arXiv:physics/9909013v1 [physics.flu-dyn] 7 Sep 1999

Rigorous estimates of the tails of the probability distribution function for the random linear shear model.

Jared C. Bronski Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana Champaign, Urbana, IL 61820. Richard M. McLaughlin Department of Mathematics, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, NC 27599.

In previous work Majda^{29,30} and McLaughlin^{32,33} computed explicit expressions for the 2Nth moments of a passive scalar advected by a linear shear flow in the form of an integral over R^N . In this paper we first compute the asymptotics of these moments for large moment number. We are able to use this information about the large N behavior of the moments, along with some basic facts about entire functions of finite order, to compute the asymptotics of the tails of the probability distribution function. We find that the probability distribution has Gaussian tails when the energy is concentrated in the largest scales. As the initial energy is moved to smaller and smaller scales we find that the tails of the distribution grow longer, and the distribution moves smoothly from Gaussian through exponential and “stretched exponential”. We also show that the derivatives of the scalar are increasingly intermittent, in agreement with experimental observations, and relate the exponents of the scalar derivative to the exponents of the scalar.

Keywords: Passive Scalar Intermittency, Turbulence, Hamburger Moment problem

I. BACKGROUND

It is a well documented experimental fact that, while the statistics of the velocity field in a turbulent flow are roughly Gaussian, the statistics of other quantities like the pressure, derivatives of velocity and a passively advected scalar are generally far from Gaussian. [7,8,15,19,23,50] For example Castaing, et. al. [8] observed in experiments in a Rayleigh-Bénard convection cell that for Rayleigh number Ra < 10^7 the distribution of temperature appeared to be roughly Gaussian, while for larger Rayleigh numbers, Ra > 10^8, the temperature distribution appeared to be closer to exponential. In related work Ching [15] studied the probability distribution functions (pdfs) for temperature differences at different scales, again in a Rayleigh-Bénard cell, and found that the pdfs over a wide range of scales were well approximated by a ‘stretched exponential’ distributions of the form

P (T ) = e^{−C|T |β} . At the smallest scales the observed value of the exponent was β ≈ .5, while at the largest scales the observed exponent was roughly β ≈ 1.7. Kailasnath, Sreenivasan and Stolovitky [23] measured the pdfs of velocity differences in the atmosphere for a wide range of separation scales. They found similar distributions to the ones found by Ching, with exponents ranging from β ≈ .5 for separation distances in the dissipative range to β ≈ 2 on the integral scale. Finally Thoroddsen and Van Atta [50] studied thermally stratified turbulence in a wind tunnel and found the probability distributions of the density to be roughly Gaussian, while the distributions of the density gradients were exponential.

A complete understanding of such intermittency lies at the heart of understanding fluid turbulence, and would certainly require a detailed understanding of the creation of small scale fluid structures involving both patchy regions of strong vorticity and intense gradients [17,49]. An alternative starting point is to assume the statistics of the flow are known a priori and to determine how these statistics are manifest in a passively evolving quantity. This question of inherited statistics is significantly easier than the derivation of a complete theory for fluid turbulence, though still retains many inherent difficulties such as problems of closure.

Motivated by the Chicago experiments of the late 80’s [8], and earlier work [2,28,36,48], there has been a tremendous effort towards understand the origin of the intermittent temperature probability distribution function in passive scalar models with prescribed (usually Gaussian) velocity statistics. For a very complete review of the subject of turbulent diffusion, including a full discussion of scalar intermittency, see the recent survey article of Majda and Kramer [31]. Most of the work on the scalar statistics has either been directed at understanding the anomalous scaling of temperature structure functions, or at understanding the shape of the tail of the limiting scalar pdf.

There has been a wealth of theoretical efforts addressing this last issue of the tail [3,5,8,10,11,14,16,18,20,34,25,24,29,30,32,37,38,43,45,46,52]. A somewhat common theme, particularly in the pumped case, is the prediction that the scalar pdf should develop an exponential tail. For example Kraichnan [25], Shraiman and Siggia [43] and Balkovsky and Falkovich [3] all find exponential tails. Another important question is to understand the pdf of the scalar gradient. Naturally, gradient information may be expected to amplify contributions from small scales, and a general theory relating the scalar tail with the gradient tail, even for passively evolving quantities would be quite valuable. There has been somewhat less theoretical effort aimed at exploring the difference in statistics between the scalar and the scalar gradient. Chertkov, Falkovich and Kolokolov [12], Chertkov Kolokolov and Vergassola [13] and Balkovsky and Falkovich [3] have explored this question and have found a stretched exponential distribution of the scalar gradient in situations for which the scalar has an exponential tail. Holzer and Siggia [20,21], and Chen and Kraichnan [9] have observed similar phenomena numerically.

In this paper we examine the scalar and scalar gradient pdf tail in an exactly solvable model first studied by Majda [29] and McLaughlin and Majda [32] who were able to construct explicit moment formulas for the moments of a passive scalar advected by a rapidly fluctuating linear shear flow in terms of N-dimensional integrals. In that work, it was established that the degree of length scale separation between the initial scalar field and the fluid flow is inherent to the development of a broader than Gaussian pdf.

Here, we explicitly calculate the tails of the pdf for this model. We begin by analyzing the expression derived by Majda for the large time 2Nth moment of the pdf for the random uniform shear model, which is given by an integral over R^N . From these normalized moments, we will construct the tail of the associated pdf. We point out that in this calculation the convergence of the pdf for finite time to the pdf for infinite time is weak - for fixed moment number the finite time moment converges to the limiting moment. The convergence is almost certainly not uniform in the moments. For a more thorough investigation of the uniformity of this limiting process in the context of general, bounded periodic shear layers, see Bronski and McLaughlin [5].

The tail is calculated in two steps. First, using direct calculation and gamma function identities we are able to reduce the N-dimensional integral to a single integral of Laplace type, from which the asymptotic behavior of the 2Nth moment follows easily. The asymptotic behavior of the moments is important for determining the tails of the probability distribution function, as we establish below. Second, we consider the problem of reconstructing the probability measure from the moments. Using ideas from complex analysis, mainly some basic facts about entire functions of finite order and type, we are able to provide rigorous estimates for the rate of decay of the tails of the measure. We find that the tails decay like

exp(−c_α|T |^{43+α} )

so depending on the precise value of the parameter α (defined in section II, below, which sets the degree of scale separation between the scalar and flow field) the model admits tails which are Gaussian, exponential, or stretched exponential. We also show that in this model higher order derivatives of the scalar in the shear direction are always more intermittent, with a very simple relationship between the exponents of the scalar and its derivative. The distributions of derivatives in the cross-shear direction, however, display the same tails as the scalar itself.

We remark that, while the stream-line topology for shear profiles is admittedly much simpler than that in fully developed turbulence, the fact that the exact limiting tail for the decaying scalar field may be explicitly and rigorously constructed suggests such models to be exceptionally attractive for testing the validity of different perturbation schemes. It is also extremely interesting because it demonstrates that, at least for unbounded flows, a positive Lyapunov exponent (as would typically occur for a general Batchelor flow) is not necessary for intermittency. For an interesting discussion of the role of Lyapunov exponents in producing intermittency see the work of Chertkov, Falkovich, Kolokolov and Lebedev. [14]

A. The random shear model

Here, we briefly review the framework of the random shear model [29,30,32,5]. We follow Majda, and consider the free evolution of a passive scalar field in the presence of a rapidly fluctuating shear profile: ∂T ∂t + γ(t)v(x) ∂T ∂y = κ̄ΔT. (1)

The random function, γ(t), represents multiplicative, mean zero Gaussian white noise, delta correlated in time: ⟨γ(t)γ(s)⟩ = δ(|t − s|) where the brackets, ⟨·⟩, denote the ensemble average over the statistics of γ(t). The original model considered by Majda involved the case of a uniform shear layer, v(x) = x, which leads to the moments considered below [29]. It a quite general fact, not special to shear profiles, that a closed evolution equation for the arbitrary N-point correlator is available for the special case of rapidly fluctuating Gaussian noise, see work of Majda [30] for a path integral representation of this fact for the special case of random shear layers. For the scalar evolving in (1), the N point correlator, defined as:

ψ_N (x, y, t) = ⟨_N ∏ j=1 T (x_j , y_j , t) ⟩ (2) x = (x_1, x_2, x_3, ..., x_N ) y = (y_1, y_2, y_3, ..., y_N )

is a function: ψ_N : R^{2N} × [0, ∞) → R^1 satisfying ∂ψ_N ∂t = κ̄Δ_{2N} ψ_N + 1 2 N∑ i,j=1 v(x_i)v(x_j )

∂^2ψ_N ∂y_i∂y_j (3) where Δ_{2N} denotes the 2N dimensional Laplacian.

We next describe the initial scalar field. Following Majda [29], we assume that the scalar is initially a mean zero, Gaussian random function depending only upon the variable, y:

T |_{t=0} = ∫ R^1 dW (k)e^{2πiky} |k|^{α2} ϕ̂_0(k) α > −1 (4) Here, ϕ̂_0(k) denotes a rapidly decaying (large k) cut-off function satisfying ϕ̂_0(k) = ϕ̂(−k), ϕ̂_0(0) ≠ 0 and dW denotes complex Gaussian white noise with ⟨dW ⟩_W = 0 ⟨dW (k)dW (η)⟩_W = δ(k + η)dkdη The spectral parameter, α appearing in (4) is introduced to adjust the excited length scales of the initial scalar field, with increasing α corresponding to initial data varying on smaller scales. We remark that the more general case involving initial data depending upon both x and y, and data possessing both mean and fluctuating components, was analyzed McLaughlin and Majda [32].

For this case involving shear flows, the evolution of this N point correlator may be immediately converted to parabolic quantum mechanics through partial Fourier transformation in the y variable. For the particular initial data presented in (4), this yields the following solution formula:

ψ_N = ∫ R^N e^{2πik·y}ψ̂_N (x, k, t) N∏ j=1 ϕ̂_0(k_j )|k_j |^α2 dW (k_j )

where the N-body wavefunction, ψ̂_N (x, k, t) satisfies the following parabolic Schrödinger equation: ∂ψ̂_N ∂t = κ̄Δ_x − V_{int}(k, x)ψ̂_N (5) ψ̂_N |_{t=0} = 1

The interaction potential, V_{int}(k, x), is

V_{int} = 4π^2|k|^2 + 2π^2( N∑ j=1 k_j v(x_j ))^2.

For the special case of a uniform, linear shear profile, with v(x) = x, the quantum mechanics problem in (5) is exactly solvable in any spatial dimension. Taking the ensemble average over the initial Gaussian random measure using a standard cluster expansion, the general solution formula for ⟨ψ_N (x, y, t)⟩_W is obtained [29,32] in terms of N dimensional integrals. The normalized, long time flatness factors, μ^α_{2N} = lim_{t→∞} ⟨^{T 2N} ⟩_{⟨T 2⟩N} , are calculated by evaluating the correlator along the diagonal, x = (x, x, x, · · · , x) y = (y, y, y, · · · , y) and utilizing the explicit long time asymptotics available through Mehler’s formula. This leads to the following set of normalized moments for the decaying scalar field, T :

μ^α_{2N} =

(2N)!

2^N N!σ^N ∫ R^N dk ∏_N j=1 |k_j |^α √ cosh(|k|) (6) σ = ∫ R^1 dk |k|^α √ cosh |k| . Observe that these normalized moments depend upon the parameter α. By varying this parameter Majda and McLaughlin established that the degree of scale separation between the initial scalar and flow field is important in the development of a broader than Gaussian pdf [29,32]. They demonstrated through numerical quadrature of these integrals for low order moments that as the initial scalar field develops an infrared divergence (with α → −1, corresponding to the loss of scale separation between the initial scalar field, and the infinitely correlated linear shear profile) the limiting single point scalar distribution has Gaussian moments [29]. Conversely they showed that as the length scale of the initial scalar field is reduced, corresponding to increasing values of α, the limiting distribution shows growing moments indicative of a broad tailed distribution [32]. On the basis of these low order moment comparisons, these studies suggest that within these models, the limiting pdf should be dependent upon the scale separation between the scalar and flow field. A fundamental issue concerns whether and how this scale dependence is manifest in the pdf tail. Below, we address precisely this issue, and rigorously establish that the intuition put forth by Majda and McLaughlin is correct through the explicit calculation of the limiting pdf tail.

II. ASYMPTOTICS OF THE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION

A. Notation

Recall from the previous section that the work of Majda derived exact expressions for the moments of a one parameter family of models indexed by the exponent α. In the remainder of the paper dμ^α(T ) will denote the probability measure for the passive scalar T in the Majda model with exponent α. The i^{th} moment of the probability measure dμ^α(T ) will be denoted by μ^α_i . In this particular model the distribution is symmetric and thus all odd moments vanish.

B. Large N asymptotics of the moments

In this model the exact expression for the 2Nth moment is given by

μ^α_{2N} =

(2N)!

σ^N 2^N N! ∫ ∏N_{j=1} |k_j |_α √ cosh(|⃗k|) dk_1dk_2dk_3 . . . dk_N

σ = ∫ |k|^αdk √ cosh(k) As noted by Majda cosh(|⃗k|) ≤ ∏ cosh(k_i) which implies the normalized flatness factors are strictly larger than those of a Gaussian, implying broad tails. The simplest way to analyze this integral, and in particular to understand the behavior for large N, is to introduce spherical coordinates. Spherical coordinates in N dimensions can easily be constructed iteratively in terms of spherical coordinates in N −1 dimensions as follows. The coordinates in N dimensional spherical coordinates are {r, θ_1, θ_2, θ_3 . . . θ_{N−1}}. If {x^{N−1}_1 , x^{N−1}_2 . . . x^{N−1}_{N−1}} are coordinates on R^{N−1} then coordinates on R^N are given by

x^N_i = x^{N−1}_j sin(θ_{N−1}) j ∈ 1 . . . N − 1 x^N = r cos θ_{N−1}

Using this construction it is simple to calculate that the volume element in N dimensional spherical coordinates is given by dx_1dx_2 . . . dx_N = r^{N−1}dr N−1∏ j=1 sin^{j−1}(θ_j )dθ_j θ_1 ∈ [0, 2π] θ_{i>1} ∈ [0, π].

Since the volume element is a product measure the N dimensional integral factors as a product of N one dimensional integrals and we are left with the expression μ^α_{2N} =

(2N)!

σ^N 2^N N!

I_0(N) N−1∏ j=1 I_j ,

where the I_j are given by

I_0(N) = ∫_∞ 0 r^{N(α+1)−1} dr √ cosh(r)

I_1 = ∫_{2π} 0 | sin(θ)|^α| cos(θ)|^αdθ I_j = ∫_π 0 | sin(θ)|^{j(α+1)−1}| cos(θ)|^αdθ j > 1. (7)

The angular integrals can be done explicitly in terms of gamma functions, using the beta function

identity 2 ∫_{π/2} 0 | sin(θ)|^{2z−1}| cos(θ)|^{2w−1}dθ = β(z, w) = Γ(z)Γ(w) Γ(z + w)

which leads to the expression

μ^α_{2n} = 2

(2N)!

σ^N 2^N N!

I_0(N) N−1∏ j=1 Γ(^{α+1}_2 )Γ(j^{α+1}_2 ) Γ((j + 1)^{α+1}_2 ) = 2 (2N)!(Γ(^{α+1}_2 ))^{N−1}

σ^N 2^N N!

I_0(N) N−1∏ j=1 Γ(j^{α+1}_2 ) Γ((j + 1)^{α+1}_2 )

. (8)

Observe that the product telescopes - the numerator of one term is the denominator of the next - giving

the final expression

μ^α_{2n} = 2

(2N)!

σ^N 2^N N!

(Γ(^{α+1}_2 ))^N Γ(N^{α+1}_2 ) ∫ r^{N(α+1)−1} dr √ cosh(r) = 2 (2N)!

σ^N 2^N N!

(Γ(^{α+1}_2 ))^N Γ(N^{α+1}_2 )

I_0(N) (9)

The integral over the radial variable I_0(N) cannot be done explicitly, but the large N asymptotics are

given by

I_0(N) ≈ 2^{N(α+1)+ 12} Γ(N(α + 1)),

so that the large N behavior of the moments is given by

μ^α_{2N} ≈ 2^{Nα+ 32}

(2N)! σ^N N! Γ(N(α + 1))(Γ(^{α+1}_2 ))^N Γ(N(^{α+1}_2 ))

. (10)

Note that since

Γ(N(α + 1)) Γ(^{N(α+1)}_2 ) → ∞ as N → ∞ the moments are strictly larger than the moments of the Gaussian. We will use this to provide rigorous

quantitative estimates for the tails of the distribution.

C. The Hamburger moment problem

Having computed simple expressions for the moments of the pdf, as well as asymptotic expressions for

large moment number, it is natural to ask the question of whether one can do the inverse problem, and

deduce the pdf itself. The problem of determining a measure from its moments is a classical one, known

as the Hamburger moment problem [39,42,51]. This problem has a rich theory, and we mention only a

very few of the most basic results here. For an overview of the subject, see the book by Shohat and

Tamarkin [42] or the recent electronic preprint by Simon [44].

The two most important questions are, of course, existence and uniqueness. There is a necessary and

sufficient condition for a set of numbers {μ_i} to be the moments of some probability measure, namely that

the expectation of any positive polynomial be positive. This translates into the following linear algebraic

conditions on the diagonal determinants of the Hankel matrix, the matrix with i, j^{th} entry μ_{i+j} :

|μ_0| > 0, | | | | | | μ_0 μ_1

μ_1 μ_2

| | | | | | > 0,

| | | | | | | | μ_0 μ_1 μ_2

μ_1 μ_2 μ_3

μ_2 μ_3 μ_4

| | | | | | | | > 0 . . .

These conditions appear to be quite difficult to check in practice. However since the moments considered

here are, by construction, the moments of a pdf this condition must hold.

A more subtle question is the issue of uniqueness of the measure, usually called determinacy in the

literature of the moment problem. One classical sufficient condition for the determinacy of the moment

problem is the following condition, due to Carleman [6,42]: If the moments μ_n are such that the following

sum diverges ∞∑ j=1 (μ_{2j} )^{− 12j} = ∞

then the Hamburger moment problem is determinate. Given the asymptotic expression for the moments

given in Equation (10) it is easy to check that

(μ^α_{2j} )^{− 12j} ≈ cj^{− α+34}

and thus there is a unique measure with these moments for −1 ≤ α ≤ 1. We will see later that this corresponds to probability distribution functions with tails that range from Gaussian through exponential.

In the case α > 1 which, as we will see later, corresponds to stretched exponential tails, the problem probably does not have a unique solution. Indeed there are classical examples of collections of moments with the same asymptotic behavior as the stretched exponential distribution for which the moment problem has a whole family of solutions.

Given this we come to the question of actually calculating the measure given the moments. There is a rather involved theory for this in the determinate case involving, among other things, orthogonal polynomials and continued fractions [27,42], but in general this problem is extremely difficult. However we show in the next section that it is relatively straightforward to reconstruct the tails of the measure from the moments.

D. Asymptotics of the tails of the distribution

Recall that μ^α_{2N} is the 2Nth moment of some probability measure dμ^α(T ),

μ^α_{2N} = ∫ T^{2N} dμ^α(T ). (11)

We are interested in calculating the asymptotic rate of decay of the tails of the probability measure dμ^α(T ). The information about the behavior of the tails of the distribution is contained in the asymptotic behavior of the large moments. We study the tails of the measure dμ^α(T ) by introducing the function

f^α(z) = ∞∑ j=0 μ^α_{2j} z^{2j} Γ(^{j(3+α)}_2 )C^{2j}

, (12)

where C is some as yet unspecified constant. The factor of Γ(^{j(3+α)}_2 ) is chosen so that the series for f^α has a finite but non-zero radius of convergence. This will give us the sharpest control over the tails of dμ^α(T ). It is convenient to demand that the radius of convergence of the series be one. Using the root test it is straightforward to check that the radius of convergence of the sum is given by

r^∗ = C2^{−(α+2)}

(α + 3)^{α+34} (α + 1)^{α+1}4 √ σ Γ(^{α+1}_2 ) , so we choose

C = 2^{α+2}

(α + 1)^{α+14} (α + 3)^{α+3}4 √ Γ(^{α+1}_2 ) σ . Since the coefficients μ^α_{2N} are the moments of a probability measure dμ^α(T ) we have the alternative expression

f^α(z) = ∞∑ j=0 z^{2j} C^{2j} Γ(^{i(3+α)}_2 ) ∫ T^{2i}dμ^α(T ). When z is inside the radius of convergence of the sum (i.e. |z| < 1) we can switch the integration and the summation and get the following expression for f^α

f^α(z) = ∫_∞∑ j=0 T^{2j} z^{2j} C^{2j} Γ(^{N(3+α)}_2 ) dμ^α(T ) (13) = ∫ F^α(zT )dμ^α(T ). (14)

We note a few simple facts. First notice that the function f^α(z) is a kind of generalized Laplace transform of the measure dμ^α(T ). The quantity inside the integral, F^α(zT ) =

∑_T 2j_z2j

C^{2j} Γ(^{j(3+α)}_2 ) converges absolutely

for all z and thus F^α(zT ) is an entire function of the complex variable z. Further we know that the integral must converge for |z| < 1 and diverge for some |z| > 1, since the original series converged in a circle of unit radius. We note that the entire function F^α(z) satisfies |F^α(z)| = | ∞∑ j=0 z^{2j} C^{2j} Γ(i^{3+α}_2 )

| (15)

≤ ∞∑ j=0 |z|^{2j} |C^{2j} Γ(j^{3+α}_2 )|

(16) ≤ F^α(|z|), (17) so the function F^α(z) grows fastest along the real axis. Thus we know that the integral in Equation (14) converges for −1 < z < 1 and diverges for z > 1, z < −1. Thus the problem of understanding the rate of decay of the tails of the probability measure dμ^α(T ) has been reduced to that of determining the rate of growth of the function F (zt). There is a well-developed theory for studying the rate of growth of entire functions, the theory of entire functions of finite order. We recall only the basic facts here - the interested reader is referred to the texts of Ahlfors [1] and Rubel with Colliander [40].

The radial maximal function M_F (r) of an entire function F (z) is defined to be the maximum of the absolute value of F over a ball of radius r centered on the origin: M_F (r) = max_{|z|=r} |F (z)|

The order ρ of a function F is defined to be ρ = lim sup r→∞ log_+ log_+ M_F (r) log_+(r) , where log_+(x) = max(0, log(x)), if this limit exists. It is easy to see from this definition that F is of order ρ means that F grows asymptotically like exp(A(z)|z|^ρ) along the direction of maximum growth in the complex plane, where A(z) grows more slowly than any power of z. A related notion is the type of a function of finite order. If F is of order ρ then the type τ is defined to be τ = lim sup r→∞ log_+ M_F (r) r^ρ when this limit exists. Again speaking very roughly the type τ gives the next order asymptotics: if F is of order ρ and type τ then F grows like B(z) exp(τ|z|^ρ), where B(z) is subdominant to the exponential term. Note that by Equation (17) the function F^α grows fastest along the real axis, and thus the maximal rate of growth in the complex plane is exactly the rate of growth along the real axis.

There exist alternate characterizations of the order and type of a function in terms of the Taylor coefficients A_n which are very useful for our purposes. These are given as follows: ρ = lim sup r→∞ log_+ log_+ M_F (r) log_+(r)

= lim sup n→∞ n log(n) − log(|A_n|) (18)

τ = lim sup r→∞ log_+ M_F (r) r^ρ = 1 ρe lim sup n→∞ n|A_n|^{ρ/n}. (19) For the proofs we refer to the text of Rubel with Colliander [40]. Using the expressions given in equations (18) and (19) we find that the order ρ and type τ of F^α(z) are given by ρ^α = lim sup n→∞ 2n log(2n) log(C^{2n}Γ(^{(3+α)n}_2 )) = 4 3 + α τ^α = 1 ρe lim sup n→∞ n|Γ( (3 + α)n 2 )|^{−ρn} = 1 C^ρ

Thus we know that F^α(zT ) grows like A(zT ) exp(C^{−ρ}|z|^{43+α} |T |^{43+α} ) along the real axis, where A(zT ) grows more slowly than exp(D|T |^{43+α} ) for any D. Further we know that the integral ∫ F^α(zT )dμ^α(T ) converges for |z| < 1 and diverges for z > 1 or z < −1, so to leading order the rate of decay of the measure dμ^α(T ) is given by exp(−|C|^{−4/(3+α)}|T |^{4/(3+α)}). It is easy to check that as α → −1 this estimate becomes exp(−^{T 2}_4 ), recovering the normalized Gaussian.

This result is probably best restated in terms of the cumulative distribution function, rather than the probability measure. If P (T, T^′) = ∫_T ′ T dμ(T ), with T^′ > T , then it is easy to show that the above implies that

lim_{T →∞} exp(c|T |^{43+α} )P (T, T^′) = 0 c < |C|^{−43+α} = ∞ c > |C|^{−43+α}

III. INTERPRETATION AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

Physically the Majda model can be thought of as a model for the behavior of a passive scalar at small scales, when the scale of the flow field is much larger than the scale of the variations of the scalar. Recall that the random scalar is given by

T (y) = ∫ |k|^{α2} ϕ̂_0(k)e^{2πiky} dW (k) (20) < T (y)T (y^′) > = ∫ |k|^α|ϕ̂_0(k)|^2e^{2πik(y−y′)}dk. (21) In the limit as α approaches −1 there is an infrared divergence, so that the energy of the scalar is concentrated at larger and larger scales. In this case^4_{3+α} → 2, so the normalized distribution function becomes Gaussian, as was originally observed by Majda.

One important fact about this model which we would like to emphasize is that it predicts that higher derivatives of the advected scalar should be increasingly intermittent, a fact which was not strongly emphasized in previous work. Observe that due to the special nature of shear flows the scalar derivative ∂T/∂y satisfies the same equation as the scalar T with no additional terms!. We further note that the initial condition for the derivative of the scalar is given by ∂T ∂y = ∫ 2πi|k|^{α2} kϕ̂_0(k)e^{2πiky} dW (k) (22) < ∂T ∂y ∂T ∂y^′ > = 4π^2 ∫ |k|^{α+2}|ϕ̂_0(k)|^2e^{2πik(y−y′ )}dk, (23) so the derivative of the scalar has a representation of the same form as the representation of the scalar itself, but with the exponent α increased by two, and a slightly modified ϕ_0(k). Recall that the exponent α determines the amount of energy at the largest scales and thus the degree of intermittency, with the tails decaying as exp(−T^{4/(3+α)}). Our calculation shows that increasing α increases the width of the tails of the probability distribution function, implying that derivatives are more intermittent! These predictions for the behavior of the tails of the scalar as compared with the scalar gradient are in extremely good agreement with experimental and numerical results. For instance our calculation shows that if the scalar has exponent α = −1, so that the probability distribution function of the scalar has Gaussian tails, then the derivative of the scalar has exponent α = 1, implying that the distribution of the derivative has exponential tails. This agrees quite well with the experiments of Van Atta and Thorddsen [50], as just one example, who observe that in turbulent thermally stratified flow that the pdf for the density has Gaussian tails, while the pdf of the density gradient has exponential tails. Similarly if the scalar has exponent α = 1, so that the distribution of the scalar itself is exponential, then derivative of the scalar should have exponent^2_3 . This agrees with the calculations of Chertkov, Falkovich and Kolokolov [12], and Balkovsky and Falkovich [3] also predict exponential tails for the scalar and stretched exponential tails with exponent^2_3 for the scalar gradient in the Batchelor regime. This also shows reasonably good agreement with the numerical experiments of Holzer and Siggia [20,21]. In their experiments Holzer and Siggia find that a scalar with exponential tails has a gradient with stretched exponential tails. For large Peclet number the exponent of these stretched exponential tails is in the range of .661 − .563.

Of course one can eliminate α entirely, and one finds the following relationship between the distribution of the scalar and the scalar gradient within this model. If T is distributed according to a stretched exponential pdf with exponent ρ, and the gradient T_y according to a stretched exponential pdf with exponent ρ^′, then ρ, ρ^′ are related by 1 2 + 1 ρ = 1 ρ^′ . It would be extremely interesting to check if this relationship, or some generalization of it, holds in greater generality than shear flows. The above numerical and experimental evidence suggest that this might not be an unreasonable hope.

The distribution of the x, or cross-shear, derivatives can also be calculated using the same explicit representations derived by Majda. Calculations by the authors for deterministic initial data have shown that derivatives in the cross-shear direction have a distribution with the same asymptotic behavior as the scalar itself. This should be compared to and contrasted with the papers of Son [46], and Balkovsky and Fouxon [4], which predict distributions with very broad tails (all of the higher moments diverge as t → ∞) and which predicts the same distribution for derivatives of the scalar as for the scalar itself.

We would also like to comment on the relationship between intermittency and the Lyapunov exponents of the underlying flow field. A number of papers have addressed the problem of intermittency in the large Peclet number limit by attempting to relate broader than Gaussian tails to the Lyapnuov exponents of the flow field [14]. It is worth noting that a shear flow does not possess a positive Lyapunov exponent, but as we have shown here a shear flow can generate exponential and stretched exponential tails in the passive scalar. This shows that chaotic behavior in the underlying flow, while probably an important effect in realistic flows, is not necessary for the generation of broad tails and intermittency.

Finally we would like to comment on the rate of approach to the limiting measure in time. The results presented here analyze the infinite time limit of the measure. As mentioned earlier the convergence to this limiting measure is expected to be highly non-uniform. A preliminary calculation by the authors for a special choice of the cut-off function ϕ̂_0(k) suggests that for large but finite times the pdf looks like the pdf for the infinite time problem in some core region, with Gaussian tails outside this core region. As time increases the size of this core region demonstrating non-Gaussian statistics grows, and the Gaussian tails get pushed out to infinity. We believe this same picture to hold for any choice of the cut-off function ϕ̂_0(k), but more work is needed to establish this fact.

Acknowledgements: Jared C. Bronski would like to acknowledge support from the National Science Foundation under grant DMS-9972869. Richard M. McLaughlin would like to acknowledge support from NSF Career Grant DMS-97019242, and would like to thank L. Kadanoff and the James Franck Institute for support during the writing of this paper, and Raymond T. Pierrehumbert for several useful conversations. The authors would like to thank Misha Chertkov, Leo Kadanoff and Kenneth T-R. McLaughlin for several conversations, and Pete Kramer for an extremely thorough reading of the original manuscript.

[1] L. V. Ahlfors, “Complex analysis: an introduction to the theory of analytic functions of one complex variable.”

3d ed, New York, McGraw-Hill, (1979).

[2] R.A. Antonia and K.R. Sreenivasan, “Log-normality of temperature dissipation in a turbulent boundary layer,” Phys. Fluids, 20, 1800 (1977).

[3] E. Balkovsky and G. Falkovich, “Two complementary descriptions of intermittency.”, Phys. Rev. E 57, R1231-R1234, (1998).

[4] E. Balkovsky and A. Fouxon, “Universal long-time properties of Lagrangian statistics in the Batchelor regime and their application to the passive scalar problem”, Electronic preprint chao-dyn/9905020v2

[5] J.C. Bronski and R.M. McLaughlin, “Passive scalar intermittency and the ground state of Schrödinger operators”, Phys. Fluids 9, 181-190, (1997).

[6] T. Carleman, “Sur le problème des moments.”, Comptes Rendus 174, 1680-1682, (1922).

[7] B. Castaing, Y. Gagne and E. J. Hopfinger, “Velocity probability distribution functions of high Reynolds number turbulence”, Physica D 46, 177-200 (1990).

[8] B. Castaing, G. Gunaratne, F. Heslot, L. Kadanoff, A. Libchaber, S. Thomae, X-Z. Wu, S. Zaleski, and G. Zanetti, “Scaling of hard thermal turbulence in Rayleigh-Bénard convection”, J. Fluid Mech. 204, 1-30 (1989).

[9] S. Chen and R.H. Kraichnan, “Simulations of a randomly advected passive scalar field”, Physics of Fluids, 10, 2867-2884, (1998).

[10] H. Chen, S. Chen and R.H. Kraichnan, “Probability Distribution of a stochastically advected scalar field”, Phys. Rev Lett. 63, 2657-2660, (1989).

[11] M. Chertkov, “Instanton for random advection”, Phys. Rev. E 55, 2722-2735, (1997).

[12] M. Chertkov, G. Falkovich and I. Kolokolov, “Intermittent dissipation of a scalar in turbulence”, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 80, 2121-2124, (1998).

[13] M. Chertkov, I Kolokolov and M. Vergassola, “Inverse cascade and internittency of passive scalar in onedimensional smooth flow”, Phys. Rev. E 56, 5483-5499, (1997).

[14] M. Chertkov, G. Falkovich, I. Kolokolov and V. Lebedev, “Statistics of a passive scalar advected by a largescale two-dimensional velocity field: analytic solution”, Phys. Rev. E 51, 5609–5627, (1995).

[15] E.S.C. Ching, “Probabilities for temperature differences in Rayleigh-Bénard convection”, Phys. Rev. A, 44, 3622-3629, (1991).

[16] E.S.C.Ching and Y. Tu,”Passive scalar fluctuations with and without a mean gradient: A numerical study”, Phys. Rev. E 49, 1278-1282, (1994).

[17] A. J. Chorin, “Vorticity and Turbulence”, Number 103 in Applied Mathematical Science. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1994.

[18] J. M. Deutsch, “Generic behavior in linear systems with multiplicative noise”, Phys. Rev. E 48, R4179-R4182, (1993).

[19] J.P. Gollub, J. Clarke, M. Gharib, B. Lane, and O.N. Mesquita, “Fluctuations and transport in a stirred fluid with a mean gradient”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 3507-3510, (1991).

[20] M. Holzer and E. Siggia, “Skewed, exponential pressure distributions from Gaussian velocities”, Phys. Fluids A 5, 2525-2532, (1993).

[21] M. Holzer and E. Siggia, “Turbulent mixing of a passive scalar.”, Phys. Fluids 6, 1820-1837, (1994).

[22] M. Holzer and E. Siggia, “Erratum:‘Turbulent mixing of a passive scalar.”’, Phys. Fluids 7, 1519 (1995).

[23] P. Kailasnath, K.R. Sreenivasan, and G. Stolovitzky, “Probability Density of velocity increments in turbulent flows.”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 2766-2769, (1992).

[24] A. R. Kerstein, “Linear-eddy modelling of turbulent transport. Part 6. Microstructure of diffusive scalar mixing fields,” J. Fluid Mech. 231 361-394, 1991.

[25] R.H. Kraichnan, “Models of intermittency in hydrodynamic turbulence”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 575-578, (1990).

[26] R. H. Kraichnan, Phys. Fluids 11, 945 (1968).

[27] T. Kriecherbauer and K. T-R. McLaughlin, “Strong asymptotics of polynomials orthogonal with respect to Freud weights”, Preprint.

[28] J.C. Larue and P.A. Libby,“Temperature fluctuations in a plane turbulent wake,” Phys. Fluids, 17, 1956 (1974)

[29] A.J. Majda, “The random uniform shear layer: an explicit example of turbulent diffusion with broad tail probability distributions”, Phys. Fluids A 5,1963-1970 (1993).

[30] A.J. Majda, “Explicit inertial range renormalization theory in a model for turbulent diffusion.”, J. Statist.

Phys. 73 515-542, (1993).

[31] A. Majda and P. Kramer, “Simplified models for turbulent diffusion: Theory, numerical modelling, and physical phenomena,” Physics Reports 314 237-574, (1999).

[32] R.M. McLaughlin and A.J. Majda, “An explicit example with non-Gaussian probability distribution for nontrivial scalar mean and fluctuation”, Phys. Fluids 8, 536 (1996).

[33] R.M. McLaughlin, “Turbulent Diffusion” Ph.D. thesis, Program in Applied and Computational Mathematics, Princeton University, (1994).

[34] R.T. Pierrehumbert, Personal Communications.

[35] R.T. Pierrehumbert, “Lattice models of advection-diffusion”, preprint.

[36] R.R. Prasad and K.R. Sreenivasan, “Quantitative three-dimensional imaging and the structure of passive scalar fields in fully turbulent flows,” J. Fluid Mech., 216, 1 (1990).

[37] A. Pumir, “A numerical study of the mixing of a passive scalar in three dimensions in the presence of a mean gradient.”, Phys. Fluids 6, 2118-2132, (1994).

[38] Pumir, A., Shraiman, B., and Siggia, E., “Exponential tails and random advection,” Phys. Rev. Lett., 66, 2984 (1991).

[39] M. Reed and B. Simon, “Mathematical methods in physics”, San Diego, Academic Press, (1980).

[40] L. Rubel (with J. Colliander), “Entire and meromorphic functions”, New York, Springer, (1996).

[41] Z.S. She and S.A. Orszag, “Physical model of intermittency in turbulence: Inertial range non-Gaussian statistics”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 1701-1704, (1991).

[42] J.A. Shohat and J.D. Tamarkin, “The Problem of Moments”, New York, American Mathematical Society, (1943).

[43] B. I. Shraiman and E. Siggia, “Lagrangian path integrals and fluctuations in random flow.”, Phys. Rev. E 49, 2912-2927, (1994).

[44] B. Simon, “The classical moment problem as a self-adjoint finite difference operator”,electronic preprint, http:\\front.math.ucdavis.edu/math-ph/9906008, (1999).

[45] Ya. G. Sinai and V. Yakhot, “Limiting probability distributions of a passive scalar in a random velocity field”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1962-1964, (1989).

[46] D.T. Son, “Turbulent decay of a passive scalar in the Batchelor limit: Exact results from a quantum mechanical approach”, Phys. Rev. E 59, R3811-R3814, (1999).

[47] K.R. Sreenivasan, “Fluid Turbulence”, Rev. Mod. Phys., 71, 383-395, (1999).

[48] K.R. Sreenivasan, “Evolution of the centerline probability density function of temperature in a plane turbulent wake”, Phys. Fluids, 24, 1232 (1981).

[49] K. R. Sreenivasan and R. A Antonia, “The phenomenology of small-scale turbulence”, Ann. Rev. Fluid Mech., 29 435-472, 1997.

[50] S.T. Thoroddsen and C.W. Van Atta, “Exponential tails and skewness of density-gradient probability density functions in stably stratified turbulence”, J. Fluid Mech. 244, 547-566, (1992).

[51] Widder, “The Laplace Transform”, Princeton, Princeton UniversityPress, (1972).

[52] V. Yakhot, S. Orszag, S. Balachandar, E. Jackson, Z-S. She and L. Sirovich, “Phenomenological theory of probability distributions in turbulence”, J. Sci. Comp. 5, 199-221, (1990).