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Abstract. We expand on the method of sequential filtering for calculating spectra of inhomo-
geneous fields. Sadek & Aluie [Phys. Rev. Fluids 3, 124610 (2018)] showed that the kernel has to
have at least p vanishing moments to extract a power-law spectrum k−α with α < p+2 by low-pass
filtering. Here, we show that sequential high-pass filtering allows for extracting steeper spectra with
α < 2p+ 3 using the same p-th order kernel. For example, any spectrum of a field that is shallower
than k−5 can be extracted by sequential high-pass filtering using any 1st order kernel such as a
Gaussian or top-hat. Finally, we demonstrate how second-order structure functions fail to capture
spectral peaks because they cannot detect scaling that is too shallow.
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1. Introduction. Charles Meneveau made foundational contributions to the
theory of turbulence and to Large Eddy Simulation (LES) modeling [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].
He was one of the earliest pioneers who recognized the potential of the coarse-graining
(or filtering) framework of Leonard [8] and Germano [9] to gain insight into the mul-
tiscale physics of turbulence [10], including the spatial distribution of energy cascade
across scales [11, 12]. Here, as in the works of Charles (e.g., [13, 14]), we use the
terms ‘filtering’ and ‘coarse-graining’ inter-changeably, where the latter emphasizes
the analysis of scale dynamics and has a long history in physics, which goes far beyond
mere signal processing that the term ‘filtering’ may suggest.

The filtering framework provides the theoretical basis for subgrid scale (SGS)
modeling in LES [14]. A primary objective in LES is practical: an accurate SGS
model that is numerically stable. Significant advances have been achieved in this
regard (e.g., [15, 16, 17, 18, 19]), and the field of LES is arguably mature. The review
by Charles Meneveau and Joseph Katz [14] on LES has become a classic and remains
an invaluable reference approximately 25 years on. Since LES is primarily concerned
with SGS modeling, the filtering scale ℓ is often taken to be a fixed length of the order
of the ‘integral length-scale’ ℓ0 in a turbulent flow. This is because the scales ℓ ≪ ℓ0
are expected to be universal in turbulence, justifying general closures for those scales
[20].

Less common and beyond its LES utility is employing the filtering framework to
probe the dynamics at all scales (e.g., [5, 21, 22, 23]). The idea of using sequential
filtering to extract the energy content at different scales; i.e., the spectrum, was
recently introduced in [24]. Compared to traditional methods, a main advantage of
the so-called filtering spectrum is the scale decomposition of a field at any geographic
location and any instant of time, without requiring homogeneity. This advantage
is shared with the wavelet transform [25], which falls within the filtering framework
by using a wavelet function as the filtering kernel. In fact, Charles Meneveau was
a pioneer in using wavelets to analyze turbulence [11, 12]. However, compared to
wavelets, simple low-pass filtering can guide subgrid models more naturally and has
arguably provided physical insight into the mutiscale dynamics more transparently.
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2 D. ZHAO, AND H. ALUIE

This is because simple low-pass filtering partitions the flow into just two sets of scales
(larger and smaller than ℓ), which allows for a tractable analysis of their dynamic
coupling as a function of ℓ in a manner similar to renormalization-group methods
[26].

1.1. Fourier Methods. By far, the most common method for determining spec-
tra is via the Fourier transform. However, Fourier analysis is fraught with compli-
cations when applied to inhomogeneous fields. Afterall, Fourier modes are not an
eigenbasis for arbitrary domains and boundary conditions [27, 28]. Measuring the
spectrum via a Fourier transform of the auto-correlation function, sometimes known
as the Wiener-Khinchin theorem [27], is also not justified in the presence of boundaries
or if the field is statistically inhomogeneous such as with a spatially varying mean or
autocorrelation. In practical applications, Fourier analysis of inhomogeneous fields
(or non-stationary temporal signals) is often performed [29, 30] after removing the
ensemble-mean [31], detrending [32, 33], and/or tapering (i.e. windowing) [34, 35].
Doing so removes potentially important components of the dynamics. An emblem-
atic example is the global oceanic circulation, for which it had been asserted since
the advent of global satellite altimetry in the 1990s that its wavenumber spectrum’s
peak is at scales O(100) km based on detrended and windowed Fourier analysis (e.g.
[36, 37, 38]). It was recently shown [39, 40] that this is untrue and that the spectral
peak is in fact at O(104) km. The spectral peak and the existence of a power-law scal-
ing over scales > 103 km in the oceanic circulation could not have been detected from
windowed Fourier analysis because all scales larger than the window size (typically
taken to be a few hundred kilometers to avoid continental boundaries and curvature
effects) are implicitly removed. These limitations of Fourier analysis exist for many
realistic flows.

1.2. Structure Functions. Another tool for analyzing scales is the 2nd-order
structure function. It has been a valuable phenomenological tool in turbulence theory,
but it requires statistical averaging and is not a formal scale decomposition of a
field [20]. Unlike a spectrum, which when integrated yields total energy (Parseval’s
relation), a 2nd-order structure function, S2(r), does not follow such a relation1. As we
shall demonstrate in this paper, at any scale r, S2(r) can have significant contributions
from all scales larger or smaller than r. This is unsurprising since for a field such as
velocity u(x), S2(r) = ⟨|δu(x; r)|2⟩ at scale r is constructed from increments δu(x; r) =
u(x+ r)− u(x) of separation r before spatial averaging, ⟨. . . ⟩. Increments δu(r) can
have contributions from all scales larger or smaller than r depending on the regularity
(or smoothness) of the field u(x) [43, 44, 45] (see discussion following eq. (4) in [46]).
It is known that the power-law scaling of a 2nd-order structure function, S2(r) ∼ rα,
is related to that of the Fourier spectrum, E(k) ∼ k−α−1, but only if α < 2, i.e. the
scaling relation breaks down if E(k) is steeper than k−3 as a function of wavenumber
k (e.g. [41, 47]). Perhaps less well-known is that the scaling relation between S2(r)
and E(k) also breaks down when α < 0, i.e. E(k) is shallower than k−1 [21, 43, 46].
This prevents the 2nd-order structure function from capturing spectral peaks as we
shall demonstrate below. Another obvious limitation, shared with Fourier analysis, is
that structure functions do not provide spatial information about various scales.

1While the sum of the 2nd-order structure function and the autocorrelation yields total energy,
the sum lacks scale information and is not a scale decomposition. If Fourier analysis is justified,
such as for homogeneous flows, it is possible to relate the 2nd-order structure function, S2(r), to the
Fourier spectrum, E(k), but this follows directly from the Wiener-Khinchin relation and involves a
weighted average of E(k) over the entire k-space, S2(r) = 2

∫∞
0 dk (1− cos(k r))E(k) (e.g. [41, 42]).
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1.3. Filtering Spectrum. The so-called filtering spectrum was recently pro-
posed [24] to determine spectral content using straightforward filtering in physical
space, which is closely related to the continuous wavelet transform [25, 48]. This
permits its application to inhomogeneous flows with complex boundaries and allows
us to probe scales of both the mean and fluctuating fields concurrently [40]. The
approach was used to measure the first global energy spectrum of the oceanic general
circulation [39].

The filtering spectrum can be regarded as a generalization of the Fourier spec-
trum to inhomogeneous fields. The filtering spectrum is an energy-preserving scale
decomposition [24] and can represent the non-quadratic kinetic energy content at dif-
ferent scales of variable-density flows as shown in [49, 50, 51, 52, 53]. It was recently
generalized to quantify shape anisotropy at different scales [54]. Subsequent works
[55, 49, 39, 40, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64] demonstrate the possibility of per-
forming a meaningful scale decomposition of inhomogeneous fields and determining
their spectra, which satisfy both positive semi-definiteness and energy conservation,
without the need for the orthogonality structure provided by Fourier modes. If the
filtering kernel has a sufficient number of vanishing moments, the filtering spectrum
follows any power-law scaling that the Fourier spectrum may have (assuming Fourier
analysis is possible). In fact, the filtering spectrum converges to the Fourier spectrum
when using a kernel with an infinite number of vanishing moments (e.g. the Dirich-
let kernel), which is justified only for homogeneous fields given the highly non-local
nature of such kernels in x-space.

The filtering spectrum as a method is especially valuable in permitting us to
visualize (in physical space) the flow at different scales in a self-consistent manner
[65]. A disadvantage of the filtering spectrum compared to the Fourier spectrum
is that it involves smoothing as a function of scale [24]. This is the price paid for
gaining spatially local information at different scales and generalizing the notion of a
spectrum to non-homogeneous fields. Concurrently exact spatial and scale localization
is forbidden by the uncertainty principle [66, 28].

1.4. Paper Outline. The following section 2 provides preliminaries and a brief
review of the low-pass filtering spectrum from [24]. Section 3 presents the main
analytical results, including a method for constructing higher order kernels. Section 4
demonstrates the results using numerical data. Section 5 compares filtering spectra
and structure functions. The paper concludes with a brief summary and an appendix
containing the mathematical derivation of the main result.

2. Preliminaries. In a periodic domain x ∈ [−L/2, L/2)n in n−dimensions, the
Fourier transform and its inverse are, respectively

f̂(k) =
1

Ln

∫ L/2

−L/2

dnx f(x) e−i 2π
L k·x(2.1)

f(x) =
∑
k

f̂(k) ei
2π
L k·x(2.2)

This normalization guarantees that f̂(k = 0) equals the spatial average, ⟨f(x)⟩ =

L−n
∫ L/2

−L/2
dnx f(x) . We define the Fourier spectrum of f(x) as

(2.3) E(k) =
∑

k− 1
2<|k|≤k+ 1

2

1

2
|f̂(k)|2, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,
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where |k| =
√
k2x + k2y + k2z . The Fourier coefficients satisfy Plancherel’s relation,

(2.4) ⟨1
2
|f(x)|2⟩ =

∑
k

1

2
|f̂(k)|2 =

∞∑
k=0

E(k) .

2.1. Filtering. For any field u(x), a coarse-grained or (low-pass) filtered version
of this field, which contains spatial variations at scales > ℓ, is defined in n-dimensional
space as [8, 9, 14, 43]

(2.5) uℓ(x) =

∫
dnr Gℓ(x− r)u(r).

Kernel Gℓ(r) = ℓ−nG(r/ℓ) is the dilated version of the “parent kernel” G(r), which is
normalized. Gℓ(r) has its main support over a region of diameter ℓ. Operation (2.5)
may be interpreted as a local space average in a region of size ℓ centered at point
x. It is, therefore, a scale decomposition performed in x-space that partitions length
scales in the system into large (≳ ℓ), captured by uℓ, and small (≲ ℓ), captured by
the residual

(2.6) u′
ℓ = u− uℓ.

We assume that
∫
rGℓ(r) d

nr = 0, which ensures that local averaging is symmetric.

2.2. Low-pass filtering spectrum. The low-pass filtering spectrum is defined
as [24]

E(kℓ) ≡
d

dkℓ

〈
1

2
|uℓ(x)|2

〉
= −ℓ2

L

d

dℓ

〈
1

2
|uℓ(x)|2

〉
,(2.7)

where kℓ = L/ℓ is a ‘filtering wavenumber’, L is a characteristic length-scale (e.g.
domain size), and ℓ is the scale being probed. Eq. (2.7) measures the energy density
(per wavenumber) at scale ℓ by varying it and probing the associated variations in
coarse energy, ⟨|uℓ(x)|2⟩/2, which is the cumulative spectrum at all scales larger than
ℓ. The main advantage of this method is that it does not rely on Fourier transforms
and, therefore, can be easily applied to non-periodic or inhomogeneous data [24, 39].
In a periodic domain, Fourier and low-pass filtering spectra agree if Gℓ has sufficient
vanishing moments. In fact, the two spectra have an explicit relationship expressed
by eq. (16) in [24].

3. High-pass filtering spectrum . For any given filtering kernel, eq. (17) of
[24] highlights the reason low-pass sequential filtering stops being meaningful if the
Fourier spectrum is too steep: large-scale (k ≪ kℓ) contributions to E(kℓ) dominate
even in the limit of very small filtering scales (kℓ → 0). Note that the derivation by
[24] followed a similar derivation by [48] for the wavelet spectrum, which has the same
limitation: the lowest order wavelet cannot capture spectral scaling steeper than k−3.
In this section, will show that high-pass sequential filtering provides significant im-
provement and allows for capturing steeper spectra using the same kernel by reducing
the influence of large scales (k ≪ kℓ).

3.1. Kernel properties. We shall assume that the kernel is a real-valued even
function, G(r) = G(−r). Hence, its Fourier transform, Ĝ(k), will also be real-valued.
Any spherically symmetric kernel is even. We also assume that the filter kernel is
normalized,

∫
drG(r) = Ĝ(k = 0) = 1.
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In practical applications, filtering kernels are often chosen to be sufficiently lo-
calized in x-space to avoid prohibitive computational costs. Here, we shall restrict
our consideration to kernels that decay faster than any power in x-space, G(r) ≤
(const.)r−m for any m as |r| → ∞, where r = |r|. Examples of such kernels include

the Gaussian, ( 1
2π )

n
2 e−|r|2/2, or kernels that have compact support (i.e. has zero value

beyond a finite spatial extent) such as the Top-hat kernel,

Hℓ(x) =

{
1/ℓ, if |x| < ℓ/2.

0, otherwise.
(3.1)

These kernels are also useful analytically since the fast decay in x-space guarantees
smoothness in k-space. A Taylor-series expansion near the origin in k-space yields:

(3.2) Ĝ(k) = Ĝ(0) + k Ĝ(1)(0) + k2
Ĝ(2)(0)

2!
+ . . .

where f (n)(s) denotes the n-th derivative, ∂n

∂sn f(s).
Moments of a kernel are related to its derivatives in k-space:

(3.3)

∫ +∞

−∞
dx xn G(x) = Ĝ(n)(k)

∣∣∣
k=0

.

Since even kernels, G(x) = G(−x), have vanishing odd moments, it follows from

eq. (3.3) that Ĝ(n)(0) = 0 for all odd integers n for any even kernel G(x).
We shall call a kernel G(x) “p-th order” iff∫ +∞

−∞
dx xnG(x) = 0 for n = 1, . . . , p,

and

∫ +∞

−∞
dx xp+1G(x) ̸= 0.(3.4)

Any even kernel is of an odd integer order p ≥ 1. For example, the Gaussian and
Top-hat kernels are of order p = 1. As discussed in [24], the order of the kernel is a
key property for extracting the correct spectrum by sequential filtering.

For a normalized even p-th order kernel, the Taylor expansion in eq. (3.2) becomes

Ĝ(k) = 1 + kp+1

[
Ĝ(p+1)(0)

(p+ 1)!
+ k2

Ĝ(p+3)(0)

(p+ 3)!
+ . . .

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ϕ(k)

,(3.5)

where

ϕ(0) = (const.) ̸= 0.(3.6)

Note that in the Taylor expansion in eq. (3.5), we are using smoothness properties
(in k-space) of the kernel and not of the field being filtered.

3.2. Constructing high-order kernels from a Gaussian. The Gaussian ker-
nel is a 1st order kernel (p = 1). For the numerical results below, we use the Gaussian
kernel in n-dimensions

(3.7) Gℓ(r) =

(
6

πℓ2

)n
2

e−6|r|2/ℓ2
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6 D. ZHAO, AND H. ALUIE

Motivated by the procedure in [24] to build higher order kernels, we can construct pth-
order kernels by a linear combination of (p + 1)/2 Gaussians with different filtering
widths and different center locations. For example, to construct a p = 3 kernel of
width ℓ we use two Gaussians of width ℓ and ℓ′, respectively,

(3.8) Gp3
ℓ (x) ≡ c Gℓ(x)− c′ Gℓ′(x− x0)− c′ Gℓ′(x+ x0) .

Here, c, c′, x0 are dilation and translation parameters to be determined from the prop-
erties of Gp3

ℓ :

(3.9)

{∫∞
−∞ Gp3

ℓ (x)dx = 1,∫∞
−∞ x2 Gp3

ℓ (x)dx = 0.

The four free parameters ℓ′, c, c′, x0 are thus reduced to two,

(3.10) c′ =
c− 1

2
, x0 =

c ℓ2

12(c− 1)
− ℓ′2

12

Figure 1 shows Gℓ(x) in eq. (3.7) and Gp3
ℓ (x) in eq. (3.8) with the parameters c =

1.1, ℓ/ℓ′ = 2.

2.0 1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

x

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

G`(x)

G p3
` (x)

Fig. 1: Gaussian kernel Gℓ(x) in eq. (3.7) and the 3rd-order kernel Gp3
ℓ (x) in eq. (3.8)

with parameters c = 1.1, ℓ/ℓ′ = 2. The domain is [−π, π] and the filtering scale is
ℓ = π/4.

3.3. High-pass Sequential Filtering. For a field u(x), we define the high-pass
filtering spectrum as,

(3.11) E
′
(kℓ) ≡ − d

dkℓ
⟨|u′

ℓ(x)|2⟩/2 =
ℓ2

L

d

dℓ
⟨|u′

ℓ(x)|2⟩/2 .

We now follow the analysis in [24] to characterize the scaling of E
′
(kℓ). This is

pertinent to determine E
′
(kℓ) is meaningful in the sense that it captures the scaling of

the Fourier spectrum when the latter is possible to calculate. Assume that E(k) ∝ k−α

This manuscript is for review purposes only.
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over ka < k < ∞ for an arbitrary wavenumber ka, then

E
′
(kℓ) = −

∫ ∞

0

dk

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)

= −
∫ ka

0

dk
d

dkℓ

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
term I∼k−2p−3

ℓ

−
∫ ∞

ka

dk
d

dkℓ

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
term II∼k−α

ℓ

.

(3.12)

The derivation is in the Appendix. Eq. (3.12) implies that if the Fourier spectrum has
a power-law scaling E(k) ∼ k−α at high wavenumbers, then the high-pass filtering
spectrum obtained by filtering with a p-th order kernel scales as

E
′
(k) ∼

{
k−α, if α < 2p+ 3

k−(2p+3), if α > 2p+ 3
(3.13)

Therefore, if the Fourier spectrum decays faster than k−(2p+3), the small wavenumber
contributions in “term I” of eq. (3.12) dominate at large kℓ, whereas if α < 2p + 3,
then the high-pass filtering spectrum is meaningful in the sense that it can capture
the power-law scaling of the Fourier spectrum. This is a significant improvement over
the low-pass filtering spectrum presented in [24], which can only capture power-laws
with α < p+ 2.

The steeper is the underlying spectrum, the higher is the order of the filtering
kernel required for extracting such a spectrum. For example, the Gaussian or Top-hat
functions are 1st-order kernels and can only extract power-law spectra shallower than
k−5. A practical consequence of eq. (3.13) is that if a filtering spectrum is measured
using a p-th order kernel and exhibits a scaling shallower than k−(2p+3), then the
user can have confidence that it reflects the scaling of the Fourier spectrum correctly.
Otherwise, if it scales ∼ k−(2p+3), then a higher order filtering kernel is required.

The high-pass filtering spectrum is an energy-preserving scale decomposition. In-
deed, it is straightforward to verify that its integral yields the total energy:

1

2

〈
|u|2

〉
=

1

2
| ⟨u⟩ |2 +

∫ ∞

0

dkℓ E
′
(kℓ) .(3.14)

In practice, since the spectrum itself is calculated from the cumulative high-pass
spectrum, E ′(kℓ) ≡ ⟨|u′

ℓ(x)|2⟩/2, the total energy is retrieved by taking the limit of
large filter scale,

(3.15) lim
kℓ→0

E ′(kℓ) =
1

2

〈
|u|2

〉
.

4. Numerical results. Here, we compare the scaling of E
′
(kℓ) using 1st-order

and 3rd-order kernels to the traditional Fourier spectrum. We use the 3D isotropic tur-
bulence dataset from the Johns Hopkins database [67], which exists primarily thanks
to Charles Meneveau’s bold vision and tireless work. Figure 2 shows the Fourier spec-
trum of a 2D slice, which is periodic. Figure 2 also shows low-pass and high-pass
filtering spectra using Gℓ and Gp3

ℓ (x) in Fig. 1. Since the Fourier spectrum over the
inertial range in Fig. 2 follows E(k) ∼ k−5/3, it is sufficiently shallow to be captured
by all filtering spectra, including when using a 1st-order kernel. Differences appear in
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8 D. ZHAO, AND H. ALUIE

the dissipation range, when E(k) becomes too steep. Over those small scales, we see

that the high-pass filtering spectrum, E
′p3

(k), using the 3rd-order kernel Gp3
ℓ (x) is the

most accurate. This is in accord with our analytical result above, which indicates that

E
′p3

(k) should capture scaling shallower than k−9. When using a 1st-order kernel,

we see in Fig. 2 that E
′

(k) is less accurate since it can only capture scaling shallower

than k−5. Its scaling is comparable to that of the low-pass filtering spectrum E
p3
(k)

using the 3rd-order kernel, which can also capture scaling shallower than k−5. We

suspect that the slight improvement of E
′

(k) over E
p3
(k) in Fig. 2 may be due to

the reduced influence of large-scales when high-pass filtering. Finally, the low-pass
filtering spectrum, E(kℓ), using the 1st-order kernel is the least accurate since it can
only capture scaling shallower than k−3.

100 101 102 103 104

k

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

k−5/3

E(k)

E(k)

E′(k)

Ep3(k)

Ep3 ′(k) 0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2
1.4
1.6

Fig. 2: Right panel is a visualization of velocity magnitude from a 2D slice of the
3D isotropic turbulence data from the JHU Turbulence database. The domain is
periodic. Left panel shows the Fourier spectrum E(k) alongside the low-pass (E(k)

and E
p3
(k)) and high-pass (E

′

(k) and E
′p3

(k)) filtering spectra using Gℓ and Gp3
ℓ (x)

shown in Fig. 1. Since the Fourier spectrum over the inertial range has E(k) ∼ k−5/3,
it is sufficiently shallow to be captured by all filtering spectra, including when using a
1st-order kernel. Differences between the spectra can be seen in the dissipation range
where the Fourier spectrum is steep.

We also use 2D synthetic data with Fourier spectra having prescribed power-laws.
This is to demonstrate how filtering spectra cannot capture the true spectral scaling
if it is too steep for the kernel used, instead locking at the power-law scaling derived
in eq. (3.12). We generate several 2D periodic fields ϕ(x) having Fourier spectra
with scaling exponents −5/3,−5,−9,−12 shown in Fig. 3(a)-(d), respectively. As

discussed above, the low-pass filtering spectrum E
p3
(k) with a 3rd-order kernel can

capture a Fourier spectrum shallower than k−5, while the high-pass filtering spectrum

E
′p3

(k) can capture spectra shallower than k−9. Figure 3 demonstrates our results
numerically.

5. Structure Functions. As discussed in the introduction, the 2nd-order struc-
ture function S2(r) is a common tool in turbulence [20] that is often used as a proxy
for the Fourier spectrum [68, 69]. It played a central role in Kolmogorov’s formulation
of his theory [70, 71]. It is usually defined as

(5.1) S2(r) = ⟨|δu(x; r)|2⟩,

This manuscript is for review purposes only.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 3: To demonstrate the limitations of low-pass (red) and high-pass (green) filtering
spectra, we use 2D periodic fields ϕ(x) having Fourier spectra E(k) (blue) with scaling

exponents −5/3,−5,−9,−12 shown panels (a)-(d), respectively. (a) Both E
p3
(k) and

E
′p3

(k) are accurate at capturing E(k) ∼ k−5/3. (b) E
p3
(k) locks in at k−5 while

E
′p3

(k) remains accurate at capturing E(k) ∼ k−5. (c) E
p3
(k) is locked at k−5 while

E
′p3

(k) locks in at k−9 and stops being accurate at capturing E(k) ∼ k−9. (d) Since

E
p3
(k) locks at k−5 and E

′p3
(k) locks at k−9, neither can capture E(k) ∼ k−12.

where

(5.2) δu(x; r) = u(x+ r)− u(x),

is an increment of separation r. Without boldface r, it should be understood that
S2(r) is obtained from S2(r) after averaging over all angles.

While S2(r) has been a valuable phenomenological tool in turbulence theory,
unfortunately it is not a formal scale decomposition of a field [20]. It is known that
its power-law scaling, S2(r) ∼ rα−1, is related to that of the Fourier spectrum, E(k) ∼
k−α, but only if 1 < α < 3 [41, 47, 43, 46]. This fact is demonstrated in Fig. 4 (left
panel), where we can see that the S2(r) power-law scaling can only be between r0 and
r2, corresponding to a Fourier spectral exponent 1 < α < 3. Therefore, S2(r) cannot
capture spectral scaling that is either too steep or too shallow. In contrast, neither
low-pass nor high-pass filtering spectra has limitations for capturing spectral scaling
that is too shallow, even when using a 1st-order kernel as shown in Fig. 4 (middle and
right panels).

The limitation of S2(r) in capturing spectra shallower than k−1 implies that S2(r)
fails to detect spectral peaks. This is because the spectral slope at the peak follows
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k0. Moreover, S2(r) cannot capture the scaling at wavenumbers k smaller than that of
the peak where the spectral slope is positive. These considerations are demonstrated
numerically in Fig. 5, where we can see that S2(r) follows the expected r2/3 power-
law scaling (corresponding to E(k) ∼ k−5/3) at small scales, but saturates at large
scales without capturing the two peaks present in the Fourier spectra. A similar
double peaked spectrum was measured in the global ocean circulation [39], where it
is believed to be due to different forcing mechanisms at different scales [72]. Fig. 5
shows that both low-pass and high-pass filtering spectra can capture the Fourier
spectrum reasonably well using a 1st-order kernel because they are not limited by
shallow scaling.

10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101

r

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

S
2
(r

)

r1

r1.5 r2

k 0

k−1

k−2

k−3

k−4

100 101 102 103 104

k`

10-12
10-11
10-10
10-9
10-8
10-7
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1

Ē
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Fig. 4: Left panel: power-law scaling of a 2nd-order structure function, S2(r) ∼ rα−1,
is related to scaling of the Fourier spectrum E(k) ∼ k−α (legend), but only when
1 < α < 3. We see that the scaling of S2(r) is no longer related to that of the Fourier
spectrum when E(k) is steeper than k−3 (magenta) or shallower than k−1 (blue). The
fields analyzed here are 1D periodic data similar to those shown in Fig. 24 of [54].
Middle panel: Low-pass filtering spectra E(kℓ) using a Gaussian kernel applied to
the same data used in the left panel. We see that the filtering spectrum has the
same scaling as the Fourier spectrum, E(k) ∼ E(k) ∼ k−α, for α < 3. Specifically,
it can correctly capture power-law scaling that is shallower than k−1 (blue) but fails
for power-law scaling steeper than k−3 (magenta) since the Gaussian kernel (p = 1)
we are using to calculate E(kℓ) is a first-order kernel. It is possible for E(kℓ) to
correctly capture power-laws steeper than k−3 by using a higher-order kernel [24].
Right panel: similar to middle panel, but shows high-pass filtering spectra, which
can also capture steeper spectra (magenta) accurately.

6. Conclusions. We have shown that the spectrum of a field can be extracted
by sequential high-pass filtering in physical space. The approach brings significant
improvements over sequential low-pass filtering introduced in earlier work [24] because
it can capture much steeper spectra. Even when using the lowest order filtering kernel,
sequential high-pass filtering can capture spectra shallower than k−5. In comparison,
both sequential low-pass filtering and wavelet transform can only capture spectra
shallower than k−3 [24, 48]. The improvement is rooted in the enhanced insulation
from the largest (and most energetic) scales when high-pass filtering.

We also demonstrated how second-order structure functions fail to capture spec-
tral peaks because they cannot detect scaling that is too shallow. This limitation is
not shared by either low-pass or high-pass filtering spectra. We note that a high-pass
filtered field and its increments are related by

(6.1) u′
ℓ(x) = u(x)− uℓ(x) = −

∫
dnrGℓ(−r) δu(x; r) .
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Fig. 5: Left panel: Fourier spectrum (blue), along with low-pass (red) and high-pass
(green) filtering spectra extracted from the same 1D field using a Gaussian kernel
in a periodic domain of size L = 2π. The field has two spectral peaks, which the
filtering spectra can capture. Right panel: Second-order structure function, S2(r),
calculated from the same field is able to capture the power-law scaling at small scales
r but fails to detect the two spectral peaks. This is because S2(r) cannot capture
the shallow spectral scaling that occurs around scales of the spectral peak and larger
(i.e. smaller k) as demonstrated in Fig. 4. Vertical lines indicate scales r = L/k at
wavenumbers k where the Fourier spectrum peaks.

This relation implies that a high-pass filtered field u′
ℓ(x) is exactly equal to the spatial

average of increments δu(x; r) originating from x with separations r within a ball of
radius ∼ ℓ/2. That the high-pass filtering spectrum, which is a spatial average of
|u′

ℓ(x)|2 in eq. (3.11) is superior to S2(r), which is a spatial average of |δu(x; r)|2 in
eq. (5.1), underscores the importance of local averaging of increments in eq. (6.1).
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Appendix A. High-pass Filtering Spectrum Scaling. Here, we derive the

scaling of E
′
(kℓ) in eq. (3.13). Assume that E(k) ∝ k−α over ka < k < ∞, then

E
′
(kℓ) = −

∫ ∞

0

dk

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)

= −
∫ ka

0

dk
d

dkℓ

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

−
∫ ∞

ka

dk
d

dkℓ

∣∣∣∣1− Ĝ

(
k

kℓ

)∣∣∣∣2 E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

(A.1)

which is split into two terms with contribution from low (term I) and high (term II)
wavenumber components. Term II can be recast as

II = k−α
ℓ

∫ ∞

ka/kℓ

ds
d

ds
|1− Ĝ(s)|2s1−α

with s = k/kℓ. Under mild smoothness and decay conditions on Ĝ (s), the integral
on the right hand side converges to a constant and term II scales as k−α

ℓ .

For term I, if the filtering kernel is an even pth-order kernel, we can recast Ĝ(k)
using Taylor series expansion [24]

Ĝ(k) = 1 + kp+1ϕ(k) , |1− Ĝ(
k

kℓ
)|2 = (

k

kℓ
)2p+2ϕ2(

k

kℓ
) ,

where ϕ(k) was defined in eq. (3.5). Thus

I = −
∫ ka

0

dk
d

dkℓ

[(
k

kℓ

)2p+2

ϕ2

(
k

kℓ

)]
E(k)

= −
∫ ka

0

dk k2p+2

[
−(2p+ 2)

1

k2p+3
ℓ

ϕ2

(
k

kℓ

)
− 1

k2p+2
ℓ

2ϕ

(
k

kℓ

)
ϕ′

(
k

kℓ

)
k

k2ℓ

]
E(k)

=

∫ ka

0

dk (2p+ 2)k2p+2ϕ2

(
k

kℓ

)
1

k2p+3
ℓ

E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ia

+

∫ ka

0

dk
2 k2p+3ϕ

(
k
kℓ

)
ϕ′

(
k
kℓ

)
k2p+4
ℓ

E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ib

∼ k−2p−3
ℓ

(A.2)

The last line holds since Ia = k−2p−3
ℓ (const.)

∫ ka

0
(2p + 2)k2p+2E(k)dk ∼ k−2p−3

ℓ and
Ib becomes negligible for k/kℓ → 0 due to ϕ(0) = (const.) and ϕ′(0) = 0.

Finally, we have

(A.3) E
′
(kℓ) = −

∫ ka

0

dk
d

dkℓ
|1− Ĝ(

k

kℓ
)|2E(k)︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼k−2p−3
ℓ

−
∫ ∞

ka

dk
d

dkℓ
|1− Ĝ(

k

kℓ
)|2E(k)|︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼k−α
ℓ
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