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A methodology is developed to quantify the transfer and transport of kinetic energy of
specific scales associated with coherent structures. Coherent motions are characterized
by the triple decomposition of a multi-scale flow and used to define mean, coherent, and
random kinetic energy. Specific scales of individual coherent structures are identified
through mode decomposition, whereby the total coherent velocity is separated into
a set of velocities classified by the scale of the mode based on frequency to embed
spectral characteristics. The set of scale-specific coherent velocities are used to identify
scale-specific coherent kinetic energy, which quantifies the kinetic energy of a specific
scale, and an equation for the balance of scale-specific coherent kinetic energy. Each
equation includes terms with velocity triads, which represent the inter-scale transfer. The
methodology is assessed in the wake behind a square cylinder, where scales of the flow are
related to the vortex shedding. The scale-specific inter-scale transfer identifies that kinetic
energy initially in the near wake is transferred from vortex shedding to scales associated
with higher harmonics of the vortex shedding. In the far wake, inter-scale transfer is
homogeneous and transfer occurs over many frequencies. While the inter-scale transfer is
identified over a range of scales, the scale-specific transport, convection, and dissipation
of coherent kinetic energy are associated with only the largest, dominant scales. The
wake flow is subjected to unsteady inflow at various frequencies to identify the changes
to inter-scale transfer and coherent kinetic energy induced by other frequencies.

1. Introduction

While turbulent flows are characterized by a broad range of scales that often appear
chaotic with random fluid motions, persistent, organized coherent structures are often
observed (Brown & Roshko 1974; Hussain & Zaman 1985). The dynamics of coherent
structures play an important role in turbulent flow behaviour (Cantwell 1981; Haller 2015;
Hussain 1983). Various classes of coherent structures within any particular flow can exist
due to different origins, disparate characteristic scales, spatio-temporal developments
depending on the Reynolds number and other pertinent parameters in the flow. Coherent
structures are often the dominant flow features and appear in a wide range of flows
include wall-bounded flow (Jiménez 2018) and free shear layers (Wygnanski et al. 1986).
However, even if they share common traits, the interactions of coherent structures among
themselves or the surrounding flow as well as other associated dynamics and mechanisms
such as genesis, instabilities and breakdown remain unclear. The objective of this work
is to develop a framework to elucidate and analyse the mechanisms of the interactions of
coherent structures. The interactions, herein, are defined as the transport and transfer
of the kinetic energy of coherent structures in the flow.
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The transfer of kinetic energy among scales can be leveraged to identify the formation,
evolution and destruction of coherent structures. Multi-scale turbulence energy transfer
has a long history based on the seminal Richardson-Kolmogorov theory (Richardson
1922; Kolmogorov 1941) of the turbulent energy cascade. The energy cascade postulates
that at sufficiently large Reynolds numbers the energy transfers from the largest energy-
containing scales to the smallest universal scales. The transfer of energy is described
by the triadic interaction of scales, which is a result of the quadratic nonlinearity
present in the Navier-Stokes equations. The largest scales can impact on the small scale
velocity statistics (Mininni et al. 2006). However, the triadic interactions that describe
the nonlinearity in the turbulence imposes significant difficulties by promoting inter-scale
and nonlocal interactions (Domaradzki et al. 1994; Brasseur & Wei 1994) and extreme
dissipation events (Zhou et al. 2019).

Energy transfer between the mean and the fluctuating parts of the flow have been
studied in great detail in a variety of flows (Calaf et al. 2010; Cal et al. 2010; Yang et al.
2015; Gatti et al. 2018; Symon et al. 2021; Cimarelli et al. 2016). Energy transfer plays
a key role in the organization of multi-scale coherent structures and turbulent eddies
and insight into their self-sustaining mechanisms (Kravchenko et al. 1993; Hamilton
et al. 1995; Waleffe 1997). While energy transfer between the mean and the fluctuating
part (i.e., turbulence production) can provide insights for industrial scale (Calaf et al.
2010; Cal et al. 2010; Yang et al. 2015; Gatti et al. 2018; Symon et al. 2021), the
multi-scale physics lead to anisotropy (Cimarelli et al. 2016), intermittency (Piomelli
et al. 1991; Domaradzki et al. 1993; Cerutti & Meneveau 1998; Dubrulle 2019), inho-
mogeneous spatial fluxes (Cimarelli et al. 2016), and nonlinear redistribution of energy
that is strongly scale- and position-dependent (Piomelli et al. 1996; Hong et al. 2012).
However, quantification of turbulence production alone cannot assess these turbulence
characteristics and energy transfer scenarios can be complicated by inverse cascade and
energy redistribution (Alexakis & Biferale 2018; Carbone & Bragg 2020).

Coherent structures have been shown to transfer energy to a range of scales (Goto
et al. 2017; Motoori & Goto 2019). The inter-scale energy balances, such as the
Karman–Howarth-Monin equation and its generalizations Hill (2002); Gatti et al. (2020),
can be used to assess the spatial correlations in specific areas of a flow field (Gomes-
Fernandes et al. 2015; Valente & Vassilicos 2015; Portela et al. 2017; Zhou et al. 2020).
However, the energy in the coherent structures cannot be isolated through traditional
Reynolds decomposition, and the inter-scale interactions between coherent structures
cannot be quantified. Furthermore, the nonlinear mechanisms preclude employment of
linear models to predict nonlinear energy transfer (Jin et al. 2020; Symon et al. 2021).
The present work develops the framework to quantify and assess the interactions of
coherent structures over a range of scales. Instabilities and compact vorticity are induced
in free shear layers and give rise to multi-scale coherent structures. While the range of
scales is large and pertinent at very large Reynolds numbers, in this work we focus on
lower finite Reynolds numbers. We are motivated by considering (i) that moderate and
small Reynolds numbers exist in practical applications, (ii) the interactions of coherent
structures with both large and small scales is likely when the inertia range is small,
and (iii) the range of scales and interaction is more distinguishable at small Reynolds
numbers.

Some of the pioneering work on coherent structures was performed in free shear
flows (Brown & Roshko 1974). In fact, it is well-known that most free shear flows
contain coherent structures, which often persist in time and space (Liu 1989; Goldstein
& Hultgren 1988). The time scale of the coherent structures is often much larger than
the smallest scale and is dependent of the initial conditions. The wake over a cylinder
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given rise to the prominent coherent structures at relatively low Reynolds number,
Re = U∞D/ν, where U∞ is the upstream velocity, D is the diameter, and ν is the
kinematic viscosity. A two-dimensional von Kármán vortex street appears in the wake at
Re ≈ 45 and becomes three-dimensional around Re ≈ 150. The wake becomes turbulent
around Re > 103. The non-dimensional Strouhal number St = fD/U∞, where f is
the vortex shedding frequency, increases with Reynolds number for Re < 1000 (Luo
et al. 2003; Bai & Alam 2018). Due to the prominence and identifiable frequency of the
shedding vortices, the wake flow is well-suited to be used to identify coherent structure
interactions. The nonlinear dynamics of coherent structures include spectral broadening,
where interactions induce motions with slightly different frequencies (Wu & Tian 2012).
The coherent structures are stable and persist in far downstream. The interactions
of coherent structures and processes of energy transfer are still not fully understood
in the wake flow and provide a unique test bed for understanding coherent structure
interactions.

To capture the energy transfer from coherent structures, the spatio-temporal fluc-
tuations associated with coherent structures need to be identified and separated from
the total fluctuations (Reynolds & Hussain 1972). A commonly employed technique
to quantify the turbulent fluctuations that are associated with coherent structures is
the triple decomposition of the velocity (Hussain & Reynolds 1970). The decomposition
requires additional insights and operators to distinguish the coherent quantity. The triple
decomposition of the velocity leads to three coupled equations that capture the evolution
of kinetic energy: (i) the mean kinetic energy equation, (ii) the coherent kinetic energy
equation associated only with the coherent fluctuations, and (iii) random kinetic energy
equations. The three equations have been used to identify the exchange of energy between
the mean, coherent, random scales. In particular, the coherent kinetic energy equation has
been applied to analysis on scale-by-scale energy analysis Thiesset et al. (2011), controls
of coherent structures (Chen et al. 2021), and analysis of inter-scale transfer Reynolds
& Hussain (1972); Thiesset et al. (2014); Chan et al. (2021), but they only consider the
scale of one coherent motion. Further insight in needed to identify multiple, specific scales
and account a scale-specific coherent kinetic energy.

While many techniques have been proposed to identify coherent structures such as
Eulerian diagnostic (Hunt et al. 1988; Jeong & Hussain 1995; Dubief & Delcayre 2000),
they might not be all appropriate to quantify the coherent fluctuations. Temporal
filtering methods (Hussain 1986) have commonly been employed to identify a single
coherent structure with a regular Strouhal number, however, coarse-graining (Dong
et al. 2020; Motoori & Goto 2019) and Lagrangian methods (Haller 2015; Chrisohoides
& Sotiropoulos 2003) can also be employed. However, these aforementioned techniques
almost always quantify a single coherent fluctuation as part of the triple decomposition.
When multiple coherent structures with different scales are present in the flow, these
techniques do not allow for analysis of the interactions of the separate coherent structures.
We pursue a methodology that allows multiple coherent structures to be represented
through modal decomposition (Sirovich 1987; Holmes et al. 2012; Mezić 2013). The
method leverages the large quantities of data with high spatio-temporal resolution that
have become ubiquitous in flow solutions. Mode decomposition provides a method for
analysis and data reduction where the flow variable is decomposed into a tuple of
amplitude, temporal coefficient, and spatial mode. When model decompositions are pair
with compressive sensing (Donoho 2006; Fowler 2009), the objective reductions of data
can be improved (Kutz 2013; Jovanović et al. 2014). A common mode decomposition
is proper orthogonal decomposition (POD), which is the decompositions of the velocity
covariance matrix and produces orthogonal modes that optimally represent the variance
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of the data (Sirovich 1987). Due to the orthogonality of the modes and ordered mode
amplitude, this is commonly employed for analysis (Berkooz et al. 1993; VerHulst &
Meneveau 2015; Foti et al. 2020) and reduced-order modelling (Holmes et al. 2012;
Rowley et al. 2004). However, in this work the orthogonality is undesirable because
it limits the analysis of the kinetic energy distributed between two different modes.
However, dynamic mode decomposition (DMD), the approximate eigendecomposition of
the operator that maps the evolution between snapshots, organizes modes based on their
temporal frequency (Rowley et al. 2009; Schmid 2010). Both analysis (Sarmast et al. 2014;
Foti et al. 2018) and reduced-order modelling (Annoni & Seiler 2017; Proctor et al. 2016;
Qatramez & Foti 2021) have used DMD. There are several benefits of employing DMD
to identify the interactions of coherent structures through energy transfer: (i) modes are
identified by a unique frequency scale which is directly associated with coherent structure,
(ii) the frequency component imparts spectral qualities while not having to be based in
Fourier spectral space, (iii) modes are non-orthogonal such that the coherent kinetic
energy associated with interaction of two coherent structures can be identified, and (iv)
triadic interactions and energy transfer can be captured in the developed scale-specific
coherent kinetic energy equation below.

In what follows, we will develop a set of equations for scale-specific coherent kinetic
energy based identifying prominent DMD modes that are associated with coherent
structures. Section 2 formulates and described methodology of the triple decomposition
with dynamic mode decomposition. Compressive sensing is included to identify prominent
modes and reduce the number of coherent interactions. Section 3 discusses the numerical
methods for computational simulation of the wake flow. Section 4 details the analysis
on a series of low Reynolds number wake flows that have easily identifiable coherent
structures and section 5 provides conclusions and discussion.

2. Methodology

The Navier-Stokes equations for an incompressible flow over a cylinder are the following
(i, j = 1, 2, 3 and repeated indices imply summation):

∂ui
∂xi

= 0, (2.1)

∂ui
∂t

+ uj
∂ui
∂xj

= − ∂p

∂xi
+

1

Re

∂2ui
∂xj∂xj

+ Fi, (2.2)

where xi indicates the streamwise, vertical, and spanwise directions, ui is the velocity,
p is the pressure, Fi are external body forces. The Reynolds number Re = U∞D/ν is
based on relevant cylinder diameter D, mean inflow velocity U∞, and kinematic viscosity
µ. The force term Fi = 0 for cases that will be developed herein.

2.1. Transport of kinetic energy

The total kinetic energy E = 1
2uiui is obtained by multiplying the Eqn. (2.2) by ui.

The transport and transfer of kinetic energy play a key role the energy cascade and
the organization of coherent structures. Analysis of the change in kinetic energy is often
described in one of two forms: (i) Spectral (i.e., Fourier modes) analysis of the energy
Ê(κ, t) = û · û∗ evolution in wavenumber space κ given by:

d

dt
Ê(κ, t) = κlPjk(κ)R

(
i
∑

κ′

〈ûj(κ)û∗k(κ′)û∗k(κ− κ′)〉
)
− 2νκ2Ê(κ, t)), (2.3)
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where bold symbols indicate vectors and the change in an energy at scale κ is balance
by the non-linear triadic transfer of energy T̂ , the first term of the RHS, (Domaradzki
et al. 1994) and dissipation ε̂ = 2νκ2Ê. The triadic interactions manifest in Fourier
space as a triplet of three wavenumbers vectors (κ1,κ2,κ3) or frequencies (f1, f2, f3).
This form provides a clear quantification of the kinetic energy and its transfer, including
the possible reverse cascade effects, in terms of length scales. (ii) Physical (i.e., point)
analysis of the instantaneous energy transfer process of kinetic energy E(x, t) = 1

2u · u
obtained as the following in index notation where repeated indices imply summation:

∂E

∂t
+ ui

∂E

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(
2νujsij −

uip

ρ

)
− 2νsijsij , (2.4)

where sij = 1
2 (∂jui+∂iuj) is the instantaneous strain rate. This accounts for the evolution

in physical space of kinetic energy due to the transport via viscous (first term on the
RHS) and pressure (second term on the RHS) forces and dissipation ε = 2νsijsij . This
captures the energy fluxes in space and is used to assess mean and turbulence kinetic
energy evolution.

Due to the nature of the energy evolution equations, it is difficult to quantify the
transfer and transport of kinetic energy of both contributions of a particular turbulent
scale and its spatial fluxes. A common approach to separate the mean from the turbulent
scale in physical space is the Reynolds decomposition of a quantity q: q(x, t) = Q(x) +
q(x, t)′, where Q is the mean and q′ represents the turbulent fluctuations. Employing
the Reynolds decomposition for velocity u and pressure p, and performing an averaging
procedure (designated by ·) on Eqn. (2.4), the balance of mean kinetic energy (MKE),
K = 1

2UiUi, is obtained as the following:

∂K

∂t
+ Ui

∂K

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(
1

Re

∂K

∂xi
− UiP − u′iu′jUj

)
+ u′iu

′
j

∂Ui
∂xj
− 2

Re
SijSij , (2.5)

where the production P = −u′iu′j∂jUi is the mechanism in which energy at the mean scale

is extracted to the fluctuating scale. The mean dissipation is defined as E = 2
ReSijSij is a

always positive and shows that the mean strain rate Sij = 1
2 (∂jUi + ∂iUj) is responsible

for dissipation of energy.
The balance of the fluctuating portion of the kinetic energy, the turbulence kinetic

energy (TKE), k = 1
2u
′
iu
′
i, can be obtained in the usual way by subtracting the MKE

from Eqn. (2.4). The transport of TKE is the following:

∂k

∂t
+ Ui

∂k

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(
1

Re

∂k

∂xi
− u′ip′ −

1

2
u′ju
′
iu
′
j

)
− u′iu′j

∂Ui
∂xj
− 2

Re
sijsij , (2.6)

The turbulence dissipation ε = 2
Resijsij , is often significant in highly turbulent flows

compared to the mean dissipation. However, nonlinearity (Domaradzki et al. 1994) in
the turbulent transport term, 1

2u
′
iu
′
ju
′
i imposes significant difficulties by promoting inter-

scale and nonlocal interactions, which is fully witnessed in terms of spectral triad in the
Eqn. (2.3).

In order to elucidate more details about the inter-scale transfer, we will leverage
the coherency in the flow based on coherent structures (Hussain 1986). The effects
of coherent structures can be separated from the turbulent fluctuations through triple
decomposition (Hussain & Reynolds 1970) of a quantity q:

q(x, t) = Q(x) + q̃(x, t) + q′′(x, t), (2.7)

where Q(x) is the average, q̃(x, t) represents the coherent contribution and q′′(x, t) is the
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incoherent or random residual. The triple decomposition to the velocity and pressure are
given by

ui = Ui + ũi + u′′i , p = P + p̃+ p′′, (2.8)

u′i = ũi + u′′i , p′ = p̃+ p′′, (2.9)

〈ui〉 = Ui + ũi, 〈p〉 = P + p̃, (2.10)

and follow the properties q̃ = q′′ = q̃′′ = 0. Following (Reynolds & Hussain 1972),
equations of the coherent velocity can be obtained from Eqn. (2.2) expanded with the
triple decomposition by first averaging (often referred to as filtering) over the coherent
scale and then subtracting the equations of the mean velocity. The equations of the
coherent velocity are the following:

∂ũi
∂t

+ Uj
∂ũi
∂xj

+ ũj
∂Ui
∂xj

= − ∂p̃

∂xi
+

1

Re

∂2ũi
∂xj∂xj

+
∂

∂xj

(
ũiũj − ũiũj

)

− ∂

∂xj

(
ũ′′i u

′′
j − u′′i u′′j

)
. (2.11)

Similarly, the equations for the random velocity are obtained by removing Eqn. (2.11)
from Eqn. (2.2) to obtain the following:

∂u′′i
∂t

+ Uj
∂u′′i
∂xj

+ ũj
∂u′′i
∂xj

+ u′′j
∂Ui
∂xj

+ u′′j
∂ũi
∂xj

=

− ∂p′′

∂xi
+

1

Re

∂2u′′i
∂xj∂xj

+
∂

∂xj

(
u′′i u

′′
j − u′′i u′′j

)
. (2.12)

Despite that both Eqns. (2.11) and (2.12) are not closed, we still gain considerable
insights from the energy transferred between the different scales. The triple decomposition
of the average kinetic energy is given as the sum of the average of each component as
follows:

E =
1

2
UiUi +

1

2
ũiũi +

1

2
u′′i u

′′
i . (2.13)

The equations for the evolution for all three components of the average kinetic energy
can be obtained by multiplying the corresponding momentum equations by Ui, ũi and
u′′i and averaging. The transport of MKE in Eqn. (2.5) remains unchanged despite
the triple decomposition. However, turbulent production is split between production
the coherent scales Pc and production to the random scales Pr, demonstrating that
energy is transferred to both coherent and random scale. The separation of the turbulent
production is show as the following:

u′iu
′
j

∂Ui
∂xj

= Pc + Pr = ũiũj
∂Ui
∂xj

+ u′′i u
′′
j

∂Ui
∂xj

. (2.14)

The coherent kinetic energy is given as

k̃ =
1

2
ũiũi (2.15)

contains the total energy that is present in the coherent motions in the flow. The evolution
of coherent kinetic energy (CKE) can be obtained from algebraic manipulation of ũi
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multiplied by Eqn. (2.11) and averaging as the following:

∂k̃

∂t
+ Ui

∂k̃

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(
1

Re

∂k̃

∂xi
− ũip̃−

1

2
ũj ũiũj − ũ′′i u′′j ũj

)

−ũiũj
∂Ui
∂xj

+ ũ′′i u
′′
j

∂ũi
∂xj
− 2

Re
s̃ij s̃ij . (2.16)

We will identify each term in Eqn. (2.16) as

At +A = Tv − Tp − Tt − Tr − Pc + Pcr − ε̃, (2.17)

where several additional terms appear compared to Eqn. (2.6). These include Tr, the
transport due to random fluctuations, and Pcr, production of random kinetic energy from
the coherent strain rate. The latter represents the transfer of energy from the coherent
scales to the random scales.

The random kinetic energy (RKE) is computed by the random velocity as

k′′ =
1

2
u′′i u

′′
i , (2.18)

and the balance of RKE obtained from Eqn. (2.12) is the following:

∂k′′

∂t
+ Ui

∂k′′

∂xi
+ ũi

∂k̃′′

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(
1

Re

∂k′′

∂xi
− u′′i p′′ −

1

2
u′′i u

′′
j u
′′
i

)

−u′′i u′′j
∂Ui
∂xj
− ũ′′i u′′j

∂ũi
∂xj
− 2

Re
s′′ijs

′′
ij , (2.19)

where production from both the mean and coherent scales are present.

2.2. Identification of coherent structure scales

In order to separate the coherent quantity from the random quantity, coherent structure
identification techniques are require beyond what is needed to separate the mean and
the fluctuating quantity. Often the method used to isolate the coherent quantity is
based on a single scale and employ interval or phase averaging based on a specific
frequency. However, turbulent flows are characterized by a broad range of scales and
disparately-sized coherent structures, each with different time scales. Some methods
such as fluctuation analysis Chrisohoides & Sotiropoulos (2003); Foti et al. (2016) and
mode decomposition Berkooz et al. (1993); Schmid (2010) can reveal many scales. Mode
decompositions, specifically those related to Koopman theory Mezić (2013) provide a
mathematical basis to identify scale related to many coherent structures based on their
spectral characteristics.

Koopman operator theory is a formalism that allows us to relate the observations on
a system to the underlying state-space dynamics. In particular, we seek a Koopman-
invariant subspace on the space of u that can be used to reduce the nonlinear spatio-
temporal dynamics to a linear combination of time-evolving spatial modes through a
Koopman mode decomposition. The Koopman operator Kτ acts on the observable of the
state space of the flow g(u) to map the time evolution such that

Kτg(u(x, t)) = g(u(x, t+ τ)). (2.20)

The Koopman operator is a linear operator, which allows us to analyze its eigendecom-
position and spectrum. The Koopman eigenfunction ψli(u) are identified by a eigenvalue,
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λl, which we associate with a specific time scale. The eigenfunction associated with the
Koopman operator are the following:

Kτψ
l(u(x, t)) = eλ

ltψl(u(x, t)). (2.21)

The eigenvalue is associated with a specific real-valued frequency λl = iωl.
The Koopman mode decomposition is enabled by the expansion of the eigenfunctions

Kτg(u) =

∞∑

l=1

glφl(u)eλ
lτ , (2.22)

where gk are the Koopman modes obtained by projecting the observable into the
eigenfunction. An important aspect of Koopman mode decomposition is that if two
observables are related through a linear operator, then their modes are related through
the same linear operator.

In this work, we will use a numerically efficient method to calculate the mode decom-
position, dynamic mode decomposition (Schmid 2010). It is a linear approximation to the
Koopman operator (Rowley et al. 2009), but retains the unique characteristic scales based
on the frequency associated with a mode. It is designed to find the spectral characteristics
of the linear operator A of the discrete dynamical system xk+1 = Axk, where x is vector-
valued quantity. The flow is decomposed in DMD into a tuple of scalar amplitude αk,

complex temporal coefficient µk(t) = iµki + µkr = eλ
kt, and spatial dynamic mode φk(x).

In this work, the vector-quantity observable is a instantaneous snapshot of the three
components of the velocity variable and pressure variable. The algorithm employed to
calculate the DMD tuple is given in Appendix A.

In what follows, a methodology will be developed to capture both the spectral and
physical energy transport. A generalized quantity fluctuation of a coherent structure is
quantified by a tuple obtained in DMD as the lth scale-specific quantity:

q̃l = αlφlµl. (2.23)

The total contribution of R scales to the coherent quantity are the sum of all scale-specific
terms with associated modes as follows:

q̃ =

R∑

l=1

q̃l =

R∑

l=1

αlφlµl, (2.24)

and the instantaneous quantity in Eqn. (2.7) can be written as

q(x, t) = Q(x) +

R∑

l=1

αlφlµl + q′′(x, t), (2.25)

where the random quantity q′′ is calculated from the residual of the instantaneous velocity
and sum of the mean and coherent velocity. The decomposition of the scale-specific
coherent velocity and pressure are as follows:

ũi
l = φliα

lµl, p̃l = φlpα
lµl, (2.26)

and summation of R modes gives the coherent velocity and coherent pressure:

ũi =

R∑

l=0

ũi
l, p̃ =

R∑

l=0

p̃l. (2.27)

Using the mode decomposition, the equations for the coherent velocity in Eqn. (2.11)
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can be rewritten of scale-specific quantities as follows:

∂ũli
∂t

+ Uj
∂ũli
∂xj

+ ũlj
∂Ui
∂xj

= − ∂p̃
l

∂xi
+

1

Re

∂2ũli
∂xj∂xj

+
∂

∂xj

R∑

l=0,n=0

(
ũliũ

n
j − ũliũnj

)
− ∂

∂xj

(
ũ′′i u

′′
j

l
− u′′i u′′j

)
, (2.28)

where the second to last term incorporates the sum the correlation between all modes and
the last term is projected into the space of ũl. The mode functions are not assumed to
be orthogonal so inter-scale associations are possible. The scale-specific CKE is obtained
by multiplying the lth and mth modes and averaging as follows:

k̃
l,m

=
1

2
ũliũ

m∗
i =

1

2
µlµm∗αlφliα

mφm∗i , (2.29)

where ∗ is the complex conjugate and assume that · averaging is temporal averaging.
The averaging assumptions could be weakened to include procedures such as ensemble
averaging, in which case averaging would be performed over all three components of the
mode decomposition. However, in this work we will only focus on temporal averaging
for a statistically stationary flow, ·, only the temporal component µ = µ(t) are subject
to the averaging because φi = φi(x) only. The CKE is obtained by summing over all
combinations as follows:

k̃ =

R∑

l=0

R∑

m=0

k̃
l,m

. (2.30)

By multiplying Eqn. (2.28) by ũm∗i and time averaging, all terms in Eqn. (2.17) can
be written as the product of modes.

(i) The scale-specific temporal CKE advection captures how the interaction of two
modes changes the scale-specific CKE in time. Due to the assumption of temporal
averaging of statistically stationary flows, this term is zero. The term is defined as

Al,mt =
∂

∂t
k̃
l,m

=
1

2

∂

∂t

(
µlµm∗

)
αlφliα

mφm∗i = 0. (2.31)

(ii) Scale-specific mean CKE advection describes how the mean flow advects the scale-
specific CKE. The term is defined as

Al,m = Ui
∂k̃

l,m

∂xi
=

1

2
Uiµlµm∗α

lαm
∂

∂xi

(
φljφ

m∗
j

)
. (2.32)

(iii) Scale-specific transport of CKE via viscous forces captures the dyadic interaction
of two modes associated with viscosity. This term is

T l,mv =
1

Re

∂2k̃
l,m

∂xi∂xi
=

1

2Re
µlµm∗αlαm

∂2

∂xi∂xi

(
φljφ

m∗
j

)
. (2.33)

(iv) Scale-specific transport of CKE by pressure is defined as

T l,mp =
∂

∂xi

(
ũm∗i p̃l

)
= µlµm∗αlαm

∂

∂xi

(
φm∗i φlp

)
, (2.34)

where φlp is the lth mode of the scalar pressure field.
(v) The scale-specific inter-scale transport via turbulence is a related to the wavenum-

ber triad in Eqn. (2.3) because it is the non-linear, non-local term that has contributions
from three modes (or scales). The benefit of the present approach is that the equations
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remain in real space, but modes are directly related to scales in the flow. The turbulent
transport terms appear due to the multiplication of um∗i with the second-to-last term in

Eqn. (2.28) before averaging as ũm∗i ∂j
∑R
l=0,n=0 ũ

l
iũ
n
j . The summation captures the effects

of all scales on the evolution of scale-specific CKE. After manipulation and averaging,
the individual contribution from each triad is split between turbulent transport T l,m,nt

and inter-scale transfer P l,m,nt :

T l,m,nt + P l,m,nt =
∂

∂xi

(
ũliũ

m∗
j ũnj

)
− ũliũnj

∂ũm∗j
∂xi

(2.35)

= µlµm∗µnαlαmαn
∂

∂xi

(
φliφ

m∗
j φnj

)
− µlµm∗µnαlαmαnφliφnj

∂φm∗j
∂xi

,

(2.36)

where the first term on the RHS is represents the turbulent transport and the second
term on the RHS is the inter-scale transfer. The sum over all the modes in the inter-scale
transfer can be reduced to

∑R
l=0,m=0,n=0 P

l,m,n
t = 1

2

∑R
l=0,m=0,n=0 T

l,m,n
t and the total

turbulent transport term in Eqn. (2.16) is recovered. The total effects of both the scale-
specific turbulent transport and inter-scale transfer on the evolution of the scale-specific
CKE is the following:

T l,mt =

R∑

n=0

T l,m,nt , (2.37)

P l,mt =

R∑

n=0

P l,m,nt . (2.38)

(vi) Scale-specific transport of CKE via random fluctuations captures how random
velocity fluctuations affect a single coherent scale, but the correlation of the random
fluctuations is projected in the space of the lth mode. The term is defined as

T l,mr =
∂

∂xi

(
ũ′′i u

′′
j

l
ũm∗j

)
=

∂

∂xi

(
ũ′′i u

′′
j

l
µm∗αmφm∗j

)
. (2.39)

(vii) The scale-specific CKE production reveals how MKE is transferred to a specific
mode (or scale) by the following:

P l,mc = ũliũ
m∗
j

∂Ui
∂xj

= −µlµm∗αlφliαmφm∗j
∂Ui
∂xj

. (2.40)

(viii) Scale-specific RKE production from CKE identifies specific contributions of modes
to produce RKE by the following follows:

Pmcr = u′′i ũ
′′
j

∂ũm∗i
∂xj

= u′′i ũ
′′
jµ

m∗αm
∂φm∗i
∂xj

. (2.41)

(ix) Scale-specific CKE dissipation is the mechanism where the interaction of two
modes removes CKE from the flow by the following:

ε̃l,mc =
2

Re
s̃l,mij s̃l,mij =

1

2Re
µlµm∗αlαm

(
∂φli
∂xj

+
∂φlj
∂xi

)(
∂φm∗i
∂xj

+
∂φm∗j
∂xi

)
. (2.42)

Overall, each term plays a role in the evolution of the scale-specific CKE and allows
us to quantify both the spectral effects of coherent structures and the spatial fluxes of
coherent structures. The equation for the evolution of the scale-specific CKE is given as
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the following:

Al,mt +Al,m = T l,mv − T l,mp − T l,mt − P l,mt − T l,mr − P l,mc + Pmcr − ε̃l,m. (2.43)

3. Numerical methods

We employ the CURVIB method (Ge & Sotiropoulos 2007) to undertake direct
numerical simulations of the flow over an immersed body. The three-dimensional, in-
compressible continuity and momentum equations in generalised curvilinear coordinates
formulated as follows (i, j, k, l = 1, 2, 3 and repeated indices imply summation):

J
∂U i

∂ξi
= 0, (3.1)

1

J

∂U i

∂t
=
ξil
J

(
− ∂

∂ξj
(U jul) +

µ

ρ

∂

∂ξj

(
gjk

J

∂ul
∂ξk

)
− 1

ρ

∂

∂ξj

(
ξjl p

J

)
− 1

ρ

∂τlj
∂ξj

)
, (3.2)

where ξi are the curvilinear coordinates, ξil = ∂ξi/∂xl are the transformation metrics, J is
the Jacobian of the geometric transformation, ui is the i-th component of the velocity vec-
tor in Cartesian coordinates, U i=(ξim/J)um is the contravariant volume flux, gjk = ξjl ξ

k
l

are the components of the contravariant metric tensor, ρ is the density, µ is the dynamic
viscosity, and p is the pressure. The governing equations are discretized using the three-
point central, second-order accurate finite difference scheme on a hybrid staggered/non-
staggered grid and integrated in time using a second-order accurate projection method
employing a Newton–Krylov method to advance the momentum equation. An algebraic
multigrid acceleration along with a generalized minimal residual solver is used to solve
the pressure Poisson equation as described in Kang et al. (2011).

The CURVIB method is designed to capture immersed boundaries embedded in the
background domain rather than using a body-fitted grid. The method treats boundaries
on the immersed body as a sharp interface and boundary conditions are reconstructed on
the grid node of the background grid. The boundary condition is interpolated to the grid
nodes in the vicinity. Previously, the CURVIB method has been used for direct numerical
simulation of cardiovasular flows (Borazjani et al. 2008) and large-eddy simulations of
hydrokinetic turbines (Kang et al. 2014) and wind turbines (Foti et al. 2016). Details can
be found in Ge & Sotiropoulos (2007) and Kang et al. (2011).

A direct numerical simulations of the flow around a square cylinder with Re =
U∞D/ν = 175, where is the incoming velocity, D is the width of the cylinder, and
ν is the kinematic viscosity, is performed. At this Reynolds number the well-known
von Kármán vortex street forms in the wake of the cylinder. The flow is simulated
within a quasi-two-dimensional computational domain in the vertical and streamwise
directions (Lx×Ly) = (18D×12D), with periodic boundaries in the spanwise z-direction.
A negligible thickness in the Lz direction is included due to the three-dimensional
implementation of CURVIB method. The computational domain is discretized with
(Nx × Ny × Nz) = (351 × 201 × 6) grid points with uniform spacing within D of the
square cylinder and stretching in the vertical and streamwise directions towards all of the
boundaries. Slip-wall boundary conditions are used on the upper and lower walls with
an imposed incoming constant volumetric flux at the inlet boundary and a convection
outflow condition.

The simulation is integrated forward with a time step ∆t = 0.2. After an initial period
where initial transients are removed, the instantaneous snapshots and flow statistics are
obtained. A total of M = 4000 instantaneous snapshots are collected at a uniform interval
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Figure 1. (a) Instantaneous streamwise velocity u/U∞, (b) instantaneous out-of-plane
vorticity ωzD/U∞, and (c) turbulence kinetic energy k/U2

∞.

of ∆t to be used to construct the dynamic modes. The time period of the snapshots is
over 40 periodic oscillations of the von Kármán vortex shedding. The simulation is run
an additional 36000 time steps, where statistics of the flow are obtained to compare
convergence to the statistics over the initial 4000 snapshots used in analysis. The first,
second, and third order moments of the statistics show similar convergence over the initial
and total simulation duration.

4. Results

Figure 1(a) shows the instantaneous streamwise velocity normalized by the incoming
velocity u/U∞. The successive pairs of vortices shed from the cylinder are observed in
the wake. The out-of-plane vorticity ωzD/U∞ in Fig. 1(b) captures the strength of the
vortices and their alternating pattern. While the Reynolds number of the flow is relatively
low and the regime of the wake is laminar, the velocity has a fluctuating component in
the wake. The fluctuating velocity is used to the quantify the turbulence kinetic energy
k = 1

2u
′
iu
′
i (TKE) averaged over 40 oscillations of the vortex shedding frequency. Figure

1 shows that the TKE in the wake is not negligible and is about one-half of the incoming
mean kinetic energy, Kin/U

2
∞ = 0.5, in the near wake. The contours of high TKE are

contained primarily in the wake where the shed vortices convect. The maximum TKE
appears less that a diameter behind the cylinder in the shear layer.

The power spectral densities of streamwise velocity component Euu behind the square
cylinder at x/D = 1 and x/D = 9 along the centerline are shown in Fig. 2. Both spectra
capture the non-dimensionalized shedding frequency Sts = fsD/U∞ of the vortices and
are relatively similar to each other indicating that the spectral energy is not redistributed
further downstream in the wake. The first frequency is found to be Sts = 0.159, which is
similar to those identified in previous studies (Sharma & Eswaran 2004; Sohankar et al.
1999). The shedding frequency mode and its integer multiples contain the highest energy
contributions, but the wake does contain energy over the range of the resolved frequencies.
Prominent peaks include St/Sts = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}. A specific frequency multiple will
be identified as in, where n is the integer frequency multiple, e.g., i1 is the shedding
frequency. Due to the nearly discrete frequency modes present in the wake, this flow
provides an apt test case to identify and characterize the interactions of scales. In what
follows, we will identify, classify, and elucidate details of energy transfer from the scales.
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Figure 2. The power spectral density of the streamwise velocity Euu at x/D = 1 and
x/D = 9 along the centerline. Vertical dotted red lines indicate multiples of

St/Sts = {1, 2, 3, 4}.

4.1. Identification and classification of coherent structures

The instantaneous velocity components and pressure are saved at regular intervals
(∆t = 0.02) over a period of 40 vortex oscillations resulting in the collection of N = 4000
snapshots. We perform DMD using the algorithm described in Appendix A with singular
value decomposition (SVD) regularization. The SVD regularization, which projects the
snapshot matrix into POD modes, enables dimensionality reduction to improve efficiency
and remove spurious modes. Figure 3(a) shows the first S = 69 singular values λi
corresponding to total cumulative energy of 99.999%. The first S = 5, 11, and 31 POD
modes correspond to 99%, 99.9%, and 99.99% of the cumulative energy, respectively.
After recovering the complex frequencies µk and eigenvectors yk, compressive sensing is
employed to promote sparsity in the dynamic modes (Jovanović et al. 2014). Both the
sparsity-promoting DMD algorithm trained on a L1 norm regularization (Jovanović et al.
2014) and a multi-task elastic net trained on a L1/L2 norm regularization (Pan et al.
2020) produce similar results for sparsification of the resultant DMD modes. The sparse
sampling residual is given by

εsp =
‖ΣV H − ΦDαVand‖2

‖ΣV H‖2
, (4.1)

where Dα = diag(α). Figure 3(b) shows sparse sampling residual and the corresponding
number of DMD modes R as a function of the sparse sampling regularization parameter
γ using the first S = 31 POD modes, which correspond to a cumulative energy of 99.99%.
As γ increases, the number of modes, R, selected generally reduces and the residual εsp
increases.

Further analysis is warranted for selected an appropriate degree of dimensionality
reduction S and compressive sensing parameter γ. Each pair of S and γ produce different
sets of DMD modes with different amplitudes because during the compressive sensing
portion, the amplitudes are rescaled. We focus on new residual metrics that are collected
from a particular set of DMD modes given by a S, γ pair. We focus on two residual
error formulations: (i.) The reconstruction L2 residual of the snapshot matrix from the
R DMD modes given by the following:

εu =
‖X − ΦDαVand‖2

‖X‖2
. (4.2)

Figure 4(a) shows the reconstruction residuals for a range of sparsity-promoting DMD
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Figure 3. (a) The singular values λ and the cumulative energy of the POD modes and (b)
the sparse sensing error εsp and corresponding number of DMD modes R as a function of γ for
99.99% (S = 31) POD modes.

solutions projected into different POD modes: S = 5, 11, 31, and 69. For all cases as the
number of DMD modes included increases (γ decreases), the residual generally decreases
until a minimum value is reached before all DMD modes are included. For all cases except
the S = 5 case, the residual becomes less than 5% at the minimum or optimal number
of DMD modes. Interestingly, for the S = 69 case, the minimum error is higher than
minima of lower dimensionality reduction cases. (ii.) The L2 residual with respect to the
difference between the sum over all mode pairs of scale-specific CKE and the TKE in the
domain is given by

εk =
‖k −∑R,R

k=0,m=0
1
2µ

kµmαkφki α
mφmi ‖2

‖k‖2
, (4.3)

where all pairs of DMD modes are summed to reconstruct the CKE based on the DMD
modes. This metric is use to quantify the amount of kinetic energy present in coherent
scales verse random scales. The closer the residual is to zero, the more kinetic energy is
capture in the DMD modes and coherent scales. In particular, we employ this residual
metric to quantify the amount of TKE that is present in the coherent scales designated
by DMD modes. Similar to the reconstruction residual, all cases except the S = 5 case,
have a minimum residual error less than 5%. However, for all S values, almost all γ values
select sets of modes that contain a majority of the total TKE. The only values of γ that
do not have relatively high values is where no modes are select through compressive
sensing. Examples of these cases are shown in Fig. 3(b) for the S = 31 case. In this
example, as γ decreases from the maximum, the smallest set of modes selected is R = 10.
Similar behaviour is present for all values of S.

Figure 5(a) shows the Ritz values µi on the real-imaginary plane for the S = 5, 11, 31,
and 69. The number of modes, R, select is based on the minimum εu residual for each
S. As the number of POD modes employed increases, additional DMD modes with Ritz
values with a larger imaginary component, and their complex conjugates, are selected.
The imaginary component of the Ritz value is related to the non-dimensional frequency
of each DMD mode: St = I(logµi)/∆t(D/U∞). For the S = 31 and 69 case, some of
the modes are represented by frequencies with approximately the same value. This can
be seen clearly in the spectra of the DMD modes in Fig. 5(b), where the frequency of
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Figure 5. (a) Ritz values µi for S = 5, 11, 31, and 69 and (b) amplitudes |αi|/max(α)
verse Strouhal number. The vertical dotted red lines identify integer multiples of the shedding
frequency.

each selected DMD mode is shown and is related to harmonic multiples of the shedding
frequency fs. The relative strength of each mode in the DMD mode set is also shown in
Fig. 5(b). For each S value selected, there is at least one DMD mode that characterizes the
shedding frequency, and one of these modes has the highest amplitude. This demonstrates
that this is most dominant mode in the set. For the S = 31 case, there are two modes
that have frequencies near the shedding frequency as well as the second and third integer
multiples of the shedding frequency. Furthermore, the DMD spectra confirm that the
DMD algorithm is able to identify modes that are based on frequencies and corroborates
the spectral energy signatures in Fig. 2. The spectra show that as more DMD modes are
selected, the number of shedding frequency integer multiples represented increases.

The spatial DMD modes do not change significantly with large S values because a
substantial amount of energy is already accumulated with even the lowest S = 5 value.
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Figure 6. DMD modes with the eight highest amplitudes from the S = 31, R = 24 and
characterized by a positive frequency.

For example, the DMD mode for the shedding frequency, i1, is the same for all S analysed.
However, the S = 5 case only consists of the modes related the i1 and i2 frequencies (and
their complex conjugates). The energy associated with any higher frequency modes that
are not distinguished within a set can only be accounted for in the RKE. The DMD
modes for the streamwise velocity associated with positive increasing Strouhal numbers
are shown in Fig. 6 for the S = 31 case. As expected, the mode associated with the
shedding frequency consists of alternating pairs in the wake behind the cylinder. For the
S = 31 case, a second mode associated with a frequency near the shedding frequency, i′1
has a similar structure. Modes associated with higher multiples of the shedding frequency
consist of additional alternating patterns. Both the i2 and i3 DMD modes are associated
with are DMD modes that have slightly a lower frequency. These modes are attributed
with a lower amplitude as shown in Fig. 5(b).

The relationship between scales can be quantified by the correlation of dynamic mode
temporal coefficients and amplitudes. The correlations appear as coefficients in all the
terms in Eqn. (2.43) and determine the overall magnitude of each term. The dyadic
correlation of two dynamic modes appear in terms pertaining to the CKE transport
via viscosity and pressure as well as the scale-specific CKE in Eqn. (2.29), where it
identifies the dominant mode pairs in CKE. The absolute value of the dyadic correlations,
αlµlαmµm, is shown in Figs. 7(a), (b), and (c) for the S = 5, 11 and 31 cases, respectively.

While it reveals that contribution of the scale to k̃
l,m

, T l,mp , etc, it is dominated by only
a small fraction of the selected modes. The high correlation contributions are aligned
along the Stl = Stm line, which indicate that the highest correlations are between pairs
with l = m. In fact, the highest correlation for each case is i1 = i1 case and its complex
conjugate (i∗1 = i∗1). The next highest correlations are associated with the i2 frequencies.
Each case also displays at least one off-diagonal case, which is the correlation between
the conjugate-pairs. This demonstrates for this flow that the dominant scale-specific

CKE scales are the ones that consist only one scale, i.e., k̃
i1,i1

, and suggest that energy
exchange between scales is not quantified by dyadic correlations.

However, the triadic interactions show that much more diverse and less sparse sets
of modes are correlated in Figs. 7(d), (e), and (f) showing the triadic correlations for
the S = 5, 11 and 31 cases, respectively. The triadic correlations appear in the turbulent
transport T l,m,nt and inter-scale transfer P l,m,nt as αlµlαmµmαnµn. Figures 7(d), (e), and
(f) shows the correlation of triadic interactions of lth mode, where l = i1. Each S case
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Figure 7. The (top) dyadic and (bottom) triadic (with l = i1) correlation between DMD
modes for the (a),(d) S = 5, (b),(e) S = 11, and (c),(f) S = 31.

demonstrates that triadic interactions with high correlations are distributed throughout
the frequency space. Not only are there high correlations along the diagonal Stm = Stn,
but off-diagonal correlations reveal that turbulent transport and inter-scale transfer occur
over disparate scales. The S = 5 case is symmetric around the diagonal, while the sets that
have more modes and contain more of the total TKE are asymmetric. Higher correlations
occur off-diagonal where Stm is large. The mth contribution to the inter-scale transfer,
P l,m,nt is the mode where CKE is remove and placed in the CKE related to l and n. A high
correlation demonstrates that CKE transfer from/to the mth is high. This will be more
thoroughly analysed below. Figures 7(d), (e), and (f) indicate that interactions between
scales is primarily accomplished through triads. On the other hand, the dominant scale-
specific kinetic energy and scale-specific dyadic terms in Eqn. (2.43) consist of one scale.
This confirms that CKE contributions are based on a single scale, but the exchange of
CKE between the scale is requires multiple scales.

We now focus on the attributes of the scale-specific CKE and the relative contributions
from each DMD pair. Figure 8(a) shows the fractional contribution from each mode pair
to the total CKE for the S = 5, 11 and 31 cases. Bars that have a range starting at
zero represent the contributions from the self-interactions of a mode e.g., (i1, i1). Bars
that stacked on other bars represent the contributions from two different modes pair e.g.,
(i1, i

′
1). The stacked bar colouring matches the colour of another bar, where the range

starts at zero, to show which two, different modes are represented. This only occurs in
the S = 31 case, where more modes are identified with different features. The main
contribution of CKE comes from the modes with frequencies closest to the shedding
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Figure 8. (a) The fraction of scale-specific CKE to the total CKE for the S = 5, 11 and 31
case and (b) spatial distribution of scale-specific CKE.

frequency, i1 and i1′ and their complex conjugates: i∗1 and i1∗′ . Together the interaction
among these four modes totals over 94% of the CKE for each S value. Also, note that
the scale-specific CKE contributions for a mode and its complex conjugate are exactly

the same because k̃
i1,i1

= k̃
i∗1 ,i
∗
1

. The remainder of the CKE contribution come from
the i2 and i∗2 modes for the S = 5 case. In the other two cases, the contributions come
from both the second and third integer multiples of the shedding frequency. However,
these only make up approximately 5.9% of the total CKE. The remaining 0.1% of the
CKE is associated with the rest of the mode self-interactions at higher multiples for the
S = 11 and S = 31 cases. Overall, the modes related to the shedding frequency have the
dominant impact on the flow and contribute the most to the CKE. This can be observed
in Fig. 8(b) where the scale-specific CKE for the (i1, i1) pair looks strikingly similar to
the TKE in Fig. 1(c). For the S = 31 case, the scale-specific CKE associated with i′1 are
shown in Fig. 8(b) and have a similar spatial distribution as the CKE as well. Also, each
conjugate-pair scale-specific CKE have the same spatial distribution. The scale-specific
CKE related the second (i2, i2) and third (i3, i3) multiples have a distribution near and
far downstream, respectively, of the cylinder. This suggests that energy is distributed in
higher frequency modes at different downstream locations.

The inter-scale transfer Pt is constructed from the sum of all triadic scale-specific
interactions. The largest scale-specific inter-scale transfer for all three S values is associ-
ated with the triadic interactions of the first and second integer multiples of the shedding
frequency, i1 and i2, respectively. Figure 9 shows the spatial distribution of the inter-scale
transfer. By convention, positive values indicate transfer from the i1 to the correlation

of i1 and i2, i.e., Pi2,i1,i1t = ũi1i ũ
i2
j ∂j ũ

i1
i . The transfer of CKE from the most dominant

coherent structure to other modes occurs in the wake of the cylinder and along the shear
layer of the expanding wake. There is reverse transfer in the far wake (x/D > 5) and
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Figure 9. Spatial distribution of the inter-scale transfer from mode i1, Pi2,i1,i1
t , normalized

by turbulent dissipation ε for the (a) S = 5, (b) S = 11, and (c) 31 cases.

immediately behind the cylinder. Each case is able to identify the same dominant triadic
relationship.

The magnitude of the scale-specific inter-scale transfer associated with the transfer of
kinetic energy from i1 and i2 at x/D = 1 and y/D = 0 is shown in Fig. 10 for each S value.
The inter-scale transfer from the mth mode is designated by detailing the magnitude of
the transfer to the lth and nth modes. Starting with S = 5 in Fig. 10(a), there are only
two conjugate pairs of modes that can exchange CKE, however, there are a total of 64
triadic interactions that are possible. Each scale-specific inter-scale transfer is symmetric
across the Stl = Stn line where m is above the line and its complex conjugate m∗ is below
the line. For the m = i1, i

∗
1 inter-scale transfer, there is both inter-scale transfer from and

to shedding frequency. All consist of the i1-i2 pair, which indicate that energy is being
exchanged due to a strong correlation in CKE between the two frequency modes. On the
other hand, the i2, i

∗
2 inter-scale transfer reveals that CKE is only transferred from i1 to

i2 and the i2 does not have a strong transfer to the shedding frequency.
The number of triadic interactions leading to inter-scale transfer increases for the

S = 11 and S = 31 cases shown in Fig. 10(b) and (c), respectively. The inter-scale
transfer at the x/D = 1 along the centerline is similar for both cases. In the m =
i1, i
∗
1 inter-scale transfer, CKE is symmetrically transferred to other modes that are

associated with higher integral multiples of the shedding frequency. However, the energy
is transferred back to this mode. The m = i2, i

∗
2 transfer shows a cascade-like energy

exchange where CKE is transferred from the i1 shedding frequency and then transferred
to higher frequencies. This indicates that CKE transfers follows different paths, one from
the shedding frequency directly and another from the lower frequency modes. In the
latter, the cascade to higher frequencies continues when m > i2. Both the S values show
similar behaviour for the inter-scale transfer at low frequencies where DMD was able to
identify them. However, the S = 31 case captures more of the high frequency behavior
and can identity the inter-scale relationship of those modes, too.

Another inter-scale transfer is the random production from coherent scales term Pcr,
which capture the transfer of CKE to RKE. The developed methodology is able to identify
how each coherent scale transfer energy to balance the evolution of RKE. Figure 11 shows
the two largest mode contributors for S = 5, 11 and 31 as well as the total Pcr. In all cases
the largest contributing scales are the scales related to the i1 and i2 scales. The sum of
the contributions from these two modes contribute of 95% of the total random production
from coherent scales for all cases. However, as the number of identified modes increases
(S increases), the total amount of random production from coherent scales decreases
significantly. This is because more scales have been identified and less RKE is present.
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Figure 11. The scale-specific random production from coherent scales Pm∗
cr and total random

production from coherent scales Pcr for the (a) S = 5, (b) S = 11, and (c) S = 31.

Overall, the production term indicates that transfer of energy is linked to the shedding
frequency.

Based on the two error residuals and subsequent analysis, there are some differences in
how to select the appropriate number of modes. As the total TKE included in the modes
increases, the relationships between the triadic interactions and inter-scale production
begin to converge. While there may exist some heuristic to identify an optimal number
of modes to select, we will use subjective judgement based on the number of modes and
the amount of TKE that can be identified as CKE. For this case, we observe that the
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Figure 12. Contours of the (a) MKE, (b) CKE, and (c) RKE for the S = 31 case.

S = 31 case (the total cumulative energy is 99.99%) has DMD solutions that are less
than 2% for both residual metrics. The minimum reconstruction residual with R = 24 is
less than 1% and has a similar TKE residual at higher values of R. The main difference
between this case, and the S = 11 case is the presence of many higher frequencies that
can be used to identify the energy cascade-like features in the inter-scale energy transfer.
In what follows, we will use the particular set of DMD modes: S = 31 , R = 24.

Figure 12 details the spatial distribution of the components of the kinetic energy due
to the triple decomposition. The MKE in Fig. 12(a) is relatively high in all regions of the
domain except near the stagnation point where the velocity is decreases to zero and in
the wake of the cylinder from 0 6 x/D 6 4. The MKE in the wake gradually recovers as
the wake expands and entrains MKE into the wake. The MKE is highest at the leading
edge of the square cylinder where the mean velocity increases due to the blockage of
the cylinder. The total CKE, shown in Fig. 12(b) shows energy associated with coherent
motion is spatially distributed in the wake of the cylinder and is closely associated with
the TKE shown in Fig. 1(c). This is mainly due to our selection of DMD modes where
almost all the TKE is accounted. On the other hand, Fig. 12(c) shows the RKE, which is
the residual kinetic energy that is not accounted for through mean or coherent motion.
While the RKE is only located in the wake, similar to the CKE, it is several orders of
magnitude smaller that the MKE and CKE. This is the energy that is associated with
all modes that are not selected by sparse sampling and dimensionality reduction.

4.2. Inter-scale transfer and interactions of coherent scales

The mode decomposition used to create the scale-specific inter-scale transfer Pt pro-
vides a clear link to the non-linear and non-local interaction of scales. The inter-scale
transfer is the only term in the scale-specific CKE budget, Eqn. (2.29), that is a function
of three modes, is based on their associated frequencies, and links the scale-specific CKE
equations together. The term appears as a turbulent production-like term where the
gradient of one scale transfers CKE to another scale. Furthermore, similarity to the
Fourier transform of the energy equation can be established between the presences of
triadic interactions. In our context, the mode decomposition of the inter-scale transfer
also links a triadic relationship with identified components and spatial fluxes in the
flow. In the context of the Richardson-Kolmogorov equilibrium, the inter-scale transfer
identifies how specific modes of energy interact and transferred.

We first concentrate on identifying the dominant triadic contributions to the inter-scale
transfer by assessing which triads have the highest fraction of the total inter-scale transfer.
The contribution is assessed by integrating the scale-specific inter-scale transfer over the
entire spatial domain:

∫
A
P l,m,nt dA. The sum of all integrated terms is equal to the
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spatial integral of the total inter-scale transfer. Figure 13 shows the fractional proportion
triadic interactions in the inter-scale flux normalized by the turbulent dissipation ε. The
contributions create a dual spectrum where some terms are negative, indicating transfer
to the mth, while the majority are positive, indicating transfer from the mth scale. The
spectrum also reveals that there is a large separation between the most dominant and
smallest contributions on each side of zero. About 10% of the total number triads on each
side of the spectrum contribute over 80% of the total inter-scale transfer. Of these largest
relative contributions, several classes of triadic relationship are identified on Fig. 13. Each
class consists of the interaction of three modes, where the mth mode can either be m or its
complex conjugate m∗. The lth and nth modes in each class is either another frequency or
its conjugate. The spatial distributions of the classes are degenerates such that they have
the same, but scaled distribution. The possible permutations mean that each class can
contain at least 64 triadic interactions. The largest contributions on the positive side are
associated with m = i1, i

∗
1 where l and n are i1 and i2. This indicates that overall CKE

is transferred from the shedding frequency to the CKE associated with the relationship
of the shedding frequency and its second integer multiple. CKE is transferred from a
low, dominant frequency mode to a mode associated with higher frequency. Another
dominant contribution on the positive side of the spectrum is the class of (l,m, n) =
(i1, i2, i3), (i3, i2, i

∗
1), etc., where CKE from second dominant mode, i2 is transferred to

CKE associated with the first and third integer multiple of the shedding frequency. Each
triadic class on the positive side of the spectrum exhibits similar behaviour: the mth mode
has a lower frequency and at least one of the l or nth modes is associated with a higher
frequency. These two sets of mode interactions indicate a transfer of energy between
the first, second, and third integer multiple of the shedding frequency. They imply that
interactions between the vortex shedding transfers energy from modes associated with
the shedding frequency to modes related to higher harmonics.

The negative side of the spectrum also reveals classes of triad that promote the cascade
of CKE from low to high frequencies. These includes one of the dominant classes of
(l,m, n) = (i1, i2, i1, which identifies another pathway for CKE to transfer from the
coherent motions of the shedding frequency to its second integer multiple. The cascade is
continued on this side of the spectrum with another class of triads: (l,m, n) = (i1, i3, i2),
where energy is transferred to the third integer multiple. The spectrum in Fig. 13 also
reveal there is inverse transfer of kinetic energy from high frequencies to lower frequencies.
CKE is transferred from the energy in the correlation of the i2 and i3 modes to the i1
mode. This class of triads represents a significant portion of the total inter-scale transfer.
Overall, the interactions all occurs with the shedding frequency, showing the non-linearity
and non-locality that is present in wake.

The spatial distribution of the P l,m,nt identifies how inter-scale transfer behaves in
the wake. Figure 14 shows several examples of the modes for specific triads that are
representative of their class. Additionally, the fractional contribution of the total inter-
scale transfer is shown as series of contours in frequency space as Stl × Stn for a specific
m = i1, i1′ , i2, i2′ , i3 and i4 and their complex conjugates. The frequencies and their
complex conjugates are symmetric around the Stl = Stn line, which provides further
indication that the triadic set of modes is comprised of permutations of frequencies in a
triadic set. Their scale is related to the order of the l and n as well as whether the mode
is a complex conjugate. The spatial distribution is also based on the order as well.

The fractional distribution of the terms where m = i1, i
∗
1 confirms that there are

multiple dominant triads involving the shedding frequency. As such there are multiple
paths for CKE to transfer from energy in the vortex shedding to other scales. The
largest positive scale-specific inter-scale transfer as shown in Fig. 13 is the class of triads
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∫
A
P l,m,n

t dA normalized
by the integral turbulence dissipation ε. Select classes are identified by colour.

(l,m, n) = (i1, i1, i2). The spatial distributions of P
i∗1 ,i
∗
1 ,i
∗
2

t and P i2,i1,i1t are shown in
Fig. 14. In both there are regions of both positive and negative inter-scale transfer. The
regions of positive inter-scale transfer occur along the shear layer where vortex shedding
and the wake grow. In these regions CKE is transferred from the i1 mode and transferred
to i2. The wakes at x/D > 5 differ substantially between the two cases. Furthermore,
along the centerline, the transfer transitions from positive to negative. Another dominant
triad involved in inter-scale transfer is the (l,m, n) = (i2, i1, i3), which shows a different
spatial distribution related to the transfer CKE from i1. The CKE transfer transitions
from positive to negative in the shear layers and is positive along the centerline. These
triads incorporate the exchange of energy from the mode associated with the shedding
frequency. Other similar classes of triads incorporate the transfer from the m = i1′i

∗
1′

frequency. Due to the proximity to the shedding frequency, the spatial distributions of
inter-scale transfer associated with these triads are similar to inter-scale transfer from
m = i1, i

∗
1. In fact, the distribution of fractional contributions of them = i1′i

∗
1′ frequencies

is very similar to the m = i1, i
∗
1 indicating that CKE in this frequency is also distributed

to many of the other scales. One triad shown (l,m, n) = (i3, i1′ , i4) exhibits energy
transfer to very high frequency modes and captures the non-local effects of the inter-
scale transfer. Overall, the effects of the triads with m = i1′ frequencies contribute less
to the total inter-scale transfer than the m = i1 modes.

Other triads that transfer CKE from moderate to high frequency modes are also shown
in Fig. 14. The triad (l,m, n) = (i3, i2, i

∗
1) has a spatial distribution that is mainly positive

throughout the wake. Similarly, another triad (l,m, n) = (i5, i
∗
4, i1), transfers CKE to

higher frequencies. Different from the other spatial distributions, the inter-scale transfer
with (l,m, n) = (i∗1, i3, i2) demonstrates that high frequency scales can also transfer
energy to lower frequencies. The m = i2′ cases have lower contributions to only a few
other scales. Overall, most of the dominate inter-scale transfer terms involve a triad with
i1, i
∗
1. The CKE in this scale dominants the flow and provides the mechanism to transfer

the energy to the other scales. Another observation from the contours of the fraction of
total inter-scale transport that is that as m increases, the regions of high contribution
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Figure 14. Spatial distribution of the scale-specific inter-scale transfer P l,m,n
t of select triads.

Contours of the fractional proportion of the total inter-scale transfer
∫
A
|P l,m,n

t |/|Pt|dA is shown

in frequency space Stl × Stn for l = i1, i1′ , i2, i2′ , i3 and i4.

move outward from the centre. There is a higher probability for high transfer to occurs
with higher frequencies. However, because the shedding frequency is so dominant in
this case, the contributions regardless of the m are always likely contain the shedding
frequency.

The spectra of the mth scale-specific inter-scale transfer at a single location in the wake
is shown in Fig. 15 to demonstrate the relationships among triads and identify strong
interactions of the scales in the wake. The two-dimensional spectrum of the inter-scale
transfer from the mth mode to modes associated with frequencies across the frequency
space, Stl × Stn, at x/D = 1 along the centerline is shown in Fig. 15(a) for m = i1, i2, i3
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and i4. The contributions of each mth mode is anti-symmetric around the line Stl = Stn

line, where contributions from the mth mode and its complex conjugate m∗ are above
and below the line, respectively. The contours allow us to interpret the exchange of CKE
between the triads. For instance, when m = i1 at x/D = 1, CKE is transferred to the
component of the scales with the correlation (l, n) = (i∗2, i

∗
1), while energy is transferred

from scales (l, n) = (i1, i2). The scale-specific inter-scale transfer from m = i1, i
∗
1 is both

positive and negative at x/D = 1 indicating that CKE is transferred to and from the
shedding frequency mode at similar rates. This cyclic inter-scale transfer trend occurs at
higher frequencies that extend along the Stl = Stn. This indicates that the m = i1, i

∗
1

modes transfer CKE to l, n scales that are associated with the same or similar frequencies
or are not complex conjugates.

The inter-scale transfer modes along the centerline at x/D = 1 changes with increasing
frequency of the mth modes. For the m = i2, i

∗
2 modes, Fig. 15(a) shows that CKE is

transferred to the second multiple of the shedding frequency by modes related to the
shedding frequency. This shows CKE in the near wake is transferred from the largest
vortex shedding frequency to harmonics of the shedding near the genesis of the shedding.
Furthermore, the m = i2, i

∗
2 modes transfer CKE to higher frequencies. The inter-scale

transfer captures this distribution process to the high frequency modes. This inter-scale
processes enables the vortex shedding to distribute energy to multiple scales in the wake.
A similar process is captured by the m = i3, i

∗
3 modes, which receive energy from low

frequencies and transfer it to higher frequencies. However, we observe that at this higher
frequency there is a feedback to the i1, i

∗
1 mode, which is present in the correlation as

lth or nth mode in the spectra. On the other hand, the m = i4, i
∗
4 modes are all positive

indicating a positive transfer of energy to lower frequency modes. Due to the low Reynolds
number nature of the flow, these dominant modes demonstrate significant energy transfer
to the energy range of dominant frequencies.

The inter-scale transfer changes significantly in the far wake at x/D = 8 as shown
in Fig. 15(b). Overall, there is a larger range of frequencies that are incorporated in
the inter-scale transfer at this location. The energy in the wake has been developed and
CKE has be distributed to more scales, which play a role in the transfer in the far wake.
The dominant triads responsible for inter-scale transfer are anti-symmetric around the
Stl = Stn line. The mode associated with the shedding frequency has similar behaviour to
the x/D = 1 location where there is both transfer from and to specific modes where the
sign is dependent on the sign of the frequency. This suggests that the vortex shedding,
which is still active in the far wake, is source and sink of most of the CKE and enables
the transfer to other scales in the flow. However, as m increases, transfers between scales
becomes different than the upstream location. The transfer of energy from the m = i2, i

∗
2

occurs over wider range of the frequencies, where the transfer of energy has reversed.
The highest frequency modes are associated with transfers to this mode, while the low
energy is transferred to this mode. The m = i3, i

∗
3 inter-scale transfer is similar to the

x/D = 1 location except over a larger range. The highest m = i4, i
∗
4 mode is shown to

receive CKE from the low frequencies and transfer CKE to higher frequencies. Note that
even at higher frequencies inter-scale transfer, the shedding frequency plays a role in the
transfer.

The spectra of CKE inter-scale transfer over all m modes,
∑R
m=0 P

l,m,n
t , identifies the

total energy transfer to/from all scales in the wake. Figure 16(a) shows the inter-scale
transfer contributions for all m modes at several spanwise locations, y/D = 0, 0.25, 0.5,
and 1 in the near wake at x/D = 1. Similar to findings in Fig. 15, the spectra are
anti-symmetric around the line Stl = Stn, where contributions from all m modes and
all complex conjugate m∗ modes are above and below the diagonal line, respectively.
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Figure 15. Spectra of the scale-specific inter-scale transfer P l,m,n
t of m = i1, i2, i3 and i4

normalized by the total turbulence dissipation at (a) x/D = 1 and (b) x/D = 8 along the
centerline.

The distribution of the energy transfer to/from different components radically changes
with increasing spanwise distance from the centerline. At the y/D = 0, modes with
frequencies l, n = i1, i

∗
1 are generally negative. This is clear indication that the transfer

of energy is in the direction from the scale of the vortex shedding that forms near this
location. Furthermore, the transfer from the shedding frequency scale is corroborated by
previous spectra in Fig. 15, where CKE is shown to transfer from the largest scale. On
the other hand, higher frequency modes in Fig. 16(a) at y/D = 0 are generally positive
indicating modes associated with this frequency receive CKE from other modes. At small
radial distance from the centerline at y/D = 0.25, the interactions among the triads act
similar to the centerline. The main difference is that the magnitude of the inter-scale
transfer is smaller. The exchanges or transfers of energy from the vortex shedding leads
to the creation of modes associated with the higher integer multiples of the shedding
frequency. At the larger distances from the centerline y/D = 0.5 and y/D = 1, the
magnitude of the transfer decreases further due to its position outside of the wake.
Less CKE and its associated transfer and transport are created outside the wake of the
cylinder. Furthermore, the exchange of energy at these locations is dominated transfers
of energy around modes associated with the shedding frequency. The transfer to higher
frequencies is inhibited by the lower gradients of the modes at these locations.

Figure 16(b) shows the spectra of the inter-scale transfer from all m modes in the
far wake at x/D = 8 at several y/D = 0, 0.25, 0.5, and 1 locations. Three locations,
y/D = 0, 0.25, and 0.5 are located inside the wake of the cylinder and have relatively
similar spectra. Overall in the far wake, the transfer of energy occurs over a larger range
of frequency modes compared to the near wake x/D = 1 locations. As the wake evolves
downstream towards the far wake, more CKE can be transferred to higher frequencies.
Furthermore, the wake becomes more homogeneous as it transition from the near wake
to the far wake. This is due to the fact that is takes a finite time to transfer energy
from the scales of the shedding vortex to higher scales. At the x/D = 1 locations, the
energy is present in vortex shedding is just beginning to transfer to other modes. As a



Methodology to characterize the energy transfer and inter-scale transport 27

i∗5

i∗3

i∗1

i1

i3

i5
S

tn
y/D = 0

(a) x/D = 1

y/D = 1/4 y/D = 1/2 y/D = 1

i∗5 i∗3 i∗1 i1 i3 i5

Stl

i∗5

i∗3

i∗1

i1

i3

i5

S
tn

y/D = 0

(b) x/D = 8

i∗5 i∗3 i∗1 i1 i3 i5

Stl

y/D = 1/4

i∗5 i∗3 i∗1 i1 i3 i5

Stl

y/D = 1/2

i∗5 i∗3 i∗1 i1 i3 i5

Stl

y/D = 1

−0.01 0.00 0.01

∑R
m=0P l,m,nt /ε
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normalized by the total turbulence dissipation at y/D = 0, 0.25, 0.5, and 1 in the near wake
(a) x/D = 1 and far wake (b) x/D = 8.

consequence of the large range in the spectra at x/D = 8, we see that there is significant
energy transfer from high frequencies as well. Outside the wake, at y/D = 1, CKE
transfer is mainly negative for all frequencies. The effects here may be due to balance of
CKE and lead to contributions to other terms in the CKE equation.

4.3. Contributions from different terms in CKE equation

Next, we assess the other terms in the scale-specific CKE equation based on their
modal contributions of pairs of modes. The transport of total CKE is subject to three
different phenomena: pressure, viscosity, and turbulence. We start with the dominant
CKE transport via pressure, Tp. The scale-specific CKE pressure transport is given in
Eqn. (2.34) and based on dyadic interactions of modes. The spatial distribution of the
six largest contributions, T l,mp , to the total Tp are shown in Fig. 17. Similar to the scale-
specific CKE, the largest contributions are from modes related to the shedding frequencies
and their complex conjugates: i1 and i1′ . The largest contribution is from the interaction
of velocity and pressure fluctuations of the pair (i1, i1′) and their complex conjugates.

Note that T i1,i1′p = T i1′ ,i1p = T i
∗
1 ,i
∗
1′

p = T i
∗
1′ ,i
∗
1

p and together represent 36% of the total
contribution to the pressure transport. The pressure transport transitions between a
source and sink along the wake shear layer for x/D 6 8. A similar distribution is obtained

from the self interactions of the shedding frequency modes T i1,i1p = T i
∗
1 ,i
∗
1

p , which account

for 25% of the total transport. Similarly, the self interaction of the T i1′ ,i1′p = T i
∗
1′ ,i
∗
1′

p

account for an additional 23%. Overall, the interactions of modes related to the shedding
frequency contribute 84% of the total transport indicating that the pressure fluctuations
related to the shedding frequency transport CKE in the wake. The interactions of the
second and third harmonic contribute an additional 12%, while the large changes of the
spatial distribution are concentrated inside the wake shear layer.

The contributions with shedding frequency mode pairs, all have a negative contribu-
tions immediately behind the cylinder where there is a negative correlation between the



28 D. Foti

Figure 17. Contours of six largest scale-specific contributions of the CKE transport via
pressure.

velocity fluctuations and the pressure fluctuations attributed to the shedding frequency
DMD modes. At 1 6 x/D 6 4 theses modes become positive and slowly asymptote
to near zero. On the other hand, the contribution related to the second harmonic of
the shedding frequency behaves opposite in the near wake and sharply increases to a
maximum around x/D = 2. The peak and the second harmonic mode pair contribution
dominate the total transport in the wake after x/D = 3. While the i1 pairs (and their
complex conjugates) affect the transport the most in the near wake, the far wake pressure
transport is dominated by the coherent motions relate to the second harmonic, i2.

The total CKE transport via viscosity Tv is nearly an order of magnitude smaller
than CKE pressure transport Tp and turbulence transport Tt. Figure 18 shows the six
largest scale-specific contributions, T l,mv , to the total CKE viscous transport. Similar to
the CKE pressure transport, the shedding frequency modes have the largest impact on
the transport. In fact, the three largest contributors (including the complex conjugates)

T i1,i1′v , T i1,i1v , and T i11
′,i1′

v account of 82% of all the CKE viscous transport. All three
have similar spatial distributions that are mainly non-zeros in the wake of the cylinder
within the shear layer. There is also high transport around the formation of the boundary
layer on the cylinder. The relative transport quickly decreases by x/D = 3. In the far
wake, each scale-specific contribution is positive behind the cylinder and negative outside
the wake. The next two largest contributions are from modes associated with the second
and third integer multiple and account for 10% of the contribution. Similar to the scale-
specific CKE pressure transport, these spatial distributions differ significantly from the
shedding frequency transport. The (i2, i2) and (i3, i3) modes are active in the near wake
and along the expanding shear layer, however, are not relatively large in the far wake. The
sixth largest scale-specific CKE viscous transport term is the interaction of the shedding

frequency and its complex conjugate, T i1,i
∗
1

v = T i
∗
1 ,i1

v . While this only accounts for a 1%
contribution, it signifies that there is an interaction of forward and backwards frequencies
modes.

The centerline profiles of the scale-specific turbulent transport T l,m,nt are shown in Fig.
19(a). Similar to the classes of spatial distributions of scale-specific inter-scale transfer
shown in Fig. 9, the permutations of triads have the same spatial distribution by different
total magnitudes for scale-specific turbulent transport. The five largest classes of triadic
contributions to the total CKE turbulence transport are shown in Fig. 19(a). The sum of
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Figure 18. Contours of six largest scale-specific contributions of the CKE transport via
viscosity.

all permutations over the triads in the class are obtained as T l,m,nt,Σ =
∑
l,m,n∈C T

l,m,n
t ,

where C is the set of triads in the class. The relative magnitude of each of the largest
summations is comparable to the magnitude of the scale-specific CKE pressure transport
which indicates that both transport terms are mutually dominant in the total CKE
balance. The total CKE turbulence transport is also shown in Fig. 19(a). The sum of
the five largest classes of scale-specific CKE turbulence transport accounts for 99% of
the total. For all scale-specific distributions, the transport is highest along the centerline
in the near wake and gradually decreases to a fraction of the peak in the far wake. This
is due to the expansion of the wake where there are only small fluctuations along the
centerline in the far wake.

Figure 19(b) presents an alternative summation of triad of the scale-specific turbulence
transport through the profile of the turbulent transport along the centerline. These
centerline profiles are obtained by selecting the five largest dyadic pairs (l,m) of scale-
specific CKE pressure transport in Fig. 17 and summing over all the l and n modes in the
triad. This is used to interpret the role of scale-specific CKE turbulence transport on the
scale-specific CKE budget in Eqn. 2.29 as well as its relationship compared to the scale-
specific CKE pressure transport. From the profiles, we see that none of the profiles along
the centerline have the same magnitude as the largest scale-specific pressure transport.
However, the summation of the five largest contributions combined to about 98% of
the total CKE turbulence transport. This presents further evidence that scale-specific
CKE components are amplified (or attenuated) by the transfer of CKE via the triadic
interactions.

The mean CKE advection A has a significant contribution to the CKE budget in
the wake of the cylinder with a magnitude on the same order as the production and
CKE pressure transport. Scale-specific CKE advection distributions are shown in Fig.
20. Again, we see that the shedding frequency mode pairs have the dominant effects on the
total mean advection. In the near wake, the effects of the shedding frequency pairs create
similar distributions that alternate between source and sink of the CKE budget along
the centerline and are strong along the shear layers of the wake. Similar to the transport
distributions for the shedding frequency pair, the relatively high contributions decrease
near x/D = 5 as the near wake transitions to the far wake. The higher (second and
third) integer multiples of the shedding frequency modes pairs have a similar contribution
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CKE transport via turbulence. The total CKE turbulence transport Tt and sum of the five
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sum over all l, n modes.

to the mean CKE advection compared the corresponding scale-specific CKE pressure
transport. The behaviour of these contributions to the total mean CKE advection are
relatively similar to the shedding frequency, which is dominant in shear layers in the
near wake. Overall, the largest contributions are relatively similar along the centerline
where the influence of the mean CKE advection is relatively low. A major factor along
the centerline is that the mode pairs of the shedding frequency and its higher harmonic
frequencies are relatively similar through the downstream extent of the wake. The sum
of the five largest mode pair compares well to the total mean CKE advection indicating
that these modes contain most of the information.

The CKE production generally provides the energy from the mean flow to the largest
scales in the flow. With the developed methodology, contributions of the kinetic energy
transfer from the mean flow can be identified with specific scales and coherent structures
in the flow. Figure 21 shows the six largest mode pairs of the scale-specific CKE produc-
tion. Similar, the other dyadic scale-specific CKE terms, the most dominant pairs are the
shedding frequency modes. From the spatial distribution in comparison to the total CKE
production available in Appendix B, we can see that the shedding frequencies match
the total distribution. This further indicates that the shedding frequencies dominates
the production of CKE. Furthermore, these mode pairs account for 98% of the total
CKE production. This is a clear indication that the turbulence energy is produced by
the mean flow and enter directly into the modes related to the shedding frequency first.
From an energy cascade perspective, the energy is then mainly redistributed to the
largest scales via the inter-scale transfer. The other scales in the wake that have been
shown to transport CKE must receive energy from nonlinear turbulent interactions. The
production provides clear evidence that the energy transfer mechanism to sustain the
von Kármán vortices is due to CKE production from the mean flow directly directly
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Figure 20. Contours of six largest scale-specific contributions of the mean CKE advection.

Figure 21. Contours of six largest scale-specific contributions of the CKE production.

into these large scales. Relatively little energy is based from the mean flow into higher
harmonic modes of the shedding frequency. The next three largest contributed from
the third, second, and fourth harmonics of the shedding frequency. The spatial extent
of these shows major differences compared to the large shedding frequency production.
The second harmonic shows clear inverse production back to the mean flow along the
centerline, but positive production along the shear layer. This suggests that energy is
continuously redistributed along in wake between the MKE and CKE.

The scale-specific contributions of dyadic interactions of the CKE dissipation are shown
in Fig. 22. The largest contributions are from the shedding frequency mode pairs. These
scale-specific contributions have similar profiles, where it is maximum near the shear layer
in the near wake and continues downstream along the shear layer. This contributions
from CKE dissipation from modes related to the largest coherent structures in the flow
present an interesting conclusion to how kinetic energy is dissipated from the wake.
First, we consider that this particular case is at a very low Reynolds number where
the turbulence cascade has not developed. This can readily be seen from the spectra in
the wake shown in Fig. 2. This indicates that there is not a clear mechanism in this
flow that would allow viscous dissipation to only exist at the smallest scales. In fact, at
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this Reynolds number, one would expect the energy and dissipation spectra to overlap
each other. Second, the turbulence cascade theory is based on length scales rather than
time scales which separate the DMD modes created within this methodology. While
the Taylor’s hypothesis is applicable in large area of the wake of the cylinder, it would
not be applicable in the near wake. Furthermore, the convection velocity that would be
employed in Taylor’s hypothesis to realize length scales from time scale is not trivial for
a DMD mode because each has a spatial distribution of velocity. Due to these two points,
we expect high dissipation associated with the dominant coherent structures identified
through the DMD modes.

Profiles of the scale-specific CKE dissipation and the largest mode pair contributions
in Fig. 22 are shown at locations x/D = 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, and 2.5. The three pairs related
to the shedding frequency all have similar profiles and dominant the overall profile of
the CKE dissipation. At the x/D = 0.5 position, the contributions from the largest
three contributions are an order of magnitude larger than other mode pairs. However, by
x/D = 1, the second and third harmonics for the shedding frequency begin to increase.
The peaks of the second harmonic in the shear layer occur at local minima of the shedding
frequency modes. Along the centerline, the contribution of second harmonic mode pair
becomes larger than the shedding frequency. This continues downstream at the other
locations. Furthermore, at downstream locations x/D = 2 and 2.5 the local maxima of
the second harmonic mode pair in the shear layer increases and has a significant effect
on the distribution of dissipation in the wake shear layer.

Figure 23 shows the scale-specific CKE balance based on Eqn. (2.43) for the four largest
mode pair contributions to the scale-specific CKE along the centerline. For the total CKE
balance, see Appendix B. The largest contribution is from (l,m) = (i1, i

′
1), shown in Fig.

23)(a). The CKE production P is positive indicating that kinetic energy is transferred
from the mean flow to scales associated with vortex shedding. This is mainly balanced
by the pressure and turbulence CKE transport at this scale. The inter-scale transfer is
negative indicated that scale-specific CKE is removed from this vortex shedding scale
and transferred to other scales. This is in agreement with analysis of the inter-scale
transfer, which showed that transfers with m = i1 mainly are negative indicating transfer
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Figure 23. Scale-specific CKE balance for the four largest scale contributions: (a)
(l,m) = (i1, i

′
1), (b) (l,m) = (i1, i1), (c) (l,m) = (i′1, i

′
1), and (d) (l,m) = (i2, i2).

to other scales. Figure 23(b) and 23(c) show contributions from (l,m) = (i1, i1) and
(l,m) = (i′1, i

′
1), which describe the evolution of CKE along the centerline for other scale

interactions associated with the vortex shedding frequency. All three scale-specific CKE
balances behave the same. On the other hand, Fig. 23(d) shows contributions from the
(l,m) = (i2, i2) and has a very different balance of energy. For this scale, associated a
multiple of the vortex shedding, the main gain of CKE is through the inter-scale transfer
from other scales. The contributions of all the modes associated with vortex shedding
modes ±i1, i′1 mainly contribute to the large positive inter-scale transfer as well as other
scales as shown in Fig. 15. This is balanced by the pressure and turbulence transport.
Furthermore, the CKE production from this scale is negative indicating that energy
transfers from this scale to the mean flow. Overall, the largest scale-specific balances
show how energy is transferred between scales.
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4.4. Unsteady inflow effects on energy transfer

In this section, we introduce two additional test cases pertaining to the flow over a
square cylinder with variable inflow condition. This is performed to highlight the ability
of the developed energy transport methodology to identify, characterize, and compare the
modes of the energy transfer. The inflow is given as Uin = U∞(1+ 1

10 sin(2πff t)), where ff
is the inflow imposed frequency. The two cases are chosen based on the non-dimensional
frequency Stf = ffD/U∞: (1) a multiple and resonance frequency of the shedding
frequency Stf = 8.0 and (2) a frequency that is not amplified in the steady flow case
Stf = 2.5. The former case highlights energy transfer behaviour where energy is added at
dominant flow frequency, while the latter demonstrates energy transfer behaviour where
new energy modes are created by external forcing. Each case modifies the spectral energy
distribution, in particular, the modes related to the forcing frequency ff is identified and
amplified compared to the steady case.

Each case is simulated in the same manner as the steady case and flow field snapshots
are collected after initial transients are removed from the flow field. Snapshot matrices
with M = 4000 are created with a ∆t = 0.02, the same time step used in the
steady simulation. Mode decomposition and sparse sampling are performed to obtain a
reduced set of DMD modes. The number of DMD modes selected that can be accurately
reconstruct the flow field and capture the TKE as discussed for the steady case is R = 14
and R = 34 for the Stf = 8 and Stf = 2.5, respectively. For both cases, the number of
modes selected represent an error in velocity reconstruction and TKE to be εu < 0.1 and
εk < 0.02, respectively.

The correlations of the modes as a function of the l and m frequencies, αlµlαmµm,
are shown in Fig. 24(a) and (b) for cases Stf = 8 and Stf = 2.5, respectively. The
dyadic correlations of the Stf = 8 are similar to the steady inflow case. The maximum
correlation occurs along the diagonal where l = m. For example, a highly correlated
dyadic is a self-conjugate correlation: (l,m) = (i1, i

∗
1). The correlations are highest near

the shedding frequency and diminished as the frequency increases. However, another
peak correlation is observed that does not occur in the steady inflow case at the forcing
frequency of Stf = 8i1 = i8. Additionally, a moderate correlation at (l,m) = (±i1,±i8)
suggests that there is an exchange of energy directly between the forcing frequency and
the shedding frequency. Correlation to other harmonics of the shedding frequency occur
at significantly lower levels.

Dyadic correlations for the Stf = 2.5 exhibit some similarities to the steady inflow
case, but have a significantly large range of frequencies that are highly correlated. Unlike
the Stf = 8 case, the inflow frequency for this case is not a harmonic of the shedding
frequency and amplifies modes that are not related to shedding. Not only are there self-
conjugate correlations between the shedding frequency and its harmonic multiples, but
frequencies related to multiples of the forcing frequency as well. There are also high
correlations between the shedding frequency and forcing frequency, all of which occur
off the diagonal of l = m. Unlike the Stf = 8 case where only the shedding and forcing
modes are correlated, this case exhibits high correlations between harmonics of both
frequencies. This is a main contributor to why this case requires more than twice the
number of modes to adequately capture the velocity dynamics and TKE.

Figure 25(a) shows the DMD amplitudes normalized by the maximum amplitude of
the steady inflow, Stf = 8, and Stf = 2.5 cases. Each unsteady inflow case exhibits a
different spectrum, where the largest amplitude is associated with the forcing frequency,
while the second largest amplitude is the shedding frequency. Additional high amplitudes
quickly decay for the Stf = 8 case. The decay is similar to the steady inflow case,
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Figure 24. The dyadic correlation of the DMD modes for (a) Stf = 8 and (b) Stf = 2.5.
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where each amplitude is associated with harmonics of the shedding frequency. Additional
high energy modes for the Stf = 2.5 case are observed at frequencies smaller than the
shedding frequency and larger than the forcing frequency. The distribution of energy of
DMD modes is confirmed by the streamwise velocity energy spectra at x/D = 9 for the
unsteady inflow cases. Both spectra are populated by energy in more frequency modes
compared to the steady inflow case in Fig. 2. The spectra confirm that the highest energy
is located in modes associated with the forcing frequency, while the shedding frequency
has the second highest energy.

The spectra of the scale-specific inter-scale transfer over all m modes
∑R
m=0 P

l,m,n
t is

shown for the Stf = 8 case at x/D = 1 for y/D = 0, 0.25, 0.5 and 1 locations. Similar
to Fig. 16, the contributions of all m modes are summed at each location to identify the
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magnitude and direction of inter-scale transfer to the l, n modes. The triadic interactions
are anti-symmetric across the Stl = Stn line. At the y/D = 0 and 0.25 locations, overall
energy is transferred from low frequency modes associated with the shedding frequency
and to modes associated with higher frequencies. Similar to the steady case in Fig. 16(a),
the spectra indicates that energy primarily transfer from lower frequency scales to higher
frequency scales in the near wake. At these location in the wake, the forcing frequency
mode does not have a large impact on the inter-scale transfer of CKE. Further from the
centerline at y/D = 0.5, which is located near the shear layer, the inter-scale transfer
behaves similarly to the locations in the wake. However, outside of the wake at y/D = 1,
the inter-scale transfer is only among a few low frequency modes. Similar to the steady
case at this location, the CKE is transferred to those low frequency modes. While the
forced case behaves similar to the steady case, the spectra reveals that interactions occur
among more scales compared the steady case. There is high levels of transfer between high
frequencies up to scales associated with 4 times the shedding frequency. These differences
suggest that the additional energy forced into the flow effects the transfer. However, at
this location in the wake, the effects of the unsteady inflow are not clear because the near
wake blocks most of the energy in the incoming flow.

The spectra of the scale-specific inter-scale transfer of the Stf = 2.5 case are sig-
nificantly different that the other two cases present as shown in Fig. 26(b). The forcing
frequency at the inflow amplifies several scales unrelated to the shedding frequency. While
the other unsteady case, did not have a large an effect of the incoming flow frequency in
the near wake, this case clearly shows CKE transfer away from the forcing frequency as
well as other low frequency modes. However, there is also positive transfer to mode pairs
(and conjugates) of (i1 and ff ), which indicates that the modes of the shedding frequency
and forcing frequency interact and the CKE associated with that interaction increases.
The three locations in the wake (y/D = 0, 0.25, and 0.5) exhibit similar spectra. In the
location outside the wake, y/D = 1, the trends of CKE transferring to low frequencies is
similar to the other cases.

At a further downstream location in the far wake, x/D = 8, the spectra of the scale-
specific inter-scale transfer shows a large impact of the forcing frequency for the Stf = 8
shown in Fig. 27(a). The inter-scale transfer is associated energy going from modes
associated with low frequency and towards high frequency modes. Additionally, there
are broad interactions between the forcing frequency and many other scales associated
with integer multiples of the shedding frequency. The transfer of energy is typically from
these interactions. On the other hand, interactions between the forcing frequency and
the shedding frequency are positive indicating that scale-specific CKE of those modes is
increased through those interactions. This behaviour continues at larger radial location.
The downstream spectra of the Stf = 2.5 case at x/D = 8 shows interactions that
exhibit similar behaviour compared to the x/D = 1 location. Figure 27(b) shows CKE
is transferred to a broad range of modes throughout the wake, which suggests that the
inter-scale transfer has become more homogeneous in the far wake.

5. Conclusions

The scale-specific CKE evolution equation developed in this work offers the oppor-
tunity to study the implications of interactions of the specific scales associated with
coherent structures in a flow. Various terms in the evolution equation are shown to reveal
impacts of energy transfer and transport. The former is quantified by both (1) turbulence
production terms, which transfer energy among mean, coherent, and random scales and
(2) inter-scale transfer, which appears in the scale-specific CKE equation and identifies
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normalized by the total turbulence dissipation at y/D = 0, 0.25, 0.5, and 1 in the near wake
at x/D = 1 for the (a) Stf = 8 and (b) Stf = 2.5 cases.
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how coherent scales transfer kinetic energy among themselves. The scale-specific inter-
scale transfer terms are based on triadic interactions of coherent scales and formulated in
a production-like manner, where kinetic energy is transferred from the velocity gradient
of one coherent scale to the CKE associated with two coherent scales. The scale-specific
inter-scale transfer allows us to quantify kinetic energy transfer among scale. This is
particularly useful in multi-scale flows that exhibit inhomogeneity and anisotrophy due
to the effects of the coherent structures. On the other hand, energy transport terms are
generally dyadic, or related to two scales, terms. In this work, we quantified coherent
scales in the scale-specific CKE equations based on the dynamic mode decomposition of
the spatio-temporal flow field. This is employed because coherent scales in the flow are
identified via their frequency and modes are non-orthogonal, which enable us to quantify
the CKE of interactions between two modes.

The scale-specific kinetic energy methodology was applied to a low Reynolds number
wake flow of a square cylinder. This flow produces dominant coherent structures in the
near wake that persist into the far field of the wake. The low Reynolds number was tested
to ensure that there are relatively few scales present in the flow to simplify the assessment
of the methodology. Compressive sensing is employed to find an optimal number of modes
compared to the reconstruction error and error compared to the TKE. The number of
modes chosen attempts to minimize the error in TKE to ensure that the random kinetic
energy is negligible and enable the identification of all interactions from the largest to the
smallest scales. The selection of modes was shown to have little influence on the scale-
specific CKE of the most energetic modes. While the metric may not be an acceptable
for most flows, especially high Reynolds number flows with many scales, in the present
case due to the low Reynolds number the number of energetic scales is low, but dominant
features exist in the flow.

The scale-specific CKE reveals that relatively few modes contain most of the coherent
kinetic energy. The largest contributions reside in the energy of the modes related to the
shedding frequency followed by the first harmonic (twice the frequency) of the shedding
frequency. The composition of CKE is mainly focused on the energy in these two modes as
well as energy present in the interactions of the two modes. Similarly, the scale-specific
transport and dissipation terms are also associated with the dominant modes of the
flows, which confirms that vortex shedding transports the majority of the CKE. The
scale-specific coherent production shows that coherent kinetic energy is injected from
the mean flow into the shedding frequency mode. Triadic interactions appear in both
turbulence transport and inter-scale transfer. In the former, the effects of the transport
via velocity fluctuations is of similar scale as the transport via pressure and are dominated
by the fluctuations of the vortex shedding. The latter terms show that there is a wide
range of transfer between coherent structures. In most locations in the wake, the CKE
is transferred from modes associated with vortex shedding to higher frequency modes,
which are associated with integer multiples of the shedding frequency. We also found the
feedback of energy to lower frequency scales.

The present work constructs a methodology to analyse the energy transfer between
coherent structures in a flow. Future work will consider the interactions in fully turbulent
flows, where there is a broad range of scales and the energy containing scales are
separated from the dissipation scales. The range of modes selected will have to be carefully
considered due to the large number of modes that can be created. Overall, the present
work shows promise in elucidating details of coherent structure behaviour with respect
to energy transfer.

This work was supported by the University of Memphis.
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Appendix A. Dynamic Mode Decomposition and Compressive
Sensing

In this section, we detail to the algorithm used for sparsity-promoting DMD (Jovanović
et al. 2014). We define two matrices such that one is offset from the other by one time
instance as follows:

X =



| | ... |
x1 x2 ... xM−1
| | ... |


 , X

′
=



| | ... |
x2 x3 ... xM
| | ... |




where, X,X ′ ∈ RN×M , M is the number of degrees of freedom in a snapshot, and M is
the number of snapshots. Each snapshot xi is uniformly sampled in time separated by a
time step ∆t. We employ the DMD algorithm derived in Schmid (2010). The SVD of X
is computed as:

X = UΣV T (A 1)

where T denotes the transpose, U ∈ RN×S are the left singular vectors, Σ ∈ RS×S is a
diagonal matrix of the singular values, V ∈ RM×S are the right singular vectors, and S
is the rank of the reduced SVD. A reduced linear operator Ã ∈ RS×S can be efficiently
obtained by projecting A with the left singular vectors U as follows:

Ã = U∗AU = U∗X
′
V Σ−1 (A 2)

The matrix Ã is the reduced mapping of the dynamical system. Spectral information of Ã,
which has been shown to be the same as A, is obtained through an eigen-decomposition
of Ã:

ÃW = WΛ (A 3)

where columns of W ∈ CS×S are eigenvectors and Λ ∈ CS×S is a diagonal matrix
containing the corresponding eigenvalues λ = λr + ıλi. One can obtain the more familiar
complex frequency, ıωr = log(λr)/∆t. The real part is the temporal frequency, and the
imaginary part is an exponential growth rate of the dynamic mode. The matrix of the
spatial dynamic modes Φ ∈ CM×S are recovered with the following:

Φ = X
′
V Σ−1W (A 4)

The optimal amplitudes b can be solved through an L2 minimization as the following:

minimize
α

J(α) = ‖X − ΦDαVand‖22, (A 5)

where Vand ∈ RS×R is the Vandermode matrix of the eigenvalues Λ. The row of the Vand
associated with the kth eigenvalue is µk. The calculation of the optimal amplitudes was
simplified by Jovanović et al. (2014) to the following:

J(α) = αTPα− qTα− αT q + s, (A 6)

where P = (WTW ) � (VandV
T
and)

∗, q = (diag(VandV ΣW ))∗, and s = trace(ΣTΣ). A
sparse solution is induced by including the L1-norm of vector α to the optimization
problem in Eqn. (A 6):

minimize
α

J(α) + γ

R∑

i=1

|αi| (A 7)
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Figure 28. (a) MKE and (b) CKE budget along the centerline, y/D = 0 for the S = 31, R = 24
case. Dashed lines in (b) represent the TKE budget terms obtained from simulation statistics.

where, γ is a positive parameter that controls the sparse solution of the amplitudes
vector α. The solution is obtained by solving the optimization using the alternating
direct method of multiplies.

Appendix B. Kinetic Energy Budgets

Here we focus on the budgets of the MKE and CKE components of the kinetic energy.
The MKE is obtained from temporal averaged statistics obtained from the flow field over
M = 4000 time steps, the size of the snapshot matrix and over 40000 time steps. The
flow field statistics converge over M time steps such that the MKE terms are the nearly
identical both time ranges of the statistics. The CKE components are obtained directly
by summing over the scale-specific CKE terms from the S = 31, R = 24 case.

Figure 28(a) and (b) shows the MKE and CKE budget along the centerline, y/D = 0
of the wake where the maximum production is located. The profiles along the centerline
confirm that the terms balance each other, as expected. Along the centerline we see
that the mean MKE advection is balance by the transport upstream of the wake.
Immediately downstream of the cylinder the transport, mainly transport via mean
pressure, is balanced by the production. This is region where turbulent energy is being
produced. Further downwind, the mean MKE advection increases as the production
decreased and is balanced by the transport. The CKE budget reveals that the CKE
produced along the centerline balance by transport, mainly by pressure forces. Figure
28(b) also show the TKE budget obtained from statistics over 40000 time steps. All TKE
terms are nearly the same as the CKE terms. Discrepancies in the profiles are attributed
to the separation of coherent and random components. The latter are not accounted for
the CKE balance. Furthermore, the TKE balance is similar to results obtained in Saha
et al. (2000) at a similar Reynolds number.

Production connects the three equations of the kinetic energy budgets together and
represent the redistribution of energy into the different components. Figure 29(a) shows
the coherent production rate Pc, which appears in both the MKE and CKE budgets.
This accounts for the production of coherent kinetic energy from the mean strain
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Figure 29. Contours of (a) Coherent production Pc, (b) coherent-random production Pcr,
and (c) random production Pr for the S = 31, R = 24 case.

rates. This production occurs in the wake and along the boundaries of the cylinder.
The production mainly appears directly behind cylinder in the near-field region of the
wake. In this region the velocity gradients and the Reynolds stresses are the highest.
It is mainly co-located where the CKE is distributed. The coherent production is not
entirely positive. There are two regions where CKE is reduced to create MKE: (1)
immediately behind the cylinder and around x/ > 10 along the centerline. However,
the total production integrated over the domain is positive indicating that the energy
cascade to the turbulent scales from the mean flow exists. Figure 29(b) shows the random
production rate Pr, which captures the production of RKE from the mean scales and
appears in the MKE and RKE equations. Overall, the random production occurs in the
wake and is predominately positive indicating energy transfers from the mean flow to the
random turbulent scales. The scale of the production is two orders of magnitude smaller
that the coherent production further indicating that the effects of the RKE are small
compared the CKE. There is a third production term, which accounts for the transfer
of coherent energy to random energy and is shown in Fig. 29(c). This term appears in
both the CKE and RKE equations. While relatively small compared to the coherent
production, there exists an exchange of energy in the wake. In the near wake, where the
turbulence is highest, the production is positive indicating transfer from CKE to RKE.
However, further downstream, the energy moves from CKE to RKE as the formation of
von Kármán vortices become strong and coherent.
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Jovanović, M. R., Schmid, P. J. & Nichols, J. W. 2014 Sparsity-promoting dynamic mode
decomposition. Physics of Fluids 26 (2), 024103.

Kang, S., Lightbody, A., Hill, C. & Sotiropoulos, F. 2011 High-resolution numerical
simulation of turbulence in natural waterways. Advances in Water Resources 34 (1), 98–
113.

Kang, S., Yang, X. & Sotiropoulos, F. 2014 On the onset of wake meandering for an axial
flow turbine in a turbulent open channel flow. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 744, 376–403.

Kolmogorov, A. N. 1941 The local structure of turbulence in incompressible viscous fluid for
very large reynolds numbers. Cr Acad. Sci. URSS 30, 301–305.

Kravchenko, A. G., Choi, H. & Moin, P. 1993 On the relation of near-wall streamwise
vortices to wall skin friction in turbulent boundary layers. Physics of Fluids A: Fluid
Dynamics 5 (12), 3307–3309.

Kutz, J. N. 2013 Data-driven modeling & scientific computation: Methods for complex systems
& big data. Oxford University Press.

Liu, J. 1989 Coherent structures in transitional and turbulent free shear flows. Annual Review
of Fluid Mechanics 21 (1), 285–315.

Luo, S., Chew, Y. & Ng, Y. 2003 Characteristics of square cylinder wake transition flows.
Physics of Fluids 15 (9), 2549–2559.
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