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Abstract

This paper develops a dynamic error analysis procedure for the numerical errors arising from spatial discretization in
large-eddy simulation. The analysis is based on EDQNM closure theory, and is applied to the LES of decaying isotropic
turbulence. First, the effects of finite-differencing truncation error, aliasing error and the dynamic Smagorinsky model are
independently considered. The time-evolution of kinetic energy and spectra predicted by the analysis are compared to
actual LES using the Navier—Stokes equations, and good agreement is obtained. The analysis is then extended to simul-
taneously consider all sources of error in a second-order discretely energy conserving, central-difference LES solver. Good
agreement between the analysis and actual LES is obtained. The analysis is used to compare the contribution of the subgrid
model to that of numerical errors, and it is shown that the contribution of the subgrid scale model is much higher than the
numerical errors. The proposed one-dimensional EDQNM-LES model shows potential as a more general tool for the anal-
ysis of numerical error, and SGS model in simulations of turbulent flow.
© 2006 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Large eddy simulation (LES) appears to be a promising tool for the simulation of complex flows of engi-
neering importance [1-3]. Most LES of complex flows use low order (typically second order) finite difference/
volume methods for spatial discretization. An important concern when using finite difference/volume methods
in LES, is whether the subgrid scale (SGS) model can function as intended, in the presence of the numerical
error. Unlike DNS, flow at the smallest resolved scales in LES is still energetic. As a result, LES solutions are
more sensitive to numerical errors than DNS. Therefore, the analysis and control of numerical errors in LES
have been investigated by a number of workers [4—12].

* Corresponding author. Tel.: +1 650 725 1821; fax: +1 650 723 9617.
E-mail address: mahesh@aem.umn.edu (K. Mahesh).

0021-9991/$ - see front matter © 2006 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/.jcp.2006.07.016


mailto:mahesh@aem.umn.edu

N. Park, K. Mahesh | Journal of Computational Physics 222 (2007) 194-216 195

An error analysis by Ghosal [6] suggests that numerical errors in LES can completely mask the subgrid-
scale model (SGS) contribution. Ghosal’s analysis considers isotropic turbulence, and compares the power
spectral densities of the error terms to the “exact” SGS force in the discrete Navier—Stokes equations. The
turbulence is assumed to follow the von Karman energy spectrum, and the joint normal hypothesis [13] is
applied. We will refer to Ghosal’s methodology as “‘static error analysis™, since it does not consider the
time-evolution of the solution, and characterizes errors by their own statistical measure. Such comparison
of the power spectra shows that finite differencing error is the dominant error for low-order schemes, which
overwhelms the SGS force at all wavenumbers. Aliasing error is dominant for high-order schemes. Ghosal
showed that this conclusion holds regardless of cutoff wavenumber, and proposed explicit filtering technique
as a remedy to avoid contamination of the solution. Ghosal’s analysis has inspired subsequent studies on the
analysis of numerical errors in LES [9,11,12].

Numerical errors in turbulent channel flow were considered by Kravchenko and Moin [7], who used a
spectral numerical method, and replaced physical wavenumbers in the derivative operators with modified
wavenumbers [22] to approximate the effect of numerical error. This work concluded that for low-order
finite-difference schemes, the high wavenumber part of the spectrum, could be adversely affected by trunca-
tion error, which could reduce the relative contribution of the subgrid model.

Ghosal’s results raise the possibility that low order schemes may not be suitable for LES. However, many
successful LES have been reported using low order (not higher than fourth order) finite difference/volume
schemes (e.g. [5,12,14-16]). A theory which can predict results obtained from actual LES is therefore required.
Development of such a theory is pursued in this paper. An approach similar to [7]is used to introduce numer-
ical error in a spectral LES code for isotropic turbulence. Predictions of kinetic energy decay, and energy spec-
tra from the LES code are used to validate the proposed theory.

A missing element in the static error analysis is the dynamic interaction between numerical errors, the
SGS term and the solution. A dynamic theory should at the very least, involve a transport equation for a
physical quantity and a reliable theoretical closure. This paper uses the kinetic energy transport equation in
wave space; 1.e. the energy spectrum evolution equation, to model the dynamic evolution. The nonlinear
term is then closed using the eddy-damped quasi-normal Markovian (EDQNM) theory [17,18]. The
EDQNM theory has been developed for the Navier—Stokes equations; this paper extends it to the LES
equations using the dynamic Smagorinsky model, in the presence of numerical error. Since we solve for
the energy spectrum, the analysis is one-dimensional in space. Since the notion of modified wavenumber
is used to model numerical error, the analysis is general in the choice of spatial discretization. We consider
Fourier, and second-order, staggered grid energy-conserving disretizations in this paper. After validation
against actual LES, the analysis is used to compare the magnitude of the subgrid contribution to that
of numerical error. This comparison suggests a possible justification for the use of low-order, discretely
energy conserving schemes in LES.

The objectives of the present study are therefore, to develop a theoretical model that closely mimics the
actual LES system, and to perform a dynamic analysis of numerical errors using the developed theoretical
model. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, theoretical background and numerical methods are
outlined, where EDQNM closure theory is introduced and extended to LES equations adopting SGS model.
Numerical errors are incorporated in the kinetic energy transport equation in the wavespace in Section 3. As
a result, a simple one-dimensional model for the LES code with second order central difference is estab-
lished. The results from error analysis are shown in Section 4. In Section 5, the difference between the pres-
ent analysis and the static error analysis will be highlighted. The paper concludes with a brief summary in
Section 6.

2. Theoretical background
2.1. EDQNM closure
EDQNM theory is discussed in detail in [17,18]. Here, we provide a brief summary in the interests of clarity.

Consider isotropic turbulence in a cubical box  of side L, which obeys the incompressible Navier—Stokes
equations,



196 N. Park, K. Mahesh | Journal of Computational Physics 222 (2007) 194-216

Ou; 0 op *u;  Ouy
ow_ 0 . O oui _ g, I
& ) T M aay am (1)

J

Here, u = (uy, u,,u3) is the solenoidal vector field, v is the molecular viscosity and p is the pressure divided by
density. Throughout this paper, the summation convention is applied to repeated indices unless otherwise
specified. For the convenience of analysis, assume infinite space, or L — oo. The Fourier coefficient,

1 .
i) = g [ o) exp(—ik - x)dx, o
where k € R? is the wavevector. This implies that
ou; (k

where 0 is the Dirac delta function, k% = ki, Py = (knPim + k,.P;,)/2 and

. kik;
Pij(k) = 0, — k,kJ; (4)

is the projection tensor onto the plane perpendicular to k.
Multiplying (3) with (k)" = ii{—Kk) and taking the ensemble average, yields the transport equation for the
energy spectrum E(k) = 2nk”(ii; (k)i (k) ):

(5572 ) 0 = 4r1,0080 [ [16p0'0000 -+ 0= K) x (R0 (Bl @) )

where () denotes the ensemble and spherical shell average, ()" is the complex conjugate, and
M (k) = =Py (k). Tym(k,p,q) = i —k)ifp)ii,(q)) is given by its transport equation [19]:

Et + V(kz +p + q ):l ijm — Mm[ //d3rd35(3( + s+ k) <u_](p)u (q)ftn(r)it;(s» + Mjnl(p)
x / / Erd®ss(r +s — p) x (i(~K)in (@)t ()i (5)) + Moni ()
« / / Prdsd(r+s—q) x (@;(p)it(—K)in ()it (s))- (6)

The quadruple nonlinear terms on the r.h.s. of (6) introduce a closure problem which is resolved by introduc-
ing the quasi-normal assumption [6,18]:

(t1;(p)it;(Q) it ()it (3)) = O(p + q)O(r + 8)D;;(q) Py (S) + (P + 1)(q + 8) Py (1) D) (5)
+8(p +5)3(q + 1) Dy (5) D, (1), (7)

where ®;(k) = Q(k)P;(k) = E(k)P;{k)/(4n k%). Applying (7) to (6) yields
0
at + v(kz +p + q ) ijm = 26([’ + q-— k){Mjnl(p)Pin(k)Pml(q) X Q(k)Q(C])

+ M1 (@) Pin (k)P (p) O(k) O(p) — M (k)P (P) X Prut(q)Q(p)Q(q) }
= Lijm(kv P, q)' (8)

Thus, T};.(k,p,q) is obtained as the solution to (8). Note that the joint-normal hypothesis [13] also implies (7).
However, the joint-normal hypothesis assumes zero triple correlation (7, = 0), which implies fixed energy
spectrum in the inviscid limit. Whereas, the quasi-normal assumption uses (8) to close the triple correlation
equation.

It is well known [18,20] that the solution of (8) does not guarantee the positive definiteness of E(k). There-
fore, an eddy damping rate py,, = w + 1, + 11, is added to the Lh.s of (8) and “markovianization™ [18] is
applied to get
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0
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(10)
Hapg + V(K + P + @)
A few possibilities exist, for the eddy damping rate [18]. We use
k 1/2
w, = 0.19C> U 52E(§)d5] . (11)
0

Here, Cj, is the Kolmogorov constant, which is equal to 1.8 in the present study. Applying (9)—(11), to (5)
closes the kinetic energy equation; i.e.,

(5572 ) 0 =87 [ Gpd'adp-+a~ Kk 0) x 110)010) +20(10(p) + 10 01a)]

(12)
where the geometrical factors
T1(K.B,0) = 3 P (K) P (K21 (0) P (@),
J2(K..0) = 3 Py Po (@) (0)P ), (13)
T3, 2, 0) = =+ Py (k)P ()P ()P ()

4

are the functions of scalars k, p and ¢. See Lesieur [18] and Leslie [19] for further simplification of these terms.
The three-dimensional double integrations, constrained by p + q = k on the r.h.s of (12) are simplified using

2n
//fkp, (P+q- kd3pd3q—// =P £k, p, q)dpdg, (14)

where the “triadic domain” 4, in (p, g)-plane satisfies |k — ¢| < p < k + ¢. Thus, (12) finally takes the form

<%+2vk2>E(k)=//Ak 7 (k, p,q)dpdg, (15)

k
Sbpd) = Oy [HEGEG) &+ 1B0E D) L+ 1B WE L (16)
Therefore, the evolution equation for the energy spectrum E(k) is a one-dimensional integro-differential equa-
tion, which can be easily solved by an accurate numerical method.

2.2. EDONM-DNS

This section describes the numerical solution of the EDQNM equations, and their validation by compar-
ison to experiment. The solutions are termed EDQNM-DNS, in the sense that all the energetic scales are
resolved. For a given number of grid points N, the wavespace is discretized on a logarithmic grid [21]:

k(n)=ko-27, (n=1,2,...,N), (17)

where kg is the smallest wavenumber and the parameter F(>2) determines the resolution. The (p, ¢)-domain for
the integral part of (15) is discretized using the same distribution in each direction. Third order Runge—Kutta,
and Crank—Nicolson schemes are adopted for the nonlinear and viscous terms, respectively. An important is-
sue in the numerical integration is that it should guarantee the conservation of total kinetic energy
¢* = [ E(k)dk in the inviscid limit, which requires
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kmax
/ {/ f(k,p,q)dpdq}dkzo' (18)
ko P

Analytically, EDQNM closure (15) guarantees (18) because of the symmetry. However, this is not always true
for the discrete evaluation of .#(k, p,¢) and its integration. In this paper, the trapezoidal rule integration is
used in direction by direction manner, which discretely satisfies (18). The geometrical factors, Jis in (13)
are functions of the length of wavevectors and, therefore can be uniquely calculated from any choice of
(k,p,q) that satisfies p+q=k [19]. For example, k=(k,0,0), p=(pcosy,psiny,0), and q=
(k — pcosy, —psiny,0) are used in this study, where y = cos™'[(p® + k? — ¢°)/(2pk)] is the angle between p
and k. Although conventional EDQNM uses simpler expressions for J3, [19], we use formulation (13) since
it allows the wavevectors to be replaced by “modified wavevectors” [22] to account for numerical discretiza-
tion error.

Throughout this paper, we use the decaying isotropic turbulence experiments of Comte-Bellot and Corrsin
[23] (denoted as CBC hereafter) for validation. These experiments provide energy spectra at three locations.
Using the Taylor hypothesis, the spatial locations are converted to time instants of tUy/M = 42, 98 and
171, where M(=5.08 cm) and Uy(=10 m/s) are the grid size and the free-stream velocity, respectively. The Tay-
lor micro-scale Reynolds numbers, Re; = u.m A/v, are in the range of 71.6-60.6. The initial conditions in the
simulations are a divergence-free random field whose energy spectrum matches that at tUy/M = 42. The sim-
ulation is performed using F'= 8, N = 65, and ky = 1 which gives the maximum wavenumber k. = 256. Here,
all wavenumbers are normalized by the reference length scale L, = Lg/2n, where Lg = 11M is the side of the
computational box. Fig. 1 shows temporal evolution of total kinetic energy and the energy spectra at three
locations from EDQNM-DNS and the experimental data. Here, and in what follows, the energy spectrum
is non-dimensionalized by L. and reference velocity scale U,r = /3/2u;ms, Which are chosen such that the
non-dimensional initial total kinetic energy is 1. As shown in Fig. 1, the EDQNM-DNS and experimental
results for total kinetic energy and energy spectra agree very well with each other.

2.3. EDONM-LES

We extend EDQNM theory to the LES equations where the dynamic Smagorinsky model [24] is used to
model the subgrid stresses. The resulting formulation is termed “EDQNM-LES”, and is validated against
LES performed using the Navier—Stokes equations, termed “NS-LES”.

Assume that the LES is performed on a infinite, but discrete space €, with grid spacing 4y. Description of
the equation on a discrete space @, causes nontrivial mathematical problems, including the definition of SGS

1 )
L | Comte-Bellot & Corrsin (1971)
EDQNM simulation tU/M =42, 98,171
08k 10° |
o o 06 —
=4 < 10°L
0.4
" u Comte-Bellot & Corrsin (1971)
i 107 g EDQNM simulation
0.2 :
M S N S S S S S TR N S ST S 10 LL . RN | . L
0 50 100 150 10° 10" 10
tuy/M k

Fig. 1. Time evolution of the total kinetic energy and the energy spectra computed by EDQNM simulation (kpy,.x = 256) compared with
the experimental data of Comte-Bellot and Corrsin [23].
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stress [6]. Therefore, consider the equation on the continuous space €2, and represent the effect of discretization
(or finite-dimensional nature) by cutoff filtering with filter width, A¢. The LES equations are given by

aaégk) = ~1Pim(k)H (k) [ /D [ Ppd’qd(p +q — k)it (Pl (@) | — k701 (K) + Zi(K), (19)

where the domain size (1 = [k, kc]' = [—7/Ag, 1/ A¢), and the filter kernel H(k) =1 if k € O and H(k) =
otherwise. The exact SGS force /(J?,-(k) = =P (K)H (kK)7,, (k) is given by

() = ( I[-]] ) Epdad(p + a - k)i (p)in(0). (20)

However, note that use of the exact subgrid model is not only impractical, but also not very meaningful, since
the modeled SGS stress r is used to close (19) in actual simulations. We therefore replace &; with the mod-
eled force M. Including thls effect of the modeled SGS stress is very important, since it allows the LES model
to interact w1th numerical error. Section 5 provides more details on this issue. Note that due to modelling er-
ror, the solution of this system is no longer the ideal LES solution, #;. We will continue to use the symbol # for
notational convenience.

Since LES is essentially a finite-dimensional approximation of the fully resolved solution of the Navier—
Stokes equation, the above EDQNM closure can be directly applied to the governing equation for LES.
Applying EDQNM closure to (19) using the same procedure as Eqs. (6)—(15), the transport equation for
resolved energy spectrum E(k) = 2rk” (i1;(k)u;(—k)) takes the form

T8 —sn6) [ [ @rdadlp+a - k01000 +7:00100) +1:00)0(0)]
— 2KPE (k) + This (k), (21)
-/ / dpdgty [J BWEle) -+ BB -+ KEWE) £ - 2ER) + 10, (22

where T3 (k) = 4mk* (M (K)u;(—k)) and 4, = 4, N (p < ke, g < k). Note that we have replaced the “box”
integration domain [ in (19) with the spherical domain O = {k| |k| < k.}, and the box cutoff filter H(k) with
the spherical filter G(k) (G(k) = 1 if |k| < k. and G(k) = 0 otherwise) accordingly. The truncation of wavevec-
tors near the eight corners of the domain [ is a result of the spherical symmetry of the domain. Note that the
true SGS force (20) is used for the derivation of (21) so that the EDQNM closure is not influenced by the SGS
model or the numerical error. In what follows, we refer to (22) as reference EDQNM-LES system. The solu-
tion of (22) is regarded as the error-free LES solution. Note that this reference system is different from the
exact LES equation, and that the modeled SGS transfer T (k) is used instead of the exact term, since we
are interested in the effect of the numerical error and SGS model on the computed LES system.

The dynamic Smagorinsky model (DSM) [24] is used for the subgrid stress: 7} — 3700, = —2vr(X, 1)

S;; = —2CA;|S|S,;, where |S| = 1/25,;S;;. It is well known [25,26] that the Smagorinsky model can be approx-

imated by the “plateau’ version of the spectral eddy viscosity model [27] in wavespace, which requires the use
of the model

1 —— _
T — 3 ~ MO = —2CAF(S)S,; = 2vr(1)S), (23)
instead of the original DSM. Here, (S) denotes the ensemble average of [S|. Let 7~ f‘f — 10T i :—2CSA2T<§>§,~,
be the subtest scale stress, where 47 = ad¢ (o« > 1) is the size of test filter and S;; is the test-filtered strain rate
tensor Note that the property S;; = Sy ; for the cutoff filter is used. Applying the Germano identity to 7: and

./U,we get

g M ~M
g ht a a La = €, (24)

where the superscript ¢ denotes the traceless tensor, L,, u; — i;it; 1s the resolved scale stress, and ¢;; is the

i
error term which should vanish when 7}! = 7;; and TN i; = 7 ;- The Smagorinsky constant that minimizes €;e;
in the least square sense [28] is
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(L) 2T _ oS
ST = o (S) S, — (S)S,. 25
2<'%k1<%k1>7 ] & < > ] < > 7 ( )

The ensemble averages in (25) are introduced to enhance the stability of the solution. Since (S) and (S) are
constants, (25) can be further simplified to obtain
g = LySu)
T 208,85,
where 0 = 22(S) — (S). We further assume that

S) = (\/25,5,) ~ \/2(5,5,) ( /0 kckZF(k)dk)l/z. (27)

1/2
Similarly, ( ) is approximated as ( (2 f kr k2 ) . Using this assumption, the eddy viscosity v can
be expressed as

Cdf = —

(26)

(LySy)
(2 - 202B) [\" KE(k)dk’

where B = ( T IPE (k) dk/ fo K*E( dk) . Finally, the expression for (L;S;;) = f(f " ™ (k) dk should be gi-
ven. TM(k) 15 the transfer spectrum givén by

(28)

Vr =

= /O /OMffk(k)<l7f(—k) [Uj(p)Uk(q) - U,(p) l”fk(q)D x 8*(p+q—k)d’pd’q. (29
The EDQNM closure can be again used to compute Eq. (29) yielding
(k) = / S (k,p,q)dpdg. (30)
4

Here, .7 (k, p,q) denotes the integrand in Eq. (22). The integration domain A is defined as
AZ(paqgkC)m(kT<p<kC or k7<q<kC)m(p7q€Ak)7 (31)

which is illustrated in Fig. 2. Once the eddy viscosity vy is obtained, it is straightforward to show that
T (k) = —2v7k*E(k). Thus, the reference EDQNM-LES system (22) is now written as

0
20 0meewn = [ [ swpaopas ()
,
q
k. A
I
:
7 1
/// A: /,/
kT 1_/__—' ////
| 7
|\ 2
k 1/
k ky k 14

c

Fig. 2. Domain in the (p,q)-plane 4] (dashed region) for the evaluation of the dynamic constant in EDQNM-LES with the dynamic
Smagorinsky model.
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30
E (] Reference (NS-LES, local strain & k; / k.= 0.5)
[\ o NS-LES, global strain & k;/k, = 0.5

25 % A NS-LES, global strain & k;/ k, = 0.6

EDQNM-LES, global strain & k. / k. = 0.5
EDQNM-LES, global strain & k; / k, = 0.6

Fig. 3. Effect of the global approximation of |S| = \/Z_E,E and the test filter sizes on SGS dissipation: time evolution of averaged SGS
eddy viscosity.

The only adjustable parameter in DSM is « = A4/ Ay = k/k. The computation with the typical choice of « = 2
(k7= 0.5k.) results in Cs =~ 0.2, which is about 30% higher than C; ~ 0.15, a common value obtained for iso-
tropic turbulence.

Recall the use of global strain rate (S) instead of the local value. The impact of this assumption on SGS
dissipation was tested by performing LES of the Navier-Stokes equations (denoted as NS-LES hereafter)
using DSM with the global strain rate. The NS-LES uses a dealiased pseudo-spectral method, and semi-impli-
cit time discretization at 32> resolution. See Ref. [12] for more details on the numerical method. Results from
the NS-LES are plotted in Fig. 3, which shows the time evolution of volume-averaged eddy viscosity (v7) nor-
malized by the molecular viscosity. As shown in figure, NS-LES overpredicts the SGS dissipation when the
global strain rate is used, for « = 2. Also, the evolution of SGS eddy viscosity from NS-LES in this case is
in good agreement with that from EDQNM-LES. The discrepancy observed in the initial stages is due to

b L c
1 -
i T~ W/0 SGS model
o8|
. [
. NC_O 0.6 C
&= [
. [ L
[ ] n B .
. . 041 LES with DSM
107} A 10°F e [
= CBC ] I - 02 - CBC (1971)
N-S LES with DSM - EDQNM-LES with DSM ™ [ -mmememes NS-LES
"""" N-S LES w/o SGS model ------. EDQNM-LES w/o SGS model N EDQNM-LES
n n L
-4 |1 L1l L1 -4 11 L1l L1 | T S S T I SR TR N S N S N
104 10’ 10210 107 10 10° =% 100 150
k k tUy/M

Fig. 4. NS-LES and EDQNM-LES with and without SGS model: three-dimensional energy spectra for (a) NS-LES and (b) EDQNM-
LES:; (c) time evolution of resolved total kinetic energy.
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the random-phase initialization of NS-LES that gives initial C; =~ 0. It is also clear that NS-LES with global
strain rate agrees well (in terms of SGS dissipation) with the reference solution using local strain rate, when
o = 5/3, (ky/k. = 0.6). This result again is in good agreement with that from EDQNM-LES. Thus, in what
follows, o = 5/3 is adopted for EDQNM-LES and results are compared with NS-LES results with 4,= 24;
as the “compensation” for the use of global strain rate.

The results from two reference simulations (19) and (22) with DSM mentioned above are compared in
Fig. 4, together with results without SGS models. Here and in what follows, all EDQNM-LES simulations
are performed with N =33 (ko= 1,F =38). This corresponds to the cutoff wavenumber k.= 16 at which
NS-LES is conducted. As shown in Fig. 4, EDQNM-LES agrees well with NS-LES for both the energy spectra
and resolved kinetic energy, with and without SGS model. Note that resolved kinetic energy is compared with
filtered experimental data at Ae. When the SGS model is turned off, a large pile-up of energy is observed. This
demonstrates that the role of molecular viscosity is small and, thus the contribution of SGS model is signif-
icant in stabilizing the solution. It is also remarkable to see a good agreement between results from NS-LES
and EDQNM-LES, without SGS model. This shows the reliability of EDQNM closure even in situations far
removed from well-resolved isotropic turbulence.

3. Numerical errors

Finite-difference simulations involve two distinct sources of numerical error: finite-differencing error and
aliasing error. In this section, we incorporate these sources of numerical errors individually in the reference
EDQNM-LES system, and perform LES of CBC-isotropic turbulence. These results are validated against
those from corresponding NS-LES.

3.1. Finite-differencing error due to the nonlinear term

A staggered second order-finite difference scheme (denoted as SCD2) is considered, which takes the form
N} = (@7}, (33)

where the notation of Morinishi et al. [29] is used for the difference operator d,( )/0,x; and the averaging oper-
ator ()%. Note that the summation convention is not applied to the averaging operators. Applying SCD?2 to
(19), we get

B = P00 [ [ st a1 b K@@ @] k)

- Llen(k)%ZIn(k, t)? (34)

where k' is the modified wavevector [22], which results from the finite-difference approximation of the first
derivative, and ktll and kﬁ denote modified wavenumbers for the averaging operators in SCD2. Note that
numerical error due to time integration is neglected. For SCD2, the modified wavenumber and averaging fac-
tors are given as

K, A, = 2sin(k,4,/2), k. (p) = cos(p,4¢/2), k-(q) = cos(q,4s/2). (35)

Here, 4, is the grid size that is not necessarily equal to the filter size 4. However, we assume 4, = A¢ through-
out this paper. The fact that the solution of (34) is denoted by v; rather than #; reflects the deviation of the
solution from the reference value due to the finite-differencing error. This distinction is important since the
comparison between #; and v; reveals the numerical error as will be shown later.

Then, the corresponding nonlinear transport term of reference EDQNM-LES is

T,(k) = 4nk’M 1, (K G / / Tm0(p+q—k)d'pd’q, (36)

T3 (k. 2, Q) = (6:(—K)B; (p) kg (1) 0 (K5 (q))- (37)
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Because of the directional dependence of the averaging factors, it is not straightforward to apply the quasi-
normal hypothesis to (36). In order to circumvent this difficulty, we introduce the following assumption:

T}, (k,p, @) =~ (ky (P, (4,)) (0:(=K)D;(P) b (@) (38)
~ A(p)A(q)Tyn(k,p, q), (39)

where A is the isotropic averaging factor

A(p) = {ka(pm)‘}p — ﬁ /0271 /07I cos[(pcos0)4,/2] sin 0d0de¢. (40)

Here, the first component of p, or p; = pcosf is used to evaluate A(p), but the same result is obtained with
P> = psinfcos ¢ or p3 = psinfsing due to the isotropy. Thus, the directional sensitivity of the averaging factor
is removed. Using (39), it is straightforward to obtain the following modification of the reference system:

20| = [ [ a0 s g i @)

UK .0) = O [T EGIE(0) =+ SEWE )+ 0B ) £, @)
where

T4 (0. K.0) = 4 Py (K) P (K) P (0) P (0) @3)

and J5(k, k', p,q) and J5(k,K', p, q) are defined in a similar manner. The reason that the modified wavevectors
are considered only for the first term Pj;,(k’), is that other terms are invoked during the closure of Tj;,,. E°(k)
denotes the spectrum of the solution that is contaminated by finite-differencing errors in the convection term.
The expression 14 indicates that the numerical error also influences the computation of eddy viscosity (see Sec-
tion 5).

ES(k) computed from (41) and (42) is shown in Fig. 5, together with the spectrum from the corresponding
NS-LES system, (34) and (35). As shown in Fig. 5, the agreement between two results are good, in that E°(k) is
larger than E(k) in the intermediate wavenumbers and smaller near the cutoff. Consequently, total kinetic
energy is overpredicted by up to 20% in the presence of the finite-differencing error (Fig. 5(c)).
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Fig. 5. NS-LES and EDQNM-LES with second-order central difference scheme in a staggered grid: three-dimensional energy spectra for
(a) NS-LES and (b) EDQNM-LES; (c) time evolution of resolved total kinetic energy.
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5‘15;/ (7;97;9) is approximated
by the same form as (39), due to the symmetry of the averaging factor. We conducted NS-LES with N7 to
obtain essentially the same result with that from SCD2 reported in this section (not shown here). Note also
that the skew-symmetric form of the nonlinear term on a regular mesh, is equivalent to N} for second
order scheme, as shown by Ducros et al. [30]. However, in actual simulations in physical space, kinetic
energy is not exactly conserved for the collocated scheme N7 due to the conservation error from pressure
gradient term [16].

Note that the conservative second-order scheme on a collocated mesh N =

3.2. Finite-differencing error due to viscous and SGS term

Next, the finite-differencing error due to the viscous and SGS terms is considered. When the finite difference
scheme is applied to the second derivative of (32), it would take the form

{%+2(V+v})k’3’f)(k)}Ev(k, 1) = / /A S pq)dpda, (44)

where E¥(k) denotes the energy spectrum of the solution that is contaminated by finite-differencing errors in
the viscous and SGS terms. k43, is the three-dimensional, or the spherical shell-averaged modified wavenumber
defined by

2n
K3 (k) / / (K" (ki) + K" (ky) + K" (k3)] sin 0d0d e, (45)

where k"2 is the one-dimensional modified wavenumber for second derivative. In this study, we consider the
following two schemes for an arbitrary function ¢ defined on uniform grid:

52(15 ¢j+] - 2¢j + (z)j—l

= - —k"” 4> = 2[1 — cos(kd,)], (46)
g
84) ¢1+2 2¢/ + ¢j—2 nm2 42 a2
5 (6x> 4A§ —k" A, = sin”(k4,), (47)
where subscripts 7,7+ 1,... denote discrete grid indices. Eq. (46) corresponds to the conventional three-

point stencil, second order central difference (denoted as 3pt-stencil CD2), and (47) is obtained by the dou-
ble applications of the first derivative, that results in a five-point stencil scheme (5pt-stencil CD2) in phys-
ical space. Although this scheme is rarely used in incompressible simulations, compressible flow simulations
often use schemes similar to (47) due to the complexity of the viscous term (see, e.g. Ref. [31]). In the con-
text of LES, the 5pt- stencil CD?2 may appear even in the incompressible simulation, if one implements the
SGS model in the form — r,j In that case, if tj; = —v7(dv;/x; + 0v;/x;) and its derivatives are evaluated at
the same point using the second order central dlfference the resulting algorithm corresponds to the 5pt-
stencil CD?2.

Three-dimensional modified wavenumbers for 3pt- and Spt-stencil CD2 given by (45) are shown in Fig. 6.
Note the superiority of the compact stencil scheme. EV(k) and total kinetic energy predicted from (44) with
3pt- and Spt-stencil CD2 are shown in Fig. 7, together with comparable results from NS-LES. The agreement
between results from EDQNM-LES and NS-LES is excellent for the spectra and the evolution of resolved
kinetic energy. It is shown that results from 5pt-stencil CD2 are unacceptably erroncous, as expected from
the modified wavenumber behavior. The error causes reduced dissipation at high wavenumbers, which results
in the pile-up of the energy at high wavenumbers, and slow decay of resolved kinetic energy (Fig. 7(c)). In this
problem, this pile-up is mostly caused by the lack of SGS dissipation, which is about 10 times larger than vis-
cous dissipation as shown in Fig. 3.

3.3. Aliasing error

Aliasing error arises due to the point-wise multiplication in physical space to compute the nonlinear term
[6,7]. Including the aliasing error in (19), we get
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Fig. 6. Three-dimensional (spherical) modified wavenumbers for second derivative.
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Fig. 7. NS-LES and EDQNM-LES with three-point and five-point stencil second-order central difference schemes for second derivative:
three-dimensional energy spectra for (a) NS-LES and (b) EDQNM-LES; (c) time evolution of resolved total kinetic energy.

ov,(k,t)

ot - _iPimn (k)H(k,) [Z

acA

/ / Epdqd(p-+q—k—a)5, (p, Ok (0)0, (0, 0E2(a) | — Vi35, (K,0) + T M (K),
O Jo

(48)

where A is the set of wavevectors of the form (2pk.,2qk.,2rk.), where p, ¢, and r can independently take on
values of 0 or 1. All modes except for (0,0,0) represents aliasing errors. To highlight aliasing error, finite-
differencing error is excluded so that k' = k and k! = &2 = 1 are assumed during the derivation of EDQNM
expression for the aliasing error. Later in this section, we will again consider the modified wavenumbers
and averaging factors for the aliasing error of SCD2.

Multiplying by ;(—k) and taking the ensemble average of (48) yields the following expression for the ali-
asing error:

T atias (K) = 41k* M ;,,(K) G(K) Z

ac

/O / d'pdqd(p+ q — k — a) x (B:(—k)8;(p)bm(q)), (49)
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where Ay = A — (0,0, 0) denotes the pure aliasing modes, and here again spherical symmetry is assumed. Since
the transport equation of (0;(—k)?;(p)?.(q)) should have the same form as (8) except that p+q =k + a, it is
easy to show that (49) is modeled by EDQNM theory as

k k
T =Y [ [ @0 +a—k=a) 3 B GIE Q) 1+ LB WE 0) S + 0B R E @)
ae pq 94

(k,p,q)dpd 51
EA//, |k+a| (k,p,q)dpdg. (51)
0

[k-+af

Here, E“ denotes the energy spectrum contaminated by the aliasing error, and A"k +a denotes the same form of
triadic domain as 4, except that k is replace by |k + a|. In deriving (51), the formulation [19]

//fkp, (p+q—k—a)d’pdiq // 2””" dpdg (52)
s |k +a

k+-a|

is invoked, which directly comes from (14). Since (51) depends on the vector k, the aliasing error 7%, (k) to be
added to (32) requires an additional spherical shell average to yield

2n
ahas 471? g/;o / / [/ AHa |k+ k Py q )dpdq‘| S 9d0d¢ (53)

= 6T, (k) + 12720 (k) + 8T,0 (k), (54)

where T1P is the one-dimensional aliasing mode from any of six vectors a = (+2k.,0,0), (0, + 2k,0), or

(0,0, + 2k.). Two and three-dimensional modes 7%, and T°0  are defined similarly [6] and therefore compu-
tation of three modes is required instead of 3° — 1 = 26 modes. However, the computational overhead to com-
pute (53) is very high and thus EDQNM-LES with the aliasing error requires as much computational time as
NS-LES.

In order to retain the simplicity of EDQNM-LES, an approximate evaluation of the aliasing term is per-
formed. We assume that the aliasing error for a given k& occurs only through a representative value of

|k + a| = K defined by

2n e
K(k,a) :L/ / H(2k. — |k +a|) |k + a]k* sin 0d0d ¢, (55)
dlids

where H is the heaviside functlon and Aatias(k) 1s the area of the part of the spherical shell that corresponds to
the aliasing mode, or A.s(k) = fo (2k. — |k + a|)k2 sin dfd¢. Thus, (55) is the conditional shell aver-
age of |k + a| under the COIldlthIl that |k + a| belongs to the aliasing mode. Once K is given, the aliasing error
is approximated by

S ~ dlldS
Tahas(k) < 47Tk2 ) = / A’ K (kapa q) dpdq (56)

The “exact” aliasing term within the EDQNM context (53), and the approximation (56) are compared in
Fig. 8 for the spectral method and SCD2 for the initial field of CBC-isotropic turbulence at Uy/M = 42.
The aliasing error of SCD2 is derived from (48) and (36)—(40). It is shown that the approximated aliasing error
shows similar behavior in the wavespace, and that the agreement is reasonable except for high wavenumber
regions near the cutoff. As expected, the aliasing error from SCD2 is smaller than that from the spectral
method.

Inserting the aliasing error in (32), we get the EDQNM-LES system for an aliased spectral method:

0
ot 200 R| B = [ [ 7 dpda s T 0 (57)
4
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Fig. 8. The transfer functions of aliasing error for the initial field of CBC-isotropic turbulence (1Uy/M = 42): (a) spectral method;
(b) staggered second order central difference.

E“(k), the solution of (57), is shown in Fig. 9 together with comparable results from NS-LES. The most notice-
able aspect of the aliasing error in Fig. 9, is that the error is small. The aliasing error is shown to contaminate
only very high wavenumber region so that total kinetic energy evolution is nearly unchanged for both NS-LES
and EDQNM-LES. It is also shown that the approximate aliasing error is acceptable, to represent the effect of
aliasing error; i.e. the approximation is satisfactory, except at very high wavenumber regions, and that the ali-
asing error itself does not contribute significantly to the solution.

This result may contradict previous studies (see, e.g. [7]) that emphasized the significance of the aliasing
error. One possible reason is the use of the spherical cutoff filter which removes energy at resolved wavenum-
bers in the range k. < k < v/3k.. Thus, a part of the aliasing error is removed by this filter. Actually the ali-
asing error defined in this manner corresponds to the “lower bound” of true aliasing error defined in domain
[J[6]. Another possible explanation is accumulation of the “‘conservation error”. It is well known that aliased
Fourier spectral methods do not conserve the total kinetic energy when the nonlinear term is written in diver-
gence form [7]. Thus, in this case, the conservation error is the main characteristic of the aliasing error, whose
cumulative effect can be revealed only through a long time integration. However, EDQNM-LES even with the
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Fig. 9. NS-LES and EDQNM-LES with aliased spectral method: three-dimensional energy spectra at tUy/M = 98 for (a) NS-LES and
(b) EDQNM-LES; (c) time evolution of resolved total kinetic energy.
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aliased spectral method (53) conserves the total kinetic energy so that this aspect is not correctly modeled with
EDQNM closure (see Appendix A for more discussion on the conservation issue.)

Since the divergence form of the spectral method violates “local’” conservation as well as global conserva-
tion [7], it is expected that the error appears as a source term at each control volume (= grid) where the local
conservation is defined. Therefore, the conservation error should grow from very high-wavenumber regions
near the cutoff. This explains the difference between the energy spectra predicted by NS-LES and
EDQNM-LES in Fig. 9(a) and (b).

In order to support this argument, the energy spectrum from NS-LES with aliased spectral method with
skew-symmetric nonlinear term is shown in Fig. 9(a), which is indistinguishable from the reference solution
with dealiased spectral method. It is well known that the skew-symmetric form conserves the kinetic energy,
even in the presence of the aliasing error [7]. Therefore, it appears that the aliasing error matters only when it
causes the violation of the kinetic energy conservation. Otherwise, its effect should be small. In this sense, the
failure of EDQNM-LES in predicting conservation error for the spectral method will not cause any problem
in the results that will be given in Section 4 for SCD2, since EDQNM-LES shows good conservation property
for SCD2 with and without aliasing error (see Appendix A).

4. Modeling numerical error in second-order LES code
4.1. EDQNM model

Combining all the elements introduced in Section 3, we construct a complete EDQNM model for an actual
LES code with second-order accurate finite-difference scheme. The model takes the form:

G+ 2025 520 = [ [ A s dpag
k

Aalias (k) k D2

where the energy spectrum from this system is denoted by E“P%(k). SCD2 is adopted for the nonlinear term
and the aliasing error, and 3pt-stencil second order difference is adopted for the viscous term.

Fig. 10 shows the energy spectra and kinetic energy evolution computed by (58) and those from corre-
sponding NS-LES. Here again, the agreement between EDQNM-LES and NS-LES is good in that the spectra
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Fig. 10. NS-LES and EDQNM-LES as the model for the LES code with second-order central difference scheme: three-dimensional energy
spectra for (a) NS-LES and (b) EDQNM-LES; (c) time evolution of resolved total kinetic energy.
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from both simulation show the overprediction at intermediate and high wavenumber regions. From the com-
parison among Figs. 5, 7 and 10, it appears that the overprediction of energy at intermediate wavenumbers is
mainly due to the finite differencing error associated with the convection term, and the overprediction at high
wavenumber is due to finite differencing error of viscous term. As shown in Fig. 10, numerical error leads to
approximately 10% overprediction of total kinetic energy. However, a more important issue is how this error
affects the performance of the SGS model, and if the SGS model is masked by this error.

4.2. Relative magnitudes of error

A dynamic error analysis of LES with a second-order central difference scheme is performed. Dynamic
error analysis implies that the effect of numerical errors and SGS terms are traced by their contribution to
the solution.

In Section 3, the reference system uses a dealiased spectral method and individual components of numerical
errors and SGS model were individually introduced. This approach is effective as a means to validate the
EDQNM-LES system, and the impact of numerical error. In order to evaluate the numerical error for the sec-
ond-order central difference scheme, E“P?(k), the solution of (58) is used as the reference solution in this sec-
tion. Then, the contribution of SGS model, finite-differencing error, and aliasing error are evaluated by
“turning off”” each element from the reference system of (58). For example, the contribution of SGS term ¢>5
is defined by

I 1B (ke t) — ESRE (K 1)|dk

O_SGS ¢
g Joe EP2 (k) dk

(59)

where Egoe (k) denotes the solution of (58) with v = 0. The contribution of numerical errors are defined in a
similar way. For example, the contribution of the aliasing error is defined by replacing ESES{ (k) in (59) with
the spectra from dealiased finite differencing scheme. Resolved kinetic energy of the reference solution is used
to normalize each contribution.

Fig. 11 shows the contribution of the SGS model and numerical errors for two cutoff wavenumbers k. = 16
and k. = 32 for CBC-isotropic turbulence. It is clear that the SGS contribution overwhelms all numerical
errors, whose magnitude is comparable or larger than resolved kinetic energy. On the other hand, the magni-
tude of total error is less than 10% of resolved kinetic energy for both cutoff wavenumbers, which is consistent
with total kinetic energy evolution in Fig. 10(c). The contribution of total numerical error is evaluated from
(59) by replacing ESP: (k) with E(k), or reference solution. Note that total numerical error is even smaller than
the contribution of convection term alone. Comparison of E(k) (Fig. 5) and E“P?(k) (Fig. 10) suggests that

the viscous term error reduces the overprediction of energy at intermediate wavenumbers, that is caused by the
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Fig. 11. Contribution of SGS model and numerical errors on the solution evolution of CBC-isotropic turbulence: (a) k. = 16; (b) k. = 32.
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error in the convection term. Consequently, total error defined by (59) is smaller than the error due to the con-
vection term alone. Also note that aliasing error is a negligible source of the numerical error; it is about 1% of
resolved kinetic energy, consistent with results in Section 3.

In order to generalize the above conclusion, we consider isotropic turbulence at much higher Reynolds
number of Re, = 10°, initialized by the Gaussian energy spectrum

E(k,0) = (16\/iu§/k;> K exp(—2k% /k2), (60)

where uy =1 and k, = 5. Temporal evolutions of the contributions of numerical error and SGS model for
k. =32 are shown in Fig. 12(a). The behavior is essentially the same as that observed for CBC-isotropic tur-
bulence in Fig. 11. The main difference is that the finite-differencing error is larger than the SGS contribution
in the initial stage. However, this only reflects the fact that there is negligible energy at high wavenumbers of
the initial spectrum (60), and therefore the SGS term, viscous error term and aliasing error are not activated.
Only after two eddy turn-over time ¢, the SGS contribution starts dominating other numerical errors and its
contribution grows in time to reach 10 times of resolved kinetic energy.

From Figs. 11 and 12(a), it seems that the temporal variation of contributions are small except the SGS
contribution, which continuously grows in time. Thus, it is reasonable to consider the time average of the con-

=SGS _ __1

tribution defined, for example, by 6°°° = 1 ﬁ: a95(¢) dt. Such averaged contributions for the isotropic tur-

bulence of Re, = 10* at five (k. = 8, 16, 32, 64 and 128) cutoff wavenumbers are shown in Fig. 12(b). Note that
all cutoff wavenumbers belong to the inertial range and that five independent EDQNM-LES are performed at
each cutoff wavenumber to construct data to plot Fig. 12(b). To remove the initial condition effect, ¢ty = 4z, is
used. It is clear that the SGS contribution dominates the numerical errors at all filter sizes, when the cutoff lies
in the inertial range.

As a summary of the error estimation in this section, we note that the numerical error of SCD2 in LES is
responsible for approximately 10% of resolved kinetic energy for flows at sufficiently high Reynolds numbers,
whereas the solution is entirely dependent upon SGS model because its absence results in unacceptable
solution.

5. Static vs. dynamic error analysis
5.1. The static error analysis

The Navier—Stokes counterpart of (58) takes the following form:

10°
a 10’ ; b
E W L n
10' c F T L
F - T S S - el o L
- -
e S 10°F
2 L SGS model 2
S 100k .,,-" -- -- FD error (convection) =
= E — — — - FD error (viscous + SGS) 8
_g M ——— aliasing error o
= total numerical error o
L= I [ D
g __________ o))
o S e
o Eoooeeees e SGS model Y~
__________________________________ i > [ ----a---- FD error (convection)
© 10% — ¢ - FD error (viscous + SGS)
F —-—v—-— Aliasing error
I ——e—— Total numerical error
" 1 I ENENI N
. - - ! 10 50 700 150 200
th, cutoff wavenumber (k)

Fig. 12. Contribution of SGS model numerical errors for LES of the isotropic turbulence at Re; = 10* with second-order central difference
code: (a) temporal evolution of contributions at k. = 32; (b) averaged contribution at several cutoff wavenumbers (lines denote the least-
square fit.).
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aﬁ(akt’ 0_ —iP;y (K )H (k) l; dqo(p +q — k — )b, (p, 1)k, (p)bu(q, t)ki(q)] — vk"bi(k, 1)
— 1Py (KM (K, 7). (61)

When v/(x, ¢) is initialized by v;(Xx, #o) = u,;(X, ty), it will deviate from #, at a rate proportional to the magnitude
of the numerical errors. The numerical error may be considered the origin of this deviation. Ghosal [6] defines
the error by the difference between terms on the right-hand side of (19) and (61). This definition is valid under
the condition of v; = #;, which is satisfied at 7 = 7,. Then, the numerical errors E;(k) = E" > (k) 4+ £ (k) are

1

EP(K) = iH (K) [P (K') — P (K)] [ / / d*pd’qd(p + q — K)it,, ()it (q) +%an<k)} (k" — K )i(k),
(62)
B0 =60 Y | [ [ Erda@om+a k- wimi). (63)

ac/Ay

where £ (k) and E"™ (k) respectively denotes the finite-differencing and aliasing error. For simplicity,
k}l = ki =1 is assumed in (62) and (63) following Ghosal [6], which means that only the divergence form of
the nonlinear term on the regular mesh is considered. Then, these errors are characterized by the power spec-
tral densities (PSDs) of the form

3

e (k) = 47k lim 8Li3 <E§FD>(k) -EEFD>(1<)*> : (64)
where ( ), denotes the ensemble and spherical shell average at k& = |k|. PSD of aliasing error and true SGS
force also takes the same form. Quadruple nonlinear terms that appear in PSDs are closed by using the joint
normal hypothesis [13] given by Eq. (7) to get their analytic expressions. By ignoring the viscous term, these
PSDs can be computed once the three-dimensional energy spectrum E(k) and modified wavenumbers are gi-
ven. Then, the “static error analysis” is performed in terms of PSDs of numerical errors and SGS force.

For the compatibility of the dynamic error analysis in Section 4 with CBC-isotropic turbulence, the static
error analysis is performed on the CBC-isotropic turbulence at the initial stage of tUy/M = 42 as shown in
Fig. 13. Here, the second-order central difference with divergence-form of nonlinear term is considered at
k.= 16 and 64. As shown in Fig. 13, the results are essentially the same with those from the von Karman spec-
trum [6] in that both the power spectral densities of finite-differencing and aliasing errors overwhelm that of
SGS force nearly at all wavenumbers. By approximating integration within the domain [J in terms of two
spherical domains, lower and upper bounds for SGS force and aliasing error are introduced [6]. Since the pres-
ent cutoff filter corresponds to the inner sphere, the upper bound of SGS force and lower bound of the aliasing
error should be selected. Although this reduces the gap between SGS force and numerical error, this still does
not change the conclusion of the static error analysis. Especially, it is remarkable that even the lower bound of
the aliasing error is comparable to SGS force at all wavenumbers. These results clearly contradict those
obtained from dynamic error analysis and actual LES in Section 4. The following section attempts to explain
this discrepancy.

5.2. A critical look at the static error analysis

Based on the present results, we suggest the following four limitations of the static error analysis.
e Fully-coupled nature between numerical error and solution

The PSDs are not functions of energy spectrum when v;(X, ¢) # u;(X, ¢), which is true for all > #,. In this
case, difference between terms on the r.h.s of (19) and (61) becomes a complex expression such that its PSD

cannot be analytically computed with statistical closure theories. Sharing the same symbol, the difference
between the reference #; and numerical solution v; is often overlooked when numerical error is defined. The
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Fig. 13. The “static” (a) finite-differencing and (b) aliasing errors for second-order central difference scheme compared with lower and
upper bounds for SGS force for the initial spectrum of CBC-isotropic turbulence at tUy/M = 42.

numerical error defined in this manner only reflects the deviation from the exact solution at any given instant,
and thus the cumulative nature of error cannot be accounted. Tracing the contribution of numerical error on
the solution appears more preferable.

e Positive nature of the power spectral density

In the static error analysis, the magnitude of errors are quantified by the power spectral density (PSD). The
PSD is probably not the best measure to quantify errors in the dynamic system. The “positive nature” of PSD
can cause the overprediction of numerical error and misleading conjectures. For example, Park et al. [12] show
that PSD of the aliasing error for upwind scheme is larger than that of comparable central difference schemes.
This result is obviously wrong because numerical dissipation embedded in upwind schemes actually reduces
aliasing error, while the imaginary part of modified wavenumber of such schemes increase PSD of aliasing
error. It is informative to analyze terms in (58) in the form of

2 =/ / 7 dpdg — 2y + v )RE(k) + T (k) + T (&), (65)

T (k / / (A(p)A(g) 526, K p,q) — # (k. p,9)) dpdq + 2 (—v(K — ) — vEPK}, — vl E(K),

(66)

alias _ kA(.p ) CD2 /
T _{M [//k Teral L 5O (kK p, )dpqu, (67)

k

where terms on the r.h.s. of (65) respectively denote the resolved nonlinear term, viscous and SGS term, finite-
differencing error and aliasing error. Note that the exact form of aliasing error given by (54) is considered.
These five terms for CBC-isotropic turbulence at the initial state (¢Uy/M = 42) are shown in Fig. 14. As dis-
cussed above, the error transfer term 7% (k) and T%"*(k) are meaningful only when ¢ = #, or E(k) = EP*(k).
From Fig. 14, it is again clear that numerical errors are smaller than SGS contribution and this is especially
true for the aliasing error. More importantly, the transfer functions of numerical errors and that of SGS model
are of opposite sign. Furthermore, SGS term is the only element that gives the dissipation at high wavenum-
bers since the viscous term is negligible at this resolution (k. = 16). Thus, it is easy to imagine the extreme pile-
up of energy would happen to the solution in the absence of SGS term as shown in Fig. 4. From Fig. 14, it
appears important that a quantitative estimate of numerical error or SGS force needs to determine if the error
is a source or a sink for the system. The PSD does not provide this information.



N. Park, K. Mahesh | Journal of Computational Physics 222 (2007) 194-216 213

0.15
[ — — — - resolved nonlinear term
I SGS term
0.1 r ———- viscous term R
o= - finite-differencing error 7
a P aliasing error /
c L 9 ,
O o005} ,
5 ¢ .
c e 2
3 - N
b 0
S L
[0) L
w—
2 i
S -oosf
© L
= i
01
L | [ BRI R R

5 10
wavenumber (k)

Fig. 14. Spectral contributions of terms in a EDQNM-LES (the model of second order LES code) for the initial spectrum of CBC-
isotropic turbulence at tUy/M = 42.

e Interaction between SGS model and numerical error

Next, the interaction between SGS model and numerical error can be considered as a time-stepping effect,
that is neglected in the static error analysis. One may argue that the sensitivity of DSM to numerical error is
evidence that numerical error corrupts the SGS model, but this sensitivity appears to be a welcome feature of
DSM. Consider Fig. 15, where E(k) (reference) and E¥(k) (denoted as RUN1) with Spt-stencil scheme for the
viscous term (See Section 3) are plotted at tUy/M = 171 together with the evolution of corresponding Smago-
rinsky constant C,. Note that the large pile-up at high wavenumber due to finite-differencing error has resulted
in a significant increase of Cs. From a simple numerical test, one can see that the result would be even worse if
C, did not increase. To verify this argument, RUN2, a similar simulation to RUNI1 except that C from the
reference simulation is prescribed, is conducted. As can be readily imagined, RUN2 shows severe pile-up of
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By 0.25
—_ o |
i/ 102} O 02}
L 3 A A A -
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Fig. 15. Interaction between SGS model and numerical error: (a) energy spectra of CBC-isotropic turbulence at tUy/M = 171; (b)
evolutions of the dynamic Smagorinsky constant C. Here, reference denotes dealiased spectral method and RUNI corresponds to LES
with 5-pt second stencil order central difference for viscous terms described in Section 3.2. RUN2 is the same with RUN1 except that the
dynamic constant is prescribed as that obtained from the reference simulation.
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energy. This is due to the dynamic adjustment mechanism of DSM to keep the equilibrium of SGS dissipation
[12], which should be taken into consideration in error analysis.

e divergence-form of the nonlinear term

Finally, the use of the divergence-form of the nonlinear term for the static error analysis needs to be con-
sidered. It is well known that the skew-symmetric form or staggered approach predicts smaller finite-differenc-
ing and aliasing error [7,12] than divergence form. Besides, the use of divergence form cannot give stable
solution in the actual turbulence simulation due to the violation of kinetic energy conservation [7,29], and
therefore should not be considered, even in the theoretical analysis.

6. Concluding remarks

A dynamic theory is developed to predict the impact of numerical error in solutions to the LES equations
for isotropic turbulence. Kinetic energy evolution equation in the wavespace is considered, and the evolution
equation for the energy spectrum is closed by EDQNM theory. Finite differencing error, aliasing error and
dynamic Smagorinsky model for the energy-conserving second order central difference scheme are incorpo-
rated in this one-dimensional equation using the notion of modified wavenumber. The resulting model predic-
tions are compared to solutions from actual three-dimensional LES, where the same errors are introduced. It
is shown that the proposed model equation is capable of reproducing actual LES results.

The model equation is used to perform a dynamic error analysis for the decaying isotropic turbulence of
Comte-Bellot and Corrsin [23]. The contributions of numerical error and SGS term on the solution are
evaluated. This analysis shows that the contribution of SGS model to LES solution is much more signif-
icant that those of finite-differencing and aliasing errors for LES with energy-conserving second order cen-
tral difference scheme. The analysis of energy transfer shows that numerical errors result in the injection of
energy at intermediate wavenumbers, whereas the transport of SGS term indicates a large drain, or the
forward transfer, of the energy having the peak at the cutoff. Therefore, numerical error cannot mask
SGS contribution on the solution, at least for isotropic turbulence, and the non-dissipative numerical
method considered.

The present conclusions strictly hold for isotropic turbulence. Complex inhomogeneous flows involve
sources of numerical errors which were not considered in this paper such as the grid non-uniformity, mesh
skewness, smooth filter and boundary conditions. Finally, note that the one-dimensional EDQNM-LES
model introduced in the present study can be a more general tool for the analysis of numerical error and
the performance of SGS model in turbulence simulations.
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Appendix A. Note on conservation properties

Discrete conservation of kinetic energy allows non-dissipative schemes to be stable at high Reynolds num-
bers. For Fourier spectral methods, the skew-symmetric form of the convection term conserves kinetic energy
in the presence of aliasing error. Other forms (divergence and advection) are conservative only when aliasing
error is absent [7]. For second-order central differences, the skew-symmetric form on a regular mesh, and
divergence form on a staggered mesh conserve kinetic energy even in the presence of aliasing error [7].

It is difficult to represent local conservation of kinetic energy in the framework of EDQNM-LES. Instead,
global conservation of total kinetic energy can be investigated by checking the symmetry > .# = 4 (k,p,q)
+4(p,q,k) + F(q,k,p) =0 [19]. This takes the form
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p q
S s =y E(p)E(g) q+cz E@E®) 5+ € ERER) . (68)

)
C](kapaq):Jl(kapaq)+J3(q7k p)+J2(p )
Cy(k,p,q) = J3(k,p,q) +J2(q,k, p) + (p,q, k), (69)
Ci(k,p,q) = J2(k,p,q) +J1(q,k, p) +J3(p.q, k).

For the Fourier spectral method, Z # = 0is automatically satisfied, since C; = C, = C3 = 0 due to symmetry.
However, note that > .# = 0 even in the presence of aliasing error aliasing error (53); an aliased spectral meth-
od in divergence form therefore conserves kinetic energy for EDQNM-LES. Fig. 16(a) shows kinetic energy
evolution in the inviscid limit for CBC-isotropic turbulence. From Fig. 16(a), an aliased spectral method rap-
idly diverges in the actual Navier—Stokes simulation, whereas EDQNM simulation exactly conserves kinetic
energy. This explains the discrepancy of energy spectra between EDQNM-LES and NS-LES shown in
Fig. 9(a).

For finite-difference schemes with divergence form, it is easy to show C;=J|(k,K,p,q)+J,
(q,q,k,p) +J5(p,p'. q. k) # 0 due to asymmetry. Similarly, C; # 0 and C; # 0 for these cases. Thus, in gen-
eral Y .# # 0 for finite-difference schemes. From numerical experiments, it is found that this error is dissipa-
tive in EDQNM-LES. This is contrary to the conservation error of NS-LES that causes the solution to diverge
(see Fig. 16(a)). Note that there is no aliasing error in this simulation. Thus, the conservation error is part of
the finite-differencing error in this case.

It is illustrative to compare E(k,7) from EDQNM-LES and NS-LES, for the divergence-form, second
order central difference scheme as shown in Fig. 16(b). The agreement between two spectra is good up to
k =10, but they show large deviation at higher wavenumbers. If there were no conservation error, the correct
spectrum should resemble that from the EDQNM-LES, since the nonlinear transfer term goes to zero at the
cutoff, due to the modified wavenumber. Only viscous and SGS terms are significant near the cut-off. Consis-
tent with our conjecture in Section 3, conservation error occurs at the smallest scale due to violation of local
conservation property. Morinishi et al. [29] show that the conservation error at each node is —uu(dou;/d,x;)
for the divergence form CD2. It might be desirable to somehow model this effect in EDQNM closure; how-
ever, such modification was not pursued in this study.

On the other hand, it is found from numerical experiments that the approximation of staggered second
order central difference scheme (SCD2), Eq. (39), result in }_.# = 0 although C’s are nonzero. However,
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Fig. 16. Conservation property of various schemes and impact of the conservation error on the energy spectra: (a) time evolution of total
kinetic energy in the inviscid limit. Here, sp-div and CD2-div respectively denote the spectral and second-order central difference method
with divergence form nonlinear term. Conserving schemes include dealiased spectral method, spectral method with skew-symmetric form,
and staggered second-order central difference with and without aliasing error (for both EDQNM and NS simulation). (b) energy spectra
for CBC-isotropic turbulence with CD2-div from NS-LES and EDQNM-LES.
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the aliasing error introduces a small dissipation as shown in Fig. 16(a). Since this error is very small, it does
not affect the overall accuracy of the simulation. Therefore, as far as SCD2 is concerned, both NS-LES and
EDQNM-LES show good conservation property. This property serves as the basis of the good agreement
between EDQNM-LES and NS-LES shown in Sections 3 and 4.
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