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We consider freely decaying, anisotropic, statistically axisymmetric, Saffman
turbulence in which E(k — 0) ~ k*, where E is the energy spectrum and k the
wavenumber. We note that such turbulence possesses two statistical invariants which
are related to the form of the spectral tensor @;;(k) at small k. These are M| = @ (k; =
0,k;, - 0) and M, =2, (k; =0, k, — 0), where the subscripts || and L indicate
quantities parallel and perpendicular to the axis of symmetry. Since M ~ uﬁﬁiﬂu and
M, ~u? €% ¢, u and ¢ being integral scales, self-similarity of the large scales (when it
applies) demands u;¢7 £ = constant and u7 £7 ¢, = constant. This, in turn, requires that
uﬁ /u’ is constant, contrary to the popular belief that freely decaying turbulence should
exhibit a ‘return to isotropy’. Numerical simulations performed in large periodic
domains, with different types and levels of initial anisotropy, confirm that M, and
M, are indeed invariants and that, in the fully developed state, uﬁ/uzL = constant.
Somewhat surprisingly, the same simulations also show that £,/¢, 1s more or less
constant in the fully developed state. Simple theoretical arguments are given which
suggest that, when uﬁ/uzl and ¢;/¢, are both constant, the integral scales should
evolve as u ~ ui ~ 1~ and €, ~ £, ~ r*°, irrespective of the level of anisotropy and
of the presence of helicity. These decay laws, first proposed by Saffman (Phys. Fluids,
vol. 10, 1967, p. 1349), are verified by the numerical simulations.
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1. Introduction: Saffman’s analysis and its experimental verification

Saffman established the key properties of freely decaying, homogeneous,
incompressible turbulence in which the energy spectrum, E(k), takes the form
E(k — 0) ~ k*, k being the wavenumber (Saffman 1967a). This is important as
E(k — 0) ~ k? is thought to be one of two canonical cases in homogeneous turbulence,
the other being E(k — 0) ~ k*, as discussed in Batchelor & Proudman (1956). (See
also Krogstad & Davidson 2010; Davidson 2009, 2011, who discuss the properties
of E ~ k* versus E ~ k* turbulence, as well as why these two particular spectra are
the most likely to be observed in practice.) The early wind tunnel experiments of
Bennett & Corssin (1978), as well as the numerical simulations of Ishida, Davidson
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& Kaneda (2006), show clear evidence of E(k — 0) ~ k* turbulence, while the recent
wind tunnel experiments of Krogstad & Davidson (2010) provide the first clear-cut
experimental evidence of E(k — 0) ~ k* turbulence. These two classes of flow exhibit
quite different energy decay characteristics and which type is observed depends on
the way in which the turbulence is initiated. As noted by Saffman (1967a) (see also
Davidson 2009, 2010; Krogstad & Davidson 2010), if the turbulent eddies possess a
significant amount of linear impulse at ¢ = 0, then the subsequent flow has an E ~ k*
energy spectrum, whereas a lack of linear impulse in the initial condition leads to
E ~ k*. In this paper we focus on Saffman turbulence, in which E(k — 0) ~ k*> and a
typical eddy possesses a significant amount of linear impulse, (1/2) [ x x @ dV, where
® =V x u is the vorticity field.
The case of isotropic Saffman turbulence is well documented. Here we have

Lk?

E(k—>0):F+0(k4), L:/(u-u/)dr, (1.1)
7T

where L is known as Saffman’s integral and (u -u’) = (u(x) - u(x + r)). Noting that
l 19 3.2
W-w)=——@uwf), (1.2)
r’ or

where u? = (1/3)(u?) and f(r) is the usual longitudinal correlation function, defined by

W’ (r) = (u(x)u.(x + re,), we have

L=4n[ru*fl,, (1.3)

where the subscript co indicates r — oo. Thus f,, ~ =2 in Saffman turbulence.
Saffman also showed that L is an invariant of the motion. This follows directly from
the Karman—-Howarth equation

9
—-u)=————@F"PK) + 20V (u - u') (1.4)
r or

and the observation that the longitudinal triple correlation, #*K(r) = (ui @) u(x + re,)),
decays with separation as K., < O(r~*) in isotropic turbulence (Batchelor & Proudman
1956). The invariance of L, combined with self-similarity of the large scales, then
yields

u*0? = constant, (1.5)

where ¢ is a suitably defined integral scale. This may be combined with the empirical
but well-established relationship

du? u?
9 = —A?, A & constant, (1.6)
to yield the decay laws
u? [ 54 <u0t>} ~6/5
i Tl (e , 1.7)
M% 6 EO
¢ 5A (upt\ 17"
=+ == , 1.8
am e ()] &

where uy, and ¢, are the initial values of u and ¢ (Saffman 1967b). Expression
(1.5) was confirmed in the grid turbulence experiments of Krogstad & Davidson
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(2010), though the corresponding energy decay exponent in u?> ~ ™ was found to be
fractionally smaller than m = 6/5, which was traced back to a slow temporal decline
in the coefficient A. The reason for the slow decline of A in these experiments is not
yet understood, though it may be linked to the slight inhomogeneity of the turbulence,
or else to the slow decline in Reynolds number as the turbulence decays. Expressions
(1.5)—(1.8) have yet to be confirmed in direct numerical simulations (though see the
large-eddy simulations of Chasnov 1995), and this constitutes one of the purposes of
this paper, the other being to explore the effects of anisotropy.

The anisotropic case was explored in depth by Saffman (1967a). Here we find that
the spectral tensor (the transform of (u,-uj/.) = (u;(x)u;(x 4+ r))) takes the form

kik, kik
Dk — 0) = My {&a — kz} {3j - ;;} + 0(k), (1.9)

where M,z is symmetric, independent of k, and related to the second moment of the
two-point vorticity correlation, (w;w;), by

1 1
(27[)3M,:]' = EQU - Z(SU-.QH(, Qij = rz(a)ia);.) dr, (110)

or equivalently,

= (2m)’[2M;; — 28;My]. (1.11)

The corresponding energy spectrum is E(k) = (4/3)tMyk*+ O(k?), and the long-range
velocity correlations corresponding to (1.9) turn out to be

92 92
(ui)) = —Mpm* § 8 V> — 8ipV* — r, (1.12)
T oo or;0r, ar;drg

where r = |r| = |x’ — x|. Hence (uu) ~ O(r™*), which is consistent with (1.3). The
source of these r~* tails in the two-point velocity correlations is the Biot-Savart
law, in which an eddy with finite linear impulse induces irrotational far-field velocity
fluctuations of order r—3 (see, for example, Davidson 2004, p. 633). This leads directly
to the long-range correlations (uiu]/.)oo ~ 0@ %) and (wiuug) o ~ O(r73), except in
isotropic turbulence, where symmetry kills the leading-order term in (u;u;u;)_ , leaving
(i) . ~ O(r*). These far-field fluctuations are, however, irrotational and so do
not contribute to (a),a)’)oo, which are of order (w; a)’) < O(r™®), rather than the
(a)la)]) = O(r7°) scaling that (1.12) might imply. It follows that the £2;; defined
by (1. 10) are absolutely convergent, and by implication the M;; are well defined. By
contrast, the integrals

L;= lim /(uiu’.)dr (1.13)
V—o0 v J

are convergent (i.e. independent of the size of V), but only conditionally convergent,

since their values depend on the shape of the volume whose surface recedes to infinity.

Note that, since u is solenoidal, we may rewrite L; as a surface integral,

L= lim /V () dr = lim b (ui).r; S, (1.14)

dS being the surface element. It follows that the integrals L; are uniquely determined
by (u,-u]’.)oo, and hence by M;. For the particular case of a spherical volume,
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Saffman (1967a) established that
L= Qu)’[EM; + 8;My) = 525 — Z68;2u. (1.15)

Saffman also suggested that L;, and by implication M; and £2;, are invariants of
the motion. Although his arguments are non-rigorous, because they rely on a loose
application of the central-limit theorem, they are nevertheless highly suggestive, and
indeed Davidson (2010) provides an independent proof of L; = constant.

In summary, then, there is a well-developed theory of freely decaying Saffman
turbulence, and this is important because it constitutes one of the two canonical
cases in homogeneous turbulence. Some predictions, such as u> ~ t~%° in isotropic
turbulence, have been verified by experiment. Others, such as L; = constant in
anisotropic turbulence, have not been verified. The purpose of this paper is to put
the various predictions to the test, and to investigate the influence of anisotropy on
the decay of energy. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to statistically axisymmetric
turbulence.

2. Statistically axisymmetric Saffman turbulence

In this section we focus on statistically axisymmetric turbulence, expanding on the
discussion in Davidson (2010). We take the axis of symmetry to be the z-axis and use
subscripts || and L to indicate quantities parallel and perpendicular to the symmetry
axis. Thus, for example,

¢H=¢ ®L=(pxx+¢

poal

yys LH = Lzza LL = Lxx + Lyy’

and so on. Now in axisymmetric turbulence (which includes reflectional symmetry) @;
takes the form

&; = (F + G)[K*8;; — kikj] — G[kﬁa,.j + K ik — ky(kidg + ka1, (2.1

where A is a unit vector parallel to the symmetry axis and F' and G are even functions
of k = |k| and k. Thus, for example, if i # j then

D;i(ky =0) = —(F + G)kik;. 2.2)
Comparing (2.2) with (1.9) we see that M; =0 if i#j, and its only non-zero
components are M and M,, =M,, = (1/2)M . Similarly, (1.11) tells us that £2; =0 if
i #j, and so (1.10) and (1.11) reduce to
Qr’My=12,- 2.1, @rn’M. =-1g, (2.3)
and
2, =— Qmn)’[2M, + 4M,], (2.4)

where M and M, or equivalently §2;, and §2,, are the invariants of axisymmetric
Saffman turbulence. The most general form of ®;(k — 0) is then

Kool R

Q)= Muﬁ + EML p + O(k), (2.5)

Kk 1 K
P, :MH? + EMJ_ 1+ ﬁ + O(k), (2-6)
k> 1 kk, K2
Py =M= — S Mi= [1 + 18} + 0(k), 2.7
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ki1 k&>
M z
o2 ke
ki1 k, k3
b, =—M, pra EML? + O(k), (2.9

where k% = k* — k2. It follows that (Davidson 2010)

®,.=—M, + O(k), (2.8)

M, =@k, =0,k — 0)=Qm)"> Jim / e L1 (uyu) dr = constant,  (2.10a)
J_—)

@k, =0,k — 0)=Q2m)"° lim / e (uyu) dr = 0, (2.10b)

1 .
ML= &, (k,=0,k, — 0)=Q2mn)" klimo / e L "Ly, «u/ ) dr = constant,(2.11a)
lﬁ

and
M, =@, (k, =0,k,— 0) = 2n)"° lim / e?(u, -u' ) dr = constant, (2.11b)

which provide alternative definitions of M, and M, to (2.3). Note that these
conservation laws also apply to the less restrictive case of helical axisymmetric
turbulence which lacks reflectional symmetry, as shown in Davidson (2010),
Appendix B. These key conservation laws will be verified in our numerical
simulations.

The far-field correlations corresponding to (2.5)—(2.9) are, from (1.12),

() = —° [MyV(r) + sM VIVi()], (2.12)
(wy-u))  =—n* [MVIVi(r) + M V()] (2.13)
9%r
/ 2 2 1 2
<”’J_”z>oo =TT |:M||VJ_ + EMJ-V”] arzTrL’ (214)
where
3 2 2 2 1 g 2.2
Vi) =-S5 435 1155 Vi = —0m 4 15T )
r- I r
2 }’2}’2
ViVi(r )— s +35 T 152, (2.16)
r
and
ﬁ 9%r _6}111 15rzr3l’ 2 9%r _3}111 lsrzrl. 2.17)
or,0r, rd r’ or,0r, rd

(Note that we have used V,(r) 4+ 2ViVi(r) + Vi(r) =0, which follows from

V4(r) =0.) Combining (2.12)— (2 17) Wlth (1.14) allows us to calculate the integrals L,
and L, in terms of the invariants M and M,. Of course, the result depends on the
shape of the surface used in (1.14). For a spherical control surface, (1.15) tells us that

Ly=Quny [EMy+ LM, Lo=Q@n)’[iM.+iM], (2.18)
from which

Qrn’My=2L,— 2L, @Qn’M,=2L -3L,. (2.19)
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The case of a large cylindrical control surface, of radius R and length 2H, is somewhat
more complicated. Here (1.14) yields

R H
Ly=d4nH | [ro(ui) ], _, dro+47R / [refup ) ], _dre (2.20)
0 0
R

dr,, (221

:|rl:R

H
L = 4n/ [ri (”u”é)oo]r _ydr+ 4TER2/ [<”u”/u)
0 = 0 o

and on substituting for (u,-uj/.)Oo using (2.12)—(2.17) we find, after some algebra,

1+ 3 (R/H) L (R/H)?
L“ = (231:)3 MH L/Z)W + (23'5)3 ML%, (222)
[1+ (R/H)"] [1+ (R/H)"]
1+ 32 R/H) L(R/H)
L. =Q2n)’M, {1 — —[12+ (; (/11)21)3/2} 21)° M, T+ R j ER;H;]g/z. (2.23)

These results confirm that L, and L, are convergent, in the sense that they are
independent of the size of V, but only conditionally so, since they depend on the ratio
R/H.

Note that for H/R — 0o we obtain L, = (2x)’ M, and L, = (2m)*(1/2)M_, while
the limit R/H — oo yields L; =0 and L, = (27)’ M. Comparing these results with
(2.10) and (2.11) we see that our dynamical invariants are

Li(H/R— o0) = 2n)’ M = klimo/e‘fki"i(uu/> dr = constant, (2.24)
11—
Ly(R/H — 00) = lim / e /%" (uyuy) dr = 0, (2.25)

1 .
L, (H/R — 00) = 2n)° EML = klimo / e "Ly, «u/ ) dr = constant, (2.26)
J_A)
and
L, (R/H— 00) = Qn)’*M, = klirr%) / ek, . ', ) dr = constant. (2.27)

Note also that, in all cases, L = 2n)° P(k—0) and L, = n)* @, (k — 0), with
H/R — oo corresponding to k, =0 and R/H — oo to k; =0.

3. Self-similarity of the large scales and possible decay laws

We now define the integral scales for axisymmetric turbulence. We introduce the
integral-scale velocities in the obvious way, as uy = (u)"* and u; = ((1/2)u?)".
There is, however, more ambiguity in the definition of the integral length scales. Some
authors use

/(ul(x) cu (x+re))dr, £, = /(uL(x) ~u, (x +rey))dr, (3.1)

1
by = —— -
' W) (u?)

while others prefer definitions in terms of longitudinal velocity correlation functions:

1 A
b =1L = 2 /(uz(x)uz(x +re))dr, £y =30+ Ly, (3.2)
Z
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where

Ly = % /(ux(x)ux(x +rey))dr, {4, = % /(uy(x)uy(x + re,)) dr. 3.3)
X y

Both (3.1) and (3.2) are equivalent (differing only by a constant factor) when the large
scales evolve in a self-similar way, and we shall consider both definitions. Definition
(3.2) has the advantage that it corresponds to the usual definition used in isotropic
turbulence.

If the large eddies are self-similar when normalized by these integral scales, which
is often a good approximation in fully developed, freely decaying turbulence, then
(2.24) and (2.26) demand (Davidson 2010)

uﬁﬂiﬁu = constant, u’ ¢} ¢, =constant (fully developed turbulence),  (3.4)
from which
uﬁ / ui = constant (fully developed turbulence). 3.5

Evidently, when the large scales are self-similar, any anisotropy which is present in
the initial condition will persist throughout the decay, as suggested by Chasnov (1995).
This is an interesting observation as it contradicts the widely held belief that freely
decaying, homogeneous turbulence should exhibit a ‘return to isotropy’. However,
Townsend (1976) notes that any initial anisotropy in grid turbulence is very persistent,
while the grid turbulence experiments of Krogstad & Davidson (2010) and Lavoie,
Djenidi & Antonia (2007) show no return to isotropy. Moreover, persistent anisotropy
of uﬁ / ui in axisymentric turbulence is noted in Kassinos et al. (2001). So (3.5) is not
necessarily inconsistent with the experimental evidence. In any event, perhaps the best
way to probe the validity of (3.5) is through direct numerical simulations.

We now consider the rate of energy decay under the assumption that (3.5) is correct.
Since uﬁ /u’. = constant, we need only consider one component of energy and we
choose #%. Under the usual assumption that the flux of energy to small scales is
controlled by the large scales, the rate of decay of u? will be some unknown function
of uy,u,,¢, and £,. Dimensional analysis, plus the fact that uﬁ /u’ = constant, then
gives

du? ul
FPal A(EH/ZL)EL’ (3.6)
where A is a dimensionless function of ¢;/¢,. Now certain, but by no means all,
types of fully developed axisymmetric turbulence satisfy u, /€, ~ u;/¢; as a result of
continuity. This is true, for example, of flows in which ¢;/¢, <« 1 and uj/uj < 1,
1.e. layers of almost horizontal turbulence, like the pancake eddies seen in strongly
stratified turbulence. In such cases the constraint uﬁ /u’ = constant demands that
£,/£, = constant (in fully developed turbulence), and so (3.4) and (3.6) simplify to
2 3
u’ ¢3 = constant, duey = —AM—L,
dr I
which is reminiscent of isotropic turbulence. Indeed, integration of (3.7) results in the
isotropic-like decay laws

A &~ constant, 3.7

wy ~us ~ 1P~y ~ PP, (3.8)
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at least for fully developed turbulence. However, other types of axisymmetric
turbulence are not constrained by u, /¢, ~ /¢, and in those cases (3.4) and (3.6)
remain unclosed and we have no means of predicting the energy decay exponent m
in uﬁ ~ ™ and u} ~ ™. One of the purposes of our numerical experiments is to
investigate the effect of anisotropy on the exponent m.

4. The numerical evidence

In the numerical experiments which follow we put the key theoretical predictions,
expressions (2.10) and (2.11), to the test. We also seek answers to the following
questions.

(i) Does self-similarity of the large scales hold in fully developed, axisymmetric
Saffman turbulence?

(i) If the answer to (i) is yes, is the anisotropy persistent throughout the fully
developed stages of decay, as suggested by (3.5)?

(iii) Do we recover the energy decay law (1.7) in the case of fully developed isotropic
turbulence?

(iv) How do the energy decay exponents my and my in uj ~ "I and uj ~ "L vary
with the anisotropy, ¢;/¢, and uﬁ /u?, and do we recover (3.8) in some cases?

(v) How are these results influenced by helicity?

Note that by ‘fully developed turbulence’ we mean turbulence that has largely
forgotten its initial conditions, which in any event are somewhat unphysical (i.e.
random phases of the Fourier modes).

The simulations reported here employ the spectral code described in Ishida et al.
(2006). The boundary conditions are periodic and the random initial conditions were
chosen from a Gaussian ensemble. The prescribed initial energy spectrum has the
form E ~ k* exp[—k*/k>], where k, is the wavenumber at which E(k, t = 0) peaks. The
phase-shift method was used for de-aliasing, in which the maximum wavenumber, &,
of the retained Fourier modes is ~2'/2N/3. The minimum wavenumber is k,,;, = 1 and
time is normalized by the initial eddy turnover time, defined as T =1/ (uz)(l)/ g k.

The details of the various simulations are listed in table 1. Here N is the number of
Fourier modes in each direction, n is the Kolmogorov scale, and Re;, = u, ¢, /v with
£, based on definition (3.1). Note that Rey = u€;/v at t =0, also with £, based on
definition (3.1), is substantially larger than Re;, = u £, /v in most of the runs, lying
in the range Re;(t =0) = 130-240 for runs 1-4. Note also that the initial level of
anisotropy is controlled by the value of M;/M,, and the manner in which the initial
anisotropy is imposed is discussed in the Appendix.

The logic of table 1 is as follows. The first five runs are designed to explore the
influence of the initial level of anisotropy. They keep k, constant and Re,(t = 0)
roughly constant (except for run 5), while the initial anisotropy is varied from
uj/ui =1 in run 1 through to uj/ui =6.2 in run 5. In all five cases £;/¢, > 1.
Next, in run 6, which differs from run 3 only in the value of Re, (t = 0), we explore
the possible influence Reynolds number. (In the isotropic decay simulations of Ishida
et al. (2006), it was found that those runs in which the initial value of Re was less
that 100 exhibited some dependence of u*(f) on Re, so we cannot rule out a priori the
possibility of viscous effects acting directly on the large scales.) Similarly, in run 7,
which differs from run 6 only in the value of k,, we consider the possible influence of
the periodic boundary conditions. Next, in runs 8—12, we explore the consequences of
changing the precise form of the initial anisotropy. In particular, in run 8 we impose
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uﬁ Ju’ = 0.4, whereas uﬁ /u’ > 1 in first five cases, while in run 9 we change the shape
of the initial energy spectrum. Run 10 is a variant of run 5, in which the phases
of the Fourier modes are randomized at /7 =40, and in runs 11 and 12 we try to
mimic the effects of an axisymmetric contraction or expansion on isotropic turbulence
by taking uj/uj <1 and €;/€, > 1 at =0 in run 11 (corresponding to the effect of
a contraction) and uﬁ/ui >1and ¢,/¢, <1 at t=0 in run 12 (corresponding to the
effect of an expansion). Finally, in run 13, we explore the possible influence of helicity
on the decay by repeating run 3 but with a helical initial condition.

Let us start with runs 1-5, the results o which are displayed in figures 1-4. Figure 1
shows the temporal variation of energy, integral length scales, and anisotropy in runs
1-5, with time scaled by the initial eddy turnover time, 7. Note that £, and £, are
defined by (3.1), except in figure 1(g) where definition (3.2) is used. It is immediately
apparent that there is a rapid transient of around 20 initial turnover times. During
this initial transient the rate of dissipation of energy is modest because the smallest
length scales are not fully excited. Moreover, there is a rapid drop in the level of
anisotropy as measured by uﬁ /u’. This is contrary to (3.5) and suggests that the large
scales are not self-similar during the initial transient. However, after this transient we
observe some persistent residual anisotropy in which uﬁ /u’ is more or less constant,
as predicted by (3.5), which is consistent with self-similarity of the large scales and
contradicts the notion of a ‘return to isotropy’. More remarkably, £,/¢, is also more
or less constant after the transient (though there is a slight variation with time). This is
true whatever the initial level of anisotropy and whether ¢, and £, are defined by (3.1)
or (3.2). Given that £;/£, is more or less constant, we might expect (3.7) to apply,
at least approximately, to these runs, so that Saffman’s theory predicts u? ~ uﬁ ~ 785
and €7¢, ~ r*/° (provided A in (3.7) is reasonably constant), irrespective of the level
of anisotropy. Figure 1(a—d) tentatively suggests that these power laws are indeed
good approximations to the decay of fully developed turbulence. To put this to the
test, figure 1(a—d) is replotted in compensated form in figure 2. While there is some
departure from u?> ~ ¢79/5, presumably because A in (3.7) is not strictly constant, the

€, ~ Ly~ and ui ~ 1% laws seems to be a good approximation. The primary

2 ~ /5 decay law has wider application than simple

conclusion, then, is that the u
isotropic turbulence.

Figure 3 shows the temporal evolution of @, and & for runs 3 and 5. Similar
plots were obtained for runs 1, 2 and 4. Note in particular that (1/2)M, = @, (k, =
0,k =0, M, =®,(ky =0,k, — 0) and M = D (k, =0,k, — 0) are all constant
during the decay, as predicted by (2.10) and (2.11). This provides direct confirmation
of Saffman’s theory. Finally figure 4 shows the temporal evolution of Re;, =u, £, /v,
Rey = uyt;/v and A({;/€,), the latter defined by (3.6), for runs 1-5. During the
initial transient A(¢;/£,) is small, reflecting the fact that the small scales are not fully
excited, but after this transient A remains reasonably constant, though there is some
variation which presumably accounts for the small departures from the u? ~ 179/
law evident in figure 2. The magnitude of A is reasonably insensitive to the level of
anisotropy.

Let us now turn to runs 6 and 7, which are designed to test the influence of
Re,(t =0) and k, on the decay process. Figure 5 shows the variation of energy,
integral length scales and A(¢;/€¢,) in runs 3 and 6. These runs are identical except
for their initial values of Re,. As before, u, u,, £, and £, are defined by (3.1), and
A(£,/€1) by (3.6). It is clear that the value of Re, (t = 0) does not unduly influence the
decay process, since the two simulations yield very similar results. Similarly, figure 6
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FIGURE 1. The variation of energy, integral length scales and anisotropy in runs 1-5. £ and
£, are defined by (3.1), except in (g) where (3.2) is used.
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FIGURE 2. The variation of energy and integral length scales in runs 1-5 as shown in
figure 1(a—d), but replotted in compensated form. £, and £ are defined by (3.1).

compares runs 6 and 7, which are similar except for their values of k,. Once again,
the two runs yield similar results, and so we conclude that the computational domain
is sufficiently large, relative to £, for the effects of periodicity to be minimal. Figure 6
also shows plots of @, and @, for run 7. As before, (1/2)M, = @, (k,=0,k;, — 0),
M, =®,(k; =0,k, - 0) and M| = @(k, =0,k;, — 0) are all constant during the
decay, consistent with Saffman’s theory.

Next we consider runs 8-12, which examine the influence of the precise form of
the initial anisotropy. The results of runs 4, 8 and 9 are compared in figure 7. Recall
that runs 4 and 9 are similar, except for the shape of E(k, t = 0), while run 8 differs
from the other simulations in that uﬁ Ju’ < 1, so that the excess energy is now in the
horizontal plane. The results for simulations 4 and 9 are very close and so, as might
be expected, the precise shape of the initial energy spectrum is not very important,
except of course that we require E(k — 0) ~ k*>. Moreover, it is clear that in all three
simulations the underlying behaviour is the same: during an initial transient there is a
rapid drop in anisotropy (as measured by uﬁ /u%), after which the residual anisotropy
becomes locked in, with both uf/ui and €;/€, more or less constant. Evidently
self-similarity does not hold during the transient, since uﬁ /u’ is time dependent, but
self-similarity is achieved after ~15 turnover times. In all cases the energy and integral
scales in the fully developed turbulence follow something close to Saffman’s laws,
ul ~uy ~ 1% and €, ~ £ ~ r*/°. The fact that the general behaviour is the same
in all three cases suggests that the initial transient is not an artifact of the particular
form of anisotropy that is imposed at # = 0. Rather, the initial transient is likely to
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FIGURE 3. (Colour online) Plots of @, and @ for runs 3 (a—c) and 5 (d—f). Note that
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are all constant during the decay.
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FIGURE 4. The temporal evolution of Re;, =u, £, /v, Rey =u€;/v and A({;/£) for runs
1-5. A(¢/€,) is defined by (3.6).

be a consequence of the fact that the initial conditions all have random phases and
so the initial vorticity field has no structure, and it takes time for that structure to
emerge through the action of the Navier—Stokes equation. If this is indeed the reason,
we would not expect to see such a dramatic transient in, say, grid turbulence.

In order to test the hypothesis that randomizing the phases of the Fourier modes
can cause a non-self-similar transient, run 5 was halted at /7 = 40 and the phases
randomized. The result is shown in figure 8, labelled run 10. It can be seen that the
introduction of random phases at #/T = 40 initiates a rapid change in uﬁ/ui, which
constitutes a non-self-similar transient. This then settles down after around 15-20
turnover times, at which point approximate self-similarity of the large scales is once
again established. As in the earlier runs, the change in £;/£, as a result of the
transient is less marked than the change in uﬁ / ui. Unlike the earlier runs, however, the
anisotropy increases rather than decreases during the transient. Run 10 confirms that
self-similarity of the large scales is a feature of fully developed turbulence only.

The results of runs 11 and 12 are shown in figure 9. These try to mimic, in some
simplistic way, the effects of an axisymmetric contraction or expansion on isotropic
turbulence by taking uj/uj <1 and £;/€, > 1 at =0 in run 11 (mimicking a
contraction) and uj/uj > 1 and £;/€, <1 at =0 in run 12 (mimicking an expansion).
As in all previous cases, there is an initial transient after which the turbulence
settles down more or less to the ui ~ uj ~t°° Saffman decay law. Also, as in

all previous cases, the transient has a pronounced effect on the ratio uﬁ /u’, but less so
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FIGURE 5. The variation of energy, integral length scales and A(¢;/£,) in runs 3 and 6. ¢,
and ¢ are defined by (3.1) and A by (3.6).

on ¢,/¢,. Indeed the anisotropy, as measured by uﬁ /u?, reverses in both cases during
the transient.

Finally, the results of run 13 are shown in figures 10 and 11, and compared with
those of run 3. The initial conditions in runs 3 and 13 are similar (see table 1),
except that helicity is introduced into run 13, as described in the Appendix. It
is clear from figure 10, which shows the evolution of the spectra in run 13, that
1/2M, =@, (k,=0,k; — 0) and M| = @ (k, =0, k; — 0) are both constant during
the decay, despite the presence of helicity, as predicted in Davidson (2010). Moreover,
figure 11 confirms that the presence of helicity does not fundamentally alter the
general behaviour, with both uﬁ/ui and ¢,/€, constant after a short transient, thus

yielding a u} ~ uj ~ =% Saffman decay law.
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the decay, as predicted by theory.


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

166 P. A. Davidson, N. Okamoto and Y. Kaneda

102 ¢

100 10!

100 10!

102

t/T

120 160

b) 100
10-1
o=
=
102 §
-3
1075 00 101 102
100 T
) 205 .
< 1071}
-2
107 00 10! 102
(f) 30
2.5
4 20}
[V
—~ o
< 15y
1.0}
0.5
40 80 120 160
(g) 30
~ 25}
2
ENY
_|_
2
S
S~
N
CN)
(q\l

40 80 120 160
t/T

FIGURE 7. A comparison of the results of runs 4, 8 and 9. £, and £, are defined by (3.1),
except in (g) where the integral length scales are defined by (3.2), rather than (3.1).


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

On freely decaying, anisotropic, axisymmetric Saffman turbulence 167

3.0 — b) 3.0
(a) H Run 5 ---- ( )
H Run 10 —
25+ 1 2.5
c— 2011 420}
= \ >
= B
aN= == I
3 15 < 15f
1.0 1.0
0.5 0.5
0 40 80 120 160 0 40 80 120 160
t/T
()30
—~ 254
2 %
WV
+ 20¢
e
LN
= 15}
5
WV
N 10t
0.5
0 40 80 120 160

t/T

FIGURE 8. A comparison of the results of runs 5 and 10. In (c) the integral length scales are
defined in terms of (3.2), rather than by (3.1).

5. Conclusions

We have considered freely decaying, statistically axisymmetric Saffman turbulence
subject to a range of initial levels of anisotropy. Our primary interest is in the fully
developed state which develops after a short transient. The numerical simulations
confirm that:

(i) My and M, are indeed invariants of the decay;
(1) self-similarity of the large scales holds after the initial transient;
(iii) as a consequence of (i) and (ii), uj€3 €y, uj €1 € and uj/u? are all constant in the
fully developed state, and so there is no return to isotropy, irrespective of the level
of anisotropy;

(iv) £/, is also approximately constant in the fully developed state;
(v) as a consequence of (iii) and (iv), Saffman’s decay laws, u] ~ uj ~ ¢ °° and
€, ~ £, ~ 1?3, apply to fully developed, anisotropic turbulence.

Our findings appear to be insensitive to the initial level of anisotropy, to k,, to
Re, (t =0), and to the presence of helicity, at least for the range of parameters
explored here.

Perhaps the most surprising finding is that £;/£, ~ constant in the fully developed
state. This could not have been predicted in advance and is important since (3.6) then
demands u? ~ ui ~ 77, irrespective of the level of anisotropy.
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Appendix. The initial conditions used in the numerical simulations

The initial field # in all of the runs except run 13 may be written in the form,

u=u"+u?, (A1)
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A/2M, =@, (k,=0,k; — 0) and My = ®(k, =0, k;, — 0) are both constant during the
decay, despite the presence of helicity, as predicted in Davidson (2010).

where u” and u'® are respectively statistically isotropic and anisotropic components,
whose Fourier transforms are given by

i (k) = Dy(k)i;(k), 0" (k) = Dy(k)a;(k), (A2)

in which D;(k) = 8; — kik;/k*. Here i;(k) and a;(k)(j = 1,2, 3) are Gaussian random
numbers with zero mean and independent from each other. They satisfy

(i;(k)i;(p)) = 8,1 (k)8 (k + p), (A3a)
(a1(k)a,(p)) = (mx(k)ax(p)) = Ak)S(k +p), (as(k)as(p)) = B(k)é(k +p), (A3b)
(a;(k)a;(p)) =0 if i #}, (A30)

as well as the reality conditions i;(k) = if(—k), b(k) = b*(—k). In these expressions
S(k+p)=1if k+p =0, and §(k +p) = 0 otherwise, * denotes the complex conjugate,
and I(k) is a function of only k = |k|, whereas A(k) and B(k) are functions of only k
and cos @ = k; /k.

The initial velocity correlation spectrum @;;(k) = (u;(k)iti;(—k)) is then given by

P;j(k) = Dy(k)I(k) + [Di (k)Dj (k) + Dpp(k)Dpp (k)] A(k) + Dy (k)Dj3 (k)B(k). (A 4)
If we put

I+A— (B—A)cos’0 =[F+ Gk}, B—A=—-Gk, (A5)
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(which has finite helicity). The integral length scales are defined by (3.2).

or equivalently,
G=({A-B)/kK, F=[U+A) — (B—A)cos’0)]/k*+ (B—A)/k, (A 6)

then (A 4) is shown to be equivalent to (2.1).

Suppose that an impulsive force parallel to the z-axis (x;-axis) is applied at t =0
to a statistically isotropic field u'?. Then the velocity field u at + = 0% is given by
(A1)—(A3) with A(k) =0, provided that the force is statistically homogeneous and
axisymmetric with respect to the symmetry axis.

In runs 1-9, we put

I(k) = Cic(k, 1), A(k) =Cyc(k, 1), B(k) = Cpc(k, 1), (A7)
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Runl Run2 Run3,6,7 Run4,9 Run8 RunS5

G 1 1 1 0.5 0.5 0.1
Cy 0 0 0 0 1.5 0
Cp 0 1.5 3 3 0 3

TABLE 2. Choice of C;, C4 and Cg for runs 1-9.

where
1
ck, o) = e exp(—ak?/k), (A8)
P
for runs 1-8, whereas c(k, 1) in (A7) is replaced by

2
Y (k < k)
= {yzk},mk““ k> k,) (&3)

in run 9, in which y is a normalization constant so chosen that the total fluctuating
kinetic energy is 0.5. The ratios of the three constants C;, C4 and Cp in (AQ)
determine the degree of the initial anisotropy, and were chosen as in table 2.

In runs 11-12, we put

I(k) =0, A(k)= Cuclk,a), B(k)= Csc(k,p), (A 10)
where c(k, «) is given by (A 8), and
Ci=1/2, Cp=3/2, a=(2/9* p=1, (A11)
for run 11, and
Ci=3, Cz=3/2, a=4" p=1, (A12)

for run 12. The initial fields of runs 11 and 12 satisfy uf/ui(1,€;/€.)1, and
uy/ui > 1,£;/€, < 1, respectively.

The initial velocity field of run 13 is generated by taking the vector product of the
initial velocity field of run 3:

adk) x ik/k (A 13)

in the wave vector space, where i is the imaginary unit.
Note that (A 4) with (A7) gives

K+ Kk k2
@i (k) = {20, + Cy <2 — ; 2) + Cp (1 — k;)] c(k, 1). (A 14)
The invariants M;;, M and M, in (1.9) and (2.3) are then given by
M;i/c(0, 1) = (C; + Cp)8i3dj3 + (Cr + Cx) (811851 + 828)2), (A15)
M, /e(0,1) = C, + Cp, M, /c(0, 1) =2C4 +2C,, (A 16)

at r=0.


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

172 P. A. Davidson, N. Okamoto and Y. Kaneda

REFERENCES

BATCHELOR, G. K. & PROUDMAN, I. 1956 The large-scale structure of homogenous turbulence.
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A 248, 369—405.

BENNETT, J. C. & CORSSIN, S. 1978 Small Reynolds number nearly isotropic turbulence in a
straight duct and a contraction. Phys. Fluids 21 (12), 2129-2140.

CHASNOV, J. R. 1995 The decay of axisymmetric homogeneous turbulence. Phys. Fluids 7 (3),
600-605.

DAVIDSON, P. A. 2004 Turbulence: an Introduction for Scientists and Engineers. Oxford University
Press.

DAVIDSON, P. A. 2009 The role of angular momentum conservation in homogeneous turbulence.
J. Fluid Mech. 632, 329-358.

DAVIDSON, P. A. 2010 On the decay of Saffman turbulence subject to rotation, stratification, or an
imposed magnetic field. J. Fluid Mech. 663, 268-292.

DAVIDSON, P. A. 2011 The minimum energy decay rate in quasi-isotropic grid turbulence. Phys.
Fluids 23, 085108.

ISHIDA, T., DAVIDSON, P. A. & KANEDA, Y. 2006 On the decay of isotropic turbulence. J. Fluid
Mech. 564, 455.

KAssiNos, S. C., REYNOLDS, W. C. & ROGERS, M. M. 2001 One-point turbulence structure
tensors. J. Fluid Mech. 428, 213-248.

KROGSTAD, P.-A. & DAVIDSON, P. A. 2010 Is grid turbulence Saffman turbulence? J. Fluid Mech.
642, 373-394.

LAVOIE, P., DJENIDI, L. & ANTONIA, R. A. 2007 Effects of initial conditions in decaying
turbulence generated by passive grids. J. Fluid Mech. 585, 395-420.

SAFFMAN, P. G. 1967a The large-scale structure of homogeneous turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 27 (3),
581-593.

SAFFMAN, P. G. 1967b Note on decay of homogeneous turbulence. Phys. Fluids 10 (6), 1349.

TOWNSEND, A. A. 1976 The Structure of Turbulence Shear Flow. Cambridge University Press.


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2012.242

	On freely decaying, anisotropic, axisymmetric Saffman turbulence
	Introduction: Saffman's analysis and its experimental verification
	Statistically axisymmetric Saffman turbulence
	Self-similarity of the large scales and possible decay laws
	The numerical evidence
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix. The initial conditions used in the numerical simulations
	References




