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ABSTRACT
Plumes in a convective flow are considered to be relevant to the turbulent transport in convection. The effective mass, momentum,
and heat transports in the convective turbulence are investigated in the framework of time–space double averaging procedure,
where a field quantity is decomposed into three parts: the spatiotemporal mean (spatial average of the time-averaged) field, the
dispersion or coherent fluctuation, and the random or incoherent fluctuation. With this framework, turbulent correlations in the
mean-field equations are divided into the dispersion/coherent and random/incoherent correlation part. By reckoning the plume as
the coherent fluctuation, a transport model for the convective turbulence is constructed with the aid of the non-equilibrium effect,
in which the change of turbulence characteristics along the mean stream is taken into account for the modelling of the turbulent
transport coefficients. In this work, for the first time, change of turbulence properties along plume motions is incorporated into
the expression of the turbulent transport coefficients. This non-equilibrium model is applied to a stellar convective flow. One of
the prominent characteristics of a surface cooling-driven convection, the enhanced and localised turbulent mass flux below the
surface layer, which cannot be reproduced at all by the usual eddy-diffusivity model with mixing length theory (MLT), is well
reproduced by the present model. Our results show that the incorporation of plume motion into turbulent transport model is an
important and very relevant extension of mean-field theory beyond the heuristic gradient transport model with MLT.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Fluid motions in the stellar convection zone and the planetary atmo-
sphere are convective turbulence driven by a buoyancy force associ-
ated with temperature gradient and/or stratified density. Convection
in stellar interiors is vigorously turbulent, and plays a crucial role
in the energy transport and the magnetic-field generation (dynamos)
in the star. Theoretical analysis and modelling of the convective
turbulence are indispensable for our deeper understanding of the as-
trophysical and geophysical flow phenomena. In convective flows,
persistent flow structures are ubiquitously observed in local domains
in space and time. Jets, plumes, and thermals (plumes are jets driven
by buoyancy only, and thermals denote suddenly released buoyant
elements mainly in meteorological context) are typical examples of
such persistent flow structures. Plumes play a key role in determining
the effective transport of the mass, momentum, heat in convective
turbulence. For modelling the plume effects, it is known that the en-
trainment assumptions (or equivalent similarity arguments) can be
used (Turner 1973; Linden 2000).
In the stellar convection studies, it was recognised that a strong

downward directed flow plays a key role in dynamics and turbulent
transports. Reviewing the experimental and numerical results, it was
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pointed out that the observed patterns in the stellar convection are
dominantly determined by the cooling at the surface (Spruit 1997).
The downward diving plumes, originated at the cooling surface layer,
are able to reach the bottom of the convection zone and to contribute
to turbulent transport (Rieutord & Zahn 1995). To construct an elab-
orated model of stellar convective flow, the effects of diving plumes
should be properly taken into account beyond the hydrostatic pres-
sure distribution and the simple velocity-proportional entrainment
assumption (Rast 1998).

In the mean-field turbulence model, the evolutions of mean fields
are determined by the effective transport represented by the turbu-
lent fluxes such as the turbulent mass flux, the Reynolds stress, the
turbulent heat flux, etc. Traditionally, mixing-length theory (MLT)
has been employed for describing the convective energy transport
in the interior of stars. In the traditional model, the turbulent fluxes
are approximated by the gradient-diffusion-type formula with MLT
model for the transport coefficients (Böhm-Vitense 1958; Stix 2002).
Numerical simulations of stellar convection revealed that the mean-
field turbulence models with MLT need to be modified or replaced
by a more elaborated formulation including the turbulent cascade by
Kolmogorov theory and chaotic behaviour of an integral scale roll
of Lorenz (Arnett, et al. 2015). In particular, the non-local transport
mechanisms associated with plumes should be implemented into the
turbulence model (Murphy & Meakin 2011; Brandenburg 2016). In
addition, it was pointed out that the mixing by the downdraft motions
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driven immediately below the surface of radiative cooling is much
more effective than the counterpart by the flux due to the weakly
super-adiabatically driven gradient diffusion across the whole con-
vection zone (Cossette & Rast 2016), although recent numerical sim-
ulations from base to surface suggest another interpretation (Hotta,
Iĳima & Kusano 2019). Beyond the simplest gradient-transport-type
models, a transport model incorporating the effects of plumes as
coherent structures should be constructed (Brandenburg 2016). At
the same time, as long as the values of the physical parameters in
a numerical simulation are far from the realistic ones in the stellar
convective turbulence, the interpretation of the simulation results
should be done with caution. For example, a recent numerical simu-
lation has revealed a strong dependence of convective overshooting
and energy flux on the molecular Prandtl number (Käpylä 2021). In
this sense, convection in the Sun is quite different from that obtained
from simulations in which 𝑃𝑟 ∼ 1.
Because of the vast range of scales that must be included, direct nu-

merical simulation of stellar convective flow is simply impossible in
the foreseeable future, even using sophisticated algorithms optimised
for massively parallel computers. For this reason, developing sophis-
ticated theories andmodelling of realistic turbulence is indispensable
for the study of stellar convection. Several critical deficiencies of the
simple eddy-viscosity representation have been clarified. One defi-
ciency is the lack of vorticity effect. An alleviation of this deficiency
was proposed by the inclusion of helicity effect coupled with the
mean vorticity and/or rotation (Yokoi & Yoshizawa 1993; Yokoi &
Brandenburg 2016). Another possible way to alleviate the drawback
of a turbulence model using the usual gradient-diffusion approxima-
tion is to modify the model by incorporating the non-equilibrium
effect into the expressions for the turbulent fluxes. Variations of the
turbulence characteristics in time or along the mean stream can be
taken into account as a non-equilibrium effect on turbulent transport
(Yoshizawa & Nisizima 1993; Yokoi 2022). The presentation of the
non-equilibrium effect itself may take on various aspects. Beyond the
entrainment assumptions, the non-equilibrium or time-dependent ef-
fect has been needed in modelling cloud dynamics in a non-uniform
environment [for example, see Chap. 6 in Turner (1973)]. Here in
this work, we focus our arguments on the non-equilibrium effect
associated with variations of turbulence along the advective motion
(Yoshizawa 1994). In the presence of non-equilibriumvariation of the
turbulent energy and its dissipation rate, the time and length scales of
the turbulence are altered. Such non-equilibrium properties of turbu-
lence should affect the model expression of the turbulent transport.
As the multiple-scale direct-interaction approximation, an analyti-
cal theory for strongly non-linear and inhomogeneous turbulence,
shows, the gradient-diffusion-type model for the turbulent fluxes is
closely linked to the equilibrium property of turbulence statistics.
Inclusion of the non-equilibrium properties of turbulence statistics
leads to a deviation from the gradient-diffusion-type model for the
turbulent transports (see later in § 5.1). Since the non-equilibrium
effect stems from the variation of the turbulent statistics along the ad-
vective motion, some kind of convective flows such as jets, thermals,
and plumes can be argued in the context of the non-equilibrium ef-
fect. This non-equilibrium property of the coherent jets and plumes in
laboratory experiments has been recently discussed (Sunita & Layek
2021; Yokoi 2022).
However, we face some difficulty in applying the non-equilibrium

effect formulation to convective turbulent flows. In the simplest for-
mulation of the non-equilibrium effect, the effect is represented by the
material derivative based on the mean velocity, 𝐷/𝐷𝑡 ≡ 𝜕/𝜕𝑡 +U · ∇
(U: mean velocity). In the case of the closed-domain convective mo-
tions such as the flow in stellar convection zone and the Rayleigh–

Bénard convection, which have been studied in detail in experimental
and numericalmanners, themean velocity under the simple ensemble
averaging or space averaging over the horizontal surface in the ho-
mogeneous directions is typically negligibly small (U ' 0) because
of the statistical smearing out and it is not suitable for representing
the local velocity structure such as plumes. These spatiotemporal
structures (plumes, convective flows, jets, etc.) certainly exist locally
in time and space, but will disappear under a simple averaging pro-
cedure such as the ensemble, space and time averaging. In the sense
that the average is zero, these flow structures belong to the fluctua-
tion, but should be treated as the coherent or structural component
of the fluctuation. For the purpose of incorporating the plume effects
into a turbulence model for convective flows, we adopt a time–space
double averaging method, a formulation that can contrast the co-
herent/structural fluctuation component with the incoherent/random
fluctuation one.
This formulation is to be applied to a flow configuration relevant

to stellar convection. If the convective motion is cooling-driven at the
near surface layer, the turbulent transport is dominated by the cool
diving plume. As will be shown in § 6, the property of turbulence
transport in the non-local convection vigorously driven by cooling
at the surface is fairly different from the one in the local convection
driven by weakly superadiabatic ambient state across the full depth.
For instance, the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 is much larger in the
cooling-driven case, and the peak of the flux is located in the shal-
low region (𝜌′: density fluctuation, u′: velocity fluctuation, 〈· · · 〉:
mean or averaging). As mentioned above, unlike the turbulent trans-
port in the weakly superadiabatic throughout the convection zone
case (the local transport case), the turbulent transport in the cooling-
driven convection case (non-local transport case) cannot be properly
described by the gradient-transport type model, and the turbulence
model based on a simple mixing-length theory (MLT) should be
modified for the cooling-driven convection (Cossette & Rast 2016;
Brandenburg 2016). We implement the non-equilibrium effect into
the convection turbulence model in the framework of the time–space
double averaging, and apply this model to the cooling-driven con-
vection.
Along this line of thought, we are preparing two papers on this

subject. The first one (Paper I) is the present paper, which mainly
focuses on the theoretical and analytical framework of the turbulence
modelling with the non-equilibrium effect. For the purpose of cap-
turing the plume motions, the basic notions of space–time double
averaging procedure as well as the evolution equations of the co-
herent and incoherent fluctuation stresses and energies are presented
in Paper I. In addition, with the aid of the direct numerical simula-
tions (DNSs), the basic validation of the non-equilibrium turbulence
model is presented in the context of the stellar convection. In the sec-
ond paper (Paper II), we will present the details of the model setup,
numerical results, and data analysis. The contents of Paper II include
the detailed numerical results on the Fourier spectra and probability
distribution function (PDF) of convection velocity, turbulent mass,
momentum and energy transports, as well as the data analysis meth-
ods with the Fourier filtering and double averaging (Masada, Yokoi
& Takiwaki 2022).
The organisation of this paper (Paper I) is as follows. The fun-

damental equations as well as the mean-field equations with several
turbulent fluxes are presented in § 2. After presenting the basic no-
tions of the double-averaging procedure and its property in § 3, the
evolution equations of some turbulence correlations and energies are
given in § 4, with special emphasis on the interaction between the
coherent and incoherent fluctuation motions. In order to incorporate
the non-equilibrium effect into the stellar convection model, in § 5,
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the plume effects are viewed from the double-averaging procedure.
The model structure in the double-averaging methodology is also
examined. In §6, the model is applied to a flow configuration rele-
vant to the stellar convection to describe the spatial distribution of
the turbulent mass flux in the local and non-local convection cases.
Conclusions are presented in § 7.

2 FUNDAMENTAL EQUATIONS AND TURBULENT
CORRELATIONS

The system of equations for the compressible hydrodynamic flow
with the external force included can be written as

𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · (𝜌u) = 0, (1)

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
𝜌𝑢𝑖 + 𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
𝜌𝑢 𝑗𝑢𝑖 = − 𝜕𝑝

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
𝜇𝑠 𝑗𝑖 + 𝑓 𝑖ex, (2)

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
𝜌𝑒 + ∇ · (𝜌u𝑒) = ∇ · (𝜂∇𝜃) − 𝑝∇ · u + 𝜙 + 𝜁, (3)

where 𝜌 is the density, u the velocity, 𝑝 the pressure, 𝑒 the internal
energy, 𝜇 the viscosity, 𝜂 the thermal diffusivity, 𝑠𝑖 𝑗 the deviatoric
or traceless part of the velocity strain defined by

𝑠𝑖 𝑗 =
𝜕𝑢 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
− 2
3
∇ · u𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . (4)

In (2), fex is the external force. In the buoyantly convective flow, we
consider the force of gravity for fex:

fex = 𝜌g, (5)

where g is the acceleration due to gravity. In (3), 𝜙 is the dissipation
function that represents the conversion of the kinetic energy to heat
through the viscosity effect:

𝜙 = 𝜇𝑠𝑖 𝑗
𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
, (6)

and 𝜁 is the internal energy source/sink term.
The pressure 𝑝 is related to the temperature 𝜃 and the internal

energy 𝑒 as

𝑝 = 𝑅𝜌𝜃 = (𝛾 − 1)𝜌𝑒, (7)

where

𝑒 = 𝐶𝑉 (𝜃)𝜃. (8)

Here,𝐶𝑉 is the specific heat at constant volume, 𝑅 is the gas constant,
and 𝛾 is the ratio of 𝐶𝑃 (the specific heat at constant pressure) to
𝐶𝑉 .
We first adopt the simple decomposition of a field quantity 𝑓 into

the mean 〈 𝑓 〉(≡ 𝐹) and the fluctuation around it, 𝑓 ′, as

𝑓 = 𝐹 + 𝑓 ′, 𝐹 = 〈 𝑓 〉 (9)

with

𝑓 = (𝜌, u, 𝑝, 𝑒, 𝜃), (10a)

𝐹 = (〈𝜌〉,U, 𝑃, 𝐸,Θ), (10b)

𝑓 ′ = (𝜌′, u′, 𝑝′, 𝑒′, 𝜃 ′) (10c)

(〈·〉: ensemble average or space average in the homogeneous direc-
tions). Under this decomposition, the mean-field equations are given
as
𝜕〈𝜌〉
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ · (〈𝜌〉U) = −∇ · 〈𝜌′u′〉, (11)

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
〈𝜌〉𝑈𝑖 + 𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
〈𝜌〉𝑈 𝑗𝑈𝑖

= −(𝛾 − 1) 𝜕
𝜕𝑥𝑖

〈𝜌〉𝐸 + 𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
𝜇S 𝑗𝑖

− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗

(
〈𝜌〉〈𝑢′ 𝑗𝑢′𝑖〉 +𝑈 𝑗 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑖〉 +𝑈𝑖 〈𝜌′𝑢′ 𝑗 〉

)
, (12)

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
〈𝜌〉𝐸 + ∇ · (〈𝜌〉U𝐸)

= ∇ ·
(
𝜅

𝐶𝑣
∇𝐸

)
− ∇ ·

(
〈𝜌〉〈𝑒′u′〉 + 𝐸 〈𝜌′u′〉 + U〈𝜌′𝑒′〉

)
−(𝛾 − 1)

(
〈𝜌〉𝐸∇ · U + 〈𝜌〉〈𝑒′∇ · u′〉 + 𝐸 〈𝜌′∇ · u′〉

)
, (13)

where S𝑖 𝑗 in (12) is the mean-velocity counterpart of the strain rate
(4), defined by

S𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜕𝑈 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝜕𝑈

𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
− 2
3
∇ · U𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . (14)

The turbulent correlations in (11)-(13), the turbulent mass flux
〈𝜌′u′〉, the Reynolds stress 〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉, the turbulent internal-energy
flux 〈𝑒′u′〉, etc. are the most important quantities, which determine
the transport in the mean-field equations due to turbulence. The
expressions of these turbulent fluxes should be obtained from the
equations of the fluctuating density 𝜌′, velocityu′ and internal energy
𝑒′. The fluctuation-field equations are given as

𝜕𝜌′

𝜕𝑡
+ (U · ∇) 𝜌′ + ∇ ·

(
𝜌′u′) + 〈𝜌〉∇ · u′

= −
(
u′ · ∇

)
〈𝜌〉 − 𝜌′∇ · U + 𝑅𝜌, (15)

𝐷𝑢′𝑖

𝐷𝑡
= −

(
u′ · ∇

)
𝑢′𝑖 + 1

〈𝜌〉
𝜕

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
𝜇𝑠′ 𝑗𝑖

− (𝛾 − 1)
(
𝜕𝑒′

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝐸

〈𝜌〉
𝜕𝜌′

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)
− (u′ · ∇)〈𝑢〉𝑖

−(𝛾 − 1)
(
𝜌′

〈𝜌〉
𝜕𝐸

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝑒′

〈𝜌〉
𝜕〈𝜌〉
𝜕𝑥𝑖

)
− 𝜌′

〈𝜌〉
𝐷𝑈𝑖

𝐷𝑡
+ 𝑅𝑖𝑢 , (16)

𝜕𝑒′

𝜕𝑡
+ (U · ∇)𝑒′ = −(u′ · ∇)𝑒′ + 1

〈𝜌〉 ∇ ·
(
𝜅

𝐶𝑣
∇𝑒′

)
− (𝛾 − 1)𝐸∇ · u′ − (u′ · ∇)𝐸

− (𝛾 − 1)
(
𝑒′ + 𝜌′

〈𝜌〉 𝐸
)
∇ · U + 𝑅𝑒, (17)

where 𝑠′𝑖 𝑗 is the strain rate of the fluctuating velocity defined by

𝑠′𝑖 𝑗 =
𝜕𝑢′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
+ 𝜕𝑢

′𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
− 2
3
∇ · u′𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . (18)

Here, 𝑅𝜌, 𝑅𝑢 , and 𝑅𝑒 represent the residual terms consisting of the
turbulent correlations like 〈𝜌′u′〉, 〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉, 〈𝑒′u′〉, etc. and higher-
order correlations. Note that these fluctuation-field equations as well
as the mean-field equations are derived from the fundamental equa-
tions. So, both the mean- and fluctuation-field equations contain
the turbulent fluxes [see textbooks, for instance, Mathieu & Scott
(2000); Yokoi (2020)]. However, the details of the residual terms are
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suppressed here since they do not contribute to the later discussion
on the generation mechanisms of fluctuations.
With the aid of the two-scale direct-interaction approximation (TS-

DIA), a multiple-scale renormalisation perturbation expansion, the
turbulent correlations are expressed in terms of the spectral and re-
sponse functions of turbulence (Yoshizawa 1984; Yokoi 2020). The
analytical expressions of the turbulent correlations, and the corre-
sponding model expressions based on the theory are given in (A4)-
(A8) in Appendix A [the hydrodynamic limit of Yokoi (2018a,b)].
In the turbulence modelling approach, turbulent transport coeffi-

cients in (A4)-(A8), such as the eddy viscosity 𝜈T, turbulent diffusiv-
ity 𝜅𝜌, turbulent internal-energy diffusivity 𝜂𝐸 , etc., should reflect
the statistical properties of the turbulence in consideration. In a self-
consistent turbulence model, where the mean and turbulent fields
are simultaneously and consistently determined by the nonlinear dy-
namics of turbulent flow without resorting to externally determined
transport coefficients, the expressions of the transport coefficients
have to be expressed in terms of a few statistical quantities that
properly represent the nonlinear dynamics of turbulence. A possible
way to choose such turbulent statistical quantities in compressible
turbulent flows is choosing the turbulent energy (per mass) 𝐾 , its
dissipation rate 𝜀, and the density variance 𝐾𝜌. They are defined by

𝐾 = 〈u′2〉/2, (19)

𝜀 = 𝜈

〈
𝜕𝑢′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
𝑠′𝑖 𝑗

〉
, (20)

𝐾𝜌 = 〈𝜌′2〉. (21)

The evolution equations of these turbulent statistical quantities are
obtained from the equations of the fluctuating fields (15)-(17). The
evolution equations of 𝐾 , 𝜀, and 𝐾𝜌 are given in (A1)-(A3) in Ap-
pendix A.

3 AVERAGING METHODS

3.1 Conditional averaging

There are several ways to extract the local spatiotemporal structures
from the random fluctuations. The conditional averaging procedure
is one of such ways. For example in the turbulent boundary-layer
study, we consider the streamwise and wall-normal velocity fluctu-
ation components, 𝑢′ and 𝑣′, and divide the whole value domain
of fluctuations into the four quadrants depending on the signs of
(𝑢′, 𝑣′) = (+, +), (−, +), (−,−), (+,−), and examine the statistical
properties in each quadrant. For example, the motions belonging to
the quadrant (+, +) (or (−,−)) represents an event at which the tur-
bulent flow is moving along (or opposite to) the streamwise direction
while departing (approaching) from the wall. In this sense, the statis-
tics based on the four quadrants should correspond to a conditional
averaging linked to the type of events, such as the bursting, sweeping,
etc. in the turbulent boundary layer [seeWalles (2013) and references
cited therein]. For the convective turbulence with plumes, a condi-
tional averaging within the four quadrants based on the combination
of the vertical component of the velocity fluctuation,𝑤′, and the tem-
perature fluctuation 𝜃 ′, (𝑤′, 𝜃 ′) is possible. In this case, for example,
the motions with (𝑤′, 𝜃 ′) = (+, +) represents an ascending plume
with being heated, and (−,−) does a descending plume with being
cooled.

3.2 Double averaging method

Another way to represent the coherent and incoherent fluctuations is
to adopt a double-averaging methodology (Finnigan & Shaw 2008;
Pokrajac, McEwan & Nikora 2008; Dey 2014; Dey, Paul & Padhi
2020). We regard convection plumes as a turbulent coherent fluctua-
tion, and investigate the properties of the fluctuations. There are sev-
eral types of the double averagingmethod. The representative double-
averaging procedure is the double filtering ubiquitously adopted in
the data processing and the large-eddy simulations (LESs) of turbu-
lent flows. By a sequential application of two or more filters with
varied filtering levels (in frequency or length scale) to the raw data,
slowly varying fluctuatingmotions are extracted from the fast varying
fluctuating ones (Sagaut, Deck & Terracol 2006).
In this work, we consider a combination of the time and space

averaging. Depending on the sequential order of time and space
averaging, there are two ways of the time and space double averaging
method: (i) the time–space averaging, where the spatial averaging is
taken to the already temporary-averaged variables; and (ii) the space–
time averaging, where the temporal averaging is taken to the already
spatial averaged variables. The first one, the time–space averaging is
more appropriate for the purpose of extracting the plume structures.
As is usual for the case of double averaging or filtering procedures,
the averaging should be taken first with a finer resolution manner,
then a “coarse grained” averaging should be taken. Otherwise, the
coarse grained averaging makes the fine structures be smeared out.
In this work, the averaging window for the time average is set much
shorter than the counterpart for the space average.1 So,we should first
take the temporal average over a time period during which a plume
persistently exists, then perform the space average of the already
time-averaged quantities. We further assume that the space averaging
provide a surrogate of the ensemble averaging.
As for the time average, the usual time average defined by

𝑓 (r) = lim
𝑇→∞

1
𝑇

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑓 (r; 𝑡)𝑑𝑡 (22)

is not suitable at all for detecting the plume structure since their
structures are smeared out during the long averaging time 𝑇 → ∞.
In order to catch a plume structure, which is local in time and space,
we adopt a time filter defined by

𝑓 (r; 𝑡) = 1
𝑇

∫ 𝑡+𝑇 /2

𝑡−𝑇 /2
𝑓 (r; 𝑠)𝑑𝑠. (23)

Here, as for the appropriate averaging time 𝑇 , we adopt a time which
is much longer than the eddy turn-over time of turbulence, 𝜏, and
much shorter than the time scale of the mean-field evolution, Ξ, as

𝜏 � 𝑇 � Ξ. (24)

Of course, all the statistics depend on the value of the averaging
time 𝑇 . It is difficult to determine the averaging time 𝑇 in a general
manner. Here, we adopt 𝑇 which is similar to the plume lifetime

1 The fraction of the lifetime of a plume, 𝜏̃, to the averaging timewindow𝑇 is
defined byΔtime = 𝜏̃/𝑇 , while the fraction of the occupation domain area of a
plume, 𝑠 = 𝑏2 (𝑏: horizontal dimension of the plume), to the space averaging
window Δ𝑆 = Δ𝑥Δ𝑦 is Δspace = 𝑠/Δ𝑆. If these fractions are much smaller
than unity, the plume effects are statistically smeared out by the averaging.
On the other hand, if the fraction is comparable to unity, the plume effects are
detectable after the averaging. Because of the spatial localisation of a plume,
Δspace is very small (Δspace � 1), whereas Δtime can be comparable to unity
if we set the averaging time window𝑇 similar to the lifetime 𝜏̃ (𝑇 ' 𝜏̃). This
is the reason why we should take the time averaging first.
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(time of the persistent presence of a plume). The eddy turn-over time
of the turbulence 𝜏 and the time scale of the mean-field evolution Ξ
are determined by the density scale height, intensity of turbulence,
the depth of the convection zone, etc. As will be discussed at the
end of § 6.2, the averaging time window 𝑇 should be put similar to
the characteristic lifetime of the descending plume. The lifetime of a
plume can be estimated from the characteristic turbulent velocity 𝑣
and the dimension of density stratification. This is much longer than
the eddy turnover time 𝜏 estimated from 𝑣 and mixing length. So, it
is expected to be possible to define an averaging time that satisfies
the condition (24).
On the other hand, as for the space averaging, we consider

〈 𝑓 〉 = 1
Δ𝑆

∫
𝑆
𝑓 (r; 𝑡) 𝑑𝑆 (25)

Here Δ𝑆 is the area of the averaging surface, which is spanned by
the homogeneous directions. In case the statistical quantity is in-
homogeneous in the vertical or 𝑧 direction, and homogeneous in
the horizontal or 𝑥-𝑦 directions, we put Δ𝑆 = Δ𝑥Δ𝑦 and the space
averaging is defined with the horizontal averaging as

〈 𝑓 〉(𝑧; 𝑡) = 1
Δ𝑥Δ𝑦

∫
𝑆
𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧; 𝑡) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 (26)

In this work, the statistical quantities are assumed to be homogeneous
in the horizontal surface, and the horizontal averaging is regarded as
a surrogate of the ensemble averaging.
We adopt the time–space double averaging methodology. In this

procedure, we first take the time average of a physical quantity 𝑓 and
denote it as 𝑓 . Then we take the space average of the time averaged
quantity and denote it as 〈 𝑓 〉. With this double-averaging procedure,
a field quantity 𝑓 is decomposed into

𝑓 = 〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 + 𝑓 ′′, (27)

where 𝑓 is defined by

𝑓 = 𝑓 − 〈 𝑓 〉. (28)

It is often called the dispersion in analogy with the wave decompo-
sition procedure. If we rewrite this in the form of

𝑓 = 〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 , (29)

we see that a time averaged quantity 𝑓 is divided into the space aver-
aged part 〈 𝑓 〉 and the deviation from the space average, 𝑓 . Namely,
𝑓 represents the part of a time-averaged quantity 𝑓 deviating from
the space average 〈 𝑓 〉, and 𝑓 ′′ represents the deviation from the time
average 𝑓 . On the other hand, from the viewpoint of the space aver-
aging, both 𝑓 and 𝑓 ′′ are treated as the fluctuations. The fluctuation
in the space averaging procedure, 𝑓 ′, is divided into 𝑓 and 𝑓 ′′ as

𝑓 ′ = 𝑓 + 𝑓 ′′. (30)

In other words, 𝑓 represents the persistent or coherent part of the
spatial fluctuations 𝑓 ′, while 𝑓 ′′ is the random or incoherent coun-
terpart.
Of course, in order to distinguish the coherent fluctuation from the

incoherent one, it is required to use much more elaborated mathe-
matical tools. In the wavelet analysis of turbulence, a velocity field
is decomposed on the basis of scaling functions and wavelets of dif-
ferent families are often applied. The part of fluctuation is called
coherent if it is expressed in terms of such an expansion, and inco-
herent otherwise (Farge, et al. 2003; Goldstein & Vasilyev 2004).
The notion of coherency does not directly correspond to the usual
decomposition between the large and small scales. Coherent motions
exist even at small scales, and random motions are observed even at

large scales. In this work, however, we do not delve into such detailed
formulations of coherency, but denote 𝑓 as the coherent fluctuation
and 𝑓 ′′ as the incoherent fluctuation in the present time–space double
averaging procedure.

3.3 Relations of time and space averaging

In the present work, we assume the following relations among the
time and space averaging:

〈〈 𝑓 〉〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉, 𝑓 = 𝑓 , (31a)

〈 𝑓 ′〉 = 0, 〈 𝑓 〉 = 0, 〈 𝑓 ′′〉 = 0, 𝑓 ′′ = 0, (31b)

〈 𝑓 〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉, 〈 𝑓 〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉, (31c)

〈〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉, 𝑓 𝑔 = 𝑓 𝑔, (31d)

〈 𝑓 𝑔〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉, (31e)

〈 𝑓 𝑔′′〉 = 0, 〈 𝑓 ′′𝑔̃〉 = 0, (31f)

𝑓 𝑔 = 𝑓 𝑔, 𝑓 𝑔′′ = 0. (31g)

Among these relations, (31a) is an assumption that the space and
time averaging satisfies the Reynolds rule. Since time averaging (23)
contains information of the past time during the averaging period
𝑇 , so strictly speaking, we have 𝑓 ≠ 𝑓 for a finite 𝑇 . However, we
approximate that 𝑓 = 𝑓 . Relation (31c) implies that both the space
averaging of the already time-averaged, 〈 𝑓 〉, and the time averaging of
the already space-averaged, 〈 𝑓 〉, are equivalent to the space averaged
one 〈 𝑓 〉. This is a consequence of the fact that the time averaging and
space averaging are defined independently. Relation (31g) is derived
from (31a) and (31c) as

𝑓 𝑔 = ( 𝑓 − 〈 𝑓 〉)𝑔 = 𝑓 𝑔 − 〈 𝑓 〉𝑔 = 𝑓 𝑔 − 〈 𝑓 〉𝑔
= ( 𝑓 − 〈 𝑓 〉)𝑔 = 𝑓 𝑔. (32)

These relations (31) are fully utilised in deriving the evolution equa-
tions of the turbulent correlations in § 4.
We adopt the time–space double averaging procedure. In this

framework, a dispersion 𝑓 belongs to the averaged field 𝑓 (= 〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 )
in the time-averaging sense, while it belongs to a fluctuation field
𝑓 ′(= 𝑓 + 𝑓 ′′) and represents the coherent components of fluctua-
tions in the space-averaging sense. In order to see the structure of the
turbulence model we adopted in this work, we present a diagram sim-
ilar to the coherency diagram first introduced by Goldstein & Vasi-
lyev (2004). In the context of the present double-averaging method,
this diagram illustrates the relationship among the field quantities
decomposed as (27). It shows that the fluctuations are decomposed
into the coherent and incoherent fields. It simultaneously exhibits the
separation between the space-averaged mean fields and the residual
fluctuation fields (Fig. 1).
In the present work, a time-averaged quantity 𝑓 is divided into

its space-averaged part 〈 𝑓 〉 and its deviation or dispersion part 𝑓 (=
𝑓 − 〈 𝑓 〉). The space averaging of the incoherent fluctuation vanishes

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2022)



6 N. Yokoi, Y. Masada & T. Takiwaki

Time averaged
(Coherent)

Time fluctuation
(Incoherent)

Space averaged
(Mean)

Space fluctuation
(Turbulence)

 f ʺ f ʺ

 f ʹ

 f ∼〈 f 〉–
 f –

〈 f 〉

Increasing averaging tim
e T

Plume

Random
noise

Mean flow

Figure 1. Coherency diagram of the time–space double averaging method.
On the basis of the decomposition (33): 𝑓 = 〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 + 𝑓 ′′, the fluctuation in
the space averaging 𝑓 ′ is decomposed into the coherent/dispersion and inco-
herent/random fluctuations, and the time-averaged component is divided into
the space-averaged or mean component 〈 𝑓 〉 and the dispersion or deviation
from it, 𝑓 .

by definition. This can be seen from (31) as 〈 𝑓 ′′〉 = 〈 𝑓 − 𝑓 〉 =

〈 𝑓 〉 − 〈 𝑓 〉 = 0. The criterion for separating the coherent component
from incoherent one depends on the averaging time 𝑇 in (23). If we
set the averaging time 𝑇 sufficiently large (e.g., much larger than the
lifetime of the characteristic coherent fluctuation such as a plume),
the coherent motions are smeared out and the portion of the coherent
component is reduced. This situation is not suitable for properly
describing the effects of plume motions, which is one of the essential
ingredients of convective flow.
In summary, with the time–space averaging procedure, a field

quantity 𝑓 is decomposed as

𝑓 =

𝑓︷                   ︸︸                   ︷
〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓︸︷︷︸

𝑓 − 〈 𝑓 〉
coherent
fluctuation

+ 𝑓 ′′︸︷︷︸
𝑓 − 𝑓

incoherent
fluctuation

. (33)

4 EVOLUTION EQUATIONS OF TURBULENCE
CORRELATIONS

The evolution equations of the coherent and incoherent components
of the Reynolds stress are given by(

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)
〈𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉 = 𝑃̃𝑖 𝑗 + Π̃𝑖 𝑗 − 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 + 𝜕𝑇

𝑖 𝑗ℓ

𝜕𝑥ℓ

+
〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
+

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
, (34)

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)
〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉 = 𝑃′′𝑖 𝑗 + Π′′𝑖 𝑗 − 𝜀′′𝑖 𝑗 + 𝜕𝑇

′′𝑖 𝑗ℓ

𝜕𝑥ℓ

−
〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
−

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
. (35)

Here, 𝑃̃𝑖 𝑗 , Π𝑖 𝑗 , and 𝜕𝑇 𝑖 𝑗ℓ/𝜕𝑥ℓ are the production, re-distribution,
dissipation, and transport rates of the coherent Reynolds stress

〈𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉, respectively, and 𝑃′′𝑖 𝑗 , Π′′𝑖 𝑗 , 𝜀′′𝑖 𝑗 , and 𝜕𝑇 ′′𝑖 𝑗ℓ/𝜕𝑥ℓ are
the counterparts for the incoherent Reynolds stress 〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉. They
are in a similar form as the counterparts in the equation of the usual
Reynolds stress 〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉. The detailed expressions of these terms are
given in Appendix B. In contrast, the final two terms in (34) and
(35) are ones newly appeared in the time–space averaging procedure.
Firstly, in the presence of inhomogeneous dispersion velocity, ∇ũ,
coupled with the dispersion of the Reynolds stress �u′′u′′ [defined
by (B4)], the coherent and incoherent Reynolds stresses, 〈ũũ〉 and
〈u′′u′′〉, can be produced or reduced. This is an interesting point.
The presence of a localised plume structure itself interacts with the
dynamics and statistics of the coherent and incoherent fluctuations.
Secondly, the final two terms in (34):

P̃𝑖 𝑗 ≡ +
〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
+

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
, (36)

and the final two terms in (35):

P ′′𝑖 𝑗 ≡ −
〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
−

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
= −P̃𝑖 𝑗 (37)

are exactly the same but with the opposite sign. This means that
neither P̃ = {P̃𝑖 𝑗 } norP′′ = {P ′′𝑖 𝑗 }will contribute to the evolution
of the total Reynolds stress 〈u′u′〉, but they will contribute to the
transfer between the coherent and incoherent components, 〈ũũ〉 and
〈u′′u′′〉. In the case of a positive (or negative) P̃, the coherent
component of the Reynolds stress, 〈ũũ〉, is increased (or decreased)
while the incoherent counterpart 〈u′′u′′〉 is decreased (or increased).
Taking the contraction of 𝑖 and 𝑗 in (34) and (35), we obtain the

evolution equations of the coherent and incoherent components of
the turbulent fluctuation energy as(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

) 〈
1
2

ũ2
〉
= 𝑃̃ − 𝜀 + ∇ · T̃ +

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
, (38)

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

) 〈
1
2

u′′2
〉
= 𝑃′′−𝜀′′+∇·T′′−

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
, (39)

respectively. Here, 𝑃̃, 𝜀, ∇ · T̃ are the production, dissipation, and
transport rates of the coherent fluctuation energy, and 𝑃′′, 𝜀′′, and
∇ · T′′ are the incoherent counterparts. All these terms are in the
same form as the equation of the total fluctuation energy 〈u′2〉/2.
Their detailed expressions are given in Appendix B.
The final terms in (38) and (39) are originated from the double-

averaging procedure. The terms related to the coherent fluctuation
shear, ∇ũ:

𝑃𝐾̃ ≡
〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
= −𝑃𝐾 ′′ (40)

represents the production of the coherent energy 𝑃𝐾̃ in (38) and
that of incoherent energy −𝑃𝐾 ′′ in (39) due to the shear of the
coherent fluctuation. The energy transfer between the coherent- and
incoherent-fluctuation energies, 〈ũ2〉/2 and 〈u′′2〉/2, is attributed to
these production rates 𝑃𝐾̃ and 𝑃𝐾 ′′ .
The internal transfer term mediated by the dispersion stress �u′′u′′

always show up when we decompose a field quantity as in (27). Ex-
ploring the properties of transfer production terms 𝑃𝐾̃ and 𝑃𝐾 ′′ , we
understandwhat mechanisms determine the evolution of the coherent
fluctuations. For the same shear structure of the coherent velocity,
variations of the coherent and incoherent components of energy is
opposite to each other. A decrease of incoherent or random fluctua-
tion energy leads to an increase of the coherent fluctuation energy,
and vice versa. As will be seen in the following sections, this energy
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transfer between the coherent and incoherent fluctuations coupled
with the non-equilibrium effect associated with plume motions is ex-
pected to contribute to the enhancement of turbulent transport beyond
the usual local gradient-diffusion approximation models.

5 MODELLING CONVECTIVE TURBULENCE

5.1 Non-equilibrium effect

In the convective turbulent flows, not only the turbulent transport
due to the usual eddy or random/incoherent fluctuation but also the
transport due to the structural/coherent fluctuation plays a key role.
In the presence of plume structures, effective transports of the mass,
momentum, and energy are greatly enhanced, compared to the case
without the plume structures or to the case with the structures rapidly
disappearing. Therefore, how to incorporate the effects of coherent
fluctuations such as plumes is of primary importance in modelling
the convective turbulent flows.
In the𝐾−𝜀model, one of themost widely used Reynolds-averaged

turbulence models, the eddy viscosity is expressed as

𝜈TE = 𝐶𝜈
𝐾2

𝜀
, (41)

where 𝐶𝜈 is the model constant, 𝐾 is the turbulent kinetic energy
defined by (19), and 𝜀 is its dissipation rate defined by (20). They are
the two one-point turbulent statistical quantities chosen to describe
the dynamic and statistical properties of turbulent fields. The eddy-
viscosity model (41) is very simple and useful, but is known to
have several drawbacks. One is the overestimate of 𝐾 and 𝜀 when
applied to the homogeneous shear turbulence. In order to alleviate
such a drawback, various ways for improving the model (41) have
been proposed. The non-equilibrium effect is one of such methods
and is expected to be valid in deriving the turbulent transport that
deviates from the simple eddy-viscosity representation (Yoshizawa
& Nisizima 1993).
In order to see the background of the non-equilibrium model of

turbulent transport, here we briefly show how to derive the non-
equilibrium effect from the analytical statistical theory of inhomoge-
neous turbulence. With the aid of the multiple-scale renormalisation
perturbation expansion (Yoshizawa 1984; Yokoi 2020), the turbulent
energy with the non-equilibrium effect implemented is expressed as

𝐾 = 𝐶𝐾1𝜀
2/3ℓ2/3C − 𝐶𝐾2𝜀−3/2ℓ4/3C

𝐷𝜀

𝐷𝑡
− 𝐶𝐾3𝜀1/3ℓ1/3C

𝐷ℓC
𝐷𝑡

, (42)

where ℓC is the scale of the largest eddy, 𝐶𝐾𝑛 (𝑛 = 1 − 3) are
the model constants, and the Lagrangian derivative along the mean
velocity U(= 〈u〉) is defined as
𝐷

𝐷𝑡
=
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ U · ∇. (43)

We solve (42) by iteration. The lowest-order expression is

𝐾 = 𝐶𝐾1𝜀
2/3ℓ2/3C , (44)

leading to ℓC as

ℓC = 𝐶ℓ1𝐾
3/2𝜀−1 (45)

(𝐶ℓ1: model constant). This expression, obtained without recours-
ing to the non-equilibrium part, corresponds to the simplest eddy-
viscosity expression. Substituting (45) into (42), and using the itera-
tion, we have

ℓC = 𝐶ℓ1𝐾
3/2𝜀−1 + 𝐶ℓ2𝐾3/2𝜀−2

𝐷𝐾

𝐷𝑡
− 𝐶ℓ3𝐾5/2𝜀−3

𝐷𝜀

𝐷𝑡
(46)

(𝐶ℓ2 and 𝐶ℓ3: model constants). The second and third terms in (46)
represent the non-equilibrium effect. Equation (46) can be approxi-
mated as

ℓC = ℓE

(
1 − 𝐶 ′

N
1
𝐾

𝐷

𝐷𝑡

𝐾2

𝜀

)
, (47)

where ℓE is the equilibrium length scale defined by

ℓE = 𝐾3/2/𝜀 (48)

(𝐶 ′
N: model constant). It follows from (47) that the time scale of

turbulence is expressed as

𝜏NE =
ℓNE
𝐾1/2

' 𝜏E
(
1 − 𝐶 ′

NΓ
)
, (49)

where the non-equilibrium correction factor Γ is defined by

Γ =
1
𝐾

𝐷

𝐷𝑡

𝐾2

𝜀
, (50)

which can be either positive or negative. Here, 𝜏E is the equilibrium
time scale defined by

𝜏E =
𝐾

𝜀
. (51)

As we see from (47) and (49), the non-equilibrium effect can be rep-
resented by the variation of the turbulent energy 𝐾 and its dissipation
rate 𝜀 along the fluid motion. From (49), the turbulent viscosity is
expressed as

𝜈T =


𝜈TE (1 + 𝐶NΓ)−1 for Γ > 0,

𝜈TE (1 − 𝐶NΓ) for Γ < 0,
(52)

where 𝜈TE is the equilibrium eddy viscosity without the non-
equilibrium effect related to Γ (𝐶N: model constant).
Expression (52) implies that in case that the turbulent energy 𝐾

and its dissipation rate 𝜀 vary along the mean flow, namely in the
case of non-equilibrium turbulence, the effective turbulent viscosity
𝜈T may deviate from its equilibrium value. Equation (52) shows
that the effective viscosity is suppressed if Γ > 0 or equivalently
𝐷 (𝐾2/𝜀)/𝐷𝑡 = 𝐷 (𝐾𝜏)/𝐷𝑡 > 0 with the time scale 𝜏 = 𝐾/𝜀,
and that 𝜈T is enhanced if Γ < 0 or equivalently 𝐷 (𝐾2/𝜀)/𝐷𝑡 =
𝐷 (𝐾𝜏)/𝐷𝑡 < 0.
Actually, it was established by recent experiments with single-

phase fluid jets and with two-phase fluid buoyant bubble plumes and
negatively buoyant particle plumes that the turbulent kinetic energy
𝐾 and its dissipation rate 𝜀 vary along the plume and jet stream
direction (Bordoloi, et al. 2020; Charonko & Prestridge 2017; Lai
& Socolofsky 2019a,b). For instance, in the round jet experiment, it
was reported that the ratio of the axial fluctuation intensity 〈𝑢′2〉 to
the root of the dissipation rate,

√
𝜀, showed a decreasing tendency

with the axial or streamwise direction (Lai & Socolofsky 2019a). In
this case, since the non-equilibrium contribution Γ in (50) is nega-
tive, 𝐷 (𝐾2/𝜀)/𝐷𝑡 < 0, it is anticipated from (52) that the turbulent
viscosity will be effectively enhanced. This matches the requirement
for improving the current turbulence model by adjusting the model
constants. For another example, in the buoyant bubble plume experi-
ment, it was reported that the turbulent energy is increased along the
ascending bubble motion. This tendency is much more dominant in
the adjustment region, where the non-equilibrium property is much
more prominent, than in the asymptotic region (Lai & Socolofsky
2019b). In another experiment, the turbulent energy is reported to be
enhanced in the direction of the negatively buoyant particle plume,
while the energy dissipation does not show significant changes (Bor-
doloi, et al. 2020). In these two cases of the buoyant bubble plume and
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negatively buoyant particle plume, 𝐷 (𝐾2/𝜀)/𝐷𝑡 is positive, so the
turbulent viscosity is expected to be reduced by the non-equilibrium
effect. As we see from these jet and plume experiments, the inhomo-
geneities of the turbulent kinetic energy and its dissipation rate along
the flow direction may lead to a significant alteration of the turbulent
transport coefficients due to the non-equilibrium effect (Yokoi 2022).

5.2 Modelling plume with double averaging

For the sake of simplicity of argument, we further assume that the
non-equilibrium property along a flow for the energy dissipation
rate 𝜀 is much smaller than the counterpart on the turbulent energy
𝐾 (= 〈u′2〉/2) in the sense

1
𝜀

𝐷𝜀

𝐷𝑡
� 1

𝐾

𝐷𝐾

𝐷𝑡
. (53)

Under this condition, the non-equilibrium eddy viscosity (52) is
approximately expressed as

𝜈NE = 𝜈E

(
1 − 𝐶N

1
𝜀

𝐷𝐾

𝐷𝑡

)
= 𝜈E

(
1 − 𝐶N

𝜏

𝐾

𝐷𝐾

𝐷𝑡

)
, (54)

where 𝜏 is the eddy turn-over time, and 𝐶N the model constant.
Inequality (53) does not necessarily meet the flow conditions in all
the real turbulence cases. However, we adopt (54) as a starting point,
since the estimate of dissipation rate in practical flows is often much
harder than that of the turbulent energy.
With the analogy of the non-equilibrium effect on the Reynolds

stress in the ensemble- or space-averaging procedure, (54), the tur-
bulent mass flux 𝜌′′u′′ in the time-averaging procedure may be
modelled as

𝜌′′u′′ = −𝜅′′E

(
1 − 𝐶 ′′𝜏′′

1
𝑘 ′′

𝐷𝑘 ′′

𝐷𝑡

)
∇𝜌, (55)

where 𝜅′′E is the equilibrium effective diffusivity due to the random
or incoherent fluctuations, 𝐶 ′′ the model constant, 𝜏′′ the time scale
of the incoherent fluctuation, 𝐷/𝐷𝑡 (= 𝜕/𝜕𝑡 + u · ∇) the Lagrange or
material derivative along the time-averaged velocity u, and 𝑘 ′′ the
time-averaged turbulent energy of the incoherent fluctuation defined
by

𝑘 ′′ = u′′2/2. (56)

By a similar analogy, the dispersion turbulent mass flux 𝜌̃ũ may be
modelled as

𝜌̃ũ = −𝜅E

(
1 − 𝐶̃𝜏 1

𝑘̃

𝐷𝑘̃

𝐷𝑡

)
∇𝜌, (57)

In relation to (27) and (29), the total time-averaged turbulent energy
is defined by

𝑘 = u′2/2. (58)

If we assume that the coherent and incoherent fluctuations have no
correlation in time: 𝑓 𝑔′′ = 0 [see (31g)], the total turbulent energy
and the coherent and incoherent fluctuation energies are related to

each other as2

𝑘 = 𝑘̃ + 𝑘 ′′, (59a)

or equivalently,

u′2 = ũ2 + u′′2. (59b)

In the time–space double averaging procedure, the turbulent mass
flux 〈𝜌′u′〉(=

〈
𝜌′u′

〉
) is divided into the contribution from the co-

herent fluctuations and the incoherent ones. Assuming that each con-
tribution to the turbulent mass flux is expressed as (55) and (57), we
can write the turbulent mass flux as〈

𝜌′u′
〉
=

〈
𝜌̃ũ

〉
+

〈
𝜌′′u′′

〉
= −

〈
𝜅E

(
1 − 𝐶̃𝜏 1

ũ2
𝐷ũ2

𝐷𝑡

)
∇𝜌

〉
−

〈
𝜅′′E

(
1 − 𝐶 ′′𝜏′′

1

u′′2

𝐷u′′2

𝐷𝑡

)
∇𝜌

〉
. (60)

The first or unity-related part in the parentheses of each of these two
terms gives the usual eddy diffusivity contribution to the turbulent
mass flux. They represent the equilibrium effect in the turbulent mass
flux and are written as〈
𝜌′u′〉

E = −𝜅E∇ 〈𝜌〉 , (61)

where 𝜅E = 𝜅E+ 𝜅′′E is the equilibrium turbulent eddy diffusivity. The
rest parts of two terms of Eq. (60) or the 𝐷/𝐷𝑡-related parts in the
parentheses represent the non-equilibrium effect. They are written as〈

𝜌′u′
〉
N
= +

〈
𝜅E𝐶̃𝜏

1

ũ2
𝐷ũ2

𝐷𝑡
∇𝜌

〉
+

〈
𝜅′′E𝐶

′′𝜏′′
1

u′′2

𝐷u′′2

𝐷𝑡
∇𝜌

〉
=

〈
𝜅E𝐶̃

𝜏

ũ2

[
(ũ · ∇)ũ2

]
∇𝜌

〉
+

〈
𝜅′′E𝐶

′′ 𝜏
′′

u′′2

[
(ũ · ∇)u′′2

]
]∇𝜌

〉
, (62)

where the time derivative part 𝜕/𝜕𝑡 of the Lagrangian derivative was
dropped since the time derivatives of the time-averaged quantities
are much smaller than the advective derivative part ũ · ∇.3 According
to the relation (31), the double-averaging procedure obeys

〈 𝑓 𝑔〉 = 〈(〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 ) (〈𝑔〉 + 𝑔̃)〉 = 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉 + 〈 𝑓 𝑔̃〉, (63)

2 The assumption of no correlation between the coherent and incoherent
fluctuations in time is equivalent to the present formulation (27) with the
decomposition of a field quantity 𝑓 ′ into 𝑓 and 𝑓 ′′ (30). In this sense,
assumption of no-correlation between 𝑓 and 𝑔′′ (or 𝑓 ′′) is just the restatement
of the adoption of the decomposition (30). Note that this does not deny the
interaction between the coherent and incoherent fluctuations at all. As (40)
shows, the production of the incoherent fluctuation energy results from the
sink of the coherent fluctuation energy.
3 The effects of the time derivatives are different between the fast and slow
time scales. To see this we introduce two-scale time variables for time 𝑡 , the
fast and slow variables are given by 𝜏 (= 𝑡) and𝑇 (= 𝛿𝑡) , respectively, where
𝛿 (� 1) is a scale parameter. A time-averaged quantity 𝑓 depends only on
the slow variable 𝑇 as 𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝑇 ) . Under this two-time analysis, the time
derivative is written as 𝜕/𝜕𝑡 = 𝜕/𝜕𝜏 + 𝛿𝜕/𝜕𝑇 . Then the time derivative of
the time-averaged quantity is expressed as 𝜕 𝑓 /𝜕𝑡 = (𝜕/𝜕𝜏+ 𝛿𝜕 𝑓 /𝜕𝑇 ) 𝑓 =

𝛿𝜕 𝑓 /𝜕𝑇 . Because of the smallness of 𝛿, the time derivative of the time-
averaged quantity is eventually very small. On the other hand, the space
derivative of the time-averaged quantity is not small since the scales associated
with the space derivative is much larger than the counterparts of the time
averaging.
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〈 𝑓 𝑔ℎ〉 = 〈(〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 ) (〈𝑔〉 + 𝑔̃) (〈ℎ〉 + ℎ̃)〉
= 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔〉〈ℎ〉 + 〈 𝑓 〉〈𝑔̃ℎ̃〉 + 〈𝑔〉〈 𝑓 ℎ̃〉 + 〈ℎ〉〈 𝑓 𝑔̃〉 + 〈 𝑓 𝑔̃ℎ̃〉. (64)

If the space average of the time average is small as 〈 𝑓 〉 ' 0, we have
𝑓 = 〈 𝑓 〉 + 𝑓 ' 𝑓 . In this case, (63) and (64) are reduced to

〈 𝑓 𝑔〉 = 〈 𝑓 𝑔〉 = 〈 𝑓 𝑔̃〉, (65)

〈 𝑓 𝑔ℎ〉 = 〈 𝑓 𝑔ℎ〉 = 〈𝑔〉〈 𝑓 ℎ̃〉 + 〈ℎ〉〈 𝑓 𝑔̃〉 + 〈 𝑓 𝑔̃ℎ̃〉. (66)

For a convective flow in a closed symmetric system, the space-
averaged velocity is expected to be small (〈u〉 ' 0). In this case,
the time average of u is represented by the dispersion part of the
velocity as

u = 〈u〉 + ũ ' ũ. (67)

With (65) and (66), the non-equilibrium correction to the eddy dif-
fusivity is written as

𝜅N = +𝐶̃𝜅E

〈
𝜏

ũ2
𝐷ũ2

𝐷𝑡

〉
+ 𝐶 ′′𝜅′′E

〈
𝜏′′

u′′2

𝐷u′′2

𝐷𝑡

〉
= 𝐶̃

𝜏〈
ũ2

〉 〈
(ũ · ∇) ũ2

〉
+ 𝐶̃

〈
𝜏

ũ2
(ũ · ∇)

〉 〈
ũ2

〉
+𝐶 ′′ 𝜏′′〈

u′′2
〉 〈

(ũ · ∇) u′′2
〉
+ 𝐶 ′′

〈
𝜏′′

u′′2
(ũ · ∇)

〉 〈
u′′2

〉
' 𝐶̃ 𝜏〈

ũ2
〉 〈

(ũ · ∇) ũ2
〉
+ 𝐶 ′′ 𝜏′′〈

u′′2〉 〈
(ũ · ∇) u′′2

〉
. (68)

Here, the triple correlation terms of dispersion fluctuations have been
dropped. On the right-hand side of the second equality in (68), the
first and third terms represent how much the time-averaged coherent
and incoherent fluctuation energies change in time along the coherent
or plumemotion ũ, respectively. These terms are important since they
directly reflect the non-equilibrium effect due to plume motions. On
the other hand, the second and fourth terms contain correlations of
the Lagrange derivatives along the coherent flow velocity ũ with
the reciprocals of coherent and incoherent dissipation, respectively.
These terms are expected to be small as compared to the former
terms. Hence we dropped them in the second final line of (68).
In the time–space double averaging procedure, the space average

of the time-averaged turbulent energies are defined as

𝐾̃ = 〈𝑘̃〉 =
〈
ũ2

〉
/2 =

〈
ũ2

〉
/2, (69)

𝐾 ′′ = 〈𝑘 ′′〉 =
〈
u′′2

〉
/2 =

〈
u′′2

〉
/2, (70)

𝐾 = 〈𝑘〉 =
〈
u′2

〉
/2 =

〈
u′2

〉
/2. (71)

In (68), 𝜏/〈ũ2〉 and 𝜏′′/〈u′′2〉 correspond to the reciprocals of
dissipation rates of the coherent and incoherent fluctuation energies,
respectively as

𝜀 =

〈
ũ2

〉
/(2𝜏) and 𝜀′′ =

〈
u′′2

〉
/(2𝜏′′). (72)

We assume that the intensities of coherent and incoherent fluctu-
ations, 〈ũ2〉 and 〈u′′2〉, are comparable to each other with (59) as

〈ũ2〉 ' 〈u′′2〉 ' 〈u′2〉/2. (73)

There are several situations where this assumption is reasonably
well. For instance, in the situation considered in the following sec-
tion, the surface cooling drives the descending motion of plumes. As
the plume descends and finally disappears, the energy of the plume
motions (coherent fluctuations) is transferred to the energy of ran-
dom noises (incoherent fluctuations). This basic physics suggests the
energy of the coherent and incoherent fluctuation energies are com-
parable. Actually, our direct numerical simulations show these two
energies are comparable.
In this case, we approximate (68) as

𝜅N = 𝐶̃
1
2𝜀

〈
(ũ · ∇)ũ2

〉
+ 𝐶 ′′ 1

2𝜀′′
〈
(ũ · ∇)u′′2

〉
' 𝐶 ′

(
1
𝜀
+ 1
𝜀′′

) 〈
(ũ · ∇)u′2

〉
, (74)

where the numerical factors are absorbed into the constant 𝐶 ′.
As the averaging time relation (24) suggests, the characteristic time

for the coherent fluctuation, 𝜏, is expected to be much longer than the
counterpart for the incoherent fluctuation, 𝜏′′. Under the condition of
(73), the dissipation rates of the coherent and incoherent fluctuations
may satisfy

𝜀 =
〈ũ2〉
𝜏

� 〈u′′2〉
𝜏′′

= 𝜀′′. (75)

Then, (74) is reduced to

𝜅N = 𝐶̂
1
𝜀

〈
(ũ · ∇)u′2

〉
, (76)

which implies that the non-equilibrium correction is expressed by
the kinetic energy variation along the plume motion divided by the
coherent energy dissipation rate.
With the eddy-diffusivity expression (76), the turbulent mass flux

can be modelled as

〈𝜌′u′〉 = −𝜅E
(
1 − 𝐶̂ 1

𝜀

〈
𝐷̃𝑘

𝐷̃𝑡

〉)
∇ 〈𝜌〉

' −𝜅E
(
1 − 𝐶̂ 1

𝜀
〈(ũ · ∇)𝑘〉

)
∇ 〈𝜌〉 (77)

where 𝜀(= 〈ũ2〉/𝜏) is the dissipation rate of the coherent fluctuation
energy, 𝐷̃/𝐷̃𝑡 (= 𝜕/𝜕𝑡 + ũ · ∇) is the Lagrange derivative along the
dispersion velocity ũ, and 𝐶̂ is the model constant. Equation (77) im-
plies that the eddy diffusivity may change from its equilibrium value
due to the non-equilibrium effect. The eddy diffusivity is enhanced
or suppressed depending on the variation of kinetic energy along the
coherent motion of the flow.

5.3 Structure of the time–space double averaging model

In the turbulence modelling approach, turbulent fluxes (transports
due to unresolved motions) are expressed in terms of the mean or
resolved fields coupled with the turbulent transport coefficients. The
turbulent transport coefficients should be expressed by a few quanti-
ties that properly represent the statistical properties of the turbulence.
The simplest and most widely employed model for the transport co-
efficients is based on the mixing-length theory (MLT) approximation
of the turbulence characteristic length (Stix 2002). A more elaborate
modelling method is to adopt some appropriate turbulent statistical
quantities linked to the length and time scales of the turbulence, and
consider the evolution of the transport equations of the turbulent
statistical quantities. The turbulent kinetic energy and its dissipation
rate (or directly the eddy turn-over time) are representative turbulent
statistical quantities.
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In the simplest gradient-diffusion approximation, the turbulent
mass flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 is modelled as

〈𝜌′u′〉 = −𝜅T∇〈𝜌〉, (78)

where the transport coefficient, the eddy diffusivity 𝜅T, is expressed
in a generic form in terms of the turbulent energy 𝐾 = 〈u′2〉/2 and
the eddy turn-over time 𝜏 as

𝜅T = F {𝜏, 𝐾} = F {𝜏, 〈u′2〉}. (79)

In the formulation with the non-equilibrium effect, the generic form
includes the advection velocity 〈u〉 through the Lagrangian deriva-
tive. Then (79) is modified to

𝜅T = F {〈u〉; 𝜏, 𝐾} = F {〈u〉; 𝜏, 〈u′2〉}. (80)

In the time–space double averaging procedure, the turbulent mass
flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 has to be expressed in terms of the time-averaged quan-
tities and their space averages with the time-averaged fluctuation
velocity and its space average. Then, the generic form for the eddy
diffusivity with the non-equilibrium effect, 𝜅NE, may be written as

𝜅NE = F
{
〈u〉, u; 𝜏′′, 𝜏, 𝐾, 𝑘

}
= F

{
〈u〉, ũ; 𝜏′′, 𝜏,

〈
u′2

〉
, u′2

}
, (81)

where 〈u〉, u and ũ are included for the Lagrangian derivatives. In
addition, the time scales of the incoherent and coherent fluctuations,
𝜏′′ and 𝜏, are included in (81). The turbulent flux is expressed by the
gradient of the space averaged field 〈 𝑓 〉 coupled with the turbulent
transport coefficient. The transport coefficient is expressed in terms
of the space fluctuation fields, i.e., the random/incoherent fluctuation
𝑓 ′′ and the dispersive/coherent fluctuation 𝑓 . In order to express the
turbulent transport coefficient, we need information on the coherent
fluctuation.
The time-averaged total turbulent energy consists of the time-

averaged coherent and incoherent fluctuation energies as (59), and
the total turbulent energy (71) consists of the coherent fluctuation
energy (69) and the incoherent fluctuation energy (70) as

𝐾 = 𝐾̃ + 𝐾 ′′, (82a)

or equivalently〈
u′2

〉
=

〈
ũ2

〉
+

〈
u′′2

〉
. (82b)

Noting (59) and (82), we see from (76) that the non-equilibrium eddy
diffusivity 𝜅NE is written as

𝜅NE =


𝜅E

[
1 − 𝐶𝜏̃

𝜏

〈u′2〉
Γ̃𝐷

]
for Γ̃𝐷 < 0,

𝜅E

[
1 + 𝐶𝜏̃

𝜏

〈u′2〉
Γ̃𝐷

]−1
for Γ̃𝐷 > 0,

(83)

with

Γ̃𝐷 =

〈
(ũ · ∇)u′2

〉
, (84)

where 𝜏 is the time scale of the coherent fluctuation, and 𝐶𝜏̃ is
the model constant. Again, we have approximate 〈u〉 ' ũ in the
Lagrangian derivative since 〈u〉 ' 0. In (83) we adopt a simple Padé
approximation in order to avoid unphysical negative diffusivity.
Equation (83) implies that the non-equilibrium effect arising from

the variation along the coherent velocity motion ũ will alter the
effective turbulent diffusivity 𝜅NE as compared with the equilibrium
counterpart 𝜅E.
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ms = 1.495

mi = 1.5

ms = 1.495
z

zb

Surface layer

Lower layer d

Local model Non-local model

Superadiabatic Subadiabatic
(Marginally stable)

Superadiabatic

Figure 2. Two-layer polytropic gas configuration. The surface layer (𝑧i ≤
𝑧 ≤ 𝑧s) and the lower layer (𝑧b ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧i) of the convection zone. In the local
model convection is driven by the weakly superadiabatic entropy gradient
across the full depth 𝑑 of the convection zone (𝑧b ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧s) with the
polytropic index 𝑚s = 𝑚i = 1.495 (superadiabatic), while in the non-local
model convection is driven by cooling at the surface layer (𝑧i ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧s) with
𝑚s = 1.495 (superadiabatic) and 𝑚i = 1.5 (marginally stable).

6 APPLICATION TO STELLAR CONVECTION

As was referred to in § 1, it has been argued that the surface cool-
ing and the resulting down-flowing plumes play an important role in
turbulent mixing, by altering the turbulence statistics in the stellar
convection zone (Spruit 1997; Cossette & Rast 2016). A turbulence
model with the simplest mixing-length theory (MLT) should bemod-
ified for such convective flows (Brandenburg 2016). In this section,
we apply the eddy-diffusivity expression with the non-equilibrium
effect in the time–space double averaging procedure, (83), to a stellar
convection problem.
We simulate stellar convection by solving the compressible hydro-

dynamic equations (1)-(3). Following the set-up mimicking a local
domain of the stellar convection zone in Cossette & Rast (2016), we
consider a computational domain in a rectangular box, where 𝑧 is the
vertical coordinate, which directs upward from the bottom 𝑧b to the
top surface 𝑧s (𝑧b ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧s). The acceleration of gravity is downward
or negative 𝑧 direction. The horizontal coordinates are 𝑥 and 𝑦, and
the horizontal boundaries are periodic. We adopt a set-up based on
the two-layer polytropic gas convection, where the upper portion of
the domain (𝑧i ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧s) is the surface layer and the lower portion
(𝑧b ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑧i) is the residual layer (Fig. 2). In the present calcula-
tion, the upper 5% portion is set as the surface layer [𝑧i/𝑑 = 0.95,
𝑑 (= 𝑧s − 𝑧b): full depth of the convection zone].
We assume a polytropic relation between the pressure and density

as 𝑝 = 𝜌1+1/𝑚 with the polytropic index𝑚. In the adiabatic case, 𝑝 =

𝜌𝛾 with 𝛾(= 𝐶𝑝/𝐶𝑣 ) being the ratio of the specific heat at constant
pressure 𝐶𝑝 to that at constant volume 𝐶𝑣 . The hydrostatic balance
is also assumed for the equilibrium state. With these assumptions,
the spatial distributions of density 𝜌 and pressure 𝑝 are determined
by the specific internal energy 𝑒 at the top surface. For the two-layer
polytropic gas model, we consider two cases. The first one is the
local model, where convection is driven by a weakly superadiabatic
(𝑚s = 𝑚i = 1.495 < 1.5, 𝑚s: polytropic index at the top surface,
𝑚i: polytropic index at the top of the residual layer) local entropy
gradient throughout the convection zone. The other one is the non-
local model, where convection is driven by a surface cooling, only
the vicinity of the surface (0.95 ≤ 𝑧/𝑑 ≤ 1) is superadiabatic. The
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Figure 3.Entropy distributions in our direct numerical simulations (DNSs) for
the locally-driven case (a) and the non-locally driven case (b). The horizontal
cross-sections of the entropy fluctuation 𝑠′ (= 𝑠 − 〈𝑠〉) at the top surface
(Top). In the non-locally- or cooling-driven case, the horizontal extension of
the cell structures is much more limited than the counterpart in the locally-
driven case. The vertical cross-sections of the entropy fluctuation 𝑠′ from the
horizontal mean (Bottom). In the non-locally driven case, the low entropy
down-flow or plume structures produced at the surface are prominent in the
upper region.

surface layer is convectively unstable with 𝑚s = 1.495 < 1.5, and
the lower residual layer (0 ≤ 𝑧/𝑑 ≤ 0.95) is marginally stable with
𝑚i = 1.5.
The non-dimensional parameters in our simulation; the Prandtl

number is 𝑃𝑟 ' 1 and the Rayleigh number is 𝑅𝑎 ' 4.2 × 106. The
density contrast between the bottom and top surface is 𝜌b/𝜌s ' 100
in both cases. In order to sustain the superadiabaticity at the surface
in the cooling-driven case, a Newtonian-cooling term is added in
the energy equation, following Cossette & Rast (2016). Details of
the numerical simulations including the set-up (the initial density
and pressure distributions, the values of physical parameters, etc.) as
well as the arguments on other turbulent fluxes, such as the turbulent
internal-energy flux 〈𝑒′u′〉, are given in our Paper II.
To see the qualitative differences between the local and non-local

models, we show, in Figure 3, the convection profile for eachmodel at
a quasi-steady state. The distributions of the entropy fluctuation, 𝑠′(=
𝑠 − 〈𝑠〉), at the top surface layer (top panel) and the vertical cutting
plane (bottom panel) are demonstrated for the (a) local model and (b)
non-local model, where the angular brackets denotes the horizontal
average. The black tone corresponds to the downflow region with a
negative entropy fluctuation (i.e., negative buoyancy). There exist a
lot of downward plumes in the upper part of the convection zone in
the cooling-driven model, while the local model shows less plumes
and the development of a larger convective structure.

6.1 Entropy-gradient driven local transport and cooling driven
non-local transport

According to direct numerical simulations (DNSs), the spatial profile
and amplitude of the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 are fairly different
between the entropy-gradiend-driven local mixing and the cooling-
driven non-local mixing (Fig. 4). If the convective motion is driven
by the weakly superadiabatic ambient state across the full depth of
the convection zone (locally-driven case), the turbulent mass flux
increases monotonically with the depth except in the vicinity of
the bottom of the convective zone (the dashed or “local” plot in
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Figure 4. Spatial profile of the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧 〉 in our direct
numerical simulations (DNSs) for the locally- and non-locally driven cases.
In locally-driven case, the turbulent mass flux monotonically increases with
the depth except in the vicinity of the bottom of the convection zone. In the
non-locally- or cooling-driven case, the turbulent mass flux has a strong peak
in the near surface region, and monotonically decreases with the depth.

Fig. 4). On the other hand, if the convective motion is driven by the
superadiabatic state confined to the upper layer in the vicinity of the
surface (cooling- or non-locally-driven case), the turbulent mass flux
shows a strong peak at a shallow region near the surface (𝑧 ∼ 0.9𝑑),
then monotonically decreases with the depth except in the vicinity of
the bottom (the solid or “non-local” plot in Fig. 4). The amplitude
of the turbulent mass flux at 𝑧 ∼ 0.9𝑑 in the cooling-driven case is
about one order higher than that in the locally-driven case.
The gradient diffusion model with MLT is expressed as

〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉MLT ∼ −𝑣cv𝐻𝜌
𝑑〈𝜌〉
𝑑𝑧

, (85)

where 𝑣cv =

〈
(𝑢′𝑧)2

〉1/2
is the characteristic convective velocity,

and 𝐻𝜌 is the density scale height defined by

𝐻𝜌 =
〈𝜌〉

|𝜕〈𝜌〉/𝜕𝑧 | =
���� 𝑑𝑧

𝑑 ln〈𝜌〉

���� . (86)

The spatial distribution of (85) is plotted in Fig. 5. Comparing Figs. 4
and 5, we see that the spatial profile of the gradient transport model
with MLT (85) (Fig. 5) is quite similar to that of 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 for the
locally-driven convection case in DNS (Fig. 4). Then, we see that the
spatial profile of the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 in the locally-driven
case can be readily described by the gradient-diffusion-type model
with a simple mixing-length theory (MLT) of the turbulent eddy
diffusivity 𝜅T.
In contrast to the locally-driven case, the spatial profile and large

amplitude of the turbulent mass flux in the cooling-driven or “non-
local” case cannot be reproduced by such a simple gradient-diffusion
type model. This is also the case for the turbulent internal-energy
flux 〈𝑒′u′〉. The turbulent transport cannot be properly reproduced
by a simple MLT model in the cooling-driven or “non-local” con-
vection. In the following, we address this problem with the aid of
a turbulence model with the plume effect incorporated through the
non-equilibrium effect.

6.2 Incoherent and coherent fluctuations

In the time–space double averaging procedure, the coherent velocity
fluctuation or dispersion ũ is given by

ũ = u − 〈u〉. (87)
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Figure 5. Spatial profile of the gradient diffusion model with MLT. The
spatial distribution of the mean density gradient 𝑑 〈𝜌〉/𝑑𝑧 multiplied by the
characteristic convective velocity 𝑣cv and the density scale height 𝐻𝜌 =

|𝑑𝑧/𝑑 ln〈𝜌〉 | is plotted.

As was referred to in § 3.2, the value of the coherent fluctuation
sensitively depends on the window of time filtering or the averaging
time 𝑇 in the definition of the time average (23). If the averaging
time 𝑇 is much longer than a typical plume lifetime, the coherent
motions of plumes would be statistically cancelled out, and the mag-
nitude of the coherent velocity would be considerably reduced. For a
sufficiently long 𝑇 , the magnitude of the coherent fluctuation would
be negligible to the counterpart of the random or incoherent fluc-
tuation. In Fig. 6, the spatial distributions of the magnitude of the
coherent velocity fluctuation

√︁
(𝑢̃𝑧)2 [=

√︁
(𝑢𝑧 − 〈𝑢𝑧〉)2] in the non-

locally- and locally-driven cases with varying the averaging time 𝑇
are presented. In the cooling-driven case (Top), the amplitude of the
coherent fluctuation with a short averaging time has an eminent peak
in the near surface region (𝑧/𝑑 ∼ 0.9). This peak position is the same
as that of the strong peak of the turbulent mass flux in the cooling-
driven case as was shown in Fig. 4. This implies that the spatial
distribution of the turbulent mass flux is determined by the coherent
component of the fluctuation, which represents the plumemotion. As
𝑇 is set longer, the amplitude of |ũ| becomes smaller. This decrease
tendency is most prominent in the shallow region where a large peak
of the coherent fluctuation is located in the non-locally driven case.
There as 𝑇 increases, the large values of

√︁
(𝑢̃𝑧)2 decreases, eventu-

ally the spatial profile peaked in the shallow region disappears and
the spatial profile becomes more similar to the one in the locally-
driven case. This clearly shows that the prominent characteristics
of the non-locally- or cooling-driven convection motion, which are
directly related to the plume motion, can be described by the coher-
ent component of the fluctuating motion in the present time–space
double averaging procedure. Note that from the scaled convective
velocity 𝑣𝑧 =

√︁
〈(𝑢𝑧)2〉 ∼ 0.01 and the scaled full depth of the con-

vective zone 𝑑 = 1, the (maximum) lifetime of the plume might be
estimated as (𝑑/2)/𝑣𝑧 ∼ 50, which corresponds to the number of
snapshots of 25. This suggests that we should set the averaging time
𝑇 . 25 (snapshots).

6.3 Modelling of the enhanced transport due to the plume
through the non-equilibrium effect

Considering the relevance of the coherent fluctuation in the non-
locally- or cooling-driven convection, we apply the non-equilibrium
eddy-diffusivity model to the turbulent mass flux in a stellar convec-
tion zone.
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Figure 6. Spatial profile of the amplitude of the coherent fluctuations√︁
(𝑢̃𝑧 )2 [=

√︁
(𝑢𝑧 − 〈𝑢𝑧 〉)2 ] in the non-locally-driven case (a) and locally-

driven case (b). The variations of the spatial profiles of
√︁
(𝑢̃𝑧 )2 depending

on the averaging time 𝑇 (𝑇 = 10 − 300) are also shown in both cases.

With the aid of the DNSs, we evaluate the non-equilibrium effect
associated with the coherent velocity, 〈(ũ · ∇)u′2〉, in (83). Figure 7
shows the spatial distribution of the non-equilibrium effect in the
non-locally or cooling driven cases with various averaging time 𝑇 .
In accordance with the results of the magnitude of the coherent
fluctuation presented in Fig. 6, the non-equilibrium effect associated
with the plumemotion is prominent in the near surface region (𝑧/𝑑 ≥
0.9) in the small 𝑇 cases (𝑇 . 20). Because of the cooling at the
surface layer, the coherent velocity ũ is expected to be statistically
dominant in the downward direction (𝑢̃𝑧 < 0). On the other hand,
the turbulent energy u′2 decreases in the downward direction as
∇𝑢′2 > 0. Then, the non-equilibrium effect is expected to be negative
as

〈(ũ · ∇)u′2〉 =
〈(
𝑢̃𝑧

𝜕

𝜕𝑧

)
u′2

〉
< 0. (88)

It follows from (83) that the non-equilibrium eddy diffusivity 𝜅NE is
enhanced as compared to the equilibrium eddy diffusivity 𝜅E.
With the enhanced eddy diffusivity with the non-equilibrium effect

included, 𝜅NE (83), the turbulentmass flux is evaluated. The turbulent
mass flux 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 is given by

〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 = −𝜅NE
𝜕〈𝜌〉
𝜕𝑧

, (89)

where 𝜅NE is the eddy-diffusivity coefficient with the non-
equilibrium effect included as in (83).
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Figure 7. Spatial profile of the non-equilibrium effect along the coherent
fluctuation or dispersion velocity 〈(ũ · ∇)u′2 〉 in (83) with various averaging
time 𝑇 (𝑇 = 10 − 160).

In the present application, the non-equilibrium model is given as

𝜅NE = 𝜅E

[
1 − 𝐶 𝜀̃

1
𝜀

〈
(ũ · ∇)u′2

〉]
(90)

with the equilibrium diffusivity 𝜅E being formulated by the mixing-
length theory expression

𝜅E = 𝐶m
〈
(𝑢′𝑧)2

〉1/2
𝐻𝜌 (91)

[𝐻𝜌: the density scale height defined by (86)] and 𝐶 𝜀̃ and 𝐶m model
constants.
In the expression of the non-equilibrium model (90), we need to

evaluate the dissipation rate of the coherent fluctuation energy, 𝜀. In
this application, we express 𝜀 in terms of the density of the ambient
fluid as

𝜀 = 〈𝜌〉𝑝 (92)

with 𝑝 being an appropriate index, whose value shall be evaluated
with the aid of the plume dynamics.
In Appendix C, it is shown that the vertical flux of the plume

energy can be expressed in terms of the buoyancy flux as in (C23).
This suggests that the dissipation rates of the coherent fluctuation, 𝜀,
can be estimated as

𝜀 ∼ (𝑢̃𝑧)2
𝜏

∼ (𝑢̃𝑧)3
ℓ𝑧

∼ 𝐵

𝑏2
, (93)

where ℓ𝑧 is the vertical length scale associatedwith the plumemotion,
𝐵 is the buoyancy flux (defined by (C6)), and 𝑏 is the lateral extension
length scale of the plume.We see from (C11) that the lateral extension
of the plume, 𝑏, is basically related to the volume flux 𝑄 (defined by
(C4)) as

𝑏2 ∝ 𝑄2. (94)

Using (C15) for the relationship between 𝑄 and 𝐵, we have

𝜀 ∼ 𝐵

𝑄2
∼ 𝐵1/3. (95)

as one of the simplest approximations.
It follows from (C6) [or (C7)] that the dependency of the buoyancy

flux 𝐵 on the ambient or environmental density 𝜌𝑒 is expressed as

𝐵 ∼ 𝜌𝑒 . (96)
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Figure 8. Spatial profiles of the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′u′〉 in the non-locally-
driven case. The solid or “non-local” line represents the DNS result. The
dashed or “model” line represents the present model (89) with the averaging
time 𝑇 = 20. The equilibrium eddy diffusivity is expressed by the mixing

length model 𝜅E =

〈
(𝑢′𝑧 )2

〉1/2
𝐻𝜌, (91), with the density scale height 𝐻𝜌 =

〈𝜌〉/(𝜕〈𝜌〉/𝜕𝑧) = 𝑑𝑧/𝑑 ln〈𝜌〉, (86).

With (95), this suggests that we can put 𝑝 = 1/3 in (92). Thus,
we finally get a simple model expression of the non-equilibrium
turbulent diffusivity as

𝜅NE = 𝜅E
[
1 − 𝐶〈𝜌〉−1/3

〈
(ũ · ∇)u′2

〉]
(97)

with the model constant 𝐶. Of course, this result is on the basis of
crude approximations. So, the dependence of 𝜀 on 〈𝜌〉 in (92) might
be with a different positive 𝑝 other than 𝑝 = 1/3.
The spatial profile of the turbulent mass flux 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 is presented

in Fig. 8. Here, 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 expressed by the non-equilibrium model
(89) with 𝜅NE given by (97) and the averaging time 𝑇 = 20 (dashed)
should be compared with 〈𝜌′𝑢′𝑧〉 obtained from the DNS (solid).
We see from Fig. 8 that the result of the present non-equilibrium

model basically agrees with the result of DNS. In particular, we can
reproduce a peak in the shallow region (𝑧/𝑑 ∼ 0.9) and the general
decreasing tendency of the magnitude with the depth 𝑧, which cannot
be reproduced at all by using the eddy diffusivity 𝜅E with a simple
mixing-length model (91).
Aswas referred to in the final paragraph in § 2, in the self-consistent

turbulencemodel, the expressions of the turbulent coefficients should
be determined by the nonlinear dynamics of the mean and fluctuation
fields without resorting to the externally determined transport coeffi-
cients. However, in this work, for the sake of simplicity, the simplest
model expression based on the MLT approximation for the equilib-
rium eddy diffusivity 𝜅E (91) is employed. In this sense, the present
model is not fully self-consistent. It is possible to use the present
non-equilibrium formulation in a more elaborated framework such
as the 𝐾 − ℓ model or the 𝐾 − 𝜀 model, where the equation of the
length-scale ℓ or the dissipation-rate 𝜀 as well as the equation of the
turbulent energy will be employed to construct a closed system of
equations. Using such an elaborated self-consistent framework of the
turbulence model, without resorting to the MLT hypothesis, would
be an interesting subject for the next step.

7 CONCLUDING REMARKS

The effects of plume on the convective turbulent flux are incorporated
into a mean-field model through the non-equilibrium effect on the
transport coefficients. In order to extract the variation of turbulence
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along a plume motion, a time–space double averaging procedure
is adopted. With this double averaging, the fluctuation is divided
into the coherent and incoherent components. The turbulent energy
conversions between the coherent and incoherent components are
examined with the aid of the evolution equations of both fluctuation
components. In this framework, the turbulent transport coefficients
are expressed in terms of time- and space-averaged turbulent ener-
gies.
Without introducing the time averaging procedure, the space or

ensemble average of the velocity is just small as 〈𝑢𝑧〉 ' 0, so that
the non-equilibrium effect cannot be implemented into a mean-field
model in the simplest space or ensemble averaging framework. Us-
ing the mean velocity associated with a higher-order correlation such
as the variance 〈𝑢𝑧2〉(≡ 𝜎2), the skewness 〈𝑢𝑧3〉/𝜎3, the kurtosis
〈𝑢𝑧4〉/𝜎4, etc. may be possible. In particular, one may consider that
the skewness is relevant for extracting the effects of plume since the
skewness reflects the lack of symmetry between down- and up-flows
associated with the descending and ascending plume motions. How-
ever, according to our DNSs (the results are not shown in this paper),
as long as the space or ensemble averaging is adopted, the non-
equilibrium effect due to the variation along the skewness-related
velocity is not localised in the shallow region, where the plume ef-
fect is predominant, but is broadly distributed in the full depth of
the convection zone. In this sense, the skewness is not so much rele-
vant to the non-equilibrium effect. Rather, we are required to use the
coherent velocity introduced by the time–space averaging.
The essential ingredients of the present non-equilibrium effect

are the coherent fluctuating motion representing the plume, and the
inhomogeneities of turbulence (turbulent energy and its dissipation
rate) along the coherent flow. By the non-equilibrium effect, the time
and length scales of turbulence are altered as compared with the
counterparts in the equilibrium case, and the turbulent transport is
enhanced or suppressed depending on the properties of the variation
along the coherent motion.
This non-equilibrium model was applied to a stellar convection

driven by cooling at the surface layer to evaluate the turbulent fluxes.
The turbulent mass flux in the cooling-driven convection is charac-
terised by its enhanced and localised spatial distribution just below
the cooling surface. This property is marked contrast with the coun-
terpart in the convection locally driven by weakly superadiabatic am-
bient state across the full depth of the convective zone. This profile of
the cooling- or non-locally-driven convection cannot be reproduced
at all by the usual eddy-diffusivity model with MLT expression of
the turbulent transport coefficient.
With setting the averaging time 𝑇 for the time average similar or

less than a typical estimated lifetime of plumes, we observe a large
amount of the coherent fluctuations, especially in the shallow do-
main. This indicates that plume motions can be detected as coherent
fluctuations in the time–space double averaging procedure.
The location of strong coherent motions coincides with the peak

position of the turbulent mass flux in the direct numerical simulations
(DNSs). This indicates that the non-equilibrium effect associated
with the variation along the plume motion is strongly related to the
enhancement of turbulent transport in the non-locally- or cooling-
driven convection.
With the non-equilibrium turbulence effect, the spatial distribution

of the turbulent mass flux was successfully reproduced by the present
transport model. This non-equilibrium model can also reproduce
the spatial distribution of the turbulent internal-energy flux in the
cooling-driven stellar turbulent convection. This point as well as the
details of numerical set-up (values of physical parameters, initial

distribution of pressure, density, etc.) and numerical results will be
reported in our Paper II.
In the present simulation, the turbulent mass flux predicted from

the non-equilibrium model is compared with the true turbulent mass
flux that is obtained from direct numerical simulation (DNS). This is
the so-called a priori test of turbulence model, where the true values
of the velocity and turbulent energy calculated by DNS are used. We
see from test that the present turbulence model with the effects of
plume incorporated through the non-equilibrium expression on the
turbulent transport works well in describing the turbulent transport in
the cooling-driven convection. It is expected that the non-equilibrium
turbulence model in the time–space double averaging procedure can
extend the scope of the simple mean-field turbulence modelling ap-
proach in the stellar convective turbulence.
As was referred to at the end of § 6, constructing a turbulence

model by utilising the transport equations of the turbulent statistical
quantities such as the turbulent energy and its dissipation rate, 𝐾
and 𝜀, without resorting to the externally determined parameters (𝑣𝑧 ,
𝐻𝜌), is desirable from the viewpoint of the self-consistency of the
turbulence model. On the other hand, a more simplified evaluation of
the local coherent velocity fluctuation, without resorting to the direct
numerical calculation of the coherent component of the velocity
fluctuation, is preferable from the practical viewpoint for applications
of the present model to a stellar convection. In the latter case, the
equation of each component of fluctuation energy, (B5) and (B6),
with the energy conversion between the coherent and incoherent
fluctuations, (40), should provide an important basis of the argument.
These explorations are left for interesting future studies.
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APPENDIX A: TURBULENT CORRELATIONS AND
EQUATIONS OF TURBULENT STATISTICAL
QUANTITIES

From the equations of the fluctuation fields (15)-(17), we obtain the
equations of turbulent statistical quantities. They are constituted by
those of
the turbulent energy:

𝐷𝐾

𝐷𝑡
= −〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉 𝜕𝑈

𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
− (𝛾 − 1) 1

𝜌
〈𝑒′u′〉·∇𝜌 − 1

𝜌
〈𝜌′u′〉·𝐷U

𝐷𝑡

+ 1
𝜌
〈𝜌′u′〉·g − 𝜀 + ∇·

(
𝜈T
𝜎𝐾

∇𝐾

)
, (A1)

its dissipation rate:

𝐷𝜀

𝐷𝑡
= −𝐶𝜀1

𝜀

𝐾
〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉 𝜕𝑈

𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
− 𝐶𝜀0

𝜀

𝐾
(𝛾 − 1) 1

𝜌
〈𝑒′u′〉·∇𝜌

−𝐶𝜀𝐷
𝜀

𝐾

1
𝜌
〈𝜌′u′〉·𝐷U

𝐷𝑡
+ 𝐶𝜀𝑔 〈𝜌′u′〉·g

−𝐶𝜀2
𝜀

𝐾
𝜀𝐾 + ∇·

(
𝜈T
𝜎𝜀

∇𝜀

)
, (A2)

and the density variance:

𝐷𝐾𝜌

𝐷𝑡
= −2

〈
𝜌′u′〉

·∇𝜌 − 2𝐾𝜌∇·U − 2
〈
𝜌′∇·u′〉 𝜌. (A3)

In the mean-field equations (11)-(13) and the turbulent statistical
quantity equations (A1)-(A3), we have several turbulent correlations,
which include the turbulent mass flux, the Reynolds stress, the tur-
bulent internal-energy flux, etc. Their expressions are explored by
analysis of the fluctuation-field equations (15)-(17). On the basis of
theoretical analysis, the model expressions of the turbulent correla-
tions are given as

〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉D
(
≡ 〈𝑢′𝑖𝑢′ 𝑗 〉 − 1

3
〈u′2〉𝛿𝑖 𝑗

)
= −𝜈TS𝑖 𝑗 , (A4)
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〈𝜌′u′〉 = −𝜅𝜌∇𝜌 − 𝜅𝐸∇𝐸 − 𝜅𝐷
𝐷U
𝐷𝑡

, (A5)

〈𝑒′u′〉 = −𝜂𝐸∇𝐸 − 𝜂𝜌∇𝜌, (A6)

〈𝑒′∇·u′〉 = −𝜂𝐸1𝐸 − 𝜂𝐸2
𝐸2

𝜌2
, (A7)

〈𝜌′∇·u′〉 = 𝜅𝐸1
𝐸

𝜌
− 𝜅𝜌1𝜌, (A8)

where A𝑖 𝑗

D (= A𝑖 𝑗 − Aℓℓ𝛿𝑖 𝑗/3) is the deviatoric or traceless part
of tensor A (Yokoi 2018a,b). In the presence of rotation and mag-
netic field, reflectional- or mirror-symmetry is broken. In such cases,
several kinds of helicities (kinetic helicity (velocity–vorticity corre-
lation), current helicity (magnetic-field–electric current correlation),
cross helicity (velocity–magnetic-field correlation), etc. show up in
the expressions of these turbulent correlations (Yokoi 2013).
In (A4)-(A8), 𝜈T, 𝜅𝜌, 𝜅𝐸 , 𝜅𝐷 , 𝜂𝐸 , etc. are the transport coeffi-

cients, whose analytical and model expressions are given below in
(A11)-(A20). Among these transport coefficients, the turbulent or
eddy viscosity 𝜈T in (A4), 𝜅𝜌 in (A5) and 𝜂𝐸 in (A6) are of primary
importance, since they are the coefficients for the gradient-transport
models.
On the basis of the theoretical expressions for the turbulent corre-

lations with the analytical expressions of the transport coefficients in
terms of the temporal and spectral integrals of the Green’s functions
and spectral functions, we construct a system of turbulence model
equations. The transport coefficients in (A4)-(A8) are modelled with
time scales associated with the Green’s functions, and one-point tur-
bulence statistical quantities related with the spectral functions. With
introducing the abbreviated form of the time and spectral integrals
as

𝐼0 {𝐴, 𝐵} =
∫
𝑑k

∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏1𝐴(𝑘; 𝜏, 𝜏1)𝐵(𝑘; 𝜏, 𝜏1), (A9)

𝐼2𝑛
{
𝐴(1) , 𝐵 (2) , 𝐶 (3) , 𝐷 (3)

}
=

∫
𝑑k 𝑘2𝑛

∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏1

∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏2

∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏3

× 𝐴(𝑘; 𝜏, 𝜏1)𝐵(𝑘; 𝜏, 𝜏2)𝐶 (𝑘; 𝜏, 𝜏3)𝐷 (𝑘; 𝜏2, 𝜏3), (A10)

the transport coefficients are expressed and modelled as

𝜅𝜌 =
1
3
𝐼0

{
𝐺𝜌, 2𝑄𝑢S +𝑄𝑢C

}
= 𝐶𝜅𝜌𝜏𝜌〈u′2〉/2, (A11)

𝜅𝐸 =
1
3
(𝛾 − 1) 1

𝜌
𝐼0

{
2𝐺𝑢S + 𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝜌

}
= 𝐶𝜅𝐸 (𝛾 − 1)𝜏𝑢𝜌

〈𝜌′2〉
𝜌2

,

(A12)

𝜅𝐷 =
1
3𝜌
𝐼0

{
2𝐺𝑢S + 𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝜌

}
= 𝐶𝜅𝐷𝜏𝑢𝜌

〈𝜌′2〉
𝜌2

, (A13)

𝜈T =
1
15

(7𝐼0{𝐺𝑢S, 𝑄𝑢S} + 3𝐼0{𝐺𝑢S, 𝑄𝑢C}

+3𝐼0{𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝑢S} + 2𝐼0{𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝑢C})
= 𝐶𝜈𝜏𝑢 〈u′2〉/2, (A14)

𝜂𝐸 =
1
3
𝐼0{𝐺𝑞 , 2𝑄𝑢S +𝑄𝑢C} = 𝐶𝜂𝐸𝜏𝑒 〈u′2〉/2, (A15)

𝜂𝜌 =
1
3
(𝛾 − 1) 1

𝜌
𝐼0 {2𝐺𝑢S + 𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝑒}

= 𝐶𝜂𝜌 (𝛾 − 1)𝜏𝑢
〈𝑒′2〉
𝜌

= 𝐶𝜂𝜌 (𝛾 − 1)3
𝜏𝑢𝜏
2
𝑒

𝜏2𝜌

𝐸2

𝜌

〈𝜌′2〉
𝜌2

, (A16)

𝜂𝐸1 = 𝐼1{𝐺𝑢S − 𝐺𝜌, 𝑄𝑢C}, (A17)

𝜂𝐸2 = (𝛾 − 1)𝐼1{𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝜌}, (A18)

𝜅𝐸1 = (𝛾 − 1)𝐼1{𝐺𝑢C, 𝑄𝜌}, (A19)

𝜅𝜌1 = 𝐼1{𝐺𝜌, 𝑄𝑢C}, (A20)

where in the indices S and C denote the solenoidal and compressible
components, respectively. In the final equality of (A16), use has been
made of the approximate relations:

𝑒′ ' −(𝛾 − 1)𝜏𝑒𝐸∇·u′ (A21)

and

∇·u′ ' − 1
𝜏𝜌

𝜌′

𝜌
. (A22)

Here we used time scales associated with the evolution of density,
velocity, and internal energy as

𝜏𝑠 =

∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏1〈𝐺 ′

𝑠 (k; 𝜏, 𝜏1)〉 =
∫ 𝜏

−∞
𝑑𝜏1𝐺𝑠 (k; 𝜏, 𝜏1) (A23)

with 𝑠 = (𝜌, 𝑢, 𝑒).

APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF EVOLUTION
EQUATIONS OF THE COHERENT AND INCOHERENT
FLUCTUATION ENERGIES

We derive the evolution equation of the Reynolds stress from the
equation of the velocity fluctuation. In convective turbulence, the
compressibility effect represented by the density fluctuation 𝜌′,
which is connected to the mean density stratification ∇〈𝜌〉 and the
turbulent dilatation ∇ · u′, plays an important role. In this sense, we
have to treat the compressible velocity fluctuation equation. However,
in order to focus on the effect of the double-averaging procedure,
we confine ourselves to the simplest solenoidal velocity fluctuation
equation in this Appendix B as

𝜕𝑢′𝑖

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕𝑢

′𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ
= −𝑢′ℓ 𝜕〈𝑢〉

𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ
− 1
𝜌0

𝜕𝑝′

𝜕𝑥𝑖

− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

(
𝑢′ℓ𝑢′𝑖 − 〈𝑢′ℓ𝑢′𝑖〉

)
+ 𝜈 𝜕2𝑢′𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ𝜕𝑥ℓ
. (B1)

An extension to the compressible case requires a cumbersome but
straightforward calculation. As for the velocity fluctuation equations
in the strongly compressiblemagnetohydrodynamic (MHD) case, the
reader is referred to Yokoi (2018a,b).
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B1 Evolution equations of the coherent and incoherent
Reynolds stresses

We multiply 𝑢′ 𝑗 on (B1) and take the time–space double averaging.
With considering the relations (31), we decompose a field quantity
as (27). Exchanging 𝑖 and 𝑗 and adding them, we obtain the equations
of the dispersion or coherent component and random or incoherent
component of the Reynolds stress. They are given as(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)
〈𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉

= −〈𝑢̃ 𝑗 𝑢̃ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉
𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ
− 〈𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉

𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

− 1
𝜌0

〈
𝑝

(
𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
+ 𝜕𝑢̃

𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)〉
− 2𝜈

〈
𝜕𝑢̃𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
+ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

(
−

〈
𝑢̃ℓ 𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗

〉
+ 〈𝑝𝑢̃𝑖〉𝛿ℓ 𝑗 + 〈𝑝𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉𝛿ℓ𝑖 + 𝜈 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ
〈𝑢̃𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉

)
+

〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
+

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝑢̃ 𝑗 + �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝑢̃𝑖〉 , (B2)

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)
〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉

= −〈𝑢′′ 𝑗𝑢′′ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉
𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ
− 〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉

𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

− 1
𝜌0

〈
𝑝′′

(
𝜕𝑢′′𝑖

𝜕𝑥 𝑗
+ 𝜕𝑢

′′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)〉
− 2𝜈

〈
𝜕𝑢′′𝑖

𝜕𝑥ℓ

𝜕𝑢′′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
+ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

(
−

〈
𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗

〉
+ 〈𝑝′′𝑢′′𝑖〉𝛿ℓ 𝑗 + 〈𝑝′′𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉𝛿ℓ𝑖

+𝜈 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ
〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉

)
−

〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃𝑖
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
−

〈�𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′𝑖 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈�𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝑢̃ℓ 〉 . (B3)

In each equation, the first and second terms represent the production
of the stress due to the mean velocity gradients. The third term is the
re-distribution due to the pressure–strain, and the fourth term repre-
sents the viscous dissipation. The fifth term represents the transport
expressed in the divergence form. The final three terms are terms
newly appeared due to the double averaging procedure. Among these
newly appeared terms, the first and second terms are production due
to the gradients of the coherent fluctuations, and the third term, ex-
pressed in the divergence form, is the transport term. The �u′′u′′ in
these three terms are defined by�𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 = 𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 − 〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉

= 𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 − 〈𝑢′′𝑖𝑢′′ 𝑗 〉, (B4)

which is the dispersion part of the random/incoherent correlation,
defined by the time correlation of the random/incoherent fluctuations
with the space correlation part being subtracted.

B2 Evolution equations of the coherent and incoherent energies

Taking the contraction of 𝑖 and 𝑗 in (B2) and (B3), we obtain the evo-
lution equations of the coherent- and incoherent-fluctuation energies

as (
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

) 〈
1
2
(𝑢̃ 𝑗 )2

〉
= −〈𝑢̃ 𝑗 𝑢̃ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉

𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ
− 1
𝜌0

〈
𝑝

(
𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥 𝑗

)〉
− 𝜈

〈(
𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)2〉
+ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈
−𝑢̃ℓ 1
2
(𝑢̃ 𝑗 )2 + 𝑝𝑢̃ℓ + 𝜈 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

1
2
(𝑢̃ 𝑗 )2

〉
+

〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝑢̃ 𝑗 〉 , (B5)

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
+ 〈𝑢〉ℓ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

) 〈
1
2
(𝑢′′ 𝑗 )2

〉
= −〈𝑢′′ 𝑗𝑢′′ℓ 〉 𝜕〈𝑢〉

𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ
− 1
𝜌0

〈
𝑝′′

(
𝜕𝑢′′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥 𝑗

)〉
− 𝜈

〈(
𝜕𝑢′′ 𝑗

𝜕𝑥ℓ

)2〉
+ 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈
−𝑢′′ℓ 1

2
(𝑢′′ 𝑗 )2 + 𝑝′′𝑢′′ℓ + 𝜈 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

1
2
(𝑢′′ 𝑗 )2

〉
−

〈 �𝑢′′ℓ𝑢′′ 𝑗 𝜕𝑢̃ 𝑗
𝜕𝑥ℓ

〉
− 𝜕

𝜕𝑥ℓ

〈 �1
2
(𝑢′′ 𝑗 )2𝑢̃ℓ

〉
. (B6)

Equations (B5) and (B6) provide a clear picture on the property of
energy transfer in convective turbulence. The first term on the right-
hand-side of each of (B5) and (B6) represents the production of the
energy arising from the mean velocity shear, the second term is the
pressure–dilatation, which vanishes in the solenoidal case. The third
term is the dissipation rates due to the viscosity, and the fourth term
written in the divergence form is the transport rate representing the
flux through the boundary. All these terms are in the same form as
the equation of the total fluctuation energy 〈u′2〉/2.

APPENDIX C: SIMPLE PLUME EQUATIONS

In this work, we regard plume motion as a coherent component of
fluctuations, whose statistical property is a key to evaluate the non-
equilibrium effect through 𝜀 in (77). In order to evaluate the statistical
properties of coherent fluctuations, represented by the fluctuation en-
ergy, its dissipation rate, time and length scales, etc., we utilise an
argument on the plume dynamics. In this Appendix C, following
Turner (1973) and Linden (2000), we present only some basics of
plume dynamics which are relevant to the evaluation of the coher-
ent fluctuation energy and its time and length scales. Hereafter, a
plume quantity 𝑓 will be denoted as 𝑓 with the tilde symbol being
suppressed.
We consider axisymmetric steady flow of an inviscid incompress-

ible fluid with no swirl. The velocity is written as u = (𝑢𝑟 , 0, 𝑢𝑧)
in cylindrical coordinate (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧) with 𝑧 being vertical. The flow is
governed by the continuity equation:

1
𝑟

𝜕

𝜕𝑟
𝑟𝑢𝑟 + 𝜕𝑢

𝑧

𝜕𝑧
= 0, (C1)

and the equations of the radial and vertical velocity components, 𝑢𝑟
and 𝑢𝑧 , as

𝑢𝑟
𝜕𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑟
+ 𝑢𝑧 𝜕𝑢

𝑟

𝜕𝑧
= − 1

𝜌0

𝜕𝑝

𝜕𝑟
, (C2)

𝑢𝑟
𝜕𝑢𝑧

𝜕𝑟
+ 𝑢𝑧 𝜕𝑢

𝑧

𝜕𝑧
= − 1

𝜌0

𝜕𝑝

𝜕𝑧
− 𝑔 𝜌

𝜌0
, (C3)

where 𝜌0 is a reference density, which can be represented by the
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average density for the Boussinesq convection. In (C2)-(C3), the tur-
bulence correlation terms such as 〈𝑢𝑟𝑢𝑧〉, 〈𝑢𝑟𝑢𝑧〉, etc. were dropped
since their coupling with the fluctuating fields 𝑢𝑟 , 𝑢𝑧 , etc. are ex-
pected to be negligibly small in the energy equation. Namely, this
approximation is not bad for treating energetics of fluctuating mo-
tions. In this sense, we can follow the “laminar” argument of the
plume dynamics based on (C1)-(C3).
There are some quantities that characterise dynamics of plume.

Among them, the volume flux 𝑄, the momentum flux 𝑀 , and the
buoyancy flux 𝐵 are of primary importance. They are defined as

𝑄 ≡ 2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑧𝑑𝑟, (C4)

𝑀 ≡ 2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑧𝑢𝑧𝑑𝑟, (C5)

𝐵 ≡ 2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑧𝑔

(
𝜌𝑒 − 𝜌
𝜌0

)
𝑑𝑟, (C6)

where 𝜌 is the density of plume and 𝜌𝑒 is the density of environment.
For a Boussinesq plume, the buoyancy flux 𝐵 is conserved. In more
general unstratified fluid cases for the non-Boussinesq plume, the
flux of weight deficiency defined by

𝜌𝐵

𝑔
= 2𝜋

∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑧𝑔 (𝜌𝑒 − 𝜌) 𝑑𝑟 (C7)

is known to be conserved (Rooney & Linden 1996).
If we adopt the simplest possible “top-hat” profiles for velocity

and buoyancy, the volume and momentum fluxes are given as

𝑄 = 2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
𝑢𝑧𝑟𝑑𝑟 = 𝜋𝑏̂2𝑤̂, (C8)

𝑀 = 2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
(𝑢𝑧)2𝑟𝑑𝑟 = 𝜋𝑏̂2𝑤̂2 (C9)

with 𝑤̂ and 𝑏̂ being the top-hat velocity and radius of the plume.
Conversely, the top-hat variables 𝑤̂ and 𝑏̂ are expressed in terms of
𝑄 and 𝑀 as

𝑤̂ =
𝑀

𝑄
, (C10)

𝑏̂ =
𝑄

𝜋1/2𝑀1/2
. (C11)

In order to abstract basic properties of plume dynamics, it is useful
to consider a cone-shaped self-similar plume originating from a point
source in a stationary ambient fluid. In such a self-similar plume, the
properties of plume depend on the buoyancy flux 𝐵 and the height or
depth 𝑧 only. Dimensional analysis shows at each height/depth, the
mean vertical velocity 𝑢𝑧 , the mean buoyancy 𝑔′[≡ 𝑔(𝜌𝑒 − 𝜌)/𝜌0]
and the mean radius of the plume 𝑏 are given by

𝑢𝑧 = 𝑐𝑧𝐵
1/3𝑧−1/3, (C12)

𝑔′ ≡ 𝑔 𝜌𝑒 − 𝜌
𝜌0

= 𝑐𝑔𝐵
2/3𝑧−5/3, (C13)

𝑏 = 𝛽𝑧, (C14)

respectively. Here, 𝛽 is a dimensionless constant, and 𝑐𝑧 and 𝑐𝑔 are
dimensionless functions of the scaled radius 𝑟/𝑏.

For a self-similar plume (C12)-(C14), the volume flux 𝑄 [defined
by (C4)] is given by

𝑄 = 𝜋𝑐𝑄𝛽
2𝐵1/3𝑧5/3 (C15)

[𝑐𝑄: dimensionless constant] (Linden 2000). This shows that the
volume flux 𝑄 increases with 𝐵 and 𝑧 due to the entrainment of
ambient fluid into the plume.
On the other hand, if we multiply (C3) by any power of the vertical

velocity, (𝑢𝑧)𝑛, and integrate across the plume with respect to 𝑟 from
𝑟 = 0 to 𝑟 = ∞, we have

2𝜋
∫ ∞

0
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛𝑟

(
𝑢𝑟
𝜕𝑢𝑧

𝜕𝑟
+ 𝑢𝑧 𝜕𝑢

𝑧

𝜕𝑧

)
𝑑𝑟 = 2𝜋

∫ ∞

0
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛 𝜌e − 𝜌

𝜌0
𝑔𝑟𝑑𝑟.

(C16)

Noting that

(𝑢𝑧)𝑛 𝜕𝑢
𝑧

𝜕𝑟
=
1

𝑛 + 1
𝜕

𝜕𝑟
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1, (C17)

(𝑢𝑧)𝑛 𝜕𝑢
𝑧

𝜕𝑧
=
1

𝑛 + 1
𝜕

𝜕𝑧
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1, (C18)

the left-hand-side of (C16) can be integrated by parts as∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑟

𝜕

𝜕𝑟
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1𝑑𝑟 =

[
𝑟𝑢𝑟 (𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1

]∞
0
−

∫ ∞

0

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑟
𝑟𝑢𝑟

)
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1𝑑𝑟

= −
∫ ∞

0

(
−𝑟 𝜕𝑢

𝑧

𝜕𝑧

)
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛+1𝑑𝑟. (C19)

Here, use has been made of 𝑢𝑧 = 0 outside of the plume, and made
of the continuity equation (C1). Using (C19), (C16) is written as

2𝜋
𝑛 + 1

𝑑

𝑑𝑧

∫ ∞

0
𝑟 (𝑢𝑧)𝑛+2𝑑𝑟 = 2𝜋

∫ ∞

0
(𝑢𝑧)𝑛 𝜌e − 𝜌

𝜌0
𝑔𝑟𝑑𝑟. (C20)

Note that the numerical factor in the present result in (C20) is different
from the counterpart in Linden (2000).
Putting 𝑛 = 0 in (C20), we have

2𝜋
𝑑

𝑑𝑧

∫ ∞

0
𝑟 (𝑢𝑧)2𝑑𝑟 ≡ 𝑑𝑀

𝑑𝑧
= 2𝜋𝑔

∫ ∞

0

𝜌e − 𝜌
𝜌0

𝑟𝑑𝑟. (C21)

This suggests that the momentum flux 𝑀 in the plume is changed by
the buoyancy force. Putting 𝑛 = 1 in (C20), we have

𝜋
𝑑

𝑑𝑧

∫ ∞

0
𝑟 (𝑢𝑧)3𝑑𝑟 = 2𝜋𝑔

∫ ∞

0
𝑢𝑧
𝜌e − 𝜌
𝜌0

𝑟𝑑𝑟. (C22)

The vertical flux of kinetic energy is expressed as

2𝜋
𝑑

𝑑𝑧

∫ ∞

0
𝑟𝑢𝑧 (𝑢𝑧)2𝑑𝑟 = 2𝐵. (C23)

This shows that the vertical flux of the kinetic energy changes due to
the buoyancy flux 𝐵.
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