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Lagrangian Structure Functions in Turbulence: Scaling Exponents and Universality
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In this paper, the approach for investigation of asymptotic (Re — o) scaling exponents of Eulerian
structure functions (J. Schumacher et al, New. J. of Physics 9, 89 (2007). ) is generalized to
studies of Lagrangian structure functions in turbulence. The novel ”bridging relation” based on
the derived expression for the fluctuating, moment-order - dependent dissipation time 7, led to
analytic expression for scaling exponents (k. ) of the moments of Lagrangian velocity differences
Sn,0(7) = (u(t + 7) — u(t))™ < 77" in a good agreement with experimental and numerical data.

Introduction. A turbulent flow can be described us-
ing Eulerian and Lagrangian approaches addressing dy-
namics of velocity field and evolution of individual fluid
particles, respectively. Therefore, one can introduce
two kinds of structure functions, i.e. moments of ve-
locity increments. The properties of Eulerian corre-
lation functions (ESF) were first theoretically investi-
gated by Kolmogorov in his celebrated K41 theory of
turbulence based on an exact in the inertial range re-
lation for the third-order structure function S3(r) =

(u(x+r)—u(x))-7)? = (beu-¥)3 o< r [1]. The prob-
lem of Lagrangian correlation functions, for which not
a single exact dynamic relation exists, is not new and
was originally formulated within the framework of Kol-
mogorov theory of turbulence (for a detailed review, see
Ref.[2]). Due to technological limitations of the past,
experimental studies of strong turbulence were mainly
devoted to Eulerian structure functions (ESF) S, =

(u(z 4+ 7r) —u(z))® = (d,u)™ limited to the single- point
measurements with subsequent application of Taylor hy-
pothesis. Here u is a component of velocity field parallel
to the displacement vector r chosen along the x-axis. The
experimental and numerical studies of Eulerian structure
functions revealed two distinct intervals: while in the an-
alytic range r — 0 (or r < n),), the velocity field is
differentiable and Sy, (r) o r™, at the scales L >> r > n,,
the ESFs are given by algebraic relations S, (r) oc ré»
with ‘anomalous’ scaling exponents &,. By this defini-
tion, n,,’s are the cut-offs separating analytic and ‘rough’
ranges of ESFs. (See Fig.1).

The remarkable breakthroughs in experimental particle
tracking, led by the Bodenschatz group [3]-[7], enabled
investigation of Lagrangian structure functions (LSF)
Sp.r = (u(t+7)—u(t))” = (6;u)™ which are a crucial
ingredient in understanding of turbulent transport and
mixing. Due to analyticity of velocity field, as 7 — 0,
0-u = at where a is acceleration of a fluid particle and
S,z = a™r™. For the time-increments 7 > 7, ,, the
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LSFs S, o< 7" with the dissipation times 7, , sepa-
rating analytic and rough intervals on a time-domain.
(See Fig.1). The recent multifractal theory of LSFs [6]
stressed the importance of the dissipation time 7,, which
was treated in the spirit of Kolmogorov theory as a
moment-number- independent quantity 7,, < T'/ VRe =
const where T & L /s is a large-scale eddy turn-over
time. To make a connection between ESFs and LSFs,
the authors of Ref. [6] used the "bridging relation” (BR):
r &~ 7é,u = 7(u(t + 7) — u(t)) with the time-increment
7 approximately equal to the fluctuating eddy turn-over
time in the inertial range. This expression, introduced
on dimensional grounds in Ref.[8], can be understood as
follows. Consider a fluid particle at a time ¢ = ¢y occu-
pying position Xy. Then, the particle displacement is:
R =X(t+7) — Xo = [ u()d\, so that

t

R =u(to)T + / O+T(u()\) —u(to))dA

to

We can see that if u(t) = U = const, the displacement
R # 0. Then, following [2] (page 342, where it is re-
lated to transition to a moving frame of reference), we
define the regularized (not involving single-point- veloc-
ity) quantity: r = R —u(to)7. (It is estimated in Ref.[2]
(page 359) that r ~ 0, meaning that it tends to zero when
either u — U = const or 7 — 0.) From the mean value
theorem we also have fttoﬁT w(A)d\ ~ u(t + 7)7, where
0 < 7 < 7. The relation r =~ 7,u is obtained in the first
approximation setting u(t+7) ~ u(t+7) which resembles
the one used in construction of Kraichnan’s Lagrangian
History Direct Interaction Approximation [9]. Keeping
in mind topological complexity of developed turbulence,
we conclude that the mean value theorem, leading to
the ”bridging relation” r & 7d,u with the inertial range
time-increments 7 > 7,, cannot be accurate. Recently,
the BR was analyzed using the exact relations between
Eulerian and Lagrangian structure functions by Kamps
et al [10] who showed that, combined with the multifrac-
tal formalism, it leads to the Lagrangian exponents in
a substantial disagreement with experimental [3]-[7] and
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numerical [11] data. Moreover, it was pointed out that
the theory of Ref. [6], expressing anomalies of Lagrangian
exponents in terms of anomalies of Eulerian ones, does
not explain the ”2D-paradox”: while the two-dimensional
Eulerian turbulence is not intermittent, the Lagrangian
one is.

In this paper, based on the ideas developed in Refs.[12]-
[16], we attack the problem differently. In the analytic
(dissipation) range where 6,u =~ ar, the displacement
r &~ 76,u/2. Extrapolating this to the dissipation cut-off
7, separating analytic and rough intervals of the structure
functions, leads to the dissipation time 7, :

N~ Tyl U (1)

Both n ~ 57%“ and 7, in formula (1) are random functions
investigated in great detail theoretically and numerically
[13]-[16]. Unlike the BR defined for the large inertial
range values of the time - increment 7 >> 7,,, the expres-
sion (1), introduced as an extrapolation of the exact in
the analytic interval relation, is accurate for short times
7 < 7. Theoretical basis for this extrapolation is under-
stood as follows. The structure functions, both Eulerian
and Lagrangian, can be formally represented as ¥, (x)
P (@) with the x-dependent exponents &, < Bn(x) < n
(or kn < Br(x) < n) covering both analytic (8, = n) and
inertial ( Bn(x) = &, or B, = ky) ranges. The smallest
inertial range erponents giving mazrimum values to the
differences n — (B, correspond to the strongest singular-
ities of wvelocity field and defining the cut - offs by the
matching relation a™r, , = K,757, we account for the
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strongest, dominant, singularities. (See Ref.[16]).
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FIG. 1: Definition of the cut-off n, ( or 7,,) for a structure
function Sy, (z) (or(Sn,z(x)). As an example S = Sg is chosen.
The strait lines are z® (analytic range) and %2 (inertial one).
The point of their crossing is z,, = 7. Schematic.

The probability distribution functions Q(n, Re), derived
and investigated numerically in [14]-[15] enable one to
evaluate the moments of the dissipation scales:

My =" = /W”Q(n,Re)dn ~ LReS ST (2)

Combining (1) and (2) and assuming continuity of Sy, 1,(7)
on the dissipation time scale yields:

L"ReT 01T = ()" ()47 (3)
Our goal now is to express the dissipation times 7, ,, = 7,
in terms of the Reynolds number and, comparing the re-
sult with formula (2), obtain expressions for Lagrangian
exponents kK.
Eulerian structure functions.
Since the energy dissipation in the inertial range dynam-
ics ( inverse-energy-cascade ) of 2D turbulence is irrel-
evant, the relation (2), obtained by balancing viscous
dissipation and inertial-range contributions to the exact
equations for the Eulerian structure functions (see Refs.
[14]-[16]) is valid for three-dimensional flows only. If, in
accord with Kolmogorov theory, we assume &, = n/3,
this formula gives the well-known n-independent relation
Nn = LRe~ 1. However, due to intermittency, the func-
tion &, is a convex function of the moment order n and
for a fixed Reynolds number Re = const, the dissipation
scales 7, decrease with n. (This result has been numeri-
cally tested in Ref.[16]). Since the inertial range is com-
pressed to the interval between integral and dissipation
scales (1, < r < L/10), experimental determination of
exponents &, is very difficult and at the present time only
the exponents &, with n < 8 have been accurately estab-
lished by direct investigation of inertial range dynamics.
In accord with the recently developed theory of small-
scale intermittency, the dissipation scale is defined by a
dynamic Reynolds number Re, = 7767"“ ~ 1 [15]. First,
we see that the dissipation scale is not a constant as in
K41, but a fluctuating property of a flow. Then, it is
easy to show [14]-[16] that % = 6’% ~ M. Since 7
is the scale separating analytic and rough scale- intervals
of the velocity field, it has been shown that:

Ju N -
(%)” ~ Son(M2n) /V" Tlgn"/u x Refr (4)

Using (2) we derive readily:

€2n §4n
n=n+———""-—"—;dy=n+—7—"7""—— (b
P Son — Sony1 — 1 §an — Eant1 — 1 (5)
where d,, are the exponents of the moments of the dissipa-
tion rate £m ~ (5";)4 = Sun(nan)/v o< Re®r. According

to this calculus, the moments of Lagrangian acceleration

)" o ReSn=tsnii=T™" = Reen  (6)



The quantitative results of Ref. [16], obtained with the
help of a particular parametrization (Ref.[13]-[15])

€, = 0.383n/(1 + n,/20) (7)

can be obtained with any other expression for the expo-
nents &, and including experimental data. The predicted
in Refs. [13]-[16] relations (4),(5) have been confirmed in
the most detailed numerical simulation of Ref.[16] and
[17].

Lagrangian structure functions. The classical treatment
of the problem can be formulated as follows [2]. As 7 —
0, the velocity field is differentiable and using (6):

SZ?’L,L(T) == (57-u)" = (IWT}n X Rea2n7_2’n (8)

The limit 7 — 0, means that there exist a time-scale
Tn2n Such that the relation (8) is valid in the interval

T < Tyan. In the 7inertial range 7,0, < 7 < T =
—— ;OJFT w(0)u(t)dt, the velocity field is not differen-
tiable and

Son,1(T) o< 72" 9)

In what follows we define n*” dissipation time 7o,, by the
matching relation:

T2n Konp—"N
Son,(T2n) = a?rr5 = (57211)"(%) (10)

According to K41, neither integral scale nor viscosity in-
fluence the dynamics of inertial range and, on dimen-
sional grounds kg, = n and Sz, 1 = Kon(ET)" with
K, = const. Let us examine consistency of this result

with some other predictions of the K41. Tt is clear
that: SQL = fO fO /\2 d)\1d/\2 By the time-
homogeneity a(A1)a(Az) ()\2) A()\l A2) = A(s) and

So L = /OT(T — $)A(s)ds (11)

According to K41 (see Ref.[2]), in the interval 0 < 7 <
Ty A(T) = a2 and for 7,0 < 7 < T, A(T) = K2&/T.
Substituting this into (11) gives the inertial range expres-
sion (7 > 7,,2)

a?rs

+K2€(Tlnl —T+71) (12
T2

SQ’L<T) ~

We can notice a slight inconsistency of K41: the ex-
pressions (12) and the K41 result Sy o 7 differ by
a large logarithmic factor which is impossible to de-
rive from dimensional considerations. Another lesson of
the relation (12) is that in order to experimentally ob-
tain the scaling exponent ks, a quite substantial inertial

th ex
n & an ky kP Tn

2 0.7 0.550.95 0.9-1. [10[,[11] 0.545
4 1.27 1.5 1.45 1.3-1.6 [2],5],[11] 0.566
6 1.77 2.6 1.74 1.6-1.8 [2],[5],[11] 0.61
8 22 3.9 192 na 0.66

10 2.55 5.8 2.05 na 0.76

range is needed. Dimensional considerations [2] also give

~ER U x uﬁ’gs V/Re and up to logarithmic correc-
thIl the second contribution to the right side of (12) is
O(l). Demanding continuity of the structure function
Sp,r in the limit Re — oo, we obtain the familiar K41
estimate for the relaxation time 7 ~ Z:ﬁ o Re~%. The
intermittency corrections to this expression will be de-
rived below.
Accounting for intermittency. Since, T & L/Uppms ,
then, as follows from (10), on the dissipation time-scale:

S2n L(TQn) a Ton T2n\k
SQn(T2n) = u2n = Re 2”(?) KQn( T ) n
(13)
and for 7 < To,:
T2n

S2n,L o R€a2'rLT2’ﬂ; T ~ Rem = Re 2n (14)

Now, we derive the expression for x,,. Combining (2),(3)
with (14) gives:

Tn

T

n
L"Reén—8nt+1-1

= (UrmsT)"( )N"Jrn =

an(kn+mn)

(TUpms)" Re™ rn—n (15)
and
n _ an(kn +n) (16)
gn - £n+1 -1 Kp — 1N

With the parametrization (7) (or any other, for that
matter) one is able to calculate the exponents &, of La-
grangian structure functions. The theoretical predictions
(kih) are compared with experimental and numerical
(k57P) results in the Table together with the calculated
exponents -, of the dissipation times given by (14). The
‘na’ in the Table stands for ‘non - available’. The pre-
dicted exponents -, of the dissipation time, presented in

the last column of the Table, show 7, ,, < T o T/V Re.
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FIG. 2: Lagrangian and Eulerian exponents k, and &, vs.
n. Lagrangian ones are "more intermittent”.

Due to the difficulties with particle tracking, investiga-
tion of LSF is very complicated and the measured scaling
exponents k,, presented in the Table reflect large exper-
imental error bars. For example, according to Ref.[11],
the experimental k4 = 1.58 £ 0.06 and kg = 1.9£0.2 [5],
and k4 = 1.47 £ 0.38 and k¢ = 1.66 £ 0.53 [4] while nu-
merical results are k4 = 1.46+0.06, kg = 1.67£0.19 [11]
and k4 = 1.5 £ 0.09,k = 1.67 = 0.2. The direct compar-
ison of Lagrangian and Eulerian exponents is presented
on Fig.2.
The non-trivial Reynolds number dependence of the re-
laxation times 7, ,, given by expression (14), is also of im-
portance. Plotting the experimental data on S, r(7) in
coordinates 7/7x =~ T/v/Re instead of 7/7,, the authors
of Ref. [7] failed to collapse the experimental graphs for
Snr (7, Re), which indicated a dynamic inconsistency of
Kolmogoorv’s dissipation time. Similar phenomenon was
described in Schumacher et. al. (Ref.[16]) dealing with
the moments of increments Eulerian velocity field.
Conclusions. In this paper we used the theoretically
predicted and experimentally verified fact [16] that
the inertial-range asymptotic exponents of Eulerian
structure functions are closely related to the anomalous
Reynolds -number- scaling of the moments of wveloc-
ity deriwatives defined on the fluctuating ultra-violet
cut-offs given by expression (2). Following [15],[16], we
introduced the moment-number-dependent dissipation
time which, combined with the new ”bridging relation”
n & 7,0-,u, enabled us to evaluate the scaling exponents
of Lagrangian structure functions in a good agreement
with experimental and numerical data. Unlike the previ-
ously used BR, defined for the inertial range increments
T > T,, this relation, which is an extrapolation of an
exact in the analytic range dependence r TOru/2,
is much more accurate. The theory presented here is
applicable exclusively to three-dimensional turbulence
where, due to dissipation anomaly [14], [16], fluctuations
of the energy dissipation play a crucial role in the inertial

n

range dynamics. In the two-dimensional turbulence on
an infinite domain, the energy dissipation is irrelevant,
which explains the lack of anomalous scaling of Eulerian
structure functions. However, the small-scale low-energy
2D vortices, often appearing in the enstrophy-cascade
interval, can serve as traps for the fluid particles, thus
leading strong Lagrangian intermittency.

I am grateful to Rainer Grauer for bringing my at-
tention to the ”2D-paradox” and for many illuminating
discussions. Working on this paper I, as always, benefited
from the evergreen volumes by A.S. Monin and A.M. Ya-
glom. Sadly, this time I was unable to discuss all this
with Akiva Moiseevich whom we lost in the fall of 2007.
Most interesting and stimulating discussions with E. Bo-
denschatz, L. Biferale, Haitao Xu, K.R. Sreenivasan, and
J. Schumacher are gratefully acknowledged.
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