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The atmospheric convective boundary layer (CBL) consists of three basic parts: (i) the surface
layer unstably stratified and dominated by small-scale turbulence of very complex nature; (ii) the
CBL core dominated by the energy-, momentum- and mass-transport of semi-organized structures
(large-scale circulations), with a small contribution from small-scale turbulence produced by local
structural shears; and (iii) turbulent entrainment layer at the upper boundary, characterized by
essentially stable stratification with negative (downward) turbulent flux of potential temperature.
The energy- and flux budget (EFB) theory developed previously for atmospheric stably-stratified
turbulence and the surface layer in atmospheric convective turbulence is extended to the CBL core
using budget equations for turbulent energies and turbulent fluxes of buoyancy and momentum. For
the CBL core, we determine global turbulent characteristics (averaged over the entire volume of the
semi-organized structure) as well as kinetic and thermal energies of the semi-organized structures
as the functions of the aspect ratio of the semi-organized structure, the scale separation parameter
between the vertical size of the structures and the integral scale of turbulence and the degree
of thermal anisotropy characterized the form of plumes. The obtained theoretical relationships
are potentially useful in modeling applications in the atmospheric convective boundary-layer, and
analysis of laboratory and field experiments, direct numerical simulations and large-eddy simulations
of convective turbulence with large-scale semi-organized structures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Conventional theory of turbulence and methods of
calculation of turbulent transport coefficients are based
on the following classical paradigm [see, e.g., Refs. 1–
5]. Turbulent flow represents a superposition of the
two types of motion: fully organized mean flow and
fully chaotic turbulence produced, e.g., by the mean-
flow velocity shears. Turbulence comprises an ensemble
of chaotic motions (turbulent eddies) of different scales
characterized by the forward energy cascade from larger
to smaller eddies. The spectrum of turbulence has an
inertial range characterized by the energy flux towards
smaller eddies with constant energy dissipation rate. The
energy flux is balanced by the viscous dissipation at the
smallest eddies at the viscous range of scales.
Accordingly, the mean flow is treated deterministi-

cally, while turbulence is described statistically. The lo-
cal characteristics of turbulence (in particular, turbulent
fluxes that appear in the Reynolds-averaged equations)
are controlled by local features of the mean flow. The
turbulent flux of any transporting property is propor-
tional to the mean gradient of the property multiplied
by appropriate turbulent-exchange coefficient. This con-
cept of down-gradient turbulent transport reduces the
turbulence-closure problem to determining the above ex-
change coefficients: eddy viscosity KM, eddy diffusivity
KD and turbulent heat conductivity KH that, in turn,
are assumed proportional to the product of turbulent ki-
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netic energy EK and turbulent timescale tT. The above
turbulence paradigm and the concept of down-gradient
transport have been formulated for the shear-generated
turbulence in neutrally stratified flows [see, e.g., Refs.
1–4], and have proven applicable to a wide range of neu-
trally and weakly stably or unstably stratified flows.
However, there is increasing evidence of their poor

applicability to both strongly stable stratification and
strongly unstable stratification [see, e.g., Refs. 6–15].
The present paper is devoted to atmospheric convective
boundary layer (CBL), which involves besides the mean
flow and Kolmogorov’s turbulence, the two additional
types of motion disregarded in the conventional theory:

• Small-scale buoyancy-driven vertical plumes, which
exhibit inverse energy transfer, namely, merge to
form larger and larger plumes instead of breaking
down and feeding kinetic energy of horizontal ve-
locity fluctuations, as it should be in the case of the
forward cascade [16];

• Large-scale semi-organized convective structures
(energetically supplied by merging plums), which
embrace the entire CBL, and perform non-local
transports irrespective of mean gradients of trans-
porting properties [see, e.g., Refs. 17–20].

We recall that the CBL in the atmosphere develops
against strongly stable stratification in the free flow.
This leads to the formation of comparatively thin, sta-
bly stratified turbulent entrainment layer at the CBL
upper boundary. The turbulent entrainment layer sep-
arates CBL from the free atmospheric flow and acts sim-
ilarly to the upper lid in laboratory experiments, causing
the development of semi-organized structures: large-scale
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FIG. 1. Structure of the atmospheric convective boundary

layer (CBL), whereU
(s)

andW
(s) = ∇×U

(s)
are the velocity

and vorticity characterising the semi-organized structures in
CBL.

convective cells (the cloud cells) in the shear-free CBL
(analogous to large-scale circulations in laboratory exper-
iments) and large-scale convective rolls (the cloud streets)
in the sheared CBL [see, e.g., Refs. 19, 20]. The convec-
tive semi-organized structures disturb the CBL-free flow
interface, which leads to exciting internal gravity waves
in the free atmospheric flow and pumping the energy out
of CBL [21, 22]. Taking into account the above processes,
it is convenient to divide CBL into three basic parts (see
Fig. 1):

• Shallow surface layer strongly unstably strati-
fied and dominated by vertical transport due to
the small-scale three-dimensional turbulence pro-
duced by both mean-wind shears and structural
convective-wind shears of semi-organized struc-
tures, and strongly anisotropic buoyancy-driven
merging-plum turbulence;

• Deep CBL core with preferable vertical transport
due to the semi-organized structures and small con-
tribution from three-dimensional turbulence pro-
duced by local shears of the semi-organized struc-
tures, and very small vertical gradient of the mean
potential temperature;

• Shallow turbulent entrainment layer at the CBL
upper boundary with strong stable stratification
dominated by turbulent transport and the down-
ward turbulent flux of potential temperature.

Observations in the atmospheric CBL, laboratory ex-
periments and large-eddy simulation (LES) confirm that
convective structures principally differ from turbulent
eddies. The characteristic scales of the semi-organized
structures are much larger than the integral turbulence
scale and their life-times are much longer than the largest
turbulent time scales [see, e.g., 19, 20]. In the shear-
free atmospheric CBL, the semi-organized structures (the
cloud cells) are similar to Bernard cells. They consist of
narrow uprising flows surrounded by wide downdraughts,
embrace the entire CBL (up to 1-3 km height), and in-
clude pronounced convergence flows toward the cell axes

in the near-surface layer, as well as divergence flows at
the CBL upper boundary. In the sheared CBL, the semi-
organized structures (the cloud streets) have the form of
rolls stretched along the mean wind. Various features in
the atmospheric convective turbulence have been studied
theoretically and numerically [see, e.g., Refs. 23–31], and
in the field experiments [see, e.g., 17, 32, 33], see reviews
[34, 35], and references therein.

Deterministic treatment of semi-organized convective
structures as distinct from turbulence treated statisti-
cally has been employed to derive non-local convective
heat/mass-transfer law for the shear-free CBL [17]. Inter-
esting features of convective turbulence now attributed
to merging-plume mechanism implying inverse energy
transfer from smaller to larger plumes were found long
ago [16]. The ideas that the shear-produced turbulence
interacts with convective semi-organized structures in the
same way as with usual mean flow have been used in a
number of studies [18, 19].

In the present paper we focus on physical processes
in the CBL core and extend the energy- and flux budget
(EFB) turbulence closure theory developed previously for
atmospheric stably-stratified turbulence [12, 21, 22, 36–
38], turbulent transport of passive scalar [39] and the
surface layers in atmospheric convective turbulence [40],
to convective turbulence in the CBL core in shear-free
convection with very weak mean wind.

The EFB theory for the stably stratified turbulence
explains the existence of strong turbulence produced by
large-scale shear for any stratification [12, 21, 22, 36–
38]. The physics related to self-maintaining of a sta-
bly stratified turbulence for any stratification is caused
by the following. The increase in the buoyancy due to
an enhancement of the vertical gradient of the mean
potential temperature results in a conversion of turbu-
lent kinetic energy (TKE) into turbulent potential en-
ergy (TPE). This decreases the negative down-gradient
vertical turbulent flux of potential temperature by a posi-
tive non-gradient turbulent flux of potential temperature
originated from enhanced TPE. This mechanism of the
self-control feedback decreases the buoyancy and main-
tains stably stratified turbulence for any stratification
[5, 39, 40] in agreement with wide experimental evidence
[6–8, 10, 11, 13, 15, 41].

The EFB theory for the surface layers in atmospheric
convective turbulence [40] describes a smooth transition
between a stably-stratified turbulence and a convective
turbulence, providing analytical expressions for the ver-
tical profiles for all turbulent characteristics in the en-
tire surface layer including TKE, the intensity of turbu-
lent potential temperature fluctuations, the vertical tur-
bulent fluxes of momentum and buoyancy (proportional
to potential temperature), the integral turbulence scale,
the turbulence anisotropy, the turbulent Prandtl num-
ber and the flux Richardson number. The obtained ana-
lytical vertical profiles describe also the transition range
between the lower and upper parts of the surface layer.

The EFB theory for the CBL core developed in the
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present study, is based on the threefold decomposition:
mean flow, semi-organized strictures and small-scale tur-
bulence, in combination with analytical description of
convective semi-organized structures in the shear-free
CBL. We find the global turbulent characteristics (av-
eraged over the entire volume of the semi-organized
structure) and kinetic and thermal energies of the semi-
organized structures, which depend on the aspect ratio
of the semi-organized structure and scale separation pa-
rameter between the vertical size of the structures and
the integral scale of turbulence. The obtained theoretical
relationships are potentially useful in modeling applica-
tions in the atmospheric convective boundary-layer.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we discuss

turbulent flux of potential temperature and its effect on
the formation of semi-organized structures. In this sec-
tion we derive expressions for the velocity and potential
temperature of convective semi-organized structures. In
Sec. III we study turbulence in the CBL core, starting
with budget equations for turbulent energies and tur-
bulence fluxes of potential temperature and momentum
(Sec. III A), and formulate main assumptions for the en-
ergy and flux budget turbulence closure theory for con-
vective turbulence (Sec. III B). In the framework of this
theory, we derive expressions for the global characteris-
tics of convective turbulence and semi-organized struc-
tures (Sec. III C). In Sec. IV we consider a transition
from the convective surface layer to the CBL core, where
we perform a matching between the solutions obtained
for the convective surface layer and the CBL core. Fi-
nally, in Sec. V we discuss the obtained results and draw
conclusions.

II. TURBULENT FLUX OF POTENTIAL
TEMPERATURE AND SEMI-ORGANIZED

STRUCTURES

The convective boundary layer involves three princi-
pally different types of motion:

• regular plain-parallel mean flow homogeneous in
the horizontal plain (coordinates x, y), but hetero-
geneous in the vertical (coordinate z);

• vertically and horizontally heterogeneous long-lived
CBL-scale semi-organized convective structures;
and

• small-scale turbulence.

We use capital letters with superscript (m) to denote the

mean-flow fields of wind: U
(m)

=
(

U
(m)

x , U
(m)

y , U
(m)

z

)

,

pressure P
(m)

and potential temperature Θ
(m)

; capital
letters with superscript (s) to denote the semi-organized

structure fields, U
(s)

=
(

U
(s)

x , U
(s)

y , U
(s)

z

)

, and P
(s)
, Θ

(s)
;

lower-case letters to denote turbulent fields: u, p and
θ; and just capital letters to denote actual (total) fields,

e.g., the total velocity is U = U
(m)

+U
(s)

+u, the total

pressure is P = P
(m)

+ P
(s)

+ p and the total potential

temperature is Θ = Θ
(m)

+Θ
(s)

+θ. In the present study,
we consider a shear-free convection with negligible mean

flow field, U
(m)

= 0, but with a non-zero vertical gradient

of the mean potential temperature ∇zΘ
(m) 6= 0.

Turbulent fluxes of potential temperature and momen-
tum are defined as F = 〈u θ〉 and τij = 〈ui uj〉, respec-
tively, where angle brackets denote ensemble averaging.
For the sake of definiteness, we restrict our considera-
tion to dry atmosphere, so that buoyancy is proportional

to the potential temperature Θ = T (P∗/P )1−γ−1

, where
T is the fluid temperature with the reference value T∗,
P is the fluid pressure with the reference value P∗ and
γ = cp/cv is the specific heat ratio. The familiar down-
gradient approximation of the turbulent fluxes of poten-
tial temperature and momentum reads: F = −KH∇Θ

and τij = −KM (∇iU j +∇jU i), where Θ = Θ
(m)

+Θ
(s)
,

U = U
(s)
, KH and KM are turbulent heat conductivity

and turbulent viscosity traditionally treated as scalars
[1].
On the other hand, there are long-lived CBL-scale

semi-organized convective structures and the velocity
field inside large-scale convective structures is strongly
nonuniform. These nonuniform motions can produce
anisotropic velocity fluctuations which can contribute to
the turbulent flux of potential temperature. In particu-
lar, the classical turbulent flux of potential temperature,
F = −KH∇Θ, does not take into account the contribu-
tion from anisotropic velocity fluctuations.

A. Turbulent flux of potential temperature

The contribution to the turbulent flux of potential tem-
perature from anisotropic velocity fluctuations plays a
crucial role in the formation of large-scale semi-organized
structures in turbulent convection. Indeed, the turbulent
flux of potential temperature F which takes into account
anisotropic velocity fluctuations reads [18, 19]:

F = F ∗ − 8 tT
9

[

αF ∗
z divU

(s)

h − 2α+ 3

10
W (s)

×F ∗
z

]

,

(1)

where F ∗ = −KH∇Θ
(m)

is the classical background tur-
bulent flux of potential temperature in the absence of
nonuniform large-scale flows, α is the degree of thermal
anisotropy that characterizes the form of plumes and is
defined by Eq. (18), tT is the characteristic turbulent

time at the integral turbulent scale, W (s) = ∇×U
(s)

is the mean vorticity characterized the semi-organized

structure, the mean velocity U
(s)

= U
(s)

h + U
(s)

z that is

decomposed into the horizontal U
(s)

h and vertical U
(s)

z

components. The new contributions to the turbulent
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flux of potential temperature are caused by anisotropic
velocity fluctuations and depend on the mean velocity
gradients of the nonuniform large-scale flow. It has been
demonstrated in Refs. [18, 19, 23, 42] that these new con-
tributions cause the excitation of large-scale convective-
wind instability and the formation of large-scale semi-
organized structures.
The mechanism of the large-scale convective-wind

instability is related to the second term Fnew =

−tT αF ∗
z divU

(s)

h in Eq. (1) for the turbulent flux of po-
tential temperature, which causes the redistribution of
the vertical background turbulent flux of potential tem-
perature F ∗

z by the perturbations of the convergent (or

divergent) horizontal large-scale flows U
(s)

h (see Fig. 2)
during the life-time of turbulent eddies. Therefore, this
effect increases the vertical turbulent flux of potential
temperature by the converging horizontal motions, which
enhances both, the upward (positive) turbulent flux of
potential temperature and buoyancy. The latter forms
the upward flow and strengthens the horizontal conver-
gent flow, resulting in the large-scale convective-wind in-
stability.
On the other hand, the last term ∝ [(2α +

3)/10] tT (W (s)
×F ∗

z ) in Eq. (1) produces the horizon-
tal turbulent flux of potential temperature by a ”rota-
tion” of the vertical background turbulent flux F ∗

z with

the perturbations of the horizontal mean vorticity W
(s)
h .

In other words, the contribution to the turbulent flux
of potential temperature ∝ [(2α + 3)/10] tT (W (s)

×F ∗
z )

creates the horizontal turbulent flux of potential temper-
ature via rotation of the vertical turbulent flux F ∗

z by

the large-scale horizontal vorticity, W
(s)
h , decreasing the

local potential temperature in rising motions. The latter
weakens the buoyancy acceleration, and reduces pertur-
bations of the vertical large-scale velocity and vorticity,
contributing to the damping of large-scale convective-
wind instability [18, 19, 23].

B. Analytical solution for semi-organized
structures

Let us determine the large-scale velocity U
(s)

and po-

tential temperature Θ
(s)

of the semi-organized structures
formed in small-scale convective turbulence. Note that
the timescale of the growth of the CBL height is much
larger than the characteristic time scale of evolution of
the semi-organized structures. During the formation of
these coherent structures there is a two-way nonlinear
coupling:

• the effect of small-scale turbulent convection on the
formed semi-organized coherent structures; and

• a back-reaction of the formed semi-organized coher-
ent structures on small-scale turbulent convection.

The velocity and potential temperature inside the semi-
organized structures are strongly non-uniform, causing

FIG. 2. The mechanism of the large-scale convective-wind
instability associated with the new contribution of the turbu-

lent flux of potential temperature Fnew = −tT αF
∗
z divU

(s)
h ,

which increases (or decreases) the vertical turbulent flux of
potential temperature shown by the red arrow in b (or by the
blue arrow in d) via redistribution of the uniform vertical tur-
bulent flux F

∗
z by convergent (or divergent) horizontal mean

flows U
(s)
h (shown by the green arrows in a and c). The verti-

cal turbulent flux Fnew enhances the upward (positive) turbu-
lent flux of potential temperature, increasing the local mean
potential temperature and producing the upward large-scale
flow. Likewise, the vertical turbulent flux Fnew decreases the
vertical turbulent flux of potential temperature by the diver-
gent horizontal motions, decreasing the local mean potential
temperature and producing the downward large-scale flow.

an anisotropy of convective turbulence. In particular,
the convective plumes are extended in vertical direction
in regions with strong buoyancy. To describe such com-
plicated process, we have to solve nonlinear equations for
turbulence and mean-field equations for semi-organized
structures simultaneously. This cannot be done analyti-
cally for large Reynolds and Rayleigh numbers. To solve
this problem, we apply another approach. We use a lin-
earized mean-field equations for the velocity and poten-
tial temperature of the semi-organized coherent struc-
tures with the parameterized turbulent flux of poten-
tial temperature determined by Eq. (1). This allows us
to describe direct coupling of small-scale convective tur-
bulence with the formed semi-organized coherent struc-
tures. However, to take into account back-reaction of the
formed semi-organized coherent structures on small-scale
convective turbulence, we introduce a phenomenological
parameter α that determines a thermal anisotropy and
describes an anisotropic form of plumes [see Eq. (18) in
Sec. III C]. In such phenomenological approach we take
into account the back-reaction of the coherent structures
on small-scale convective turbulence.

The equations for evolution of the vorticity W
(s)

and

potential temperature Θ
(s)

of semi-organized structures
in a fluid flow in the Boussinesq approximation are given
by

DW
(s)

Dt
= KM∆W

(s) − β(e ×∇)Θ
(s)

+
(

W
(s) ·∇

)

U
(s)
, (2)
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DΘ
(s)

Dt
= − (∇ · F ) , (3)

where the turbulent flux of potential temperature F is
given by Eq. (1). Here e is the vertical unit vector,
β = g/T∗ is the buoyancy parameter, g is the gravity ac-

celeration and D/Dt = ∂/∂t+U
(s) ·∇. We restrict our

consideration to the quasi-stationary regime and search
for axisymmetric (ϑ-independent) solution to equations

for the vorticity W
(s)

and potential temperature Θ
(s)
, in

cylindrical coordinates (r, ϑ, z), where the velocity U
(s)

and vorticity W
(s)

are expressed in terms of the stream
function Ψ as

U
(s)

= −er
∂Ψ

∂z
+ ez

1

r

∂(rΨ)

∂r
, (4)

W
(s)

= −eϑ
(

∆− r−2
)

Ψ. (5)

Taking the eddy viscosity KM and eddy conductivity KH

independent of r and z, linearized equations (2) and (3),
we obtain the following steady-state solution:

U
(s)

r = −A∗ Uz0 J1

(

λ r

R

)

cos

(

π z

Lz

)

, (6)

U
(s)

z = Uz0 J0

(

λ r

R

)

sin

(

π z

Lz

)

, (7)

Θ
(s)

= Θ0 J0

(

λ r

R

)

sin

(

π z

Lz

)

, (8)

where

Ψ = Ψ0 J1

(

λ r

R

)

sin

(

π z

Lz

)

, (9)

W
(s)

= eϑ
λUz0

R

(

1 +A2
∗

)

J1

(

λ r

R

)

sin

(

π z

Lz

)

,

(10)

and Jm(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind possess-
ing the properties: 2J ′

m(x) = Jm−1(x) − Jm+1(x) and
J ′
0(x) = −J1(x). Here λ = 3.83 is the first root of equa-

tion J1(x) = 0, so that J1(λ) = 0, and A∗ = π R/(λLz)
is aspect ratio of the semi-organized structures, where R
and Lz are the radius and height of the semi-organized
structures, respectively; Uz0, Θ0 and Ψ0 = Uz0 Lz

are amplitudes of the velocity, temperature and stream-
function, respectively. Substituting Eqs. (6)–(10) into
Eqs. (2)–(5), we obtain relationships for the amplitudes
and the aspect ratio of the semi-organized structures as

Uz0

Θ0

=
β L2

z

π2 KM

A2
∗

(1 +A2
∗)

2 , (11)

K2
M

β Fz tTR2 Pr
T

=
σ
(

A2
∗ − µ

)

λ2 (1 +A2
∗)

2 , (12)

and Ψ0 = Uz0 R/λ, where Pr
T
= KM/KH is the turbu-

lent Prandtl number, σ = 4 (8α − 3)/45 and µ = (2α +
3)/(8α−3), and α is the degree of thermal anisotropy de-
fined by Eq. (18) in Sec. III C. The above solution mimic
comparatively narrow uprising flow surrounded by wider
and weaker downdraught in reasonable agreement with
large-eddy simulations [20].

III. TURBULENCE IN CBL CORE

To describe turbulence in the CBL core, we use the
budget equations for the density of turbulent kinetic
energy, the intensity of potential temperature fluctua-
tions and turbulent fluxes of potential temperature and
momentum in the Boussinesq approximation (see, e.g.,
Ref. [40]). We consider a shear-free turbulent convection

with negligibly small mean velocity U
(m)

in comparison

with the velocity U
(s)

of the semi-organized structures.

A. Budget equations

We start with the basic equations of the energy and
flux budget (EFB) closure theory. The budget equation
for the density of turbulent kinetic energy (TKE), EK =
〈u2〉/2, the intensity of potential temperature fluctua-
tions Eθ = 〈θ2〉/2, the turbulent flux Fi = 〈ui θ〉 of po-
tential temperature, and the Reynolds stress τij = 〈ui uj〉
are given by

DEK

Dt
+∇j Φ

(K)
j = −τij ∇jU

(s)

i + β Fz − ε
K
, (13)

DEθ

Dt
+∇j Φ

(θ)
j = −(F ·∇)Θ

(s) − Fz ∇zΘ
(m) − εθ,

(14)

∂Fi

∂t
+∇j Φ

(F)
ij = −τiz ∇zΘ

(m) − τij ∇jΘ
(s)

+ 2β Eθ δi3

− 1

ρ0
〈θ∇ip〉 − (F ·∇)U

(s)

i − ε
(F)
i , (15)

Dτij
Dt

+∇k Φ
(τ)
ijk = −τik ∇kU

(s)

j − τjk ∇kU
(s)

i +Qij

+β (Fiδj3 + Fjδi3)− ε
(τ)
ij , (16)

where D/Dt = ∂/∂t + U
(s)·∇ is the convective deriva-

tive and δij is the Kronecker unit tensor. The first term,
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−τij ∇jU
(s)

i , on the RHS of Eq. (13) is the rate of produc-

tion of TKE by the gradients of the velocity U
(s)

of the
semi-organized structures. In particular, turbulence in
the CBL-core is produced largely by local shears in semi-
organized structures. We will show that the turbulent
kinetic energy is very low compared to kinetic energy of
motions in semi-organized structures. These conclusions
are fully confirmed by LES and various laboratory exper-
iments (see, e.g., Ref. [20], and references therein). The
second production term β Fz in Eq. (13) describes buoy-

ancy. The first two terms, −(F ·∇)Θ
(s)

and −Fz ∇zΘ
(m)

,
on the RHS of Eq. (14) are the rates of production of
potential temperature fluctuations, where the first con-
tribution due to semi-organized structures is dominant
one.

The first term, −τiz ∇zΘ
(m)

, on the RHS of Eq. (15)
contributes to the turbulent flux of potential tempera-
ture due to the small vertical gradient of the mean po-

tential temperature, while the second term, −τij ∇jΘ
(s)
,

contributes to the turbulent flux caused by the semi-
organized structures. Both terms correspond to the clas-
sical gradient mechanism of the turbulent heat transfer.
The third term 2β Eθ δi3 on the RHS of Eq. (15) de-
scribes a non-gradient contribution to the turbulent flux
of potential temperature.
The term, ε

K
= ν 〈(∇jui)

2〉, in the RHS of Eq. (13)
is the dissipation rate of the density of the turbulent ki-
netic energy, where ν is the kinematic viscosity of fluid.
The term, εθ = χ 〈(∇θ)2〉 in the RHS of Eq. (14) is
the dissipation rate of the intensity of potential temper-
ature fluctuations Eθ, and χ is the molecular tempera-

ture diffusivity. The term, ε
(F)
i = (ν + χ) 〈(∇jui) (∇jθ)〉

on the RHS of Eq. (15) is the dissipation rate of the
turbulent flux of potential temperature. The term,

ε
(τ)
ij = 2ν 〈(∇kui) (∇kuj)〉 on the RHS of Eq. (16) is
the molecular-viscosity dissipation rate, and the tensor
Qij = ρ−1

0 (〈p∇iuj〉 + 〈p∇jui〉) describes correlations of
pressure fluctuations and turbulent velocity gradients.

The term Φ
(K)
j = ρ−1

0 〈uj p〉 + (〈uj u
2〉 − ν∇j〈u2〉)/2

in Eq. (13) determines the flux of EK, where ρ0 is the

fluid density. The term Φ
(θ)
j =

(

〈uj θ
2〉 − χ∇j〈θ2〉

)

/2

in Eq. (14) describes the flux of Eθ. The term Φ
(F)
ij =

〈ui uj θ〉 − ν 〈θ (∇jui)〉 − χ 〈ui (∇jθ)〉 in Eq. (15) deter-

mines the flux of Fi. The term Φ
(τ)
ijk = 〈ui uj uk〉 +

ρ−1
0 (〈p ui〉δjk + 〈p uj〉δik)− ν [〈ui (∇kuj)〉+ 〈uj (∇kui)〉]

in Eq. (16) describes the flux of τij . Different effects
related to budget equations (13)–(16) in a stratified tur-
bulence have been discussed in a number of publications
[12, 21, 22, 36–40, 43].

B. Basic assumptions

In the framework of the energy and flux budget tur-
bulence closure theory, we assume the following. The

characteristic times of variations of the densities of the
TKE, the potential temperature fluctuations intensity,
the turbulent flux of potential temperature and the
Reynolds stress are substantially longer than the turbu-
lent timescales. This assumption yields the steady-state
solutions of the budget equations (13)–(16).
This allows one to express the dissipation rates of

EK, Eθ and Fi applying the Kolmogorov hypothesis.
This implies that ε

K
= EK/tT, εθ = Eθ/(Cp tT), and

ε
(F)
i = Fi/(CF tT), where tT = ℓz/E

1/2
z is the turbulent

dissipation timescale, ℓz is the vertical integral scale, and
Cp and CF are dimensionless empirical constants. In ad-
dition, the dissipation rates εα of the TKE components
Eα = ταα with α = x, y, z are εx = εy = εz = EK/3tT
(see Ref. [44]), since the dominant contribution to Eα is
from the Kolmogorov viscous scale where turbulence is
nearly isotropic. Here the summation convention for the
double Greek indices is not applied.

The term ε
(τ)
i = ε

(τ)
iz − β Fi − Qiz in Eq. (16) is the

effective dissipation rate of the off-diagonal components
of the Reynolds stress τiz [12, 36, 39]. The dissipation

rate of τiz is assumed to be due to the combination ε
(τ)
iz −

β Fi − Qiz, where ε
(τ)
iz = τiz/(Cτ tT). Here Cτ is the

effective-dissipation timescale empirical constant [12, 36,
39, 40].
The effective dissipation assumption was justified by

Large Eddy Simulations (see Fig. 1 in Ref. [12]), where
the data from Ref. [45, 46] were used for the two types of
atmospheric boundary layer: “nocturnal stable” (with
essentially negative buoyancy flux at the surface and
neutral stratification in the free flow) and “convention-
ally neutral” (with a negligible buoyancy flux at the
surface and essentially stably stratified turbulence in
the free flow). The effective dissipation assumption di-
rectly yields the well-known down-gradient formulation
of the vertical turbulent flux of momentum 〈uiuz〉 =
−KM∇zU i, where i = x, y, and

KM = 2Cτ tTEz = 2Cτ ℓz E
1/2
z . (17)

The latter result is valid for a shear-produced turbulence
or a convective turbulence with a non-uniform large-scale
velocity field. We point out that the diagonal compo-
nents of the Reynolds stress are much larger than the off-
diagonal components. The diagonal components of the
Reynolds stress determines the TKE components which
obey the Kolmogorov spectrum ∝ k−5/3, while the off-
diagonal components of the Reynolds stress are produced
by the tangling mechanism of generation of anisotropic
velocity fluctuations, and they obey the ∝ k−7/3 spec-
trum [47].
The final assumption is related to the term ρ−1

0 〈θ∇zp〉
in the budget equation for Fz which is parameterized as
β 〈θ2〉 − ρ−1

0 〈θ∇zp〉 = 2Cθ β Eθ, where Cθ < 1 is the
positive dimensionless empirical constant. The latter as-
sumption has been justified analytically (see Appendix A
in [36]) and by Large Eddy Simulations, where the data
from Refs. [45, 46] have been used for the two types of at-
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mospheric boundary layer: “nocturnal stable” and “con-
ventionally neutral” (see Fig. 2 in [12]).
For convective turbulence, we choose the following val-

ues of the non-dimensional empirical constants which
have been used in the EFB theory for stably strati-
fied turbulence [39, 40]: Cp = 0.417, Cθ = 0.744,
Cτ = 0.1 and CF = 0.125. This corresponds to the
turbulent Prandtl number for a non-stratified turbulence
Pr(0)

T
= 0.8.

C. Global characteristics of convective turbulence
with semi-organized structures

In this section we determine global characteristics of
convective turbulence by averaging over the entire vol-
ume of the semi-organized structure. As follows from
laboratory experiments [48, 49], direct numerical simula-
tions [50–53], and mean-field numerical simulations [42],
the vertical gradient of the mean potential temperature
can be positive and negative inside the large-scale cir-
culations in a convective turbulence. In particular, the
vertical gradient of the mean potential temperature can
be positive when the vertical turbulent flux of potential
temperature is negative.
To describe this effect, we introduce the degree of ther-

mal anisotropy α in convective turbulence that depends
on the form of plumes. In particular, the plumes can be
characterized by the two-point instantaneous correlation

function 〈θ(t,x)uz(t,x + r)〉, where ℓ
(pl)
h and ℓ

(pl)
z are

the horizontal and vertical scales in which the two-point
instantaneous correlation functions 〈θ(t,x)uz(t,x + r)〉
tend to 0 in the horizontal and vertical directions, respec-
tively. The degree of thermal anisotropy α is defined as
[18]

α = −3







3− 4
(

ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z

)
2

3

2 +
(

ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z

)
2

3






. (18)

For the isotropic case, ℓ
(pl)
h = ℓ

(pl)
z when the plumes have

the form of ball and the degree of thermal anisotropy
α = 1. For α < 1, the plumes are extended in the vertical

direction having the form of columns, ℓ
(pl)
h < ℓ

(pl)
z . For

ℓ
(pl)
h ≪ ℓ

(pl)
z , the parameter α can be estimated as

α ≈ −9

2



1− 3

2

(

ℓ
(pl)
h

ℓ
(pl)
z

)
2

3



 . (19)

For α > 1, the plumes have the form of “pancake”, ℓ
(pl)
h >

ℓ
(pl)
z . For ℓ

(pl)
h ≫ ℓ

(pl)
z , the parameter α can be estimated

as

α ≈ 12



1− 11

4

(

ℓ
(pl)
z

ℓ
(pl)
h

)
2

3



 . (20)

2 3 4 5
-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

FIG. 3. The normalized vertical turbulent flux of the po-
tential temperature 〈F̂ 〉

V
versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of

the semi-organized structures with the scale separation pa-
rameter Lz/ℓz = 7 and for different values of the degree of

thermal anisotropy: α = −4, i.e., for ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.1 (solid

line); α = −2.1, i.e., for ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.2 (dashed line) and

α = −0.55, i.e., for ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.5 (dashed-dotted line).

Using Eqs. (12) and (17), we determine the normalized
vertical turbulent flux of potential temperature averaged
over the entire volume of the semi-organized structure as

〈F̂ 〉
V
≡ β 〈Fz〉V ℓ

〈E3/2
K 〉

V

= C2
τ

(

ℓz
Lz

)2 fF̂ (A∗)

Pr
T

, (21)

where 〈...〉
V

denote averaging over the entire volume of
the semi-organized structure, ℓ is the integral scale of the

turbulence, F̂ = β Fz ℓ/E
3/2
K , function fF̂ (A∗) is given by

Eq. (A1) in Appendix A. We remind that the aspect ra-
tio of the semi-organized structures is A∗ = π R/(λLz)
(see Sec. II). Here we assume that the turbulent dissipa-

tion timescale is tT = ℓz/E
1/2
z = ℓ/E

1/2
K and the vertical

anisotropy parameter is Az = Ez/EK = (ℓz/ℓ)
2 = 1/3.

As follows from Eqs. (21) and Eq. (A1) in Appendix A,
the vertical flux of potential temperature 〈Fz〉V is nega-
tive when fF̂ (A∗) < 0, i.e., 2α

(

4A2
∗ − 1

)

< 3
(

1 +A2
∗

)

.
This implies that the vertical flux of potential tempera-
ture 〈Fz〉V is negative when

−9

2
< α <

3
(

1 +A2
∗

)

2 (4A2
∗ − 1)

, (22)

where we use Eq. (19). Note that the large-scale cir-
culations are formed when A∗ ≥ 1 [18, 19]. Applying
Eqs. (18) and (22), we obtain that the vertical flux of
potential temperature 〈Fz〉V is negative when

(

ℓ
(pl)
h

ℓ
(pl)
z

)
2

3

<
2
(

13A2
∗ − 2

)

31A2
∗ − 9

. (23)

In Fig. 3, we plot the normalized vertical turbulent flux

of the potential temperature 〈F̂ 〉
V

≡ β 〈Fz〉V ℓ/〈E3/2
K 〉

V

versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized
structures for different values of the degree of thermal
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2 3 4 5
-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

FIG. 4. The normalized vertical turbulent flux of the poten-

tial temperature 〈F̂ 〉
V

≡ β 〈Fz〉V ℓ/〈E
3/2
K 〉

V
versus the aspect

ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures for α = −0.55
and different values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz =
7 (solid line); 8 (dashed line) and 10 (dashed-dotted line).

anisotropy α. Here we take into account that semi-
organized structures are formed when the scale separa-
tion parameter is Lz/ℓz > 5 and the aspect ratio for the
semi-organized structures is 2R/Lz ≥ 2 [18, 19]. It is
seen in Fig. 3 that when plumes are extended in the ver-

tical direction, i.e., ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z < 1, the vertical turbulent

flux of potential temperature 〈Fz〉V is negative.

In Fig. 4, we also show the dependence of the normal-
ized vertical turbulent flux of the potential temperature
〈F̂ 〉

V
on the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized

structures for α = −0.55 (ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.5) and differ-

ent values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz. The
absolute value of the normalized vertical turbulent flux
of potential temperature decreases with increase of scale
separation between vertical size of the semi-organized
structures Lz and the vertical integral scale ℓz.

As follows from Eq. (21) and Figs. 2–3, that the nor-
malized vertical turbulent flux of potential temperature
averaged over the entire volume of the semi-organized
structure is small (〈F̂ 〉

V
≪ 1) because the vertical inte-

gral scale ℓz is much smaller than the vertical size Lz of
the semi-organized structure. Note also the coefficient Cτ

is small. This means that the volume averaged TKE dis-

sipation rate 〈ε
K
〉
V

∼ 〈EK〉V /tT ∼ 〈E3/2
K 〉

V
/ℓ, is much

larger than the turbulence production rate, β 〈Fz〉V ,
caused by buoyancy. This effect is due to the fact that
for large Rayleigh numbers, the convective turbulence is
mainly produced by the local shear of the semi-organized
structures rather than the buoyancy (see below).

The production rate, ΠK, of the turbulent kinetic

energy by local large-scale shear ∇jU
(s)

i of the semi-

organized structures is given by ΠK = −τij ∇jU
(s)

i =
2KMS2 [see the first term on the RHS of Eq. (13)], where
S is the large-scale shear. Using the steady-state version
of the budget equation (13), we obtain that turbulent

kinetic energy is EK = 4Cτ ℓ
2
zS

2/(1 − F̂ ). To find the
production rate of the turbulent kinetic energy averaged

over the entire volume of the semi-organized structure,

we use the analytical solution (6)–(7) for the velocityU
(s)

of the semi-organized structure. This yields the averaged
squared large-scale shear

〈

S2
〉

V

given by Eq. (B1) in Ap-

pendix B. Therefore, the turbulent kinetic energy density
averaged over the entire volume of the semi-organized
structure, is given by

〈EK〉V = Cτ

(

ℓz
Lz

)2

U
2

z0

fS(A∗)

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

, (24)

where the function fS(A∗) is given by Eq. (A3) in Ap-
pendix A. Equation (24) implies that the turbulent ki-
netic energy density 〈EK〉V is much less than the squared

velocity U
2

z0.

The vertical flux of potential temperature,
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

, transported by the semi-organized

structures, is determined using Eqs. (11) and (24), and
Eq. (B6) in Appendix B:

〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

= C3/2
τ

(

ℓ2z U
3

z0

L3
z β

)

fFs
(A∗)

(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/2
,(25)

where function fFs
(A∗) is given by Eq. (A4) in Ap-

pendix A. By means of Eq. (25), we find a characteristic
convective velocity UD defined as

UD ≡
(

β
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

Lz

)
1

3

= Uz0 C1/2
τ

(

ℓz
Lz

)
2

3 f
1/3
Fs

(A∗)
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/6
. (26)

Now we define a characteristic convective temperature
ΘD from a condition

ΘD UD =
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

. (27)

Using the definition (26) of the convective velocity UD, we
obtain a relation between the convective velocity UD and
the convective temperature ΘD as UD = (βLzΘD)

1/2. By
means of Eq. (26) and Eq. (B6) in Appendix B, we find
the convective temperature ΘD as

ΘD = Θ0

(

ℓz
Lz

)− 2

3

(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/6

2C
1/2
τ f

1/3
Fs

(A∗)
J2
0 (λ). (28)

The velocity UD and temperature ΘD characterize the
large-scale properties of convection.

Let us determine the global energetic characteristics
of semi-organized structures. Equations (26) and (B7)
in Appendix B yield an expression for the kinetic energy



9

2 3 4 5
2
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4

FIG. 5. The normalized velocity Ũ =
√

2〈EU〉V /UD versus
the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures for
α = −0.55 and different values of the scale separation param-
eter Lz/ℓz = 7 (solid line); 8 (dashed line) and 10 (dashed-
dotted line).

density of semi-organized structures as

〈EU〉V ≡ 1

2

[

〈

(

U
(s)

z

)2
〉

V

+

〈

(

U
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

]

=
U2
D

Cτ

(

Lz

ℓz

)
4

3 (

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)
1

3

fU (A∗), (29)

where function fU (A∗) is given by Eq. (A5) in Ap-
pendix A.
In Fig. 5, we show the normalized velocity Ũ =

√

2〈EU〉V /UD versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-
organized structures for different values of the scale sep-
aration parameter Lz/ℓz. The kinetic energy density
〈EU〉V of the semi-organized structures increases with
increase of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz [see
Eq. (29)]. Note that the kinetic energy density 〈EU〉V
is nearly independent of the parameter α (and the ratio

ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z ) which characterizes the thermal anisotropy of

convective turbulence.
Equation (28) and Eq. (B8) in Appendix B yield the

thermal energy density of the semi-organized structures
as

〈EΘ〉V ≡ 1

2

〈

(

Θ
(s)
)2
〉

V

= Θ2
D Cτ

(

ℓz
Lz

)
4

3 fΘ(A∗)
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/3
, (30)

where function fΘ(A∗) is given by Eq. (A6) in Ap-
pendix A. In Fig. 6, we plot the normalized potential
temperature Θ̃ =

√

2〈EΘ〉V /ΘD versus the aspect ra-
tio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures for different
values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz. Equa-
tion (30) and Fig. 6 demonstrate that the thermal energy
density of the semi-organized structure 〈EΘ〉V increases
with the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized struc-
tures approaching to the value which is of the order of

2 3 4 5
0.3

0.6

0.9

FIG. 6. The normalized temperature Θ̃ =
√

2〈EΘ〉V /ΘD ver-
sus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures
for α = −0.55 and different values of the scale separation pa-
rameter Lz/ℓz = 7 (solid line); 8 (dashed line) and 10 (dashed-
dotted line).

Θ2
D. Equations (29) and (30) imply that the flux Ũ Θ̃

of the potential temperature transported by the semi-
organized structures is independent of the scale separa-
tion parameter Lz/ℓz.
Using Eqs. (24) and (26), we express the turbulent ki-

netic energy density 〈EK〉V in terms of the squared con-
vective velocity U2

D as

〈EK〉V = U2
D

(

ℓz
Lz

)
2

3 fu(A∗)
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)2/3
, (31)

where function fu(A∗) is given by Eq. (A7) in Ap-
pendix A. Equation (31) implies that the turbulent ki-
netic energy density is much smaller than the squared
velocity U2

D. Equations (29) and (31) allow to determine
the ratio of the turbulent kinetic energy density 〈EK〉V
to the kinetic energy density of semi-organized structures
〈EU〉V as

〈EK〉V
〈EU〉V

= Cτ

(

ℓz
Lz

)2
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)−1 fu(A∗)

fU (A∗)
. (32)

In Fig. 7, we plot the ratio of the turbulent kinetic energy
density to the kinetic energy density of semi-organized
structures, 〈EK〉V /〈EU〉V versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz

of the semi-organized structures for different values of
the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz. As follows from
Eq. (32) and Fig. 7, the turbulent kinetic energy density
〈EK〉V is much smaller than the kinetic energy density
of semi-organized structures 〈EU〉V . This is because the
vertical integral scale ℓz is much smaller than the ver-
tical size Lz of the semi-organized structure. Indeed,
intensity of velocity fluctuations can be estimated as

〈u2〉 ∼ tTKMS2 ∼
[

U
(s)

r ℓz/Lz

]2

, where we take into

account that the production rate of the turbulent kinetic
energy density is due to the local large-scale shear of the
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FIG. 7. The ratio of the turbulent kinetic energy density
to the kinetic energy density of semi-organized structures,
〈EK〉V /〈EU〉V versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-
organized structures for α = −0.55 and different values of the
scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz = 7 (solid line); 8 (dashed
line) and 10 (dashed-dotted line).

semi-organized structures −τij ∇jU
(s)

i ∼ KMS2 and the

large-scale shear is estimated as S ∼ U
(s)

r /Lz.
Equations (21), (24) and (25) allow us to determine the

ratio of the vertical turbulent flux of potential tempera-
ture 〈Fz〉V to the vertical flux of potential temperature
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

= ΘD UD transported by the semi-organized

structures as

〈Fz〉V
ΘD UD

=
C2

τ

Pr
T

(

ℓz
Lz

)2
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)−1

fFT
(A∗), (33)

where function fFT
(A∗) is given by Eq. (A8) in Ap-

pendix A. In Fig. 8 we show the normalized vertical tur-
bulent flux of the potential temperature 〈Fz〉V /(ΘD UD)
versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized

structures for α = −0.55 (i.e., for ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.5) and

different values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz.
It follows from Eq. (33) and Fig. 8 that the vertical flux of

potential temperature,
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

, transported by the

semi-organized structures is much larger than the verti-
cal turbulent flux, 〈Fz〉V , of potential temperature, i.e.,
|〈Fz〉V |/(ΘD UD) ≪ 1. This is because the vertical inte-
gral scale ℓz is much smaller than the vertical size Lz of
the semi-organized structure. Indeed, the vertical turbu-

lent flux can be estimated as |Fz| ∼ tT〈u2
z〉
(

∇zΘ
(s)
)

∼

t2TKMS2
(

∇zΘ
(s)
)

∼ (tT S) [ΘD UD ℓz/Lz]
2, where we

take into account that 〈u2
z〉 ∼ tTKMS2, the shear is es-

timated as S ∼ UD/Lz, the gradient of the mean poten-

tial temperature is estimated as ∇zΘ
(s) ∼ ΘD/Lz and

tT S ≤ 1. Note that the analysis of large-scale instabil-
ity in shear-free convection [18, 19] shows that the semi-
organized structures are formed when the scale separa-
tion parameter Lz/ℓz > 5.
Using Eqs. (B10)–(B14) in Appendix B, we obtain ex-

pression for the turbulent thermal energy density 〈Eθ〉V

2 3 4 5
-0.02

-0.01

0.00

FIG. 8. The normalized vertical turbulent flux of the po-
tential temperature 〈Fz〉V /(ΘD UD) versus the aspect ratio
2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures for α = −0.55 (i.e.,

for ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z = 0.5) and different values of the scale separa-

tion parameter Lz/ℓz = 7 (solid line); 8 (dashed line) and 10
(dashed-dotted line).

2 3 4 5
0.0

0.1

0.2

FIG. 9. The ratio of the turbulent thermal energy density to
the thermal energy density of the semi-organized structures,
〈Eθ〉V /〈EΘ〉V , versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-
organized structures for α = −0.55 and different values of the
scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz = 7 (solid line); 8 (dashed
line) and 10 (dashed-dotted line).

as

〈Eθ〉
V

= Θ2
D CF Cp Cτ

(

ℓz
Lz

)
10

3 fθ(A∗)
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/3
,

(34)

where function fθ(A∗) is given by Eq. (A9) in Ap-
pendix A. Thus, the ratio of the turbulent thermal energy
density 〈Eθ〉V to the thermal energy density of the semi-
organized structures 〈EΘ〉V is given by

〈Eθ〉V
〈EΘ〉V

= CF Cp

(

ℓz
Lz

)2
fθ(A∗)

fΘ(A∗)
, (35)

where we use Eq. (30). In Fig. 9 we show the ratio
of the turbulent thermal energy density to the ther-
mal energy density of the semi-organized structures,
〈Eθ〉V /〈EΘ〉V , versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-
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FIG. 10. The normalized vertical gradient of the mean poten-

tial temperature, ∇zΘ̃ = (Lz/ΘD)∇zΘ
(m)

, versus the aspect
ratio 2R/Lz of the semi-organized structures for α = −0.55
and different values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz =
7 (solid line); 8 (dashed line) and 10 (dashed-dotted line).

organized structures for different values of the scale sep-
aration parameter Lz/ℓz. Equation (35) and Fig. 9
demonstrate that the turbulent thermal energy 〈Eθ〉V
is much smaller than the thermal energy of the semi-
organized structures 〈EΘ〉V . This is because the ver-
tical integral scale ℓz is much smaller than the verti-
cal size Lz of the semi-organized structure. Indeed, the
turbulent thermal energy density can be estimated as

〈θ2〉 ∼ tTKH

(

∇zΘ
(s)
)2

∼
[

Θ
(s)
ℓz/Lz

]2

, where we take

into account that the production rate of the potential

temperature fluctuations is estimated as −(F ·∇)Θ
(s) ∼

KH

(

∇zΘ
(s)
)2

, the vertical turbulent flux of the poten-

tial temperature is Fz ∼ −KH∇zΘ
(s)

and the gradi-
ent of the mean potential temperature is estimated as

∇zΘ
(s) ∼ Θ

(s)
/Lz.

Using Eqs. (33) and (B16) in Appendix B, we obtain
the expression for the vertical gradient of the mean po-

tential temperature, ∇zΘ
(m) ≈ −〈Fz〉V /〈KH〉V , as

∇zΘ
(m)

= −ΘD

Lz

(

ℓz
Lz

)
2

3 (

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)−4/3

f
∇
(A∗),

(36)

where function f
∇
(A∗) is given by Eq. (A11) in Ap-

pendix A. In Fig. 10 we plot the normalized vertical
gradient of the mean potential temperature, ∇zΘ̃ =

(Lz/ΘD)∇zΘ
(m)

, versus the aspect ratio 2R/Lz of the
semi-organized structures for different values of the scale
separation parameter Lz/ℓz. As follows from Eq. (36)
and Fig. 10 that the normalized vertical gradient of the
mean potential temperature ∇zΘ̃ is small and positive,
because for the considered parameter range [see Eq. (22)]
the vertical turbulent flux of the potential temperature
〈Fz〉V is negative as well as the function f

∇
(A∗) is nega-

tive.
Therefore, the global characteristics of a convective

turbulence depend on the aspect ratio of the semi-

organized structures, the scale separation parameter be-
tween the vertical size Lz of the structures and the in-
tegral scale of turbulence ℓz, and the degree of thermal
anisotropy (i.e., the form of plumes). In the limit of large
aspect ratio of the semi-organized structures, the global
turbulence characteristics reaches their asymptotic val-
ues which depend on the degree of thermal anisotropy
and the scale separation parameter (see Figs. 2–3, 6–9).

IV. TRANSITION FROM CBL CORE TO
CONVECTIVE SURFACE LAYER

In this Section we discuss a matching of solutions ob-
tained for the CBL core and the convective surface layer.
We start with the solutions obtained for the convective
surface layer.

A. Convective surface layer

First, we outline the results of the EFB theory for
the atmospheric convective surface layer [40]. The verti-
cal profiles of various turbulent characteristics are deter-
mined by the following equations:

• The flux Richardson number,

Rif(Z̃) = Z̃
[

ẼK(Z̃)
]1/2

, (37)

where Rif = −|Z̃| for |Z̃| ≪ 1 and Rif = −Z̃4/3 for

|Z̃| ≫ 1;

• the turbulent viscosity,

KM(Z̃) = u∗ LO Rif(Z̃), (38)

where KM = κ0 u∗ z for |Z̃| ≪ 1 and KM =

u∗ |LO| Z̃4/3 for |Z̃| ≫ 1;

• the turbulent Prandtl number,

Pr
T
(Z̃) = Pr(0)

T



1− Cθ Cp Rif(Z̃)

Az

(

1− Rif(Z̃)
)





−1

,

(39)

where Pr
T
= Pr(0)

T
for |Z̃| ≪ 1 and Pr

T
= Pr(∞)

T
≡

Pr(0)
T

/(1 + Cθ Cp) for |Z̃| ≫ 1;

• the level of temperature fluctuations,

Eθ(Z̃) = θ2∗ Cp (2Cτ Az)
−1/2 Pr

T
(Z̃)

ẼK(Z̃)
, (40)

where Eθ = θ2∗ Cp

(

2Cτ A
(0)
z

)−1/2

Pr(0)
T

for |Z̃| ≪
1 and Eθ = θ2∗ Cp (2Cτ )

−1/2 Pr(∞)
T

Z̃−2/3 for |Z̃| ≫
1;
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• the large-scale shear,

S̃(Z̃) =
u∗

LORif(Z̃)
, (41)

where S̃(Z̃) = u∗/(κ0 z) for |Z̃| ≪ 1 and S̃(Z̃) =

(u∗/|LO|) Z̃−4/3 for |Z̃| ≫ 1;

• the vertical gradient of the mean potential temper-
ature,

∇zΘ
(m)

=
θ∗ PrT(Z̃)

|LO|Rif(Z̃)
, (42)

where ∇zΘ
(m)

= −θ∗ Pr
(0)
T

/(κ0 z) for |Z̃| ≪ 1 and

∇zΘ
(m)

= −(θ∗/|LO|) Pr(∞)
T

Z̃−4/3 for |Z̃| ≫ 1.

Here Rif = −β F̃z/(KMS̃2) is the flux Richardson num-

ber, F̃z is the vertical turbulent flux of the potential tem-
perature at the surface layer, u2

∗ = KM S̃ with u∗ being

the local (z-dependent) friction velocity, S̃ = dUh/dz
is the large-scale shear at the surface layer, Uh(z) is
the mean horizontal velocity at the surface layer, θ∗ =
|F̃z |/u∗ = u2

∗/β |LO| with LO being the local Obukhov

length defined as LO = −u3
∗/(β F̃z), the normalized

height Z̃ = κ0 z/LO with κ0 = 0.4 being the von Karman

constant, and Pr(0)
T

= Cτ/CF is the turbulent Prandtl
number for a non-stratified turbulence at Rif = 0. Note
that the flux Richardson number Rif is negative in the
convective turbulence in surface layer, and its absolute
value is not limited and can be large. The local Obukhov
length LO is negative in the convective turbulence as well,
but the product LO Rif is positive. The vertical pro-
file of the normalized turbulent kinetic energy density,
ẼK(Z̃) = EK(Z̃)/EK0, is determined by the following
nonlinear equation:

Ẽ2
K + Z̃ Ẽ

1/2
K − 1 = 0, (43)

where EK0 = u2
∗/(2Cτ Az)

1/2, and ẼK = 1 + |Z̃|/2 for

|Z̃| ≪ 1 and ẼK = Z̃2/3 for |Z̃| ≫ 1. Using Eq. (41), we
obtain the mean horizontal velocity at the surface layer
as

Uh(z) =
u∗

κ0

∫ z

0

dZ̃

Z̃
[

ẼK(Z̃)
]1/2

. (44)

For illustration, the vertical profile (44) of the normalized
mean horizontal velocity Uh(z)/u∗ at the surface layer is
shown in Fig. 11, where we use the numerical solution of
nonlinear equation (43) (see Ref. [40]).

B. Matching of solutions for CBL core and
convective surface layer

The matching between the solutions obtained for the
CBL core and the convective surface layer are performed
as follows.

0 4 8 12 16
0.0

10

20

FIG. 11. The vertical profile of the normalized mean horizon-
tal velocity Uh(z)/u∗ at the surface layer.

• The mean potential temperature Θ
(m)

and the
mean horizontal velocity Uh for the convective sur-
face layer at |Z̃| ≫ 1 are matched with the mean

potential temperature Θ
(s)

and the mean velocity

U
(s)

r for the CBL core at πz/Lz ≪ 1.

• The vertical turbulent flux of potential temperature
F̃z for the convective surface layer at |Z̃| ≫ 1 are
matched with the vertical flux of potential temper-

ature,
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

+ 〈Fz〉V , transported by both,

the semi-organized structures and turbulence at
πz/Lz ≪ 1.

As the result, the ratio of the local Obukhov length
scale, LO = −u3

∗/(β F̃z), for the convective surface layer
to the vertical size of the semi-organized structure Lz

is LO/Lz = −(u∗/UD)
3, where the convective velocity

UD in this case is UD =
(

β F̃z Lz

)1/3

, and we take into

account that

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

∣

∣

∣

∣

≫ |〈Fz〉V |. Using Eqs. (6),

(26) and (44), we obtain the ratio of the friction velocity
u∗ to the convective velocity UD as

u∗

UD
=

κ0 A∗

(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/6

C
1/2
τ f

1/3
Fs

(A∗) IU

(

Lz

ℓz

)
2

3

J1

(

λ r

R

)

,

(45)

where Uh

(

|Z̃| ≫ 1
)

≈ u∗ IU/κ0 and

IU =

∫ ∞

0

dZ̃

Z̃
[

ẼK(Z̃)
]1/2

. (46)

The ratio of the friction velocity u∗ to the maximum value

U
(max)

r of the horizontal velocity of the semi-organized

structure U
(s)

r is given by

u∗(r)

U
(max)

r

=
κ0

IU

J1(λ r/R)

J1(λ rmax/R)
, (47)
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FIG. 12. The radial profiles of the ratio LO(r)/Lz for different
values of the scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz = 7 (dashed
line); 8 (dashed-dotted line) and 10 (dotted line); the radial

profile of the ratio u∗(r)/U
(max)
r (solid line).

where U
(max)

r = U
(s)

r (r = rmax, z → 0) and rmax is the
radius at which the function J1(Y ) reaches the maxi-
mum value. In Fig. 12 we show the radial profiles of the

ratios LO/Lz and u∗/U
(max)

r , which demonstrate that
these ratios are small. Therefore, this analysis allows us
to connect the global turbulent characteristics in the at-
mospheric CBL-core with the basic characteristics of the
convective surface layer.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present study we investigate essential features
of turbulence and semi-organized structures in the core
of the atmospheric convective boundary-layer (the CBL
core) by means of the energy- and flux budget (EFB)
theory.

• Using the analytical solution (6)–(10) for the semi-
organized structures and budget equations (13)–
(16) for the basic second moments in convective
turbulence, we find the global turbulent character-
istics (averaged over the entire volume of the semi-
organized structure) including turbulent kinetic en-
ergy density and intensity of potential temperature
fluctuations, turbulent flux of potential tempera-
ture, as well as the kinetic and thermal energy den-
sities of the semi-organized structures.

• Applying the analytical description for plumes
based on the two-point instantaneous correlation
functions 〈θ(t,x)uz(t,x + r)〉, we connect the
global characteristics of convective turbulence and
semi-organized structures with degree of the ther-
mal anisotropy α defined by Eq. (18) and charac-
terized the form of plumes.

• We demonstrate that when plumes are extended

in the vertical direction (ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z < 1), the ver-

tical turbulent flux of potential temperature aver-

aged over the entire volume of the semi-organized

structure 〈Fz〉V is negative (see Fig. 3), where ℓ
(pl)
h

and ℓ
(pl)
z are the horizontal and vertical scales in

which the two-point instantaneous correlation func-
tions 〈θ(t,x)uz(t,x+r)〉 characterized the plumes,
vanish in the horizontal and vertical directions, re-
spectively.

• When ℓ
(pl)
h /ℓ

(pl)
z < 1, the mean vertical gradient

of the potential temperature ∇zΘ
(m)

is positive in-
side the semi-organized structure [see Eq. (36) and

Fig. 10]. The gradient ∇zΘ
(m)

increases with de-
crease of the scale-separation parameter Lz/ℓz.

• We demonstrate that the vertical flux of potential

temperature
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

transported by the semi-

organized structures is much larger than the verti-
cal turbulent flux 〈Fz〉V of potential temperature
[see Eq. (33) and Fig. 8].

• The turbulent kinetic energy density 〈EK〉V is
much smaller than the kinetic energy density of
semi-organized structures 〈EU〉V [see Eq. (32) and
Fig. 7]. Increase of the scale separation between the
vertical size Lz of the semi-organized structures and
the vertical integral scale of turbulence ℓz, increases
the kinetic energy density 〈EU〉V of the semi-
organized structures and the ratio 〈EU〉V /〈EK〉V .

• The turbulent thermal energy density 〈Eθ〉V is
much smaller than the thermal energy density of
the semi-organized structures 〈EΘ〉V [see Eq. (35)
and Fig. 9].

• The global turbulence characteristics depend on
the aspect ratio of the semi-organized structure,
the scale separation parameter between the ver-
tical size Lz of the structures and the integral
scale of turbulence ℓz, and the degree of thermal
anisotropy (i.e., the form of plumes). In the limit of
large aspect ratio of the semi-organized structures,
these global turbulence characteristics reaches their
asymptotic values which depend on the degree of
thermal anisotropy and the scale separation param-
eter.

• We connect the global turbulent characteristics in
the atmospheric CBL-core with the basic character-
istics of the convective surface layer. This analysis
yields the ratio of the local Obukhov length scale,
LO = −u3

∗/(β F̃z), for the convective surface layer
to the vertical size of the semi-organized structure
Lz as well as the ratio of the friction velocity u∗

to the maximum value of the horizontal velocity

of the semi-organized structure U
(s)

r [see Eqs. (45)
and (47), as well as Fig. 12].
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The obtained theoretical results are important for model-
ing applications in the atmospheric convective boundary-
layer. These results are also very useful for analysis of
laboratory and field experiments, direct numerical sim-
ulations as well as large-eddy simulations of convective
turbulence with large-scale semi-organized structures.
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NOMENCLATURE

Ax,y = Ex,y/EK horizontal anisotropy parameters
Az = Ez/EK vertical anisotropy parameter
A∗ = π R/(λLz) aspect ratio of the semi-organized struc-
tures
EK = 〈u2〉/2 density of turbulent kinetic energy (TKE)

ẼK = EK/EK0 normalized density of turbulent kinetic
energy
EK0 = u2

∗/(2Cτ Az)
1/2 density of turbulent kinetic en-

ergy at the surface
Ez = 〈u2

z〉/2 density of the vertical turbulent kinetic en-
ergy
Eα = 〈u2

α〉/2 horizontal and vertical turbulent kinetic
energies (α = x, y, z)
〈EU〉V kinetic energy density of the semi-organized struc-
ture
Eθ = 〈θ2〉/2 intensity of potential temperature fluctua-
tions
〈EΘ〉V thermal energy density of semi-organized struc-
ture
Fi = 〈ui θ〉 turbulent flux of potential temperature
Fx,y horizontal turbulent flux of potential temperature
Fz = 〈uz θ〉 vertical turbulent flux of potential tempera-
ture
〈F (D)

z 〉
V
Deerdorf turbulent flux

〈F (W)
z 〉

V
secondary vertical turbulent flux

〈F̂ 〉
V

≡ β 〈Fz〉V ℓ/〈E3/2
K 〉

V
normalized averaged vertical

turbulent flux of the potential temperature
g gravity acceleration
Jm(x) Bessel function of the first kind
KH turbulent heat conductivity

KM turbulent (eddy) viscosity
LO = −τ3/2/(β Fz) local Obukhov length
Lz height of the semi-organized structure
ℓz vertical integral scale

ℓ
(pl)
h characteristic horizontal scale of plumes

ℓ
(pl)
z characteristic vertical scale of plumes
N = (β |∇zΘ|)1/2 Brunt-Väisälä frequency
Qij = ρ−1

0 (〈p∇iuj〉 + 〈p∇jui〉) inter-component energy
exchange term
Qαα = 2ρ−1

0 (〈p∇αuα〉 diagonal terms of the tensor Qij

p fluctuations of the fluid pressure

P = P
(m)

+P
(s)

+p total fluid pressure with the reference
value P∗

P
(m)

mean fluid pressure

P
(s)

mean fluid pressure related to the large-scale semi-
organized structures
Pr

T
= KM/KH turbulent Prandtl number

Pr(0)
T

= Cτ/CF turbulent Prandtl number for a non-
stratified turbulence
R radius of the semi-organized structure
Ri = N2/S2 gradient Richardson number
Rif = −β Fz/(KMS2) flux Richardson number
R∞ = Rif(Ri → ∞) flux Richardson number at very
large gradient Richardson number
S mean velocity shear caused by semi-organized struc-
ture
S̃ mean velocity shear in the surface layer

tT = ℓz/E
1/2
z turbulent dissipation timescale

T fluid temperature with the reference value T∗

u = (ux, uy, uz) fluctuations of the fluid velocity
u∗ local (z-dependent) friction velocity

U = U
(m)

+U
(s)

+ u total velocity
UD characteristic convective velocity

U = U
(m)

+U
(s)

total mean velocity

U
(s)

mean velocity related to the semi-organized struc-
ture

U
(m)

(z) = (Ux, Uy, 0) mean-wind velocity

U
(s)

h horizontal component of mean velocity related to
the semi-organized structure

U
(s)

z vertical component of mean velocity related to the
semi-organized structures

W (s) = ∇×U
(s)

mean vorticity characterized the semi-
organized structure
Z̃ = κ0 z/LO normalized height
α degree of thermal anisotropy
β = g/T∗ buoyancy parameter
γ = cp/cv specific heat ratio
δij Kronecker unit tensor

ε
(F)
i = (ν + χ) 〈(∇jui) (∇jθ)〉 dissipation rate of the tur-
bulent heat flux
ε
K
= ν 〈(∇jui)

2〉 dissipation rate of EK

εα = ν 〈(∇juα)
2 〉 dissipation rate of horizontal and ver-

tical turbulent kinetic energy density components Eα

εθ = χ 〈(∇θ)2〉 dissipation rate of Eθ
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ε
(τ)
i = ε

(τ)
iz − β Fi − Qiz effective dissipation rate of the

off-diagonal components of the Reynolds stress

ε
(τ)
iz = 2ν 〈(∇jui) (∇juz)〉 molecular-viscosity dissipation
rate of the off-diagonal components of the Reynolds stress
θ fluctuations of the potential temperature
θ∗ = |Fz |/u∗ = u2

∗/(β |LO|) level of potential tempera-
ture fluctuations

Θ = T (P∗/P )1−γ−1

= Θ
(m)

+ Θ
(s)

+ θ total potential
temperature
ΘD characteristic convective temperature

Θ
(m)

(z) mean potential temperature

Θ
(s)

mean potential temperature related to the large-
scale semi-organized structures
Θ̃ =

√

2〈EΘ〉V /ΘD normalized potential temperature
κ0 = 0.4 von Karman constant
λ = 3.83 first root of equation J1(x) = 0
µ = (2α+3)/(8α− 3) parameter characterizing the form
of semi-organized structures
ν kinematic viscosity of fluid
ΠK = −τiz ∇zU i = KM S2 production rate of the turbu-
lent kinetic energy density
ρ0 fluid density
σ = 4 (8α − 3)/45 parameter characterizing the form of
semi-organized structures
τiz = 〈ui uz〉 off-diagonal components of the Reynolds
stress and i = x, y

τ =
(

τ2xz + τ2yz
)1/2

= KM S ≡ u2
∗ vertical turbulent flux

of momentum
Φ

(F)
i = 〈ui uz θ〉 − ν 〈θ (∇zui)〉 − χ 〈ui (∇zθ)〉 flux of Fi

Φ
(τ)
i = 〈ui u

2
z〉+ ρ−1

0 〈p ui〉 − ν∇zτiz flux of τiz
ΦK = ρ−1

0 〈uz p〉+ (〈uz u
2〉 − ν∇z〈u2〉)/2 flux of EK

Φx,y = (〈uz u
2
x,y〉 − ν∇z〈u2

x,y〉)/2 flux of the horizontal
turbulent kinetic energy components Ex,y

Φz = ρ−1
0 〈uz p〉+ (〈u3

z〉 − ν∇z〈u2
z〉)/2 flux of the vertical

turbulent kinetic energy components Ez

Φα flux of Eα with α = x, y, z
Φθ =

(

〈uz θ
2〉 − χ∇z〈θ2〉

)

/2 flux of Eθ

χ molecular temperature diffusivity
Ψ stream-function

Appendix A: Functions f(A∗)

fF̂ (A∗) =
(2π)2

3

(

1 +A2
∗

)2

A2
∗ σ (A2

∗ − µ)
, (A1)

f̃S(A∗) = λ2 J2
0 (λ)

(

1 +A2
∗

)2
+ 2A2

∗

[

J2
0 (λ) − 1

]

,

(A2)

fS(A∗) =

(

π

λA∗

)2

f̃S(A∗), (A3)

fFs
(A∗) =

π2

√
3
J2
0 (λ)

(

1 +A2
∗

)2

A2
∗

f
1/2
S (A∗), (A4)

fU (A∗) =
J2
0 (λ)

4

(1 +A2
∗)

f
2/3
Fs

(A∗)
, (A5)

fΘ(A∗) =
f
2/3
Fs

(A∗)

J2
0 (λ)

, (A6)

fu(A∗) =
fS(A∗)

f
2/3
Fs

(A∗)
, (A7)

fFT
(A∗) =

1√
3

fF̂ (A∗) f
3/2
S (A∗)

fFs
(A∗)

, (A8)

fθ(A∗) = 8π2 1 +A2
∗

A2
∗

fΘ(A∗), (A9)

fD(A∗) = 2
√
3

fθ(A∗)

fFT
(A∗) f

1/2
u (A∗)

, (A10)

f
∇
(A∗) =

fFT
(A∗)

2
√
3 f

1/2
u (A∗)

. (A11)

Appendix B: Identities used for derivation of
Eqs. (24), (25), (29), (30), (34) and (36)

To determine the volume averaged production rate of
the turbulent kinetic energy, we use the analytical solu-

tion (6)–(7) for the velocity U
(s)

of the semi-organized
structure. In particular, the squared large-scale shear
〈

S2
〉

V

averaged over the entire volume of the semi-

organized structure is given by

〈

S2
〉

V

=

〈

(

∇rU
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

+

〈

(

∇zU
(s)

z

)2
〉

V

+
1

2

〈

(

∇rU
(s)

z +∇zU
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

=
1

4

(

Uz0

R

)2

f̃S(A∗),

(B1)

where the function f̃S(A∗) is given by Eq. (A2) in Ap-
pendix A. To derive Eq. (B1), we use the following equa-
tions:

〈

(

∇rU
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

=
1

2

(

Uz0

R

)2

A2
∗

[

(1 + λ2)J2
0 (λ)− 1

]

,

(B2)
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〈

(

∇zU
(s)

z

)2
〉

V

= −
〈(

∇rU
(s)

z

) (

∇zU
(s)

r

)〉

V

=
1

2

(

Uz0

R

)2

A2
∗ λ

2 J2
0 (λ), (B3)

〈

(

∇zU
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

=
1

2

(

Uz0

R

)2

A4
∗ λ

2 J2
0 (λ), (B4)

〈

(

∇rU
(s)

z

)2
〉

V

=
1

2

(

Uz0

R

)2

λ2 J2
0 (λ), (B5)

where we use integrals given by Eqs. (B20)–(B21). Equa-
tion (B1) allows us to derive Eq. (24) for the turbulent
kinetic energy density 〈EK〉V .
To derive Eq. (25) for the vertical flux of poten-

tial temperature,
〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

, transported by the semi-

organized structures, we use the identity:

〈

Θ
(s)
U

(s)

z

〉

V

=
1

2
Θ0 Uz0 J

2
0 (λ), (B6)

and apply Eqs. (7), (8), and (B20).
To derive Eq. (29) for the kinetic energy density of

semi-organized structures, we use the following identity:
〈

(

U
(s)

z

)2
〉

V

= A−2
∗

〈

(

U
(s)

r

)2
〉

V

=
U

2

z0

2
J2
0 (λ), (B7)

where we apply Eqs. (6), (7), and (B20). To derive
Eq. (30) for the thermal energy density of the semi-
organized structures, we use the identity:

〈

(

Θ
(s)
)2
〉

V

= Θ
2

0

J2
0 (λ)

2
, (B8)

where we apply Eqs. (8) and (B20).
Equation (31) for the turbulent kinetic energy density

〈EK〉V allows us to determine the turbulent time tT =

ℓ/
√

〈EK〉V ,

tT =
√
3
Lz

UD

(

ℓz
Lz

)
2

3

(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/3

f
1/2
u (A∗)

, (B9)

which is much smaller than the characteristic convective
time Lz/UD for large scale separation parameter Lz/ℓz.
To derive Eq. (34) for the turbulent thermal energy

〈Eθ〉V in a convective turbulence, we use budget equa-
tions (14)–(15) for Eθ and Fi in a steady-state for homo-
geneous turbulent convection:

Fz = 2CF tT

[

CθβEθ − Ez∇z

(

Θ
(m)

+Θ
(s)
)

−1

2
Fr

(

∇rU
(s)

z

)

]

, (B10)

Fr = −2CF tTEr∇rΘ
(s)
, (B11)

Eθ = −2Cp tT

[

(F ·∇)Θ
(s)

+ Fz∇zΘ
(m)
]

. (B12)

Using Eq. (B10), we determine
〈

(Fz∇z)Θ
(s)
〉

V

. Substi-

tuting the obtained expression into Eq. (B12) averaged
over the organized-structure volume, we obtain expres-
sion for the turbulent thermal energy 〈Eθ〉V as

〈Eθ〉V = 4CpCF ℓ2
[

Az

〈

(

∇zΘ
(s)
)2
〉

V

+Ar

〈

(

∇rΘ
(s)
)2
〉

V

]

, (B13)

where Ar = Er/EK = Az = 1/3 is the horizontal
anisotropy parameter and

〈

(

∇zΘ
(s)
)2
〉

V

= A2
∗

〈

(

∇rΘ
(s)
)2
〉

V

=
π2

2

(

Θ0

Lz

)2

J2
0 (λ). (B14)

To derive Eq. (B14), we use integrals given by Eq. (B20).
Substituting Eq. (B14) into Eq. (B13), we obtain the
turbulent thermal energy 〈Eθ〉V given by Eq. (34).
Averaging Eq. (B10) for the vertical turbulent flux

of potential temperature over the volume of the semi-
organized structure, we obtain that

〈Fz〉V = −〈KH〉V ∇zΘ
(m)

+
〈

F (W)
z

〉

V

+
〈

F (D)
z

〉

V

.

(B15)

The first term on the RHS of Eq. (B15) is the clas-
sical gradient transport term that describes the eddy
heat diffusivity with the turbulent diffusion coefficient
〈KH〉V = 2CF ℓ

√

〈EK〉V that is given by

〈KH〉V = 2
√
3CF Lz UD

(

ℓz
Lz

)
4

3 f
1/2
u (A∗)

(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)1/3
,

(B16)

where we use Eq. (31). The second term on the RHS
of Eq. (B15) determines a secondary vertical turbulent

flux, 〈F (W)
z 〉

V
= −CF tT 〈Fr∇rU

(s)

z 〉
V
, caused by an in-

teraction of the horizontal turbulent flux Fr of the po-

tential temperature with the local shear ∇rU
(s)

z of the
semi-organized structures, where the horizontal turbu-
lent flux Fr of the potential temperature is given by
Eq. (B11). Using Eqs. (33) and Eq. (B19), we obtain

the ratio 〈F (W)
z 〉

V
/〈Fz〉V as

〈

F
(W)
z

〉

V

〈Fz〉V
=

π2

Pr
T

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

A2
∗ fFT

(A∗)
. (B17)
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The last term on the RHS of Eq. (B15) describes the

Deerdorf turbulent flux, 〈F (D)
z 〉

V
= 2CFCθ tT β 〈Eθ〉

V
,

caused by potential temperature fluctuations. Using

Eqs. (31) and (33), we determine the ratio 〈F (D)
z 〉

V
/〈Fz〉V

as

〈

F
(D)
z

〉

V

〈Fz〉V
= Cp Cθ CF

(

ℓz
Lz

)2
(

1− 〈F̂ 〉
V

)

fD(A∗),

(B18)

where function fD(A∗) is given by Eq. (A10) in Ap-
pendix A. It follows from Eqs. (B17) and (B18) that

|〈F (W)
z 〉

V
|/|〈Fz〉V | ≪ 1 and |〈F (D)

z 〉
V
|/|〈Fz〉V | ≪ 1. To

derive Eq. (B17), we use the following equation:

〈(

∇rΘ
(s)
) (

∇rU
(s)

z

)〉

V

=
λ2

2R2
Θ0 Uz0 J

2
0 (λ)

=
π2

L2
z A

2
∗

ΘD UD. (B19)

Equations (B15)–(B18) allow us to derive Eq. (36).
For the derivation of equations in this Appendix, we

used the following integrals:

∫ 1

0

X J2
0 (λX) dX =

∫ 1

0

X J2
1 (λX) dX

=

∫ 1

0

X J2
2 (λX) dX =

1

2
J2
0 (λ) =

1

2
J2
2 (λ), (B20)

∫ 1

0

X J0(λX)J2(λX) dX =
1

λ2

[

1−
(

1 + 1
2λ

2
)

J2
0 (λ)

]

.

(B21)

∫ 1

0

J0(λX)J1(λX) dX =
1

2λ

[

1− J2
0 (λ)

]

, (B22)
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