
Anomalous Scaling in Shell Model Turbulence

James Creswell,1 Viatcheslav Mukhanov,1 and Yaron Oz2

1Ludwig Maxmillian University, Theresienstr. 37, 80333 Munich, Germany
2School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel-Aviv University, Tel-Aviv 69978, Israel

(Dated: February 13, 2024)

Shell model turbulence is a simplified mathematical framework that captures essential features of
incompressible fluid turbulence such as the energy cascade, intermittency and anomalous scaling of
the fluid observables. We perform a precision analysis of shell model of a complex velocity field in
the steady state turbulent regime, including a calculation of the leading hundred anomalous scaling
exponents, the probability distribution function of the magnitude and phase of the velocity and the
correlations among them at different shells. We analyze the tail of velocity distribution function and
find that the high moments exhibit a linear scaling that differs from Kolomogorov’s. We explain the
origin of this asymptotic scaling that offers a new insight to the structure of fluid turbulence.

I. INTRODUCTION

Turbulence is an ubiquitous irregular motion of fluid,
such as air or water, that exhibits rapid and unpre-
dictable changes in velocity, pressure, and density within
the fluid. Turbulence is inherently difficult to predict
and model accurately due to its complex, non-linear na-
ture at a wide range of scales, from large eddies down to
very small ones, making it challenging to analyze analyt-
ically [1]. A captivating facet of turbulence is the anoma-
lous scaling of fluid observables at the inertial range of
scales, and their deviation from Kolmogorov linear scal-
ing [2] due to intermittency. These exponents hold the
key to unraveling the statistical intricacies and structural
complexities of turbulent flows. Analytical derivations of
scaling exponents are rare [3]. A significant challenge
arises in accurately measuring these scaling exponents.
Despite compelling experimental and numerical evidence
showcasing deviations from Kolmogorov scaling, the pre-
cision of available data remains insufficient [4] to defini-
tively differentiate among the various proposed models in
the real world three-dimensional turbulence [5–8]. Hence,
the pursuit of precision turbulence emerges as an imper-
ative paradigm shift in turbulence research.

Shell models provide a simplified mathematical frame-
work to study fluid turbulence [9–11], and they capture
some of the essential features of turbulence, while re-
ducing the complexity of the equations involved. This
framework can be particularly useful to model the en-
ergy cascade, intermittency and the statistical properties
of turbulent fluid flows. Compared to solving the Navier-
Stokes equations, which are computationally expensive,
shell models are computationally efficient, making them
natural playgrounds for developing precision turbulence.
Numerical calculations of scaling exponent in shell mod-
els have been carries out for the low moments of the veloc-
ity probability distribution function in [11–15]. A hidden
symmetry in shell models has been proposed in [16].

The aim of this letter is to address precision turbulence
in the framework of the complex velocity shell model in-
troduced in [11]. We will perform a detailed analysis of
shell model of the complex velocity field in the steady

state turbulent regime, including a calculation of the
leading hundred anomalous scaling exponents, the proba-
bility distribution function of the velocity field magnitude
and its phase and the correlations among the velocities
at different shells. We will analyze the tail of velocity
distribution function and show that the high moments
of the distribution exhibit a linear scaling that differs
from Kolomogorov’s. We will uncover the origin of this
asymptotic linear scaling and offer a new insight to the
structure of fluid turbulence.

The letter is organized as follows. In section II we
briefly review the SABRA shell model for a complex ve-
locity field, present the anomalous scaling exponents ζp

up to p = 100 and discuss the large p asymptotics. In
section III we consider the joint probability distribution
function of the the velocities at different shells includ-
ing the magnitude and phase marginal distributions and
their correlation structure. Section IV is devoted to a dis-
cussion. Details of the calculations and additional plots
are given in the Supplemental Materials.

II. TURBULENCE SCALING IN SHELL MODEL

A. SABRA model

We will consider the SABRA shell model [11]. It con-
sists of complex valued shells velocity scale field indexed
by the shell number, un, evolving in time according to:

dun

dt
= i

(
akn+1un+2u∗

n+1 + bknun+1u∗
n−1

−ckn−1un−1un−2) − νk2
nun + fn ,

(1)

where n = 1, 2, . . . indexes the shells. a, b, and c are
real-valued constants, kn are wavenumbers obeying kn =
k0λn for some constants k0 and λ, and ν is a viscosity
parameter. fn describes an external forcing, taken to
be Gaussian random noise, which will be applied to the
first shells (IR). Energy conservation dictates that a +
b + c = 0. The shell model reaches a steady state and
exhibits anomalous scaling at the inertial range of scale
nf ≪ n ≪ nν where nf and nν correspond to the forcing
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scale in the IR and the viscous scale in the UV. One
searches for a scaling

⟨|un|p⟩ ∝ k−ζp
n , (2)

where the average is taken over the space of solutions in
the steady state turbulent regime. The scaling exponents
ζp are believed to be universal and independent of the
force and viscous structures. Our main goal is to deter-
mine accurately these scaling exponents up to p = 100,
using simulations in which equation (A1) is solved nu-
merically.

Our choice of parameters and forcing follows [11]: a =
1, b = c = −0.5, λ = 2, k0 = 2−4, ν = 4 × 10−11. We will
have a total of 50 shells, although not all will be part
of the data analysis of the inertial range. The forcing
term fn is applied to the first two shells (see details in
the Supplementary Materials). Although the details of
the forcing are not expected to change the results we
are seeking, to be explicit we are using the same type of
coloured (correlated) Gaussian random noise described
in [11]. For the initial condition, the energy is divided
between the first two shells randomly:

u1 =
√

αE0e2πiβ , u2 =
√

(1 − α)E0e2πiγ , (3)

An initial energy E0 = 10 is chosen, and α, β, γ are
drawn uniformly from the unit interval. For complete-
ness, we check the robustness of the calculated scaling
exponents for different values of E0 and ν, as well as
different procedures for generating the forcing including
correlated noise and white noise. Further information is
available in the Supplementary Materials.

B. Scaling Exponents

A universal structure of turbulence is expected only at
the inertial range of scales nf ≪ n ≪ nν . In order to
determine this range we use the analytical result for the
third moment ζ3 = 1 which serves as a reference point to
evaluate the numerical the simulations. The departure
of ζ3 from 1 at a given accuracy gives the breakdown of
the inertial range to that accuracy. This is shown in the
Supplementary Materials.

In Table I we list the moments scaling exponents up to
hundred and we plot them in Fig. 2. The low moments
agree with the results of [11]. The fit to Eq. (A1) is
performed using least-squares regression. The errors are
calculated as

std(ζp) = best-fit residual
degrees of freedom × C,

where C is the component of the covariance matrix cor-
responding to the parameter ζp. This quantifies the sta-
tistical error of the fit.

p ζp

1 0.402 ± 0.004
2 0.730 ± 0.008
3 1.002 ± 0.012
4 1.272 ± 0.019
5 1.513 ± 0.031
6 1.744 ± 0.048
7 1.968 ± 0.065
8 2.188 ± 0.082
9 2.407 ± 0.098
10 2.624 ± 0.114
11 2.841 ± 0.129
12 3.057 ± 0.144
13 3.273 ± 0.159
14 3.490 ± 0.178
15 3.706 ± 0.196
16 3.923 ± 0.214
17 4.140 ± 0.232
18 4.356 ± 0.250
19 4.573 ± 0.269
20 4.790 ± 0.286
21 5.007 ± 0.304
22 5.225 ± 0.322

p ζp

23 5.442 ± 0.340
24 5.660 ± 0.358
25 5.877 ± 0.375
26 6.095 ± 0.393
27 6.313 ± 0.410
28 6.530 ± 0.428
29 6.748 ± 0.446
30 6.966 ± 0.463
35 7.757 ± 0.551
40 8.838 ± 0.638
45 9.921 ± 0.724
50 11.004 ± 0.811
55 12.088 ± 0.897
60 13.172 ± 0.983
65 14.256 ± 1.069
70 15.341 ± 1.154
75 16.426 ± 1.235
80 17.511 ± 1.317
85 18.597 ± 1.399
90 19.683 ± 1.481
95 20.768 ± 1.562
100 21.854 ± 1.644
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FIG. 1. Scaling exponents up to p = 100, with the 90% confi-
dence region shown in blue. The uncertainty is the systematic
error (see the appendix for discussion).

C. Large p Asymptotics

Fig. 2 indicates that the large p limit of the anoma-
lous scaling exponents is ζp = p

5 , which is a linear scaling
that differs from Kolmogorov’s ζp = p

3 . In order to un-
derstand the origin of this asymptotic scaling consider
the marginal probability distribution functions (PDFs)
of |un|, f(|un|). The main contribution to the higher
moments comes from the maximal value |un| = |umax|.
More precisely, the PDFs |un|pf(|un|) at large p have a
sharp peak at |un| ∼ αk

− 1
5

n = α2− n
5 , where α is a con-

stant which is independent of p, see Fig. 2, and Fig. 3
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where we plot the maximal |un| in each shell.
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FIG. 2. Moment distribution function, |un|p × f(|un|), for
p = 100, where f(|un|) is the PDF of the velocity magnitude.
The 12th shell (n = 12) is plotted.
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FIG. 3. Maximal velocity magnitude |un| in each shell versus
k

− 1
5

n = 2−n/5 where n is the shell number. We see a linear
scaling.

This reveals and interesting structure of turbulence
scaling and leads us to propose that

lim
p→∞

(|un|pf(|un|)) = δ(|un| − αk
− 1

5
n ) , (4)

where α is a non-universal constant.

III. VELOCITY DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

In the Supplemental Materials we plot the marginal
probability distributions functions of the velocity mag-
nitude |un| and its phase. The magnitude PDFs can be
approximated by a log-normal distribution for small ve-
locities with the skewness increasing with n. However,

the log-normal distribution does not capture correctly
the fast drop of the distribution at higher velocity magni-
tudes and its tail. The marginal phase PDFs are uniform,
as expected [11].

A. Covariance matrix

The covariance matrices of velocity magnitudes and
phases in different shells are shown in Fig. 4. In both
cases the covariance is the normalized equal-time corre-
lation function, i.e., the Pearson cross-correlation coeffi-
cient:

C(n, m) = cov(n, m)
σnσm

, (5)

where cov is the covariance estimated by multiplying
equal times of two shells un and um, and σn and σm

are the corresponding variances of each shell. The values
of C range from −1 to 1, where 1 means perfectly corre-
lated. As seen in Fig. 4, there is a spreading of the off-
diagonal velocity magnitude covariance C(n, m) between
two shells n and m as n and m increase. Putting the
axes in logarithmic scales, the covariance matrix takes a
uniform structure. The phase corvariance matrix is diag-
onal, hence the phases at different shells are independent.

IV. DISCUSSION

We performed a precision analysis of shell model of
a complex velocity field in the steady state turbulent
regime and calculated the leading hundred anomalous
scaling exponents, the probability distribution function
of the velocity magnitude and its phase and the correla-
tions among the velocities at different shells. We found
that the high moments of the velocity magnitude PDF
exhibit a linear scaling that differs from Kolomogorov’s,
whose origin is the dominant contribution from the max-
imum velocity. This provides an interesting new insight
on the rare events of the turbulence in this model. Phe-
nomenologically we found that a formula of the type [5]

f(p) = p

5 + 1
2

(
1 − (0.2)p/3

)
, (6)

fits nicely the numerical data.
Note added While typing the manuscript we received

[17], which contains some overlap with our calculation of
the scaling exponents.
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FIG. 4. Equal-time covariance of the velocity magnitude (up-
per plot) and phase (lower plot) between shells in the inertial
range.

Further details and plots concerning the numerical
analysis, correlation analysis, and other technical details
are in the attached Supplementary Materials.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Materials

1. Simulation

In this section we describe the procedure for generating
the simulated data. The equation (1),

dun

dt
= i(akn+1un+2u∗

n+1 + bknun+1u∗
n−1

−ckn−1un−1un−2) − νk2
nun + fn, (A1)

where n = 1, 2, . . . indexes the shells, for the given pa-
rameters in use as described in the paper. Because the
scale of un varies in different shells over multiple orders of
magnitude, the system of differential equations becomes
very stiff, i.e. numerical methods of integration are prone
to instability and inaccuracy even with small step sizes.
Implicit integration methods, in which previously com-
puted data points are used to estimate the derivative
at the current computation, improve the stability and
robustness against stiffness. In particular, we choose a
backward differentiation formula (BDF) method, with an
adaptive order and adaptive time-step size, to perform
the integration.

2. Noise

fn describes an external forcing, taken to be Gaussian
random noise, which is only applied to the first shells.
Although the details of the forcing are not expected to
change the results we are seeking, to be explicit we are
using the same type of coloured (correlated) Gaussian
random noise described in [1]. For the initial condition,
a starting energy E0 = 10 is chosen and divided between
the first two shells randomly:

u1(t = 0) =
√

αE0e2πiβ ,

u2(t = 0) =
√

(1 − α)E0e2πiγ , (A2)
where α, β, γ are drawn uniformly from the unit interval.
For the time evolution, fn obeys:

fn(t + dt) = fn(t)e−dt/τ +
+σn

√
−2(1 − e−2dt/τ ) log10(α)e2πiβ , (A3)

where dt is the timestep, τ is the forcing time-scale, τ ∼
1/(knun), and α and β are two uniform random numbers
between 0 and 1 generated at each step. Following [1],
we used σ1 = 5 × 10−3 and σ2 = σ1

√
−c/a.

In addition to the procedure for generating noise and
initial conditions described above and used in the main
simulations and analysis in the paper, we have also tried
several different choices for the forcing and other param-
eters of the setup. This includes adjusting the viscosity
ν, adjusting the initial energy E0, and different types of
noise, including uncorrelated white noise (τ → ∞). In
no case did these variations change the scaling exponents
or other overall statistics. However, they did affect the
time required to reach steady state.

3. Error analysis

There are two errors which apply to the calculation of
the scaling exponents from finite data:

1. The uncertainty in the best-fit parameter of the
slope.

2. The variation in the slope in finite segments of the
data.

The first kind of error is being estimated using the stan-
dard least-squares error. The second kind of error is esti-
mated using a procedure, in which the dataset is further
subdivided into sections, and the fit performed on the
partial datasets, which is quoted in Table I in the main
paper.

Appendix B: Determination of the Inertial Range

The scaling power law is only expected within the in-
ertial range of scale nf ≪ n ≪ nν where nf and nν

correspond to the forcing scale in the IR and the viscous
scale in the UV. For p = 3, an exact scaling ζp = 1 can
be derived analytically and this is used to determine the
inertial range. The departure from ζp = 1 at a given
accuracy gives the breakdown of the inertial range to
that accuracy. In Fig. 5 the spectrum for p = 3 and
the range is zoomed around 1 to determine the inertial
range. Adopting 1% as an accuracy threshold (corre-
sponding to the red shaded region in 5), the simulations
permit about 25 shells in the inertial range. In particular,
shells 5 through 25 are retained for analysis below. In or-
der to reach steady state, the data from t = 0 to t = 500
of each simulation is also excluded from the calculations
of the scaling exponents in all analysis.

Appendix C: Large p Asymptotics

As the power p increases, the pth moment integrand,
|un|p × f(|un|), where f is the velocity magnitude prob-
ability distribution function, approaches to a narrow
peak around the maximum velocity. This is illustrated
in Fig. 6, where the moment integrand is plotted for
p = 25, 50, 75, 100.

Appendix D: Marginal Distribution of Velocities
Magnitudes and Phases

Complementary to the correlation analysis included in
the paper, here we show the marginal distribution func-
tions of the magnitude Fig. 7 and phases Fig. 8 of the
complex-valued un trajectories.
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Appendix E: Local Energy Dissipation

In Fig. 9 we plot the average local energy dissipation
k2

n|un|2 at each shell. We see a pick at the transition
shells from the inertial range to the viscous regime. Re-
stricting to the inertial range we get the expected scaling
k2

n|un|2 ∼ k2−ξ2
n .
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spectrum. Right: Determination of the inertial range: ζ3 within 1% of the analytically known result
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FIG. 6. As the power p increases, the pth moment integrand, |un|p × f(|un|), where f is the distribution function, approaches
to a narrow peak around the maximum velocity. In this figure the trend is shown for the 12th shell. The maximum velocity in
this shell is 0.116.
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