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Velocity gradient tensor, A;; = du;/9dx;, in a turbulence flow field is modelled by separating
the treatment of intermittent magnitude (A = ,/A;A;;) from that of the more universal
normalised velocity gradient tensor, b; = A;;/A. The boundedness and compactness of
the bj-space along with its universal dynamics allow for the development of models that
are reasonably insensitive to Reynolds number. The near-lognormality of the magnitude
A is then exploited to derive a model based on a modified Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process.
These models are developed using data-driven strategies employing high-fidelity forced
isotropic turbulence data sets. A posteriori model results agree well with direct numerical
simulation data over a wide range of velocity-gradient features and Reynolds numbers.
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1. Introduction

The velocity gradient (VG) evolution in incompressible turbulent flows depends upon
four fundamental processes: inertial, pressure, viscous and large-scale forcing if present
(Cantwell 1992; Jeong & Girimaji 2003; Meneveau 2011; Das & Girimaji 2022). The
inertial effect, arising from the fluid momentum term in the Navier—Stokes equation,
is local and nonlinear in character. Here locality refers to the fact that the inertial
term depends only on the velocity and VG of the corresponding fluid particle. The
pressure effect manifesting through the pressure Hessian can be separated into an
isotropic part, which is local, and an anisotropic part, which is non-local. The anisotropic
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pressure-Hessian is strongly non-local as pressure is governed by the elliptic Poisson
equation. The locality of the isotropic pressure component is a direct consequence of the
incompressibility condition. The viscous forces on the evolution of VGs at any point in the
flow depend on its immediate neighbourhood, thus also representing a weaker non-local
contribution. The large-scale forcing effect stems from the application of external forces
that sustain the turbulence. The interaction among these effects can be complicated and
leads to various aspects of observed behaviour such as small-scale intermittency and
multifractality in turbulence (Siggia 1981; Kerr 1985; Meneveau & Sreenivasan 1991;
Sreenivasan & Antonia 1997; Ishihara et al. 2007; Tsinober 2009; Yakhot & Donzis 2017).
Despite these features, small-scale turbulence exhibits a certain degree of universality
(Kolmogorov 1941; Sreenivasan 1998; Schumacher et al. 2014; Das & Girimaji 2022).

Due to its theoretical significance and its practical importance in a variety of
applications, there have been numerous attempts at modelling the Lagrangian evolution of
the VG tensor. As mentioned previously, the local inertial and isotropic pressure Hessian
contributions appear in closed form, while the remaining non-local processes require
closure. The earliest attempts (Cantwell 1992; Girimaji & Speziale 1995; Martin, Dopazo
& Valifio 1998) at modelling VG dynamics neglected the non-local terms and modelled
only the closed restricted Euler (RE) equations (Vieillefosse 1982; Cantwell 1992).
Beginning with the work of Girimaji & Pope (1990), a series of stochastic VG evolution
equations were proposed using diverse closure techniques for modelling the effects of the
non-local pressure and viscous contributions (Chertkov, Pumir & Shraiman 1999; Jeong &
Girimaji 2003; Chevillard & Meneveau 2006; Chevillard et al. 2008; Wilczek & Meneveau
2014). Some of the current modelling efforts such as the recent deformation of Gaussian
fields (Johnson & Meneveau 2016a), the multifractal process stochastic model (Pereira,
Moriconi & Chevillard 2018), temporal strain-rotation rate correlation model (Leppin &
Wilczek 2020) and the data-driven pressure Hessian closure (Tian, Livescu & Chertkov
2021) have shown significant improvements over the original models. Still, most models
cannot simultaneously capture intermittency and the self-similar geometric features of
VGs with high accuracy.

In this work, we adopt a different closure modelling approach devised along the lines of
Kolmogorov (1962). The approach seeks to isolate the universal geometric features of the
VGs from the intermittency of the magnitude. To separate the magnitude effects from that
of geometry, a normalised VG is defined as follows (Girimaji & Speziale 1995):

bj = Xl where A = [|4llF = v/AunAmn, (L1
where ||-||r is the Frobenius norm of a tensor. The normalised VG tensor, by, is a
mathematically bounded tensor and is statistically more self-similar than A; across
different types of turbulent flows at different Reynolds numbers (Das & Girimaji 2019,
2022). The geometric shape features of the small scales of turbulence are encoded in the
b;; tensor, whereas scale and intermittency information are contained in the VG magnitude
A (Das & Girimaji 2020). The idea here is to develop separate models for b;; and A tailored
for capturing the dynamical behaviour of each uniquely, resulting in an overall improved
prediction of A; evolution. Within the b; closure framework, the effects of different
turbulence processes including the non-local pressure, viscous and forcing, are nearly
universal, well-behaved and more amenable to generalisable modelling (Das & Girimaji
2020, 2022) than the corresponding terms in A;; equation.

To model the nonlocal terms, we employ a simple data-driven approach based on
our physical understanding of the small-scale dynamics. For this, we utilise highly
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resolved direct numerical simulations (DNS) data and propose a lookup table approach
in a four-dimensional compact space. The compactness of the b;-parameter space and
universality of the underlying physics permits the use of the lookup table approach. In
the future, neural network strategies can be adopted for this part. Overall, this leads to a
reasonably generalisable closure of the non-local pressure and viscous processes at high
enough Reynolds numbers within the b;; framework.

Once the non-local terms are modelled, the VG magnitude A does not require any
additional closures, as will be seen later. Consequently, we model the evolution of
magnitude A (pseudodissipation rate ~ A2) within an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck (OU) process
(Uhlenbeck & Ornstein 1930) framework. This approach takes advantages of: (i) the
near-lognormal probability distribution of pseudodissipation rate and (ii) the exponential
decay of its auto-correlation (Kolmogorov 1962; Oboukhov 1962; Yeung & Pope 1989;
Yeung et al. 2006). Although studies in multifractal formalism (Mandelbrot 1974;
Nelkin 1990; Benzi et al. 1991; Frisch 1995) suggest that pseudodissipation rate is
not precisely lognormal, studies have shown support for the lognormal framework of
modelling the temporal dynamics of VG magnitude (Girimaji & Pope 1990; Pope &
Chen 1990; Huang & Schmitt 2014). Therefore, we model the VG magnitude as a
Reynolds-number-dependent modified lognormal process. We further incorporate DNS
data-based physical modifications within the OU process, with the expectation of
capturing the intermittent nature of small-scale turbulence more accurately than a simple
lognormal process.

Overall, this work presents a data-driven Lagrangian model to accurately reproduce
all the essential characteristics of VG dynamics in turbulent flows for a broad range of
Reynolds numbers with minimal computational effort. The novelty of our model lies
in two primary features of the proposed approach. (1) Inspired by Kolmogorov’s 1962
self-similarity hypothesis, we separate the universal features of VG tensor (b;) from its
intermittent magnitude (A) for model development. (2) We determine the smallest set
of independent components of b;; subject to kinematic and normalisation conditions.
A data-driven approach is used to model only these irreducible components which arise
from non-local physics.

The remaining sections of the paper are arranged as follows. In §2 we discuss
the properties and present the governing differential equations for the normalised VG
tensor and VG magnitude in an incompressible turbulent flow. The entire modelling
methodology is described in § 3, including the philosophy of the modelling approach
and its generalisability, formulation of the model equations and closures, and a complete
model summary. The numerical procedure of the simulations performed using the model
is outlined in § 4. Finally the results of the model are compared with that of DNS and
previous models in § 5 and the conclusions are presented in § 6.

2. Governing equations

The Navier—Stokes and continuity equations for velocity fluctuations, u;, in an
incompressible turbulent flow can be written as

ou; ou; ap 4 v? ny 2.1a)
— 4 up— = —— +vVu; + 1, da
ar ' Fox 9x; L
8 .
i, (2.1b)
0X;
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where p is the kinematic pressure fluctuation, v is the kinematic viscosity and f; represents
the large-scale forcing. Pressure and viscous effects are the key non-local processes in
turbulence. Forcing, which causes the energy production at large scales to compensate for
the viscous dissipation at small scales, can be expressed in the following general form for
most commonly encountered flows with a mean flow:

du; Uy 9
fi = —(Up) — — up——= 4+ — (ujuz), 22)
0xy 0xk Xk

where U; = (U;) + u; is the total velocity and ( ) indicates ensemble or spatial averaging in
homogeneous directions. The effective forcing f; varies from one turbulent flow to another
depending on the mean flow field as well as the inhomogeneity and anisotropic nature
of the flow geometry (Rogallo 1981). In homogeneous isotropic turbulence with no mean
flow, forcing f; simply entails injecting energy at the lowest wavenumbers (Eswaran &
Pope 1988; Donzis & Yeung 2010).

From (2.1), the governing equation for the VG tensor can be derived as follows:

dA;; 1
d—t” = —Aid + SAnmkAindij + Hi + Tj + G (2.3a)
32 3?p 8 af  9f 8
where Hy = ——L_ 4 0P % p_ g2a gy = i Wil g
0x;0x;  0xxdxg 3 oxj  Oxg 3

Here, d/df = 9/0¢ 4 uxd/0dxy is the material or substantial derivative. The first two terms
on the right-hand side of (2.3a) represent the nonlinear effects, including both inertial and
isotropic pressure, but they are local in space. The tensor Hj; is the anisotropic pressure
Hessian tensor, Tj; is the viscous Laplacian tensor, and Gy is the anisotropic forcing
tensor. The H;; and Tj; tensors represent the non-local effects in VG dynamics and Gj;
depends on the nature of the forcing. The forcing term represents the influence of mean
flow and its anisotropy on the evolution of fluctuating VGs. Such effects are discussed in
greater detail in our previous works (Girimaji & Speziale 1995; Das & Girimaji 2022).
The general modelling framework proposed in this work can be applied to different types
of such forcing. In the current study, we demonstrate the modelling of isotropically forced
turbulence.

2.1. Normalised VG tensor
The evolution equation for b;; in the flow frame of reference, derived from (2.3a), is

db;
dr

1
= —bibyj + gbkmbmkfsij + bijbibinbpmn + (hij — bijbhi)
+ (tj — bjbuti) + (8 — biibugu), 2.4

where d = Adr is the time increment normalised by local VG magnitude, and the
timescale ¢ is referred to as the local timescale. Here,

H; 1 3%p 3?%p 8 Ty  v_,
hj=—=—|- ——), =-2=5V4A;
A A 0x;0x;  Oxxdxg 3 A A 25)
G L (0 Rk |
ST T a2 \oy g 3)
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are the normalised anisotropic pressure Hessian, viscous Laplacian and anisotropic forcing
tensors, respectively. In the b;; (2.4), the first three terms on the right-hand side are closed
and represent the nonlinear (), inertial and isotropic pressure Hessian, effects. The next
three terms constitute the non-local pressure (P), viscous (V) and forcing (F) effects on
bjj evolution that require closure. Consideration of the b;; evolution in local timescale is
not only consistent with Kolmogorov’s refined similarity hypothesis but also leads to the
added practical advantage that all the terms on the right-hand side of (2.4) are normalised
tensors. Although not necessarily bounded, these normalised tensors (hy, Tjj, g;) are
well-behaved and considerably more amenable to modelling than the unnormalised tensors
in the A;; equation, as shown in Das & Girimaji (2022). They further exhibit a nearly
universal behaviour in the phase plane of b; invariants across different turbulent flows
of different Reynolds numbers (Das & Girimaji 2020, 2022). Therefore, the Lagrangian
evolution of b;; can be modelled in the local timescale " without any explicit dependence
on the VG magnitude. The magnitude dependence comes in only when determining the b;;
evolution in real time.

In order to most effectively employ data-driven techniques, we now establish the
minimum number of free parameters required to completely describe the b;; tensor.
A detailed derivation can be found in Das & Girimaji (2020); only the main outcomes
are summarised in the following. Without any loss of generality, we can express b;; in the
principal (eigen-)reference frame of normalised strain-rate tensor, s;;, as follows:

~ a 0 O 0 —w3 @
b=|0 a O0|+| @3 0 —w| where a; > a» > aj. (2.6)
0 0 as —6?)2 5)1 0

Here, (~) represents vectors and tensors in the principal reference frame of s;; and g; are
the eigenvalues of s;; in decreasing order, such that a; (> 0) is the most expansive strain
rate, az(< 0) is the most compressive strain rate and the intermediate strain rate a; can
be positive, negative or zero, in incompressible flows. Further, @; are the components of
the normalised vorticity vector along the strain-rate eigen-directions. Since the signs of
the strain-rate eigenvectors are not uniquely determined by the eigendecomposition, we
consider the eigen-directions that provide all vorticity components to be of the same sign
(either all positive or all negative).

Applying the constraints of incompressibility (b;; = 0) and normalisation (Eijéij =1),
the l;,-j state space can be reduced to a four-dimensional space of only four independent
variables (shape-parameters): ¢, r, ao and @;. Here, ¢ and r are the second and third
invariants of the tensor, respectively:

l;ijl;ji, r= —%bijbjkbki = _%EU jkl;ki- (2.7a,b)

=

q=—3bjbji =~

All the remaining elements of I;,-j can be determined uniquely once these four variables are
known, as follows:

1 1
a = (- + 1 =36 -29), @ =3(-a—,/1-3a; -2, (2.84)
8a3 + 8r — ax(3 — 2q — 12&3)

1/1—?)61%—261

1
@1 =t—— |(1+2g—4a3) —

2.8b
W (2.8b)
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~2
P &g+8r—aﬂ3—2q—1m%)

,/1—3a%—2q

Thus, g, r, a» and @> completely define the tensor i’i/‘ and thence the geometric shape of
the local flow streamlines. These four variables are also mathematically bounded:

11 l4+qg (1=2¢\"? 14+q (1-2¢\"?
A A | - T 4 s T o ) 2'9 9b
qe[ 2 2] re{ 3 ( 3 ) 3 3 (2.9a.5)
1 —2¢q \/1—2(] . qg 1 Jqg 1
- d —JE2 42 +-|.  (210ab
“26{\/ T D } an wze{ 2+4, 2+4 (2.10a,b)

2.2. VG magnitude

The VG magnitude or pseudodissipation rate has been shown to have a nearly lognormal
distribution (Kolmogorov 1962; Oboukhov 1962; Monin & Yaglom 1975; Yeung & Pope
1989). For this reason, we consider the dynamics of the logarithm of VG magnitude:

0 =1InA, @2.11)

which is expected to exhibit a near-normal distribution in a turbulent flow field. We
introduce a scalar variable, 6*, referred to as the standardised log VG magnitude:

0 —(09)

09

(142g—4a%) + (2.8¢)

1
272

0* = where oy = /(0 — (6))2), 2.12)

which exhibits an approximate standard normal distribution, A'(0, 1), in a variety of
turbulent flows (Das & Girimaji 2022). The evolution of 6%, derived from (2.3a) is given
by

do* 1

ar = o9 (A) (—bikbij,'j + h,'jA,'j + T,'J'A,'j + g,-jA,-j), (2.13)

where dr* = (A) dt. Here, t* is referred to as the global timescale and it represents the
timescale normalised by the global mean of VG magnitude. This normalisation is, in

essence, similar to normalisation by the Kolmogorov timescale (t,, ~ 1/ (Az)l/ 2) and is
found to be more appropriate for examining VG magnitude than the local timescale used
for b;;. The four terms on the right-hand side of the above equation represent the nonlinear,
pressure, viscous and forcing effects, respectively, on the VG magnitude evolution. The
unclosed pressure, viscosity and forcing tensors in this equation are identical to those in
bjj (2.4). Hence, no new closure terms are encountered in the VG magnitude equation once
the b;; equation is closed.

3. Model formulation

Instead of considering the evolution of A; directly, this work isolates the modelling of
the normalised VG tensor (b;;) from that of the magnitude (A) as shown in the schematic
of figure 1. In this section, we first discuss the universal features of VG dynamics that
should be captured and can be used to our advantage in the modelling approach. This
is followed by the main modelling strategies and a detailed presentation of the complete
model. Finally, all model equations and parameters are summarised.
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Turbulent flow
with large enough scale separation

|
! }

Large scales Small scales

Flow dependent VG tensor 4;;
Less flow dependent

but intermittent

|
! }

VG geometry VG magnitude
by A=Apdy
Nearly universal Intermittent

Figure 1. Flowchart to explain the behaviour of VG tensor and its constituents in turbulence.

3.1. Generalisability of modelling VG dynamics

As outlined in figure 1, the large scales of motion in a turbulent flow depend upon the
flow geometry and driving mechanism of the flow. It is therefore difficult to develop
generalisable models for the large scales that will apply to different turbulent flows. Models
of small-scale dynamics are likely to be more generalisable in comparison since the
small scales in turbulent flows (with a large enough scale separation) tend to be isotropic
and universal. The notion of small-scale universality, which began with the eminent
work of Kolmogorov (1941), has been refined significantly over the years to account for
the intermittent nature of small-scale turbulence (Kolmogorov 1962; Oboukhov 1962;
Sreenivasan & Antonia 1997; Schumacher et al. 2014). The VG tensor, A;;, governs
these small-scale motions and exhibits certain universal features across different types
of turbulent flows (Sreenivasan 1998; Schumacher et al. 2014). However, A;; also shows
a strong dependence on Reynolds number (Donzis, Yeung & Sreenivasan 2008; Yeung,
Sreenivasan & Pope 2018), particularly due to its multifractal and intermittent nature that
causes its higher-order moments to scale with Reynolds number (Yakhot & Donzis 2017).

Here, we separate A;; into b;; and A, such that the tensor b;; is nearly universal across
different turbulent flows while the scalar A reflects all the Reynolds number dependence.
The universality of b;; is evident in its probability density function (p.d.f.) and higher-order
moments (Das & Girimaji 2019) as well as in the mean evolution of its invariants (Das &
Girimaji 2020, 2022), that are insensitive to the variation of Taylor Reynolds number (Re,)
across different turbulent flows. Therefore, b;; evolution modelled using DNS data of a
turbulent flow at a given Reynolds number may be considered universal (up to a modelling
approximation) and can be applied to reproduce the b;-dynamics of different turbulent
flows at different Reynolds numbers.

The magnitude A, on the other hand, exhibits a strong dependence on the Reynolds
number of the flow. The mean and variance of its logarithm (6 = InA), plotted in figure 2,
clearly increase with increasing Re,. Preliminary results suggest that (9) and oy follow
approximate scaling laws with Re,, as indicated in the figures. The scaling law obtained
for 092 is in close agreement with the Re,-scaling of the logarithm of pseudodissipation
rate reported by Yeung & Pope (1989). In the variation of (f), one of the Re; shows
deviation from monotonic increase and has been excluded from the fit. Further advanced
simulations and analyses are required to develop universal scaling laws for (6) and 092,
and the scaling laws shown here are simply for representation. In fact, these two quantities
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Figure 2. Statistics of 6 from DNS data sets of forced isotropic turbulent flows at different Re,: (a) global
mean (6) as a function of Re, (in natural log scale); dashed line represents a linear least-squares fit of the data
((6) = —0.39 + 0.67 In Re,); and (b) variance 092 = (92 — (9)2) as a function of Re, (in natural log scale);

dashed line represents a linear least-squares fit of the data (0‘92 = —0.074 + 0.07 In Re,).

are input parameters in our model for VG magnitude (§ 3.4), constituting the characteristic
Reynolds number dependence of VGs.

The evident advantage of this modelling framework is that the nine-component tensorial
variable b;; is nearly universal, and one can develop a potentially generalisable b;-model
applicable to different types of turbulent flows at wide-ranging Re,. Only the scalar
6-model includes Re,-dependent parameters, which can be represented by scaling laws
that are likely generalisable across different types of turbulent flows.

3.2. Modelling strategy
The model consists of the following parts.

(i) bjj-model: The b; dynamics in a local timescale (2.4) is a function of b;; and other
normalised non-local tensors, and it does not explicitly depend on magnitude A.
Therefore, we formulate a stochastic model for the Lagrangian evolution of b;; in the
local timescale (¢') without any explicit dependence on 6*.

(i1) Closure of non-local processes: As previously inferred from DNS data (Das &
Girimaji 2020, 2022), the conditional statistics of the normalised non-local tensors
can be reasonably approximated as exclusive functions of b;;. Thus, we develop DNS
data-driven closure models (generalisable at high Re,) for capturing the conditional
mean non-local effects of normalised pressure and viscous processes within the

four-dimensional bounded state-space of l;ij. The fluctuations of these nonlocal
effects as well as the effect of large-scale forcing, are modelled in the stochastic
diffusion term using moment constraints.

(iii) 6*-model: We model the evolution of VG magnitude in global timescale (#*) within
the framework of the OU process (Pope & Chen 1990) in three different ways. The
first model is a simple OU model for 6* decoupled from b;; dynamics. The second
and third models are modified OU models with b;;-dependence incorporated into the
6* evolution using a DNS data-based diffusion process.

(iv) Timescale: In addition, an ordinary differential equation provides the relation
between the local and the global timescales.

984 A39-8
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Finally, the b; and 6* models are combined to form an integrated system of model
equations representing the Lagrangian evolution of A;; in global time.

3.3. Model for normalised VG tensor

The Lagrangian dynamics of normalised VG tensor, bj;, is modelled here as a diffusion
process (Karlin & Taylor 1981), a continuous-time Markov process, represented by a
stochastic differential equation (SDE). The SDE for A;; commonly used in previously
developed models (Girimaji & Pope 1990; Chevillard & Meneveau 2006; Chevillard et al.
2008; Johnson & Meneveau 2016a) is of the form

dA;; = M;; dt + Kjjrg AWy, (3.1
where Wj; is a tensor-valued isotropic Wiener process such that
(dW;) =0 and (dW;;dWy) = 6y dr. (3.2)

The M;; tensor represents the drift coefficient tensor and Kjj; constitutes the diffusion
coefficient tensor of the model. Taking the trace of (3.1), one can show that M;; = Kjj; = 0
satisfies the incompressibility condition A;; = 0. Starting from the A;;-SDE (3.1) and using
the properties of an Itd process (Kloeden & Platen 1992), one can derive the following SDE
for b;j in local timescale 7’ (see Appendix B for derivation):

dbjj = (i + yij) df' + Dy AWy, (3.3)
where
M;; My Kijui Kpgri
Wi = 7y — bibu—5 D = “575 = biibpg— 377 -
1 Kpgu Kpgia Kpgri Kijir 3 bb Kpgri b Konnki (3.4)
Yi = T 2VUTA3/2 A3/2 P9 A3/2 p3/2 + 2 PUTPG A3/ M AT D
df' = Adr, dwj = A2 dwy,
and the Wiener process satisfies
(dW,-;-) =0 and (dWlfj dWy,) = 8ydj dr’. (3.5a,b)

It is important to note that all the drift and diffusion coefficient tensors of this system
of SDEs are dimensionless. The drift tensor of the b; equation has two parts due to
the normalisation: (i) u;; is obtained from the drift tensor of the A; equation, M;; and
(ii) y;; is obtained from the diffusion tensor of the A;; equation, Kjj;. The diffusion tensor
of the b; equation, Djjy, is also obtained from Kjj;. The tensor y;; relates the drift and
diffusion processes in the dynamics such that despite the random stochastic forcing term,
bjj remains mathematically bounded. It can be proved that any system of SDEs for b;;, that
complies with the above forms of drift and diffusion terms ((3.3) and (3.4)), satisfies the
incompressibility constraint:

db;; = 0. (3.6)
Equations (3.3) and (3.4) further satisfy the mathematical constraint of normalisation:
d(bjiby) = 0, (3.7

which ensures that the Frobenius norm of the tensor b is equal to unity at all times. The
proofs are presented in Appendices C and D.
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Equation (3.3) leads to a Fokker Planck equation (Pope 1985) for the joint p.d.f. I@‘(b) of
the tensor b;;:
dF d - (I
— = ——[F(u;; i —————(FDjjriDpgii).- 3.8
a7 8sz[ (Mt/ + Vy)] + 5 8bij8bpq( ijkl qul) (3.8)
Now, the exact differential equation for the joint p.d.f. of b;, F(b), in a turbulent flow can
be derived from the b;; governing equation (2.4) as

dIF 0
Frie _W[F (=Dixbij + %bkmbmk(sij + Dijbmkbinbmn + (hij — bijbxihi | b)
ij
+ (tj — bijbutii | b) + (gij — bijbrigu | b))]. (3.9)

The drift and diffusion coefficient tensors need to be modelled in a way that I@‘(b) ~ [F(b).
In data-driven modelling, F(b) and its moments are taken from high-fidelity DNS data.
However, requiring the p.d.f.s to be identical is very challenging. In this work, we constrain
the equations of b;-moments up to third order to obtain the parameters of diffusion
coefficient tensor along the lines of Girimaji & Pope (1990). This modelled diffusion
process is, therefore, consistent up to order three, although the numerical results of the
model show a reasonable agreement of moments of order even higher than three.

3.3.1. Drift coefficient tensor

Comparing the terms of (3.8) and (3.9), the inertial and isotropic pressure Hessian terms
are exact, and considering that the role of Dy, is to model the large-scale forcing effect
and that of y;; is to maintain the unit Frobenius norm of by, the drift coefficient tensor 1;;
takes the form:

wij = —birb + %bkmbmk%' + bijbuibinbmn + (hij — bijbrihi | b) + (Tjj — bijbutii | b).
(3.10)

The term w; represents the dynamics due to inertial and isotropic pressure Hessian
contributions as well as the conditional mean contributions of the anisotropic pressure
Hessian and viscous effects.

The conditional mean normalised anisotropic pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian

tensors, (h;; | b) and (t;; | b), require closure modelling. As discussed in § 2.1, the tensor b
in the principal reference frame of the strain-rate tensor can be expressed as a function of
only four bounded variables. Therefore, in order to take advantage of this four-dimensional

bounded state space of b, the conditional averaging of the normalised pressure Hessian and
viscous Laplacian tensors is performed in the s;; principal reference frame. For a rotation
tensor, Q, with columns constituted by the right eigenvectors of s, the required tensors in
the principal reference frame are

bij = Okibu Qs hij = OkihuQyj,  Tij = Okitu Q- (3.11a—c)

Then, the conditional mean pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors in the flow
reference frame can be recovered as follows:

(hij | b) = (QuchiQj | b) = Qi (I | B>Qﬂ}

(tj | b) = (QuFuQyi | b) = Qu{Tu | B)Qyy

since Q is a function of b. Therefore, the conditional mean pressure Hessian and viscous
Laplacian tensors in the flow reference frame can be obtained if the conditional means of
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pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors in the principal frame are known and the
local strain-rate eigenvectors are known.

As shown in § 2.1, in the principal reference frame, l;,-j can be uniquely defined by a set
of only four bounded variables: ¢, r, a> and ;. Therefore, the conditional mean pressure
Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors in the principal frame can be modelled as a function
of only four bounded variables, as follows:

(hij | b = (hj | g, 7, a2, @), (| b) = (Fj | q, 7, az, ). (3.13a,b)

The goal is to develop a data-driven model for the above tensors in terms of a
four-dimensional input. Recent studies (Parashar, Srinivasan & Sinha 2020; Tian et al.
2021; Buaria & Sreenivasan 2023) have used tensor-basis neural network to model the
unnormalised pressure Hessian (H;;) and viscous Laplacian (T) tensors in the A;;-equation
as a function of A;;. Since A;; constitutes an unbounded space and the behaviour of the
tensors H;; and Tj; is not necessarily invariant across turbulent flows of different Reynolds
numbers, network-based modelling becomes essential. However, in our case (g, r, a2, @2)

form a bounded state space and the conditional mean dynamics of izij and 7;; in the bounded

l~7,~j space is nearly unaltered with Reynolds number variation for a broad range of Re, (Das
& Girimaji 2020, 2022). Therefore, the simpler and more accurate data-driven approach
of direct tabulation based on DNS data is used in this work, which can be summarised as
follows.

(i) The finite space of ¢, r, ap and @;, as given in (2.10a,b), is discretised into
(60, 60, 30, 30) uniform bins. This discretisation strikes the appropriate balance
between sampling accuracy in the bins and the desired details of nonlocal flow
physics to be captured. Other discretisations are tested to show convergence to this
combination for the most accurate results.

(ii) The conditional expectations of the tensors, (h;i | g, r, a>, @2) and (7;; | q, r, a2, @),
are computed in this discrete phase-space, using DNS data set of forced isotropic
turbulence (see Appendix G for details of the data set). Note that lookup tables for
only one Re, is required to model the mean non-local dynamics for turbulent flows
of different Re,. Further, this data-driven closure is rotationally invariant since the
input and output variables do not depend on the flow reference frame.

(iii) This lookup table can then be accessed by an inexpensive array-indexing operation,
to determine the conditional mean pressure and viscous dynamics in the principal
frame for a given (g, r, a>, @7) at any point in the flow field or following a fluid
particle. This is then transformed into the flow reference frame (3.12) based on the
local eigen-directions of strain-rate tensor, to be used in j;; for computations.

This completes the modelling of the mean drift tensor p; as a function of the local
bjj. 1t is straightforward to show that our data-driven model for w; is Galilean invariant
(Appendix E).

Our previous work has shown the universality of b;; statistics and associated nonlocal
processes across different types of turbulent flows (Das & Girimaji 2022). Therefore,
here we restrict ourselves to forced isotropic turbulence. We use DNS data of isotropic
turbulence at different Reynolds numbers (Appendix G) to illustrate the universality of
different modelling components. The b;; model closures (lookup tables) developed using
the Re, = 427 data are used at all Reynolds numbers.
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3.3.2. Diffusion coefficient tensor

As discussed at the beginning of this section, the interrelationship between the tensors
Dijji; and y;; is important in guaranteeing that the mathematical and physical constraints
of bj; are satisfied. This relationship holds if we use their functional forms, as given in
(3.4), in terms of K of the A; SDE. Given the small-scale universality of turbulence
at high Reynolds numbers Re, > 200 (Das & Girimaji 2019, 2022), here we model
the velocity-gradient dynamics for isotropically forced high-Reynolds-number turbulence.
Therefore, we assume a general isotropic form of the fourth-order diffusion coefficient
tensor, Kjjx;, of the A;; SDE following previous models (Girimaji & Pope 1990; Chevillard
et al. 2008; Johnson & Meneveau 2016a):

Kt = A3 (1881 + c28i8j1 + ¢38u8j1), (3.14)

where c1, 2, ¢3 are constant dimensionless diffusion coefficients of the model. Only two
of these three coefficients are independent subject to the incompressibility condition:
Kt = A (c18i8 + c28udi + c38u8i) = (Be1 + c2 + ¢3)0u = 0
3
From (3.4), (3.14) and (3.15), the diffusion coefficient tensor of the b;; equation is

—— ] = —

Djji = Cz(—%fsijfskl + 8ikdj1 — bijbi) + C3(—%5ij5kl + 8iudjx — bijbi), (3.16)

and
vi = =G+ 3) + 2+ 69)cacy)by — 2e2¢3byi (.17)

To determine the constant coefficients, ¢p and c¢3, we use a moments constraint method
similar to Girimaji & Pope (1990). In this method, the equations of second- and third-order
moments of b; are constrained to the values obtained from DNS. First, the SDEs for the
second (g) and third (r) invariants, as defined in (2.7a,b), are derived from the b;-SDE
(3.3) using Itd’s lemma (A3):

dg = —(bywji + bivji + 3DijuaDjikt) A’ — biiDjimn AW, 3.18)
dr = —(bikbijji + bikbijVji + biiDjkmnDiimn) A’ — bijbjx Diimun AW, ,,

Taking the mean of the above equations and substituting the expressions for Djj; and y;;
from (3.16) and (3.17), yields the following differential equations of the moments (g) and

(r):

dig) b b 1 D
e —(bijiji) — (bivji) — 5( iikiDjiki)
= —(bywii) — (c3 + c3)B{g) + 1) — c2c3(16(¢”) + 4(q) + 4, (3.19)
d(r)
ke —{birbijwji) — (bikbi;yji) — (bijDjtannDrimn)

27
= —(bibjpji) — (3 + c3) (;m) — ¢2¢3(6(r) + 30(gr) — 6(bybjxbix)). (3.20)

To model a statistically stationary solution of the VGs, the rate-of-change of moments
must be driven to zero while ensuring that the moment values converge to that of DNS.
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For this, we equate the right-hand side to the negative of the error term:

d -

5? = —(bji) — (3 + ) B(g) + 1) — c23(16(¢°) + 4(g) +4) = —R({q) — 7).
(3.21)

dr) 2 o (% _

5 = by} = (3 +c3) <7<r>> — c2¢3(6(r) +30(qr) — 6(bjbjbix)) = —R(r) —7),

(3.22)

where g, r are the global mean of g, r obtained from DNS data. Here, R represents the rate
of convergence of these moments and is set to unity. An a priori simulation of the b;; model
equations is run in the normalised timescale ¢/, with an ensemble of 40 000 particles. At
each time step, the above system of nonlinear equations is solved using Newton’s method
to determine the values of the coefficients ¢, ¢3. In this a priori run, as the model’s
moments, (g) and (r), converge very close to the DNS values of g and 7, the coefficients
converge to the following values:

cp = 0.009877, 2 = —0.06402. (3.23a.,b)

These optimised diffusion coefficient values are used in the stochastic model for b; and
are insensitive to Reynolds number variation at high enough Re,.

3.4. Model for VG magnitude

The Lagrangian evolution of the scalar 6* (2.12) is modelled using a modified
lognormal approach. The magnitude A has a nearly lognormal probability distribution
and exponential decay of autocorrelation in time (Kolmogorov 1962; Oboukhov 1962;
Yeung & Pope 1989). The exponentiated OU process is a statistically stationary process
that satisfies both these properties (Uhlenbeck & Ornstein 1930; Pope & Chen 1990) and is
therefore ideal for modelling 6*. Although it has been pointed out that pseudodissipation

rate (~ A?) cannot be precisely lognormal in the context of multifractal formalism
(Mandelbrot 1974; Meneveau & Sreenivasan 1991), the OU process models the overall
dynamics of A quite accurately (Girimaji & Pope 1990; Pope & Chen 1990). In fact, a
recent analysis of Lagrangian trajectories in high-Reynolds-number turbulence (Huang
& Schmitt 2014) has shown evidence that the autocorrelation function of A is consistent
with both the exponential decay prescribed by the OU process as well as the logarithmic
decay suggested by the multifractal framework, and the two are nearly indistinguishable
at such high Reynolds numbers (Pereira et al. 2018). Since the focus of this work is to
accurately reproduce the overall Lagrangian dynamics of the VGs in turbulence, we model
the VG magnitude as a Reynolds-number-dependent modified lognormal process, without
explicitly accounting for multifractal behaviour.

The OU process is a stationary continuous Gaussian Markov process that is often used
in modelling systems of finance, mathematics and physical and biological sciences (Pope
& Chen 1990; Klebaner 2012). It further shows the property of mean reversion. The SDE
for a general OU process 6* evolving in time ¢* is given by (Girimaji & Pope 1990)

do* = —a (0™ — (0%)) dr* + B dW™, (3.24)

where «, B > 0 are parameters of the model, * = (A)¢ is the non-dimensional global
timescale and dW* is the increment of a Wiener process or a Gaussian random variable
with zero mean and variance dr*. The parameter « represents the rate of mean reversion,
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and without loss of generality it is set to unity since the model propagates in normalised
timescale 1*. The expected value (0*) = 0, by construction, in DNS data. Therefore, the
general form of 6*-SDE used in this work is

do* = —0* dr* + BdW*. (3.25)

The diffusion coefficient, B, is modelled in three different ways as described in the
following subsections.

3.4.1. Model 1: simple OU process

Here, we disregard the dependence of 6* on b;; and consider the simple OU dynamics that
satisfies the global mean and global variance of 8*. In this case, the diffusion coefficient 3
is taken to be a constant value, which is calculated as follows. The equation for the global
mean is obtained from (3.25),

= (3.26)

Thus, the model maintains a stationary mean value of 6*, i.e. d(6*)/dr* = 0, once the
solution is driven to zero mean ({6*) = 0) by the mean-reversion property. Next, the
equation for the global variance is obtained from (3.25) using Itd’s product rule,

d<9*2)

= —2(0*%) + g% 3.27
e 6*%) + B (3.27)
For a statistically stationary solution, we must have
d<9*2> 5

dr*
Therefore, the final form of the 6*-SDE for Model 1 is given by

do* = —0* dr* + /2(6*2) dW*. (3.29)

Here, the value of the variance (9*2) = 1 by definition.

3.4.2. Model 2: modified OU process

Next, we want to ensure that the value of the variance of 6* conditioned on the local
streamline geometry (g, r) is satisfied. This conditional variance, ((0* — (8™ | g, M2
g, r), is plotted in figure 3 for DNS data of forced isotropic turbulence at different Reynolds
numbers. It is evident that the conditional variance of 6* shows a clear dependence on
q and r, and is nearly invariant with changing Re,. Therefore, we modify the diffusion
coefficient as

B =B, 1), (3.30)

to account for the correct conditional variance of 6* for a given g—r value. The equation
for the conditional variance can be derived from (3.25) as

d
Eﬂm—WH%m%%w=4wﬁmw+WH%N+wwwﬂ (3.31)
The conditional variance remains stationary only if

d

@((9* —(0* 1, 1q.r=0 = Blg.n= \/2(<9*2 | q.r) = (6% | ¢, ).

(3.32)
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Figure 3. Conditional variance of 6* conditioned on g-r, ie. ((0* — (8% | ¢, r)? | q.r), for isotropic
turbulent flows of Taylor Reynolds numbers: (a) Rey = 225; (b) Rey =385; (¢) Rey =427; and
(d) Rey = 588

Therefore, the final SDE of 6* for Model 2 is given by

d0* = —6*dr* + \/2(<9*2 | g, r) — (6% | g, r)2) dW*. (3.33)

Here, the conditional variance values are obtained from DNS data of one Re, by
discretising the ¢, r space into 30 x 30 bins. The same conditional variance table is
applicable when modelling turbulent flows of different Reynolds numbers, as evident from
figure 3. This 6*-model is weakly coupled with the b;; dynamics since it depends on ¢, r.

3.4.3. Model 3: consistent modified OU process
Model 1 ensures that the constant diffusion coefficient captures the accurate global
variance of 0%, whereas Model 2 enforces the accurate modelling of conditional variance
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of 6* for a given ¢, r. Finally, in Model 3 we propose an adjustment to Model 2 such that
both the conditional and global variances are satisfied. For this, we propose to shift the
conditional-variance-based diffusion coefficient of Model 2 by a constant value, S, as
follows:

do* = —0* dr* + (\/2(<9*2 | q. 1) — (6% | g, 1)2) + Bo) AW (3.34)

Here, the value of B is calculated based on the solutions of Models 1 and 2. Model 3 also
depends upon b;; through its invariants (g, r).

3.5. Model summary
The resulting model for the Lagrangian evolution of the complete VG tensor in a turbulent
flow is described by a system of SDEs for the normalised VG tensor, b;;, and a separate
SDE for the standardised VG magnitude, 6*.
The final system of equations for evolution of b;; in local timescale (') is given by

dbj = (i + yy) dt’ + Dyjg dWy, (3.35)
1ij = —bighij + $bimbmik8ij + bigbmibinbmn + (hij | b) — bbby | b)
+ (tjj | b) — bijbri(tii | b), (3.36)
vj = —(3(c + ) + 2+ 6q)cac3)by — 2c2¢3bji, (3.37)
Djji = CZ(_%(Sij(Skl + 8ikdj1 — bijbx) + C3(—%5ij5kl + 8iudjk — bijbik). (3.38)

Here, the diffusion coefficient values are
cr» = 0.009877, c¢3 = —0.06402. (3.39a,b)

The conditional mean normalised pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors are
obtained from the data-driven closure in the strain-rate (s) eigen-reference frame as a
function of the current (g, r, az, @>), followed by a rotation to the flow reference frame
using the local eigenvectors of s:

(hij | b) = Qilhia | g, 7, a2, )Qy  and (v | b) = Qu{Fu | ¢, 1, a2, @2) Q1.
(3.40a,b)

The above coefficient values and the data-driven closure can be applied to model VG
dynamics of incompressible turbulent flows irrespective of the Taylor Reynolds number.
The final SDE for 6* in global timescale (r* = (A)?) is as follows.

* Model I:
do* = —0* dr* + \/de*. (3.41)
*  Model 2:
do* = —0* dr* + \/2((9*2 | g, r) — (6% | g, r)2) AW*. (3.42)
*  Model 3:
40" = —0% dr" + (J2(0%2 | 4. 1) — (0% | . P2 + P dW*.  (3.43)
984 A39-16
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Data-based component Discretisation of state space Re, dependence
(h|q.r az, &) (60.60.30,30) Re,-independent
(T | q,r, a2, 02) (60,60,30,30) Re,-independent
(O =0 1q.m* 1 q.r) (30,30) Re,-independent
(0) 00, (A) 1 Re ;-dependent

Table 1. Components of model based on DNS data.

The diffusion coefficients of Models 2 and 3 are obtained from the tabulated conditional
variance of 6* invariant with Re, (figure 3). From data, the shift factor Sy is found to be
about 0.1 independent of the Reynolds number. The VG magnitude and the VG tensor are
then given by

A=t 0 Ay = Aby. (3.44a,b)
The parameters in the above equation are Reynolds number dependent as shown in figure 2.
For the case of Re, = 427, the parameter values as determined from the DNS data are

(0) =2.7493, o0y = 0.589655, (A) = 18.64173. (3.45a.,b)

One could potentially use scaling laws to determine these parameter values at different
Reynolds numbers. However, developing highly accurate scaling laws requires numerous
expensive DNS simulations, which is outside the scope of this work. Here, we have
directly used the DNS values of these parameters for the different Reynolds number cases
considered, except in the Rey = 1100 case for which the parameters are determined by
extrapolating the approximate scaling laws (figure 2).

To reconcile between the two different timescales, ¢’ used for b;; evolution and r* used
for 6* evolution, a simple, closed ordinary differential equation,

dr*  (A)

7oA (3.46)
is solved to determine r* for a given ¢'. No closure is required for this equation. Finally,
the Lagrangian evolution of the VG tensor, Aj;, is obtained by multiplying A and b;; at
different global time ¢*. Overall, the VG model presented here consists of three types of
data-based components that are listed in table 1. The four-dimensional lookup tables for
normalised pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors and the two-dimensional table
for conditional variance of 6* can be used in modelling VG dynamics independent of
Reynolds numbers; only the three scalar parameters of the model which are statistics of
the VG magnitude are Reynolds number dependent and potentially generalisable in the
future with accurate universal scaling laws.

4. Numerical procedure

The numerical solution of the model equations involves numerically propagating the VG
tensor, in terms of the variables b; and 6*, of an ensemble of 40000 particles. As the
initial conditions for the simulations, the particles are picked at random from a randomly
generated incompressible isotropic velocity field. The trajectories are advanced for a total
time period of approximately 12007, following these steps at each update.
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(i) The b;; SDEs (3.35) are numerically propagated in the normalised local timescale
¢, using a second-order weak predictor—corrector scheme (see Appendix F) with a
constant time increment d7’. At each step, the conditional mean non-local pressure
and viscous contributions are calculated based on the current (q, r, az, @2) values,
using the (60, 60, 30, 30) sized lookup tables.

(i) The 6* SDE ((3.41), (3.42) or (3.43)) is advanced using the second-order weak
predictor—corrector numerical scheme (Appendix B) in the global timescale 7*, using
a first-order approximation of the increment dr* = (A) d’ /A for a fixed value of dr’.

(iii) To reconcile between the timescales, the value of the global timescale #* is obtained
for every particle at each ¢’ by numerically solving the ordinary differential equation
(3.46) using the implicit second-order trapezium rule method.

In this manner, the model simulation propagates all particles at a uniform local time
increment of d' = 0.01, but the global timescale r* varies from one particle to the other
depending upon its current VG magnitude. A particle with a smaller magnitude requires
fewer steps in ¢’ to reach a certain r*, than a particle with a larger magnitude. The VG
magnitude 6* evolves in global time #*, which approximately scales with Kolmogorov
timescale. On the other hand, b;; evolves in local timescale ¢ which varies depending on
the current local value of A. Issues may arise when A < (A), i.e. when b;; evolves faster
than 6*, and appropriate measures should be taken to ensure that d¢’ is suitable to propagate
the b;; equations. However, particles with such low A values do not contribute significantly
toward the overall VG statistics. Convergence of the model’s results for df' = 0.05, 0.01
and 0.002 suggest that d7’ = 0.01 is sufficient here for accurate statistical modelling.

The incompressibility and normalisation constraints are automatically upheld by the
model, but are only valid up to the order of numerical error. Therefore, to avoid the
accretion of numerical errors over large periods of time, hard constraints of b; = 0 and
IbllF = 1 are enforced after every update. The computation time is approximately 1.5-2
hours on a single processor for the model’s simulations to achieve statistically stationary
solutions. The results of the model’s simulations for the three different 6*-models are
illustrated in the next section as Model 1 if (3.41) is used, Model 2 if (3.42) is used and
Model 3 if (3.43) is used, each along with the b;; (3.35). The convergence of all the major
results have been tested for these models by performing the simulations with 40 000 and
100 000 particles.

5. Results and comparison with DNS data

This section presents a statistical analysis of the solutions of the three models and a
comparison with the statistics of the corresponding DNS data and some previous models.
Detailed model results are exhibited for one Reynolds number (Re; = 427) and compared
with the corresponding DNS data. Specifically, results of VG magnitude are presented in
§ 5.1, of normalised VG tensor in § 5.2 and of the full VG tensor in § 5.3. Then, to exhibit
the broader applicability of the model, the performance is evaluated at other high Reynolds
numbers by comparison with the corresponding DNS data in § 5.4. The time evolution of
the model’s statistics are illustrated as a function of the global normalised time ¢*. The
time-converged statistical results are plotted by averaging over multiple time realisations
of the model’s solution, separated by at least 5t,,, well after statistical stationarity has been
achieved.
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5.1. VG magnitude

The time evolution of the mean and standard deviation of 6* are plotted for all the three
0*-model equations in figure 4. Note that the time axes are plotted in logscale to display
the transients clearly. The numerical simulation starts from an initially random field, which
is inconsistent with the DNS values of () and oy, and therefore the initial values of (60*)
and o, are different from zero and unity, respectively. Over time, the model’s solution
evolves toward the DNS value achieving a statistically stationary state at about ¢ ~ 71,
(t* ~ 6), where ¢ is the real time. As expected, the mean is captured equally well by
all three models due to the mean-reversion property of the OU process. The standard
deviation is reproduced accurately by both Models 1 and 3 but not as well by Model 2.
This indicates that imposing 6* to satisfy the variance conditioned on local streamline
geometry (g, ) in Model 2 does not necessarily guarantee that the global variance of 6* is
automatically satisfied. This justifies the need for the third model to satisfy both the global
and conditional standard deviation values.

The converged p.d.f. of the standardised VG magnitude, 8, for all the models and DNS
data are plotted in figure 5. Models 1 and 3 are able to reproduce the 6* p.d.f. very well,
whereas Model 2 shows deviation from the desired DNS distribution. The plot in the
log—linear scale confirms that the converged p.d.f.s of Models 1 and 3 agree well with
that of DNS even near the extreme tails of the p.d.f.s. The p.d.f. of VG magnitude (A/(A):
figure 6) is captured equally well by all models near the peak, whereas the high-magnitude
tails are reproduced more accurately by Models 1 and 3 compared with Model 2. In fact,
a closer inspection suggests that Model 3 provides an improved approximation of the tails
over Model 1.

5.2. Normalised VG tensor

The conditional mean trajectories (CMTs) in the phase plane of normalised VG invariants
(g, r) are examined as an a priori test of the data-driven closure used to capture the
conditional mean non-local effects of pressure and viscosity (§ 3.3.1) on the b;;-dynamics.
The g—r CMTs are obtained by integrating the vector field of conditional mean velocity
(v) in the g—r plane:

- D dgq/d?
o= (5) = (@) o)

_ —3r + quijbikbkj — hij(bji + 26]bij) — ‘L’,‘j(bji + 2qb,-j) , (5 1)
%qZ + 3rbijbikbkj — hij(bjkbki + 3?’1)1]) — Tij(bjkbki + 31"17,]) B ’

due to the inertial, pressure and viscous processes in the turbulent flow. Note that the
effect of the large-scale forcing is not included here because it is not accounted for
in the data-driven closure but rather in the stochastic forcing (diffusion) term in the
b;;-SDE, which cannot be tested a priori. The g—r CMTs obtained directly from DNS
data are plotted in figure 7(a). As discussed in Das & Girimaji (2022), trajectories
closer to the origin converge towards the attractor near the origin (represents pure-shear
streamlines) whereas trajectories that are outside the separatrix loop are attracted towards
the bottom line attractor (represents pure-strain streamlines). This behaviour is almost
exactly replicated in the g—r CMTs computed using the model’s data-driven closure for the
conditional mean pressure Hessian and viscous Laplacian tensors (figure 7b). The close
resemblance between the two is somewhat expected given the very nature of the lookup
table approach for closure.
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Figure 4. Evolution of 6* statistics: (@) mean, (6*) and (b) standard deviation, oy, of the three models for
Re,y = 427. The DNS statistics are marked by dashed lines. The time axis is in logscale.
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Figure 5. P.d.f. of standardised VG magnitude 6* in: (a) linear-linear scale and (b) linear—log scale, for
Re, = 427. The black solid lines with symbols represent the 6*-p.d.f. from DNS data.
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Figure 6. P.d.f. of VG magnitude, A/(A), for Re, = 427. The black solid line with symbols represents the
p.d.f. from DNS data.
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Figure 7. CMTs in the g—r plane due to the inertial, pressure and viscous effects obtained using (a) DNS data
and (b) b;; data-driven model. Background contours represent the speed of the trajectory at each point, given
by the magnitude of the conditional mean velocity vector, |v].

Now, we compare the a posteriori results of the normalised VG tensor of the model
with that of DNS. First, we study the moments of the second (g) and third (r) invariants
of the tensor, which are important quantities that determine the geometric shape of the
local flow streamlines. The evolution of up to fourth-order moments of g and r are plotted
for each model in figure 8. It is first evident that the three models with the same b;;-SDE
but different 6*-SDEs produce nearly identical ¢, r moments. Thus, it appears that the
variation in the 6* model does not have a discernible impact on the b;; statistics of the
models. Starting from a randomly generated set of initial conditions, the b;-SDE drives
the solution towards convergence to a statistically stationary state at t ~ 727, (* ~ 60).
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Figure 8. Evolution of ¢ and r statistics in global normalised time *. Means: (a) (g) and (b) (r). Second-order
moments: (c) (¢) and (d) (r2). Third-order moments: (¢) (¢°) and ( f) (). Fourth-order moments: (g) (¢*)
and (h) (r*) for the three models. The dashed lines represent the DNS statistics. The time axis is in log-scale.

Therefore, to converge in b;; statistics, our model takes approximately 10 times as long as
it takes to reach statistical stationarity in 6*. Up to at least fourth-order moments of ¢ and r
produced by the model are reasonably close to the DNS values. Further, the time evolution
of moments of correlation between ¢ and r, i.e. (gr), and (g*r?), are plotted in figure 9.
These moments show a slightly larger deviation from the DNS values as compared with
all other moments.

The evolution of g—r joint p.d.f. is plotted at different times (#*) with ensembles of
only 40 000 particles propagated by Model 3 in figure 10. The solutions of the other two
models show similar trends and are, therefore, not presented separately. The joint p.d.f. of
the initial field (r* = 0) is symmetric in r, as expected from a joint Gaussian distribution.
As time progresses, the modelled dynamics cause the p.d.f. to skew towards the right
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Figure 9. Evolution of the ¢ and r moments, (a) (gr), and (b) (¢*>#?), in global normalised time r*. The
dashed lines represent the DNS statistics. The time axis is in log-scale.

zero-discriminant line. The p.d.f. contours shrink in size and steepen in magnitude as more
and more particles accumulate along the right zero-discriminant line. This finally results
in the characteristic teardrop-like shape, which becomes nearly invariant beyond #* ~ 60.
In this manner, our model reproduces the teardrop-shaped g—r joint p.d.f., one of the key
signatures of small-scale turbulence (Soria et al. 1994; Chong et al. 1998; Wallace 20009;
Das & Girimaji 2020).

The converged g—r joint p.d.f., averaged over multiple time realisations in the stationary
state of the models’ solutions, are plotted in figure 11(a—c) for the three models. It is
clear that all three models produce nearly identical g—r joint p.d.f.s showing excellent
resemblance to that obtained from DNS data (figure 11d). An extremely close comparison
shows that the model results in slightly thinner p.d.f. contours in the strain-dominated
bottom half of the teardrop and is slightly wider in the rotation-dominated top half than
DNS. Overall, the model is able to reproduce the joint p.d.f. of g—r, one of the key features
of VG geometry in turbulence with reasonable accuracy and without any discernible
distortion such as those commonly observed in previously proposed VG models (Johnson
& Meneveau 2016a; Pereira, Garban & Cheyvillard 2016).

The alignment of vorticity with strain-rate eigen-directions is another key feature of
small-scale turbulence (Tsinober 2009; Wallace 2009). From (2.6) in the eigen-reference
frame of the strain-rate tensor, one can show that the cosine of the angles of alignment
between the vorticity vector and the three strain-rate eigenvectors are given by

cosdi = 2L fori=1,2,3. (5.2)
@]

The angles ¢1, ¢» and ¢3 represent the angles of alignment of vorticity with the most
expansive, intermediate and most compressive strain-rate eigenvectors, respectively. In
figure 12, the converged p.d.f.s of the absolute values of the cosine of alignment angles
are plotted for Model 3 in comparison with that of DNS. Similar to other b;; statistics, the
alignment p.d.f.s produced by the other two models are nearly identical to that of Model
3 and are therefore not displayed separately. It is evident that the model is able to capture
these p.d.f.s with reasonable accuracy. It reproduces the preferential alignment of vorticity
with the intermediate strain-rate eigen-direction (Ashurst et al. 1987; Liithi, Tsinober
& Kinzelbach 2005; Buaria, Bodenschatz & Pumir 2020) reasonably well. It slightly
over-predicts the tendency of the vorticity vector to be perpendicular to the compressive
strain-rate eigenvector. The alignment with the most expansive strain-rate eigenvector is
also captured well by the model.
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Figure 10. Evolution of the g—r joint p.d.f. during numerical propagation of Model 3 at different global
normalised time: (a) * =0.0, (b) * =0.1, (¢) *=0.3, (d) F=1.0, (¢) *=2.0, ( f) r*=5.0,
(g) t* =10.0, (h) t* =50.0 and (i) * = 500.0. The dashed lines represent the lines of zero discriminant
d=¢+Q7/4Hr%) =0.

So far, we have established that in terms of the 6* statistics, Model 3 performs the
best showing a slight advantage over Model 1, whereas Model 2 shows the highest
deviation from the DNS statistics. Further, the b; model performs remarkably well in
reproducing the b;; statistics accurately, which does not vary with the 6* model. This
is somewhat surprising since even though the b;-SDE in local time # does not have an
explicit dependence on 6*, the real-time evolution of b;; indirectly depends on the local
VG magnitude A (~e?"). Yet, the bj; statistics of the model appear to be unchanged with
the variation of the * model equation.

5.3. Full VG tensor
After examining the statistical results of b; and A individually, we now test the models’
performance in capturing the overall VG (A;) statistics. First, the p.d.f.s of the longitudinal
(A11) and transverse (A12) VGs, normalised by their global root-mean-square values, are
examined for all the three models in figure 13. For comparison, we have also plotted the
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Figure 11. Joint p.d.f.s of g—r obtained from the solutions of («) Model 1, (b) Model 2, (¢) Model 3 and
(d) DNS data at Rey = 427. The dashed lines represent the zero-discriminant lines.

corresponding p.d.f.s obtained from the DNS data and two of the recent VG models
that have shown improved results compared with the other models in the literature:
(1) recent deformation of Gaussian fields (RDGF) model by Johnson & Meneveau (2016a)
and (ii) physics-informed machine learning (PIML) model by Tian et al. (2021). Our
models are able to reproduce the skewed Ajj-p.d.f. and the symmetric Ajp-p.d.f., as
observed in DNS, with reasonable accuracy. They show significant improvement in
capturing both Aj; and Ajp p.d.f.s compared with the RDGF and PIML models. On
closer observation, it is evident that whereas the p.d.f.s are captured nearly perfectly in
the densely populated part by all three of our models, there are smaller differences near
the tails. Models 1 and 3 predict a slightly heavier-tailed distribution of Aj; than DNS,
whereas Model 2 produces a more accurate Aj;-p.d.f. On the other hand, Model 3 appears
to capture the A1p-p.d.f. tails slightly more accurately than the others.

In order to determine the finer differences in the p.d.f.s, we examine the higher-order
moments of the VG magnitude, A, as well as VG components, Aj; and A1;. These moment
values are compared with that of DNS data and RDGF model of Johnson & Meneveau
(2016a) in table 2. For each moment, the model-produced value closest to DNS is marked
in bold. It is evident that the moments of magnitude A are best captured by Model 3.
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Figure 12. P.d.f.s of absolute values of cosine of angles between vorticity vector and strain-rate eigenvectors
(1, most expansive; 2, intermediate; 3, most compressive). The solid lines are the p.d.f.s obtained from DNS
data at Re, = 427.
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Figure 13. P.d.f.s of: (a) longitudinal component of VG tensor, A/ (A%l), and (b) transverse component of

VG tensor, Aja/ (A%z), in log-linear scale obtained from the solutions of the three models for Re, = 427.

The solid line marked with symbols represent the p.d.f.s obtained from DNS data. The dashed and dash-dotted
lines represent the p.d.f.s obtained from previous models RDGF (Johnson & Meneveau 2016a) and PIML (Tian
et al. 2021), respectively.

The skewness, kurtosis and sixth-order moment of the longitudinal component Aj; are
reproduced best in Model 2, although Model 3 is not far behind and is better than Model
1. The skewness of the transverse component Ajs is correctly captured as zero by all the
models, maintaining a symmetric probability distribution in each case. The kurtosis and
sixth-order moment of A, are also captured most closely by Model 3. Overall, Model 3
provides the most accurate representation of the probability distributions and moments of
the VG tensor. It is important to note that the values of the higher-order velocity-gradient
moments of the DNS data at the resolution (k;,.xn & 1.4) used in the present study and in
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A Ayl A

(4%) (a%) (4%) A3) @t) Aan) (A3, (At (A

@7 an? At @) (aip? ()3 (A} (ah)? (Ah)?

DNS 1.73 430 710  —0.59 7.90 259 0.0 12.14 760
Model 1 1.68 400 605  —0.58 10.2 607 0.0 10.3 511
Model 2 1.58 338 397 —0.53 8.06 298 0.0 8.89 342
Model3  1.70  4.14  78.0  —0.55 9.65 507 0.0 11.04 707
RDGF — — — —0.45 4.7 — 0.0 6.8 —

Table 2. Third-, fourth- and sixth-order moments of VG magnitude (A = ,/A;A;), longitudinal VG
component (A1), transverse VG component (A12) from DNS data, Model 1, Model 2, Model 3 and RDGF
model of Johnson & Meneveau (2016a) for Re), = 427. For each moment, the DNS value and the model’s
value closest to DNS are written in bold.

that of Johnson & Meneveau (2016a), may change with increasing resolution, as suggested
by recent works (Yeung et al. 2018; Buaria et al. 2019; Buaria & Pumir 2022). It is
reasonable to expect that the proposed model will capture the appropriate values if trained
on the higher-resolution data sets.

The p.d.f.s of dissipation rate (vS;;S;;), enstrophy (vW;;W;;), and pseudodissipation rate
(vA;;A;), normalised by their global means, computed from the converged stationary
state solutions of all three models are plotted in figure 14. The p.d.f.s obtained from
DNS data and those available from the RDGF model (Johnson & Meneveau 2016a)
are also illustrated for comparison, along with the p.d.f.s for the initial Gaussian field
used in our model’s simulations. It is interesting to note that starting from this Gaussian
field, the model develops a turbulent flow field solution closely resembling that of DNS
with the characteristic p.d.f. tails at extreme values. It is clear that all three models
reproduce the heavy-tailed probability distributions of both dissipation and enstrophy more
accurately than the RDGF model. Model 2 provides the most accurate representation of
the dissipation p.d.f. whereas Models 1 and 3 over-predict the probability of occurrence of
large dissipation rates near the tails of the p.d.f. Enstrophy, which is more intermittent in
nature than dissipation rate (Meneveau et al. 1990; He et al. 1998; Zeff et al. 2003; Yeung
et al. 2018; Buaria et al. 2019; Buaria & Pumir 2022), is captured best by Model 3. Models
1 and 2, on the other hand, under-predict the probability density of enstrophy near the tails.
Taking the sum of the dissipation rate and enstrophy results in the pseudodissipation rate,
which is reproduced quite accurately by Model 3, even near the extreme tails. Overall, the
results of Model 3 constitute the closest representation of the VG statistics in turbulent
flows.

5.4. Reynolds number dependence
Finally, we examine the model performance at different Reynolds numbers. The
normalised VG behaviour is nearly independent of Reynolds number above a certain Re,
as shown in our previous studies (Das & Girimaji 2019, 2022). Therefore, we only examine
the p.d.f.s of pseudodissipation rate and invariants (Q, R) of the VG tensor.

Figure 15 shows the p.d.f.s of pseudodissipation rate (A> = AjjA;j) obtained at different
Re, using Model 3. It is evident that the model captures the expected trend of increasing
probability of high pseudodissipation rate values with increasing Reynolds number. In
addition, the p.d.f.s of the model’s pseudodissipation rate at each of these Reynolds
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Figure 14. Pdfs of: (a) dissipation rate, S;S;;/(S;S;), (b) enstrophy, W;W;/(W;W;), and
(c) pseudodissipation rate, Aj;A;/(A;A;), obtained from the three models for Re, = 427. Black solid
lines with symbols represent the p.d.f.s obtained from DNS data; black dash-dotted lines mark the p.d.f.s for
the initial field used in the model’s simulations; magenta dashed lines represent the p.d.f.s from the RDGF
model of Johnson & Meneveau (2016a).

numbers also compare reasonably well with that of the corresponding DNS data, as shown
in figure 16. The model reproduces the p.d.f. accurately up to a large extent at the tails. It
is evident that the model generalises reasonably well to higher Reynolds numbers.

Model predictions also capture the monotonic increase of the VG moments with Re,, as
indicated by table 3. Comparison with the corresponding moments from DNS data (when
available) shows that Model 3 is able to reproduce the moments of VG magnitude as well
as longitudinal/transverse VG components at different Reynolds numbers reasonably well.
The error in model prediction is more in higher-order moments (flatness) as expected.
The use of more advanced multifractal models for VG magnitude in place of the modified
lognormal model will likely improve these statistics.

The joint p.d.f.s of the second and third invariants (Q, R) of the VG tensor (4;),
averaged over multiple time realisations, are plotted in figure 17(a,c) for Re, = 427 and
588, respectively. For comparison, the corresponding Q—R joint p.d.f.s from DNS data are
illustrated in figure 17(b,d). It is evident that the model is able to capture the characteristic
teardrop shape of the p.d.f. with a high density of points along the right discriminant line
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Figure 15. P.d.f. of pseudodissipation rate, A;;A;i/ (AunAmn), obtained from different Reynolds number
solutions of Model 3. Reynolds numbers illustrated: Re, = {225, 385, 427, 588, 1100}.
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Figure 16. P.d.f. of pseudodissipation rate, A;A;;/(A;;A;;) for different Reynolds number cases using Model
3: (a) Rey = 225, (b) Rey = 385, (¢) Rey = 427, (d) Re, = 588 and (e¢) Re, = 1100. Black solid lines with
squares represent p.d.f.s from DNS data. P.d.f. for Re; = 1100 case is obtained from Elsinga, Ishihara & Hunt

(2023).

(Soria et al. 1994; Chong et al. 1998; Ooi et al. 1999; Wallace 2009). The present model
shows improvement over the RDGF (Johnson & Meneveau 2016a) and PIML (Tian et al.
2021) models in capturing the features of the O—R p.d.f. However, a close comparison with
DNS shows slight differences in the shapes of the outer low-probability contours of O—-R
joint p.d.f., unlike the near-perfect match achieved in the case of the normalised g—r joint
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Rey —> 225 385 427 588 1100

Variance 4: 47} DNS 139 143 143 148  —
Model 1.37 1.41 1.42 1.47 1.52
Flatness A: % DNS 4.08 4.23 4.30 5.05 —
Model 3.58 3.96 4.10 4.72 5.45
Skewness Aj: (A?l% DNS —0.50 —0.60 —0.59 —0.61 —
Model -054 —-056 —-0.55 —0.58 —0.64
Flatness A1;: % DNS 7.18 7.80 7.90 9.23 —
Model 8.54 9.33 9.73 11.13 13.30
Flatness Aj»: % DNS 11.21 11.75 12.14 14.45 —
Model 9.57 10.51 10.90 12.49 14.24

Table 3. Moments of VGs for different Reynolds numbers. Variance and flatness of VG magnitude (A =
AjiAjj), skewness and flatness of longitudinal Ay, and flatness of transverse A1z from DNS data and Model
3. Skewness of Ay is correctly predicted as zero by the model for all cases.

p.d.f. (figure 11). Extending this method to satisfy higher-order conditional moments of
VG magnitude will likely improve the results.

6. Conclusion

A stochastic model for the Lagrangian evolution of VG tensor in an incompressible
turbulent flow has been presented. The bounded and well-behaved dynamics of the
normalised VG tensor (b;) has been modelled separately from the intermittent VG
magnitude (A). The main non-local flow physics of pressure and viscous processes are
easily amenable to generalisation in the compact and bounded framework of b;. The
closure modelling of important nonlocal effects has been performed using a simple but
effective lookup table approach within the four-dimensional compact state space of b;;.
On the other hand, the intermittent magnitude of the VG tensor has been modelled as
a modified OU process. The Reynolds-number-dependent conditional variance of the
magnitude has been incorporated into the model to better capture intermittency effects.
Numerical simulation of the Lagrangian model takes an initially random field and drives
it towards a statistically stationary solution closely resembling DNS small-scale behaviour.
The model performs quite well in capturing the Eulerian p.d.f.s and higher-order moments
of b;. Further, it is able to reproduce the characteristic teardrop shape of the joint
probability distribution of the b; invariants (g, r) without any discernible distortion
observed in many previous models. The vorticity—strain-rate alignment angles are also
captured with reasonable accuracy. The model also reproduces up to sixth-order moments
of VGs and the heavy-tailed p.d.f.s of VG magnitude, enstrophy and dissipation rate.
Overall, the present model not only reproduces the small-scale geometric features of
turbulence but also captures the intermittent nature of magnitude better than the previous
models. Most importantly, the model is generalisable to different Reynolds number
turbulent flows, facilitated by the modelling of the bounded and nearly universal VG
shape separately from the Reynolds-number-dependent VG magnitude. In future work,
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Figure 17. Joint p.d.f. of O—R normalised by the mean VG magnitude ((A4;;A;)): for Re, = 427 (a) Model 3 and
(b) DNS data, and for Re; = 588 (c) Model 3 and (d) DNS data. The dashed lines represent zero-discriminant
lines.

the magnitude will be modelled as a multifractal process to fully capture the extreme tails
of the p.d.f.s and the higher-order moments with even greater accuracy.
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Appendix A. Relevant properties of Itd process
A.l. Itd’s lemma for scalar variables
For a SDE of a scalar (x) of the form

dx = f(x) df + g(x) AW, (A1)
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the SDE for a function of the variable, ¢ = ¢(x), is given by

ap 2 ap
d(px)) = ( +/(x )— + -8 (x ) ) dt+g(X)a dw. (A2)

A.2. It6’s lemma for tensorial variables

For a system of SDEs of a tensor, Xj;, of the form

dX; = F;(X) dr + Gijr(X) dWy, (A3)
the SDE for a function of the tensor, ¢ = ¢ (X), is given by
A ap 1 9%¢ A
dp = | — + Fj G G dt+G dWy. A4
] (at + ”ax,, + =Gijju ”""’ax,]x,,q + l,klaXU ki (A4)
A.3. Itd’s product rule
For SDEs of two scalar variables, x and x», given by
dxp = fi(x1) dr + g1 (x1) dW, (A5)
dxy = f2(x2) dr + g2(x2) AW, (A6)
the SDE of the product of the two variables is
d(x1x2) = x1d(x2) + dxp)xz + d(xp) d(x2). (A7)
Appendix B. Derivation of b; SDE from 4;; SDE
The system of SDEs for the VG tensor Aj; is given by
dAjj = M dt + Kijrg dWiy B1)
where, (dWj;) =0 and (dW; dWy) = §id;; dt

Applying 1t6’s lemma we can obtain the SDE of the Frobenius norm of the tensor, ¢ =
A2 = AifAii’ as
d(¢) = QA;M;; + KijiKijky) dt + 2A; K AWy, (B2)
neglecting terms of the order of O(df") Vn > 1. Then, the SDE of the VG magnitude,
A=VA2 = /@, is obtained using 1td’s lemma:
d(A) = (ij/ly n Kljszykl B AuKyklzi‘;anKmnkz) dr+ %dWld.

Next, the SDE of its reciprocal s obtained using It6’s lemma

1 1 AiMi;  KijuKij 3 AjiKiiAmn K AjK
d(Z) :_E |:< le l_]+ ljl;lAykl_5 ij thlAgnn mnkl) dr + tAljkl de] (B4)

(B3)

Finally, applying It6’s product rule to determine the SDE for the normalised VG tensor,

bj = Aji/A,
1 1 1 1
dbj=d ZAij :ZdA,'j-i-A,-jd a +dA;d 1) (BS)
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and using (B1) and (B4), we obtain

dbis — (Mij bibuMu  biiKpgkiKpgki  bpgKpguiKij
i= (=0 _ _

A A 2A2 A2
3 bjibpg Kpakibmn K, K biiby K,
5 ij%pq p(j;dz mn mnkl) dr +( Zkl by pZ pakl ) AW, (B 6)

Rearranging, we can write the final form of the 5;-SDE as follows

My 1 Kpgu Kpgri Kpgri Kijii

db; = <A2 bijbr— A2 2le A3/2 A3/2 P4 A3/2 A3/2

3 qul Konnki ykl qukl
+ Sbibng 5y bun s ) O+ ( 5375 — bibpa 57y ) AWy, (B7)

where di’ = Adf and dW; = A2 dW;. Note that all the terms on the right-hand side of

the b;; SDE are non-dimensional, including d’, dW},, M;; /A? and Kiju /A3/2_ This equation
can also be written as

dbjj = (ij + )/ij) df’ + Djjy dWy;  where

M Kijkl qukl
Hij = A_ bybkl A2 s Dij = Im — bjj pqm» (B8)
1 Kpgkt Kpgki Kpgkt Kijia 3, Kpght b Kinnki

YIS TR AT T g g3 T I s

where p;; is the mean drift coefficient tensory, y;; is the additional drift coefficient tensor
and D;j is the diffusion coefficient tensor.

Appendix C. Incompressibility constraint

To prove that the system of SDEs of b;; in (3.4) satisfies the incompressibility constraint,
we take the trace on both sides of the b;-SDE:

dbi; = (wii + yii) df' + Dijjgg dWy. (C1)
Now, since b;; = 0 and M;; = 0 by construction, we have
M;; M
Mii = ? bubkl =0. (CZ)

Further, since Kjji; = 0 by construction, it can be easily shown that

1 Kpgki Kpgki Kpghi Kiiti -~ 3 Kpgri,  Knki
r = g vy b gt bt 0|
Kiikl qukl
Therefore, from ((C1)—(C3)), we have
db;;i = 0. (4
984 A39-33
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Appendix D. Normalisation constraint

Next, we prove that the b;; SDE maintains the Frobenius norm of unity. For this, we first
derive the SDE for the Frobenius norm of b;;, using 1t6’s product rule:

d(b,‘jbij) = (2biij,'j + Zbij)/ij + Dijleijkl) dr + 2b,'jD,'jk1 dW]/d. (D1)
Now, the first term is zero by construction since
M Mkl bklez briMi

provided b;b;; = 1. The second term can be expanded as follows:

1 Kpgri Kpgri Kpgr Kijri 3 Kpgii,  Knnki
2bjjyj = 2bl.'i( Sbisam 4z~ bragam e t 5 ilra 3 by

Kpgki Kpgri b Kijui b Kpqki Kpqki Kpaht Konnki
UA3/2 A%/Z l]A3/2 qu?,/z (1A3/2 mn A3/2

Kpgri Kpgii Kk Kpgu
T <A3/2 w32~ Piganptragan )

= —byb; + 3bijbiby

since b;ib;; = 1. The third term can be expanded as

[ Kiju Kpgrt \ ( Kijia Kpgri
DiuDijnt =\ 7377 ~ bibra 37 |\ g3z ~ bibra 337

K Kiju Kiju b Kpgi

T OA3/2 A3/2  TUA3/27P9 p3/2 ¢
Therefore, the second and third terms cancel each other out. Finally, the diffusion term is
also zero due to the form of the diffusion coefficient as

Kiju

Kpaki Kiji Kpqii
2biDjji = 2b;j <A3/2 = bijbpq A3/2 ) - 2btJA3/2 2bijbiibpg—5 > A3/2 T =0. (D5)

(D4)

Thus, it is proved that for the given form of i, y;; and Djjy, the (D1) simplifies to
d(bjjbj) = 0. (D6)

In other words, the form of the b;;-SDE (B8) automatically ensures that b;;b;; remains unity
at all times provided it is initially unity.

Appendix E. Galilean invariance

Now we demonstrate that the approach of closure modelling of the normalised anisotropic
pressure Hessian (#) and viscous Laplacian (7) tensors satisfies Galilean invariance. The
tensor A is modelled as

h= QhQ", (E)

where A is the pressure Hessian tensor in the principal frame of strain-rate tensor (s). This
h is obtained from data-driven closure as a function of b, also in principal reference frame.
Thus,

Q = [E1E; E3], (E2)

where E; are the right eigenvectors of s corresponding to its eigenvalues @; and E;
constitute the columns of the rotation matrix Q. Let us rotate the coordinate frame of
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the observer by certain angles, using a rotation matrix R. Let the tensors and vectors in
new reference frame be marked by ’. Then the tensor s becomes

s’ = RsR”, (E3)
and its eigenvectors also rotate by the same angles since
sEi =a;E; = R'SRE;=qE; } )
= SRE;=aRE; => §E;=aE, whereE]=RE;
Since E] constitute the columns of the rotated tensor Q’, we can say

Q0 =RQ. (E5)

Therefore, using (E1) and (ES), the pressure Hessian tensor in the new reference frame
becomes

W =0 hQ" = ROhWQ'R” = RhR” . (E6)

Note that h = iz(q, r,az, @), all four of which are either frame invariant or specifically
defined in the principal reference frame and therefore % is unaltered by frame rotation. It
is evident from (E6) that the new tensor A’ also rotates by the same angles with respect to
the old 4 as the new frame rotates with respect to the old frame. This proves that the model
for pressure Hessian tensor £ is Galilean invariant. The same proof applies to the viscous
Laplacian tensor 7.

Aside from the mean pressure and viscous terms discussed above, all the other terms
in the b;; SDE are functions of b itself and it can be shown that they are also Galilean
invariant by construction.

Appendix F. Numerical schemes for SDEs

In this work, the numerical scheme used to propagate the b;-SDE in computational time
¢’ is a second-order weak predictor—corrector scheme given by

by = b + 6™ Al + y(b™) AL + Dy (6™ AT, (F1)
by = b+ (0" + w AL + 3 1y(5™) + v(B)1AL
+ 5D (™) + Dy (b)) AL, (F2)

where each component of &; is an independent standardised Gaussian random variable.
The 6*-SDE can be written in the computational timescale 7’ as follows:

do* = —0*dr* + B(q, r) dW*

= —9*@ df' + B(q r),/@ dw’ (F3)
A ’ A ’

where B(q, r) represents the different diffusion coefficients discussed in §3.4. The
0*-SDE is also propagated using the second-order weak predictor—corrector scheme:

A [(A) —
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Re, Grid points Kinaxn Source

1 256° 105.6 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
6 2563 34.8 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
9 256° 26.6 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
14 256° 19.87 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
18 256° 15.59 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
25 2563 11.51 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
35 643 1.45 Yakhot & Donzis (2017)
86 256° 2.83 Donzis ef al. (2008)
225 5123 1.34 Donzis ef al. (2008)
385 10243 1.41 Donzis et al. (2008)
427 10243 1.32 Li et al. (2008)

588 20483 1.39 Donzis et al. (2008)

Table 4. Details of forced isotropic incompressible turbulence data.

1 A 1 A
gD _ g _ l *(n) +9*/]<A_>At,+ E[ﬂ(q(n)’r(n))_i_lg(q/’ e /%\/ﬂ’

(F5)

where g™, r™ represent the second and third invariants of the 5™ tensor and ¢/, r’
represent the second and third invariants of the &’ tensor. Here, the VG magnitude
A = @9 +0)  for constant values of (0), op from DNS.

Appendix G. DNS data

In this work, DNS data of forced isotropic turbulent flows of Taylor Reynolds number,
Rey, = u/A/v, ranging from 1 to 588 have been used. Here, v is the root-mean-square
velocity and A is the Taylor microscale of the flow, and v is the kinematic viscosity of
the fluid. The simulations are spatially well-resolved with k. > 1.3, where kjqx 1S
the highest resolved wavenumber and 7 is the Kolmogorov length scale. These data sets
are obtained from the following two sources: (1) Johns Hopkins Turbulence Database
(Perlman et al. 2007; Li et al. 2008): the data has been widely used in the literature
for investigating VG statistics (Johnson & Meneveau 2016b; Elsinga et al. 2017; Danish
& Meneveau 2018) as well as its Lagrangian dynamics (Yu & Meneveau 2010a,b) in
turbulence; and (2) Donzis research group at Texas A&M University: these data sets have
been used to study small-scale dynamics, intermittency and anomalous scaling in several
previous works (Donzis et al. 2008; Donzis & Sreenivasan 2010; Yakhot & Donzis 2017).
Further details about the DNS data are provided in table 4.

REFERENCES

ASHURST, W.T., KERSTEIN, A.R., KERR, R.M. & GIBsON, C.H. 1987 Alignment of vorticity and scalar
gradient with strain rate in simulated Navier—Stokes turbulence. Phys. Fluids 30 (8), 2343-2353.

BENZI, R., BIFERALE, L., PALADIN, G., VULPIANI, A. & VERGASSOLA, M. 1991 Multifractality in the
statistics of the velocity gradients in turbulence. Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (17), 2299.

BUARIA, D., BODENSCHATZ, E. & PUMIR, A. 2020 Vortex stretching and enstrophy production in high
Reynolds number turbulence. Phys. Rev. Fluids 5 (10), 104602.

BUARIA, D. & PUMIR, A. 2022 Vorticity-strain rate dynamics and the smallest scales of turbulence. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 128 (9), 094501.

984 A39-36


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Data-driven model for Lagrangian evolution

BUARIA, D., PUMIR, A., BODENSCHATZ, E. & YEUNG, P.K. 2019 Extreme velocity gradients in turbulent
flows. New J. Phys. 21 (4), 043004.

BUARIA, D. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 2023 Forecasting small-scale dynamics of fluid turbulence using deep
neural networks. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. 120 (30), e2305765120.

CANTWELL, B.J. 1992 Exact solution of a restricted Euler equation for the velocity gradient tensor. Phys.
Fluids A: Fluid Dyn. 4 (4), 782-793.

CHERTKOV, M., PUMIR, A. & SHRAIMAN, B.I. 1999 Lagrangian tetrad dynamics and the phenomenology
of turbulence. Phys. Fluids 11 (8), 2394-2410.

CHEVILLARD, L. & MENEVEAU, C. 2006 Lagrangian dynamics and statistical geometric structure of
turbulence. Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (17), 174501.

CHEVILLARD, L., MENEVEAU, C., BIFERALE, L. & ToscHI, F. 2008 Modeling the pressure Hessian and
viscous Laplacian in turbulence: comparisons with direct numerical simulation and implications on velocity
gradient dynamics. Phys. Fluids 20 (10), 101504.

CHONG, M.S., SORIA, J., PERRY, A.E., CHACIN, J., CANTWELL, B.J. & NA, Y. 1998 Turbulence structures
of wall-bounded shear flows found using DNS data. J. Fluid Mech. 357, 225-247.

DANISH, M. & MENEVEAU, C. 2018 Multiscale analysis of the invariants of the velocity gradient tensor in
isotropic turbulence. Phys. Rev. Fluids 3 (4), 044604.

DaAs, R. & GIRIMAIIL, S.S. 2019 On the Reynolds number dependence of velocity-gradient structure and
dynamics. J. Fluid Mech. 861, 163-179.

DaAs, R. & GIRIMAIJIL, S.S. 2020 Characterization of velocity-gradient dynamics in incompressible turbulence
using local streamline geometry. J. Fluid Mech. 895, AS.

DaAs, R. & GIRIMAIJIL, S.S. 2022 The effect of large-scale forcing on small-scale dynamics of incompressible
turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 941, A34.

Donzis, D.A. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 2010 Short-term forecasts and scaling of intense events in turbulence.
J. Fluid Mech. 647, 13-26.

Donzis, D.A. & YEUNG, P.K. 2010 Resolution effects and scaling in numerical simulations of passive scalar
mixing in turbulence. Phys. D: Nonlinear Phenom. 239 (14), 1278—1287.

Donzis, D.A., YEUNG, P.K. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 2008 Dissipation and enstrophy in isotropic turbulence:
resolution effects and scaling in direct numerical simulations. Phys. Fluids 20 (4), 045108.

ELSINGA, G.E., ISHIHARA, T., GOUDAR, M.V., DA SiLvA, C.B. & HUNT, J.C.R. 2017 The scaling of
straining motions in homogeneous isotropic turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 829, 31-64.

ELSINGA, G.E., ISHIHARA, T. & HUNT, J.C.R. 2023 Intermittency across Reynolds numbers — the influence
of large-scale shear layers on the scaling of the enstrophy and dissipation in homogenous isotropic
turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 974, A17.

ESWARAN, V. & POPE, S.B. 1988 An examination of forcing in direct numerical simulations of turbulence.
Comput. Fluids 16 (3), 257-278.

FRISCH, U. 1995 Turbulence: The Legacy of AN Kolmogorov. Cambridge University Press.

GIRIMAJL S.S. & POPE, S.B. 1990 A diffusion model for velocity gradients in turbulence. Phys. Fluids A:
Fluid Dyn. 2 (2), 242-256.

GIRIMAJIL, S.S. & SPEZIALE, C.G. 1995 A modified restricted Euler equation for turbulent flows with mean
velocity gradients. Phys. Fluids 7 (6), 1438—1446.

HE, G., CHEN, S., KRAICHNAN, R.H., ZHANG, R. & ZHOU, Y. 1998 Statistics of dissipation and enstrophy
induced by localized vortices. Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (21), 4636.

HUANG, Y. & ScHMITT, F.G. 2014 Lagrangian cascade in three-dimensional homogeneous and isotropic
turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 741, R2.

ISHIHARA, T., KANEDA, Y., YOKOKAWA, M., ITAKURA, K.I. & UNO, A. 2007 Small-scale statistics
in high-resolution direct numerical simulation of turbulence: Reynolds number dependence of one-point
velocity gradient statistics. J. Fluid Mech. 592, 335-366.

JEONG, E. & GIRIMAIL, S.S. 2003 Velocity-gradient dynamics in turbulence: effect of viscosity and forcing.
Theor. Comput. Fluid Dyn. 16 (6), 421-432.

JOHNSON, P.L. & MENEVEAU, C. 2016a A closure for Lagrangian velocity gradient evolution in turbulence
using recent-deformation mapping of initially Gaussian fields. J. Fluid Mech. 804, 387—419.

JOHNSON, P.L. & MENEVEAU, C. 2016b Large-deviation statistics of vorticity stretching in isotropic
turbulence. Phys. Rev. E 93 (3), 033118.

KARLIN, S. & TAYLOR, H.E. 1981 A Second Course in Stochastic Processes. Elsevier.

KERR, R.M. 1985 Higher-order derivative correlations and the alignment of small-scale structures in isotropic
numerical turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 153, 31-58.

KLEBANER, F.C. 2012 Introduction to Stochastic Calculus with Applications. World Scientific Publishing
Company.

984 A39-37


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235 Published online by Cambridge University Press

R. Das and S.S. Girimaji

KLOEDEN, P.E. & PLATEN, E. 1992 Stochastic Differential Equations, pp. 103—160. Springer.

KOLMOGOROV, A.N. 1941 The local structure of turbulence in incompressible viscous fluid for very large
Reynolds numbers. C. R. Acad. Sci. URSS 30, 301-305.

KoLMOGOROV, A.N. 1962 A refinement of previous hypotheses concerning the local structure of turbulence
in a viscous incompressible fluid at high Reynolds number. J. Fluid Mech. 13 (1), 82-85.

LEPPIN, L.A. & WILCZEK, M. 2020 Capturing velocity gradients and particle rotation rates in turbulence.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (22), 224501.

LI, Y., PERLMAN, E., WAN, M., YANG, Y., MENEVEAU, C., BURNS, R., CHEN, S., SZALAY, A. & EYINK,
G. 2008 A public turbulence database cluster and applications to study Lagrangian evolution of velocity
increments in turbulence. J. Turbul. 9, N31.

LUTHI, B., TSINOBER, A. & KINZELBACH, W. 2005 Lagrangian measurement of vorticity dynamics in
turbulent flow. J. Fluid Mech. 528, 87-118.

MANDELBROT, B.B. 1974 Intermittent turbulence in self-similar cascades: divergence of high moments and
dimension of the carrier. J. Fluid Mech. 62 (2), 331-358.

MARTIN, J., Dorazo, C. & VALINO, L. 1998 Dynamics of velocity gradient invariants in turbulence:
restricted Euler and linear diffusion models. Phys. Fluids 10 (8), 2012-2025.

MENEVEAU, C. 2011 Lagrangian dynamics and models of the velocity gradient tensor in turbulent flows. Annu.
Rev. Fluid Mech. 43, 219-245.

MENEVEAU, C. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 1991 The multifractal nature of turbulent energy dissipation. J. Fluid
Mech. 224, 429-484.

MENEVEAU, C., SREENIVASAN, K.R., KAILASNATH, P. & FAN, M.S. 1990 Joint multifractal measures:
theory and applications to turbulence. Phys. Rev. A 41 (2), 894.

MONIN, A.S. & YAGLOM, A.M. 1975 Statistical Fluid Mechanics, Volume II: Mechanics of Turbulence,
vol. 2. MIT Press.

NELKIN, M. 1990 Multifractal scaling of velocity derivatives in turbulence. Phys. Rev. A 42 (12), 7226.

OBOUKHOV, A.M. 1962 Some specific features of atmospheric turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 13 (1), 77-81.

0oI, A., MARTIN, J., SORIA, J. & CHONG, M.S. 1999 A study of the evolution and characteristics of the
invariants of the velocity-gradient tensor in isotropic turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 381, 141-174.

PARASHAR, N., SRINIVASAN, B. & SINHA, S.S. 2020 Modeling the pressure-Hessian tensor using deep
neural networks. Phys. Rev. Fluids 5 (11), 114604.

PEREIRA, R.M., GARBAN, C. & CHEVILLARD, L. 2016 A dissipative random velocity field for fully
developed fluid turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 794, 369-408.

PEREIRA, R.M., MORICONI, L. & CHEVILLARD, L. 2018 A multifractal model for the velocity gradient
dynamics in turbulent flows. J. Fluid Mech. 839, 430-467.

PERLMAN, E., BURNS, R., L1, Y. & MENEVEAU, C. 2007 Data exploration of turbulence simulations using
a database cluster. In Proceedings of the 2007 ACM/IEEE Conference on Supercomputing, article 23,
pp- 1-11. ACM, New York, NY, USA.

PoPE, S.B. 1985 PDF methods for turbulent reactive flows. Prog. Energy Combust. Sci. 11 (2), 119-192.

PoPE, S.B. & CHEN, Y.L. 1990 The velocity-dissipation probability density function model for turbulent
flows. Phys. Fluids A: Fluid Dyn. 2 (8), 1437-1449.

ROGALLO, R.S. 1981 Numerical Experiments in Homogeneous Turbulence, vol. 81315. National Aeronautics
and Space Administration.

SCHUMACHER, J., SCHEEL, J.D., KRASNOV, D., DONZIS, D.A., YAKHOT, V. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 2014
Small-scale universality in fluid turbulence. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. 111 (30), 10961-10965.

S1GGIA, E.D. 1981 Numerical study of small-scale intermittency in three-dimensional turbulence. J. Fluid
Mech. 107, 375-406.

SORIA, J., SONDERGAARD, R., CANTWELL, B.J., CHONG, M.S. & PERRY, A.E. 1994 A study of the
fine-scale motions of incompressible time-developing mixing layers. Phys. Fluids 6 (2), 871-884.

SREENIVASAN, K.R. 1998 An update on the energy dissipation rate in isotropic turbulence. Phys. Fluids
10 (2), 528-529.

SREENIVASAN, K.R. & ANTONIA, R.A. 1997 The phenomenology of small-scale turbulence. Annu. Rev.
Fluid Mech. 29 (1), 435-472.

TIAN, Y., LIVEScU, D. & CHERTKOV, M. 2021 Physics-informed machine learning of the Lagrangian
dynamics of velocity gradient tensor. Phys. Rev. Fluids 6 (9), 094607.

TSINOBER, A. 2009 An Informal Conceptual Introduction to Turbulence. Springer.

UHLENBECK, G.E. & ORNSTEIN, L.S. 1930 On the theory of the Brownian motion. Phys. Rev. 36 (5), 823.

VIEILLEFOSSE, P. 1982 Local interaction between vorticity and shear in a perfect incompressible fluid. J. Phys.
43 (6), 837-842.

984 A39-38


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Data-driven model for Lagrangian evolution

WALLACE, J.M. 2009 Twenty years of experimental and direct numerical simulation access to the velocity
gradient tensor: what have we learned about turbulence? Phys. Fluids 21 (2), 021301.

WILCZEK, M. & MENEVEAU, C. 2014 Pressure Hessian and viscous contributions to velocity gradient
statistics based on Gaussian random fields. J. Fluid Mech. 756, 191-225.

YAKHOT, V. & DONzIs, D. 2017 Emergence of multiscaling in a random-force stirred fluid. Phys. Rev. Lett.
119 (4), 044501.

YEUNG, P.K. & PoOPE, S.B. 1989 Lagrangian statistics from direct numerical simulations of isotropic
turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 207, 531-586.

YEUNG, P.K., POPE, S.B., LAMORGESE, A.G. & DONzIs, D.A. 2006 Acceleration and dissipation statistics
of numerically simulated isotropic turbulence. Phys. Fluids 18 (6), 065103.

YEUNG, P.K., SREENIVASAN, K.R. & POPE, S.B. 2018 Effects of finite spatial and temporal resolution in
direct numerical simulations of incompressible isotropic turbulence. Phys. Rev. Fluids 3 (6), 064603.

Yu, H. & MENEVEAU, C. 2010a Lagrangian refined Kolmogorov similarity hypothesis for gradient time
evolution and correlation in turbulent flows. Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (8), 084502.

Yu, H. & MENEVEAU, C. 20105 Scaling of conditional Lagrangian time correlation functions of velocity and
pressure gradient magnitudes in isotropic turbulence. Flow Turbul. Combust. 85 (3-4), 457-472.

ZEFF, B.W., LANTERMAN, D.D., MCALLISTER, R., ROy, R., KOSTELICH, E.J. & LATHROP, D.P. 2003
Measuring intense rotation and dissipation in turbulent flows. Nature 421 (6919), 146-149.

984 A39-39


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.235

	1 Introduction
	2 Governing equations
	2.1 Normalised VG tensor
	2.2 VG magnitude

	3 Model formulation
	3.1 Generalisability of modelling VG dynamics
	3.2 Modelling strategy
	3.3 Model for normalised VG tensor
	3.3.1 Drift coefficient tensor
	3.3.2 Diffusion coefficient tensor

	3.4 Model for VG magnitude
	3.4.1 Model 1: simple OU process
	3.4.2 Model 2: modified OU process
	3.4.3 Model 3: consistent modified OU process

	3.5 Model summary

	4 Numerical procedure
	5 Results and comparison with DNS data
	5.1 VG magnitude
	5.2 Normalised VG tensor
	5.3 Full VG tensor
	5.4 Reynolds number dependence

	6 Conclusion
	Appendix A. Relevant properties of Itô process
	A.1 Itô's lemma for scalar variables
	A.2 Itô's lemma for tensorial variables
	A.3 Itô's product rule

	Appendix B. Derivation of bij SDE from Aij SDE
	Appendix C. Incompressibility constraint
	Appendix D. Normalisation constraint
	Appendix E. Galilean invariance
	Appendix F. Numerical schemes for SDEs
	Appendix G. DNS data
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


