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Multi-range fractional model for convective atmospheric surface-layer turbulence
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We develop a multi-range fractional (MRF) model to capture the turbulent spectrum consisting
of multiple self-similar ranges impacted by multiple effects. The MRF model is validated using long-
term observational atmospheric surface layer data from Qingtu lake with extreme Reynolds numbers
up to Reτ ∼ O(106). The spectral exponent in each range and the transition scales between different
ranges are solo parameters in the MRF model and are identified for streamwise velocity, vertical
velocity, and temperature, and they update the quantifications in the multi-point Monin-Obukhov
theory. Therefore, based on the MRF model and considering the consistency between the turbulent
spectrum and variance, we propose an expression for the vertical dependence of the streamwise
velocity variance that is inadequately described by the Monin-Obukhov similarity theory. The
MRF model provides a new method to analyze and quantify turbulent data, and as a time-series
model, it enables the generation of synthetic turbulent data.

Introduction.— There are two types of complexities
in turbulence: multiscale, which stems from the non-
linear nature of fluid motion, and multi-effects due to
different environments. The multiscale behaviour can be
captured by scalings since Kolmogorov [1]. And we can
capture these scaling behaviours using fractional Brown-
ian motion [2–4]. Multi-effects manifest themselves by
different regions and ranges have different scaling be-
haviours, whose exponents and transition depend on fac-
tors of environments. This letter focuses on turbulence
in the atmospheric surface layer (ASL), the lowest part of
the troposphere, which plays a critical role in modelling
near-surface turbulence involving complex interactions
between thermal stratification and wind shear [5]. ASL
turbulence influences numerous environmental and mete-
orological processes, including numerical weather predic-
tion [6], climate modelling [7, 8], and wind energy system
design [9].

To capture the competing effects of shear and buoy-
ancy, Monin-Obukhov similarity theory (MOST) [10]
has been widely used under various stability conditions
[11]. In this theory, the thermal stability parameter
z/L, where z is the distance to the ground and L is the
Obukhov length measures the relative strength between
shear production versus buoyancy effects, and the sta-
tistical mean profiles of wind speed, temperature, and
turbulence intensity are proposed to be functions of z/L
only [11, 12]. Mean profiles in the shear-dominate lower
region are harder to express analytically. Based on statis-
tical symmetry explored by Lie group analysis, the scal-
ing of statistical quantities, including mean flow and mo-
ments, can be locally expressed [13]. She et al. [14] push
the theoretical development to capture multilayer struc-
tures and particularly an accurate capture of transitions
between different layers.

The dynamics of the ASL are inherently multiscale,

ranging from very-large-scale motions [15, 16] to the
smallest viscous scales. Understanding these multiscale
behaviours is crucial for accurately characterizing and
modelling the turbulent processes in the ASL, as they
influence the distribution and mixing of turbulent en-
ergy. The complex interaction between multiscale mo-
tions results in scaling properties of spectra and struc-
ture functions. At small scales, where the wall and buoy-

ancy effects are subdominant, Kolmogorov scaling, k
−5/3
x

with kx the streamwise wavenumber exits [17]. In shear-
dominated ASL, a k−1

x scaling is observed in the energy
spectrum at low streamwise wavenumbers kx [18], cor-
responding to a ln r behaviour with r the distance be-
tween two measured points for the structure functions
[17, 19].When buoyancy becomes significant, the spec-

tral scaling shifts to k
−5/3
x [20, 21], which associates with

an r2/3 scaling for the second-order structure function in
physical space [22]. To capture the transitions between
neutral and convective ASL spectra, Tong and Nguyen
[23] proposed the multi-point Monin-Obukhov (MMO)
theory, which introduces three distinct power-law scal-
ings with specific scale ranges and power exponents.

To fully capture the dynamics of ASL turbulence, it
is necessary to consider variations in both vertical and
streamwise directions, along with the multiscale effects.
There are main problems to be solved: (i) How to deter-
mine the scaling exponents from data? (ii) How to ana-
lytically capture the transition between different ranges?
In this work, we propose a new statistical model that
integrates these aspects: the multi-range fractional inte-
grated (MRF) model. This model bases on two foun-
dations: (i) Following the statistical understanding of
non-equilibrium open systems, there exists a finite num-
ber of statistical states that form a multi-range picture,
with each range corresponding to certain characteristic
physical processes. (ii) Each range is characterized by
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FIG. 1. Time series and spectra of the MRF model for
N = 1 and N = 2. Time series {x1}, {x2}, and {x3} in
(a) correspond to the model spectra f1, f2, and f1 · f2 in
(b), respectively. Integrating the MRF model from N = 1
to N = 2 captures the multiscale and multi-range behaviour
effectively. The synthetic time series appears similar to the
ASL data.

a set of self-similar structures, quantified by its fractal
dimension, and is described by fractional Brownian mo-
tion. Applying the MRF model to convective ASL pro-
vides a framework for ASL turbulence by incorporating
the strengths of both MOST and MMO, while also ad-
dressing their respective limitations, such as disconnect
between the one-point statistics of MOST and the multi-
point framework of MMO, and the failure of MOST for
streamwise velocity variances. In addition, as a time se-
ries stochastic model [4], the MRF model enables the
analysis and quantification of complex turbulent data.

Multi-range fractional model.— The long-range mem-
ory of turbulent motions can be characterized by the
Hurst exponent, which corresponds to a fractal dimen-
sion [24]. However, the Hurst exponent only accounts for
long-range correlations of a single self-similar motion. In
the ASL, turbulent motions occur across multiple char-
acteristic scales, such as attached eddies and very-large-
scale motions, each with distinct correlation properties.
As a result, a single Hurst exponent or fractal dimension
alone is insufficient to describe the multi-range nature of
these motions. To capture multi-range effects, we pro-
pose the multi-range fractional (MRF) model to charac-
terize the scale-dependent fractal behaviour:

N
∏

i=1

(1− e−λiB)di−di−1ut = ǫt, (1)

where N represents the number of characteristic scales, B
is the lag operator s.t. But = ut−1, λi > 0 represent the
characteristic scales, di are the fractional orders of dif-
ferentiation, and ǫt is an uncorrelated random variable,
which is assumed to be white noise for simplicity. The
MRF model is stationary, casual, and invertible, which
is a generalization of the tempered fractional integration
model [25]. Details of MRF model are shown in Supple-
mental Material Part A.

A great property of the MRF model is its analytical
expression for energy spectrum:

f(k) =
σ2
ǫ

2π

N
∏

i=1

(

1− 2e−λi cos k + e−2λi
)−(di−di−1)

, (2)

where σ2
ǫ is the variance of ǫt, and k ∈ [−π, π]

represents the nondimensional frequency. When
k < min{λi}, f approaches a constant value of

σ2
ǫ

∏N
i=1

(

1− e−λi
)−2(di−di−1)

/(2π), and when λM <
k < λM+1 with M = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, asymptotically we
obtain

f(k) ≈
σ2
ǫ

2π

N
∏

j=M+1

λ
−2(dj−dj−1)
j

M
∏

i=1

(k2 + λ2
i )

−(di−di−1)

∼ k−2dM .

Thus, the MRF captures the multi-range scalings with
exponents −2di within ranges divided by λi. Noting
that expressions with similar asymptotic behaviours have
been applied in turbulence research empirically [26, 27]
or based on symmetry arguments [14], in comparison, our
expression (2) is analytically obtained from a stochastic
time series model.

The MRF model integrates stochastic processes associ-
ated with different characteristic scales and scaling laws.
In Fig. 1(a), x1 and x2 represent a single-range time se-
ries with one spectral exponent, which can be captured
by tempered fractional Brownian motion [28]. Using the
MRF model, we can combine x1 and x2 to obtain a
time series x3 with scale-dependent correlations: at large
scales, x3 exhibits the same correlation as x1, while at
small scales, the correlation of x3 is influenced by both
x1 and x2. The resulting synthetic time series x3 well
capture the key features of the ASL data. Fig. 1(b)
shows spectra of time series composed of two single-range
fractional operators. The transition scales λi of single-
range models remain in the composed spectrum, and the
scaling exponents of the latter follow (3). Therefore, the
model parameters λi and di capture characteristic scales
and spectrum exponents.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) Satellite photograph and (b) panoramic view of
the QLOA site.

We validate the MRF model using both neutral and
convective data of ASL measured at the Qingtu Lake
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FIG. 3. Spectra and second-order structure functions for (a,
b) neutral data fitted with the MRF model (N = 2), and
(c, d) convective data fitted with the MRF model (N = 3).
(a) Spectrum and (b) second-order structure function of the
Kaimal model are presented for comparison. Vertical orange
dashed lines indicate transition wavenumber λiz/(U∆t) and
scale U∆t/(λiz). The friction Reynolds number is 3.74× 106

and the dimensionless height is uτ z/ν = 4.26 × 104 for the
neutral data. For the convective case, the friction Reynolds
number is 4.19 × 106, the dimensionless height is uτz/ν =
4.77 × 104, and z/L = −0.09.

Observation Array (QLOA), as shown in Fig. 2.
QLOA is a unique field observation station capable
of synchronous measurements of the three-dimensional
(streamwise, spanwise and wall-normal directions) wind
velocity, sand concentration, temperature, humidity, and
electric field strength within the three-dimensional ASL
turbulent flow. High-quality wind data with the highest
known friction Reynolds number (Reτ ∼ O(106)) mea-
sured at QLOA are validated for ASL studies [16, 29].
Details of QLOA and the ASL data used in this study
are provided in Supplemental Material Part B.

For neutral ASL, the streamwise spectrum follows k−1
x

and k
−5/3
x scalings, with transition scales at O(z) and

O(δ). Therefore, we describe the ASL data using the
MRF model with N = 2. To avoid spectral errors, we
fit the second-order structure function, which is defined
in the physical space and exhibits lower error compared
to the one-dimensional spectrum. Since both the MRF
model and ASL data correspond to the same second-
order structure function, the resulting model spectrum
accurately represents the smoothed spectrum of the ASL
data. More details about the fitting procedure can be
found in Supplemental Material Part A.3.

Fig.3 shows examples of using the MRF model to cap-
ture the ASL spectrum and second-order structure func-

tion in neutral ((a) and (b)) and convective ((c) and (d))
ASL. For neutral cases, the MRF model well captures the

k−1
x and k

−5/3
x scalings at different ranges. In contrast,

empirical spectral models such as the Kaimal model [30]
are limited in that they can only represent the small-

scale k
−5/3
x scaling, failing to accurately describe the be-

haviour at larger scales. For the more complicated con-
vective situation, the MRF model successfully identifies
the three spectral ranges, with the transition wavenum-
bers corresponding approximately to the characteristic
scales z, −L, and δ, which are shown in the Supplemental
Material Part C. The power exponents for the convective-
dynamic and dynamic ranges are close to their theoretical
values of −5/3, while the power exponent for the dynamic
range deviates from its theoretical value −1. This devi-
ation may be due to the insufficient separation between
the scales z and −L under convective conditions, as well
as the influence of high-order buoyancy terms becoming
significant [31].

Analyzing ASL spectrum using MRF model.— We ap-
plied the MRF model to streamwise velocity, vertical ve-
locity, and temperature, and collected statistical results
for key spectral features, including transition scales and
power exponents. Additionally, the low-wavenumber ex-
ponents for vertical velocity and temperature were ad-
justed based on MOST constraints for variance scaling.
These results are summarized in Table I, with further
details available in Supplemental Material Part C.

For streamwise velocity at heights with z < −L, the
streamwise velocity spectrum can be divided into three
distinct ranges: the convective-dynamic range (1/δ <

kx < −1/L), characterized by a k
−5/3
x scaling; the dy-

namic range (−1/L < kx < 1/Lǫ), with a k−1
x scaling;

and the inertial range (1/Lǫ < kx ≪ 1/η) with k
−5/3
x ,

where η is the Kolmogorov scale. Note that for clarity of
presentation, we have used z as the characteristic scale in
Fig. 3. However, due to the control of energy dissipation
rate on near-wall turbulence structure [32, 33], the appro-
priate characteristic scale for the streamwise spectrum is
Lǫ = u3

τ/ǫ ≈ κz(1 − z/L)−1, which is approximately
O(z). Our subsequent discussion of (4) further demon-
strates the necessity of using Lǫ as the characteristic scale
for the inertial range.

As to the vertical velocity and temperature, we retain
the three power-law behaviours from the MMO frame-
work with details shown in Table I. It suggests that the
transition scales and power exponents predicted by MMO
need to be modified: The transition scales for both verti-
cal velocity and temperature are observed to be smaller
in comparison to those of streamwise velocity. For verti-
cal velocity, the transition scale L0 between the inertial
and dynamic ranges is O(0.1z), while the transition scale
L1 between the dynamic and convective-dynamic ranges
is O(z), consistent with findings for canonical boundary-
layer turbulence [34, 35]. Similar transition scales are
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also observed for temperature. Our new finding based
on the MRF model is that the largest transition scale
for vertical velocity and temperature spectra, L2, is of
O(−L), which is distinctively smaller than O(δ). Also,
we find that the power exponents −1 and −1/2 for the
vertical velocity in the dynamic range and the convective-
dynamic range, respectively, differ from the values of 1
and 1/3 proposed by MMO. The power exponent of −4/3
for temperature in the convective-dynamic range deviates
from the −1/3 proposed by MMO, which is explained in
the below refined MMO section. These findings update
our understanding of the spectral energy distribution of
velocity and temperature in convective boundary-layer
turbulence.

S0 L0 S1 L1 S2 L2

u −5/3 O(Lǫ) −1 O(−L) −5/3 O(δ)

w −5/3 O(0.1z) −1 O(z) −1/2 O(−L)

θ −5/3 O(0.1z) −1 O(z) −4/3 O(−L)

TABLE I. Statistical results for power exponents and transi-
tion scales. S0, S1, and S2 represent the power exponents for
the inertial, dynamic, and convective-dynamic ranges, respec-
tively. L0, L1, and L2 denote the upper bounds of the inertial,
dynamic, and convective-dynamic ranges, respectively.

Refined MOST based on MRF model.— The simple
analytical form of the spectrum of MRF model offers a
new way of analyzing and quantifying numerical and ob-
servational data by quantifying characteristic scales and
exponents. Here, we apply this idea to refine the MOST
theory for streamwise turbulent kinetic The dimensional
analysis of MOST is based on the assumption that the
boundary layer thickness δ does not directly affect the at-
mospheric surface layer (ASL). The only available dimen-
sionless combination is z/L. However, very-large-scale
motions on the order of δ also contribute to streamwise
velocity fluctuations [16]. Thus, we introduce δ as a char-
acteristic length scale for streamwise velocity [23].

We examine the consistency between velocity variances
and spectra, given that variance corresponds to the in-
tegral of the one-dimensional spectrum. To determine
the relationship between variance, transition scales, and
spectral exponents, we use a simplified spectral model as
described in Vassilicos et al. [36]. The spectrum is divided
into four ranges: (i) a plateau for kx < 1/L2; (ii) a low-
wavenumber scaling of k−m

x for 1/L2 < kx < 1/L1; (iii)
a mid-wavenumber scaling of k−1 for 1/L1 < k < 1/L0;
and (iv) a high-wavenumber scaling of k−5/3 for k > 1/L0

in the inertial subrange. By matching the leading order
of the spectrum, we determine the spectral coefficients,
and integrating the spectrum over kx yields:

〈

u+2
〉

= C0

(

L0

Lǫ

)2/3 [
3

2
+

1

1−m

−
m

1−m

(

L1

L2

)1−m

+ ln

(

L1

L0

)

]

. (3)

With L0 ∼ Lǫ, L1 ∼ −L, L2 ∼ δ, and m = −5/3 [23] ,
we obtain

〈

u+2
〉

= Au

(

−
δ

L

)2/3

+Bu ln

(

1−
L

z

)

+ Cu. (4)

where Au, Bu, and Cu are constants to be determined,
and Lǫ ≈ κz(1 − z/L)−1 is used. For strong convective
conditions, where Lǫ ≈ −L, Eq. (4) simplifies to a 2/3
power function of −δ/L.

Fig. 4 shows the compensated form of Eq. (4), with
Au = 2.57, Bu = 0.33, and Cu = 1.19, which are ob-
tained as the average of the fitting results. Compared
to the uncollapsed MOST result in MOST, the new for-
mulation involving −δ/L effectively captures the power-
law scaling of

〈

u+2
〉

. Furthermore, with the empirically
determined values for Au, Bu, and Cu, Eq. (4) accu-
rately captures the observed variations in

〈

u+2
〉

. Re-
cently, Stiperski and Calaf [37] proposed an extension of
MOST by introducing a multiplicative term that quanti-
fies turbulence anisotropy. When using z/L as the inde-
pendent variable, our expression (4) also accounts for the
anisotropic effects, quantized by (z/δ)2/3, which is shown
in Fig. 4(c). However, (4) offers clearer interpretability.

For vertical velocity and temperature, we use the

asymptotic behaviours
〈

w+2
〉

∼ (−z/L)
2/3

and
〈

θ+2
〉

∼

(−z/L)−2/3 from MOST as constraints to determine the
low-wavenumber scaling. More details are available in
Supplemental Material Part D.

Refined MMO based on MRF model.— As listed in
Table I, differences in transition scales and power expo-
nents for vertical velocity and temperature between the
ASL data and MMO are observed. Here, we focus on
explaining the exponent −4/3 in the convective-dynamic
range of the temperature spectrum. MOST predicts that
〈

θ+2
〉

∼ (−z/L)−2/3. On the other hand, by integrat-
ing the temperature spectrum obtained from the MRF
model, we obtain

〈

θ+2
〉

= C′′
0

(

−
z

L

)−1/3
[

3

2
+

1

1−m

−
m

1−m

( z

L

)1−m

+ ln

(

L1

L0

)]

∼
( z

L

)2/3−m

,

(5)
where the limit of strong convection is considered, and
m is the scaling exponents in the convective-dynamic
range. Thus, the consistency between MOST and (5)
implies m = −4/3, which is consistent with the ASL
data. Further details are provided in Supplemental Ma-
terial Part D, where the bound for the scaling exponent
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FIG. 4. Comparison of MOST with the expression Eq. (4) for
〈

u+2
〉

from ASL data. (a) Non-scaling result of MOST for
〈

u+2
〉

. (b) and (c) are plots of Eq. (4).

of the convective-dynamic range of the vertical velocity
spectrum is also obtained.

Conclusions.— ASL turbulence exhibits multiscale
correlations in both the streamwise and vertical direc-
tions, making traditional models with a single correla-
tion parameter insufficient. To address this, we pro-
pose a multiscale dynamical model inspired by tempered
fractional Brownian motion–the MRF model–featuring
broader applicability. The MRF model incorporates
characteristic scales, capturing both streamwise and ver-
tical information, as well as power exponents represent-
ing correlations or fractal dimensions across scales. Us-
ing extensive field-measurement ASL data from QLOA,
we apply the MRF model, obtain statistical results,
and validate the proposed theory and model. Building
on the insights from Monin-Obukhov similarity theory
(MOST), which characterizes vertical scales, and multi-
point Monin-Obukhov theory (MMO), which emphasizes
two-point statistics in the streamwise wavenumber space,
we apply the MRF model to convective ASL, effectively
bridging MOST and MMO through the relationship be-
tween the one-dimensional spectrum and variance, which
is possible only when the transition scales and power ex-
ponents are quantified. Leveraging the scaling relation-
ships proposed by MMO, we derive a new expression for
〈

u+2
〉

(cf. Eq. (4)). Additionally, using the asymptotic

scaling constraints from MOST for
〈

w+2
〉

and
〈

θ+2
〉

, we
refine the low-wavenumber scalings in MMO. The com-
plete spectral model for streamwise velocity, vertical ve-
locity, and temperature is summarized in Table I. This
method provides a stochastic representation based on the
composition of fractional Brownian motion with different
Hurst exponents obtained from second-order structure
function, which can be empirically obtained with much
less error compared with the spectrum. In contrast to
prior approaches, the MRF model captures multiscale
and multi-effect behaviours, which cannot be described
by the single Hurst index used in traditional statistical

models, providing a novel framework for understanding
complex systems. Furthermore, using the MRF model,
we can generate synthetic turbulent data of ASL by cap-
turing the multi-range and multiscale behaviour.

F-CZ and J-HX acknowledge financial support from
the National Natural Science Foundation of China,
grant numbers 12272006, 12472219 and 42361144844,
and from the Laoshan Laboratory under grant numbers
LSKJ202202000, LSKJ202300100. XZ acknowledges fi-
nancial support from the National Natural Science Foun-
dation of China, grant numbers 92052202 and 12388101.

∗ jinhanxie@pku.edu.cn
† xjzheng@xidian.edu.cn

[1] A. N. Kolmogorov, C. R. Acad. Sci. URSS 30, 301 (1941).
[2] P. Lévy, Processus Stochastiques et Mouvement Brownien

(Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1965).
[3] B. B. Mandelbrot and J. W. Van Ness, SIAM review 10,

422 (1968).
[4] J. Friedrich, S. Gallon, A. Pumir, and R. Grauer, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 125, 170602 (2020).
[5] U. L. F. Högström, Boundary-Layer Meteorol. 78, 215

(1996).
[6] D. Muñoz-Esparza, B. Kosović, J. Mirocha, and J. van

Beeck, Boundary-Layer meteorol. 153, 409 (2014).
[7] E. L. McGrath-Spangler, A. Molod, L. E. Ott, and

S. Pawson, Atmos. Chem. Phys. 15, 7269 (2015).
[8] S. T. Salesky and W. Anderson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,

124501 (2020).
[9] M. Wächter, H. Heißelmann, M. Hölling, A. Morales,

P. Milan, T. Mücke, J. Peinke, N. Reinke, and P. Rinn,
J. Turbul. , N26 (2012).

[10] A. S. Monin and A. M. Obukhov, Tr. Geofiz. Inst., Akad.
Nauk SSSR 24, 163 (1954).

[11] T. Foken, Boundary-Layer Meteorol. 119, 431 (2006).
[12] J. C. Wyngaard, Turbulence in the Atmosphere (Cam-

bridge University Press, 2010).

mailto:jinhanxie@pku.edu.cn
mailto:xjzheng@xidian.edu.cn


6

[13] M. Oberlack, S. Hoyas, S. V. Kraheberger, F. Alcántara-
Ávila, and J. Laux, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 024502 (2022).

[14] Z.-S. She, X. Chen, Y. Wu, and F. Hussain, Acta Mech.
Sin. 26, 847 (2010).

[15] B. J. Balakumar and R. J. Adrian, Phil. Trans. R. Soc.
A 365, 665 (2007).

[16] G. Wang and X. Zheng, J. Fluid Mech. 802, 464 (2016).
[17] C. M. de Silva, I. Marusic, J. D. Woodcock, and C. Men-

eveau, J. Fluid Mech. 769, 654 (2015).
[18] T. B. Nickels, I. Marusic, S. Hafez, and M. S. Chong,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 074501 (2005).
[19] P. A. Davidson, T. B. Nickels, and P.-Å. Krogstad, J.

Fluid Mech. 550, 51 (2006).
[20] A. M. Yaglom, Phys. Fluids 6, 962 (1994).
[21] B. A. Kader and A. M. Yaglom, Spectra and correlation

functions of surface layer atmospheric turbulence in un-
stable thermal stratification, in Turbulence and Coherent

Structures, edited by O. Metais and M. Lesieur (Springer
Netherlands, Dordrecht, 1989) pp. 387–412.

[22] M. Chamecki, N. L. Dias, S. T. Salesky, and Y. Pan, J.
Atmos. Sci. 74, 1127 (2017).

[23] C. Tong and K. X. Nguyen, J. Atmos. Sci. 72, 4337
(2015).

[24] R. F. Voss, Phys. Scripta T13, 27 (1986).

[25] M. M. Meerschaert, F. Sabzikar, M. S. Phanikumar, and
A. Zeleke, J. Stat. Mech. 2014, P09023 (2014).

[26] G. Batchelor, Proceedings of Cambridge Philosophical
Society 47, 359 (1951).

[27] S. B. Pope, Turbulent flows (Cambridge university press,
2000).

[28] M. M. Meerschaert and F. Sabzikar, Stat. Probabil. Lett.
83, 2269 (2013).

[29] H. Liu and X. Zheng, Flow 1, E5 (2021).
[30] J. C. Kaimal, J. C. Wyngaard, Y. Izumi, and O. R. Coté,

Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 98, 563 (1972).
[31] C. Tong and M. Ding, J. Fluid Mech. 864, 640 (2019).
[32] P. A. Davidson and P.-Å. Krogstad, J. Fluid Mech. 752,

140 (2014).
[33] S. Tang and R. A. Antonia, J. Fluid Mech. 960, A18

(2023).
[34] K. G. Mcnaughton, R. J. Clement, and J. B. Moncrieff,

Nonlinear Processes Geophys. 14, 257 (2007).
[35] X. I. A. Yang, R. Baidya, P. Johnson, I. Marusic, and

C. Meneveau, Phys. Rev. Fluids 2, 064602 (2017).
[36] J. C. Vassilicos, J.-P. Laval, J.-M. Foucaut, and

M. Stanislas, J. Fluid Mech. 774, 324 (2015).
[37] I. Stiperski and M. Calaf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 124001

(2023).



ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

18
52

6v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
fl

u-
dy

n]
  2

4 
D

ec
 2

02
4

Supplemental Material: Multi-range fractional model for convective

atmospheric surface-layer turbulence

Fei-Chi Zhang,1 Jin-Han Xie,1, ∗ and Xiaojing Zheng2, †

1Department of Mechanics and Engineering Science at College of Engineering,

and State Key Laboratory for Turbulence and Complex Systems,

Peking University, Beĳing 100871, P. R. China

2Research Center for Applied Mechanics,

Xidian University, Xi’an 710071, P. R. China

(Dated: December 25, 2024)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.18526v1


A. MRF model

A.1. Introducting MRF model

The MRF is a extension of tempered fractionally integrated (TFI) model, whose expression is

[1, 2]

(1 − e−_B)3DC = nC , (1)

where _ > 0. Tempered fractional calculus is helpful for characterizing non-local turbulence

structures in large-eddy simulation [3], and its basic properties can be found in Sabzikar et al.

[4], Sabzikar and Surgailis [5]. In contrast to the fractional model, the autocorrelation of tempered

fractionally integrated (TFI) model Eq.(1) is integrable, and its spectrum follows power law at large

wavenumber, which makes Eq.(1) mathematically more tractable and applicable in many cases,

especially for 3 = 5/6 applied to Kolmogorov turbulence [cf. 6]. The TFI model represents a

discrete analogue of tempered fractional Brownian motion [5] with a spectrum

5 (:) =
f2
n

2c

(
1 − 2e−_ cos : + e−2_

)−3
, −c ≤ : ≤ c, (2)

where f2
n is the variance of nC and : is the nondimensional frequency. As :/_ → 0, 5 tends to a

constant f2
n

(
1 − e−_

)−23
/(2c), and when : ≫ _, 5 behaves as

5 (:) ≈
f2
n

2c

[
1 − 2

(
1 − _ +

_2

2

) (
1 −

:2

2

)
+ 1 − 2_ + 2_2

]−3

≈
f2
n

2c

(
:2 + _2

)−3
∼ :−23 . (3)

Thus TFI model is applicable to the cases where the spectrum is flat at small wavenumber and has

power-function decay at large wavenumber. However, Eq.(1) which captures one scaling, is not

applicable to the spectrum of ASL turbulence with multiple scalings. So, we extend the TFI model

to the MRF model by composing TFI models:

#∏
8=1

(1 − e−_8B)38−38−1DC = nC , (4)

where 30 = 0, # is the number of characteristic length scales of the system, and _8 > 0.The model’s

spectrum is

5 (:) =
f2
n

2c

#∏
8=1

(
1 − 2e−_8 cos : + e−2_8

)−(38−38−1)

, −c ≤ : ≤ c. (5)
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With multiple tempered fractional operators, the MRF model provides a global expression. The

product of multiple tempered fractional operators leads to multiple power-law behaviors of the

model spectrum. One advantage of the MRF model is its linear form that permits analytical

expressions. Another advantage is that the model parameters have clear physical meanings: the

parameter _8 is the transition wavenumber of different spectral regimes, and the parameter 38

corresponds to the power exponent of the spectrum approximately.

A.2. Properties of MRF model

The expression for the linear model is

L(B)DC = nC , (6)

where L is a function of the lag operator B (BDC = DC−1) and nC is an uncorrelated random variable

that usually follows Gaussian distribution for simplicity. If the model is invertible the expression

can be converted into

DC = Ψ(B)nC . (7)

Since the roots of L(I) of the TFI model avoid the unit circle [7] and the L(I) of MRF model is

the cumulative product of L(I) of TFI model, the MRF model is stationarity.

For the TFI model, the tempered fractional integration operator in Eq.(1) can be expanded as

[2, 5]

(1 − e−_B)−3 =

∞∑
9=0

Γ( 9 + 3)e−_ 9B 9

Γ( 9 + 1)Γ(3)
, (8)

where Γ(·) is the Gamma function. Then we have

#∏
8=1

(1 − e−_8B)−(38−38−1) =

∞∑
9=0

k 9B
9 , (9)

and

k 9 =

∑
91+ 92+··· 9#= 9
91, 92,··· , 9#≥0

Γ( 91 + 31)e−_1 91

Γ(31)Γ( 91 + 1)
Γ( 92 + 32 − 31)e−_2 92

Γ(32 − 31)Γ( 92 + 1)
· · ·

Γ( 9# + 3# − 3#−1)e−_# 9#

Γ(3# − 3#−1)Γ( 9# + 1)
, (10)

where 8, 9 , 91 to 9# used are all integers. Since the TFI model satisfies

∞∑
9=0

���� Γ( 9 + 3)e−_ 9

Γ(3)Γ( 9 + 1)

���� < ∞ (11)
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for all _ > 0 and 3 ∉ Z, implying the causality. Then we obtain

∞∑
9=0

��k 9

�� = ∞∑
9=0

��������
∑

91+ 92+··· 9#= 9
91, 92,··· , 9#≥0

Γ( 91 + 31)e−_1 91

Γ(31)Γ( 91 + 1)
Γ( 92 + 32 − 31)e−_2 92

Γ(32 − 31)Γ( 92 + 1)
· · ·

Γ( 9# + 3# − 3#−1)e−_# 9#

Γ(3# − 3#−1)Γ( 9# + 1)

��������
≤

∞∑
9=0

∑
91+ 92+··· 9#= 9
91, 92,··· , 9#≥0

����Γ( 91 + 31)e−_1 91

Γ(31)Γ( 91 + 1)

����
����Γ( 92 + 32 − 31)e−_2 92

Γ(32 − 31)Γ( 92 + 1)

���� · · ·
����Γ( 9# + 3# − 3#−1)e−_# 9#

Γ(3# − 3#−1)Γ( 9# + 1)

����

≤

#∏
8=1

©
«

∞∑
9=0

����Γ( 9 + 38 − 38−1)e−_8 9

Γ(38 − 38−1)Γ( 9 + 1)

����ª®¬
< ∞. (12)

Thus MRF model is casual. Following a similar process, it can be proved that the MRF model is

invertible since the TFI model is invertible [5].

Eq.(4) can be expressed as

DC =

∞∑
9=0

k 9nC− 9 , (13)

and thus the model’s autocorrelation is

〈DCDC−8〉 =

∞∑
9=0

k 9k 9+8f
2
n . (14)

According to the definition of the spectral density of the linear process [8], the spectrum of the

MRF model is

5 (:) =
��Ψ(e−i: )

��2 5n (:), (15)

where i is imaginary unit and 5n (:) = f2
n /(2c). Then the spectrum of MRF model is obtained,

see Eq.(5). And the autocorrelation of the MRF model can also be obtained from its spectrum

〈DCDC−8〉 =

∫ c

0
5 (:) cos(:8) d:. (16)

A.3. Fitting procedure of MRF model

For a velocity series {DC}, we can calculate the spectrum qDD (:G), autocorrelation 'DD (A) =

〈DGDG+A〉 /
〈
D2

〉
, and the second-order structure function

〈
ΔD2(A)

〉
= 2

〈
D2〉 (1 − 'DD (A)) , (17)

where :G is the wavenumber, G is the spatial location to be averaged, A is the spatial scale that

measures the distance between two points, and
〈
D2

〉
is the variance of {DC}. Then, we can fit the
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MRF model with data’s spectrum or autocorrelation. Traditional methods for parameter estimation

of the TFI model include Whittle likelihood-based estimation technique [7] and the spectrum-based

nonlinear least square technique [9]. However, considering that the spectrum of ASL data contains

relatively large errors, in this work we use another fitting method based on the second-order

structure function. Compared to the spectrum, the structure function has small errors at inertial

and dynamic ranges, thus making it more convenient to estimate the errors. According to Eq.(16)

we get

'̃DD (A) =

∫ c

0
5 (:) cos

(
: A
*ΔC

)
d:∫ c

0 5 (:) d:
, (18)

where '̃DD is the autocorrelation of MRF model. The fitting error is defined as

E(d, ,) =

∫ Amax

Amin

��'̃DD − 'DD

��
1 − 'DD

d ln

(
A

I

)
, (19)

where d = (31, 32, · · · , 3# ), , = (_1, _2, · · · , _#), and Amin and Amax are the minimum and

maximum scales for evaluating the error of the structure function, respectively. Since 'DD oscillates

around zero for large scales and since 'DD < 1 for A > 0, the denominator in Eq.(19) takes 1 − 'DD

instead of 'DD. A nonlinear optimization method is then adopted to solve for the parameters d and

, corresponding to the smallest E, e.g., the “fmincon” or “fminsearch” functions in MATLAB and

“GenSA” package in R.

Some relationships between model quantities and turbulence quantities are presented as follows.

With the help of Taylor’s frozen hypothesis, the conversion between nondimensional frequency :

of the MRF model and streamwise wavenumber :G is

:G =
:

*ΔC
, (20)

where* is the mean velocity and ΔC is the sampling interval of the series {DC}. And the conversion

between model’s spectrum 5 and turbulent spectrum qDD is

qDD = 5 *ΔC . (21)

With these relations, one can obtain the turbulent spectrum from parameters of the MRF model.

With the fitted model parameters, the transition wavenumbers are obtained as _8/(*ΔC), with

8 = 1 to # representing _8 arranged from large to small. And the power exponents can be obtained

as 238 (cf. Eq.(3)). The second-order expansion at : = 0 used in Eq.(3) may be biased for : > 0.

A more accurate method for obtaining power exponents is to perform a power fit of the model

spectrum between two adjacent transition wavenumbers, which does not introduce large errors in

the value of power exponents since the model spectrum is smooth.
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B. ASL data and pretreatment

The ASL data used in this work comes from the Qingtu lake observation array (QLOA).

QLOA is built on the flat dry lakebed of Qingtu Lake in western China (E: 103◦40′03′′, N:

39◦12′27′′) and the measured ASL data reaches the highest order of magnitude friction Reynolds

number (∼ $ (106)) to date. Multi-filed quantities are measured simultaneously, including three-

dimensional turbulent velocities, temperature, humidity, PM10 concentration, and electric field.

And the sonic anemometers are connected to data acquisition instruments synchronized with

GPS to ensure data synchronization. The data used in this study were obtained from the main

tower, whose height lies roughly in the logarithmic region of the atmospheric boundary layer. The

three-component sonic anemometers (Campbell scientific, CSAT-3B) perform the measurements of

velocities and temperature synchronously, with a sampling frequency of 50 Hz. These anemometers

on the main tower are mounted at 0.9, 1.71, 2.5, 3.49, 5, 7.15, 8.5, 10.24, 14.65, 20.96, and 30 m.

The high-quality data of clear-air and sand-laden ASL flows proved suitable for turbulent boundary

layer studies [10–13].

The nonstationary nature of atmospheric turbulence makes it necessary to select and preprocess

the raw data. The pretreatment procedures are consistent with previous ASL turbulence studies

using QLOA data [10, 13, 14]. The pretreatments of the one-hour raw data include wind direction

adjustment, de-trending, and stationary wind selection. Wind direction changes during field

measurements, so it is necessary to adjust raw data to obtain streamwise and spanwise velocities:

D = D< cosl + E< sinl, E = E< cosl − D< sinl, (22)

where D< and E< are measured streamwise and spanwise velocities,l is the angle between the actual

wind direction and the streamwise direction of QLOA, and D and E are the adjusted streamwise and

spanwise velocities, respectively. After adjusting the wind direction, de-trending with a low-pass

filter with a cutoff wavelength of 20X is also required to remove large-scale synoptic signals. Since

we focus on stationary turbulence, a nonstationary index W is used to judge the stationarity, which

is defined as

W = | (fM − fI)/fI | × 100%, (23)

where fM =
∑12

8=1 f8/12, f1, f2, · · · , f12 are the streamwise velocity variances of one-twelfth part

of the entire time interval, and fI is the variance of the overall time interval. If the ASL data

satisfies W < 30% then it can be regarded as stationary, and we choose the half-hour interval with
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the smallest W in one hour. Other quantities used here are defined as follows. The Obukhov length

! is calculated at I = 1.71 m. The friction velocity Dg is evaluated by averaging (− 〈DF〉)1/2

at three heights, 0.9, 1.71 and 2.5 m. Air kinematic viscosity a is calculated from the average

temperature at standard atmospheric pressure. To assess the frictional Reynolds number Reg, the

boundary layer thickness X is estimated to be 150 m, approximately the mean value measured by

radar at QLOA [14]. Additionally, we use the Minnesota relationship to estimate X, which defines

it as a constant multiple of the wavelength corresponding to the maximum of the pre-multiplied

streamwise spectrum at the highest measurement point, as used in Mcnaughton et al. [15]. We

find that using this alternative estimation method for X does not affect the current results. Taylor’s

frozen hypothesis is used to convert temporal data into spatial data.

C. Statistical results of MRF model

The variances of ASL data used in this work are shown in figure 1. The friction Reynolds

10-2 100

101

10-2 100

100

101

10-2 100

100

101

FIG. 1. The variances of (a) horizontal velocity, (b) vertical velocity, and (c) temperature from QLOA data.

Symbols of the same color indicate different heights for the same set of data. The legends show empirical

fitting result of MOST.

number is on the order of 106. It is clear that for convective ASL,
〈
F+2

〉
and

〈
\+2

〉
are in good

agreement with MOST, while
〈
D+2

〉
is not. The 2/3 scaling of

〈
F+2

〉
and the 2/3 scaling of

〈
\+2

〉
hold for −I/! approximately greater than 0.3 and 0.1, respectively.
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C.1. Results for streamwise velocity

We use the MRF model to extract the transitional wavenumbers and power exponents of qDD.

The MRF model obtains spectral information based on the second-order structure function, and

thus can discriminate low-wave number spectral information, which is difficult to acquire directly.

The three length scales !0, !1, and !2 are depcited in figure 10. For wavenumber ranges of

: > 1/!0, 1/!1 < : < 1/!0, and 1/!2 < : < 1/!1, we denote the power exponents of qDD as

(0, (1, and (2, respectively. For convective stratification −I/! > 0.08, the probability density

function (PDF) of transition scales and power exponents are shown in figure 2. The PDF results

10-1 100 101
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2
0

2

4

6

FIG. 2. The PDFs of transition scales and power exponents of qDD.
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FIG. 3. Linear dependence between (a) ! n and !0, and (b) −! and !1.
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show that the transition scales and power exponents fitted by the MRF model are consistent with

the predictions of MMO. And we check the expression of scales !n/I (cf. (45)) and !0/!1. As

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

10
-1

10
0

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

FIG. 4. Comparison of expressions of ! n /I and !0/!1 with ASL data.

shown in figure 4 (a), (45) is in good agreement with ASL data, and thus provides an estimation of

!n in ASL. Therefore, with !0 = !n and !1 = −!, the relation of !0 and !1 should be

!0

!1
= ^

−I/!

1 − I/!
. (24)

However, as shown in figure 4 (b), !0/!1 deviates from (24). The curve fitting gives the expression

of !0/!1, as shown in the legend of figure 4 (b). However, the behavior common to (24) and data

is that !0/!1 scales as −I/! for small −I/!, while !0/!1 tends to a constant for large −I/!, since

!0 tends to −! as discussed in §D D.1. These results show that !1 is not exactly equal to −!, but

is only a rough estimate. Data fitting gives the !1 empirical relationship as

!1 = −!
^(0.22 − I/!)

0.3(1 − I/!)
. (25)

To obtain a concise expression of
〈
D+2

〉
, we treat !1 as −!, and express (36) as

〈
D+2〉

= �D

(
−
X

!

)2/3

+ �D ln

(
1 −

!

I

)
+�D . (26)

The constants �D, �D, and �D are determined from ASL data. Figure 5 shows the compensatory

expression of (26), where �D = 3.81, �D = −0.32, and �D = 1.57, with values obtained from the

average of the fitting results. Compared to figure 1(a), the scalings shown in figure 5(a) and (b)

display clearer power laws.
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10-1

100

101

FIG. 5. Validation of the expression (26) for
〈
D+2

〉
in the ASL data.

C.2. Results for vertical velocity

The vertical velocity variance
〈
F+2

〉
has been predicted by MOST. So in this section we check

the vertical velocity spectrum to explain the behavior of
〈
F+2

〉
. The three power scalings of

〈
F+2

〉
are investigated through MRF model. As shown in figure 6(a), the transition scales correspond to

$ (0.1I), $ (I), and $ (−!), respectively. The power exponents of mid and small scale are close to

the theoretical values 1 and 5/3. The power exponent of large scale is close to 1/2, which requires

further theory. With < = 1/2, !1/!2 = 0.1, the value of term <(!1/!2)
1−</(1−<) is about 0.3,

10-1 100 101
0

1

2

3

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

2

4

6

8

FIG. 6. The PDFs of transition scales and power exponents of qFF.

which can be neglected compared to 3/2 + 1/(1−<). The term !1/!0 has a weak dependence on

I/!. Therefore, the behavior of
〈
F+2

〉
is mainly determined by the small scale !0/!n , which is

the coefficient of spectrum (cf. (38)).
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FIG. 7. Linear dependence between (a) I and !0, (b) I and !1, and (c) −! and !2.

C.3. Results for temperature

10-1 100 101
0

1

2

3

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
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FIG. 8. The PDFs of transition scales and power exponents of q\ \ .

MOST predicts the 2/3 power law of temperature variance
〈
\+2

〉
, which leads to the 4/3 scaling

of low-wavenumber temperature spectrum, as discussed in §D D.3. We use the MRF model to

analyze the behavior of temperature spectrum q\\ . As shown in figure 8, the transition scales and

power exponents of q\\ are consistent with our analysis.

D. Linking MOST and MMO

D.1. Horizontal velocity spectrum and variance

MMO predicts three power laws for two-dimensional spectrum of horizontal velocity D as listed

in table I. For one-dimensional spectrum qDD we preserve the three power laws and link them with
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FIG. 9. Linear dependence between (a) I and !0, (b) I and !1, and (c) −! and !2.

convective-dynamic range dynamic range Kolmogorov range

D −5/3 −1 −5/3

F 1/3 1 −5/3

\ −1/3 −1 −5/3

TABLE I. Power exponents of two-dimensional spectra predicted by MMO. The convective-dynamic range

is $ (1/X) < :G < $ (−1/!), and the dynamic range is $ (−1/!) < :G < $ (1/I), where :G is streamwise

wavenumber.

a plateau at lower wavenumber because one-dimensional spectrum peaks at zero wavenumber, as

shown in figure 10. The one-dimensional spectrum is divided into four ranges:

(i.) The high-wavenumber :
−5/3
G scaling for :G > 1/!0, which is the result of Kolmogorov’s

theory [16]:

qDD = �0n
2/3:

−5/3
G , (27)

where �0 ≈ 0.49 is a universal constant [17], n is the turbulent energy dissipation rate, and

:G is streamwise wavenumber.

(ii.) The mid-wavenumber :−1
G scaling for 1/!1 < :G < 1/!0:

qDD = �1D
2
g:

−1
G , (28)

which can be interpreted by Townsend’s attached eddy model [18] or asymptotic matching

[19].
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:G

qDD �∞D
2
gX

�2D
2
gX(:GX)

−<

�1D
2
g:

−1
G

�0n
2/3:

−5/3
G

1/!2 1/!1 1/!0

FIG. 10. Diagram of the multiple power law of the one-dimensional spectrum in log-log plot.

(iii.) The low-wavenumber :−<G scaling for 1/!2 < :G < 1/!1:

qDD = �2D
2
gX(:GX)

−< (29)

where < > 0.

(iv.) A plateau for :G < 1/!2:

qDD = �∞D
2
gX. (30)

In boundary-layer turbulence the intermediate wavenumber 1/!0 between :
−5/3
G and :−1

G scalings

is estimated as $ (1/I) [20, 21], which is the characteristic scale of attached eddies. In the absence

of :−<G scaling at low wavenumber, the lower end of :−1
G scaling corresponds to $ (1/X), and

integrating over the wavenumber yields

〈
D+2〉

=

∫ ∞

0

qDD

D2
g

d:G ≈
∫ 1/X

0
�∞X d:G +

∫ 1/I

1/X
�1:

−1
G d:G = �∞ + �1 ln

(
X

I

)
, (31)

where 〈·〉 denotes an average and the superscript + denotes the wall-scaling normalization, and here

the velocity is normalized by friction velocity Dg. For boundary-layer turbulence with unbalanced

production and dissipation or above non-smooth walls [22, 23], !0 corresponds to $ (!n ), where

!n = D3
g/n , because energy dissipation rate controls turbulence structure [22, 24]. It is further

found that !n scaling is superior to I scaling for second-order structure functions in convective

ASL [25]. Thus, following the process of obtaining (31), a more general expression for
〈
D+2

〉
is

〈
D+2〉

= �1 + �1 ln

(
X

!n

)
, (32)
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where �1 and �1 are constants related to the coefficients of spectrum.

For strongly convective ASL, MOST presents the limiting behavior of
〈
D+2

〉
corresponding to

the free convection case: 〈
D+2〉 ∼ D2

5

D2
g

∼
(
−
I

!

)2/3
, (33)

where D 5 = (V 〈F\〉B I)
1/3 is the local free-convection velocity, ! = −D3

g 〈\〉B /(^6 〈F\〉B) with

the subscript B denoting the quantities calculated at the surface. To consistent with this limiting

behavior, empirical expression for
〈
D+2

〉
is proposed as

〈
D+2〉

= (21 − 22I/!)
2/3 , (34)

where 21 and 22 are constants determined empirically. However, (34) does not conform well to

the ASL data and, for the neutral stratification, (34) cannot be recovered to (31). Considering the

effect of X on horizontal velocity [26, 27] and the significant influence of very-large-scale motions

in ASL [10, 28], we suggest 〈
D+2〉 ∼

D∗2
5

D2
g

∼

(
−
X

!

)2/3

, (35)

where D∗
5
= (V 〈F\〉B X)

1/3 is the free convection velocity. The 2/3 power law of−X/! is consistent

with some previous research [26, 29, 30].

Combining (32) and (35) we get

〈
D+2〉

= �∗
D

(
−
X

!

)2/3

+ �∗
D ln

(
−
!

!n

)
+�∗

D , (36)

where �∗
D, �

∗
D, and�∗

D are constant to be determined, and the scale X in logarithmic part is substituted

by −! as we consider weak convective case X > −! > I and thus −! may be a more suitable scale.

We will demonstrate this thereinafter.

(36) recovers its corresponding expression in the limiting case. For the neutral case, −! tend

to infinity and should not occurs in the expression. Therefore, when −! is greater than X, −! is

replaced by X and (36) recovers to (32). With assumed local energy balance we can write !n as

!n =
D3
g

n
≈

D3
g

% + �
, (37)

where % is the shear production and � is the buoyancy production. For the strong convective case

with � ≈ n and � = V 〈F\〉B = D3
g/(−^!), we get !n ≈ −^!. Thus (36) recovers to (35).

(36) can also be obtained from the integration of qDD. For with convective ASL with I < −! < X,

MMO proposes that there emerges a new scaling at low wavenumber, i.e., the :−<G scaling. Using
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a similar approach adopted in Vassilicos et al. [31], we can calculate
〈
D2

〉
from qDD. Firstly, we

match the leading order of qDD to determine coefficients �0, �1, and �∞:

matching at 1/!0 : �1 = �0D
−2
g n2/3!

2/3
0 = �0

(
!0

!n

)2/3

, (38a)

matching at 1/!1 : �2 = �1

(
!1

X

)1−<

= �0

(
!0

!n

)2/3 (
!1

X

)1−<

, (38b)

matching at 1/!2 : �∞ = �2

(
!2

X

)<
= �0

(
!0

!n

)2/3 (
!1

X

)1−< (
!2

X

)<
. (38c)

Then integrating qDD over : yields

〈
D+2〉 ≈

∫ 1/!2

0
�∞X d:G +

∫ 1/!1

1/!2

�2X(:GX)
−< d:G +

∫ 1/!0

1/!1

�1:
−1
G d:G +

∫ ∞

1/!0

�0!
−2/3
n :

−5/3
G d:G

=�0

(
!0

!n

)2/3
[
3
2
+

1
1 − <

−
<

1 − <

(
!1

!2

)1−<

+ ln

(
!1

!0

)]
. (39)

The small scale !0 should be $ (!n ) [22, 23, 25]. According to MMO the mid scale !1 is $ (−!)

and the large scale !2 reflects the outer motion in atmospheric boundary layer and corresponds to

$ (X). The value of < is 5/3, which is consistent with the scaling in freely convective atmospheric

boundary layer [32, 33]. Thus (39) becomes

〈
D+2〉

= �0

[
5
2

(
X

−!

)2/3

+ ln

(
−!

!n

)]
. (40)

For the case when the scales and < deviate from their estimates, (40) can be appropriately relaxed

to (36), which is consistent with our previous argument.

Note that (36) can be writen as

〈
D+2〉

=

( I
X

)−2/3
[
�∗
D

(
−
I

!

)2/3
+ �∗

D

( I
X

)2/3
ln

(
−
!

!n

)
+�∗

D

( I
X

)2/3
]
, (41)

whose form has similarities to the theory proposed by Stiperski and Calaf [34], i.e., the 2/3 power

of −I/! multiplied by the anisotropic effect quantized by (I/X)2/3. But our expression (36) has

clearer interpretability.

D.2. Vertical velocity spectrum and variance

In convective ASL, the field measurements of vertical velocity variances are in good agreement

with MOST: 〈
F+2〉 ∼

D2
5

D2
g

∼
(
−
I

!

)2/3
. (42)
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However, the one-dimensional MMO spectrum of F remains to be investigated, since the one-

dimensional spectrum can only have negative scaling, which is inconsistent with the original

MMO theory. As listed in table II, the low- and mid-wavenumber scalings need to be modified.

qFF low wavenumber mid wavenumber high wavenumber

two-dimensional MMO 1/3 1 −5/3

one-dimensional MMO −< −1 −5/3

TABLE II. Two- and one-dimensional MMO scaling for qFF.

At mid wavenumber, the attached eddy model accounts for the :−1
G scaling, which is confirmed to

exist in the qFF of the measured ASL data [15, 35]. At low wavenumber, the scaling of qFF lacks

corresponding theory, but we will show that this scaling is not important for
〈
F+2

〉
, at least to the

leading order.

Due to the anisotropic effect in ASL, the characteristic scale of qFF may have differences from

those of qDD. The scales !0 and !1 correspond to $ (0.1I) and $ (I) respectively [15, 36, 37]. The

characteristic scales of qDD are compressed compared to qFF, which could be due to the fact that F

is controlled by local eddies, while D is also affected by larger eddies. The successful application of

(42) implies that large-scale motion has no significant effect on F. Therefore, a suitable candidate

for !2 is −!, which is an intermediate scale between I and X. According to the same approach that

yielded (39), we can obtain the vertical velocity variance as

〈
F+2〉 ≈ �′

0

(
!0

!n

)2/3
[
3
2
+

1
1 − <

−
<

1 − <

(
!1

!2

)1−<

+ ln

(
!1

!0

)]
, (43)

where �′
0 is the coefficient of :−5/3

G scaling of qFF . Using the approximations for production

% ≈
D3
g

^I
, � = V 〈F\〉B =

D3
g

−^!
, (44)

we can rewrite (37) as
1
!n

≈
1
^

(
1
I
+

1
−!

)
. (45)

Then we get (
!0

!n

)2/3

∼
(
1 −

I

!

)2/3
. (46)

To be consistent with (42) for strong convective case, we need − <
1−<

(
!1
!2

)1−<
in (43) to be sub-

dominant, thus, we have a bound for the scaling exponent: < < 1. In Table I of the main text, the
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scaling exponent < = 1/2 is obtained by the MRF model from the ASL data, which is consistent

with the analytically obtained bound. However, the specific value of < = 1/2 remains an open

question.

D.3. Temperature spectrum and variance

The temperature variance
〈
\+2

〉
in convective ASL is described by MOST as:

〈
\+2〉 ∼

\2
5

\2
g

∼
(
−
I

!

)−2/3
, (47)

where \ 5 = 〈F\〉B /D 5 is the local free-convection temperature and \g = 〈F\〉B /Dg is the friction

temperature.

The Kolmogorov spectrum for temperature spectrum is

q\\ = �′′
0 n

−1/3n\:
−5/3
G , (48)

where �′′
0 ≈ 0.8 is a constant [38] and n\ is the temperature dissipation rate. Similar to !n , we

define

!n\ =
\3
g√

n3
\
/n

, (49)

and express (48) as

q\\ = �′′
0 \

2
g!

−2/3
n\ :

−5/3
G . (50)

Integrating q\\ yields

〈
\+2〉 ≈ �′′

0

(
!0

!n\

)2/3
[
3
2
+

1
1 − <

−
<

1 − <

(
!1

!2

)1−<

+ ln

(
!1

!0

)]
. (51)

Considering the physical picture that heat flux is transported by plumes [15], the characteristic

scales of q\\ are analogous to that of qFF. And from (47) we know X does not encounter in the

expression of
〈
\+2

〉
. We can expect that the scales !0, !1 and !2 are on the order of 0.1I, I, and

−!, respectively.

If < > 1, then from (51) we know
〈
\+2

〉
is controlled by (!0/!n\ )

2/3(!1/!2)
1−<. With the

estimation of n\

n\ ≈
Dg\

2
g

^\I
, (52)
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we get

!n\ ≈ \3
gn

1/2 ^
3/2
\

I3/2

D
3/2
g \3

g

=
^

3/2
\

n1/2I3/2

D
3/2
g

. (53)

Thus for strong convective case, we obtain

(
!0

!n\

)2/3

∼

(
D

3/2
g

n1/2I1/2

)2/3

∼

(
I

!n

)−1/3

∼
( I

−!

)−1/3
, (54)

where (46) is used. According to the constrain of MOST (cf. (47)), we have

(
!1

!2

)1−<

≈
(
−
I

!

)1−<
∼

(
−
I

!

)−1/3
, (55)

therefore < = 4/3. The comparison of original MMO scaling and one-dimensional MMO scaling

is listed in table III.

q\ \ low wavenumber mid wavenumber high wavenumber

two-dimensional MMO −1/3 −1 −5/3

one-dimensional MMO −4/3 −1 −5/3

TABLE III. Two- and one-dimensional MMO scaling for q\ \ .
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