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In this study, we introduced a simple yet innovative method to trigger turbulence in a
channel flow to achieve statistically stationary flow conditions. We compare this new
method based on synthetically generated three-dimensional turbulence with two other
well-established methods, namely, linear profile superposed with random noise and
descending counter-rotating vortices and log-law profile superposed with random noise
and descending counter-rotating vortices. We found that synthetically generated three-
dimensional turbulence provides a computationally cheap and effective way to reduce
simulation spin-up to achieve statistically stationary flow conditions when a precursor
turbulent initial condition is not available. At a one-time cost of less than 1 CPU hour to
generate the synthetic turbulent initial condition, the flow becomes statistically stationary
within 3 eddy turnovers for all the parameters of interest in wall-bounded pressure-driven
channel flow simulations when compared to other alternatives that can take more than 10
eddy turnovers resulting in substantial savings in the computational cost.
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1. Introduction

Pressure-driven turbulent channel flows have significantly improved our understanding
of wall-bounded turbulence as detailed by (Jiménez and Moin 1991; Kasagi, Tomita, and
Kuroda 1992; Moser, Kim, and Mansour 1999; Marusic et al. 2010; Jiménez 2011; Smits and
Marusic 2013; Lozano-Durán, Bae, and Encinar 2020; Jie et al. 2022), to list a few. While
such studies provide a fundamentally novel insight into flow physics, the computational
resources required to simulate such flows can become increasingly demanding as the flow
Reynolds number increases. Recent estimates by Horwitz (2024) suggest that a turbulent
channel flow simulated by Vela-Martín et al. (2021)1 using 512 Graphics Processing Units
(GPU) can use up to 5.98 × 105 kilo-Watt-hours (kWh) of energy and emit an equivalent of
6894 kg of CO2. The simulation byVela-Martín et al. (2021) solved for the three-dimensional
flow field at a friction Reynolds number (Reτ ≡ uτH/ν) of 5303, where uτ is the friction
velocity,H is the channel half-height, and ν is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. The total
wall-clock time for this simulation was 1.4× 106 CPU-hours, resulting in a total emission of
∼ 2.52 kg of CO2 per wall clock-hour (Horwitz 2024). As illustrated by this simple estimate,
this can pose a significant hurdle when statistically stationary flow conditions are to
be achieved that require long simulation spin-up times before flow parameters can be
averaged.

Without appropriate initial conditions to begin the channel flow simulations, most
simulation frameworks generate three-dimensional flow fields initialised using simple
analytical profiles for the streamwise velocity components superposed with white noise
Nelson and Fringer (2017). In some studies, a pair of counter-rotating vortices Henningson
and Kim (1991) is added to the linear-log-law profile to trigger the transition to turbulence
and accelerate momentummixing in the vertical direction, thus reducing the CPU time
spent arriving at statistically stationary flow conditions (Costa 2018). However, as discussed
by Nelson and Fringer (2017) and Costa (2018), the simulations require approximately 10
turnover (Tϵ ≡ H/uτ) periods to reach stationary flow conditions. This computational cost
can scale to a drastically large amount with increasing flow Reynolds number, which can
be otherwise spent on collecting valuable statistics to support the requisite inferences. In
this study, we used synthetically generated three-dimensional turbulent flowfield as initial
conditions for two Reτ in a pressure-driven channel flow to understand how the spin-up
time compares with existing methods to achieve stationary flow conditions. The focus is
to understand the effect of time-marching a given initial condition without any additional
forcing apart from the constant pressure gradient that drives the flow. The following
sections discuss the governing equations and numerical methods used to solve the flow
equations and generate the initial conditions. This is followed by a detailed discussion of

1This case is only listed as an example for illustration purposes.
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the results obtained from the various methods and comparing the quality of the statistics
obtained.

2. Governing Equations and Numerical Methods

In this study, we consider the non-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes momentum
equations given by

(1) ∂∗t u∗i + ∂
∗
j u
∗
j u
∗
i = −∂

∗
i p
∗ + Reτ−1∂∗j ∂

∗
j u
∗
i +Πcδi1,

subject to the incompressible continuity equation given by

(2) ∂∗i u
∗
i = 0,

where t is time, ui is the velocity vector, p is pressure, Reτ ≡ uτH/ν is the Reynolds number,
uτ is the friction velocity, H is the channel height, ν is the kinematic viscosity of the
fluid, Πc is the driving pressure gradient, and δi j is the Kronecker delta function. The
(⋅)∗ notation represents the non-dimensional parameters obtained using uτ and H. Using
this choice of non-dimensionalisation, the driving pressure gradient is exactly unity.
The governing equations are numerically integrated using the open-source massively
parallel CaNS solver developed by Costa (2018). CaNS solves the governing equations
using a second-order accurate spatial discretisation and a third-order accurate temporal
discretisation using the low-storage Runge-Kutta 3-step method using the fractional step
algorithm (Kim andMoin 1985). The flow variables are arranged on a staggered grid where
scalars are placed at the cell centre while vector components are located at the cell faces
(Ferziger, Perić, and Street 2019). CaNS has been extensively validated for channel flow
simulations, and further details can be found in Costa (2018) and will not be discussed for
the sake of brevity.

For all the cases discussed in this work, the channel has dimensions Lx1 × Lx2 × Lx3 ≡
4πH × 2πH ×H, where xi corresponds to the coordinate axes in streamwise, spanwise, and
vertical directions, respectively. The flow is driven by a constant pressure gradientΠc = 1.0
subject to periodic boundary conditions in the streamwise and spanwise directions, andno-
slip boundary condition at x3 = 0 and free slip boundary where ∂3u1 = ∂3u2 = 0 and u3 = 0
at x3 = H. The flow field was initialised using three different initial conditions: namely,
inverse linear profile superposed with white noise and a pair of counter-rotating vortices
(hereafter termed linear profile), linear-log-law profile superposed with white noise and a
pair of counter-rotating vortices (hereafter termed log profile), and synthetically generated
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three-dimensional flow field using the synthetic inflow generation method originally
proposed by Kim, Castro, and Xie (2013) (hereafter termed synthetic profile). For clarity,
a detailed discussion on the synthetic turbulence field generator has been included in
Appendix A. The linear profile initial condition based on the work by Nelson and Fringer
(2017) is given by

(3) ui = 2Uo (1.0 −
x3
H
)δi1 +U(−αUb,αUb),

where U is the discrete analogue of the continuous uniform distribution, α is a tuning
parameter set to a value of 0.7 as recommended by Nelson and Fringer (2017) for all cases.
The scaled bulk velocity for the linear profile is given by (Nelson and Fringer 2017)

(4) Uo =
uτ
κ
[log(H

zo
) + zo

H
− 1] ,

where zo = ν/(9uτ). Two key differences must be noted between the Nelson and Fringer
(2017) formulation and the one used in this study: a. The linear profile is inverted in our
case, b. No momentum forcing is used to keep the bulk mean velocity constant as done
in Nelson and Fringer (2017). An inverse linear profile is used to effectively trigger the
transition to turbulence as the shear stress at the bottom wall is large during the first eddy
turnover.

The linear-log-law velocity profile is only applied to the streamwise velocity component
given by

u1 = x3 +U(−αUb,αUb) ∀ x3uτ
ν
≤ 11.6,

= (uτ
κ
log(x3uτ

ν
) + 5.5) +U(−αUb,αUb) ∀ x3uτ

ν
> 11.6,

(5)

while the pair of counter-rotating vortices are initialised by prescribing the spanwise and
vertical velocity components following Henningson and Kim (1991). The bulk dimensional
velocity Ub based on Pope (2000) with a scaling factor of 0.5 to avoid overshoot is given by

(6) Ub = 0.5 [
ν

H
] [ Reτ
0.09
]

1
0.88

.

The choice for the two methods detailed in equations 3 and 5 are motivated by previous
work by Nelson and Fringer (2017) and Costa (2018), which are the quickest ways to achieve
a transition to turbulence followed by statistically stationary flow conditions.
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The three-dimensional synthetic turbulent flowfield is generated using the divergence-
free method first proposed by Kim, Castro, and Xie (2013) as discussed in Appendix A. For
channel flows, the streamwise homogeneous direction allows one to exchange the spatial
coordinate (x1) and time (t) provided the right convective velocity is applied based on
the frozen turbulence hypothesis (Taylor 1938). This work uses the vertically integrated
mean input velocity as the convective velocity (Uc). While the divergence-free form of
the synthetic flow field is preferred, the first pressure-Poisson solution is sufficient to
obtain such a divergence-free vector field; consequently, in this version of the synthetic
turbulence field generator (STFG), only Uc is matched at every time step during the signal
sampling phase. Enforcing the divergence-free condition is relayed to the flow solver
during the first time step without significantly increasing the computational cost. The
time step in the STFG is chosen based on the convection velocity and the grid spacing
(known a-priori) given by

(7) ∆tSTFG =
CFL∆x1
Uc

,

where CFL is the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy number set to a value of 0.95 unless specified
otherwise both in the STFG and the simulation and ∆x1, is the grid spacing in the stream-
wise direction. Figure 1 depicts the initial condition generated using the STFG, while
Figure 2 shows the planform averaged profiles for the mean velocity and the root-mean-
squared (rms) and Reynolds stress components compared against the data fromMoser,
Kim, and Mansour (1999). Except for some minor differences observed in the streamwise
rms velocity component, the STFG data corresponds well with the reference data.

To simplify the digital filter implementation, constant filter width is used in the span-
wise and vertical directions despite the non-constant grid spacing used in the vertical
direction. In the current implementation of the synthetic flow generator, three user pa-
rameters are required: a. The target mean velocity profile U1(x3), b. The Reynolds stress
tensor Ri j(x3), and c. Integral length scale Il. A single scalar value for I+l ≡ Iluτ/ν = 100.0
is applied isotropically for all the velocity components, unlike the method used in Kim,
Castro, and Xie (2013); this is primarily motivated by the need to keep the user input
parameters as simple as possible. A serial implementation of the synthetic turbulent flow
generator can be accessed through the open-source, public repository (Link to the public
repository).

Table 1 details the various simulations carried out in this paper. All the simulations
were run on the DelftBlue (DB) high-performance computing centre at the Delft University
of Technology. Individual compute node consists of a 2 × 32-core - Intel Xeon E5-6448Y 32C
2.1GHz processor, totalling 64 cores per node. Each of the Reτ = 350 cases required a total
of 3392 CPU-hours to simulate 10 Tϵ using 1 full node while each of the Reτ = 500 cases
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FIGURE 1. Snapshot of the initial condition generated using the STFG at various x+3 locations
above the wall for Reτ = 500. The rows from top to bottom correspond to the streamwise,
spanwise, and vertical velocities, respectively. Two white lines at the bottom left corner of
each panel provide a reference length scale of 400 wall units in the vertical and horizontal
directions.
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required a total of 13100 CPU-hours to simulate 10 Tϵ using 2 full nodes. All simulations
detailed in Table 1 were run for a total of 10Tϵ and the temporal evolution of the statistics
was compared by averaging the statistics for the last 5Tϵ unless mentioned otherwise.

Case Name Reτ Initial Condition Grid
Re350Lin 350 Linear Profile 1048 × 764 × 128
Re350Log 350 Log Profile 1048 × 764 × 128
Re350Syn 350 Synthetic Profile 1048 × 764 × 128
Re500Lin 500 Linear Profile 1500 × 1048 × 256
Re500Log 500 Log Profile 1500 × 1048 × 256
Re500Syn 500 Synthetic Profile 1500 × 1048 × 256

TABLE 1. Simulation parameters considered in this paper. All simulations have a spatial
resolution ∆x+1 = 4.18, ∆x+2 = 3.0, ∆x+3,min = 0.4. For cases with Reτ = 350, ∆x

+
3,max = 5.4

while for cases with Reτ = 500,∆x+3,max = 3.7. This resolution is sufficient for channel flows
to resolve the requisite flow features of interest (Lozano-Durán and Jiménez 2014).

3. Results and Discussions

3.1. Convergence history for mean velocity and variances

First, we present the convergence of the shear stress as a function of time, as it represents
the global balance between the imposed pressure gradient and the balancing force therein.
For planar channel flows driven by a constant pressure gradient, the shear stress at the
wall balances the driving pressure gradient; thus, the shear/friction velocity (uτ) can be
deduced from the driving pressure gradient and the channel height given by

(8) u2τ = τ∣x3=0 = ν∂3⟨U1⟩∣x3=0 = ΠcH,

here it is assumed that the shear-stress has units ofm2/s2 which is equivalent to setting
τ = τ/ρ0, where ρ0 is the density of the fluid. Figure 3 compares the time evolution of the
normalised shear stress for the three initial conditions and two Reτ considered in this
study. For cases with the log profile, the transition occurs identically for both values of
Reτ such that initially, the shear stress is approximately half of the target value, followed
by a sudden transition to elevated shear stress due to the downward convecting pair of
vortices that trigger the flow to a turbulent state. Despite scaling the vortex pair and the
initial condition by the bulk velocity associated with the target flow Reynolds number, the
shear stress still experiences an overshoot that requires more than 5Tϵ to reach close to
the ±5% of the target value. Comparing the behaviour of the vortex pair with the linear
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profile results in the opposite trend, where the shear stress has a large magnitude that
effectively triggers the flow to transition to a turbulent state. However, once the transition
occurs, the shear stress is lower than observed for the log profile cases. This difference
can mainly be attributed to the fact that in the linear profile, once the flow transitions to
turbulence, the largest velocities close to the wall are reduced, thus resulting in a smaller
shear stress. In the log profile, the region close to the bottom wall exhibits a relatively
higher velocity, thus resulting in an overall larger shear stress. As for the synthetically
generated initial conditions, similar lower shear stress is observed within the first eddy
turnoverwith a small overshoot above the target value for case Re350Syn, which eventually
asymptotes around the target value. Since the synthetically generated turbulence retains
the scaled components of all the fluctuating quantities, the flow is much closer to the
target state and transitions to ±5% of the target value in 2Tϵ. For case Re500Syn, it is
observed that the shear stress is consistently smaller than the target value in the transient
phase while being within the ±5% of the target value. However, the overall trend remains
identical to case Re350Syn, despite this minor difference. Using a linear fit to the data after
an initial transient of 5Tϵ, the log profile is expected to converge at around 21.5Tϵ and
19.0Tϵ, while the linear profile is expected to converge at 19.0Tϵ and 15.0Tϵ for the two Reτ’s
presented in Figure 3, respectively. The same linear fit suggests that for the log profile
to first enter the ±5% range, it would take a total of ∼ 11Tϵ, while for the linear profile,
it would take ∼ 12Tϵ. A visual comparison can be seen in the supplementary materials,
which compares the streamwise velocity along the centre of the domain in conjunction
with the platform-averaged streamwise velocity profile. This discussion clearly illustrates
the swift convergence to statistically stationary flow conditions for the synthetic initial
condition compared to the other two considered in this study.

Figure 4 compares the mean and rms velocity profiles for the three initial conditions
detailed in the previous section. All profiles discussed below are averaged over the last 5Tϵ
as detailed in Figure 3 with the right-pointing arrow. Since the mean velocity undergoes
significant changes as a function of time during the transient phase, the time-averaged
velocity changes as a function of the averaging window. Consequently, for a consistent
comparison, the velocity is decomposed as

(9) Ui(xi, t) = ⟨Ui⟩(x3) + u′i(xi, t),

where, ⟨Ui⟩ is the planform- and time-average using the last 5Tϵ. While the convergence
of the shear stress provides a first indication of the stationary state of the flow, the velocity
profiles and their variances also need to converge to carry out meaningful averages. As
seen in the planform- and time-averaged velocity (⟨U1⟩), excellent agreement between the
expected analytical log-law (black dashed line) and case Re350Syn is observed as expected,
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FIGURE 3. Comparison of the convergence of u2τ for the various initial conditions and Reτ
discussed in this study. The grey region marks the ±5% around the target value.

while case Re350Log shows elevated velocity profile, and case Re350Lin shows slightly
lower velocity profile. Case Re350Syn exhibits a slightly higher velocity magnitude in the
inertial rangewhich canbeprimarily attributedboth to the relatively lowReynolds number
and averaging time used to compute the statistics when compared to standard datasets.
Regardless, swift statistically stationary conditions are expected based on the convergence
history of the shear stress detailed in Figure 3. The synthetic profile compares well with
the data fromMoser, Kim, andMansour (1999), further validating the convergence history
observed in the shear stress. As case Re350Log shows elevated shear stress over the entire
averaging period, the mean velocity profile suffers from an excess of total kinetic energy
available that requires a longer time to be dissipated. For case Re350Lin, the opposite
trend is observed and thus exhibits a relatively lower velocity magnitude. The rms velocity
profiles and the Reynolds stress exhibit a consistent trend as observed in themean velocity
profile for all the cases with Reτ = 350.

For cases with Reτ = 500, a similar trend is observed when the three initial conditions
are compared against each other. Specifically, case Re500Syn shows an exact match with
the dataset from Bernardini, Pirozzoli, and Orlandi (2014) for the mean velocity profile,
while cases Re500Log and Re500Lin exhibit a larger and smaller velocity magnitude when
compared to the expected profiles, respectively. This trend between the three initial con-
ditions is consistent across the rms velocity profiles and the Reynolds stress profiles,
suggesting that the synthetic initial condition converges identically for higher friction
Reynolds numbers. These observations collectively suggest that the mean velocity profiles
and the variances converge relatively quickly for the synthetic initial condition compared
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FIGURE 4. Comparison of the planform- and time-averaged mean velocity profiles and the
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conditions detailed in Table 1. For Reτ = 350 velocity profile is compared against theMoser,
Kim, and Mansour (1999) dataset with Reτ = 395, while for Reτ = 500, the velocity profile is
compared against the Bernardini, Pirozzoli, and Orlandi (2014) dataset with Reτ = 550.

to the analytical profiles discussed in this paper. In the following section, the conver-
gence will be assessed for the higher-order statistics, such as the spectral energy and the
turbulent kinetic energy budgets.

3.2. Time evolution of the integral length scale and energy spectrum

Auto-correlations along the streamwise direction provide a suitable metric for under-
standing the important scales of interest within the channel flow. Leveraging the auto-
correlation of the three velocity components, the integral length scale for each velocity
component is given by (Tritton 2012)

(10) Lββ(x3, t) = ∫
R< 1e

0
R(x1,x3, t)dx1,

where the repeatingGreek indices represent the component of the velocity,whileR(x1,x3, t)
is the spanwise averaged auto-correlation. Figure 5 compares the time evolution of the
integral length scales for the three initial conditions and velocity components. For both
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the values of Reτ with the synthetic initial condition, the magnitude for L11 is observed
to be relatively steady. For case Re500Syn, there is a momentary increase in L11 around
8Tϵ; however, this time-local increase in L11 is not significant and is quickly recovered to
the statistically stationary value. Cases Re350Lin and Re500Lin undergo a similar change
as the flow transitions to a turbulent state due to the large constant mean shear present
over the entire channel depth, as detailed in Appendix B. For case Re350Lin, a secondary
peak in L11 is observed at 2.5Tϵ. In contrast, this peak for case Re500Lin is not as large
in magnitude despite having identical transition behaviour as a function of time. Cases
Re350Log and Re500Log exhibit similar transition behaviour when compared to each
other. Despite a delayed onset of the turbulent flow conditions in cases Re350Log and
Re500Log, the convergence to a statistically stationary condition occurs at approximately
the same time as the linear profile.

The time-evolution for L22 and L33 largely confirm a similar trend where both the
analytical profiles, i.e., linear and log, are initially observed to show large values that are
an order of magnitude higher compared to the stationary conditions. Cases Re350Syn
and Re500Syn are observed to undergo a relatively small initial transient where both L22
and L33 slightly increase compared to the stationary conditions; however, this transient
is observed to quickly revert to the right order of magnitude within the first Tϵ, thereby
oscillating around the stationary state. After the first 5Tϵ, all the cases are observed to
arrive at a similar value of integral length scales for all the components.
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FIGURE 5. Comparison of spanwise-averaged integral length scale calculated using equa-
tion 10 for the two Reynolds numbers and three velocity components. The top row corre-
sponds to Reτ = 350 at x+3 = 204 while the bottom row corresponds to Reτ = 500 at x+3 = 275.
Data symbols are identical to the ones used in Figure 4.

The integral length scale time evolution can be supported further by observing the
time evolution of the energy spectrum. Specifically, in this case, we look at the planform-
averaged spectrum for the velocity magnitude as detailed in Figure 6. For the various
wall-normal locations detailed in Figure 6, a consistent trend between the three initial
conditions is observed for both values of Reτ, where the linear profiles exhibit relatively
smaller total energy at a given wavenumber compared to the synthetic and log-profiles,
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however, the difference between the three cases is not large. The time-evolution of the
spectral energy for cases Re350Log and Re500Log has a consistent behaviour where the
total energy during the first 5Tϵ is relatively lower, thereby increasing to a consistent
value. This is also evidenced by supplementary movies 1 and 2 included along with this
paper and the over time-evolution observed for the various parameters discussed earlier.
The time evolution of the spectral energy for cases Re350Lin and Re500Lin also show
a consistent transition to turbulence. A key difference between the linear and the log
profiles is that the excursion around the mean value for the linear profile is relatively
smaller compared to the one observed for the log profile case. As for cases Re350Syn
and Re500Syn, they do not seem to deviate much from their initial state, and most of the
changes are observed at the high wavenumber range. In contrast, the small wavenumbers
corresponding to the large-scale turbulent features of the flow are relatively converged.
Since the synthetic initial condition preserves the form of the Reynolds stress tensor using
the exponential kernel in space, the distribution of spectral energy is preserved at the
respective wavenumbers, unlike the analytical profiles where uncorrelated white noise
is added on top of a mean profile. This is clearly seen in the spectrum shape at Tϵ = 0
compared to the averaged spectrummarked with black + symbols.
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FIGURE 6. Comparison of spanwise- and time-averaged energy spectra for the cases dis-
cussed in thiswork. The top two rows compare the spectra at variouswall-normal locations.
The dashed-red line in the top two rows corresponds to the −5/3rd law. In contrast, the
bottom rows, separated by the solid red line, compare the time evolution of the spectra at
x+3 = 204 and x+3 = 445 for the three initial conditions discussed in this paper with Reτ = 350
and Reτ = 500, respectively. The ⟨⋅⟩∗ operator signifies a planform-averaged quantity after
the first 5Tϵ as marked in Figure 3.

3.3. Turbulent Kinetic Energy Budget

The turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) budget for a channel flow with a streamwise driving
pressure-gradient and homogeneous streamwise and spanwise directions is given by,
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(11) ∂tK = Pk − k +Vk − Tk −Πk,

whereK ≡ u′iu
′
i is the TKE, ∂tK is the time rate of change of TKE and is zero for statistically

stationary or steady-state conditions as will be assumed in this case, Pk is the production
of TKE via mean shear, k is the dissipation rate of TKE, Vk is the viscous diffusion of TKE,
Tk is the turbulent transport of TKE, and Πk is the pressure-diffusion of TKE, respectively.
The last three terms are divergence terms and only transport the TKE within the domain
without changing the net flux of TKE within the system. Figure 7 compares the various
terms in the TKE budget that are averaged in the homogeneous directions and over 5Tϵ as
indicated by the right arrow in Figure 3. A consistent trend observed for the mean velocity
and its variances is seen for the TKE budget terms; specifically, the TKE production, which
is governed by the product of the Reynolds stress and the mean velocity gradient, has a
larger magnitude for the log profile cases and a smaller magnitude for the linear cases.
The synthetic initial condition is observed to follow the baseline reference data quite
accurately, with case Re350Syn exhibiting a relatively small overshoot mainly because of
the relatively larger mean velocity estimates compared to the reference dataset of Moser,
Kim, and Mansour (1999). The TKE dissipation rate agrees with the baselines dataset for
both the Reynolds numbers quite accurately for the synthetic initial conditions. At the
same time, the other two cases seem to differ quite substantially. The divergence terms
in the TKE budget also compare well with the synthetic case despite the relatively short
averaging and simulation window, suggesting that all the parameters of interest in the
channel flow are adequately converged.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations

In this study, we evaluated three different methods to initialise flow in a pressure-driven
channel with the goal of achieving statistically stationary flow conditions in an efficient
manner. Our results indicate that the synthetically generated three-dimensional turbu-
lencemethod is themost computationally efficient and effective approachwhen compared
against two analytically initialised velocity fields for reducing simulation spin-up time.
The synthetic turbulence method, at a one-time computational cost of less than 1 CPU
hour, achieved statistically stationary flow conditions within 3 eddy turnover times, a
significant improvement compared to the alternative methods, which required more than
10 eddy turnovers. This reduction in spin-up time translates to substantial computational
savings, making the synthetic turbulence approach particularly valuable when precursor
turbulent initial conditions are unavailable. Additionally, we utilised a relatively simple
synthetic turbulence generator and anticipate that using a more sophisticated method
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FIGURE 7. Comparison of the TKE budget terms where all the terms are non-
dimensionalised using u4τ/(κν).

such as the ensemble synthetic method (Schau et al. 2022) could potentially further re-
duce the spin-up time to reach statistically stationary flow conditions. The synthetically
generated turbulence method offers a robust and resource-efficient strategy for setting
up initial conditions in wall-bounded pressure-driven channel flow simulations when the
right convective velocity is chosen. By minimizing the time to reach statistically stationary
conditions, this approach enhances the efficiency of turbulence simulations, facilitat-
ing more rapid and cost-effective exploration of complex flow phenomena for such flow
configurations.
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Appendix A: Synthetic Turbulence Field Generator based on Kim, Castro, and
Xie (2013)

The synthetic turbulence field generator (STFG) is based on the divergence-free synthetic
inflow generator first proposed by Kim, Castro, and Xie (2013). This appendix provides a
concise summary of the STFGwhile highlighting some of the differences in the implemen-
tation used in this paper. Much of this section is based on the work by Kim, Castro, and
Xie (2013) and is repeated for reproducibility of the STFG code developed in this paper.

The velocity field ui is given by

(12) ui = Ui + ai ju∗, j,

where Ui is the mean velocity profile known a-priori, ai j is the amplitude tensor, and u∗, j
is the unscaled fluctuations with zero mean, no correlation, and having unit variance. The
amplitude tensor is obtained using the Cholesky decomposition of the Reynolds stress
tensor (Ri j) and has a form given by Lund, Wu, and Squires (1998)
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(13) ai j =
⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜
⎝

√
R11 0.0 0.0
R21
a11

√
R22 − a221 0.0

R31
a11 (R32−a21a31a22 )

√
R33 − a231 − a232

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟
⎠

To generate the spatially correlated signal, a scalar field (ψm) is generated using a
digital filter method given by

(14) ψm =
N
∑
j=−N

b jrm+ j,

where b j is the model constant,m and j are position indices, N = 2n, n = Il/∆xi, Il is the
integral length scale, and ∆xi is the grid spacing in the coordinate directions. Unlike the
work by Kim, Castro, and Xie (2013), in this version of the STFG, the integral length scale
is assumed to be isotropic in all directions for user input and implementation simplicity.
Here,ϕm constitutes a one-dimensional array with zeromean, unit variance, and spatially
correlated signal. The model constant b j is given by

(15) b j =
b′j√

∑Nl=−N b
′2
l

,

and b′j = exp (−
π∣ j∣
2n ). In most cases, the flow problem will be solved in three dimensions;

thus, a two-dimensional extension of equation 14 can be formulated as

(16) ψm,l =
N
∑
j=−N

N
∑
k=−N

b jbkrm+ j,l+k.

Using the spatially correlated two-dimensional data as detailed in equation 16, the
temporal correlations are implemented through the specification of u∗,i given by

(17) u∗,i(t +∆t) = u∗,i(t)exp(−
CXC∆t
T
) +ψi(t) [1 − exp(−

2CXC∆t
T

)]
1
2
,

where T = Il/Uc is the Lagrangian time scale, Uc is the convective velocity defined in this
case as the vertically integrated bulk velocity (Uc = H−1 ∫

x′3=H
x′3=0

Uidx
′
3). Using a constant

correction of the mass-flux for the synthetically generated velocity ui, a divergence-free
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form of the velocity field can be supplied.

Appendix B: Mean shear profiles

Based on the analytical expressions for the initial conditions, it is possible to a-priori
estimate the mean shear profiles used to set up the initial conditions. Since the channel is
homogeneous in the streamwise and spanwise directions, the mean shear is non-zero for
the vertical gradient of the streamwise component (i.e., ∂3U1). For the linear profile, the
shear stress that is provided as the initial condition is given by

(18) ν∂3U1 = [
−2u2τ
κ
] [ 1
Reτ
] [log(H

zo
) + zo

H
− 1] ,

while for the linear-log-law profile, the shear stress is given by

ν∂3U1 = ν, ∀x3uτ
ν
≤ 11.6

= [u
2
τ

κ
] [ ν

uτx3
] = [u

2
τ

κ
] [ 1
Re∗τ
] , ∀x3uτ

ν
> 11.6

(19)

where Re∗τ ≡ uτx3/ν is the local friction Reynolds number. Figure 8 compares the stress
profiles for the three initial condition types and two friction Reynolds numbers. For the
linear profile, a constant stress magnitude is applied, while for the linear-log-law profile,
the stress varies as a function of the distance away from the wall.
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