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In turbulent flows, the fluid element gets deformed by chaotic motion due to the formation of sharp
velocity gradients. A direct connection between the element of fluid stresses and the energy balance
still remains elusive. Here, an exact identity of incompressible turbulence is derived linking the
velocity gradient norm across the scales with the total kinetic energy. In the context of three-
dimensional (3D) homogeneous turbulence, this relation can be specialised obtaining the expression
of total kinetic energy decomposed either in terms of deformations due to strain motion or via the
resolved-scale enstrophy of the fluid element. Applied to data from direct numerical simulations
(DNS) describing homogeneous and isotropic turbulence, the decomposition reveals that, beyond
the scales dominated by the external forcing, extensional and contractile deformations account
approximately for 55% and 40% of the kinetic energy of the associated scale while less than the
remaining 5% is carried by the indefinite-type stresses. From these two identities one can derive
an exact expression for the kinetic energy spectrum which is based solely on real space quantities
providing a characterisation of the Kolomogorov constant as well. Numerical evidences show that
this formulation of the energy spectrum reproduces the power-law behaviour of the Kolmogorov
spectral scaling.

Among the countless scientific contexts that deal with
turbulent flows, two characteristics are recurrent: the
nonlinearity and the multiscale nature of the velocity field
leading to a spatio-temporal chaotic dynamics. Turbu-
lence is a common emerging property in water or air when
the value of the viscosity is small compared to the related
typical sizes and velocities. A turbulent flow is charac-
terised by the formation of small-scale vortical motion
from a large scale injection of energy; this phenomenon
is usually referred to as the cascade of energy across the
scales. This energy transfer is responsible of the pro-
duction of velocity gradient (VG) at every scale which,
in turn, determines the deformations that the element
of fluid undergoes. Characterising the interplay between
turbulent kinetic energy and flow deformation not only
pertains to fundamental knowledge but is also relevant
for applications ranging from geophysics [1–3] to astro-
physics [4–6]. To the author’s knowledge, the functional
dependence between the total kinetic energy and both
the intensity of strain and rotational motions is still un-
known.

In this work, by proving a more general identity, two
expressions for the total kinetic energy are derived in ho-
mogeneous turbulence: one written in terms of the rate
of strain deformation and the other based on the squared
vorticity, commonly referred as enstrophy. As an exten-
sion of the latter, a corresponding exact identity for the
kinetic energy spectrum is derived through which it is
possible to connect the kinetic energy spectrum with fil-
tered enstrophy. The derived identities are verified via
data from direct numerical simulation (DNS) and used
to reveal the percentages of the purely contractile, the
purely extensional and the indefinite-type stresses that
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constitute the kinetic energy across the scales. The va-
lidity of the novel representation of the kinetic energy
spectrum is tested as well.
The Navier-Stokes equation describing the evolution of

an incompressible velocity field u(x, t) is the following:

∂tui = −uj
∂ui

∂xj
− 1

ρ

∂p

∂xi
+ ν∇2ui + fi (1)

where ν is the kinematic viscosity and ρ the mass den-
sity. The linear viscous term ν∇2ui corresponds to the
dissipation, being related to the conversion of kinetic en-
ergy into heat. The pressure field p(x, t) enforces the
incompressibility constraint ∂iui = 0 and fi is a generic
external force injecting energy into the system. The VG
tensor ui,j = ∂ui/∂xj describes the flow geometry in
terms of strain rate Sij = (ui,j+uj,i)/2 and rotation rate
Ωij = (ui,j − uj,i)/2, which can also be expressed as the
vorticity ωi = ϵijkΩjk. Furthermore, its Frobenius norm
determines the rate at which kinetic energy is dissipated
into thermal energy in ε = ν ui,jui,j . Eq. (1) admits one
dimensionless control parameter which is the Reynolds
number ReL = U L/ν, where U and L are characteristic
velocity and length scale of the flow, respectively.
By applying a low-pass filter Gℓ, we can separate the

large-scale dynamics from the small-scale ones [7]:

uℓ
i = Gℓ ∗ ui, ũ

ℓ
i = G̃ℓ · ũi (2)

where (̃·) indicates the Fourier transform and ∗ the con-
volution product. As regards the properties of Gℓ, we
require it to be an even function with volume average
equal to unity [8].
The application of a low-pass filter to eq. (1) provides:

∂tu
ℓ
i = −uℓ

j

∂uℓ
i

∂xj
− 1

ρ

∂pℓ

∂xi
+ ν∇2uℓ

i + f
ℓ

i − ∂jτ
ℓ
ij (3)
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where τ ℓij = uiuj
ℓ − uℓ

iu
ℓ
j is the so-called subgrid-scale

stress (SGS) tensor, representing the effective stress due
to the features smaller than ℓ on the resolved-scale veloc-
ity. Therefore, we can define the kinetic energy related
to scales larger than ℓ i.e. the resolved-scale energy as
Eℓ

K(x, t) = 1
2u

ℓ
i(x, t)u

ℓ
i(x, t) and the kinetic energy at

scales smaller than ℓ which is the trace 1
2τ

ℓ
ii(x, t) as the

unresolved-scale energy. Note that, by definition, the sum
of these two quantities determines the filtered kinetic en-
ergy:

1

2
ui ui

ℓ = Eℓ
K +

1

2
τ ℓii (4)

where we omit the spatio-temporal dependence. If the
filtered kernel is non-negative i.e. Gℓ(r) ≥ 0 ∀r, then
τii(x) ≥ 0 ∀x, hence τii can be correctly interpreted as an
energy [9]. We also remind that uℓ=0(x, t) = u(x, t) im-
plying that τ ℓ=0 = 0 and Eℓ=0

K ≡ EK = 1
2ui(x, t)ui(x, t)

which is the kinetic energy.
At this stage, we note that, if a scalar function g ad-

mits the Fourier representation [10], it is straightforward
to conclude that the relation between the volume aver-
ages ⟨gℓ⟩ = ⟨g⟩ is a consequence of the properties of the
(generic) filter kernel. This observation becomes relevant
for the calculation of the volume average of (4). Indeed,
as already noted by [11], we can neglect the filter appli-
cation on the LHS obtaining:

⟨EK⟩ = ⟨Eℓ
K⟩+ 1

2
⟨τ ℓii⟩ (5)

where the filtering parameter, belonging only to the RHS,
broadly resembles a subtraction point of the renormaliza-
tion theory [12].

At this point, in order to satisfy the non-negativity of
the filter kernel, we center our discussion on the Gaussian
kernel:

Gℓ(r) =
(
2πℓ2

)−3/2
e−r2/2ℓ2 , G̃ℓ(k) = e−k2ℓ2/2 (6)

As a specific feature of the Gaussian filter, there exists
an exact decomposition of the SGS stresses [13][14] that
reads:

τ ℓik =

∫ ℓ2

0

dθ u
√
θ

i,j u
√
θ

k,j

√
ℓ2−θ

(7)

expressing SGS stresses [15] as the sum of the contribu-
tions of VG fields from the scales ≤ ℓ that are in turn
projected into the larger scales by the complementary fil-
ter

√
ℓ2 − θ. It follows that the trace of (7) allows us to

recast eq. (5) into:

⟨EK⟩ = ⟨Eℓ
K⟩+ 1

2

∫ ℓ2

0

dθ ⟨u
√
θ

i,j u
√
θ

i,j ⟩ (8)

where the filtering at
√
ℓ2 − θ in the averaged trace of (7)

can be ignored by virtue of the filter-invariance property
of scalar functions mentioned above. In addition, the ex-
change of the volume averaging and the integral over the

scales is granted by the assumption that the VG norm
is bounded. By assuming finite energy, even if we let
our system to be characterised by infinite length scales,
it would immediately imply that lim

ℓ→∞
⟨Eℓ

K⟩ = 0. The

prescription imposed by this limit appears as a reason-
able assumption for any classical physics system which
is well-defined in its range of scales [16]. A detailed and
more generalised analysis on both space and scale conver-
gence of (8) will be provided elsewhere [17]. By applying
the previous considerations and calculating the limit for
infinite filtering-scale on the RHS of (8), we get:

⟨EK⟩ = 1

2

∫ ∞

0

dθ ⟨u
√
θ

i,j u
√
θ

i,j ⟩ (9)

that can be eventually combined with (8) obtaining the
more general expression:

⟨Eℓ
K⟩ = 1

2

∫ ∞

ℓ2
dθ ⟨u

√
θ

i,j u
√
θ

i,j ⟩. (10)

Eqs. (9) and the resolved-scale counterpart (10) can be
conceived as an exact gradient-tensor decomposition of
kinetic energy. The above equations also go beyond the
standard representation of kinetic energy as the squared
Euclidean norm of velocity presenting the mean energy
budget as the sum over the scales of the squared VG
tensor norm.

At this point, in order to quantify eq. (10) we consider
data from DNS. Our database [18] describes stationary
homogeneous and isotropic turbulence where eq. (1) is
evolved in a triply-periodic box with a stochastic forc-
ing active in the wavenumber band k ∈ [0.5, 2.4] with
k = π/ℓ, whose midpoint kf determines the characteristic
forcing scale Lf . This dataset is marked by a Reλ = 327

where λ = EK

√
15ν/⟨ε⟩ is the Taylor-scale.

In the following quantification, we are relying on one
instantaneous configuration of the velocity field. In par-
ticular, fig. 1 compares (10) with the usual expression
of the averaged resolved-scale kinetic energy. Both these
two expressions are normalised by the total kinetic en-
ergy and displayed as a function of the adimensional pa-
rameter Lf/ℓ. In consequence of the validity of (10), we
clearly observe that the two displayed profiles are indis-
tinguishable.

As a conclusion of this preliminary analysis, it is worth
to underline that in homogeneous turbulence, the first
Betchov relation [19]

⟨Sℓ

ijS
ℓ

ij⟩ =
1

2
⟨ ||ωℓ||2 ⟩, (11)

holding ∀ℓ, implies that the mean (filtered) VG norm can
be either written in terms of the (filtered) squared strain
or via the (filtered) enstrophy.
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Figure 1. Resolved scale mean kinetic energy normalised by
the unfiltered value ⟨Eℓ

K⟩/⟨EK⟩ as a function of the dimen-
sionless parameter Lf/ℓ calculated from the standard defini-
tion and from eq. (10). The two curves clearly overlap.

I. MEAN KINETIC ENERGY IN TERMS OF
FLUID ELEMENT DEFORMATIONS

In this section, as introduced above, we are going to ex-
press the mean squared VG appearing on the RHS of (10)
only in terms of the resolved-scale strain-rate squared
via the application of (11). Additionally, since (11) is an
identity involving kinematic invariants, we can choose the
reference frame where Sij becomes diagonal, the so-called
principal axis frame. We also remark that the strain-rate
tensor, being symmetric, has three real eigenvalues λi

with i ∈ {1, 2, 3} related to a set of orthogonal eigenvec-
tors. Moreover incompressibility imposes the pointwise

constraint λ
ℓ

1+λ
ℓ

2+λ
ℓ

3 = 0. As a consequence, the largest

eigenvalue λ
ℓ

1 ≥ 0 is always extensional along the direc-

tion of its eigenvector and the smallest one λ
ℓ

3 ≤ 0 is
always related to a contractile direction while the inter-

mediate λ
ℓ

2 can be either positive or negative from which
the definition indefinite-type. In light of the preceding
discussion, we express (10) via the (sorted) strain-rate
tensor eigenvalues obtaining:

⟨Eℓ
K⟩ =

∫ ∞

ℓ2
dθ ⟨ (λ

√
θ

1 )2 + (λ
√
θ

2 )2 + (λ
√
θ

3 )2 ⟩ (12)

=P ℓ
1 + P ℓ

2 + P ℓ
3 . (13)

where each P ℓ
i represents the contribution of the i-th

strain-rate eigenvalue to the mean resolved-scale kinetic
energy. The above equation describes the energy budget
via the intensity of stresses along their principal axes.

By using the abovementioned data, in eq. (12) we can
quantify the role of each P ℓ

i across the scales. In fact,
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Figure 2. Strain-rate eigenvalues contributions P ℓ
i normalised

by the resolved-scale as a function of Lf/ℓ. Both the axes
show dimensionless quantities. The values of the curves sum
to unity scale by scale. The displayed percentages refer to the
smallest resolved-scale. The horizontal thin lines, with their
corresponding y-axis (rounded) values, are added manually to
emphasize the values at which P ℓ

i saturates.

fig. 2 displays the adimensional P ℓ
i normalised by ⟨Eℓ

K⟩
as a function of the non-dimensional parameter Lf/ℓ de-
scribing the percentage of each P ℓ

i in the kinetic energy
balance at the scale ℓ. We first notice that, apart from
the region Lf/ℓ ≲ 1 where the flow geometry is gov-
erned by the external forcing, each P ℓ

i is monotonic where

λ
ℓ

1 increases, λ
ℓ

2 weakly increases, being essentially scale-

invariant, while λ
ℓ

3 decreases. As we progress towards the
small scales each contribution saturates. In particular for
these scales, the purely extensional motion carries about
54% of the corresponding resolved-scale energy while the
purely contractile stresses approximately 41%, as a result
the remaining part is due to the indefinite-type deforma-
tions.

II. CONNECTING RESOLVED SCALE ENERGY
AND ENSTROPHY

In this section, as a complementary procedure, we are
going to express the mean squared VG appearing on the
RHS of (10) in terms of the resolved-scale enstrophy us-
ing (11). Hence, the equivalent expression to (12) yields:

⟨Eℓ
K⟩ = 1

2

∫ ∞

ℓ2
dθ ⟨ ||ω

√
θ||2 ⟩. (14)

which reveals that, by measuring the resolved-scale en-
strophy in real space at each scale, it is possible to re-
trieve the (resolved-scale) mean kinetic energy.
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The prior equation becomes definitely more interest-
ing in 2D turbulence where the enstrophy ζ = 1

2 ⟨||ω||2⟩
is an inviscid conserved quantity; in this scenario the
above equation connects two conserved quantities which
is non-trivial. It is even less trivial that in 3D flows a
conserved (inviscid) quantity can be expressed via the
coarse-graining of a non-conserved one. Eq. (14) can be
roughly thought of as a sort of enstrophy-based quantiza-
tion of the kinetic energy in analogy with the Hamilto-
nian operator formulated via ladder operators in quan-
tum field theory [20]. Connected to this interpretation,
we underline that approximating the unresolved-scale en-
ergy integral of eq. (14) at a given scale ℓ, meaning
τ ℓii ≈ 1

2ℓ
2||ωℓ||2, resembles the expression of the rota-

tional energy of a ring of radius ℓ from rigid body me-
chanics.

It is remarkable to notice that eq. (14) and in conse-
quence (12), setting ℓ = 0 are more general. In order to
discuss this, we focus on the RHS of eq. (14) disentan-
gling it from its derivation. In this respect we consider
the coarse-graining on the vorticity to be implemented
by a generic filter kernel Gℓ instead of Gaussian kernel
on which the presented methodology is based. In this
manner, the RHS of eq. (14) downgrades to:

1

2

∫ ∞

ℓ2
dθ ⟨ ||ω

√
θ||2 ⟩ =

∫ ∞

ℓ2
dθ

∫

R3

dk k2 ũi(k) ũ
∗
i(k) G̃

√
θ(k)2

=

∫

R3

dk ũi(k) ũ
∗
i(k)

∫ ∞

ℓ2k2

ds G̃(
√
s)2

(15)

where (·)∗ denotes the complex conjugation. For sim-
plicity, we assume that the velocity field allows the
continuous Fourier representation (see [21] for details).
Back to the RHS of (15), the kernel dependency on the
filtering-scale has been absorbed into its argument i.e.

G̃
√
θ(k) = G̃(k

√
θ). This effective rescaling holds for the

standard filter functions, like those listed in table 13.2
of [8] but in principle this would remove from our dis-
cussion exotic filter kernel types for which the preceding
rescaling does not hold. Like already mentioned above,
the inversion of the integrals in the derivation of (15) is
a consequence of the assumed convergence of the fields
involved.

At this stage, we observe [22, 23] that by setting ℓ = 0
in (15), the two integrals can be factorised. In this way
the RHS of (15) collapses into the product CG ⟨EK⟩
where CG is a real number depending on the filter choice
and the mean energy is given by the integration of the
velocity Fourier modes defined in (2). In such a way,
we have generalised eq. (14) to a generic class of filters
without introducing the SGS stresses decomposition of
(7) and without requiring the associated positive defi-
niteness of its trace. Note that a similar factorization
can be derived for the nth-derivative of the velocity field
[23].

However, depending on the filter kernel, the general-
isation originating from the preceding observation does

not necessarily hold when (15) is evaluated at ℓ ̸= 0;
this condition prevents the calculation of the related ki-
netic energy spectrum in eq. (18). In order to show this,
we consider the sharp filter whose Fourier transform is
a Heaviside function Gℓ(k) = H(π − k ℓ). For this ker-

nel, eq. (15) becomes
∫ π/ℓ

0
dk E(k)(π2−ℓ2k2) which does

not equal the corresponding mean resolved-scale energy

⟨Eℓ
K⟩ =

∫ π/ℓ

0
dk E(k).

III. ADDRESSING THE NON-STATIONARITY

Having obtained an exact expansion of the mean ki-
netic energy in (14) allows for the dynamical character-
ization of non-stationary flows ∂t⟨EK(t)⟩ ≷ 0, respec-
tively describing the flow energy increase and the turbu-
lence decay where the time dependence of the energy is
purposefully reinstated. For this reason, applying a time
derivative to eq. (9) one can obtain an expression involv-
ing filtered VG quantities. For simplicity we focus on
the homogeneous turbulence case, where the calculation
of the time derivative in (9) reads:

∂t⟨EK(t)⟩ = 1

2

∫ ∞

0

dθ ∂t ⟨u
√
θ

i,j u
√
θ

i,j ⟩ (16)

=

∫ ∞

0

dθ
(
− 4

3
⟨S

√
θ

ij S
√
θ

jk S
√
θ

ki ⟩ − ν⟨u
√
θ

i,jk u
√
θ

i,jk⟩ − ⟨S
√
θ

ij, kkτ
√
θ

ij ⟩

+ ⟨F
√
θ⟩
)

(17)

where F
√
θ = u

√
θ

i,j f
√
θ

i,j depends on the external forcing
and it is set to zero in the case of turbulence decay. As
concerns the other terms, the one containing the contrac-
tion of three strain-rate tensors is linked to a contribu-
tion of energy transfer across the scales [13]. Numerical
evidence [13][14] shows that it is positive ∀ ℓ at the sta-
tionary state, then it is expected to maintain the same
sign in the present non-stationary case as well. As for the
third term, it is formed by the contraction between the
strain-rate tensor Laplacian and the SGS stresses; being
a priori sign indefinite, it may play a relevant role in the
above energy evolution equation. Such a term also shows
an intrinsic multi-scale nature from the presence of the
SGS stress tensor which, by virtue of (7), depends on

the scales smaller than the integration scale
√
θ. Finally,

it is clear that the term proportional to the viscosity is
negative. Applying (17) to data from DNS will assess the
importance of such terms in unsteady configurations.
Independently from the quantification of the terms,

in case of stationarity i.e. ∂t⟨EK⟩ = 0, the above ex-
pression indicates that the stationarity can, in princi-
ple, be reached in two ways: a scale-by-scale stationarity
where the contribution of each integrated scale is identi-
cally zero or the scale-time ergodicity [24] where the RHS
of (16) is zero because of a compensation of the non-
stationarity of the corresponding scales contributions.
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It is worth observing that in 2D turbulence eq. (17)
simplifies dramatically. Firstly the contraction of the
three (resolved scale) strain-rate tensors is identically
zero pointwise (see e.g. Appendix C.1 of [25]). Secondly,
in the third term, the decomposition of the SGS stresses
in (7) comprises of only one term [26][14], as opposed to
the general 3D case. It follows that eq. (17) can help to
identify the governing physical mechanisms that lead the
the turbulence decay or the increase of energy.

IV. AN EXACT IDENTITY FOR THE KINETIC
ENERGY SPECTRUM

From the knowledge of the resolved-scale kinetic en-
ergy it is possible to obtain the kinetic energy spectrum
E(k) through the following formula:

E(k) = − π

k2
∂

∂ℓ
⟨Eℓ

K⟩ (18)

where the time dependence has been omitted. In order
to get an expression in terms of velocity gradient, we can
plug eq. (14) into the previous equation obtaining:

E(k) = π2k−3 ⟨||ωπ/k||2⟩ (19)

which is an exact expression for the kinetic energy spec-
trum where the wavenumber dependency is both kept by
the wavenumber prefactor and by the filter scale that the
vorticity is coarse-grained at. The above equation must
be compared with the usual definition of the kinetic en-
ergy spectrum:

EU (k) =
1

2

∫

R3

dk ũi(k) ũ
∗
i (k) δ(||k|| − k) (20)

where δ(·) is a delta function. It follows that eq. (19)
qualifies as an alternative representation of the kinetic
energy spectrum [27] which, unlike eq. (20), can be deter-
mined directly by real space quantities like the resolved-
scale enstrophy. Thus, we can consider the dataset used
so far to test eq. (19) by comparing it with the com-
mon definition of energy spectrum from eq. (20). More-
over, in turbulence theory, when the study of energy
spectra is of interest, it is customary to discuss the cor-
responding Kolmogorov’s scaling [21, 28, 29] which is
EKOL(k) = C ⟨ε⟩2/3 k−5/3 where C is the Kolmogorov
constant, according to the employed dataset its value is
nearly 1.6, see [18] for details.
Fig. 3 shows the comparison between eqs. (20), (19)

and the Kolmogorov scaling in the evaluation of the ki-
netic energy spectrum. The first feature we notice is the
good agreement of E(k) with Kolmogorov scaling [30] in
the wavenumber band 1.5 ≲ k/kf ≲ 30.0 . As concerns
the comparison between E(k) and EU (k), we appreci-
ate that the former reproduces the latter in the forcing
range i.e. k/kf ≈ 1. It is intuitive to recognize both the
smoother profile of E(k) and the discrepancy for large k

100 101 102

k/kf

10−5

10−3

10−1

E
(k

)/
〈E

K
〉L

f

EU(k)

E(k)

EKOL(k)

Figure 3. Omni-directional kinetic energy spectrum based on
one instantaneous configuration and calculated respectively
via the two different representations of eqs. (19) and (20).
The dotted line refers to the Kolmogorov power-law spec-
tral scaling. All the curves are expressed as functions of the
non-dimensional quantity k/kf = Lf/ℓ and normalised by
⟨EK⟩Lf .

with EU (k) as an inheritance of the Gaussian filter, ac-
cording to which filtering at wavenumber k still retains
features from < k.
For those scales where EKOL(k) = E(k), we can

equate the two corresponding expressions tentatively
writing an expression for the Kolmogorov constant:

C = π2 ⟨||ωπ/k||2⟩
⟨ε⟩2/3 k4/3 (21)

that requires further investigations. However a rough es-
timate would be evaluating (21) at k/kf ≫ 1, for instance

at the so-called Kolmogorov microscale η = (ν3/ε)1/4

s.t. η ≪ Lf [31]. This approximation would provide a

C = π2/3 ≃ 2.1 against a C ≈ 1.6 measured from the
compensated energy spectrum [18]. See [32] and refer-
ences therein for a complete discussion on characterisa-
tion of the Kolomogorov constant.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

In conclusion, from a more general identity relating
the total kinetic energy and the coarse-grained velocity
gradient norm based on the Gaussian filter kernel, two
(sub)identities are derived for homogeneous turbulence.
One expresses the mean energy balance in terms of the
strain-rate intensity. Outside the range of scale dom-
inated by the forcing, the purely extensional and con-
tractile deformations provide respectively nearly 55% and
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40% of the resolved-scale energy. The remainder is linked
to the intermediate eigenvalues which can be either re-
lated to contractions or extensions. Using kinematic con-
straints, one can obtain a cognate identity showing that
in turn the sum of the enstrophy across the scales deter-
mines the total kinetic energy. Finally, one can obtain an
exact identity for the kinetic energy spectrum in terms of
in real space interpretable observables providing a deeper
fundamental understanding of the energy spectrum and
a guidance for the analytical determination of the Kol-
mogorov constant. As a consequence of the properties
of SGS stresses expansion from (7), this present method-
ology can be applied to any process characterised by an
advective-type non-linearity. On top of that, beyond the
strain-vorticity splitting hereby considered, we can also
perform different VG decompositions, e.g. [33] [34], to
further explore the role of the VG norm in the energy
budget across the scales. The analysis of the dynami-
cal equation describing unsteady flows can be deeply ex-
panded to unveil the governing physical mechanisms that

lead the turbulence decay or the increase of energy.
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