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Anomalous dissipation is a dissipation mechanism of kinetic energy which is established by a
sufficiently spatially rough velocity field. It implies that the rescaled mean kinetic energy dissipation
rate becomes constant with respect to Reynolds number Re, the dimensionless parameter that
characterizes the strength of turbulence, given that Re ≫ 1. The present study aims at bridging
this statistical behavior of high-Reynolds-number turbulence to specific structural building blocks of
fluid turbulence – local vortex stretching configurations which take in the simplest case the form of
Burgers’ classical vortex stretching model from 1948. We discuss the anomalous dissipation in the
framework of Duchon and Robert for this analytical solution of the Navier-Stokes equations, apply
the same analysis subsequently to a generalized model of randomly oriented Burgers vortices by
Kambe and Hatakeyama, and analyse finally direct numerical simulation data of three-dimensional
homogeneous, isotropic box turbulence in this respect. We identify local high-vorticity events in
fully developed Navier-Stokes turbulence that approximate the analytical models of strong vortex
stretching well. They also correspond to precursors of enhanced anomalous dissipation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a fully developed three-dimensional turbulent Navier-Stokes flow u, kinetic energy is dissipated at
small scales due to the molecular kinematic viscosity ν of the fluid. This dissipation implies a conversion
of turbulent kinetic energy density into heat. It is considered as a consequence of a continued transfer
of turbulent kinetic energy from the larger scales of the flow across an inertial subrange to the smaller
ones where the velocity field is spatially smooth [1–4]. The average rate at which this dissipation occurs
is the mean kinetic energy dissipation rate ⟨ϵ⟩ which equals the mean transfer rate of turbulent kinetic
energy across the inertial range in the statistically steady regime. It is given as an ensemble average of
the turbulent kinetic energy dissipation rate field ϵ(x, t). For a homogeneous turbulent velocity field
u(x, t) follows

⟨ϵ⟩ = ν⟨|∇u|2⟩ . (1)

The dissipative anomaly states that the rescaled mean kinetic energy dissipation stays constant as the
kinematic viscosity of the fluid tends towards zero

lim
ν→0

⟨ϵ⟩L0

U3
rms

= const with Urms =
√

⟨u2⟩ . (2)

Here, L0 is an outer scale of turbulence, e.g., the integral length scale [3] and Urms is the root mean
square velocity, a measure of the strength of velocity fluctuations. This behavior is counter-intuitive
at first glance because one might expect that as viscosity decreases towards zero (or the Reynolds
number Re = UrmsL0/ν increases towards infinity) the mean kinetic energy dissipation rate would also
decrease. However, the strong dissipative anomaly implies that in the limit of zero viscosity, the flow
is still dissipating energy at a non-zero rate caused by a sufficiently spatially rough velocity field in
the inertial subrange. Spatial roughness is characterized by a Hölder exponent h which determines a
power law dependence of velocity increments with respect to a spatial distance, |u(x+ξ)−u(x)| ∼ ξh

with ξ = |ξ|. Sufficient roughness implies a Hölder exponent of h < 1/3; in contrast a spatially smooth
velocity field results to h = 1.

This idea dates back to 1949 when Lars Onsager suggested that sufficiently rough weak solutions of
the three-dimensional ideal Euler equations may be important for Navier-Stokes turbulence at very high
Reynolds numbers. Onsager formulated his anomalous dissipation hypothesis for an incompressible
Euler flow at ν = 0 [5], see also [6, 7]. It was proven for exponents h < 1/3 in a series of works by
De Lellis and Székelyhidi starting with [8] for h < 1/10 and finally by Isett [9] for h < 1/3. The
dissipative anomaly is also a fundamental aspect of Navier-Stokes turbulence in the large-Reynolds
number limit, sometimes denoted as the zeroth law of turbulence. Empirical evidence for its existence
has been collected from several experiments and direct numerical simulations (DNS) starting with
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Sreenivasan [10] and updated in subsequent works [11, 12] It was also shown to exist in the bulk of
turbulent convection flows [13].

In this work, we want to take a different approach to the dissipative anomaly. The goal is to connect
this fundamental statistical property to existing flow structures in fluid turbulence. One essential
structural building block of the kinetic energy cascade in three-dimensional fluid turbulence is the local
stretching of vortices, a mechanism which was first described by Jan Burgers in an analytical solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations [14] and subsequently analysed in turbulent flows [15–19]. We therefore
apply the spatial filtering over a scale ε which was originally suggested by Duchon and Robert to study
the dissipative anomaly [20]. The application of the variable-scale filtering (or the joint integration
with a C∞ test function in a distributive sense) for each term of the Navier-Stokes equations results
in an additional anomalous dissipation term in the local kinetic energy balance. See also ref. [4] for a
comprehensive discussion. Here, we calculate this term analytically by applying Gaussian wavelets as
filter kernels or test functions [21]. Furthermore, we repeat this analysis for an extension of the original
Burgers case to an ensemble of randomly oriented Burgers vortices which was suggested by Hatakeyama
and Kambe [22, 23]. Finally, we use our own direct numerical simulation (DNS) data of homogeneous
isotropic box turbulence to identify local high vorticity events and reveal their role as local precursors to
anomalous dissipation. The latter step is motivated to previous experimental studies in von Kármán
swirling flows [4, 24]. We show that in all three cases precursors to anomalous dissipation can be
identified. We wish to stress at the end of this paragraph that precursors to anomalous dissipation
can be considered only since finite Reynolds numbers and thus a finite Kolmogorov dissipation length
ηK = (ν3/⟨ϵ⟩)1/4 are here obtained. In other words, the joint limit of vanishing kinematic viscosity
and vanishing filter scale cannot be executed in the following.

The outline of the manuscript is as follows. In Sec. II, we will present the framework of Duchon
and Robert in brief and provide the Burgers vortex solution for completeness. Section III discusses
the anomalous dissipation in the Duchon-Robert picture for the steady Burgers vortex analytically.
We extend this model and determine the anomalous dissipation term for the random Burgers vortex
case of Kambe and Hatakeyama in Sec. IV. Finally, we use our own DNS data of three-dimensional
homogeneous, isotropic turbulence to identify local intense Burgers vortex stretching events in Sec. V.
We finish the work with a summary and an outlook in Sec. VI.

II. METHODS

A. Duchon-Robert framework

In the following, we present in brief the framework of Robert and Duchon for the dissipative anomaly
for an incompressible three-dimensional Navier-Stokes flow [20]. The Navier-Stokes (NS) equations for
the components of the velocity field u = (ux, uy, uz) and the spatial coordinates x = (x, y, z) are given
by

∂tu+ ∂j(uju) = −1

ρ
∇p+ ν∆u, (3)

∇ · u = 0, (4)

where p is the pressure field of the fluid, ρ is the (constant) mass density of the fluid, and ν is the
kinematic viscosity of the fluid, which follows from the dynamic viscosity µ by ν = µ/ρ. The index
j = x, y, z and the Einstein summation convention is used. The variable uj is the j-th component of
u and ∂j the partial derivative with respect to the j-th spatial coordinate.

Let φ ∈ C∞(V ) be any infinitely differentiable function with a compact support and
∫
V
φdV = 1

with flow volume V (which will be a 3-torus for simplicity). Let us also define the following rescaled
function for the spatial coordinates ξ = (ξx, ξy, ξz) which is given by

φε(ξ) =
1

ε3
φ

(
ξ

ε

)
, (5)

where ε serves as a filtering or coarse-graining scale. By denoting the convolutions uε = φε ∗ u, pε =
φε ∗ p, (uju)

ε
= φε ∗ (uju), we can regularize eq. (3) to

∂tu
ε + ∂j(uju)ε = −1

ρ
∇pε + ν∆uε (6)
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A component-wise multiplication of (6) with u, a further component-wise multiplication of (3) with
uε, and an addition of both gives the following local kinetic energy balance equation

∂t(u ·uε)+u ·∂j(ujuε)−u ·∂j(ujuε)+∇ ·
[
u(u · uε) +

upε + uεp

ρ

]
= ν∆(u ·uε)−2ν∇u : ∇uε. (7)

Furthermore, one gets

1

2

∫
∇φε(ξ) · δu2δu d3ξ = −1

2
∂j(uju

2)ε + u · ∂j(uju)ε +
1

2
uj∂j(u

2)ε − uju · ∂juε . (8)

with δu(ξ) = u(x+ ξ)−u(x) the velocity increments over a distance vector ξ. We will use frequently
the shorter-hand notation of δu to ease the longer mathematical expressions. Substituting the second
and fourth terms on the right hand side of (8) into (7) and dividing the whole resulting equation by 2
leads to

∂t
u · uε

2
+ ∇ ·

[
u
u · uε

2
+
upε + uεp

2ρ
+

1

4

(
uu2

)ε − 1

4
u
(
u2
)ε]

(9)

= ν∆
u · uε

2
− ν∇u : ∇uε − 1

4

∫
∇φε (ξ) · δu2δu d3ξ .

If we take the limit ε → 0 then several terms in (9) will simplify. The term (u · uε)/2 converges for
example to the kinetic energy E. In detail we get,

lim
ε→0

u · uε

2
=
u2

2
= E, lim

ε→0
(upε + uεp) = 2up, lim

ε→0

[(
uu2

)ε − u (u2
)ε]

= 0, lim
ε→0

∇uε = ∇u .

For this limit ε→ 0, we can consequently rewrite eq. (9) to the following local kinetic energy balance

∂tE + ∇ ·
(
uE + u

p

ρ

)
= ν∆E − ν(∇u)

2 − lim
ε→0

D(ε, r) (10)

The additional dissipation term D on the right hand side is defined as follows,

D(ε,x) :=
1

4

∫
∇φε(ξ) · δu(δu)2 d3ξ . (11)

This is the anomalous dissipation term which does not vanish for a sufficient roughness of the velocity
field in the inertial subrange, i.e. for scales ηK ≪ ξ = |ξ| ≪ L0 and δu · eξ ∼ ξh with h < 1/3. Here,
L0 the integral length scale, and eξ = ξ/ξ. We proceed with the Burgers vortex solution.

An additional note on eq. (10) is appropriate here. The kinetic energy dissipation rate field due to
kinematic viscosity is given here as ϵ(x, t) = ν(∇u)2 and not as ϵ(x, t) = (ν/2)(∇u+ (∇u)T )2. The
former is sometimes denoted as pseudo-dissipation rate field [25] and differs by an additional term that
vanishes only when an averaging is done for homogeneous turbulence. This however does not alter the
anomalous dissipation term D which is in the focus of our analysis.

B. Burgers vortex solution

The Burgers vortex [14] is an exact and steady solution to the Navier–Stokes equations governing
a viscous incompressible flow, see also [3] for a time-dependent extension of this model. It can be
considered as a fundamental building block of turbulence which describes the vortex stretching in a
three-dimensional pure strain flow in combination with the generation of a self-induced strain that is
connected to component uφ(r) and opposes the original continued stretching by the background flow
[15, 18]. Its velocity and vorticity components are given in axisymmetric form by

ur = −αsr, uz = 2αsz, uφ =
Γ

2πr

(
1 − exp

(
−αsr

2

2ν

))
, ωz =

Γ

2π

αs

ν
exp

(
−αsr

2

2ν

)
. (12)

Here, αs is the strain rate of the background flow and Γ is the prescribed circulation of the vortex.
The characteristic length is given by the Burgers radius,

rB =

√
2ν

αs
, u0 =

Γ

2πrB
, ω0 =

u0
rB
. (13)
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In the limit of very large Reynolds number, which corresponds ν → 0, the Burgers radius rB → 0
which implies that an increasing vorticity ωz is concentrated increasingly closer to the z-axis given
that the circulation Γ remains constant. The dimensionless form results to

ur = −βvr, uz = 2βvz, uφ =
1 − exp(−r2)

r
, ωz = 2 exp(−r2), (14)

where the dimensionless parameter βv = αsrB/u0 is defined by the strain rate, circulation, Burgers
radius and the kinematic viscosity. The parameter βv is an inverse Reynolds number, βv = 2/ReB
with ReB = u0rB/ν, see next subsection. Resulting velocity components amplitudes and vector fields
are shown in Fig. 1. In order to determine the core of the Burgers vortex, the λ2-criterion [3] is used

Figure 1. Burgers vortex solution. (a) Azimuthal velocity distribution in radial direction. (b) Vorticity
distribution in radial direction. (c) Velocity vector field in vertical symmetry plane. (d) Velocity vector field
in horizontal plane at z = 0.

in the following. It consists of several steps. First, the velocity gradient tensor is obtained as

J =

Jrr Jφr 0
Jrφ Jφφ 0
0 0 Jzz

 =

 ∂ur

∂r −uφ

r 0
∂uφ

∂r
ur

r 0
0 0 ∂uz

∂z

 .

Then the symmetric rate of strain and the antisymmetric vorticity tensors are found to

S =
J + JT

2
, Ω =

J − JT

2
.

Note that the self-induced strain due to vortex stretching is given by the off-diagonal component
Srφ = (Jrφ + Jφr)/2 [18]. It is specifically this term which leads to a non-vanishing kinetic energy
dissipation (calculated by an integral over the whole volume) in the limit ν → 0 as already pointed
out by Burgers in the concluding remarks of his work [14]. The norms of both tensors are given by

NS = SijSji, NΩ = ΩijΩji. (15)
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For the λ2-criterion, three eigenvalues of the new tensor Λ = S2 + Ω2 have to be determined. The new
tensor is given by

Λ =
1

2

 2J2
rr + 2JφrJrφ (Jrr + Jφφ) (Jφr + Jrφ) 0

(Jrr + Jφφ) (Jφr + Jrφ) 2J2
φφ + 2JφrJrφ 0

0 0 2J2
zz

 (16)

The matrix determinant of (16) is equal to zero for three following eigenvalues λ1,2,3,

λ1 = J2
zz, λ2,3 =

(
J2
rr + JφrJrφ

)
± Jrr (Jφr + Jrφ) . (17)

Their distribution in the Burgers vortex is shown in Fig. 2 An isocontour of the vorticity magnitude

Figure 2. Velocity gradients of Burgers vortex solution. (a) Norms of the symmetric rate of strain and
antisymmetric vorticity tensors (15). (b) Distribution of three eigenvalues in radial direction (17). The vortex
core is defined by λ2 < 0.

would be cylinder surfaces with a certain radius r/rB centered about the z-axis, see also the sketch in
Fig. 3.

III. ANOMALOUS DISSIPATION FOR ALIGNED BURGERS VORTEX

For the Burgers vortex configuration that is aligned with the z axis and which is shown in Fig. 3,
we apply the kinetic energy equation (10) and calculate the anomalous dissipation term (11). By using
the dimensionless parameters (13) and the characteristic pressure p0 = ρu20, we can rewrite the kinetic
energy equation in dimensionless form to

βv∂t
u2

2
+ ∇ ·

(
u
u2

2
+ up

)
= − lim

ε→0

1

4ε4

∫
ψ1

(
ξ − s
ε

)
· δu2δu d3ξ +

1

Re

(
∆
u2

2
− (∇u)

2

)
, (18)

where the Burgers vortex Reynolds number is given by

ReB =
rBu0
ν

. (19)

The dimensionless test function ψ1 in (18) is selected using the theory of wavelets [21]. Here ε is a
scale factor (or coarse graining length) that works as a spatial filter for kinetic energy transfer. The
coordinate s denotes a shift of the signal. In the present case, we use vector-valued Gaussian wavelets
which are defined as follows

ψm(ξ) = (−1)
m+1∇m exp(−ξ2/2) for m = 1, 2, 3..., (20)

where ξ2 = ξ2x + ξ2y + ξ2z = ξ2r + ξ2z in Cartesian coordinates and cylindrical coordinates. To calculate
the dissipation term in (18), we have to use 1st-order Gaussian wavelet, i.e. a wavelet of the following
form

ψ1(ξ) = ∇ exp(−ξ2/2) = −ξr exp(−ξ2/2)er − ξz exp(−ξ2/2)ez (21)
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Figure 3. Left: Burgers vortex tube in a cylindrical coordinate system. Right: Detailed coordinate system.
Vector r = (r, z) represents the reference point, vector ξ = (ξr, ξz) represents the increment vector. The
velocity increment is here defined as δu(ξ) = u (r + ξ)− u (r).

The components ψr and ψz of this wavelet are illustrated in Fig. 4. In order to calculate the anoma-
lous dissipation term D(ε, r), we have to integrate over all possible increment vectors in cylindrical
coordinates. This leads to

D(ε, r) =
1

4ε4

∞∫
−∞

2π∫
0

∞∫
0

ψ1

(
ξ − s
ε

)
· S(r, ξ)ξr dξr dξφ dξz, with S(r, ξ) = (δu)2δu . (22)

Note that the increment is now δu = u(r+ξ)−u(r), see also Fig. 3. In (22) neither the test function
nor the signal depend on the azimuthal coordinate ξφ. Thus we simplify the expression to

D(ε, r) =
π

2ε4

∞∫
−∞

∞∫
0

ψ1

(
ξ − s
ε

)
· S(r, ξ)ξr dξr dξz. (23)

For a better understanding of the dissipation term behaviour as a function of the scale factor ε, we
use the following substitution for the increment variable x = (ξ − s)/ε, where the vector x = (xr, xz)
has again 2 components only. As a result (23) transforms to

D(ε, r) =
π

2ε2

∞∫
−∞

∞∫
−sr/ε

ψ1(x) · S(r, εx+ s)(εxr + sr) dxr dxz . (24)

For our purposes, the signal shift, that is used in the theory of wavelet transforms, can be removed,
i.e. we take s = 0. Then the dissipation term (24) simplifies further to

D(ε, r) =
π

2ε

∞∫
−∞

∞∫
0

ψ1(x) · S(r, εx)xrdxrdxz . (25)

With a given velocity increment δu, see eqns. (14), and a test function from eq. (21), we can split S
into a rotational, Srot = (δuφ)2δu, and an irrotational part, Sirr =

(
δu2r + δu2z

)
δu. Then follow two
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Figure 4. Spatial structure of the 1st-order vector-valued wavelet ψ1. (a) Contour plot of the radial component
of the wavelet. (b) Contour plot of the vertical component of the wavelet.

terms for D(ε, r) which are given by

2Dirr(ε)

πβv
= β2

vε
2

∞∫
−∞

exp
(
−x2z/2

)
dxz

∞∫
0

x5r exp
(
−x2r/2

)
dxr (26)

+ 2β2
vε

2

∞∫
−∞

x2z exp
(
−x2z/2

)
dxz

∞∫
0

x3r exp
(
−x2r/2

)
dxr

− 8β2
vε

2

∞∫
−∞

x4z exp
(
−x2z/2

)
dxz

∞∫
0

xr exp
(
−x2r/2

)
dxr

2Drot(ε, r)

πβv
=

∞∫
−∞

exp
(
−x2z/2

)
dxz

∞∫
0

x3r exp
(
−x2r/2

)
δu2φdxr (27)

− 2

∞∫
−∞

x2z exp
(
−x2z/2

)
dxz

∞∫
0

xr exp
(
−x2r/2

)
δu2φdxr

The analytical solution of the integral for the irrotational part leads to a quadratic dependence on ε,

2Dirr(ε)

πβv
√

2π
= −12β2

vε
2 . (28)

For the rotational part, we obtain the following integral

2Drot(ε, r)

πβv
√

2π
=

∞∫
0

xr
(
x2r − 2

)
exp

(
−x

2
r

2

)
δu2φ(r, εxr) dxr , (29)

which has to be evaluated numerically, it is shown in the Fig. 5(a). In the panels (b)-(d) of the same
figure, we sum both terms to obtain the total anomalous dissipation term D(ε, r). The irrotational
part of the dissipation term has a square dependency on the parameter βv. For βv < 0.1 the rotational
term has a strong influence on the full dissipation in the considered region, see panels (b) and (c) of the
figure. For bigger βv (smaller Reynolds number) it can be seen that in the inertial range anomalous
dissipation term varies to a good approximation with ε2 as seen in panel (d). This results from the
dominant irrotational term that is independent of r, see eq. (28). We observe in addition in the panel
(d) of the figure that the variation of the isocontours of D(ε, r) along the r-direction is practically
absent for r/rB > 2. Since we have rescaled all distances in the contour plots by the Burgers radius
rB , the picture remains unchanged if we take the limit of ν → 0.
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The cascade picture of turbulence suggests that energy is injected at a large scale. It is transferred
to the smaller scales by the energy flux in the inertial range until it reaches the scale ε/rB = 1 where
it starts to be transformed into heat. Scales of the size of the Burgers radius rB and smaller can
be assigned to the viscous range in a turbulent flow (even though the present solution is a laminar
and spatially smooth flow at all). For filter scales in the inertial range, ε > rB , the Burgers solution
leads to a dissipation term that is always smaller at its center and larger at the core boundaries where
the angular velocity reaches its maximum value. This effect disappears when the vortex circulation
decreases Γ → 0 which corresponds to βv → ∞.

Figure 5. (a) Contour plot for the rotational anomalous dissipation term Drot(ε, r) given by (29). (b) Total
anomalous dissipation term D(ε, r) = Dirr(ε) +Drot(ε, r) in ε–r space with parameter βv = 0.03. (c) Same as
(b) for βv = 0.07. (d) Same as (b) for βv = 0.125 respectively. All scales are normalized by the Burgers radius.
The solid line is the zero-contour-level in all panels.

Finally, the anomalous dissipation term can be compared to the viscous dissipation term, which is
given in dimensionless form for the kinematic model by Dν = (∇u)2/ReB . Using the same form as in
eqns. (28) and (29) for a better comparison, we obtain

2Dν

πβv
√

2π
=

1

π
√

2π

5β2
v +

(
2 exp

(
−r2

)
−

1 − exp
(
−r2

)
r2

)2
 .

The corresponding distribution is shown in Fig. 6. It is seen that the local anomalous dissipation can
take negative and positive values while the viscous dissipation term is always positive definite. This is
a major difference between both dissipation mechanisms. In the following, we increase the complexity
of the vortex stretching model to further approach the situation in a turbulent Navier-Stokes flow.
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Figure 6. Viscous dissipation term Dν(r) in comparison with rotational part of the anomalous dissipation term
Drot(ε = 1, r). While the viscous dissipation term has to be positive definite, this is not necessarily the case
for the anomalous dissipation term.

IV. ANOMALOUS DISSIPATION FOR RANDOMLY ORIENTED BURGERS VORTEX

A. Single randomly oriented Burgers vortex

The results of the last section are now generalized. We therefore follow the ideas of Hatakeyama and
Kambe for a kinematic model of turbulence in the form of randomly oriented Burgers vortices [22, 23].
In the laboratory coordinate system, the center of the Burgers vortex is located at point (xs, ys, zs).
These coordinates can be defined in terms of the spherical coordinates as follows, see Fig. 7,

xs = l cos ζ sin θ, ys = l sin ζ sin θ, zs = l cos θ. (30)

A coordinate system with the axes ∆x,∆y,∆z is aligned to the laboratory coordinate system and has
its origin in the randomly oriented single Burgers vortex. Thus we have to rotate these coordinates by
means of the angles α, β, and γ, such that they get aligned with the local coordinate system which is
centered along the inclined Burgers vortex axis at point (xv, yv, zv), see again Fig. 7 for the illustration.
The resulting rotation matrix M which consists of three successive rotations is given by

M = RzRxRz =

cosα cos γ − sinα cosβ sin γ − cosα sin γ − sinα cosβ cos γ sinα sinβ
sinα cos γ + cosα cosβ sin γ − sinα sin γ + cosα cosβ cos γ − cosα sinβ

sinβ sin γ sinβ cos γ cosβ

 . (31)

The local vortex coordinates xi,v = (xv, yv, zv) = (r, φ, zv) can be determined by the shifted coordinates
∆xj and rotational matrix M from (31). This leads to

xi,v = Mij∆xj . (32)

Connecting the cylindrical coordinates of the vortex with the shifted coordinate system, we obtain the
following equations

xv = r cosφ = Mix∆xi, yv = r sinφ = Miy∆xi with r2 = x2v + y2v . (33)

With ∆xi = xi − xi,s and eq. (30), we obtain additionally zv = Miz(xi − xi,s) and r = [Mix(xi −
xi,s)

2 +Miy(xi − xi,s)
2]1/2. The increment vector ξ is then given by

x′v − xv = r′ cosφ′ − r cosφ = ξz sinβ sin γ,

y′v − yv = r′ sinφ′ − r sinφ = ξz sinβ cos γ,

z′v − zv = ξz cosβ,

r′
2

= r2 + 2rξz sin (φ+ γ) sinβ + ξ2zsin2β.

(34)
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Figure 7. Burgers vortex in the laboratory coordinate system. The parameters (xs, ys, zs) that can be written in
spherical coordinates (l, ζ, θ) determine the center point of the Burgers vortex. The angles (α, β, γ) determine
the orientation of the vortex. Vector r = (x, y, z) represents the reference point and vector ξ = (0, 0, ξz)
represents the increment vector. The longitudinal velocity increment is defined as δuz = [u(r + ξ) − u(r)] ·
ξ/|ξ| = δ||u.

Here, parameters signed with an apostrophe refer to the point r+ξ. Velocity components can be con-
nected to the laboratory coordinate system similarly. First, we switch from the cylindrical coordinate
system to the Cartesian system

ux,v = ur cosφ− uφ sinφ, uy,v = ur sinφ+ uφ cosφ, uz,v = uz,v . (35)

Then the rotation matrix (31) is used to obtain velocity components in the laboratory coordinate
system

uj = Mjiui,v . (36)

Compared to the model in Sec. III, we consider velocity increments only along the longitudinal direction
ξ which coincides with z-direction, i.e. ξ = (0, 0, ξz). Then uξ = uz in the laboratory coordinate
system. Again, we separate the velocity into rotational and irrotational parts, which result to

uz = uz,rot + uz,irr (37)

with

uz,irr = ur cosφ sinβ sin γ + ur sinφ sinβ cos γ + cosβuz,v, (38)

uz,rot = −uφ sinφ sinβ sin γ + uφ cosφ sinβ cos γ, (39)

where the azimuthal angle is given by

φ = arctan

(
yv
xv

)
= arctan

(
Miyxi −Miyxi,s
Mixxi −Mixxi,s

)
.

All velocity components in eqns. (38) and (39) are determined by (14). The longitudinal velocity
increment follows to

δuz = [u(r + ξ) − u(r)] · ξ
|ξ|

= uz (Π, x, y, z + ξz) − uz (Π, x, y, z) , (40)
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where Π = (α, β, γ, θ, ζ, l, βv) determines the position and the direction of the vortex in the laboratory
coordinate system, its circulation, strain rate, vortex radius and viscosity. By using eqns. (34), (37)
and (40), the rotational and irrotational velocity increments follow to

δuz,irr = βvξ
(
3cos2β − 1

)
, (41)

δuz,rot =

(
u′φ
r′

− uφ
r

)
r cos (φ+ γ) sinβ . (42)

With the known velocity increment, the anomalous dissipation term can be calculated,

D(ε, r) =
1

4ε2

+∞∫
−∞

ψ1

(
ξz
ε

)
δu3zdξz with ψ1(ξz) = −ξz exp(−ξ2z/2) . (43)

Since the vortex is axisymmetric, we can set γ = 0. With these simplification we can rewrite the
velocity increment, the radial coordinate and the distance r′ to

δuz,irr = βvξz(3cos2β − 1) ,

δuz,rot =

(
u′φ
r′

− uφ
r

)
r cosφ sinβ ,

r′2 = r2 + 2rξ sinφ sinβ + ξ2sin2β,

r2 = (cosα∆x− sinα cosβ∆y + sinα sinβ∆z)2+

+ (sinα∆x+ cosα cosβ∆y − cosα sinβ∆z)2.

(44)

In contrast to the case of the aligned Burgers vortex, the anomalous dissipation term is now determined
for a randomly oriented Burgers vortex at a certain distance. The homogeneous isotropic statistics of
the turbulence suggests thus an averaging over all directions of the vortex, i.e. over all possible angles
α and β. We thus obtain

⟨D(ε, r)⟩α,β =
1

4ε2
1

4π

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

2π∫
0

ψ1

(
ξz
ε

)
δu3z,r sinβ dαdβdξz

+
1

4ε2
1

4π

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

2π∫
0

ψ1

(
ξz
ε

)
3δu2z,rδuz,ir sinβ dαdβdξz

+
1

4ε2
1

4π

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

2π∫
0

ψ1

(
ξz
ε

)
3δuz,rδu

2
z,ir sinβ dαdβdξz

+
1

4ε2
1

4π

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

2π∫
0

ψ1

(
ξz
ε

)
δu3z,ir sinβ dαdβdξz.

(45)

Integration over the α variable gives zero for the first and third terms in eq. (45). Therefore, the
anomalous dissipation term can again be separated into a rotational part, the second integral term
which is proportional to δu2z,rotδuz,irr, and an irrotational part, the fourth integral term which is

proportional to δu3z,irr. The form of the integrals is similar to that of eqns. (26) and (27). One gets
now

⟨Dirr(ε)⟩α,β
βv

= − β2
v

8ε3

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

ξ4z exp

(
− ξ2z

2ε2

)
(3cos2β − 1)

3
sinβ dβdξz, (46)

⟨Drot(ε, r)⟩α,β
βv

=
3

16πε3

+∞∫
−∞

π∫
0

2π∫
0

ξ2z exp

(
− ξ2z

2ε2

)(
u′φ
r′

− uφ
r

)2

r2 cos2 φ sin3 β(1 − 3cos2β) dαdβdξz.

(47)
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Figure 8. Two-dimensional contour plots of the averaged anomalous dissipation term ⟨Drot(ε, r) +Dirr(ε)⟩α,β

in units of u3
0/rB , amplified by a factor of 10−3, as given by eqns. (46) and (47) for a single randomly oriented

Burgers vortex in different planes. The vortex is located at l/rB = 2.5; θ = π/2; ζ = 0. (a) x–y cross section
plane. (b) x–z cross section plane for filter scale ε/rB = 3. (c) x–ε plane. Since l/rB = 2.5 in the present
example, the plots are symmetric with respect to x/rB = 2.5.

As a result, we receive for the irrotational part of the signal, a result that is similar to (28). It is given
by

⟨Dirr(ε)⟩α,β
βv

√
2π

= −12

35
β2
vε

2. (48)

The coefficient is different since we average over all possible vortex orientations and use the longitudinal
velocity increment only in the present case. The distribution of full dissipation term is shown in Fig.
8 for different cross section planes, see again Fig. 7. If we would set the distance from the coordinate
origin to l = 0 in panel (c) of the figure and thus move the vortex tube to the origin, we would
get the same contours for shifted coordinates. Differences to the previous case in Sec. III near the
center of the vortex arise due to the switch to longitudinal velocity increments. Similar to the aligned
Burgers vortex case, the inertial flux vanishes as ε2 in the randomly oriented vortex case. Also at the
boundaries of the Burgers vortex, the dissipation of energy reaches its maximum values; in the center
it has the same smaller magnitude as further outside for all scales ε. In comparison to the previous
case, energy dissipation does not have any inhomogeneities that are close to the center of the Burgers
vortex. But for the radial coordinate r/rB > 0.5 in the inertial range their behavior becomes similar.

B. Ensemble of randomly oriented Burgers vortices

If the center of the vortex tube is located randomly in a sphere of radius l about the origin of the
laboratory coordinate system, we have to average the dissipation term over angles θ and ζ additionally.
Also the probability distribution of the distance l is considered following ref. [23]. It is represented by
the following probability density function

Pvol(Vl) =
1

⟨V ⟩
exp

(
− Vl
⟨V ⟩

)
. (49)

Experimental evidence exists that a Poisson distribution of the spatial distribution of vortex filaments
with respect to the origin is a good approximation [26], as already discussed in ref. [23]. With the
sphere volume Vl = 4πl3/3, the following distribution follows for l,

Plen(l) = 3bl2 exp (−bl3) with b =
Γ(4/3)3

l30
. (50)
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Figure 9. Two-dimensional contour plots for the averaged anomalous dissipation term ⟨Drot(ε, r) +
Dirr(ε)⟩α,β,l,θ,ζ in units of u3

0/rB , amplified by a factor of 10−3, given by eq. (51). Differently to Fig. 8,
the results are additionally averaged over l and angles θ and ζ in correspondence with eq. (50). The contours
are obtained for the most probable distance from the center of the laboratory coordinate system to the Burgers
vortex of l0 = 1, see eq. (50). (a) x–y cross section plane. (b) x–z cross section plane for scale ε/rB = 3 and
c) x–ε plane.

Thus, the dissipation term results to

⟨Drot(ε, x, y, z, βv)⟩α,β,l,θ,ζ =
1

4π

∞∫
0

2π∫
0

π∫
0

⟨Drot(ε, r)⟩α,βPl(l) sin θdθdζdl . (51)

The corresponding distribution is shown in Fig. 9. Adding a statistically random vortex location does
not affect the quadratic ε dependence as it does not depend on its location. With the expected location
of the vortex at l0 = 1, the anomalous dissipation changes only very gradually within r/rB < l0,
and exponentially decreases beyond it. For both statistical cases, the inhomogeneity of the energy
dissipation is maximum in the inertial range at scales ε/rB = 2 − 3 and it is sign-positive in all r − ε
space while in the first case it changes it sign in the inertial range close to the vortex center.

V. LOCAL ANOMALOUS DISSIPATION IN ISOTROPIC TURBULENCE

A. Direct numerical simulations

As a last step in this analysis, we turn to an analysis of local and time-dependent anomalous
dissipation events in a turbulent incompressible three-dimensional Navier-Stokes flow. This is done in
direct numerical simulations of homogeneous isotropic box turbulence which solve the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations in a volume V = L3 with periodic boundary conditions in all three spatial
directions. We thus will analyse examples of high-vorticity events which result from an intense vortex
stretching and investigate how close they are to the ideal scenarios that has been discussed in the last
section. This implies a comparison with the single randomly oriented Burgers vortex.

The Navier-Stokes equations of motion, see eqns. (3) and (4), are solved by a standard pseudospectral
method. All fields are expanded in Fourier series, the switch between the physical and Fourier space is
performed by fast Fourier transformations using the software package P3DFFT [27]. The simulation
domain is decomposed into pencils and the simulation code is parallelized with the Message Passing
Interface. Time advancement is done by a second-order predictor-corrector scheme [28–30].

The turbulence is in a statistically steady state which requires the addition of a volume forcing term
f(x, t) to the right hand side of eq. (3). This forcing is defined such that at each time step a fixed
amount of turbulent kinetic energy at a rate ϵin is injected into the flow [28–30]. The forcing term is
implemented in the Fourier space for the Fourier components û(k, t) at wavevector k

F{f(x, t)} = ϵin
û(k, t)∑

kf∈K |û(kf , t)|2
δk,kf

. (52)
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Figure 10. Snapshot of the vorticity field taken from the DNS of homogeneous isotropic box turbulence.
Vorticity isosurfaces ω2 ≈ 100⟨ω2⟩V,t are displayed where ⟨·⟩V,t is a combined volume and time average. The
simulation domain is resolved by a uniform mesh of N3 = 10243 grid points. The two boxes to the left and
right highlight two specific high-amplitude vorticity events. They are analysed in detail. The origin of the
reference coordinate system is indicated by the white ball. Vortex tube examples 1 and 2 are shown on the
right and left hande side magnifications, respectively.

The subset of driven Fourier modes is given by K = {kf = (2π/L)(±1,±1,±2)} plus permutations
of wavevector components. Here, ϵin is the energy injection rate that prescribes the dissipation of
turbulent kinetic energy, i.e. ϵin ≈ ⟨ϵ⟩ for the statistically stationary regime. An additional parameter,
which quantifies the strength of turbulence, the Taylor microscale Reynolds number which is given by

Rλ =

√
5

3ν⟨ϵ⟩
U2
rms ≈ 102. (53)

In the present case, the simulation domain is covered by N3 = 10243 grid points; the Kolmogorov
dissipation length ηK ≈ 2a where the uniform grid spacing is a = L/N .

B. Local anomalous dissipation for high-amplitude vorticity events

In the following, we will pick two examples of high-vorticity events for the local analysis of precursors
of anomalous dissipation. Therefore, we will match the local velocity field to that of the kinematic
model of Sec. IV and compare the resulting field D(ε, r). This implies that the local Burgers radii
for both example cases correspond to rB ≈ 3ηK . The isosurfaces of the vorticity field which highlight
high-vorticity regions are presented in Fig. 10. See also [31] for a visualization of the corresponding
field line bundles of the vorticity field. The two highlighted examples show tube-like isosurfaces with
an inclined principal axis.

Recall that longitudinal increments are required only, which eases the analysis. To this end, we
evaluate the anomalous dissipation over a finite interval of z0/ε ∈ [−8, 8] with z0 being the vertical
coordinate of the center of the high-amplitude vortex tube event. Then the error of the numerical
integration, which has to be applied here, is fallen below 0.1%. In detail, we analyse the anomalous
dissipation term locally for two individual events in the following with eq. (43) and compare it to the
analytical distribution of the anomalous dissipation term which we obtained in Sec. IV A. This is done
(as said above) by taking the vertical velocity increment field (44).

The coordinates of the center of example 1 of a stretched vortex tubes event (see the right zoom in Fig.
10) is centered at xs = 0.81L, ys = 0.86L, zs = 0.79L. According to Fig. 7, its spherical coordinates
are l = 1.42L, ζ = 0.814, θ = 0.983 with the directional parameters α = −0.739, β = 1.045, γ = 0
(the result is independent of the parameter γ) as explained in Sec. IV. Note that the box with this
event is close to the opposite corner of the origin along the diagonal.
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Figure 11. Contour plot of the vertical velocity component uz/u0 in different planes for example 1. All plots
are shifted to the center of the vortex. The difference between the two closest black contours is 0.2. The
solid line is the zero-contour-level in all panels. The yellow arrows stand for the corresponding velocity field
projections.

In Fig. 11 the vertical velocity field component in different projection planes is compared for nu-
merical data and analytical calculations. One can see that the analytical velocity distribution uz/u0 is
always symmetric and its mean value is zero. In the 3D isotropic homogeneous flow, velocity maxima
and minima are located at approximately the same positions, but its distribution is not necessarily
symmetric; it can be skewed to either positive or negative values which can be seen when comparing
the color bars in the panels. One reason is that such a small-scale structure is typically swept on a
larger-scale background vortex through the domain (even though this effect should be partly compen-
sated for by the velocity increments which enter D(ε, r)). Therefore, the slice cut in panels (c) and
(d) of Fig. 11 is additionally shown in Fig. 12. While the maximum amplitude in turbulence is of the
same order as for the Burgers vortex model, the minimum amplitude is about zero. It can thus be
concluded that the vertical velocity field component of the prototypical high-amplitude vorticity events
in three-dimensional isotropic turbulence and of a randomly oriented Burgers vortex are qualitatively
similar, but not identical.

Now the anomalous dissipation term can be calculated for example 1 using (43), for both, the
numerical data and the analytical model based on the eqns. (41) and (42) for the velocity increments.
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Figure 12. Velocity profile uz/u0 along x/rB-direction for example 1 with u0 = Γ/(2πrB), see (37). We
compare numerical simulation data (num) and analytical model (an).

The result is shown in Fig. 13. Even though the anomalous dissipation term in panels (a) and (b) has
a different signs, it is qualitatively comparable. The different sign is caused by the difference in the
velocity profiles. Panels (c) to (f) have similar magnitudes and display a qualitatively similar behaviour
in the different cross-section planes. However for filter lengths ε/rB > 3, the deviations become bigger
because other local stretching events appear in the vicinity of the selected subvolume. Another reason is
that the Burgers vortex has an ideal velocity profile with a linear dependency of the radial and vertical
velocity components: ur ∼ r, uz ∼ z which cannot be found in a real, time-dependent homogeneous
isotropic flow.

The dissipation term for a fixed ε ≈ 1.2 plotted together with velocity fields (as vector arrays) can
be found in the Fig. 14 for different projection planes spanned by two of the three spatial coordinates
x, y, z. It should be noted that the center of rotational motion of the vortex is located where the value
of the dissipative term is approximately equal to zero D ≈ 0. Regions of higher anomalous dissipation
magnitude can be identified in each panel; the structures are similar to those in the experimental
results of ref. [4]. Furthermore, it is seen that the numerical data resemble those of the symmetric
analytical model fairly well.

A perfect match cannot be expected for the following additional reason. A Burgers vortex has a
single vorticity component along its axis only, ω = (0, 0, ω∥). The local turbulence events will display
additional contributions perpendicular to the local vortex axis. We suspect that this is a further source
of deviations of the data from the ideal kinematic model. We find for example 1 the following relative
magnitudes of the three vorticity components when the vector is centered at and aligned locally with
the axis along the tube: ω2

∥/ω
2 ≈ 1 and ω2

⊥/ω
2 ≈ 10−4 (for both perpendicular components). Fig.

15 animates the field lines around the high-vorticity event. It shows a good alignment with the local
vertical axis, but diverging field lines further outside.

We have repeated the analysis for example 2 which was also highlighted in Fig. 10 (left box). The
center of this second event is located at xs = 0.96L, ys = 0.13L, zs = 0.03L. According to Fig.
7, its spherical coordinates are l = 0.96L, ζ = 0.131, θ = 1.542 with the directional parameters
α = 2.206, β = 1.511, γ = 0 (the result is independent of the parameter γ). The velocity field uz
is shown in Fig. 16. According to its different orientation to the previous event, the velocity field in
different two-dimensional projection planes has another structure.

The corresponding anomalous dissipation term is shown in Fig. 17. In contrast to the first event
(example 1), the differences between numerical simulation results, see panels (a,d,g), and analytical
calculations, see panels (c,f,i) of the figure, turn out to be more significantly. The reason of this
difference is the even stronger asymmetry of the real vortex structure and the velocity field in its
vicinity. In this case, we find the following relative magnitudes of the three vorticity components
when the vector is centered at and aligned locally with the axis along the tube: ω2

∥/ω
2 ≈ 0.996 and

ω2
⊥/ω

2 ≈ 2 × 10−3 (for both perpendicular components). This event is thus slightly less aligned with
the principal vortex tube axis.

For the vertical velocity increment it holds that δuz(r, |ξ|) ̸= δuz(r,−|ξ|). In contrast, for the ideal
Burgers vortex, that we use for comparison, this equality is satisfied, i.e. δuz(r, |ξ|) = δuz(r,−|ξ|).
Therefore, we decided to “ symmetrize ” the real vortex configuration of the isotropic homogeneous
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turbulence locally by reflecting the velocity increment values from one side of the reference point r
to the opposite side. As a result of this operation and a corresponding calculation of the anomalous
dissipation term for the symmetric real vortex, it appeared that the results qualitatively agree much
better with those obtained for the Burgers vortex, panels (b,e,h) of Fig. 17. The dissipation term for
a fixed ε ≈ 1.2 with velocity fields can be found in the Fig. 18 for different two-dimensional projection
planes, similar to Fig. 14. As for the first event, the center of rotational motion approximately
corresponds to the minimum of the value of the dissipation term.

Figure 13. Dissipation term D/(u3
0/rB), amplified by a factor of 103, in planes x–ε, y–ε, and z–ε for the 3D

isotropic homogeneous turbulence (example 1) and for the Burgers vortex. All contour planes are shown with
respect to the center of the vortex. The solid lines in each panel stand for the zero-contour-level.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The purpose of the present study was to identify precursors of anomalous dissipation in incom-
pressible three-dimensional Navier-Stokes turbulence at finite Reynolds number. We have therefore
enhanced the complexity of the underlying fluid flow model in incremental steps, starting with a
simple steady Burgers vortex flow case which was generalized to a single randomly oriented Burgers
vortex case and a corresponding kinematic model of a randomly distributed Burgers vortex ensemble
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Figure 14. Dissipation term D/(u3
0/rB), amplified by a factor of 103, in different planes for the 3D isotropic

homogeneous turbulence (example 1) and for the Burgers vortex. Here ε = 1.2. All contour planes are shown
with respect to the center of the vortex. The solid lines in each panel stand for the zero-contour-level. The
yellow arrows stand for the corresponding velocity field projections.

afterwards. The latter two models go back to Kambe and Hatakeyama [22, 23]. The results from
these kinematic stretching models were eventually compared to direct numerical simulation data of
three-dimensional, statistically steady, homogeneous isotropic turbulence in a cubic box with periodic
boundary conditions in all three directions. In the latter case, we have extracted and analysed high-
amplitude vorticity events in subvolumes of the full simulation domain; these are examples 1 and 2
which are magnified in Fig. 10.

The anomalous dissipation contribution D(ε, r) was determined following the framework of Duchon
and Robert [20]. Anomalous dissipation appears there as an additional term in the local kinetic energy
balance and has to be taken to ε→ 0. We have investigated the magnitude dependence on the (finite)
filter scale ε and the distance r from the origin, see again Fig. 7. We have shown that the results of the
randomly oriented Burgers vortex model agree qualitatively well with those from the local analysis in a
fully turbulent flow. Thus, we were able to bridge statistical behaviour – as the anomalous dissipation
– to elementary structural building blocks of fluid turbulence – local vortex stretching events. This was
possible despite the fact that the present Reynolds numbers are moderate and the flow was not highly
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Figure 15. Replot of the high-vorticity event example 1. The same high-vorticity magnitude isosurface as in
Fig. 10 is shown together with the field lines of the vorticity vector field. They are seeded in the little white
box that surrounds the vortex tube.

turbulent, to develop rough velocity fields in the inertial range. This is the reason of why consider our
events as possible precursors to anomalous dissipation.

A possible extension of this study might be as follows: the Duchon-Robert framework can be ex-
tended to the fully compressible flow case where additional terms will appear due to the presence of
dilatational velocity field fractions. This will affect the kinetic energy dissipation rate field, see e.g.
[32] for first attempts. Such studies are currently under way and will be reported elsewhere.
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