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In the standard cascade picture of 3D turbulent fluid flowsrgnis input at a constant rate at large scales.
Energy is then transferred to smaller scales by an integntifirocess that has been the focus of a vast literature.
However, the energy input at large scales is not constanbst neal turbulent flows. We explore the signatures
of these fluctuations of large scale energy input on smalésoabulence statistics. Measurements were made
in a flow between oscillating grids, witR, up to 271, in which temporal variations in the large scaleg@ne
input can be introduced by modulating the oscillating greebjfiency. We find that the Kolmogorov constant
for second order longitudinal structure functions depeamithe magnitude of the fluctuations in the large scale
energy input. We can quantitatively predict the measureshgl with a model based on Kolmogorov’s refined
similarity theory. The effects of fluctuations of the enenggut can also be observed using structure functions
conditioned on the instantaneous large scale velocity. nAai parameterization using the curvature of the
iconditional structure functions provides a fairly goodtaofawith the measured changes in the Kolmogorov
constant. Conditional structure functions are found tovigl® a more sensitive measure of the presence of
fluctuations in the large scale energy input than inertiageascaling coefficients.

I. INTRODUCTION sion over a distribution of,. yields

p/3

One of the earliest recognitions of the importance of fluctu- (Ayu)P) = Cp(eP/3)rP/3 = Cp@(gr)l’/{ 2)
ations in the energy dissipation rate in turbulence can bedo e?/
in a footnote by Landau in the textbook on fluid mechanicsyheres = (e,-) is the mean energy dissipation rate. Since the
[30]. The footnote explains that universal formulas for themoments o, depend onr, this means that the inertial range
small scales of structure functions do not exist because thecaling law is modified by internal intermittency. Kolmogor
energy dissipation rate will fluctuate on long time scalesl a proposed that the fluctuations of could be described with a
these fluctuations will be different in different flows. Ffis  power law scaling
[32] provides an extended discussion of the footnote. In the
refined similarity theory by Kolmogorol/[5] and ObukhoV [7], (eP) L\ %
this insight on universality is extended to include flucioias o & ( ) :
that result from the random character of the transfer of en-
ergy between scales, which is often called internal intermi WhereL is a length characterizing the energy input scale. In
tency. Kolmogorov/[5] gives Landau credit for recognizing Kolmogorov (1962][5], a log-normal model was used to relate
the importance of internal intermittency. However, thiedit & for all p to & = i, which is commonly called the intermit-
seems to be somewhat misplaced since the available putblishéency exponent. An extensive literature has explored ithe-
text by Landau observes only that large scale fluctuations iendence of statistics ef in order to understand anomalous
the energy dissipation will destroy universality of smakes ~ scaling exponents in the inertial rande |[15].
[24,[32]. During the intensive effort to understand intéina However, the effects of fluctuations in the energy dissipa-
termittency over the past 50 years, the direct application otion rate due to the large scales has been given much less at-
Landau’s insight about the importance of large scale fluctuatention, even though this is the direct application of Larisia
tions has often been obscured. original comment. Kolmogorov did state that the coefficsent

The refined similarity theory by Obukholl[7] and Kol- in the scaling law should not be universal, presumably bezau

mogorov [5] proposed that in the inertial range the momentd€ recognized that large scale fluctuatio_ns WOL_JId not be uni-
of velocity differences between two points are universatfu  Versal [5]. Monin and Yaglont [33] provide a simple model
tions when they are conditioned on the locally averagedevalu@! the beginning of their section titled “Refined Treatment o
of the energy dissipation rate,, defined as the instantaneous the Local Structure of Turbulence, taking into account fluc-

energy dissipation rate averaged over a sphere of radfesr  tuations in the dissipation rate”. An extended presematio
simplicity we will consider the longitudinal componentbgt  thiS model is in the textbook by Davidson [34]. They con-

velocity differences/A,u. The conditional moments are sider averaging together equal numbers of samples from two
different turbulent states: state 1 with energy dissipatate

g1 = (1 + v)(e) and another state 2 with, = (1 — v)(e).
Here (¢) is the mean energy dissipation rate anis a mea-
(Aru)Ple) = Cylepr)P!?, (1) sure of the difference in energy dissipation between the two
states. Then equatiofl (2) implies that a measured second or-
whereC), are universal constants [31]. Averaging this expres-der structure function in the inertial range averaged ogagé
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So the large scale fluctuations in the energy dissipation arez '
predicted to change the coefficient of the inertial rangérsga
law without changing the power law scaling. In this model,
v must be less than or equal to one, so the coefficient ofz ,F

the second order structure function can decrease to as low as | . | / l
Cy/2'/3 ~ 0.794 C, for the casey = 1 where there is no o3 R 1

energy injection in state 2. 02} o /
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are included from state 1 with probabiliyand from state 2 e —— o

with probabilityl — 5. Now the energy dissipation rates are o1 02 05 04 05 06 o7 o8 09
er = (1+ (1 - B)y/B)(e) andes = (1 — 4)(e). For this puty. Cyele )

extended model, the measured structure function of grder

FIG. 1. Contour plot of the correction facter from equation[(b)

would be for p = 2, showing the change in coefficients in the inertial range

_ /3 the scaling law as a function of the amplitude of fluctuationthe
((Aru)?) = K(B,7) Cp ((e)r)"". () energy inputy, and the time spent in the high energy input state, or
. o . duty cycle,s.
where the correction factor of the coefficient is
w6 = |5 (1+222) " - g | | issipation raté
V)= B v ‘ estimate of the instantaneous energy dissipation ratémé t
(6) averages of this dissipation rate are then used in equi)on (
In the limiting casey = 1 and3 — 0, the coefficient for W€ obtain
p = 2 goes to zero, and the coefficients @mr> 3 goto (U3 /L)P/3)
infinity, so the effects of large scale fluctuations on thelbma (Ayu)Py =C, (er)P/3. @

3 3
scale statistics can be very large. In this limiting case, th (Us/L)r!

flow consists of brief pulses of large energy input betweeny oy flow, wherel, has a weak dependence on the variations

long periods of no energy input. in the energy input, this simplifies to
In both Monin and Yaglomi [33] and Davidsdn [34], the pre- gy 1nput, P

sentation of the model in equatidd (4) is followed with the ob (un) /3

servation that in typical situations this effect is not krgrig- {(Aru)?) = CPW(ET)p ‘ (8)
ured shows a contour plot of the correction factorfet 2 in

equatio b as a function of the fluctuations in the energytinpu If internal intermittency is also important, then the twéeets
~, and the fraction of the time spent in the high energy inpuimay be combined as

state, or duty cyclej. The observation that the correction is

not large in most cases is justified since the correctiorsis le (U3/L)P/3y [ L\ 3

than 2.4% for half of the parameter space fo= 2. How- {(Aru)?) = (U3/L)r/3 (?) (er)”?. (9)
ever, the correction can be very large in some flows. There is

always a divergence foy =1 andg —0, and for large, the It is important to determine the size of the effects of fluc-

correction is larger. Although this two state model is a $amp tuations in the large scale energy input in real turbulemtglo
idealization, we will show that it provides a reasonablydoo Surprisingly, there are no published results that we know of
description of some of our data. that document a dependence of coefficients of inertial range
Inreal flows, the energy dissipation rate andhave contin-  scaling laws for structure functions on systematic chamges
uous distributions. In the continuous case, equalibn (2pea the large scales of the flow. A compilation of experimen-
used to predict the behavior of structure functions, butethe tal [14] and simulation [29] results have given credencééo t
are now contributions to the distribution ef from both in-  notion that the second order coefficients are close enough to
ternal intermittency and fluctuations in the energy input. | independent of the flow that they can be treated as univer-
particularg, for r > L has a distribution which is determined sal constants. At least three experimental studies have ex-
not by cascade processes but by the mechanisms creating thlered fluctuations in the large scale energy input in detail
turbulence. In cases where internal intermittency can be igPraskovsky et all [16] study two high Reynolds number flows,
nored, we can estimate the fluctuations in the energy inpua mixing layer and a return channel. They find a conditional
and predict the coefficients of scaling law. If the mean sgquardependence of the second order structure functions onthe in
velocity, 3U? = (u;u;) and the integral length scalé, are  stantaneous velocity and connect this with spatial and tem-
defined using ensemble averages, then they can be considegatal variability of the energy flux passing through the cas-
to be time dependent. In this casepx U3/L provides an cade. They emphasize that the conditional dependence they



observe is not in violation of the assumptions of the refinec
Kolmogorov theory since changes in the energy flux shoulc
change the small scales. Sreenivasan et al. [12] use measu
ments in the atmospheric boundary layer to demonstrate tr
conditional dependence of structure functions on the vigloc
They identify this conditional dependence as a result ofwahix
averages over regions of the flow with different energy dissi
pation rate and show that when properly normalized by the in
stantaneous local energy dissipation rate that the conditi
dependence is removed in agreement with Kolmogorov’s re
fined similarity hypotheses. More recently, Mouri et al.[J[24
explored the effects of large scale fluctuations of the turbu
lence energy dissipation rate. They measure grid and bound-
ary layer turbulence and clearly confirm that the large scal€IG. 2: Experimental setup. Four high speed cameras obiiziecs
energy fluctuations exist and that they affect small-sdakiss ~ scopic images of a (5 cmvolume at the center of the flow that is
tics. They explicitly state the the large scale fluctuatidns illumined by a pulsed Nd:YAG laser with 50 W average power.
not affect the power law scaling or the coefficients of second
order structure functions in the inertial range.

There is another set of literature exploring time dependenﬁ
energy input in turbulence that has identified the presefce Qeal-time image compression circuit with compressiondet

response maxima when the energy input oscillates with a pe- . . .
riod on the order of the large eddy turn-over time. This gffec of 100 to 1000 enables us to acquire data continuously, which

. . . , allows access to large data sets of particle trajectdries [1
was first predicted in a mean field theofy|[10]. It has beer Previous work with this experiment has shown that there

explor_ed in a \aaﬁe&bgodels, numeriqal simulations and re measurable fluctuations in the energy input even when
experiments[J 6]. However, this work has focuse@e driving frequency of the oscillating grids is const&tg]]

on modulation periods near the turn-over time and seems n . . S
. . . Here we augment this effect by modulating the driving fre-
to have considered the effects on structure functions, hwhic — .
quency of the oscillating grids. For example, rather than

are mo.st prominent for long modylat|on penqu. driving the grids continuously at 3 Hz, we can drive it at 3
In this paper we present a series of experimental measurer '« " 15 s and then halt for 15 s. and repeat. This pro-

e L yes aperiodi e dependence n e enrgy nput i
ture functions where the eﬁects of internal intermitteiacy ?onger time scale .than the grid oscillation per_iod. Fidﬂre_3
small. We find that the coefficient of the inertial range stali sho_ws a schgma‘uc of thg frequency modulation along with
law dépends on the fluctuations in the large scale energy inpvarlable definitions. In this paper, we explore three ddﬁ-ir
and measure coefficients that are more than 20% below t k’vays to augment Fhe fluctuations in large scale_energy nput.
; . 0 hﬁ) changel’, the time to complete one modulation cycle (2)
value for the continuously driven case. change the frequency modulation by holdifig,, constant
and changingf,,, from 0 up to fx;4,, and (3) changing the
duty cyclety;q,/T. Figurel4 shows a specific example of the
Il EXPERIMENT time dependence of the mean square velogityy;), which
is a measure of the energy in the large scales. The mean is
The turbulence is generated in an octagonal Plexiglas tanébtained as a phase average over many cycles. It takes time
thatis 1 x 1 x 1.5 m filled with approximately 1100 of fil- for energy to propagate from the grid to the detection volume
tered and degassed water. Two identical octagonal gridls oscso the energy lags several seconds after the grid frequency
late in phase to generate the turbulence. The grids have 8 comanges.
mesh size, 36% solidity, and are evenly spaced from the top The inertia of the system used to drive the grids limited the
and bottom of the tank with a 56.2 cm spacing between gridsate at which the driving frequency could be changed. We
and a 1 cm gap between the grids and the tank walls. The griere able to reduce the time required to stop or start to less
oscillation has 12 cm amplitude and is powered by an 11kWhan 1/3 of a second by minimizing the inertia in the experi-
motor. In these experiments, the grids were oscillated withment. The original version of this apparatlsl[18] used a fly-
frequencies up to 4 Hz which allows Taylor Reynolds num-wheel to improve symmetry between the up and down stroke
bers up toR, = 271. Details about the experimental setup of the oscillating grids. For this experiment we replaceal th
are available in Blum et aIL_[_iLS]. flywheel with a coupler. For the run witf),;;, = 3 Hz shown
We use stereoscopic particle tracking using four cameraim figure[4, the start time is less than one oscillation and ac-
as shown in figur€l2. The cameras are two Bassler A504Kounts for less than 3% of the data. However, limitationsifro
video cameras capable of 1280 x 1024 pixel resolution at 48€he inertia of the drive system did limit our experimentsés p
frame per second, and two Mikrotron MC1362 cameras withriods of " = 3 s and greater, which resulted in the period of
the same pixel resolution and data rates, but with greater sethe modulation of the energy input always being longer than
sitivity. A5 x5 x 5 cn?® detection volume at the center of the the large scale turn over time.

ow was illuminated with a pulsed 50 W Nd:YAG laser. A
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FIG. 3: A sketch of the position and frequency of the osdillgigrids as a function of time4 is the time over which the grids oscillate at
the higher frequency,,., is the time at lower frequenc{. is the cycle period, the time to complete one cycle of modéuhairom high to low
frequency.frign is the high frequency of grids anfil,., is the low frequencyA f is the frequency differences betwegn,, and fiow.
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FIG. 4: Time dependence of the mean square velocity meadyrptiase averaging over many cycles for an experiment fiyith, = 3 Hz,
fiow = 0 Hz, PeriodI” = 24 s, andb0% duty cycle. Both the first and second cycle are phase avecwgeshe whole experiments and hence
identical.

We conducted three sets of experiments to explore the efpproximately the same rate, so the decay curves nearly col-
fects of fluctuations of large scale energy input on smallapse. After half a period, the energy input resumes. For the
scales. Parameters for each of the experiments are given @xperiments of longer period such @s= 48 s, the energy
tablefl. In the first set of experiments we made measurementsas decayed to 10% of its initial value after half a period. In
with periodT of 3, 6, 12, 24, 48, and 384 seconds while al-figure[Bb, this data is shown with time normalized by the pe-
ways modulating the grid frequency witlin6gn - fiow) = (3  riod. One additional data set withi = 384 s is added in this
- 0) Hz, with a duty cycle of 50%. We will refer to these plot. Only for this data set with a very long period does the
experiments as “varying the period”. In the second set of exfluid become approximately quiescent before the energytinpu
periments, we held;,, = 3 Hz and made measurements is resumed.
with fio,, 0f 3, 2, 1, and 0 Hz to getftign - fiow) = (3-3), (3
-2),(3-1),(3-0)Hz withl" = 30 s period and 50% duty cy-

cle. We will refer to these experiments as “varying the ampli . RESULTS

tude”. In the third set of experiments we made measurements

with duty cycles of 0%, 25%, 50%, 75% and 100%, while A. Coefficients of inertial range scaling law
always modulating the grid frequency witlix(sn - fiow) =

(3-0) Hz and a period of' = 30 s. We will refer to these 1. Varying Period

experiments as “varying the duty cycle”. We also took data
with continuous drive at grid frequencies ranging from 1 Hz . .
to 4 Hz to vary Reynolds number as our control group to show Figure[® shows the third order structure functions of the

that the effects we observe cannot be simply attributedeio th€XPeriments varying the period. The energy dissipatioe rat
changes in Reynolds number. is determined from this data and the four-fifths law. When

compensated byr, the inertial and dissipation ranges of these
In figure[Ba we show the time dependence of the meathird order structure functions collapse fairly well, segting
square velocity{u;u;), for the set of experiments varying the that the small scales of these turbulent flows are similar.
period. Time zero is defined as the time when the energy in- However, the compensated second order structure functions
put halts. For all of these experiments, the energy dissftt  shown in figuréJa do not collapse well at all. The maximum
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of these compensated structure functions, which is an asim NPT &
of the coefficient in the inertial range scaling law, shows a 1 %
20% decrease as the period increases. Increasing the fluctua @&
tions in the energy input does have a significant effect on the 0.5
small scales of the flow. The shape of the second order struc-
ture functions shows little change, which is consistentiwit 0 - -
the idea that fluctuations in the energy input at large scales 10 o 10

primarily change the coefficients in scaling laws while leav

ing the scaling exponents unchanged. Fiddre 7b shows the

second order structure functions scaled by the prediction d_'C: 7+ (2) Second order compensated structure functiarthéaex-
eriments with varying period. Symbols are the same as figufie)

gqu_atlc_)n [(B). The good Collapselof these curves a.fter ScaEecond order structure functions scaled by the ratio of nmbsnef
ing indicates the effects of_fluctuauons in the energy irpet . energy dissipation rate predicted by the refined modejira-
largely captured by the refined model. tion[@.

Figure[8 shows the measured coefficient of the inertial
range scaling of the second order structure function, com-
monly labelled as Kolmogorov constafi. The decrease in
the ‘constant’ as the period increases is a clear indicalian  Figure[8 also shows the prediction of our refined model from
the previous assessment by Mouri et all [24] and Praskovskgquation [(B) with the model value @f, = 2.0. The ex-
et al. [16] that large scale fluctuations do not affect seamnd perimental measurement and the refined model are in fairly
der structure functions is only an approximation that isdval good agreement. There are many possible factors that con-
in cases where the fluctuations in the energy input are smaltribute to the difference between the measurements and the
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FIG. 8: Experimental measurements of inertial range sgaloeffi- <Aur><U>" ® y
cient () along with the prediction of the refined mode{)for the (er) *<U*> &
experiments of varying period. The dotted line represdmptedic- 1
tion of the model by Monin and Yaglom. @
0.5
; H H H H H : 0 1 2
model, including the difficulty in measuring scaling coeffi- 10 10
cients at modest Reynolds number and limitations of the esti /i

mates x U?/L in equation[(¥). The dotted line is the predic- .
tion of the model by Monin and Yaglom. Our experimental F!G- 9: (&) Second order compensated structure functiartsécex-
measurements of the inertial range coefficient approatiiees t Fi’g;:;nggge‘g'? Vt?g'?;’tisrgﬁlr'%ﬁ'eég ;et(;](;n:noerrder glts”gf;&?e
dotted line when the period iS.Iong as it ShOUId since in tha{ redicted by t)klle refined model. Symbols repregs)tlant dif?efmt
case we are approachlng the situation Momn _and Yaglom corﬁ-uency modulations offfig - fiow). X = (3 - 3) Hz, * = (3 -
sider where the energy input is constant in time for both they) j; ‘5 — (3 - 1) Hz,0 = (3 - 0) Hz. Cycle period’ is 30 s, and
low frequency and high frequency state. the duty cycle i$0%.
Measuring scaling coefficients from this data at modest
Reynolds numbers has some difficulties. From the third or-
der structure functions we extracted the energy dissipadite
by averaging the three bins at the maxima between=15  The better collapse of these curves after scaling again indi
and 68. For the second order structure functions, we usechtes that the refined modelis accurately describing tleetsff
this same definition of the inertial range even though thépeaof fluctuating energy input.
of the second order compensated structure functions are at Figure[I0 shows the measured coefficient of the inertial
slightly largerr. This results in measured second order scalrange scaling along with predictions from the refined model
ing coefficients being below the peak value. We tried using and the Monin and Yaglom model. The main point is that
different inertial range for the second order data. This@sak increasing the amplitude of the fluctuations in the energy in
small changes in the magnitude of the scaling coefficientsput systematically decreases the constant as predictexh-Qu
but has no effect on the conclusions we draw. Data at largetitatively, the refined model has coefficients larger tharséh
Reynolds numbers will be necessary to provide more precismeasured meaning that it underestimates the effect ofitpe la
quantitative measurements of how scaling coefficientsuigtpe scale fluctuations. This deviation is likely due to the redine
on fluctuations in the energy input. model using the time dependence of the rms velocity to esti-
mate the fluctuations in the energy input, which does not cap-
ture all of the fluctuations. The Monin and Yaglom model
2. Varying Amplitude works well for small amplitude of the energy input fluctua-
tions, but for the largest fluctuation amplitude (3-0)Hzrie-
Similar effects of the large scale energy fluctuations ondicts a much larger effect of the large scale fluctuationa tha
small scales are also seen in the experiments where anglituédre observed experimentally. This is expected since thes da
of the energy input is varied by changing the grid oscillatio is for periodT = 30 s, and there is not enough time for the
frequency. Figurg]9a shows the second order compensatetiergy to decay to the constant values assumed by the Monin
structure functions for the data sets with varying ampbtud and Yaglom model.
Similar to the experiments varying the period, the curves do For the experiments varying the amplitude of the fluc-
not collapse, indicating that the coefficient of the scaleng  tuations in the energy input, we did not directly measure
depends on the large scales. Fidgdre 9b shows the second ordiee phase averaged fluctuating velocity needed in the refined
structure functions scaled by the prediction of equatidn (8 model. To make predictions with this model, we had to model
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FIG. 12: Experimental measurements of the inertial rangdirsr
coefficient @), and the prediction of the Monin and Yaglom model
(O) for the experiments of varying duty cycle.

FIG. 10: Experimental measurements of the inertial rangkrggco-
efficient (o), compared with predictions from the refined mode),(
and the Monin and Yaglom modéeilf for the experiments of varying
amplitude. The predictions of the refined model and the Mamic
Yaglom model assumé’; = 2.

that 25% duty cycle and 75% duty cycle do not have the same
coefficient. Because times with large energy input dominate

25 T T the moments of the energy dissipation rate, the effects@n th
coefficient are largest for low duty cycle where bursts oféar
2 5 O 3 energy input are followed by a long quiescent period.
& X * % The predictions of the Monin and Yaglom model shown in
15 i’j Xy i figurel12 are consistently below the measured coefficiengs. W
<Aur> expect that if the experiments were performed for larger pe-
(er)™ { {’E x 2 riod rather thal¥” = 30 s they would approach the Monin and
% N Yaglom predictions.
0.5
4. Varying Reynold’s number
0 .
10' 10° . .
1/ The set of experiments varying Reynolds number for con-

stant energy input in figufe_ L3 shows that the inertial range
FIG. 11: Second order compensated structure functionshioex- scaling coefficients for the second order structure fumstio
periments with varying duty cycle. Symbols represent thig dycle g not have strong dependence on Reynolds number. We vary
Of +=100%,0 = 75%, * = 50%, x =25%,0 = 48,0 =384S.  Raynolds number fronk, =139 at 1 Hz continuous driving
Driving frequency modulations igfk:gn - fiow) = (3-0)Hzand the i " 571 4t 4 Hz continuous driving. The shape of the
periodT is 30 s. .

structure function changes at the lowest Reynolds number as

expected, but after using the third order structure fumstitm

determine the energy dissipation rate, the peak value remai
the fluctuation velocity using the known values for continsio  relatively constant. This confirms that the variation we ob-
driving at different frequencies and the decay rate datagin fi Serve in the Kolmogorov constant is not simply the result of
ure[3. The limitations of this model likely also contributes  different effective Reynolds numbers in different expegnts.
the poorer agreement with the refined model in this case.

B. Conditional Structure Functions
3. Varying Duty Cycle
Previous work has used conditional structure functions to
The set of experiments varying the duty cycle in figure 11quantify the effects of the large scales on small scalesrin tu
also shows that the compensated second order structure furtsulent flows[[12] 13, 16, 18, 119]. Velocity differences betnwe
tions show strong dependence on fluctuations in the energyo points separated by are dominated by structures near
input. We show the measured inertial range scaling coeffiscaler while velocity sums of two points are dominated by
cientin figurd_IR. When the duty cycle is smaller, we observehe large scales in the flow. So moments of velocity differ-
a smaller coefficient. For 25% duty cycle we see the smallestnces conditioned on sums provide a convenient way to ob-
value of the inertial range scaling coefficient of 1.58. Noteserve the effects of the largest scales on other scales. /e fin



frigh |fiow |T(s) |Duty |U(cm/s) L (cm)|7 (s)|e (cn?/s®) | Ry
(Hz) |[(Hz) Cycle
Varying 3 3 30 50% 5.46 7.69 [1.41(21.2 250,
. 3 2 30 50% 4.72 7.48 [1.58(14.1 230
amplitude
3 1 30 50% 4.23 7.13 [1.69|11 213
3 0 30 50% 4.21 7.16 (1.7 (104 212
3 0 3 50% 4.44 8.28 [1.86(10.6 235
3 0 6 50% 4.71 8.51 (1.81(12.3 245
Varying 3 0 12 50% 454 8.44 [1.86(11.1 240
period 3 0 |24 50% |4.42 |7.87 |1.78|11 228
3 0 48 50% 4.07 6.48 [1.59(10.4 198
3 0 384 50% 4.06 5.76 [1.42(11.6 187
. 3 0 30 100% |5.46 7.69 [1.41(21.2 250,
Varying
3 0 30 75% 4.92 7.58 [1.54(15.7 236
duty cycle
3 0 30 50% 4.21 7.16 (1.7 (104 212
3 0 30 25% 3.27 6.86 (2.1 (5.1 183
. 1 N/A [N/A 100% |1.96 6.59 [3.36(1.15 139
Varying
Reynolds 2 N/A [N/A 100% |4.05 9.3 2.3 |7.15 237
Nurmber 3 N/A [N/A 100% |5.46 7.69 [1.41(21.2 250
4 N/A [N/A 100% |7.14 6.87 [0.96/52.9 271
TABLE I: Experimental parameters and resulting statistieglifferent sets of experiments. Note that the casé.ofn, = 3 Hz, fiow = 3 Hz,

Duty Cycle 50% is the same data as the casg.gf, = 3 Hz, fi,., = 0 Hz, Duty Cycle 100%.

1. Varying amplitude

2.5

Figure[14 shows conditional structure functions for thedat
sets varying the amplitude of the fluctuations in the energy
input. We condition the structure function on the velocity
component that is transversetalenoted>w, . In order to
compare the conditional structure function for differemtgth
scales, we normalize the vertical axis by the unconditioned
structure function. The horizontal axis is normalized bg th
characteristic velocity/ = ((u;u;/3))'/2. In figure[I4a for
constant driving of the oscillating grids, we see the rasult
0 ; ; published by Blum et al/ [18] that the conditional structure

10" 10° functions for all length scales show a similar dependence on

r/n the large scale velocity. There is a slight dependence @then

scale with the smallest length scales showing a stronger de-
pendence on the large scale velocity. This small dependence
on length scale remains unexplained since it is the opposite
of the expectation that the small scales are approaching uni
versality. The same effect is seen in DNS data in Ref. [19].
However, in this paper we are focusing on fluctuations of the
energy input and we will see that these produce much bigger
effects than the small differences for different lengthesa

that conditional structure functions provide a more saresit Figured Ihb-d show that increasing the fluctuations in the
measurement of the existence of fluctuations in the larde scaenergy input produces a large increase in the dependence of
energy input than the coefficients of inertial range striectu the conditional structure functions on the large scale arelo
functions. However, theoretical tools to predict the effeaf  ity. In each sub-figure, the curves for different length esal
large scale fluctuations on conditional structure functiare  remain very similar, which confirms the fact observed earlie
not available. In this section we present measured comditio that fluctuating energy input does not change the lengtte scal
structure functions as we systematically change the fluctuadlependence. It primarily changes a pre-factor scalinghe e
tions in the energy input. tire structure function. Note that figurell4a still has depen
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FIG. 13: Second order compensated structure functionshtoex-
periments with varying Reynolds number. Symbols reprediietr-
ent Reynolds numbei?, of *+ = 271, x = 250,0 = 237,¢ =
163.
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<Guy> -, tion distance for the experiments with varying amplitudgm®ols
1 are the same as (a).
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0.6

Tu, To quantify the observed dependence of the conditional
V<> structure function, we fit all the curves in figlird 14 to thedun

tional formau®+bu?+c. Figurd I5b shows the fit coefficient
FIG. 14: Eulerian second order conditional structure fiomcversus ~ as a function of the separation distan¢g. The coefficient
large scale velocity for the experiments with varying atygle. The  measures the curvature of the conditional structure fansti
frequencies modulated werg,(y1 - fiow) = (a) (3-3) Hz (b) (3-2)  at the origin, and it captures the primary dependence on the
Hz, (c) (3- 1) Hz, (d) (3 - 0) Hz. Each curve represents theofelihg  |arge scale velocity. Measuring the coefficient of the selcon
separation distances/n: + = 2.67 10 5.330 =5.3310 10.67# = order termb is also keeping with a previous study [13]. There
10.67 10 21.33x =21.33 10 42.670) = 42.6710 85.33) =85.3310  j5 an increase by more than a factor of 5 in the curvatre,
170.67,4 = 170.67 t0 341.33y = 341.33 10 682.67. as the fluctuations in the energy input increase from driving
at 3 Hz continuously to alternating between 3 and 0 Hz. The
degree to which all length scales show similar dependence on
the large scales can also be evaluated from figure 15b. In sec-
dence on the large scale velocity even though the oscifjatintion [lTClwe will show that changes ih are closely related
grid is driven at a constant 3 Hz frequency. We interpret thigo the changes in the inertial range scaling coefficientreat
as fluctuations in the energy input that remain even in the cagpresented in sectidn IITA.
of constant driving[[18]. To more directly compare the ef-
fects of changing the energy input fluctuations, we extitaet t
curve forr/n = 10.7 to 21.3 from figurE14(a, b, ¢ and d) and 2. Varying period
plot them on one graph as shown in figliré 15a. In figute 14
and figurd_Ib the symmetry around zero large scale velocity Figure[I6a shows the conditional second order structure
is a result of conditioning on the transverse component®f thfunctions for the experiments with varying period. When the
large scale velocity for whickiu; > 0 is indistinguishable periodT" increases, there is a stronger dependence on large
fromXu, < 0. scale velocity. The two shortest periofls= 3 s and 6 s have
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FIG. 16: (a) The velocity dependence of second order camiti
structure functions of one separation distan¢g = 10.67 to 21.33
for the experiments with varying period. Symbols represieacycle
period, T of + =3s,0 =6s,* =12s,x =24 5,0 =485s,0 =
384 s. Driving frequency modulations ig.¢gn - fiow) = (3 - O)Hz,
and the duty cycle i50%. (b) The coefficienb as a function of sep-
aration distance for the experiments with varying periogmBols
are the same as (a).

similar and relatively low curvatures. Increasing the péri
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FIG. 17: (a) The velocity dependence of conditional secorfio
structure functions of one separation distan¢g = 10.67 to 21.33
for the experiments with varying duty cycle. Each curve shoke
duty cycle of+ = 100% ,0 = 75% ,* = 50%, x = 25% with
driving frequency modulationsf{:gx - fiow) = (3 - 0)Hz and period
T =30 s. (b) The coefficiert as a function of separation distance
for the experiments with varying duty cycle. Symbols areghme
as (a).

ergy input increases the dependence of the second order con-

allows the turbulence to decay closer to quiescent befare thgitional structure functions on the large scale velocityeréd
energy input resumes, so the conditional dependence on thg length scales show fairly similar dependence on theelarg

large scale velocity is stronger at longer periods. For #g v
long period,I" = 384 s, the conditional structure function has

scales as seen in figurel17b.

a different shape with a sharp minimum at the center of a re-

gion with less curvature. This is the result of the high egerg

state providing the samples with large velocity sum, whike t

C. Connecting Conditional Structure Functions and
Coefficients of Inertial Range Scaling Law

low energy state provides only samples with velocity sunt nea

zero. For this data & = 384 s there is also a much stronger
dependence on the length scale as shown in fgdre 16b.

3. Varying duty cycle

The curvature of the conditional structure functions in-
creases as the fluctuations of the large scale energy input in
creases. This suggests that it might be possible to combnect
with changes in the coefficients of inertial range scaling la
presented in sectidn IITA.

A simple linear parameterizatioty,

2(1 — 0.15b)

Figure[ITa shows the second order conditional structureeems to match the measured scaling coefficients fairly well

functions for the experiments with varying duty cycle.

It as shown in figureZ18. However, we do not have a solid the-

shows that reducing the duty cycle produces a large increaswetical foundation for choosing this functional form amhe t

in the dependence of the conditional structure functiornthen
large scale velocity. The result is consistent with our mes
findings that increasing the fluctuations of the large scale e

value of 0.15 is a rough fit. For weak fluctuations in the en-
ergy input, which includes most turbulent flows of interest,
this parameterization seems to work fairly well. But for ex-
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22 plies non-universality of the functional form of structtivec-
tions in the dissipation range. Because the Kolmogoroescal
° depends on the energy flux, the functional form in the dissi-
pation range will depend on the distribution of the energy flu

G which depends on the fluctuations of the energy input at large
1.8 ® scales.

A problem facing research into the effects of large scale
16 fluctuations on the small scales of turbulence is that thmiter
nology that has accumulated over many years is not always as
Gzt CTDH GO clear as it could be. The word ‘intermittency’ appears toehav
22 entered the turbulence literature to describe the flucnati
b. between turbulent and non-turbulent fluid flowing past a poin
in a free shear flow. For example, the textbook by Hinze in
1959 uses ‘intermittent’ only in this sense. The secondadit
of this textbook in 1975 introduces the use of a flatness facto
to measure the ‘degree of intermittency’ (p. 242), but even
here, the goal is to quantify the fraction of the time thabtur
lence occurs. Over the decades a major change has occurred in
, , how the word intermittency is used. In the parlance of a large
10’ Pml(s)lo2 10 part of the turbglence research community, intermittc_era_ry h_
become associated with the rare events of large dissipation
c. that are responsible for anomalous scaling [15]. A good ex-
2.0 ample of this usage is the book by Fris¢h|[32] which uses the
e word ‘intermittency’ to refer to the fluctuations produceg b
' i uneven energy transfer through the cascade which we refer to
1.6 ° above as internal intermittency. He briefly describes thigutu
lent to non-turbulent fluctuations seen in free shear flovils wi
a footnote that says “This phenomenon is known as ‘exter-
1.2 nal intermittency’; its relation to the intermittency dissed
100% 75% 50% 25% in Chapter 8 is not clear”. In general use, the word ‘intermit
Duty Cycle tency’ has often taken on a connotation about large devistio
from the mean that is entirely absent in the standard English
definition of the word or in the traditional application oigh
scaling law.o is the parameterization 2(1-04)5e is the experimen- W(.)rd to turbulent flows. However, the old termlnology 'S aIsp
tal measurements of the inertial range scaling coefficienis the still used. In the textbook by Pope (2000), the word '_nte{m't
refined model, and is the Monin and Yaglom model. tency is reserved for the turbulent to non-turbulent flutiures
in free shear flows while small scale effects are called finte
nal intermittency’. Other sources use the phrase ‘largdesc
intermittency’ to refer to the turbulent to non-turbuleniciu-
treme cases it fails. At low duty cycles in figurel 18c, this ations in free shear flows [17].
parameterization is well above the measured coefficient. In |n this paper, we quantify the effects that fluctuations i th
the limit where one of the states is actually quiescemXin  energy input at large scales have on the coefficients ofiaert
figure[), the curvaturé should go to infinity while the coef- range power laws. The success of models based on the re-
ficient of the scaling law would not go negative. Conditionalfined similarity hypotheses suggests we should use terminol
structure functions and coefficients of inertial rangeisgal gy that connects this phenomenon with the closely related
law are both modified by fluctuations in the large scale energyhenomenon of internal intermittency that is already widel
input of turbulence. A more complete understanding of thenderstood. However, the history of the terminology foisthe
relationship between these two could be very useful, simee t phenomena makes it difficult to find suitable terms. Davidson
effects of fluctuations in the large scale energy input arefmu [34] provides a clear description of the phenomenon of fluc-
easier to measure using conditional structure functions. tuations at large scales and uses the phrases ‘integilalisea
termittency’ and ‘large-scale intermittency’ to refer e in
his section 6.5.1. We prefer this terminology, but the guiksi
IV. DISCUSSION ity of confusion with the older use of the phrase ‘large-scal
intermittency’ led us not to use this terminology in this pap

In this paper we have focused on inertial range effects of One way to view the contributions from this and a previous
fluctuations in the energy input because they are most easisequence of papefs [18] 19] is that in quantifying the effett
measured with our apparatus. But it should be noted that thiarge scale fluctuations on small scales, we find that largje sc
non-universality of the inertial range scaling coefficemh-  fluctuations which affect the entire cascade are a standard f

2.0

Cg

C2

FIG. 18: The relationship of the curvatubeof the conditional sec-
ond order structure function with the coefficient of the ti@range
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ture of turbulence and not a special feature of free sheasflow V. CONCLUSION
or periodically modulated flows. Conditional structure dun
tions are a sensitive way to quantify this dependence, atid wi

them we find that the effects of large scale fluctuations can bﬁjrbulence are not entirely independent of the large sd8les

detected in all flows except for a few special cases like turbl@’]_ Landau’s footnote remark suggests that the fluctu-
lence behind a passive grid [19]. This observation is in con-

ations in the energy dissipation due to non-universal large
trast to the usual assessment (see for example Praskovskygl o \ill destroy the universality of small scales. Kol-
"’.“' [16] an_d Mouri et aI.|E4]) where the large sca.le.ﬂucwa'mogorov’s paper on the refined similarity hypothesks [Shide
tions are viewed as not affecting second order statisticepx

in f hear fi h ditional i tthe turbul tifies that the coefficients of inertial range scaling lawd wi
In free shear flows where conditional sampling of the turblle ¢ e ynjversal. However, during the extensive effort to
regime can be used to restore the universal result.

: A . understand internal intermittency, the effects of fludturat

Our interpretation is that, in general,_ trbulent flows havey, e large scales have been largely ignored. The consen-
flr:Jctuatlons ml the large src]:alehenergy lnput.blln ?any CaS€Sys in the literature has been that the coefficient of the iner
these are not large enough to have measurable elfects on sgey ange scaling law for second order structure functions

ond order statistics, but by explicit control of the time de- known as the Kolmogorov constafit, is a universal con-
pendence of the energy input we can make these effects annt@lﬂﬂq '

enough to produce a 20% change in the Kolmogorov constant
for the second order structure function. In other flows that[

appear to have constant energy input such as boundary lay-
ers, von-Karman flow between counter-rotating disks, #te.,
strong inhomogeneity allows fluctuations at the large sciale

Previous research has established that the small scales in

In this paper, we systematically change the fluctuations in
e energy input at the large scales and find that this leads to
decrease in the inertial range scaling coefficient thabean
more than 20%. An extension of the ideas in Kolmogorov’s

intermittently transport fluid from different parts of thewt refined theory provides a model that successfully predicts

creating fluctuations in the energy input rate which shoulothese changes of the coefﬁme_nts in mertu.al range scadng.| )
change the constants in inertial range scaling law in ways We also use structure functions cqnd|t|0ned on the velocity
predicted by equatioi2). The effects of turbulent to non-SUm to measure the effect of quctuaypns of large scale gnerg
turbulent fluctuations in free shear flows are then seen to b@Put on small scales. These conditional structure funstio
a special case of this more general problem of transport ig"€ able to identify the effec_ts of fluctuations of the energy
an inhomogeneous flow by the large scale fluctuations. Téput even when the fIl_Jgtuatlons are small.l The curvature of
be sure it is an extreme case, where the entrained fluid has i€ second order conditional structure functions appetrs t
vorticity and the viscous super-layer separating turkiffem determined by fI_uctuauons inthe energy inputin a way S|_m|Ia
non-turbulent fluid can be very thin. But the extreme case id0 the changes in the Kolmogorov constant, but a quanigativ
smoothly connected to other flows where the large scale fluddnderstanding of this relationship is not available.
tuations entrain fluid with different turbulence charaistics. The turbulent flows that have been the focus of most labo-
For example, experiments in a shearless mixing ldyer [4, 11fatory and simulation work appear to have small enough fluc-
can continuously vary the turbulence on the two sides of théuations in the energy input that the effects on the second or
mixing layer from the extreme case of turbulent/non-tuebl  der Kolmogorov constant are usually negligible. Howewer, i
to the case where the turbulence on both sides of the layer aréany geophysical flows such as turbulent clouds, the large
the same. scale fluctuations are a dominant feature of the flow. Our mea-
In the future, we hope that the community can adopt somé&urements show that fluctuations in the energy input at large
terminology that will allow us to talk more clearly about fluc scales can be determined by measuring the coefficients of in-
tuations at the large scales of turbulence. We have show@rtial range scaling laws for conditional structure fuoos.
here that we can quantify and predict the the effects of largd his allows small scale measurements to provide a useful di-
scale fluctuations using a refined similarity framework. §the agnostic of large scale dynamics. When it is possible to make
large scale fluctuations destroy universality in the Kolaor direct measurements or predictions of the fluctuationsén th
gov 1941 sense in exactly the way that Landau predicted, an@rge scale energy input, then the models we use here can pro-
they seem to naturally be called ‘large scale intermitténcy Vide prediction of the inertial range scaling coefficierntsnfi
since they are to the large scales what internal internuijten the properties of the large scales.
is to inertial and dissipation range scales. Furthermoeg th We would like to acknowledge support from the National
are the general case under which the traditional use of th8cience Foundation under grant DMR-0547712 and DMR-
phrase ‘large scale intermittency’ can cleanly fall. We &éop 1208990 and from COST Action MP0806. We thank Su-
that further work on this topic will develop tools to more pre santha Wijesinghe for his expertise on the real-time im-
cisely quantify the fluctuations at large scales, and thiat th age compression circuit, and Greg Bewley, Eberhard Boden-
will lead to a consensus about the terminology to use in disschatz, Nick Ouellette, Arkady Tsinober, Zellman Warhaft
cussing these effects. and Haitao Xu for helpful conversations.
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