∇2∇2Ψ + ∂ f1/∂x2 − ∂ f2/∂x1 .

Its solution, Ψ, defines a basic flow. Here, J(g1, g2) = (∂g1/∂x1)(∂g2/∂x2)− (∂g1/∂x2)(∂g2/∂x1) is
the Jacobian determinant of functions g1(x1, x2) and g2(x1, x2), the operator ∇2 = ∂2/∂x2

1 + ∂2/∂x2
2 is

the Laplacian, ν the kinematic molecular viscosity, and f = ( f1, f2) the external force. (In our numerical

128



Fluids 2019, 4, 110

examples, the flow norm and the size of the small-scale periodicity cell are order unity; thus, the inverse
molecular viscosity can be regarded as the local Reynolds number, which is the key dimensionless
parameter of the problem.) Now assume that the basic flow possesses the symmetries S1 and S2.
Then the (scalar) eddy viscosity coefficient, νE = νE(Ψ, ν), which depends only on the basic flow and
molecular viscosity, is [30]

νE(Ψ, ν) = ν −
〈(

Q + 2
∂S
∂x1

)
∂Ψ
∂x2

〉
. (1)

Here, the angle brackets denote the average over the periodicity cell,

〈g(x1, x2)〉 = 1
L1L2

∫ L1

x1=0

∫ L2

x2=0
g(x1, x2)dx2 dx1 ,

the scalar functions Q(x1, x2) and S(x1, x2) are solutions to two auxiliary problems

GQ =
∂∇2Ψ

∂x2
, GS = Q

∂∇2Ψ
∂x2

+ 2J
(

Ψ,
∂Q
∂x1

)
−∇2Q

∂Ψ
∂x2

+ 4ν
∂∇2Q

∂x1
, (2)

and G denotes the linearization of the Navier–Stokes equation around Ψ,

G : ψ �→ J(∇2ψ, Ψ) + J(∇2Ψ, ψ)− ν∇2∇2ψ .

We restrict it to zero-mean functions of the same space periodicity as the basic flow. In this functional
space, we can define the inverse Laplace operator, which we denote as ∇−2. A field G from this space
can be expressed as a Fourier series

G(x1, x2) = ∑
p,q∈Z

Ĝp,q exp(2πi(px1/L1 + qx2/L2)) , (3)

where 〈G〉 = Ĝ0,0 = 0 . The equation ∇2F = G ⇔ F = ∇−2G can now be readily solved: given
〈F〉 = 0, we find

∇−2G = −(2π)−2 ∑
p,q∈Z\{0}

Ĝp,q

(p/L1)2 + (q/L2)2 exp(2πi(px1/L1 + qx2/L2)) . (4)

The existence of a deterministic time-independent space-periodic flow, which has an isotropic
negative eddy viscosity when the molecular viscosity is below a critical value, was established in [31].
The so-called decorated hexagonal flow (DHF), on which we will also focus here, is

Ψ(x1, x2) =
[ − cos 2x1 − cos(x1 +

√
3x2)− cos(x1 −

√
3x2)

+ cos(4x1 + 2
√

3x2) + cos(5x1 −
√

3x2) + cos(x1 − 3
√

3x2)

− cos 4x1 − cos(2x1 + 2
√

3x2)− cos(2x1 − 2
√

3x2)

+ cos(4x1 − 2
√

3x2) + cos(5x1 +
√

3x2) + cos(x1 + 3
√

3x2)
]
/2 .

(5)

The phenomenon of negative eddy viscosity is quite common among two-dimensional
divergenceless space-periodic basic flows with the symmetries S1 and S2: about 1/3 of such flows
feature negative eddy viscosity for sufficiently low molecular viscosity [30]. The auxiliary problems
(2) can be solved either numerically by spectral methods or by expanding in powers of ν−1 to high
orders and afterwards extending analytically (relying on their meromorphy [30]) beyond the disk of
convergence. We examine the latter method, enabling us to perform all calculations exactly.
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2.2. Eddy Viscosity Expansion in Powers of ν−1

Let us expand (1):

νE(Ψ, ν) = ν +
∞

∑
n=1

ν
(n)
E (Ψ)ν−n. (6)

To calculate ν
(n)
E , we expand the solutions Q and S to (2) in Maclaurin series in ν−1:

Q =
∞

∑
n=1

Q(n)ν−n, S =
∞

∑
n=1

S(n)ν−n.

Substituting the series into (1) and integrating by parts yields

ν
(n)
E (Ψ) =

〈
−Q(n) ∂Ψ

∂x2
+ 2S(n) ∂2Ψ

∂x1∂x2

〉
. (7)

Here, Q(1) = −∇−2(∂Ψ/∂x2) and S(1) = −4∇−2(∂Q(1)/∂x1) , and the subsequent terms satisfy the
recurrence relations:

Q(n) = BQ(n−1) , (8)

S(n) = BS(n−1) −∇−2∇−2

[
Q(n−1) ∂∇2Ψ

∂x2
+ 2J

(
Ψ,

∂Q(n−1)

∂x1

)
−∇2Q(n−1) ∂Ψ

∂x2
+ 4

∂∇2Q(n)

∂x1

]
, (9)

where the operator B is defined as

B : f �→ ∇−2∇−2
[

J(∇2 f , Ψ) + J(∇2Ψ, f )
]

.

Since here we consider parity-invariant flows, their stream-functions being even, i.e., Ψ(−x) = Ψ(x),
the series (6) involves only odd powers of ν−1 [30], i.e., ν

(n)
E = 0 for all even n.

By definition, the [L/M] Padé approximant to a series, whose first m ≥ L + M + 1 terms are
known, is the ratio of a polynomial of degree ≤ L to a polynomial of degree ≤ M, such that the first
L + M + 1 terms of the expansion of the ratio coincide with the respective terms of the series.

We use Padé approximants to reconstruct the dependence of the eddy viscosity on the inverse
molecular viscosity employing the expansion (6). The Padé approximation techniques can also be
naturally applied for exploring the poles of the eddy viscosity. A pole on the real axis can usually be
linked to the onset of linear instability to small-scale perturbations, or sometimes (if it appears again
on decreasing ν > 0) to its cessation.

2.3. Results of Calculations

The performance of present-day computers and efficiency of symbolic programming software
gives an opportunity to calculate the coefficients (7) using recurrence relations (8)-(9) and construct
the Padé approximants exactly. All calculations reported in this section are performed with full
precision by Mathematica [32]. Table 1 shows some of the first twenty non-zero coefficients ν

(n)
E

(n = 1, 3, 5, ..., 39) for the DHF. One of the reasons for performing full precision symbolic computations
with Mathematica has been a hope of discovering useful relations between the coefficients of the
approximants. Unfortunately, none are visible in the data in Table 1.

We truncate the series (6) at orders up to 39, even terms missing. Roots of their Padé approximants
quickly stabilize near ν = ν� ≈ 0.58 (see Figure 1), indicating a transition to negative eddy viscosity at
lower molecular viscosities. The root ν� is simple; a sharpened estimate is 1/ν� = 1.72144 ± 10−5.
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Table 1. The first 39 non-zero coefficients of (6) for the decorated hexagonal flow (DHF, prime
decomposition where presented). The first 5 significant figures of these coefficients are given in [31].
”a ≪ p ≫ c” denotes a natural number containing p decimal digits between a and b.

n Coefficient ν
(n)
E (Exact Rational Number)

1 3
22

3 − 3×5×11×1931×80491
29×74×132×192

5 − 3×532×222967×1994517983033813651288306079222192539
219×52×79×136×197×313×372×433×612

7 33×23×17401×11608063×570396658307516795186040829874710499×595146062519802577066082838776447096016784218965582671080441286999
225×52×717×1310×1911×315×377×435×616×673×733×793×973×1032×1092

9 − 9606359879 ≪188≫ 5777697637
233×52×724×112×1314×1915×317×3711×437×6110×675×735×795×975×1033×1096×1273×1393×1513×1572×1632

11 − 7129561983 ≪324≫ 7108258721
8493879641 ≪326≫ 4312960000

...
...

39 − 1648936106 ≪9785≫ 2091564067
3775138782 ≪9788≫ 0000000000

Figure 1. Padé approximants (vertical axes) [L/L]νE (ν) (top) and [L/L]νE/ν(ν
−1) (bottom) for 6 ≤ L ≤

14 step 2. Horizontal axes: ν (top), ν−1 (bottom). In the bottom panel, we extend ν to negative values
on purpose to highlight that the Maclaurin expansion of νE

(
ν−1) /ν is an even function of ν−1.
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These results indicate that Padé approximants are a reliable alternative to other methods for the
calculation of the point of the onset of large-scale instability in this type of flow. Not only do they
furnish stable estimates (provided the approximated function is meromorphic and the series is long
enough), but they also serve as precursors to future work. An illustration is Figure 1 (right), where
the [14/14] approximant (as many others) exhibits a singular behavior near 1/ν ≈ 2.81 apparently
related to the onset of linear instability to small-scale perturbations. The non-monotonicity of the eddy
viscosity as a function of ν can be regarded as a manifestation of the complexity of the two-dimensional
turbulent flow.

3. Computation of the Magnetic α-Effect Tensor

As we have seen in the previous section, the use of Padé expansions for reconstructing the
dependence of eddy viscosity on the molecular one is possible and does not require very high degrees
of the polynomials involved, at least for moderate (not very small) molecular viscosities. However,
for 3D fields, arbitrary-precision symbolic calculations cannot be regarded as a practical realization of
the approximation algorithm. Here, we construct Padé approximants for evaluation of the magnetic
α-effect tensor using arithmetics of floating point numbers of the conventional double (real*8) and
the extended quadruple (real*16) precision. The problem now at hand is to construct approximations
applicable for small magnetic molecular diffusivities.

3.1. The Multiscale Formalism Revealing the Magnetic α-Effect

We review here the multiscale expansions [17] describing the kinematic generation of large-scale
magnetic fields by small-scale zero-mean space-periodic steady flows. Our magnetic modes depend
on two three-dimensional spatial variables, the fast, x, and slow, X = εx, one (the flow v depends
exclusively on x). A magnetic mode b is an eigenfield of the magnetic induction operator L :

Lb = λb , (10)

L : b �→ η∇2b +∇× (v × b) . (11)

Here, η is the magnetic molecular diffusivity and Re λ the growth rate of the mode b. Both the mode
and flow are solenoidal.

The scale ratio ε is a small parameter of the problem, in which the magnetic mode b and its growth
rate are expanded:

b =
∞

∑
n=0

bn(X, x) εn , (12)

λ =
∞

∑
n=0

λnεn . (13)

By substituting the expansions into (10) and the solenoidality conditions, we derive a hierarchy of
equations for the coefficients in (12) and (13).

As in the previous section, we denote by angle brackets the mean over the periodicity cell T3 in
the fast variables and by the braces, the fluctuating part:

〈f〉 = (2π)−3
∫
T3

f(X, x) dx =
3

∑
k=1

〈f〉k ek , {f} = f − 〈f〉 .

Here, ek are unit Cartesian coordinate vectors.
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The relevant solution to the first (order ε0) equation Lb0 = λ0b0 is λ0 = 0 and a linear combination
b0 = ∑3

k=1 〈b0〉k sk of small-scale solenoidal neutral magnetic modes sk(x) that are solutions to the
three so-called auxiliary problems of type I:

Lsk = 0, 〈sk〉 = ek. (14)

Averaging the second (order ε1) equation,

Lb1 + 2η(∇ · ∇X)b0 +∇X × (v × b0) = λ1b0, (15)

we obtain an eigenvalue problem

∇X × (A 〈b0〉) = λ1 〈b0〉 , ∇X · 〈b0〉 = 0 (16)

(the subscript X denotes differentiation in the slow variables). Here, A is the tensor of the magnetic
α-effect. The kth column of this 3 × 3 matrix is

Ak = 〈v × sk〉 , (17)

in agreement with Parker’s [8] concept of the interaction of fine structures of the flow, v, and magnetic
field, ∑3

k=1 〈b0〉k {sk}, giving rise to a mean e.m.f., A 〈b0〉, linear in the large-scale magnetic field 〈b0〉.
For space-periodic mean fields

〈b0〉 = Beiq·X, B · q = 0, (18)

where q is an arbitrary unit vector, straightforward algebra [20] yields solutions to the eigenvalue
problem (16):

λ1±(q) =
i
2

(
(A2

3 −A3
2)q1 + (A3

1 −A1
3)q2 + (A1

2 −A2
1)q3

)
±√

a, a = q · (det sA) sA−1q. (19)

Here, sAl
k = (Al

k +Ak
l )/2 are entries of the symmetrized α-tensor sA = (A+A∗)/2.

For a ≤ 0, the α-effect just sustains harmonic oscillations of the mean magnetic field in the slow
time T1 = εt. When a > 0, the slow-time growth rate Re λ1(q) =

√
a of the large-scale magnetic mode

depends only on the symmetrized tensor sA, whose eigenvalues αi are real. In the Cartesian coordinate
system, whose axes coincide with eigenvectors of sA, (19) takes the form

a = α1α2(q′3)2 + α2α3(q′1)
2 + α1α3(q′2)2,

where q′i are components of q in this basis. Thus,

γα ≡ max
|q|=1

Re λ1±(q) =
√

max(α1α2, α2α3, α1α3) (20)

is the maximum slow-time growth rate of large-scale magnetic modes generated by the α-effect. While
the entries of the α-effect tensor, Ak

l , are smooth functions of η, the graph of γα (20) has cusps at the
points η, where α1 < α2 = 0 < α3 [20] (see, e.g., two such cusps in Figure 2).

When a �= 0 and the kernel of the magnetic induction operator L does not involve small-scale
zero-mean modes (generically both conditions are satisfied), all terms in the expansions (12) and
(13) can be determined from the hierarchy of equations obtained by substituting the series into the
eigenvalue Equation (10). If the symmetrized tensor sA is positively or negatively defined (and if the
spatial periodicity of the eigenfunction is compatible with that of the flow), then the series (12) and
(13) are summable [16] for sufficiently small ε and constitute an analytical in the ε eigensolution for
the large-scale magnetic induction operator; a unique ε-parameterized branch of the eigenvalues (13)
originates from any simple eigenvalue λ1 of the α-effect operator.
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3.2. Padé Approximation

The modes sk (and consequently, elements of the magnetic α-effect tensor) are functions of
molecular eddy diffusivity η, meromorphic in this parameter. (By contrast, the slow-time growth rates
of modes generated by the α-effect are not, because the square root present in (19) gives rise to branch
points.) A power series expansion of sk in η−1 for large η can be constructed like in the hydrodynamic
problem considered in the previous section. We divide (14) by η to obtain

∇2sk = −η−1∇× (v × sk).

Consequently, the coefficients in the expansion

sk =
∞

∑
n=0

s
(n)
k η−n (21)

satisfy the recurrence relations

s
(0)
k = ek, s

(n)
k = −∇−2

(
∇× (v × s

(n−1)
k )

)
for n ≥ 1 (22)

(cf. (5.14)–(5.15) in [13]). Here, ∇−2 denotes the inverse Laplacian in the fast variables acting in the
functional space of zero-mean fields. (Actually, we consider the problem for a flow, whose r.m.s.
velocity is unity; the size of the periodicity box also being order unity, the inverse molecular diffusivity
η−1 can be regarded, like in the hydrodynamic case, to be equal to the local magnetic Reynolds number,
the dimensionless parameter characterizing the mathematical properties of the problem. (21) can thus
be understood as an expansion in a small Reynolds number.) These recurrence relations can be used
to compute the coefficients in (21) by pseudospectral methods. It must be noted that mathematically,
they are perfectly suitable for numerical work: indeed, the presence of the inverse Laplacian in the
second relation (22) suggests that on increasing the number n of the coefficient s

(n)
k , they become

smoother and their energy spectrum decay is steeper. This is in sharp contrast, for instance, with the
recurrence relations for the Lagrangian time-Taylor coefficients in the expansions of solutions to the
Euler equation for incompressible fluid flow [33].

It is straightforward to determine the radius of convergence of the series (21), ρ, regarded as
a function of 1/η. The recurrence relations (22) involve the operator

M : s �→ −∇−2 (∇× (v × s)) (23)

acting in the functional space of solenoidal zero-mean space-periodic fields. Since it is compact, its
spectrum consists of a countable set of eigenvalues μi, tending to zero. Consequently, ρ ≥ 1/ maxi |μi|;
generically the equality holds, but ρ > 1/ maxi |μi| if the expansion of s

(1)
k in the basis of eigenfunctions

of the operator M does not involve eigenfunctions associated with any eigenvalue μi such that
|μi| = maxi |μi|. Therefore, generically the radii of convergence of the series for all the three sk are
the same.

Clearly, the radius of convergence of the ensuing series for the α-effect tensor (17),

Ak =
∞

∑
n=1

A
(n)
k η−n, A

(n)
k =

〈
v × s

(n)
k

〉
, (24)

is not smaller than that of the series (21) for sk. Let us note a symmetry property of (24). Denote by the
superscript minus objects pertinent to the reverse flow −v:

L− : b �→ η∇2b −∇× (v × b), L−s−k = 0,
〈
s−k
〉
= ek, A−

k =
〈−v × s−k

〉
. (25)
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The α-effect tensor A− for the reverse flow −v is obtained from the tensor A for v by transposition,
i.e., (A−

k )l = (Al)k [20]. Since the recurrence relations (22) are linear in v,

s
(n)
k = (−1)n(s−k )

(n), (26)

where (s−k )
(n) denote the coefficients in the expansion of s−k in power series (21). This implies

(Al)
(n)
k = (A−

k )
(n)
l =

〈
−v × (s−k )

(n)
〉

l
= (−1)n+1

〈
v × s

(n)
k

〉
l
= (−1)n+1(Ak)

(n)
l .

Therefore, the coefficients in the series (24) are symmetric matrices for odd n and antisymmetric ones
for even n. In other words, the symmetrized α-effect tensor sA involved in the computation of the
discriminant a in (19) is expanded in odd powers of η−1, and of the common imaginary part of λ1±(q)

in even powers; the latter expansion is not needed when computing just the growth rates.

3.3. Numerical Results

Here, we construct Padé approximants for the α-effect tensor (24) for a sample solenoidal flow
and compare the maximum growth rate values γα (20) obtained for the approximated tensor to those
computed directly at individual values of η by spectral methods.

For this purpose, a sample solenoidal flow has been synthesized as a Fourier series with
pseudo-random coefficients, corrected to make it solenoidal and zero-mean. It involves Fourier
harmonics for wave numbers not exceeding 10. The coefficients are scaled so that the energy spectrum
decays exponentially by 10 orders of magnitude and the r.m.s. velocity is unity.

Solutions to auxiliary problems have been computed by the code in [34] employing standard
pseudo-spectral methods. For η > 0.05, the problem was preconditioned by the operator (−∇2)−1/2,
readily available in the Fourier space. The resolution of 643 Fourier harmonics was used. Energy
spectra of the neutral modes sk decay for this flow by at least 9 orders of magnitude for the smallest
considered η = 0.035. The Lebesgue space L2 norms of s

(n)
k from n = 0 to n = 128 decay by 38 orders

of magnitude, and hence the power series (21) and (24) converge for η � 0.50.

3.3.1. Approximation by the Algorithm I

We have tried two approaches for the construction of Padé approximants of the entries of the
α-effect tensor. Here we discuss the results obtained by the algorithm proposed in [35].

Padé approximant [M/L] f of a function f (y) = ∑∞
n=0 f (n)yn is the ratio of two polynomials of

degrees M (numerator) and L (denominator), whose M + L + 1 first Taylor expansion coefficients
coincide with those of f . For the sake of argument, let us assume M ≥ L. Then L + 1 coefficients of the
denominator d(y) = ∑L+1

n=0 dnyn satisfy the linear system of equations of the form⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
f (M+1) f (M) ... f (M+2−L) f (M+1−L)

f (M+2) f (M+1) ... f (M+3−L) f (M+2−L)

...
f (M+L−1) f (M+L−2) ... f (M+2) f (M+1)

f (M+L) f (M+L−1) ... f (M+1) f (M)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
d0

d1

...
dL−1

dL

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ = 0. (27)

(finding the coefficients of the numerator upon solving (27) is straightforward; see [3,4] for details).
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Figure 2. Maximum slow-time growth rates γα (20) (vertical axis) of large-scale magnetic modes
generated by the α-effect as a function of the molecular diffusivity η (horizontal axis), computed using
the α-effect tensor, Padé-approximated by the algorithm in [35] for a varying tolerance tol. Thin solid
line: the dependence determined by computation of γα at individual η values (red solid circles) by
spectral methods (resolution 643 Fourier harmonics), thick dashed line: the approximate dependence.

In our case, the coefficients s(n) are obtained by iteratively applying the operator M (23). It is
compact, and its eigenvalues, except for a finite number of them, are below unity in absolute value. The
respective spectral components decay during the iterations according to the power law and sooner or
later reduce in magnitude below the accuracy of computations. Consequently, for large L the Toeplitz
matrix of size L × (L + 1) in the l.h.s. of (27) becomes numerically degenerate, i.e., its rank effectively
falls below L. To construct an approximant under such adverse numerical conditions, it was proposed
in [35] to compute the singular value decomposition of this matrix and to regard its effective rank as
equal to the number of singular values whose absolute value exceeds the given relative tolerance tol
(i.e., is not smaller than tol‖( f (1), f (2), ..., f (M+L−1), f (M+L))‖, where ‖ · ‖ is the standard Lebesgue
space L2 norm), decreasing the degrees of the polynomials involved in the Padé approximation, M and
L, by the number of the “missing” dimensions. To counter noise due to rounding errors, tol = 10−14

was often used in [35].
Beyond the poor spectral properties of the system of equations for the Padé coefficients, there

exist two other reasons for amplification of the numerical noise originally due to round-off errors:

• Pseudospectral methods used in the computation of space-periodic solutions sk to the auxiliary

problems (14) and their coefficients s
(n)
k (22) involve fast Fourier transforms. These algorithms are

very efficient. However, they operate by computing various linear combinations of the Fourier
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coefficients. Typically, at least for moderate molecular diffusivities, the energy spectra of these
fields decay fast. In a sum of a large coefficient with a small (in absolute values) one, a significant
part of the accuracy of the smaller coefficient is lost.

• Insufficiency of the spatial resolution can result in significant numerical errors. We may note that
while increasing the resolution improves solutions, it aggravates the FFT accuracy problems.

We have tried the algorithm in [35] for a set of tol values ranging between 10−10 and 10−20 using
the MATLAB procedure provided by the authors of [35]. We have computed 65 first coefficients of
the power series expansions of the symmetrized α-effect tensor entries (sAk)

(n)
l (which involve only

odd powers of 1/η; see Section 3.2) up to order η−129 terms with the spatial resolution of 643 Fourier
harmonics. The MATLAB procedure has been requested to construct the [63/64] Padé approximants
for each entry. The results are shown in Figure 2. We observe that the approximations of the maximum
growth rates γα are relatively accurate for tol = 10−12 and 10−16 for η � 0.1. This bound is roughly
5 times smaller than the minimal η for which the power series for sAl

k converge. Table 2 sheds light on
the reasons why the gain is unsatisfactory (for η ≥ 0.1 spectral computations of the α-effect, growth
rates for individual η’s are efficient): since the rank decreases, when small in absolute value, singular
values are discarded, and the algorithm ends up with very moderate orders [2L/2L − 1].

Table 2. Order parameter L of the Padé approximants [2L − 1/2L] (ratios of polynomials in 1/η)
constructed by the algorithm in [35] for six independent entries of the symmetrized α-effect tensor sA.

tol sA1
1

sA2
1

sA3
1

sA2
2

sA3
2

sA3
3

10−10 5 5 6 5 5 5
10−12 6 6 6 6 6 6
10−14 7 7 8 7 7 7
10−16 8 8 9 8 8 8
10−18 9 8 10 10 9 9
10−20 10 10 11 10 10 10

The four remaining panels in Figure 2 reveal the presence of the so-called Froissart doublets in
the approximants of some entries. Froissart doublets is a factor of the form (1/η − a)/(1/η − ã) in the
approximant, where the two constants a and ã are close but distinct. Such a factor implies a singular
behavior of the approximant for 1/η close to ã, not altering its behavior much at distances from ã
significantly larger than |a − ã|. Often, such factors are artifacts emerging due to noise in the data.
Almost vertical segments of the plots are signatures of the Froissart doublets (see Figure 2). They
extend to both positive and negative infinity in the graphs of the approximants, but since (20) are
nonlinear functions of the tensor entries, the respective segments of graphs of γα may be bounded
from below and/or above. (Their detection has proven unexpectedly difficult; in order to reliably
show their full range in the vertical direction, we have plotted the approximation step 10−9 along
the abscissa.) We thus see that although the algorithm in [35] is supposed to be robust, it is prone to
yielding approximants involving Froissart doublets.

3.3.2. Approximation by the Algorithm II

Since we have failed to obtain satisfactory results with the use of the algorithm I in [35], we
have also tested the algorithm II in [5]. Quoting from [5], although the equations for the coefficients
of the approximant involve a matrix in the Toeplitz form, “experience shows that the equations are
frequently close to singular, so that one should not solve them by the methods” relying on this form,
“but rather by full LU decomposition. Additionally, it is a good idea to refine the solution by iterative
improvement (routine mprove in §2.5)”. This is implemented in their pade procedure. We have used
it with one alteration: the routine mprove stops when the discrepancy increases; instead, it has been
allowed to make up to 1000 improvement iterations, permitting the discrepancy to temporarily grow
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and storing the minimum-discrepancy solution obtained in the course of these iterations (however, it
has often been forced to stop before the allowed number of iterations has been performed, the iterative
process blowing up with an overflow).

Approximate maximum slow-time growth rates (20) of large-scale magnetic modes generated by
the α-effect have been computed for the same flow again using [2L − 1/2L] Padé approximants for
the entries sAk

l (η). They are compared in Figure 3 for increasing orders L with the actual maximum
growth rates obtained by direct computation of the fields sk using spectral methods for individual
molecular diffusivities η.

Four Padé approximants [2L − 1/2L] of the entries of the α-effect tensor have been constructed for
each considered L, using the resolution of 643 or 5123 Fourier harmonics and running our code with
the double (real*8) or extended quadruple (real*16) precision of the floating-point number arithmetics.
In computers built around Intel and compatible processors, the former is standard, and the latter
is not supported by hardware but is software-emulated; however, many compilers do not require
modifying the Fortran source code to use it, all of the floating-point data and computations can be
readily promoted to the real*16 precision by using the appropriate compiler option such as −r16.
Higher precision and resolution has been expected to improve the accuracy of the coefficients of the
approximants, to augment the orders of the approximants beyond those produced by the algorithm
in [35], and to increase the η interval, where the growth rate values determined for the approximated
α-effect tensor are close to the actual growth rates.

In Figure 3, we show the resultant approximations of γα for L = 4, 8, 14, 20, and 28 to 31. The four
graphs for L = 4 are visually indistinguishable, and we show only one of them; the same holds true for
L = 8. For L = 14 and 20, the plots of the approximated γα, computed with quadruple precision for
the two spatial resolutions, also visually coincide (Figure 3d,f,h,j), but this is wrong for the respective
double precision approximations. For higher L, all four plots are visually distinct. The quadruple
precision approximations are plagued much less by the Froissart doublets (and never involve multiple
occurrences of the doublets) than the double precision ones. Three high-L quadruple precision
approximations are reasonably accurate for L = 28 and the 5123 resolution for η ≥ 0.055 (Figure 3n),
for L = 29 and the 643 resolution for η ≥ 0.05 (Figure 3p), and for L = 30 and the 643 resolution for
η ≥ 0.05 (Figure 3t). Thus, the left end of the interval of validity of Padé approximations has decreased
roughly twice compared to that obtained by the algorithm in [35]. All other quadruple-precision
approximations for L ≥ 29 (Figure 3r,v,x,z) can also give reasonable accuracy for η � 0.06 ÷ 0.07 upon
removal of Froissart doublets from the affected approximants of sAk

l .
These results suggest that Padé approximants are useful for representing the functional

dependence of the slow-time growth rates (20) of large-scale magnetic modes generated by the α-effect
for fairly low magnetic molecular diffusivities. However, for the construction of Padé approximants,
accurate enough to serve small η, the quadruple precision arithmetics must be used, and hence run
times become comparable to those of direct computation of the growth rates at individual ηs (note that
real*16 computations are typically ten times slower than real*8 ones). Therefore, another strategy is
perhaps also sensible: in computations for an individual η, to use relatively low-order, not very precise
Padé approximants for neutral modes sk (constructed, for instance, at each point in space or for each
Fourier harmonics within the employed resolution) as the initial data for further refinement by the
usual iterative methods.
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Figure 3. Cont.
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Figure 3. Approximate dependencies of the maximum slow-time growth rates γα (20) (vertical axis)
of large-scale magnetic modes generated by the α-effect on molecular diffusivity η (horizontal axis).
Padé approximants [2L − 1/2L] of α-effect tensor entries are constructed by the algorithm in [5] for
the specified L. Resolution of 643 (c,d,g,h,k,l,o,p,s,t,w,x) and 5123 (a,b,e,f,i,j,m,n,q,r,u,v,y,z) Fourier
harmonics, computations with the double (real*8, left panels except (a)) and quadruple (real*16, right
panels and (a)) precision. Thin solid line: the dependence revealed by computation of γα at individual
η values (red solid circles) by spectral methods (resolution 643 Fourier harmonics), wide dashed line:
Padé approximants.

4. Computation of the Magnetic Eddy Diffusivity Tensor

As discussed in Section 2, an important class are parity-invariant flows. This symmetry is
compatible with the equations of fluid dynamics (the Navier–Stokes or Euler equations) provided
the forcing has the same property. For such a flow, the domain of the operator of magnetic
induction L splits into the subspaces of parity-invariant fields (such that f(−x) = −f(x)) and of
parity-anti-invariant ones (such that f(−x) = f(x)). Solutions to the auxiliary problems (14), sk(x),
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are therefore parity-anti-invariant. This implies A = 0 (see (17)), i.e., no α-effect acts in such flows,
and hence λ1 = 0.

4.1. The Multiscale Formalism Revealing the Magnetic Eddy Diffusivity

By (15),

b1 =
3

∑
k=1

3

∑
m=1

∂ 〈b0〉k
∂Xm

gmk ,

where the small-scale zero-mean (non-solenoidal!) fields gmk(x) solve nine auxiliary problems of
type II:

Lgmk = −2η
∂sk
∂xm

− em × (v × sk) . (28)

For parity-invariant v, gmk(x) are also parity-invariant. Moreover, bn are parity-anti-invariant for all
even n and parity-invariant for odd n [17] in the expansion (12), and no odd powers of ε enter the
series (13) for the eigenvalue λ.

Averaging the third (order ε2) equation in the hierarchy yields

η∇2
X 〈b0〉+∇X ×

3

∑
k=1

3

∑
m=1

Dmk
∂ 〈b0〉k

∂Xm
= λ2 〈b0〉 , (29)

where
Dmk = 〈v × gmk〉 (30)

is the so-called tensor of magnetic eddy diffusivity correction. Again assuming that the mean field
〈b0〉 is a Fourier harmonic (18), we find [20]

λ2±(q) = −η − 1
2 ∑

j,l,n
(Dl

n − Dn
l )qj ±

√
d , (31)

d = ∑
j,l,n

(
((sDl

n)
2 − sDl

l
sDn

n)q
2
j − 2qjqn(

sDl
n

sDl
j − sDl

l
sDn

j )
)

, (32)

where both sums are over even permutations of indices 1, 2, and 3 (i.e., (j, l, n) are combinations (1,2,3),
(2,3,1), and (3,1,2)), and it is denoted

Dl
n = ∑

m
Dl

mnqm , sDl
n = (Dl

n + Dn
l )/2 . (33)

The minimum
ηeddy ≡ min

|q|=1
(−Re λ2±(q)) (34)

is called the minimum magnetic eddy diffusivity. When it is negative, the interaction of the fluctuating
small-scale velocity and magnetic field is capable of generating large-scale magnetic fields. For this
reason, this quantity is of prime interest in large-scale dynamo theory.

Expression (30) can be transformed into

Dl
mk =

〈
Zl ·
(

2η
∂sk
∂xm

+ em × (v × sk)

)〉
, (35)

where Zl are zero-mean solutions to three auxiliary problems for the adjoint operator:

L∗Zl = v × el , (36)
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and L∗ : z �→ η∇2z − {v × (∇× z)} is the operator adjoint to L acting in the space of zero-mean
space-periodic fields.

4.2. Padé Approximation

Relation (30) suggests constructing expansions of the solutions to the auxiliary problems in the
inverse molecular diffusivity, (21), and

gmk =
∞

∑
n=1

g
(n)
mk η−n. (37)

Dividing (28) by η yields

∇2gmk = −η−1∇× (v × gmk)− 2
∂sk
∂xm

− η−1em × (v × sk),

whereby

g
(1)
mk = −∇−2

(
2

∂s
(1)
k

∂xm
+ em × (v × ek)

)
, (38)

g
(n)
mk = −∇−2

(
∇× (v × g

(n−1)
mk ) + 2

∂s
(n)
k

∂xm
+ em × (v × s

(n−1)
k )

)
for n > 1 . (39)

Clearly, the flow being parity-invariant, all s
(n)
k are parity-anti-invariant and all g

(n)
mk , parity-invariant.

By (30) and (37),

Dmk =
∞

∑
n=1

D
(n)
mk η−n, D

(n)
mk =

〈
v × g

(n)
mk

〉
. (40)

Thus, algorithm I consists of the following steps:

• find the fields s
(n)
k employing (22);

• find the fields g
(n)
mk employing (38) and (39);

• calculate the coefficients D(n)
mk employing (40).

Expressions (40) reveal symmetry properties of coefficients in the eddy diffusivity tensor
expansion (similar to those of the coefficients of the α-effect tensor expansion). Eddy diffusivity
tensor for the reverse flow −v is related to that of the flow v by the relations (D−

ml)k = −Dl
mk [19].

By (38) and (39), g
(n)
mk = (−1)n(g−

mk)
(n). Thus, identities, analogous to those used in the case of the

α-effect tensor, reveal that for each fixed m, the coefficients (Dl
mk)

(n) in the series (40) are symmetric
3 × 3 matrices for even n, and antisymmetric ones for odd n. This implies that the symmetrized
matrix sD (33), determining the discriminant d (32), is expanded in even powers of 1/η, and the
antisymmetric one D − sD, determining the common part of λ2±(q) (31), in odd powers.

It is simple to show that, like in the case of α-effect dynamos, for a given flow v, the radius of
convergence of all of the series (37) and (40) (regarded as functions of 1/η) is generically equal to
1/ maxi |μi|, where μi are eigenvalues of the compact operator M (23); convergence of the series is
guaranteed for η > maxi |μi|.

An alternative form of the eddy diffusivity tensor can be exploited. Comparing (14) and (36),
we find

el +∇× Zl = s−l ⇒ Zl = η−1∇−2(v × s−l ), (41)
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where the superscript minus denotes objects pertinent to the reverse flow −v (see (25)). Using (41) to
eliminate sk in (35) yields [19]

Dl
mk = η

〈
Zl ·
(

2∇× ∂Z−
k

∂xm
− em ×∇2Z−

k

)〉
. (42)

By (41), all Zl are parity-invariant, and hence (36) is equivalent to

∇2Zl = η−1(v × (el +∇× Zl)),

which implies a power series expansion

Zl =
∞

∑
n=1

Z
(n)
l η−n, (43)

where the coefficients satisfy recurrence relations

Z
(1)
l = ∇−2(v × el), Z

(n)
l = ∇−2(v × (∇× Z

(n−1)
l )) for n > 1. (44)

By linearity of (44) in v, the coefficients of such an expansion for the reverse flow are linked:

(Z−
l )

(n) = (−1)nZ
(n)
l .

This implies algorithm II for calculation of (Dl
mk)

(n) based on (42):

• find the fields Z
(n)
l applying (44);

• for n ≥ 1 calculate

(Dl
mk)

(n) =
n

∑
j=1

(−1)j

〈
Z
(n+1−j)
l ·

⎛⎝2∇× ∂Z
(j)
k

∂xm
− em ×∇2Z

(j)
k

⎞⎠〉 . (45)

Using (41), it is straightforward, albeit tedious, to transform (42) into

Dl
mk = η

〈{s−l } × {sk} − {sk}∇ · Zl + {s−l }∇ · Z−
k
〉

m . (46)

Relations (41) imply

∇× Z
(n)
l = (−1)ns

(n)
l , Z

(n)
l = (−1)n−1∇−2(v × s

(n−1)
l ) for n ≥ 1. (47)

Thus, the coefficients in the expansion (40) have the entries

(Dl
mk)

(n) =
n

∑
j=1

〈
(−1)js

(j)
l × s

(n+1−j)
k − s

(n+1−j)
k ∇ · Z

(j)
l − (−1)ns

(n+1−j)
l ∇ · Z

(j)
k

〉
m

. (48)

Algorithm III consists of the following steps:

• determine coefficients in the expansion of the neutral magnetic modes sk applying recurrence
relations (22);

• in the course of these calculations, determine coefficients in the expansion of ∇ · Zl using (47);

• calculate the coefficients (Dl
mk)

(n) applying (48).

If the flow v involves a small number of Fourier harmonics, it is unclear a priori which of the
three algorithms is more efficient. Algorithm I involves the computation of two sets of coefficients,
for sk and gmk, algorithm II, only of the set of coefficients for Zl , and algorithm III is an intermediate
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case involving two sets of coefficients, for sk and ∇ · Zl . However, the calculation of the n-term sums
(45) and (48) in algorithms II and III, respectively, is computer-intensive.

4.3. Numerical Results

For numerical experimentation, we have applied two types of flows: the so-called cosine flows
introduced in [20], and their curls, considered in [21]. They are of interest in that the latter have
a point-wise zero vorticity (kinematic) helicity, and the former have a point-wise zero velocity helicity,
but nevertheless they are capable of both small- and large-scale magnetic field generation (see ibid.).
Involving a small number of trigonometric functions, they are particularly useful for calculating the
Taylor series coefficients (40).

The cosine flows are defined as follows:

v1 = βn(b1 sin(a · x) + a1 sin(b · x)) cos nx3,

v2 = βn(b2 sin(a · x) + a2 sin(b · x)) cos nx3, (49)

v3 = −β(a · b)(cos(a · x) + cos(b · x)) sin nx3.

Here, a = (a1, a2, 0) and b = (b1, b2, 0) are constant horizontal vectors, and

β = 2(n2(|a|2 + |b|2) + 2(a · b)2)−1/2,

so that the r.m.s. flow velocity is unity.
Because of many symmetries of the cosine flows, all entries of the eddy diffusivity tensor D

vanish, except for five pairs (see [20]):

D2
31 = −D1

32, D3
12 = −D2

13, D1
23 = −D3

21, D3
22 = −D2

23, D1
13 = −D3

11.

Consequently, the minimum eddy diffusivity (34) takes a simple form:

ηeddy = η − max
(
D2

31,
1
2

(
D3

12 +D1
23 +

√
(D3

12 −D1
23)

2 + (D3
22 +D1

13)
2
))

. (50)

We have considered the particular sample flow for

a = (1, 0, 0), b = (1, 1, 0), n = 1 (51)

and used Mathematica again to implement algorithm I: we have calculated exactly the coefficients of
the expansions (21) and (37) of solutions to the auxiliary problems (14) and (28) using the recurrence
relations (22) and (38) and (39), and of the coefficients D

(n)
mk of the series (40) up to order η−49.

The precise coefficients s
(49)
k and g

(49)
mk require about 2 Gbytes of memory for storage (in the ASCII

form). For the flow (49), the coefficients D
(n)
mk turn out to be rational; in the ASCII form, the vectors

D
(49)
mk occupy 10 to 20 Kbytes of memory.

Figure 4 shows the sequence of the ratios |(Dl
mk)

(2n−1)/(Dl
mk)

(2n+1)|1/2 for five independent
entries. The limit of this sequence for n → ∞ is equal to the radius of convergence of the series (40)
(regarded as a function of 1/η) for the respective entry (note that due to the antisymmetry in l and k,
the entries involve only odd powers of 1/η). The figure demonstrates that the series for the five entries
have the same radius of convergence and converge for η � 0.5 .

Because precise Mathematica calculations require considerable computer resources, we
have not considered high-order Padé approximants. The amount of calculations reduces if
meromorphic functions

q1 = D2
31, q2 = (D3

12 +D1
23)/2, q3 = ((D3

12 −D1
23)

2 + (D3
22 +D1

13)
2)/4 (52)
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are approximated only, in terms of which (see (50))

ηeddy = η − max(q1, q2 +
√

q3). (53)

The poor quality of the resultant approximation (see Figure 5a) is due to the presence of two Froissart
doublets in the approximants of q2 and q3 (Figure 5b). Gaps are present in the plot in Figure 5a, where
the approximant of q3 becomes negative due to its singular behavior, and thus the square root in (53)
cannot be extracted. Upon factoring the doublets out (which is simple in Mathematica) in the two
plagued approximants, the quality of the approximation becomes very similar to that obtained by
using [18/18] approximants of qi (see Figure 5c). Increasing the orders to [24/24] does not significantly
improve the approximated ηeddy (see Figure 5d). A better approximation is obtained if the elements of
the eddy diffusivity tensor D are Padé-approximated individually (see Figure 6); this gives reasonably
accurate values of ηeddy for η � 0.02, which is roughly 25 times larger than the minimum η, for which
the power series in 1/η for the fields sk and gmk, as well as the elements of the tensor D, are convergent.

Upon shifting by a quarter of the period in the vertical coordinate x3, the curl of (49) takes the form

v1 = β
(
((a · b)a2 + n2b2) sin(a · x) + ((a · b)b2 + n2a2) sin(b · x)

)
cos nx3,

v2 =− β
(
((a · b)a1 + n2b1) sin(a · x) + ((a · b)b1 + n2a1) sin(b · x)

)
cos nx3, (54)

v3 = βn(a2b1 − a1b2)(cos(a · x)− cos(b · x)) sin nx3,

where we now assume the normalizing factor

β = 2
(
(n4 + (a · b)2)(|a|2 + |b|2) + 2n2((a · b)2 + |a|2|b|2)

)−1/2
,

for which the r.m.s. flow velocity is again 1. Since this flow possesses all the symmetries of (49),
the expression (50) for the minimum eddy diffusivity still applies.

Following algorithm II, for a sample flow (54) for

a = (0, 1, 0), b = (2, 2, 0), n = 1, (55)

we have calculated with Mathematica 49 coefficients D(n)
mk of the series (40) up to order η−49. The graph

of the ratios |(Dl
mk)

(2n−1)/(Dl
mk)

(2n+1)|1/2 for the five independent entries (see Figure 7a) of the eddy
diffusivity tensor shows that the series (40) converge for η � 2.2. The highest-order (for this set of
coefficients) [25/24] approximants of the entries are free of Froissart doublets (see Figure 7b). They
yield a satisfactory approximation of dependence on η of the minimum magnetic eddy diffusivity for
η � 0.03, which is roughly 70 times smaller than the bound obtained for convergence of the Taylor
series (40) for Dl

mk (see Figure 7c,d). However, their fidelity is insufficient to reproduce the singularity
of the minimum eddy diffusivity observed in Figure 7c,d.

The symmetries of the flow (54), (55) imply that the neutral modes sk reside in invariant subspaces
of the magnetic induction operator, which can be categorized in terms of the Fourier harmonics bnein·x,
comprising the Fourier series for sk (by virtue of the mode periodicity, the wave vectors n have integer
components). Only the harmonics that have the following properties enter the Fourier series for sk:

• bn = b−n are real;
• the numbers n1 and n1/2 + n2 + n3 are even;
• s1 and s2 are symmetric in x3 (i.e., b1

n = b1
n∗ , b2

n = b2
n∗ , b3

n = −b3
n∗ ), and s3 is antisymmetric in x3

(i.e., b1
n = −b1

n∗ , b2
n = −b2

n∗ , b3
n = b3

n∗ ), where n∗ = (n1, n2,−n3).

We have checked that for η > ηcr = 0.00420516, small-scale modes from the subspace, where
s1 and s2 are located, are not generated, but at η = ηcr the small-scale generation starts in the
subspace, where s3 resides. It is known [20,21,23] that the point of the onset of the small-scale
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generation is typically associated with a singularity of the α-effect or eddy diffusivity tensors; this
is the case for the flow under consideration. In Figure 7d, we observe that the least-squares fit by
a hyperbola through 20 computed values of minimum eddy diffusivity at equispaced points in the
interval 0.0045 ≤ η ≤ 0.014 is very accurate (only 19 points out of the 20 are shown; for the smallest
η = 0.0045, eddy diffusivity –20.217501, also well approximated by the hyperbola, is out of the vertical
range of Figure 7d). The hyperbolic fit yields the location of the singularity at η = 0.0041988 (the
vertical asymptote is shown by a dashed line in Figure 7d), which is very close to the point of the onset
of the small-scale generation ηcr = 0.00420516 computed by spectral methods; the hyperbola through
the three smallest η from this interval yields a closer value 0.00420233.

Figure 4. The ratios |(Dl
mk)

(2n−1)/(Dl
mk)

(2n+1)|1/2 (vertical axis) versus n > 0 (horizontal axis) for five
independent entries of the eddy diffusivity tensor for the cosine flow (49), (51).

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5. Minimum eddy diffusivity (53) (vertical axis) for the sample flow (49), (51) computed using
Padé approximants of the quantities qi (52) of orders [20/20] (a), [18/18] (green line) and regularized
[20/20] (black line) (c), and [24/24] (d). Behavior of the [20/20] Padé approximants of qi (vertical
axis) near the points, where Froissart doublets are located (b). Horizontal axis: magnetic molecular
diffusivity η. Red dots: minimum eddy diffusivity computed by spectral methods (resolution of 1283

Fourier harmonics) individually for the respective η values.
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Figure 6. Minimum eddy diffusivity (53) (vertical axis) for the sample flow (49), (51) computed by
Padé approximation of the individual entries of the eddy diffusivity tensor D of orders [23/22] for
varying magnetic molecular diffusivity η (horizontal axis).

(a)

(b)

(c) (d)

Figure 7. The ratios |(Dl
mk)

(2n−1)/(Dl
mk)

(2n+1)|1/2 (vertical axis) versus n > 0 (horizontal axis) for
five independent entries of the eddy diffusivity tensor for the flow (54), (55) (a). The [25/24] Padé
approximants for the five entries Dl

mk (vertical axis) versus η (horizontal axis) (b) and minimum eddy
diffusivity (53) (vertical axis) computed using these approximants for varying η (horizontal axis)
(c). Red dots: minimum eddy diffusivity computed by spectral methods (resolution of 1283 Fourier
harmonics) individually for the respective η values. Zoomed-in view of plot (c) for small η (black
line) and a hyperbolic fit (blue line) through the 20 spectral eddy diffusivity values for 20 η points in
the interval 0.0045 ≤ η ≤ 0.014 step 0.0005 (d). The dashed line shows the vertical asymptote of the
minimum eddy diffusivity at the onset of a small-scale dynamo in the symmetry subspace, where the
neutral mode s3 resides.

5. Conclusions

We have tested Padé approximants of the α-effect and eddy diffusivity tensors, responsible for
generation of large-scale fields, as functions of the respective molecular diffusivity: the viscosity ν

when hydrodynamic perturbations are studied, and the magnetic diffusivity η when the kinematic
dynamo problem is under scrutiny. We have tried different computational tools: Fortran codes relying
on floating point arithmetics and Mathematica for symbolic and arbitrary precision calculations.
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A relatively high (several dozens) order of Padé approximants is needed to obtain a reasonable
accuracy of approximation of the tensor entries. For this, a high precision of computations (in
particular, the quadruple precision in Fortran) has proved indispensable. For our sample flows,
the Padé-approximated tensors yield large-scale magnetic field growth rates to satisfactory accuracy
for η, several dozen times smaller than those for which power series in the inverse molecular diffusivity
converge, for both large-scale generating mechanisms (the α-effect and negative magnetic eddy
diffusivity).

The application of these techniques in computational fluid dynamics and magnetohydrodynamics
seems natural for estimating transport coefficients quantifying the influence of small scales on the
evolution of large-scale fields in the spirit of large eddy simulation methods. Our findings, while
promising, suggest that to achieve this goal, additional algorithms are needed for the determination

• of Froissart doublets in approximants of tensor entries and their elimination (the approach of [36]
may prove useful for monitoring the absence of the doublets);

• of the interval in molecular diffusivity, where the approximation is sufficiently accurate;
• of the realistic orders of a Padé approximant, for which the length of such intervals is close to

the maximum.

It is relatively easy to perform these tasks manually by trial-and-error methods—the difficulty
lies in performing them automatically.
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Abstract: Turbulent mixing through atmospheric cloud and clear air interface plays an important role
in the life of a cloud. Entrainment and detrainment of clear air and cloudy volume result in mixing
across the interface, which broadens the cloud droplet spectrum. In this study, we simulate the
transient evolution of a turbulent cloud top interface with three initial mono-disperse cloud droplet
population, using a pseudo-spectral Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS) along with Lagrangian
droplet equations, including collision and coalescence. Transient evolution of in-cloud turbulent
kinetic energy (TKE), density of water vapour and temperature is carried out as an initial value
problem exhibiting transient decay. Mixing in between the clear air and cloudy volume produced
turbulent fluctuations in the density of water vapour and temperature, resulting in supersaturation
fluctuations. Small scale turbulence, local supersaturation conditions and gravitational forces have
different weights on the droplet population depending on their sizes. Larger droplet populations, with
initial 25 and 18 μm radii, show significant growth by droplet-droplet collision and a higher rate of
gravitational sedimentation. However, the smaller droplets, with an initial 6 μm radius, did not show
any collision but a large size distribution broadening due to differential condensation/evaporation
induced by the mixing, without being influenced by gravity significantly.

Keywords: droplets; cloud micro-physics; transient evolution; warm cloud top mixing; direct
numerical simulation

1. Introduction

Atmospheric clouds play an important role in the evolution of the weather, both locally and
globally, by influencing incoming and outgoing radiations, amount of precipitations and transport
of water vapour, heat and other advected scalars like pollutant concentrations. Low altitude
stratocumulus and cumulus clouds are formed on top of the planetary boundary layer. Various
physical processes inside these clouds, which span over a wide range of temporal and spatial scales,
need to be carefully modelled to improve weather predictions and climate modelling (see Pruppacher
and Klett (2010) [1], Stull (1988) [2] and Devenish et al. (2012) [3]). Therefore, many studies have been
devoted to analyzing each single aspects of the clouds.

The presence of a wide range of scales in an atmospheric cloud adds a layer of
complexity to the micro-physical processes, which are linked to the droplet evolution. Droplet
condensation/evaporation, dispersion, preferential concentration and transport processes are the key
phenomena of the the micro-physical processes [3,4]. Many of these processes occur at the smallest
scales of the flow [5], therefore, such processes need to be parameterized when the whole cloud
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or large scale modelling is considered [6,7]. Particle resolving direct numerical simulations (DNS),
which aim to solve all the dynamically significant scales of a turbulent environment, have recently
become a tool to investigate some of the cloud micro-physical processes using idealized atmospheric
flow configurations.

In these simulations, it is not only necessary to solve all the turbulent scales down to the diffusive
scales but it is also necessary to track the motion and the growth of every single cloud droplet in
the fluid flow. Therefore, due to computational limitations, only a small portion of a cloud could be
considered in a DNS study. The basic model used in all such works was introduced by Vaillancourt
et al. (2001) [8]. In this model the Navier-Stokes (NS) equations with the Boussinesq approximation
are solved for the air phase on an Eulerian grid, where the suspended cloud droplets are considered as
inertial variable-mass points. The droplet model takes into account the variation of the droplet size
due to condensation or evaporation according to the local supersaturation condition [1]. Most of such
works focused on the simulation of a small portion of the well mixed cloud-core and introduced an
external forcing to reproduce the inflow of energy due to the larger-scale cloud motions [9–11]. Other
works have extended this methodology to investigate the effects of non-uniformity in the underlying
turbulent flow and its consequences on cloud droplet micro-physical evolution. Such non-uniformity
was introduced in the form of a turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) gradient and in the supersaturation
distribution [12]. Götzfried et al. (2017) [12] and Kumar et al. (2014, 2017) [13,14] considered the
evolution of a tiny cloud layer to analyze the cloud edge affects on the cloud droplet population,
whereas Andrejczuk et al. (2004, 2006, 2009) [15–17] considered decaying moist turbulence with
worm-like structures of supersaturated and subsaturated regions. Gao et al. (2018) [18] investigated
the differences between cloud micro-physical evolution for various initial configuration of cloud and
clear air layers, both in the presence and absence of forcing.

Entrainment and mixing in between supersaturated and subsaturated air parcels have long been
considered important processes which shape the size distribution of the cloud droplets and therefore
contribute to enhancing the collision rate [3]. Therefore, the understanding of cloud droplet evolution
inside the mixing zone could contribute to bridge the gap between the condensational growth
(effective for smaller droplets, below 10 μm radius) and collisional growth (effective for larger
droplets, above 40 μm radius) [5,19]. In the mixing zone, two mechanisms contribute to the droplet
micro-physics: (a) the presence of large fluctuations in the supersaturation, which broadens the size
distribution of the cloud droplets by condensation/evaporation and (b) large accelerations in some
localized regions of the flow [4,20], which can cause occasional collisions. Different scenarios can
occur, which range between the two limiting mixing situations: (a) homogeneous mixing, where
entrained air and cloudy air quickly mix at the small scale, so that the entire droplet population
evaporate/condensate at the same time and (b) inhomogeneous mixing, where only a portion of the
volume remains subsaturated/supersaturated and therefore, part of the droplet population quickly
evaporate/condensate, whereas, the other parts of the population remains almost unaffected [21].

In this work, we studied the transient evolution of cloud water droplet populations inside
a simplified top interface model of a warm cloud. The objective of this work was to investigate the
differences in the micro-physical transient evolution of various cloud water droplet populations with
sizes that approach the lower bound of the size gap [15–40 μm radius] [5] and sizes below the size gap
and their thermal feedback on the surrounding air. DNS using the Eulerian-Lagrangian model along
with a collision detection algorithm (mostly neglected for this kind of study) was used for this work.
Various thermodynamic processes, such as supersaturation, buoyancy, phase change of water vapour to
liquid water and corresponding latent heat production, are interlinked by one-way coupling in between
the cloud droplets and the surrounding fluid velocity and two-way coupling of the cloud droplets
with the air temperature and the water vapour density. We investigated the transport inside a cloud
interface characterized by a strong kinetic energy gradient (see also [12]). This configuration is known
to generate a strong intermittent transient mixing layer [22–24] due to the entrainment/detrainment of
fluid from/to the external regions [24,25]. This induces non-trivial complex behaviour in the droplet
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velocity distribution due to the interplay between larger scales and gravity, with little dependence
on the Reynolds number [24]. Therefore, even if the Reynolds number which can be achieved in the
direct numerical simulations is much smaller and not comparable with the real life cloud Reynolds
number in the order of 104–105, we think such simulations can still provide information that can be
useful to understand some of the real cloud phenomena. The present simulations undergo a transient
decay in TKE [12,15,25]. The methodology and the simulation set-up is presented in Section 2. Results
presented in Section 3 include statistics and visualizations on the transient evolution of the fluid flow
and the droplet populations and a discussion on the role of condensation/evaporation, sedimentation
and collision on the evolution of the different droplet populations in the mixing layer separating the
lower cloudy region from the upper clear air region.

2. Numerical Methodology and Simulation Setup

In this study, the interactions in between atmospheric low altitude warm cloud top and the
above-lying clear air regions and its impact on cloud water droplets were simulated using DNS.
Two cubic boxes, each with (0.256 m)3 volume, representing warm cloud and clear air properties
were combined together to create the simulation domain (see Figure 1a). The portion of the
domain representing the cloudy air was seeded with a mono-disperse cloud droplet population.
The airflow was modelled as an incompressible fluid flow according to the Boussinesq approximation.
The governing equations for the airflow (carrier fluid) and the cloud droplets (dispersed medium) are
presented below.

2.1. Evolutive Equations for the Fluid Flow

The numerical model for the evolution of the fluid flow considers NS equations for humid air,
which are coupled with the Lagrangian tracking of every cloud water droplet, introduced in the initial
condition. The numerical model of this study followed the model used by Vaillancourt et al. (2001) [8],
later used by Kumar et al. (2014) [13], Gotoh et al. (2016) [26], Götzfried et al. (2017) [12] and Gao et al.
(2018) [18]. The air phase equations use Boussinesq-like approximation and include the continuity
and momentum balance equations for the airflow velocity u and the temperature T and the water
vapour density ρv equations. Temperature and water vapour density were considered as advected
active scalars. The fluid flow equations are

∇ · u = 0 (1)

∂u

∂t
+ u · ∇u = − 1

ρ0
∇p + ν∇2u − Bg (2)

∂T
∂t

+ u · ∇T = κ∇2T +
L

ρ0cp
Cd (3)

∂ρv

∂t
+ u · ∇ρv = κv∇2ρv − Cd (4)

where ∂/∂t is the temporal derivative, ρ0 is reference mass density of air at temperature T0 and
pressure p0, ∇p is the pressure gradient, ν is the kinematic viscosity, g is the gravity acceleration,
κ is the thermal diffusivity of air, L is the latent heat for condensation of water vapour, cp is the
specific heat at constant pressure and κv is the water vapour diffusivity. The “source” term in the
momentum balance Equation (2) is B which represents the buoyancy force per unit volume due to small
variations of temperature and water vapour density in the humid air. In the temperature (enthalpy)
(3) and humidity (4) equations, the source term Cd represents the condensation rate, that is, the local
condensating or evaporating water mass per unit time and unit volume.

These source terms are expressed as
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B =
T − T0

T0
+ ε

ρv − ρv,e

ρ0
(5)

Cd =
1
V ∑

i

dmi
dt

=
1
V ∑

i
4πρLr2

i
dri
dt

(6)

where T0 is the reference temperature, ρv,e is the reference water vapour density, ε = Rv/Ra − 1 = 0.608
is a constant dependent on the gas constants Rv and Ra of the water vapour and the air respectively,
ρL is the density of liquid water and ri is the radius of the i-th cloud droplet. The sum in Cd is
calculated on the droplets only within the (small) local volume V, where mi is the mass of the i-th
droplet (in simulation, this volume is the volume of a computational grid cell). Droplet volume
fraction (volume of droplets/volume of carrier fluid) for the largest initial droplet (initial radius,
rin = 25 μm) population is 1.12 × 10−6, which is considered as dilute suspension by Elghobashi
(1991) [27], where the momentum feedback from the droplets (two-way momentum coupling) may be
neglected. Therefore, in the computation of the buoyancy force, no momentum feedback from droplets
to the fluid is considered, since in case of dilute suspension one-way coupling is prominent in between
droplets and the surrounding fluid [27].

2.2. Lagrangian Equations for the Cloud Droplets

The Lagrangian descriptions of the cloud droplets consider them driven only by gravity and
the Stokes drag law, since the droplet density is much higher than air density (ρL/ρ0 ∼ 103) and the
Reynolds number of the droplet relative velocity with respect to the surrounding air is very small
(after Pruppacher and Klett (1978) [1] pg 575 and Vaillancourt et al. (2001) [8], usually below 0.1).
Moreover, their sizes change due to condensation/evaporation, driven by the local heat and water
vapour diffusion around the droplets. Therefore, the equations for the i-th droplet are

dxi
dt

= vi (7)

dvi
dt

= −vi − u(xi, t)
τi

+ g (8)

dri
dt

= C
ϕ(xi, t)− 1

ri
, ϕ(xi, t) =

ρv(xi, t)
ρvs(T)(xi, t)

(9)

where xi is the droplet position, vi is the droplet velocity, ϕ is the local relative humidity, ρvs is the
saturation vapour density and τi is the droplet response time, which is

τi =
2
9

ρL
ρ0

r2
i
ν

. (10)

The droplet growth rate Equation (9) is dependent on the condition of surrounding relative
humidity (Pruppacher and Klett (1978) [1], p. 511) and the proportionality coefficient C is defined as

C = κv
ρvs(T0)

ρL

(
1 +

L2ρvs(T0)

RvT2
0

κv

λT

)−1

where λT is the thermal conductivity of the air. As in Kumar et al. (2013) [10], we approximated
L/(RvT) � 1 in the definition of C.

2.3. Numerical Method of the DNS

Model equations for the fluid flow phase are solved using the Fourier–Galerkin (FG)
pseudospectral method as in Iovieno et al. (2001) [28], while temporal advancement is approximated
using a low storage second order Runge-Kutta (RK2) method with exponential integration of the
diffusive terms [29]. The numerical code uses one dimensional (1D) slab parallelization using Massage
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Passing Interface (MPI) libraries. Dealiasing is carried out during data transposition. Discrete Fourier
Transforms (DFT) are computed using FFTW subroutine library. Whereas, Lagrangian model equations
for the droplets are solved in the physical space using the same RK2 method for temporal integration.
After every time-step, droplets are exchanged among neighbouring processors according to their
current respective positions. Fluid velocity, temperature and vapour density at particle positions are
computed through a trilinear interpolation within each mesh cell, which is expected to be sufficient
in the Lagrangian droplet model for kmaxη � 2. The feedback term Cd is computed through cell
average (particle-in-cell method). Higher order interpolation methods, for example, third order
B-spline method would be optimal according to [30], in the sense that the interpolation error would
be less than the discretization error. However, as outlined by Sundaram and Collins (1996) [31],
the interpolation and the reverse interpolation schemes must be symmetric in order to guarantee
energy conservation in the domain, so that the linear particle-in-cell reverse interpolation should be
replaced with an equivalent higher order method (see for example [32]). The pseudo-spectral code
used triply-periodic boundary conditions for all the fluid flow variables. A non-periodic temperature
profile is introduced in the vertical direction by the decomposition T = Γx3 + T′; where, the field
T′, which contains the temperature fluctuations, is triply periodic but the full temperature field T is
not periodic in the vertical direction. The sign of the temperature gradient Γ = ΔT/Lx3 determines
the stability of the flow. Such decomposition of the temperature field modifies the temperature
Equation (3) into

∂T′

∂t
+ u · ∇T′ = κ∇2T′ + L

ρ0cp
Cd − Γu3. (11)

The code also includes a module for droplet-droplet binary collision detection, which assumes
coalescence of the colliding droplet masses. After each time-step, the algorithm determines whether
the distances between the pairs of droplet centers become smaller or equal to the sum of their redii
by assuming a linear in–time variation of radius and position within the time-step. A collision between
droplet i and j is considered to have occured if the first solution of |xi(t)− xj(t)|2 − (ri(t) + rj(t))2 = 0
lies between t and t + Δt and their relative velocity is inward. Since the Weber numbers (ratio between
the droplet kinetic energy and droplet surface energy) of the cloud water droplets are very small (� 1),
each collision is modeled as a successful coalescence in agreement with the experimental investigation
of water droplet collisions by Rabe et al. (2010) [33]. Conservation of mass and momentum are then
used to determine the size, position and velocity of the new droplet emerged from the collision.

2.4. Simulation Setup

The simulation domain replicates a small portion of a warm cloud top and layer of clear air above
it. All interactions in between the cloud and the clear air happens through the interface formed by
the edges of both the cloud and the clear air regions. Simulation parameters, constants and domain
specifications used in our simulations are tabulated in Table 1. The values of the basic referred states
correspond to the reference height Hre f of 763 m, which is a typical height for the low altitude warm
clouds [34].
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Table 1. Simulation parameters, constants and domain specifications used for simulation setup.

Quantity Symbol Value Unit

Reference temperature T0 283.16 K
Reference atmospheric pressure p0 92.4 kPa
Reference air density ρ0 1.13 kg m−3

Reference kinematic viscosity ν 1.56 × 10−5 m2 s−1

Gravitational acceleration g 9.8 m s−2

Thermal conductivity of the air λT 2.5 × 10−2 J K−1 m−1 s−1

Thermal diffusivity of air κ 2.2 × 10−5 m2 s−1

Diffusivity of water vapour κv 2.54 × 10−5 m2 s−1

Specific heat of air at constant pressure cp 1005 J kg−1 K−1

Latent heat for condensation of water vapour L 2.5 × 106 J kg−1

Gas constant for water vapour Rv 461.5 J kg−1 K−1

Gas constant for air Ra 286.84 J kg−1 K−1

Density of liquid water ρL 1000 kg m−3

Reference saturated water vapour density at T0 ρvs(T0) 9.4 × 10−3 kg m−3

Constant in Equation (9) C 9.22 × 10−11 m2 s−1

Simulation grid step Δx 0.001 m
Simulation domain discretization N1 × N2 × N3 256 × 256 × 512
Simulation domain size Lx1 × Lx2 × Lx3 0.256 × 0.256 × 0.512 m3

Table 2 summarizes the details of the simulation runs. In this simulation setup, an initial
population of mono-disperse cloud droplets of three different size distribution are introduced in
the cloudy volume of the simulation domain in three different simulation runs R25, R18 and R6;
whereas, the carrier airflow initial conditions remained the same for all these simulations. A sketch
of the simulation domain is shown in Figure 1a. Gravitational force (as presented in Figure 1a) acts
on both the fluid flow (in form of buoyancy forces B in Equation (2)) and on the momentum of the
cloud droplets in Equation (8). In this cloud top simulation setup, gravity therefore acts in downwards
direction, causing heavier droplets to settle down towards the bottom boundary of the cloudy volume.

Table 2. Details of simulation runs

Simulation IDs

Quantity R25 R18 R6

Initial Droplet Radius rin [μm] 25 18 6
Total number of initial droplets 286,240 286,240 286,240
Initial droplet number density Nd(0) [cm−3] 17 17 17
Initial liquid water content lwc [gm m−3] 1.12 0.42 0.02
Initial Stokes number St 1.59 0.82 0.09
Initial rms of velocity fluctuations u′ in cloud [m s−1] 0.268 0.268 0.268
Initial energy ratio Ecloud/Eair 20 20 20
Temperature difference between cloudy and clear air ΔT [K] 4 4 4
Initial integral scale L of cloud and air [m] 0.0235 0.0235 0.0235
Initial Taylor micro-scale Reynolds no. Reλ of cloud 90 90 90
Initial Taylor micro-scale Reynolds no. Reλ of air 20 20 20
Simulation time-step Δt [s] 1.224 × 10−4 1.224 × 10−4 1.377 × 10−5

Total simulation duration [s] 2.1 2.1 2.1
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Figure 1. Simulation setup: (a) scheme of the three dimensional simulation domain and the boundary
conditions; (b) comparison between the TKE spectrum E(k) of present simulation with the infield
measurements; (c) initial distribution of the rms of velocity fluctuations u′ and TKE dissipation rate 〈ε〉;
and (d) simulated initial profile of temperature 〈T〉 and water vapour density 〈ρv〉.

2.4.1. Initial Setup for the Fluid Flow

In field measurements of the cloud turbulent properties and associated clear air properties show
different turbulent intensities, producing TKE gradients across the interfaces. Velocity fluctuations
inside the cloudy regions mostly show higher TKE than that of the clear air region [34–36], which is
mainly due to the instability of the moist air-mass, developed due to the buoyant updraft resulting in
shear layer formation inside cloud [37]. This difference in kinetic energy is replicated by the average of
velocity fluctuation root mean square (rms) distribution u′ in the initial condition (Figure 1c) of present
simulations. The clear air region of the simulation domain, shown in the right side region of Figure 1c
is having lesser energy than the associated cloudy region (left side of the domain). The kinetic energy
ratio between the cloudy domain and the clear air domain has been chosen to be around 20, which is in
the range of the values which can be deduced from in-cloud measurements [34,35]. The thickness of the
initial velocity fluctuations interface, measured as the distance between the horizontal planes where the
difference of the TKE is 90% of the difference of kinetic energy between the cloudy and clear air regions,
is about 0.006 m (see Figure 1c). Figure 1b presents few examples of spatial one-dimensional TKE
spectra from infield measurements by Biona et al. (2001) [38], Katul et al. (1998) [39], Radkevich et al.
(2008) [40], Lothon et al. (2009) [41] and Siebert et al. (2015) [42], to which the one dimensional initial
TKE spectrum of present simulations has been superimposed (the three dimensional TKE spectrum
is shown in the inset). Since in a DNS, we need to resolve Kolmogorov micro-scale η, which also
plays important role for the micro-physical evolution of cloud droplets [3,5], only part of the inertial
sub-range and the dissipation range (up to the last three decades of TKE spectrum in logarithmic
wave-number space) can be reproduced. The initial velocity field is generated by the superposition
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of Fourier modes with random phases, whose amplitude is determined from the following model
3D-spectrum

E(k) = A
(k/k0)

α

1 + (k/k0)α+5/3 f (k/kmax).

Coeffient α controls the low wavenumber slope of the spectrum (α = 2 in present work). Coefficients A
and k0 control the variance and the initial correlation length and f (k/kmax) produces the exponential
tail in the highest simulated wavenumbers approaching kmax = π/Δx. The transition of initial
fluctuations for airflow velocity from higher values inside the cloudy region to the lower values inside
the clear air region of the domain was carried out using a linear superposition of the two initial cloudy
and clear air isotropic field (see Tordella and Iovieno, (2006) [43], supplemental material of Tordella
and Iovieno, (2011) [22] and Iovieno et al. (2014) [23]).

For this study, we selected an unstably stratified temperature profile, which can also be
locally observed from small scale local temperature profiles obtained from in-cloud measurements
(see Figure 2 of Ref. [34]). Initial temperature and water vapour fields are uniform on horizontal
planes. No fluctuations of temperature and water vapour density were introduced in the initial
conditions, so that the supersaturation fluctuations were generated only due to the mixing or due to
the condensation/evaporation of the droplets to a minor extent. Therefore, any particle size broadening
can be attributed to the non-uniform supersaturation field generated by the mixing process. Constants
T0 and ρv,e in Equation (5) were chosen as the mean values of T and ρv over the whole domain in the
initial conditions. The thickness of the initial mean temperature and mean density of water vapour
interface was slightly wider, around 0.007 m (Figure 1d). The initial mean density of water vapour and
unstable mean temperature distribution inside the domain simulate supersaturated (relative humidity
(RH) ϕ = 1.1, 10% supersaturation) cloudy volume and subsaturated (ϕ = 0.6, 40% subsaturation)
clear air volume conditions. The supersaturated condition inside the cloudy region of the simulation
domain will help the local cloud water droplets to grow by condensational deposition of water vapour
on them; whereas, entrainment of the subsaturated clear air inside the cloudy volume can result in
evaporative size reduction of the cloud droplets. These mean values of the supersaturation are around
the upper estimation of the atmospheric measurements by Siebert and Shaw (2017) [44].

2.4.2. Initial Setup for the Cloud Droplets

A mono-disperse population of cloud water droplets of initial 25 μm, 18 μm and 6 μm radii was
initially introduced for the three simulations at random positions inside the cloudy part of the domain,
that is, in the supersaturated region of the domain. The initial velocity of the droplets was set equal to
the interpolated flow velocity at the droplet position.

Boundary conditions for the cloud droplets also follow periodic boundary conditions in the two
horizontal directions, that is, droplets which exit the domain from horizontal boundaries re-enter
from the opposite side with the same velocity as the fluid flow. However, the droplets settling on
the bottom boundary of the simulation domain are removed from the simulation considering that
those droplets are no longer present inside the cloudy volume. In this way, they do not re-enter the
simulation domain from the top in the clear air region above the cloud. This choice has some positive
as well some negative impact on the statistics of the simulated cloud droplets. Due to gradual removal
of the heavier droplets from the cloudy portion of the domain, the number of samples for averaged
droplet quantities were reduced near the bottom zone of the cloudy volume. However, simultaneously
the cloud droplets were prevented from reappearing inside the clear air part of the domain caused by
the periodic boundary conditions. This setup prevented any spurious droplet feedback to be present
on the fluid volume near the top of the clear air region. Evaporation of the liquid water from the
droplets results in size reduction. In the case of a droplet reducing below 4% of their initial radius,
it was assumed that the droplet was completely evaporated within one time-step. This avoids the
numerical instability of the small droplets, which have time-scales much smaller than the Kolmogorov
time-scale.
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3. Results of Transient Evolution

3.1. Time Evolution of the Fluid Flow

Since no external forcing has been introduced, the only force that can amplify the velocity of the
fluid flow is the buoyancy force generated by the variations of temperature and water vapour density
in the humid air. Transient evolution of the volume averaged quantities, such as TKE E, its dissipation
rate ε, Taylor micro-scale Reynold’s number Reλ and integral length scales L exhibit transient decay
or growth with time as shown in Figure 2. Turbulent fluid statistics along anisotropic x3 direction
is carried out by plane averaging 〈·〉 across homogeneous x1, x2 horizontal planes. For computation
of volume averaged turbulent quantities 〈·〉V , the plane averaged quantities 〈·〉 are averaged over
the bulk of the cloudy region [1/8 ≤ x3/Lx3 ≤ 3/8] and the clear air region [5/8 ≤ x3/Lx3 ≤ 7/8].
The definitions for E, ε, λ, Reλ and L are given as

〈E〉 = 1
2

3

∑
i=1

〈u′2
i 〉; 〈ε〉 = 1

2
ν

3

∑
i,j=1

〈(∂u′
i

∂xj
+

∂u′
j

∂xi
)2〉;

u′2
avg =

1
2
(〈u′2

1 〉+ 〈u′2
2 〉); λ = u′

avg

√
15ν

〈ε〉 ; Reλ =
u′

avgλ

ν
;

B(r) = 〈u′
i(xi)u′

i(xi + r)〉; L =
1

B(0)

∫ ∞

0
B(r)dr;

where u′
avg is the average of rms velocity fluctuations along two homogeneous directions (x1, x2) along

which flow should remain homogeneous and isotropic, since the only sources of in-homogeneity and
anisotropy are gravity and energy/temperature/density of water vapour gradient, which are acting
along vertical x3 direction; and B(r) is the velocity correlation function [45]. Evolution of E and ε is
plotted in Figure 2a using logarithmic scale in the both axes. More than the half of the initial E and ε

inside the cloudy region is lost during the first 0.3 s, after which the evolution of the E and ε follows
a power-law scaling with time (with scaling exponent of −1.25 for E and −2.25 for ε).

Figure 2b presents time evolution of Reλ, which shows two phases in its evolution inside the
cloudy region. During the first phase till 0.3 s of initial transient, turbulence develops from the initial
random conditions. Initially a increase in Reλ is observed due to the rapid increase in spatial scales
(such as λ, L) compared to the decrease in E with time. This is followed by a sharp decrease in
Reλ, due to the rapid decrease in E with time which dominates over the the increase in λ. During
the second phase, E decays at t−1.25 and λ grows as t0.5, which results in a gentle decay of Reλ at
t−0.125. Since decrease in E inside the clear air region is much slower than the increase in its spatial
scales and the detrainment of E happens from the cloudy to clear air region; the evolution of Reλ in
clear air shows increment for longer duration compared to the cloudy region, which is followed by
a slow decrease.

For calculation of the integral length scales L, both longitudinal and transversal integral scales are
computed along the two homogeneous directions and averaged. In Figure 2c, the transversal length
scales are not exactly one half of the longitudinal length scales, which is an indication of anisotropic
evolution of the flow across the domain with time. The effect of the numerical boundary of the domain
also influenced this anisotropic evolution of the integral scale, since the scales can not grow beyond
the domain size. The decay in kinetic energy also produces a growth of the Kolmogorov micro-scale
η = 4
√

ν3/〈ε〉. The resolution of the simulation increases with time, since kmaxη varies from 1.0 at the
beginning to 3.7 at the end of the simulation inside the cloudy region of the domain (inside clear air
region, kmaxη ≥ 2 always). The growth of the η also produces a transient evolution in the average
droplet Stokes number St and the settling parameter Sv of the different droplet populations in the
domain, as shown in Figure 2d. St is a ratio between the droplet response time τi in Equation (10)
and the Kolmogorov time scale τη =

√
ν/〈ε〉 and Sv is a ratio between vp and uη , where vp = τig is
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the terminal velocity of a droplet and uη = (〈ε〉ν)1/4 is the Kolmogorov velocity. Due to decay in the
kinetic energy (and the corresponding growth in η) in the domain, the droplets become gradually less
and less sensitive to the turbulence (indicated by the transient growth of the Sv parameter), whereas,
the droplet Stokes number St gradually reduces.
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Figure 2. Transient evolution of the flow inside the clear air and cloudy region: (a) decay of TKE E
and dissipation rate ε; (b) Taylor micro-scale Reynolds number Reλ; (c) longitudinal and transversal
integral length scales L; and (d) average cloud droplet Stokes number St and settling parameter Sv of
the different droplet populations. Plots (a–c) are from simulation R25. Differences are small among the
three simulations.

Figure 3 presents the time evolution of air statistics. Time has been re-scaled using the initial eddy
turnover time τ0 = L/u′ taken at t = 0.043 s, which is 0.115 s, in order to reduce the influences of
the initial evolution of the flow. Since all the three different simulations were initialized with same
initial background fluid flow conditions, similar transient evolutions are observed for various fluid
turbulent quantities. In transient evolution of 〈E〉 in Figure 3a, detrainment of TKE to clear air region
of the domain is observed to happen through the interface (dotted line in the middle) and also through
the top boundary on top of the clear air region of the domain (due to periodic boundary condition,
which generates a secondary inhomogeneous layer). Detrainment of TKE and widening of the TKE
interface towards the clear air region of the domain can be recognized by following the positions of the
kurtosis peaks of vertical component of fluid velocity u3 in the Figure 3b, which moves toward the
core of the clear air region. Skewness S(·) = 〈(·)3〉/〈(·)2〉3/2 and kurtosis K(·) = 〈(·)4〉/〈(·)2〉2 of the
fluid quantities are computed using horizontal plane averages 〈·〉 as a function of vertical direction x3.
After 6 initial eddy turnover time (t/τ0 = 6), overall TKE and the amplitude of the kurtosis peaks are
observed to become lower. During the final stage of the simulation (t/τ0 = 18), negligible TKE is left
inside the fluid motion and the smaller peaks of kurtosis represent a well mixed stage in distribution
of rms of velocity fluctuations throughout the domain. Decay in kinetic energy is reduced by the
production of buoyancy inside the mixing layer. Unstably stratified temperature profile in the vertical
direction amplifies vertical motion (see also Gallana et al. (2014) [46]) and the fluctuations of ρv and
T produce buoyancy fluctuations (Equation (5)), which introduce energy into the vertical motion
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(Equation (2)). This cumulative effect becomes visible after t/τ0 = 6 (see the growth of 〈E〉 in the
mixing region in Figure 3a), when the flow lost most of its initial kinetic energy. This source of kinetic
energy accelerates the growth of the mixing layer and reduces the extent of the undiluted regions as
well. During the later stage of evolution, t/τ0 > 12, the initial configuration of two different regions is
no more distinct and the flow begins to approach a homogenized state.
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Figure 3. Transient evolution of flow statistics: (a) TKE 〈E〉; (b) kurtosis of vertical velocity fluctuations
K(u′

3); (c) mean water vapour density 〈ρv〉; (d) mean temperature 〈T〉; (e) variance of water vapour
fluctuations 〈ρ′2v 〉; (f) variance of temperature fluctuations 〈T′2〉; (g) skewness of water vapour
fluctuations S(ρ′v); and (h) skewness of temperature fluctuations S(T′) evolution. All plots present
horizontal plane averaged quantities as in Figure 1c,d. The presented data are from simulation R25.
Differences are small among the three simulations.
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Figure 3c,d presents the time evolution of the mean of water vapour density 〈ρv〉 and temperature
〈T〉 profiles respectively. Mean of both the density of water vapour and temperature decrease inside
the cloudy region of the domain, whereas, it increase inside the clear air region. The resulting profile
of mean supersaturation 〈S〉 (which is initialized with a magnitude of 10% inside the cloudy region
and −40% inside the clear air region) shows a decrease in its magnitude inside the supersaturated
cloudy region and an increase inside subsaturated clear air region (Figure 4a). The mixing process
tends to produce a uniform supersaturation profile, therefore, during the final stage (t/τ0 = 18),
the mean supersaturation value remains positive (〈S〉 > 0) only in the central part of the cloudy region,
whereas, most of the domain is subsaturated (〈S〉 < 0). Figure 3e,f present the time evolution of the
variance of water vapour fluctuations 〈ρ′2v 〉 and temperature fluctuations 〈T′2〉. Resulting variance in
plane averaged supersaturation fluctuations 〈S′2〉 is shown in Figure 4b. Though no fluctuations are
introduced in the initial condition for the temperature and the density of water vapour, fluctuations
are generated by the mixing in the interface region and are propagated inside the undiluted core of the
cloudy or the clear air region gradually with the spreading of the mixing region. A minor source for
the fluctuations in the fluid flow quantities is the droplet feedback term Cd in Equations (3) and (4).
However, since the mean condensational time-scale is much larger than the eddy turnover time-scale,
Cd gives an overall small contribution for generating fluctuations. In Figures 3e and 4b, two peaks (one
in the interface in the middle of the domain and another one near the bottom and the top boundaries)
are observed in the fluctuations of the density of water vapour and supersaturation, due to periodicity
in the initial density of water vapour condition. However, since the initial temperature is non-periodic
in the vertical direction and varies only at the mixing interface in the middle of the domain, Figure 3f
shows only one peak in the variance of the temperature fluctuations. Temporal growth of the scalar
(density of water vapour, temperature and supersaturation) mixing layers and widening of the scalar
interfaces are evident from the shift in the peaks of the skewness and kurtosis of the scalars towards the
undiluted central regions as shown in Figures 3g,h and 4c,d, which gradually decrease in magnitude
with mixing spreading all across the domain.
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Figure 4. Transient evolution of supersaturation: (a) mean of supersaturation 〈S〉; (b) variance 〈S′2〉;
(c) skewness S(S’); and (d) kurtosis K(S’) of supersaturation fluctuations. All plots present horizontal
plane averaged quantities.
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Figure 5a,b presents the time evolution of one dimensional (1D) horizontal spectrum of the vertical
component of air velocity Eu′

3
(k) in the wavenumber space k, sampled at the middle horizontal plane

of the initial configuration of the cloudy region and at the middle plane of the initial interface region
(with 3 adjacent plane averaging in both cases). The 1D spectra in wavenumber space Ef (k) distributed
in the homogeneous x1, x2 directions is computed as

Ef (k) =
1
2

[
1

N1

N1−1

∑
j=0

| f̂ (k, xj
2, x3) |2 +

1
N2

N2−1

∑
j=0

| f̂ (xj
1, k, x3) |2

]
where Ni is the number of grid points in xi direction, f̂ is the Fourier transform of quantity f .
Since initially the cloudy and the clear air region were initialized with two homogeneous and isotropic
turbulent cubic domains with a TKE ratio of 20 in between the two regions, the initial 1D transversal
spectra for all the three components of velocity fluctuations looks almost similar (some differences
can be observed in the lowest wavenumbers due to smaller number of samples). The interface region
in the initial condition contains lower TKE than that of the cloudy region of the domain (due to
linear interpolation in TKE magnitudes in between the cloudy and the clear air region), which can
also be observed in the initial TKE spectra of the interface showing vertical shift downwards than
that of the cloud core region. With time advancement, the dissipative wavenumber range from the
initial condition shows transition towards smaller wavenumbers indicating growth in the Kolmogorov
micro-scale η with time, gradually shrinking the inertial sub-range. Moreover, the spectra of different
components of velocity fluctuations do not replicate each other during the later instances of the
simulation, resembling an anisotropic time evolution of the fluid flow.
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Figure 5. Transient evolution of one dimensional horizontal spectra: (a,b) transversal spectra of u′
3;

(c,d) spectra of water vapour fluctuations ρ′v; and (e,f) temperature fluctuations T′ respectively at cloud
core and at the interface.

164



Fluids 2019, 4, 144

In Figure 5c,d, the transient evolution of the water vapour density fluctuations spectra Eρ′v(k) and
in Figure 5e,f, temperature fluctuations spectra ET′(k) in wavenumber space k is presented, sampled
at the cloud core and the interface. Presence of a mean gradient in the initial scalar profiles along
the vertical direction creates a large variance of that scalar in the mixing layer (Figure 3), which is
observed to spread towards the undiluted regions with time. Since the mean gradient in the mixing
region is large enough to produce sufficient variance in the scalars to counter its dissipation and the
turbulent transport, a well mixed region is observed to be created with a scalar spectrum quickly
approaching k−5/3 Kolmogorov inertial range [23]. Initially the only source of temperature and density
of water vapour variance inside the undiluted cloudy region is the droplet condensation/evaporation.
Therefore, initially the scalar spectra are not well developed but after t/τ0 = 10, the growth of the
mixing layer gradually destroys the cloudy region,so that similar scalar spectra like the mixing region
are replicated inside the cloud core as well.

3.2. Time Evolution of the Cloud Droplet Population

The three simulations of this study are initialized with three different mono-disperse cloud droplet
populations as enlisted in Table 2. The droplet populations go trough distinct transient evolution
according to their surrounding fluid flow conditions. In general, droplets in the cloud core experience
an average condensational growth due to supersaturated ambient, whereas, the droplets exiting the
cloud core region, tend to evaporate due to subsaturation. A visualization of the flow is shown in
Figure 6, where enstrophy (E = |∇ × u|2) of the fluid field across a vertical plane (plane (x3, x1)) is
presented with superposition of the cloud droplets around that plane (thickness of droplets containing
slice is 0.0025 m) after 6 initial eddy (t/τ0 = 6) turnover time and along with the supersaturation S
field in contour lines. The line at S = 0 marks the extent of the cloudy region, where condensational
growth occurs. In the region with S ≤ −0.2, droplets would instead experience a quick evaporation.
Although almost similar, small differences in the local enstrophy can be observed as a consequences of
the cloud droplet feedback term Cd in Equations (3) and (4), which determines also the buoyancy term
B in the momentum balance Equation (2). Since buoyancy is sensitive to the small local fluctuations
in the density of the water vapour ρv and temperature T, differences in droplet feedback Cd due to
different droplet sizes (Equation (6)) can result into differences in the local fluid velocity, although the
initial fluid flow conditions are identical. Distribution of enstrophy in Figure 6 gradually decreases
with time, as TKE distribution also decreased as shown in Figures 2a and 3a. Due to differences in
the cloud droplet Stokes number St as shown in Figure 2d, droplets show different responses to the
local enstrophy field. In Figure 6a, droplets of initial 25 μm mono-disperse distribution can be seen
to preferentially concentrate away from the regions of higher enstrophy and often forming string
like patterns and clustering in the areas of lower enstrophy. However, the gradual reduction of the
average Stokes number with time reduces the tendency to cluster, while gravitational settling, droplet
size broadening reduce correlation between the droplet concentration and the local strain. A similar
but much milder tendency can also be observed in Figure 6b for the simulation with an initial 18 μm
mono-disperse droplet population. On the contrary, a higher uniform concentration can be seen in
Figure 6c for the droplet population with initial 6 μm radius.

At the same time, droplets undergo gravitational sedimentation which is only partially
counterbalanced by turbulence. The relative importance of sedimentation is controlled by the
dimensionless settling parameter Sv [19]. Since uη decays as t−(n+1)/4, n = 1.25 in these present
simulations, the importance of gravitational sedimentation grows with time (see Figure 2d). Larger
droplets (initial 25 μm radius population) begin to gather at the bottom of the domain from the
beginning of the simulation and rarely enters the mixing layer (Figure 6a). Droplets with initial 18 μm
radii have a comparatively slower rate of sedimentation and are observed to cross the cloudy region
border through detrainment process (Figure 6b). On the contrary, smaller droplets (initial 6 μm radius
population) do not show significant sedimentation. They are observed to easily diffuse in the clear
air zone (Figure 6c), where, due to their shorter evaporation time-scale (proportional to r2/|S|) and
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longer residence time (roughly proportional to L/u′ but modified by the droplet settling velocity vp),
they can completely evaporate. Moreover, for the smaller droplet population, the presence of strong
subsaturation near the bottom boundary and at the clear air region of the domain also removed droplets
by complete evaporation. This evaporation contributes to cool down the subsaturated layer above the
mixing region, increasing the negative buoyancy [7] and thus enhancing the mixing process. Whereas,
for the larger droplets, after a few initial time-scales, this process of detrainment to subsaturated clear
air zone and complete evaporation of the droplets is not present.

This is reflected in the transient evolution of normalized probability density functions (PDFs) of
the droplet size, velocity and growth rate; which are presented in Figure 7. Figure 7a–c present the
evolution of PDFs of the cloud droplet radius with time. Both the cloud droplet populations with
initial 25 and 18 μm radius show limited broadening of their sizes due to condensation/evaporation
and the presence of two secondary peaks which correspond to the collisions (Figure 7a,b). However
for the droplet population with initial 6 μm radius, no collisional growth is observed to happen during
the simulation duration. Whereas, the width of the DSD due to both the evaporation and condensation
processes is observed to be wider in Figure 7c and certain number of droplets are observed to evaporate
completely. The impact of condensational size growth or evaporative size reduction is more efficient for
the smaller droplets (since droplet radius growth rate dri/dt is proportional to r−1

i , see Equation (9)).
PDFs of dr2

i /dt, which indicates the growth rate in the droplet surface area, are presented in Figure 7d–f.
As dr2

i /dt from Equation (9) is proportional to the local supersaturation S = (ϕ − 1), simulations of
the three initial mono-disperse cloud population should exhibit similar transient evolution, since the
background supersaturation spatial distribution is similar for the three simulations. However, droplets
experience different supersaturation conditions due to their different paths, which also depends on
their individual sizes and the local air conditions. Smaller droplets of initial 6 μm radius do not show
the extreme negative tail of dr2

i /dt as observed for larger droplets in Figure 7d,e, because this leads to
a complete evaporation of the droplets (Figure 7f).

Moreover, since subsaturation can result in highly negative dri/dt for the sub-micron droplets
from the initial 6 μm droplet population and since the numerical time-step for the sub-micron droplets
needs to be very small and their micro-physics cannot be modelled using Equation (9); the droplets
with sizes below 4% (≤0.24 μm) are removed.

Due to gravity, vertical component of the cloud droplet velocity v3 can exhibit different behaviour
compared to the velocity components along the horizontal directions. Transient evolution of PDFs
for v3 is plotted in Figure 7g–i. During the early stage of evolution, the PDFs of v3 shows wider
distribution due to the presence of TKE inside the domain, influencing the droplet velocity as well.
However the decay of TKE narrows the spectrum of u3 and therefore v3 with time. The gravitational
settling is visible in the shift of the maxima of the PDFs of v3 toward the negative values for the larger
droplets. From Figure 7g, most of the cloud droplets of initial 25 μm population are observed to have
higher negative v3 during the later instances of the simulation. Free fall velocity for a 25 μm cloud
water droplet is 0.077 m/s and the peak of the PDF of v3 of this population is observed at 0.063 m/s
after the first time-scale, which is implying dominance of gravitational settlement with velocities close
to the free fall condition. Simulation with initial 18 μm population (Figures 6b and 7h) is observed
to comparatively settle down slowly than the initial 25 μm population. However, the simulation
with initial 6 μm population shows almost symmetric evolution of v3 around the zero (Figure 7i),
which indicates negligible effect of gravitational acceleration on this cloud droplet population.
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Figure 6. Visualization: Enstrophy E field across a vertical plane (plane (x3, x1)) is presented in
superposition with the supersaturation S field in contour lines and cloud droplets around that plane
(thickness of droplets containing slice is 0.0025 m) after 6 initial eddy (t/τ0 = 6) turnover time.
Colourbar represents magnitude of the enstrophy in the flow field, red and yellow contour lines
represent saturated (S = 0) and subsaturated (S = −0.2) conditions respectively. The sizes of the
droplets are proportional to r/rin for each population. The panels show the simulations with the
droplet populations of (a) 25 μm; (b) 18 μm; and (c) 6 μm initial radius.
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Figure 7. Probability density functions (PDFs): PDFs of (a–c) cloud droplet radius r; (d–f) droplet
surface area growth rate dr2/dt; and (g–i) vertical component of droplet velocity v3 for 25 μm, 18 μm,
and 6 μm initial droplet size populations respectively.

The number density of the droplets inside the simulation domain can change with time due to
collisions or complete evaporation of the liquid water or due to gravitational sedimentation of the
droplet out of the domain bottom boundary. To quantify the relative importance of condensation,
evaporation, collision and gravitational sedimentation; the transient evolution in the number density
of droplets is presented in Figure 8. Evolution in number density of all droplets Nd(t) (normalized by
initial droplet number density Nd(0)) is presented in Figure 8a, where most significant reduction in
total number of droplets can be observed for the initial 25 μm droplet population and comparatively
less for the initial 18 μm droplet population and much lesser for the initial 6 μm droplet population.
The most active physical process to result in reduction of the total number of cloud droplets for
the initial 25 and 18 μm droplet populations is the gravitational settling and subsequent removal of
the droplets falling below the bottom boundary of the domain. However, the most active physical
process for the initial 6 μm droplet population, reducing the total number of droplets is the complete
evaporation. In Figure 8b, time evolution in the normalized number density of the droplet population
remaining to its initial radius or exhibiting size growth due to condensational water vapour deposition
Ncond(t)/Nd(0) is presented (rin ≤ ri <

3
√

2rin, where 3
√

2rin corrospond to radius of a droplet after
first collision with a similar sized droplet). Though, the initial 6 μm droplet population did not exhibit
any collisional growth but some fraction of the population grew more than 3

√
2rin size due to higher

degree of condensational growth. Transient evolution in the normalized number density of the cloud
droplets experiencing evaporative size reduction Nevap(t)/Nd(0) is presented in Figure 8c. For the
initial 25 μm droplet population, droplets with a radius smaller or equal to 24.5 μm are considered
for counting the number density of evaporating droplets (ri ≤17.5 μm for initial 18 μm population
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and ri ≤5.5 μm for initial 6 μm population). The effect of complete evaporation for the initial 6 μm
droplet population is evident from Figure 8b where the number density of the droplets that is equal
to, or larger than, the initial 6 μm size is observed to decrease with time but in Figure 8c the number
density of evaporating droplets during the later stage of the simulation is almost steady, implying
some physical process is resulting in the removal of droplets in the evaporating range. In Figure 7c,
the absence of sub-micron droplets is seen to happen from 12 to 18 initial eddy turnover time, which
also confirms the presence of the complete evaporation of sub-micron droplets for initial 6 μm droplet
population. The initial 25 and 18 μm droplet population shows growth in the DSD due to occurrence
of collision in different size ranges. Figure 8d presents normalized number density of the droplets in
size ranges corresponding to collision between two similar sized droplets Ncoll(t)/Nd(0) (secondary
peaks in Figure 7a,b). For this transient evolution of the number density of colliding droplets, the
source is the occurrence of collisions but the sink is the gravitational sedimentation of the droplets out
of the domain. For both the initial 25 and 18 μm droplet population in Figure 8d, during the initial 4
initial eddy turnover time, occurrence of collision dominates over the gravitational sedimentation but
later the droplets with 1 collision for 25 μm initial droplet population are removed from the domain
very rapidly, whereas for the 18 μm initial droplet population, the number of droplets with 1 collision
remains almost steady. The occurrence of collision in between larger sized droplets (already with one
collision) to the smaller droplets resulting in droplets with two or more collisions was very rare and
happened mostly in the case of 25 μm initial droplet population.
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Figure 8. Transient evolution in normalized number density of droplets: (a) number density of total
number of cloud droplets Nd(t); (b) number density of droplets went through condensational growth
Ncond(t); (c) number density of droplets undergone evaporative size reduction Nevap(t); and (d) number
density of droplets with one collision Ncoll(t) as observed for 25 μm, 18 μm and 6 μm initial droplet
size populations. No collisional growth is observed for 6 μm initial droplet populations.

Time evolution of the one-point correlation between fluid flow and cloud droplet
B(a, b) = 〈a′b′〉/(〈a′2〉〈b′2〉)1/2 (where a and b are fluid and droplet quantities respectively) is
presented in Figure 9. Since the droplet distribution is not uniform, for the calculation of these
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correlation parameters, both the fluctuations in the cloud droplets and fluid flow quantities are
plane averaged in horizontal directions (x1, x2), considering only grid cells containing cloud droplets
withing its Δx3 volume and the droplet quantities are averaged to the corresponding grid points.
In the correlation between the fluctuations in the vertical component of fluid velocity u′

3 and droplet
velocity v′3 in Figure 9a–c, u′

3 and v′3 are very well correlated for initial 6 μm droplet population
but less correlated for 18 μm and lesser for 25 μm initial droplet population during the initial instances.
Spurious fluctuations in correlation parameters are observed in the interface region, where number
of droplet samples are much smaller. Since TKE inside the domain during later instances was much
smaller and the Stokes numbers decreases (Figure 2d), as well for all the populations, the velocity
fluctuations for both the fluid u′

3 and the droplet v′3 tend to correlate more with time advancement.
In Figure 9d–f, correlation between the supersaturation fluctuations S′ and fluctuations in liquid water
content lwc′ is presented. Due to particle clustering and high fluctuations in the size of the statistical
samples, bezier smoothing has been applied to the correlation in between S′ and lwc′. This smoothing
significantly modifies the data only in the clear air region of the domain, where number of droplets are
very small. Improved statistics could be obtained by considering ensamble averaging between different
simulations with independent initial conditions. Since initially inside the undiluted cloudy part of the
domain, S′ was 0 and gradually the fluctuations picked up, the widening of the interface mixing region
can be witnessed in these correlation plots. With positive S′, positive lwc′ is observed, which shows
highest positive correlation for initial 6 μm droplet population and the correlation is less for 18 μm
and lesser for the 25 μm initial droplet population. In general, almost no correlation is observed in
between the fluid enstrophy E′ and v′3. However, for the two larger cloud droplet population (initial
25 and 18 μm radii), increase in negative correlation was observed to happen with time.
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Figure 9. Correlation between fluid and droplet: (a–c) correlation between vertical component of
fluid velocity fluctuations u′

3 and droplet velocity fluctuations v′3 ; and (d–f) between supersaturation
fluctuations S′ and fluctuations in liquid water content lwc′. Vertical panels from the left to right
present correlation diagrams for 25 μm, 18 μm and 6 μm initial droplet size populations respectively.

In Figure 10, time evolution of three sample droplets from the three different simulations reaching
a specific region in the initial clear air portion of the domain (see the box in the clear air region of panel
(a), (c), (e) of Figure 10) after 3 initial eddy (t/τ0 = 3) turnover time is presented. These droplets were
transported to the subsaturated clear air region due to detrainment from the near interface region
of the cloudy part of the domain. Due to subsaturation, only the droplets from simulations with
initial 25 and 18 μm droplet populations are observed to survive the entire simulation. The impact of
gravitational settlement is observed to be very pronounced for the larger droplet population, leading
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to a short residence time in the subsaturated area (two out of the three droplets were back to the
cloudy supersaturated region of the domain almost immediately, see Figure 10a). Whereas, the other
remaining droplet was trapped in some eddy to follow lateral movement inside the clear air region.
In Figure 10b, these droplets are observed not to follow the fluid velocity exactly but rather show
negative v3 indicating stronger influences of gravitational forces on these droplets. The sample droplets
from the simulation with initial 18 μm droplet population shows comparatively less influence under
gravitational forces and remains entrapped in the eddies inside the clear air region of the domain
(Figure 10c), which produces a continuous size reduction due to local subsaturation (Figure 10d).
Whereas, local subsaturation played most important impact on the samples of the droplets from the
simulation with initial 6 μm droplet population. After being detrained to the subsaturated clear air
region, these droplets cloud not return back to the saturated cloudy part of the domain due to decay
in TKE inside the domain (Figure 10e) and eventually evaporated completely in the middle of the
simulation duration (Figure 10f).
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Figure 10. Lagrangian trajectories: A sample of few individual cloud droplet trajectories.
(a,c,e) visualization of the time evolution of droplet positions; and (b,d,f) Lagrangian history of the
vertical component of droplet velocity v3, fluid velocity at that droplet position u3 and their normalized
droplet radius r/rin up to the end of simulation duration (t/τ0 = 18) or to the end of the droplet
life till being completely evaporated (panels e and f) are presented. Colourbar for the left panels
represents droplet radius growth rate dr/dt, thus indicating the droplet positions where condensation
or evaporation occur. Size of the droplets are proportional to normalized droplet radius r/rin.
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4. Discussions and Concluding Remarks

Understanding of the growth of inertial cloud droplets in transient mixing of horizontal interface
is extended in this research by inclusion of the impact of gravitational sedimentation and the impact
of collision on the cloud water droplets, along with the condensational/evaporative growth/shrink
in size. Three mono-disperse cloud water droplet populations of radii 25 μm, 18 μm and 6 μm
were simulated with the same initial background airflow. This flow represents a transient mixing in
between a warm cloud top and above-lying clear air. We simulated transient initial value problem,
where we initialized the TKE inside the domain following the infield measurements of TKE spectra
in the ranges of inertial sub-range and dissipation range. The initial condition of the temperature
and the water vapour density replicate the in-cloud measurements of the same quantities, however
no fluctuations of temperature or fluctuations in the density of water vapour are introduced in the
initial condition. The mixing in between the cloudy and the clear air region of the domain produces
fluctuations in the scalar quantities, such as, temperature, density of water vapor and therefore
fluctuations on the saturation ratio. Entrainment of subsaturated clear air inside the cloudy region
and detrainment of supersaturated cloudy air is observed to happen during this transient mixing
phenomenon, which widened the initial thickness of the kinetic energy as well as the scalar interfaces.
Initial isotropic homogeneous turbulence inside the cloudy and the clear air region of the simulation
domain gradually becomes anisotropic due to mixing, which is evident from the transient growth of
the correlation scales.

Depending on the initial size of the droplet population, they are observed to undergo different
transients when initialized with the same background flow condition. This study attempts to
investigate the differences in between the cloud droplet growth in the size gap from 15 μm to 40 μm
of radius and for the droplets smaller than 15 μm of radius. We observed that the small 6 μm
radius droplets do not grow by collision but droplets inside the size gap grow significantly by droplet
droplet collision and coalescence. The mixing produces a size broadening of the initial mono-disperse
population due to supersaturation fluctuations, which is more evident for the smaller population.
In the larger droplet populations of both the 25 μm and 18 μm radii, collisional growth becomes
important and multiple collisions occurred in between different sizes of droplets. Since the flow is
decaying with time, gravitational settling becomes more and more important for the larger population
as the simulation evolves, leading to a gradual removal of falling droplets from the simulation domain
and show higher decorrelation in their vertical velocity from that of the fluid velocity. In contrary,
the reduction in total droplet count for the 6 μm initial size population happened mostly due to
complete evaporation of the sub-micron sized droplets of this population, which were very sensitive
to local subsaturation due their very small size. This smaller droplet population has a small Stokes
number, which makes them follow the fluid velocity almost perfectly and a very small settling
parameter due to negligible terminal velocity, which prevents them from sedimentation. With the
decay in TKE, these droplets are observed to remain dispersed in the domain with very negligible
vertical velocity.

To extend this research, we foresee studies using DNS with initial poly-disperse droplet population
representative of the in-cloud droplet size measurements, which can help in understanding the process
of rapid broadening of the droplets inside the size gap due to collisional growth. A further analysis
could introduce a constant rate of TKE inflow inside both the cloudy region as well as the clear air
region of the domain, so that the total TKE inside the simulation domain remains constant, which could
be an attempt to simulate precipitating clouds.
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Abstract: We validate and test two algorithms for the time integration of the Boussinesq form of the
Navier—Stokes equations within the Large Eddy Simulation (LES) methodology for turbulent flows.
The algorithms are implemented in the OpenFOAM framework. From one side, we have implemented
an energy-conserving incremental-pressure Runge–Kutta (RK4) projection method for the solution
of the Navier–Stokes equations together with a dynamic Lagrangian mixed model for momentum
and scalar subgrid-scale (SGS) fluxes; from the other side we revisit the PISO algorithm present in
OpenFOAM (pisoFoam) in conjunction with the dynamic eddy-viscosity model for SGS momentum
fluxes and a Reynolds Analogy for the scalar SGS fluxes, and used for the study of turbulent channel
flows and buoyancy-driven flows. In both cases the validity of the anisotropic filter function, suited
for non-homogeneous hexahedral meshes, has been studied and proven to be useful for industrial LES.
Preliminary tests on energy-conservation properties of the algorithms studied (without the inclusion
of the subgrid-scale models) show the superiority of RK4 over pisoFoam, which exhibits dissipative
features. We carried out additional tests for wall-bounded channel flow and for Rayleigh–Bènard
convection in the turbulent regime, by running LES using both algorithms. Results show the RK4
algorithm together with the dynamic Lagrangian mixed model gives better results in the cases
analyzed for both first- and second-order statistics. On the other hand, the dissipative features
of pisoFoam detected in the previous tests reflect in a less accurate evaluation of the statistics of
the turbulent field, although the presence of the subgrid-scale model improves the quality of the
results compared to a correspondent coarse direct numerical simulation. In case of Rayleigh–Bénard
convection, the results of pisoFoam improve with increasing values of Rayleigh number, and this may
be attributed to the Reynolds Analogy used for the subgrid-scale temperature fluxes. Finally, we point
out that the present analysis holds for hexahedral meshes. More research is need for extension of the
methods proposed to general unstructured grids.

Keywords: OpenFOAM; Runge–Kutta (RK4); PISO; wall-resolved Large Eddy Simulation (LES);
Rayleigh–Bènard convection; channel flow

1. Introduction

Since the seminal works of Chorin [1] and Temam [2], different variants of the fractional-step
method have been proposed and used for the integration of the incompressible form of the unsteady
Navier–Stokes Equations (NSE). Over the years, different algorithms have been developed using
multistep time advancement techniques, conceived to be used with generalized grid topologies
and different locations of the flow variables (co-located or staggered). Algorithms developed for
the analysis of unsteady laminar flows have been successfully employed for the Direct Numerical
Simulations (DNS) and for the Large Eddy Simulation (LES) of turbulent flows. The latter, by requiring
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some forms of parametrization for the smallest scales of turbulence, is computationally less demanding.
In principle, even non-conservative or dissipative numerical algorithms may give reasonable results
when used for DNS, provided that the time step of the simulation and the cell size are smaller than the
Kolmogorov scales, so that the truncation error remains confined in the insignificant part of the power
spectrum. This is not true for LES though, where a low-pass filter is applied to the NSE to separate the
large energy-carrying scales of motion from the small and more isotropic ones; here the truncation
error necessarily affects both the resolved and the modeled part of the spectrum, hence the importance
of using energy-conserving and non-dissipative algorithms for LES of turbulent flow.

In a sequence of papers [3,4] numerical algorithms for the solution of the NSE in conservative form
have been proposed, using Cartesian staggered grids. There, 2nd-order accurate central difference
schemes were used for the discrete spatial operators, second-order time accurate schemes for the
diffusive terms, and, at least second-order accurate schemes for time integration of the non-linear
term (i.e., Adams–Bashforth or Runge–Kutta). The need to move toward complex grid topologies has
pushed the development of algorithms using curvilinear coordinate transformations or unstructured
grids. A very popular curvilinear-grid fractional-step algorithm is that of Zang et al. [5]: they used
a semi-implicit time advancement scheme in conjunction with a second-order accurate explicit
Adams–Bashforth scheme for the time integration of the non-linear term. Since the algorithm co-locates
the flow variables on the cell centroids it requires a non-conservative formulation of the NSE [6] thus,
high-order upwind flux schemes were used for the spatial discretization of the advective term of
momentum and scalar transport. The algorithm was successfully employed for the study of LES
of turbulent flows over curvilinear geometries. Later, the algorithm was modified using central
differences for the calculation of non-linear momentum and scalar fluxes in several papers (see [7] for a
general discussion). On the other side, energy-conserving, second-order fractional-step algorithms for
finite-differences/volumes have been proposed and used for the LES of turbulent flows in unstructured
grids [8].

Given the Courant-Friedrich-Lewis (CFL) restrictions imposed by the semi-explicit methods
mentioned earlier, implicit multistep methods for the solution of the NSE were sought. In its
incompressible version, the NSE present some difficulties in enforcing mass conservation and in
writing the discrete non-linear operator of velocities when numerically integrated using implicit
multistep methods. The most widely used algorithm for the implicit integration of the incompressible
NSE is the PISO algorithm, proposed by Issa [9], which is first-order accurate in time. As it is a
non-iterative predictor-corrector method, the momentum equation (predictor) is solved once and,
afterward, the non-solenoidal velocities obtained are ‘corrected’ (at least twice) in order to enforce
conservation of mass, by solving the pressure equation and an explicit algebraic corrector equation.
It is important to note that for the algorithm to be implicit, the advective term must be linearized.
Details on such linearization will be revisited in later sections.

OpenFOAM [10–12] is a numerical library based on the idea of offering an unified mathematical
framework for the description of systems of hyperbolic Partial Differential Equations (PDE) in a
natural way, where the finite-volume (FV) approach is used for the ‘discretization’ of spatial derivative
operators and where multistep time integration techniques are present. In particular, the PISO
algorithm present in OpenFOAM, referred also as pisoFoam, has become a tool of widespread use in
industry as well as in academia for the solution of the incompressible NSE. In academia, the code
has been largely used for unsteady simulations using Detached Large Eddy, wall-resolving Large
Eddy (A simulation where the near-wall turbulent structures are fully resolved and a no-slip boundary
condition is applied at the wall), implicit Large Eddy (ILES) (a simulation where the SGS model is
replaced by the truncation error of the numerical algorithm) models and more recently for DNS. There,
it has proven to be the go-to code in many groups for the simulation of a wide class of flows of interest
for industrial and environmental applications.

Special attention has been given to ILES in the early years of the code for use in compressible and
incompressible flows, given that low-order FV methods are amenable to use within the Monotone
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Implicit LES, or MILES, framework (for a review, see [13]). In general, the use of pisoFoam along with
MILES for the numerical simulation of high-Reynolds number flows has proven to be accurate in a
wide range of scenarios [13,14]. However, it is difficult to determine a-priori whether for a given grid
resolution (and type of grid elements) MILES would resolve accurately the backscattering effects of
turbulence or, more importantly, whether the numerical diffusion may be considered representative of
the unresolved scales of turbulence: a finite-scale analysis proves the existence of a ‘scale-similar term’
for structured grids, but not so for more general, unstructured, grids composed of non-hexahedral
elements. In other words, if special care is not taken, solutions obtained using MILES may tend
to be over-dissipative particularly in cases where non-linear effects are predominant or needed to be
accurately modeled.

More recently wall-resolving and Wall-Modeled LES models (WMLES) (a LES where the near-wall
dynamics is not resolved and the wall shear stress is parametrized using a model), although present
since the early stages of OpenFOAM, have begun to be used for the simulation of turbulent flows.
However, most studies have focused on high-Reynolds external, or wall-bounded, flows with massive
separation, i.e., airfoils, wind turbines, flows over complex topography, where over-dissipation may
not be noticeable. A more recent account on low-Reynolds LES on channel flows using pisoFoam was
made by Vuorinen et al. [15]. There, it was shown that DNS results for a wall-bounded channel flow
obtained using pisoFoam are over-dissipative with respect to the results obtained for the same case
using a Runge–Kutta Navier–Stokes Equation solver, implemented within the OpenFOAM framework.
In an attempt to remedy the over-dissipative properties of pisoFoam, various authors [15,16] have
implemented non-incremental projection methods for the solution of the incompressible NSE in
OpenFOAM. All such works consider the Rhie–Chow interpolation for the momentum fluxes projected
onto the faces, in order to guarantee velocity-pressure coupling on the discrete PDE system.
However, note that by not considering the pressure gradient in the predictor step (non-incremental),
the pressure obtained is only first-order accurate in time, depending on the Reynolds number. The latter
term is often referred to as computational pressure since it differs from the physical one by a term
proportional to the computational parameters. Furthermore, boundary conditions for the pressure
equation are not trivial: an accurate definition of the pressure gradient in the no-slip boundaries
require the projection of the momentum equations onto the boundary which, at the corrector step,
are unknown. A deferred-correction approach can be used for determining the projection of the NSE
onto the no-slip boundaries. However, the cited works fail to mention how the boundary conditions
for the pressure equation are treated.

A more accurate account on the over-dissipative properties of pisoFoam and other commercial
codes was made by Komen et al. [17]. An analysis of the turbulent kinetic energy budget shows
that for the resolved and residual dissipation rates there is only an 8% difference, for quasi-DNS
turbulent channel flows. Furthermore, explicit LES calculations on channel flows show that subgrid
scale contributions are at least 3.5 times lower compared to residual contributions due to numerical
dissipation, and such ratio varies little with Reτ . The authors argue that no clear improvement is
gained when using an explicit LES model compared to just running an under-resolved DNS when
using pisoFoam. This issue will be exploited in a successive Section.

Incidentally, the work of Tuković et al. [18] has revisited the PISO implementation present in
pisoFoam and shown that the time integration order of pressure and velocity is time-dependent,
passing from first-order accuracy for small time-steps to second-order accuracy for bigger time-steps,
and errors on pressure tend to accumulate in time for very low CFL numbers. There, the authors
propose to project in time the face fluxes of momentum, in an attempt to mitigate the error caused by
the splitting of the non-linear term in PISO. Please note that the former remark is not new: the original
work of Issa [9] shows that the operator-splitting in time is only first-order accurate.

The present work focuses on the analysis of the overall performance of the standard
implementations of pisoFoam compared to those of an incremental-pressure correction version
of the Runge–Kutta algorithm proposed by Le and Moin [4] (hereinafter RK4). Specifically, first,
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two benchmark cases are run to test energy-conservation properties of the two algorithms: (1) a 2-D
Taylor vortex, in which boundary condition consistency can be verified; (2) the calculation of the
energy decay rate of a 2D Tollmien–Schlichting wave in a channel, to determine the time integration
order of the algorithm.

Successively, the algorithms are validated for LES of neutral and buoyant flows. In this context,
filter consistency and associated boundary conditions are also tested and compared with the standard
solvers available in OpenFOAM. In particular, pisoFoam is used in conjunction with the Dynamic
Smagorinsky model for turbulent neutral and buoyancy flows available in the framework. To be
noted that in OpenFOAM the subgrid-scale (SGS) scalar fluxes are parametrized using the Reynolds
Analogy, namely assuming a constant value for the SGS Prandtl number. Our implementation of
RK4 is used with a Dynamic Mixed Lagrangian Smagorinsky model [19,20] implemented in the present
work. Also, a new model for the calculation of the turbulent SGS scalar fluxes, in the spirit of the one
proposed by Armenio and Sarkar [21], is implemented and compared with results obtained using
the Reynolds Analogy for the SGS scalar fluxes present in OpenFOAM for simulations where buoyancy
is active.

The verification of the LES models along with the fluid flow solver for turbulence flows uses two
cases: (1) a turbulent neutral Poiseuille flow, where the consistency of the filters and of the SGS model
can be evaluated; and (2) Rayleigh–Benard convection between infinite plates, which may serve as a
test of the overall performance in the presence of active scalars.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reports the mathematical formulation of the different
algorithms just discussed, including the description of the SGS model for the momentum and
scalar transport equations; Section 3 reports a description of the two algorithms tested in this paper,
namely PISO and RK4; Section 4 reports results of tests aimed at verifying the energy-conservation
properties of the two algorithms; Section 5 reports verification tests of the two algorithms for LES of
turbulent flows and, finally, concluding remarks and a discussion are given in Section 6.

2. Mathematical Formulation

In this section, a description of the Boussinesq form of the unsteady NSE for the filtered flow
variables is presented. We recall that the Boussinesq form allows the study of systems with variable
density, only when the density variations are much smaller than the bulk density of the flow. Spatial
filtering over the NSE produces unresolved terms (SGS fluxes) which need to be modeled.

The filtered Boussinesq form of the Navier–Stokes equations read as:

∂ui
∂xi

= 0, (1)

∂ui
∂t

+
∂uj ui

∂xj
=− 1

ρ0

∂p
∂xi

+ ν
∂2ui

∂xj∂xj
−

∂τr
ij

∂xj
− ρgδi,3, (2)

∂ρ

∂t
+

∂uj ρ

∂xj
= κ

∂2ρ

∂xj∂xj
−

∂ηr
j

∂xj
, (3)

where ui is the velocity component in the i-direction, ρ is the density perturbation with respect to the
bulk density ρ0, p is the hydrodynamic pressure, g is gravity, ν is the kinematic viscosity, and κ the
scalar diffusivity. The quantities

τr
ij = uiuj − uiuj, (4)

ηr
j = ρuj − ρ uj, (5)

are the SGS, or residual, fluxes of momentum and density.
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The frame of reference has x1 and x2 over the streamwise and spanwise horizontal directions,
and x3 vertical upward. The streamwise, spanwise, and vertical directions may be also referred to as
(x, y, z); similarly, for the velocity components we also use (u, v, w), depending on the context.

2.1. Turbulence Modeling: LES

This apart will provide a description of the LES models used in this work. The Dynamic Lagrangian
Mixed Smagorinsky Model (DLMM) for scalar and momentum turbulence will be described first,
along with the filter used. Afterwards, a brief description of the Dynamic ‘Mean’ Smagorinsky Model
(DMM) for momentum turbulence and the Reynolds Analogy (RA) for modeling the scalar SGS fluxes
will be made. Notice that the latter methodologies (DMM and RA) are also available in foam-extend,
a fork of OpenFOAM.

2.1.1. Dynamic Lagrangian Mixed Smagorinsky for Scalar and Momentum Turbulence

By applying a second filter, (̂·) of size Δ̂ = 2Δ on Equation (4) and after some algebraic
manipulations, a relation for the residual stresses, referred to as the Germano Identity, is obtained:

τ̂r
ij = Tij − Lij, (6)

Lij = ûi uj − ûi ûi, (7)

Tij = ûiuj − ûi ûi. (8)

The same holds for the residual scalar fluxes, just by replacing ui with ρ.
The SGS fluxes of momentum can be expressed as the sum of a scale-similar part and a

Smagorinsky eddy-viscosity term:

τr
ij ≈ mij = (ui uj − ui uj)︸ ︷︷ ︸

τSS
ij

−2csΔ2|S|Sij, (9)

where |S| is the contraction of the strain rate tensor of the filtered field, and csΔ2 ∼ l2 is a measure of
the mixing length for the unresolved eddies. By using identity (6), one can obtain an expression for cs.

By writing the mixed Smagorinsky model for the NSE using the filter (̂·), one obtains

Tij = (
̂̂
ui ûj − ̂̂ui

̂̂
ui)− 2csΔ̂

2|Ŝ|Ŝij,

which, once substituted in Germano’s identity Equation (6), gives:

Hij + cs Mij = Lij, (10)

Mij = −2Δ̂
2|Ŝ|Ŝij + 2Δ2 |̂S|Sij, (11)

where cs is assumed constant at the filter level.
The system (10) is overdetermined. A least-square approach for finding cs leads to the following

final expression:

cs =
〈Mij(Lij − Hij)〉

〈Mij Mij〉 . (12)

Please note that the brackets 〈(·)〉 indicate some form of averaging. By time-averaging along
Lagrangian trajectories (i.e., pathlines), one obtains a mixed version of the Dynamic Lagrangian Model [19]
where
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cs =
Flm
Fmm

, (13)

DFlm
Dt

=
1
T
[
Mij(Lij − Hij)−Flm

]
, (14)

DFmm

Dt
=

1
T
(Mij Mij −Fmm), (15)

T =
3
2

Δ(FmmFlm)
−1/8. (16)

For the unresolved SGS fluxes of density, one can define the subgrid buoyancy flux in a similar way
to the subgrid stress tensor, as follows:

ηr
j ≈ nj = (ρ uj − ρ uj)− ccΔ2|S| ∂ρ

∂xj
(17)

By analogy, the same procedure for the derivation of the LES model for the momentum equation
follows, thus one can determine the constant cc in a least-square sense:

cc =
〈Mc

j (Lc
j − Hc

ij)〉
〈Mc

j Mc
j 〉

(18)

where

Hc
j = (ρ uj − ρ uj)− (

̂̂
ρ ûj − ̂̂ρ ̂̂uj), (19)

Lc
j = ρ̂ uj − ρ̂ ûj, (20)

Mc
j = −Δ̂

2|Ŝ| ∂ρ̂

∂xj
+ Δ2 ̂|S| ∂ρ

∂xj
. (21)

Notice that the averaging procedure proposed in Equation (18) can be made also along Lagrangian
trajectories, therefore:

cc =
F c

l
F c

m
, (22)

DF c
l

Dt
=

1
T

[
Mc

j (Lc
j − Hc

j )−F c
l

]
, (23)

DF c
m

Dt
=

1
T
(Mc

j Mc
j −F c

m) (24)

T =
3
2

Δ σc(F c
mF c

l )
−1/4, (25)

where σc is the standard deviation of the scalar concentration. Notice that the particular choice of scalar
turbulence timescale goes in correspondence with the timescale proposed for the residual momentum
fluxes; that is, T is reduced in regions where the scalar gradients or velocity-scalar correlations are
large, and vice-versa. The dynamic evaluation of the SGS fluxes for the scalar equation, instead of
using the Reynolds Analogy for the SGS Prandtl number (Prr = νr/κr), is particularly advantageous
when studying stable stratified turbulence (see [21] for a discussion).

Here we use the non-uniform Laplacian filter [22], i.e., a Laplace filter where the filter width is
non-constant. It is a generalization of the Laplacian filter proposed by Germano [23]. Such filter is a
Reynolds operator in space, i.e., it commutes with derivatives, it preserves constants, and is self-adjoint.
For structured grid one has the following:
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f = f +
1
24

∂

∂xk

(
Δk

∂ f
∂xk

)
, (26)

where f is the field being filtered, and Δi is the filter width along the i-direction. In structured grids,
the filter width is just a multiple of the width, height, or length of the volume cell where the field is
being filtered. The filtered field does not necessarily ‘inherit’ the boundary conditions of the unfiltered
field: here we will assume that they do, under the assumption that Δk → 0 as one approaches
the boundaries.

Finally, please note that for the family of Gaussian filters the following identity

Δ̂
2
= Δ2

+ Δ̂2

is valid. Previous works [5,6] using finite-difference codes have considered the filter width at the test
level as

Δ̂ = 2Δ, (27)

which is only valid for spectral cutoff filters. Such inconsistency in finite-volume and finite-difference
algorithms is noted by Vreman et al. [20]. The standard implementation of the Smagorinsky models in
OpenFOAM has said inconsistency.

2.1.2. Dynamic ‘Mean’ Smagorinsky for Momentum and Reynolds Analogy for Scalar Turbulence

A difference in the implementation of the Dynamic Smagorinsky Model is present in OpenFOAM,
where the parameter cs is volume-averaged across the domain instead of being averaged along
homogeneous directions as proposed by Germano et al. [24], i.e., starting from Equation (9),
the calculation of the dynamic coefficient for the sgs mixing length is as follows:

cs =

〈
MijLij

Mij Mij

〉
v

,

where 〈·〉v means volume-averaging (hence the term ‘Mean’). Notice that the calculation of cs does not
consider the Hij term, since is not a mixed formulation (τSS

ij = 0). The terms Mij and Lij are calculated
directly from Equations (11) and (7), respectively. As noted previously, the test filter width in this

formulation is taken as Δ̂ = 2Δ.
The Reynolds Analogy for the scalar SGS fluxes simply considers that the turbulent mixing length

for scalars lc scales linearly with that of momentum ls, where such scaling factor PrSGS = lc/ls (the
ratio between turbulent mixing lengths) remains constant. This assumption leads to the expression:

ηr
j ≈ nj =

νr

PrSGS

∂ρ

∂xj
. (28)

3. Numerical Formulations

In this section, we briefly describe two algorithms for the numerical solution of the incompressible
NSE. First, we describe the one present in the OpenFOAM framework, PISO, in its implicit form.
Such form (pisoFoam) is a generalization of the time integration in PISO. Some particularities on
the PISO implementation for implicit Euler time integration are discussed as well. These peculiarities
appertain only the implicit Euler time integration scheme implemented in OpenFOAM for PISO.
Afterward, we give a description of our semi-implicit three-stage Runge–Kutta incremental
projection method.
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3.1. PISO Algorithm

A finite-volume implementation of the incompressible NSE is carried out implicitly, using the
PISO algorithm, which will be described next. Hereafter, c denotes the index of an arbitrary velocity
node, λ is the index that indicates neighboring points, n is a superscript denoting the current time
iteration, m denotes the inner iterations within each n iteration, Q any source term that may be function
of velocity (i.e., the Coriolis force) or not (i.e., the buoyancy force), and A is the coefficient matrix
resulting from the linearization of spatial operators. The momentum equation is advanced in time by
means the following implicit-in-time linear system:

Ac(ui)un+1
i,c + ∑

λ

Aλ(ui)un+1
i,λ = Qn+1(ui)−

(
δPn+1

δxi

)
c

,

where P is the hydrodynamic pressure divided by the bulk density ρ0. Please note that this system
is non-linear for ∑λ Aλ(ui)un+1

i,λ thus one has to resort to inner iterations for which the coefficient
matrix A is no longer constant. Also, the mass conservation constraint cannot be directly enforced
in the system. By projecting the momentum equation in a solenoidal space one can enforce mass
conservation, i.e., at a certain time step n one solves a predictor equation for an intermediate velocity u∗

i :

Ac(ui)u
∗,m
i,c + ∑

λ

Aλ(ui)u
∗,m
i,λ = Qm−1(ui)−

(
δPm−1

δxi

)
c

,

which is not solenoidal. In order to enforce the mass conservation, a corrector step is applied to the
intermediate velocity to obtain a solenoidal intermediate velocity ũ∗

i :

ũ∗,m
i = u∗,m

i − 1
Ac(ui)

(
δPm−1

δxi

)
c

.

Please note that the final solenoidal velocity, after m inner iterations, is obtained using

um
i = ũ∗,m

i − 1
Ac(ui)

(
δPm

δxi

)
c

,

where δPm/δxi is obtained by solving the pressure Poisson equation

δ

δxi

[
1

Ac(ui)

(
δPm

δxi

)]
c
=

[
δũ∗,m

i
δxi

]
c

.

The OpenFOAM framework implements the PISO algorithm for arbitrary grid topologies, and
various time-integration schemes where the flow variables are co-located at the element’s centroid.
For this purpose, the Rhie–Chow [25] interpolation is made to guarantee velocity-pressure coupling.
If one defines the off-diagonal coefficient flux matrix:

Hλ,i(un+1
i ) = Qm

λ (ui)− ∑
λ

Aλ(ui)un+1
i,λ ,

According to the Rhie–Chow method, one can calculate the momentum fluxes, Uλ, onto the faces
with surface area normal Sλ of each volume cell, in the following way

Uλ =
Hλ,i(un+1

i )

Aλ(ui)
Sλ,i −

⎛⎝ δpn+1

δxi

Ac(ui)

⎞⎠
λ

Sλ,i.
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In an attempt to increase robustness of the Euler-Implicit time scheme in OpenFOAM, a relaxation
on the face momentum fluxes is made, in the following manner

Un+1
λ = Uλ + Uλ,relax, (29)

Uλ,relax =
Kc

Δt
(Un

λ − (un
i )λ Sλ) (Ac(ui))λ,

Kc = 1 − min
( |Un

λ − (un
i )λ Sλ|

|Uλ|+ ε2 , 1
)

,

where Δt is the time step. Please note that as the simulation arrives to a stationary state (in a RANS
sense), Kc → 0. In the case of unsteady simulations, it might be interpreted as a correction for
interpolation errors due to non-orthogonality of the grid. However, note that this correction introduces
a O(1/Δt) error in the time integration of the advective term in the case of having structured grids.

3.2. Runge–Kutta Algorithm

Here we present a finite-volume implementation of an incremental-pressure projection method,
where the advective term is projected in time using a classical RK4 scheme whereas the diffusive term
is projected using Euler-Implicit scheme. The linearized system is as follows

u∗,m
i − um−1

i
Δt

=(αm + βm)L(um−1
i )

− βmL(u∗,m
i − um−1

i )

− γmC(um−1
i )− ξmC(um−2

i )

− (αm + βm)
δP∗,m

δxi
(30)

um
i − u∗,m

i
Δt

=− δ(δP)
δxi

, (31)

where the discrete diffusion operator is indicated by L, and the advective operator by C. Please note
that the explicit treatment of the advective term avoids the linearization of uiuj. Mass conservation is
enforced via Poisson equation for pressure:

δ

δxi

[
δ(δP)

δxi

]
=

1
Δt

δu∗,m
i

δxi
(32)

P∗,m =P∗,m−1 + δP (33)

Please note that each time iteration n is split in three substeps m, where m = 1 gives m − 1 = n
and m = 3 = n + 1. The Runge–Kutta coefficients are the following:

α1 = β1 = 4/15, α2 = β2 = 1/15, α3 = β3 = 1/6

γ1 = 8/15, γ2 = 5/12, γ3 = 3/4

ξ1 = 0, ξ2 = −17/60, ξ3 = −5/12

To preserve the velocity-pressure coupling in a co-located finite-volume mesh, a Rhie–Chow
interpolation is used.

As mentioned earlier, in order to guarantee consistency in the calculation of the
pressure, appropriate boundary conditions for the Poisson equation are needed [1,3,5,26].
Classical non-incremental projection methods obtain the following Neumann boundary condition for
pressure on non-periodic boundaries, by projecting the momentum equations onto said boundary with
surface-normal ni:
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∂P
∂xi

ni = −u∗,m
i − um−1

i
Δt

ni (34)

Please note that the right-hand-side of Equation (34) is unknown at the corrector stage of the
algorithm, so deferred extrapolation methods for projecting the velocity components normal to the
boundaries are needed [3]. In the present case, note that the Poisson equation is written in terms of
pressure increments, δP. Thus, it is valid to use a homogeneous Neumann boundary condition [27] for
δP. This strategy is also used in PISO.

4. Verification of Conservation Properties

Here a study on the energy-conservation properties of the algorithms discussed above is presented.
Specifically, we make a formal comparison with known analytic solutions and benchmark cases.
First, we consider the case of the unsteady and inviscid 2D Taylor vortex but where the boundary
conditions for velocity are imposed from the analytic solution. Then we consider the energy growth of
one unstable mode for the case of Poiseuille flows, for which an analytic expression exists for the first
phase of the growth of a linear disturbance; in this case the flow is confined between two solid walls
and, differently from the previous case, the diffusion term becomes part of the solution algorithm.
In the latter case only the RK4 algorithm is tested for reasons that will be explained later in this section.
For both algorithms, the discretization of the divergence and gradient operators are set to be Gauss
linear, which corresponds to the central differences schemes; also, fourth-order schemes are used for
the Laplacian operator. Finally, unless explicitly specified, hereinafter the time integration used for
PISO will be the implicit Crank-Nicolson method to avoid the relaxation function present in the Euler
algorithm in OpenFOAM.

4.1. The Two-Dimensional Inviscid Taylor Vortex

Previous studies have reviewed the low-dissipative properties of the fully explicit Accelerated
Runge–Kutta and classic Runge–Kutta projection methods for incompressible flows in OpenFOAM [15,16].
To show that, the two-dimensional Taylor vortex has been used as benchmark due to its simplicity and
the existence of a viscous analytic solution. In the case of finite viscosity, the velocity and pressure
fields in a domain x ∈ [0, 2 π], y ∈ [0, 2π] are the following:

u(x, y, t) = sin x cos y e−νt

v(x, y, t) =− sin y cos x e−νt

p(x, y, t) =
1
4
(cos 2x + cos 2y) e−2νt

The present array of vortices, in the absence of viscosity, must yield zero dissipation and
remain stationary, i.e., dE/dt = 0. From the definition of kinetic energy, an analytic solution for
volume-averaged kinetic energy, E, is the following:

E(t) =
1
4

e−8νt (35)

In the inviscid case, it is clear that E(t) = E0 = 1/4. The kinetic energy resulting from the
numerical integration of the aforementioned solution using PISO and RK4 is shown in Figure 1.
Here, a grid of size 32× 32 with uniform spacing is used; additionally, a second-order flux interpolation
is used for the calculation of the advective term. The RK4 conserves the energy of the system,
while pisoFoam exhibits dissipative properties with an error proportional to the time step. From the
results shown in Figure 1 is easy to show that the error increases linearly with Δt. According to what
was previously stated, such error in the PISO algorithm is not due to the relaxation term of Equation (29)
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neither from the spatial schemes for the different operators used nor to the Rhie–Chow interpolation,
since these are also used for RK4. This error originates from the treatment of the advective term, as will
be shown next.
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Figure 1. Normalized volume-averaged kinetic energy for the inviscid two-dimensional Taylor vortex:
Solid line, RK4 with Cou = 0.8; dashed line, pisoFoam with Cou = 0.2; dotted line, pisoFoam with Cou = 0.8.

The class abstraction for the multiphysics finite-volume framework present in OpenFOAM is thought
around the premise of writing hyperbolic PDEs in a natural way, more specifically transport equations.
To this end, the following assumption must be made for the time integration of the transport equation
of some quantity φ: (

∂uj φ

∂xj

)n+1

≈
∂un

j φn+1

∂xj
+ O(Δtα), α > 1

Please note that the error induced by this time-splitting depends on the degree of coupling that
exists between the velocity and the transported variable φ. In the case of momentum transport, such
splitting introduces an additional approximation, since a Taylor expansion around the time step yields
the following

un+1
j un+1

i = un
j un+1

i + un+1
j un

i − un
j un

i + O(Δt2) (36)

Please note that the formulation in OpenFOAM only retains one or two of the three terms shown
in the right-hand side of the previous equation, depending on the time scheme selected. Such
approximation is remedied by the addition of inner iterations in the corrector cycle of PISO, and overall,
the algorithm behaves as being first-order accurate in time. On the other hand, in RK4 this operation is
not required, and it makes the algorithm more accurate than pisoFoam.

4.2. Hydrodynamic Instabilities: 2D Tollmien–Schlichting Waves

Two-dimensional disturbances occurring in laminar Poiseuille flow, causing transition to
turbulence, may be determined using the Orr-Sommerfeld/Squire equations. Such transition, being the
least stable mode of the aforementioned equations, is often called K-type transition. This case is
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of particular interest in the verification of energy-conserving Navier–Stokes solvers since analytic
expressions exist for the energy growth rate

log
(

E(t)
E0

)
= 2|αci|t.

Please note that the wave velocity c is a complex number, defined as

c = cr + ci i = − λ

iα
,

where λ is the eigenvalue of the least stable mode for the laminar Poiseuille flows. The least stable
mode is then chosen by obtaining the eigenspectrum of the Orr-Sommerfeld equation for a certain
critical Reynolds number, Recr, based on the centerline velocity, and a streamwise wavelength, α. We use
the same parameters used by [28], i.e., we use Recr = 5000 and α = 1.12 which according to the
neutral stability curve for Poiseuille flows, is stable. The resulting eigenspectrum (wave celerities) and
eigenvectors for the least stable mode are shown in Figure 2. As a reminder, the velocities (u, v) relate
to the eigenvectors (û, v̂) in the following way:

u(x, y, t) = û(y) exp[i(αx + ωt)],

v(x, y, t) = v̂(y) exp[i(αx + ωt)].
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Figure 2. (a) Eigenspectrum of the Orr-Sommerfeld/Squire equations for a 2D TS wave of Recr = 5000
and α = 1.12. The arrow indicates its least stable wave celerity c = 0.2817524273 − 0.0024847328i;
(b) streamwise (left) and vertical (right) velocity perturbation coefficients for the least stable mode.

The computational domain is of dimensions (2π/α)× 2, and the resolution of the coarsest mesh is
64 × 100. Notice that due to the linearity and 2-dimensionality of the present initial field, the spanwise
direction does not need to be refined nor solved. The perturbation velocities are used as initial fields
for the viscous simulation using an amplitude equal to 3% the centerline velocity, in order to guarantee
linearity of the solution for the first few iterations.

As a reference the energy growth rate for the first few seconds of the simulation is shown in
Figure 3, where time is normalized by T = 2 π/(αλr). Notice that the present method over-predicts
the energy growth, situation common when using 4th-order spatial stencils [28], whereas PISO predicts
a decay, meaning that the algorithm behaves as simulating a smaller value of Re which does not lie on
a stability curve.
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Figure 3. Energy growth rate obtained for the finest grid using RK4, and for PISO.

An order-of-accuracy analysis is made for which two additional grids are constructed by just
doubling the vertical resolution of the previous one. The rate of error reduction can be calculated as

p log (2) = log

(
φmedium − φcoarse

φfine − φmedium

)
,

where φ represents a value over which the error is to be calculated, and p the order of error reduction.
For the RK4 solver, using the data shown in Table 1, a value of p ≈ 2 is obtained. The reduction order
in this case corresponds to the second-order interpolation used for the discretization of the advective
operator. Please note that the error-reduction analysis is made only for the RK4 algorithm, since for
PISO it would not make sense in this case.

Table 1. Computed energy growth at t/T = 0.025.

Mesh Refinement E(t/T = 0.025) × 10−5

coarse 1.4945492
medium 1.4947583

fine 1.4948110

5. LES of Turbulent Flows

In this Section we report results for LES of two classical turbulent problems. First we consider the
canonical plane turbulent channel flow, where the two algorithms are validated for the case of neutral
stratification. Successively, we study the Rayleigh–Bènard convection between two horizontal plates

RK4 is used with the Dynamic Lagrangian Mixed Model (DLMM) already described, while the
simulations with PISO use the Dynamic ‘Mean’ Model (DMM) available in OpenFOAM. Note that in
both cases we employ the non-uniform Laplacian filter described in Equation (26). Furthermore,
for the Rayleigh–Bènard problem, the dynamic evaluation of the sgs scalar fluxes is used except
otherwise stated.
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Here, the following convention will be used to distinguish between resolved and sgs intensities
(or fluctuation) of a certain quantity, φ,

φ(x, y, z, t) = 〈φ〉(x, y, z) + φ′′(x, y, z, t) + φsgs(x, y, z, t),

where 〈·〉 denotes a mean quantity, φ′′ are the resolved fluctuations, and φsgs are the sgs contributions.
Thus, the total fluctuations of φ are

φ′(x, y, z, t) = φ′′(x, y, z, t) + φsgs(x, y, z, t). (37)

5.1. LES of Turbulent Poiseuille Flow: Physical Analysis

We consider a turbulent plane channel flow driven by a constant pressure gradient. The frame of
reference has x in the streamwise direction, y along the cross-stream direction and z as the wall-normal
direction. Here we use the DNS database reported in [29] for a channel flow at Reτ = (uτδ)/ν = 800,
where the friction velocity is uτ =

√
τwall/ρ0, the half height of the channel is δ, and the kinematic

viscosity is ν. The grid spacing is uniform in the x − y plane, whereas the grid is stretched along the
z-direction to guarantee adequate resolution near the solid walls. A geometric growth function is used
in which the first off-the-wall cell centroid is at Δz+ ≈ 0.34. In order to guarantee a minimum of eight
grid points within z+ = 10 a stretching ratio of 7% is used, following Komen et al. [17].

A total of seven simulations were run using different grid distributions in the horizontal
direction, and different solvers/LES models. Table 2 summarizes the cases with their respective
characteristics. A first set of cases, hereinafter baseline cases (RK4M, PISOM, PISONM, PISOuDNS),
use the horizontal grid spacing constraints proposed by Choi and Moin [30], which are commonly
used in the literature of wall-bounded turbulence using LES [24,31–33]. Notice that an additional
control group composed of three fine grid cases (RK4Mf, PISOMf, PISONMf), using the grid spacing
constraints of Komen et al. [17], is studied in order to follow the recommendations made by the
aforementioned work regarding resolved LES using commercial codes.

Table 2. Test and control cases for the verification of the proposed methods in turbulent channel flows.

Case Grid Dimensions Domain Size (Δx+, Δy+) Solver LES Model

RK4Mf
100 × 100 × 60 4

3 π × 2
3 π × 2 (33.5, 16.76)

RK4 DLMM
PISOMf PISO DLMM
PISONMf DMM

RK4M

80 × 80 × 60 4
3 π × 2

3 π × 2 (41.9, 20.9)

RK4 DLMM
PISOM

PISO
DLMM

PISONM DMM
PISOuDNS None

Figure 4 shows the non-dimensional velocity profiles obtained with the two algorithms and
different sgs models, together with the uDNS and the DNS reference profiles. The left panel contains
data for the baseline grid, the right panel refers to the fine grid. The results obtained using the RK4
algorithm exhibit a very good agreement with reference data; on the other hand, solutions using
PISO overestimate the velocity profile, although the results substantially improve with respect to the
uDNS. In this kind of simulations, given a constant longitudinal pressure gradient, one obtains the
nominal wall shear stress as given by the integral balance of momentum, and a dissipative algorithm
overestimates the velocity profile due to an incorrect curvature in the buffer layer. For PISO algorithm,
the results show that in the presence of coarser grid, the velocity profile is rather insensitive to the SGS
model; on the other hand, when using a finer grid the velocity profile obtained with the eddy-viscosity
dynamic model appears somewhat worse than that obtained with the dynamic mixed model.
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Figure 4. Mean velocity profile scaled using the friction velocity as a function of the distance from the
wall in wall units. The dash-dot line represents the log-law profile u+ = (1/κ) log y+ + 4.9 and the
viscous boundary layer velocity profile u+ = y+. (a) Baseline cases; (b) control, or fine grid, cases.

The rms of the diagonal terms of the total (resolved plus SGS) Reynolds stress tensor are shown
in Figure 5 for the two grids. The RK4 together with the DLMM gives satisfactory results for the
three statistics. PISO exhibits a higher level of fluctuations of the streamwise velocity and smaller
level of fluctuations for the other velocity components. Results similar to the ones obtained here
are reported also in Komen et al. [17]; in general the over-prediction of the rms of the streamwise
velocity component (and under-prediction of the rms of the other components) is due to an abnormal
energy redistribution through the pressure-strain correlation of turbulent fluctuations among the three
directions. The results are even worse in case of uDNS. Finally, note that the peak of the streamwise
component of the Reynolds stresses for the solution obtained with PISO is slightly displaced towards
the center of the channel: this may offer a reason for the incorrect resolution of the buffer layer,
as previously commented. Overall, the presence of the SGS model in PISO improves the results with
respect to the uDNS case, showing that the numerical dissipation does not overwhelm the effect of
the model. Also, the dynamic mixed model gives second-order statistics in better agreement when
compared with the performance of the dynamic eddy diffusivity model. This is particularly true in the
presence of coarse grids.
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Figure 5. Total root-mean-square profiles of the velocity components (u, v, w) made non-dimensional
with the friction velocity. (a) Baseline cases; (b) control, or fine grid, cases.

The mean Reynolds shear stress profiles shown in Figure 6 exhibit behavior within the ranges
expected for LESs of channel flow. No particularity can be drawn between the results obtained with
PISO using the turbulence model, except for a slight underestimation of τxz in the outer region of the
flow for PISO with LES model. This justifies the mismatch in the mean velocity profile due to the
fact that the molecular part of the shear stress appears slightly overestimated by PISO. Furthermore,
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the uDNS Reynolds stress may give the impression of attaining results similar to DNS but, from the
velocity profiles it is clear that such results corresponds to an artificially lower Reτ . Once again, the SGS
model in the PISO algorithm improves the quality of the results compared to an under-resolved
(or equivalently ILES) solution. As for the second-order statistics, the baseline cases using the DLMM
seem more accurate than the results obtained with DMM; on the other hand, results obtained for the
fine grid cases using DLMM are more accurate, specially for RK4. To be mentioned that the authors
have run also simulations using RK4 and the DMM (not shown), obtaining similar results to those
obtained with PISO and the DMM.
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Figure 6. Total and residual (SGS) Reynolds shear stress profiles. (a) Baseline cases; (b) control, or fine
grid, cases.

With the aim to analyze the behavior of the filters/LES models herein employed, we carried out
an additional analysis which gives an estimation of the growth of the residual eddy viscosity and of
the scale-similar shear stress close to the wall. Considering that

u(x, y, z, t) = a(x, y, t)z, (38)

v(x, y, z, t) = b(x, y, t)z, (39)

w(x, y, z, t) = c(x, y, t)z2, (40)

If one filters the u − w components of the velocity fields using Equation (26), the following
relations are obtained:

u = az +
a

12

(
∂Δz

∂z

)
,

w = cz2 +
c

12

(
∂Δz

∂z
z + Δz

)
.

Now, if one takes the definition of the residual stress component τr
13 as

τr
13 = uw − u w, (41)

The terms on the RHS are written as:

uw = acz3 +
3ac
24

(
∂Δz

∂z
z2 + 2Δzz

)
,

u w =
1

122

(
a

∂Δz

∂z
+ 12az

)(
cΔz + c

∂Δz

∂z
z + 12cz2

)
.

From the same empirical relations expressed in Equations (38)–(40) it can be shown that in the
vicinity of the wall [34]:

191



Fluids 2019, 4, 171

τr
13 = 2νrS13 ∼ 2νra, (42)

Meaning that

νr

ν
∼ O(z3 + z2 + z). (43)

The same scaling applies for the scale-similar SGS shear stress. Notice that the previous relation
holds for the filter herein used; the relation may change if different filters are used, whether filtering
is made only along certain directions, or whether the filtering is made in physical space (for a more
complete discussion see [35]). For instance, the top-hat filter when used following the approach
proposed by Jordan [36] for finite-difference/volume methods leads to the relation

νr

ν
∼ O(z3).

The near-wall scaling profiles of the residual viscosity as well of the scale-similar shear stress are
shown in Figure 7. Please note that both the eddy diffusivity and the scale-similar contribution are
in good agreement with the scaling estimate presented in Equation (43), for the DLMM algorithm
proposed in the present work. The normalized turbulent viscosity profiles obtained for the DMM
algorithm do not match the scaling estimates presented earlier, and seems to remain roughly constant
across the channel. Notice that the sgs contribution of the DMM is about two orders of magnitude less
compared to the contributions obtained with DLMM in the logarithmic region.
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Figure 7. (a,c) Mean SGS viscosity profile normalized by the molecular viscosity; (b,d) Mean
scale-similar contribution to the residual Reynolds stress.
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5.2. LES of Rayleigh–Benard Convection

In this section, we analyze the performance of the two algorithms in a problem of wide interest in
the scientific community, namely Rayleigh–Benard Convection (RBC). In canonical RBC the fluid is
confined between two horizontal plates, the lower of which is hotter than the upper one. The Rayleigh
number rules the intensity of buoyancy with respect to momentum and heat diffusion

Ra =
U2

f H2

νκ
=

gαΔTH3

νκ

where α is the thermal expansion coefficient, ΔT is the imposed temperature difference between lower
and upper plate and H is the gap between the plates; κ is the thermal diffusivity of the fluid and
Uf =

√
gαΔTH the free-fall velocity of a fluid parcel. Other parameters ruling convective processes

are the Prandtl number Pr = ν/κ and the aspect ratio of the cell Γ = L/H where L is the horizontal
length scale of the domain. In the atmosphere, the convective motions [37] can be very energetic,
with values of the Rayleigh number of the order of 1018. Physical experiments with Rayleigh numbers
close to that of the atmosphere have been carried out by [38]. Numerical experiments of RBC are
typically carried out using Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS) or by LES. The former can afford
low-to-moderate values of Rayleigh number, the latter can push the limit of Ra to larger values. LES of
RBC in cubic cavities have been performed by [39] and by [40] in the presence of grooves.

Here, particular attention is paid the study of the relation between Ra, a measure of the forcing
acting on the flow, and Nu which is a measure of the heat exchange properties of the flow. Such relation
may be expressed in the form

Nu = γRaβ. (44)

Such power law is not universal [41]: the γ, β coefficients may be function of other
non-dimensional parameters. Universality may be assumed in cases where the aspect ratio is
unimportant (namely infinite plates), the Rayleigh Number is not very large (< 1011), and for Prandtl
numbers larger than > 0.4. Comparisons with power laws calibrated via DNS [42] and physical
experiments [43] will be made, in order to test the performance of the algorithms discussed in the
present paper.

Here we study turbulent convection between two infinite horizontal plates, so that the aspect
ratio of the domain is not a free parameter of the problem. The computational domain is Lx = Ly =

6H, Lz = H and the grid is composed of 307, 200 hexahedral cells. The spacing along the horizontal
directions is set constant, while the mesh is stretched along the vertical direction, in order to adequately
reproduce the thermal boundary layer, δθ . Following the meshing strategy proposed by Verzicco and
Camussi [41], at least 6 grid points have been placed within the thermal boundary layer defined as
δθ � H/2 Nu. Notice that for Pr ≤ 1, the Kolmogorov scale, η, is lower or equal to the Batchelor
length scale, ηT , but for the Pr = 1 herein considered these can be regarded as equal. This implies that
for wall-resolving LES, the meshing criteria may be based on an accurate resolution of the thermal
boundary layer, for which estimates are readily available. The distribution of the grid points is made
using the hyperbolic tangent function, clustering them near the plates. The first cell node off the
wall is located at Δz/H = 0.001, which is much smaller than δθ/H ∼ 1/2Nu = 0.025 for the largest
Rayleigh number herein examined (Ra = 2 × 107). Periodic boundary conditions are imposed on the
horizontal direction (to mimic infinite plates) and no-slip condition on the plates. A summary of the
different settings used for the simulations ran in this section are presented in Table 3. The results of
three different Rayleigh numbers are analyzed Ra = 6.3 × 105, 2 × 106, 2 × 107. For the sake of clarity,
normalization of the wall-normal coordinate, temperature and velocity are made in the following way:
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Θ =
T − Tcold

ΔT
,

(u, v, w) = (u1, u2, u3)/Uf ,

z = x3/H,

where Tcold refers to the temperature in the cold plate, and Uf the free-fall velocity. A first level of
analysis of the results obtained using the proposed algorithms can be made by calculating Nu along
the vertical. The integral relation

Nu =

√
Ra
Pr

〈wΘ + ηc
z〉 −

∂〈Θ〉
∂z

(45)

Dictates that the Nusselt number must remain constant along the vertical. Please note that the
above relation considers the SGS scalar fluxes product of the LES formulation used.

Table 3. Test cases for the verification of the proposed methods in Rayleigh Bernard Convection.

Case Grid Dimensions Domain size (Δx, Δy, Δzmin) Solver LES Model

RK4DLMM 80 × 80 × 48 6 × 6 × 1 (0.075, 0.075, 0.001) RK4 DLMM
PISODLMM 80 × 80 × 48 6 × 6 × 1 (0.075, 0.075, 0.001) PISO DLMM
RK4DLMMRA 80 × 80 × 48 6 × 6 × 1 (0.075, 0.075, 0.001) RK4 DLMM + RA

Vertical profiles for each of the terms just discussed, for the Ra considered in this work, are plotted
in Figure 8a–c. These results for Nu lie between the ranges calculated using different empirical
relations, obtained either by physical or numerical experiments, proposed in the literature [42,43].
Additionally, Figure 8d show the results obtained running the DLMM for momentum and using the
RA for the scalar. Near-wall predictions of the Nusselt number are similar to the other simulations,
although predictions in the core of the channel show higher SGS fluctuations than expected leading to
a non-constant Nusselt profile. The latter results will not be discussed further.

A second level of analysis involves the calculation of the temperature rms profiles. As shown
in Figure 8e, the resolved rms profiles are underestimated compared to the DNS results of [44] for
the lowest of Ra. This is not surprising since the SGS temperature fluctuations are not present in the
statistical quantity. The trend of temperature fluctuations seems to physically represent the thinning of
the temperature boundary layer as Ra increases. In general, the solutions obtained with PISO exhibit a
higher state of temperature fluctuations, as expected for over-dissipative algorithms.

For an accurate estimation of the γ, β parameters of the function Nu = f (Ra), several other ways
of calculating Nu are proposed in the literature:

Nu = 1 +
√

Ra Pr〈ε〉eff, (46)

Nu =
√

Ra Pr〈N〉, (47)

Nu =
∂〈Θ〉

∂z

∣∣∣∣
wall

(48)

where 〈ε〉eff is the effective averaged energy dissipation rate (sgs contributions included), and 〈N〉 the
resolved averaged temperature variance dissipation rate. By volume-averaging each of the quantities
just presented at every iteration, one may obtain for each Ra a distribution of Nu in time. The sampling,
and time-averaging, is performed over a period of 300H/Uf , starting from a fully developed flow field.
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Figure 8. Vertical profiles of the Nusselt number, Nu, the viscous heat flux contribution ∂Θ/∂z,
the turbulent contribution 〈wΘ〉, and the sgs contributions for: (a) Ra = 6.3 × 105; (b) Ra = 2 × 106;
(c) Ra = 2 × 107; and (d) Ra = 2 × 107 using the Reynolds Analogy; using RK4 and pisoFoam;
Additionally, the (e) temperature RMS for the Ra considered are presented.

Results obtained both with pisoFoam and RK4, each using its corresponding turbulence models,
is shown in Figure 9. The results obtained using RK4 with the Lagrangian mixed model show increasing
variability in the calculation of Nu as Ra increases, whereas for PISO using the Reynolds Analogy such
variability is not as strong as it can also be seen in Table 4. A least-square fit, considering the variance
of Ra, for the RK4 data gives a slope β which is very similar to experiments, and the theoretical value
βt = 2/7. On the other hand the slope β for PISO is slightly higher, indicating the presence of a small
amount of ‘artificial’ heat exchange caused by the overall model. However, the rather strong variability
shown for the highest Ra using the different approaches for Nu is expected in this case, given the
relative under-resolution of the mesh in the horizontal directions.
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Figure 9. Nusselt number as a function of the Rayleigh number for the results obtained using PISO
and RK4. Please note that the results obtained are presented with their corresponding error-bars,
taken as one standard deviation of the Nu distributions obtained using different definitions. Line-dots:
From [43]; Line-double dots: From [42].

Table 4. Nusselt number as a function of the Rayleigh number for the results obtained using PISO and
RK4, in which the error is taken as the time standard deviation.

Ra Nu ± 〈σ2〉1/2

PISO RK4

6.3 × 105 7.561356 ± 0.029477 7.4051439417 ± 0.1218679281
2.0 × 106 10.660694 ± 0.071748 10.4987945729 ± 0.2913541913
2.0 × 107 20.700736 ± 0.168435 19.6569584688 ± 0.9787957580

Typically, the Reynolds Analogy considers that mixing of temperature occurs at the same rate as
mixing of momentum, namely that the turbulent Prantdl number Prr = νr/κr ∼ O(1). This assumption
is made explicit by the relation

PrSGS = νSGS/κSGS = 1,

In the context of LES modeling. Nevertheless, the work of [21], and literature therein cited, shows
that this quantity is not constant along the vertical.

The SGS Prandtl number for the three RBC flows obtained using the present algorithms is shown
in Figure 10. Please note that as the Ra increases, the PrSGS increases in the core region. Nevertheless,
such ratio does not remain constant across the channel height, and its variation is not monotonic.
In the core of the channel, as Ra increases, SGS turbulent momentum mixing tends to be higher than
its scalar counterpart. Such scenario may explain the trend of the PISO predictions shown in Figure 10:
the assumption PrSGS = 1 under-predicts scalar turbulent mixing for the core portion of the channel,
as Ra increases.
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Figure 10. Profiles of PrSGS calculated using the present RK4 LES model for the scalar.

6. Conclusions

In the present paper, we compare two different solution methods for the time integration of the
Boussinesq form of the NSE, namely the RK4 and PISO. The PISO along with the DMM algorithms
are present within the OpenFOAM library, whereas the RK4 and the DLMM models shown in this work
are not.

We first consider the standard implementation of the algorithms in the framework and study the
conservation properties using literature test cases, namely the two-dimensional unsteady Taylor vortex
and the growth of the linear disturbance in a plane Pouseuille flow under critical conditions. Results of
these tests reveal the superiority of the RK4 algorithm over pisoFoam, since the former predicts better
the time evolution of the non-linear term in both cases, whereas the latter exhibits dissipative features
which may have negative consequences in the study of transitional flows.

Successively, we test the two algorithms within the Smagorinsky LES philosophy: the Dynamic
Lagrangian Mixed Model (DLMM), on the other hand the Dynamic ‘Mean’ Model present in
OpenFOAM/foam-extend. Also, in case of buoyant flows, the SGS Prandtl number is either evaluated
dynamically by the DLMM, or just by setting PrSGS constant. The studies involving the DLMM and
DMM use the anisotropic Laplace filter.

The use of the RK4 algorithm in conjunction with the DLMM for momentum turbulence show
better results compared to those obtained using pisoFoam along with DMM. RK4 together with the
DLMM provides good first- and second-order statistics for the neutral wall-bounded flow whereas
the results obtained with pisoFoam, although reasonable, are less accurate. This has been attributed
both the dissipative character of pisoFoam and to the particularities in the SGS models present in
the distributions of OpenFOAM. Interestingly, the use of the SGS model substantially improves the
performance of pisoFoam, compared to corresponding coarse DNS (or equivalently ILES) solutions,
regardless the LES model. This means that although PISO being more dissipative than RK4,
numerical dissipation is not able to overwhelm the effect of the SGS model, and this is probably
the feature which has made the algorithm successful in the scientific and engineering communities.

In case of buoyant flows, the Nusselt number predicted using RK4 behaves somewhat better
than pisoFoam, although it exhibits some deviations when calculated using different methods.
Such deviation is the result of taking into account quantities for which no SGS model is implemented
(i.e., the temperature variance.) The analysis of the behavior of the SGS Prandtl number,
calculated dynamically within the RK4 LES methodology shows that it tends to 1 in the core region.
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This clearly shows that the assumption of constant SGS Pr number may produce higher inaccuracies
as the Ra number increases, as the cases studied here have shown.

Overall, although pisoFoam exhibits some dissipative features, our tests show that a consistent
SGS model is able to improve the results when compared to under-resolved DNS and, as such, it can
be still considered a reasonable good algorithm for LES studies. It is robust and provides good results
even in the presence of unstructured non-hexahedral meshes, needed when studying very complex
geometrical configuration. The RK4 algorithm appears more accurate because of its energy-conserving
properties, but its own efficiency in the presence of very stable stratification or in the presence of
non-hexahedral meshes has still to be verified. Also, an accurate and robust filter function to be used
for non-hexahedral meshes is needed. These issues will be analyzed in upcoming research.
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