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The mechanics of extreme intensity events in the buffer and logarithmic layers of a
turbulent channel at Reτ = 2000 is investigated. The 99.9th percentile of the most intense
events in the dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy is analysed by means of conditional
space–time proper orthogonal decomposition. The computed spatio-temporal modes are
coherent in space and over the considered time frame, and optimally capture the energy of
the ensemble. The most energetic mode with transverse symmetric structure describes a
turbulent burst event. The underlying mechanism is a varicose instability which generates
localized extrema in the dissipation and production of turbulent kinetic energy and drives
the formation of a hairpin vortex. The most energetic anti-symmetric mode is related to
a sinuous-type instability that is situated in the shear layer between two very-large-scale
streaks. Statistical results show the energy in the symmetric mode to exceed that in the
anti-symmetric mode by a near constant factor for the considered wall distances. Both
mechanisms occur throughout the range of wall distances in an effectively self-similar
manner that is consistent with the attached-eddy hypothesis. By analogy with transitional
flows, the results suggest that the events are induced by an exponential growth mechanism.
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1. Introduction

Turbulent quantities such as the dissipation, production and also the magnitude of
turbulent kinetic energy are known to be highly intermittent. Long periods of weak
intensity are interrupted by brief events, at times referred to as bursts, during which the
intensity of velocity gradients can locally increase by orders of magnitude. Herein, we
investigate whether a consistent, potentially self-similar mechanism drives the formation
of peak intensity events in wall-bounded turbulence, and how it can be related to known
physical concepts.

Turbulent burst events have been associated with powerful ejections during which fluid
is being driven way from the wall (Kim, Kline & Reynolds 1971; Willmarth & Lu 1972).
Both experimental and computational studies have sought to characterize the statistics of
bursts, beginning with the quadrant analyses by Wallace, Eckelmann & Brodkey (1972),
and continuing with the development of statistical averaging methods (e.g. Blackwelder &
Kaplan 1976). An enhanced version of the approach was applied by Kim & Moin (1986)
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in the analysis of data generated in early numerical simulations. Their results suggested
that the bursts coincide with the emergence of hairpin structures.

Although burst events were first linked to the breakup of streamwise elongated streaks
through a secondary instability by Kline et al. (1967), a clear documentation of the specific
mechanism is missing from the turbulence literature. In laminar flow, the generation of
streaks by the linear, algebraic lift-up mechanism (Landahl 1975; Gustavsson 1991) and
their eventual, exponential secondary instability (Andersson et al. 2001; Hack & Zaki
2014) is now well understood. Both varicose and sinuous types of streak instabilities
exist (Swearingen & Blackwelder 1987). The varicose type is commonly associated with
inflection points in the normal shear, while the sinuous type relates to inflection points in
the transverse shear. Whereas the varicose instability is symmetric in the streamwise and
normal velocity components and anti-symmetric in the transverse component, the sinuous
instability is anti-symmetric in the streamwise and normal components and symmetric
in the transverse component. The literature on laminar streak instabilities provides ample
evidence for a connection between the varicose type of instability and the generation of
hairpin-shaped vortices (see e.g. Asai, Minagawa & Nishioka 2002; Skote, Haritonidis &
Henningson 2002).

The apparent recurrence of visually similar hairpin-type structures in turbulence has
led several researchers (see e.g. Theodorsen 1955; Adrian, Meinhart & Tomkins 2000)
to devise kinematic models for their generation. A purely kinematic approach is, however,
unable to explain their abundance, which is widely accepted at low Reynolds numbers, but
was disputed for the case of developed turbulence by Schlatter et al. (2014). Experimental
analyses of hairpin vortices by Dennis & Nickels (2011) confirmed their alignment with
low-speed streaks, without, however, connecting them to exponential growth. The link is
also absent from the study by Farano et al. (2015) who generated hairpin-like structures
by means of nonlinear optimization (Pringle & Kerswell 2010; Huang & Hack 2020).

The statistical analysis of hairpin structures by Hack & Moin (2018) provided the
perhaps most direct connection yet between the formation of these characteristic structures
in realistic flows and the activity of an exponential instability mechanism. The study
recorded exponential growth of the fluctuation magnitudes during the formation of hairpin
vortices, and the eigenfunction computed in a linear stability analysis showed a varicose
structure that matched the nonlinear flow field. The instability was further shown to give
rise to extreme levels of both dissipation and production of turbulent kinetic energy which
exceed the local mean levels by three orders of magnitude. As predicted in the linear
resolvent analyses by Sharma & McKeon (2013), the hairpins were also found to be aligned
with their critical layers, further substantiating the connection to an inviscid instability
mechanism. Comparisons of isolated hairpin vortices during the late stages of transition
to turbulence and the turbulent flow farther downstream demonstrated their qualitative
similarity (Hack & Moin 2018).

While the hairpin structure provides a characteristic hallmark of the varicose instability,
the sinuous configuration lacks this type of clearly recognizable vortical structure in
the turbulent flow field. In an extrapolation from the linear stability of wakes, Waleffe
(1995, 1997) nonetheless reasoned that the sinuous mode would be generally more
unstable than its varicose counterpart, and thus the dominant mechanism for streak
breakdown in wall turbulence. Consistent with this hypothesis, the stochastic structural
stability theory by Farrell & Ioannou (2012) exclusively accounts for the sinuous mode
of secondary instability. More recently, linear stability theory and statistical analyses
confirmed that the sinuous mode indeed is the preeminent instability mechanism in
transitional boundary layers forced by free-stream turbulence (Hack & Zaki 2014). In that
setting, the cross-section of the streaks is, however, of the order of the thickness of the
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boundary layer, and it is also known that changes to the mean profile, for instance by the
imposition of a moderate pressure gradient, can tilt the balance in favour of the varicose
mode (Hack & Zaki 2016). Another connection between transitional flow and turbulence
was made by Wu et al. (2017), who showed that the formation of local spots of high
intensity also occurs within turbulent flow, although the precursors of the spots were not
investigated.

In developed turbulence, the unambiguous verification of the presence of either varicose
or sinuous exponential mechanisms, and more specifically the quantification of their
individual relevance, is an outstanding issue. Part of the challenge of identifying individual
mechanisms in turbulence is the absence of a clear separation of scales in the broadband
flow field, which, however, is a necessary prerequisite for the application of classical linear
analyses. The consideration of the turbulent mean profile provides a potential solution,
which was applied in the prediction of the formation of very-large-scale streaks by means
of lift-up (Cossu, Pujals & Depardon 2009). The turbulent mean profile is nonetheless
exponentially stable (Reynolds & Hussain 1972), and any exponential growth thus has to
arise in the form of a secondary instability of pre-existing distortions in the flow field. In
this setting, the consideration of averaged profiles, and hence the disregard of gradients in
either spatial or time dimensions, cannot be expected to faithfully represent the full physics
of developed turbulence.

In this work, we investigate the mechanisms driving the formation of extreme events by
means of conditional space–time proper orthogonal decomposition (CST-POD, Schmidt
& Schmid 2019). The method was originally developed for the identification of acoustic
burst events in turbulent jets and extends the classical proper orthogonal decomposition,
as introduced by Bakewell & Lumley (1967), and widely applied in the study of coherent
structures in turbulence (e.g. Sirovich 1987; Aubry, Holmes & Stone 1988), to the analysis
of conditional structures that are coherent in space and over a finite time horizon.
Specifically, we condition the analysis so as to provide insight into the structure and
dynamics of dissipation events, defined as spatio-temporal maxima in the dissipation
of turbulent kinetic energy, and thus also in the velocity gradient field. Extreme events
are defined as the 0.1 % of events which attain the highest dissipation levels. The paper
is structured as follows: § 2 provides details on the methodology, including a brief
description of the simulations that generated the data, as well as an overview of the
CST-POD method. Statistical results on the events are presented in § 3, followed by a
discussion of the most energetic coherent structures in §§ 4 and 5. The paper ends with
concluding remarks in § 6.

2. Methodology

2.1. Direct simulations
Our analysis considers a time series of 540 flow fields, generated in direct numerical
simulations (DNS) of a turbulent channel at Reτ = 2000 by Hoyas & Jiménez (2006)
and Lozano-Durán & Jiménez (2014a). In this setting, the streamwise, wall-normal and
transverse coordinates are x , y and z, respectively, and x = [x, y, z]T ≡ [x1, x2, x3]T.
The length, height and width of the domain are Lx × Ly × Lz = 2π × 2 × π, implying
a channel half-height of h ≡ Ly/2 = 1. Following Kim, Moin & Moser (1987), a
formulation of the governing equations in terms of the Laplacian of the normal
velocity component and the normal vorticity component is employed which satisfies
incompressible mass conservation by construction. The streamwise and transverse
periodic channel setting further enables the consideration of the wall-parallel dimensions
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FIGURE 1. Visualization of the computational domain with isosurfaces of normal velocity
fluctuations.

in Fourier space, and the common 3/2-rule is applied to avoid aliasing errors. The normal
dimension is discretized using a compact finite-difference scheme (Lele 1992). Time
advancement is facilitated through a fourth-order Runge–Kutta scheme. A visualization
of the computational domain is presented in figure 1.

The number of grid points in the streamwise, normal and transverse dimensions is
Nx × Ny × Nz = 1536 × 633 × 1536. The resulting non-dimensional grid spacings in
the wall-parallel dimensions before de-aliasing are Δx+ = 12.3 and Δz+ = 6.4 and the
coarsest local resolution in the normal dimension is Δy+

max = 8.9. The simulation code
applies variable time stepping so as to keep the maximum convected distance within the
computational domain constant. In terms of wall units, the mean time interval between two
consecutive flow fields is Δt+ = 22.23, and the standard deviation of the time interval is
σ(Δt+) = 2.83.

Throughout this work, we apply a decomposition of the instantaneous velocity field,
u = [u, v, w]T ≡ [u1, u2, u3]T, into a mean component that has been averaged in the
homogeneous streamwise, transverse and time dimensions, and a fluctuation component,

uj (x, y, z, t) = ūj ( y) + u′
j (x, y, z, t) . (2.1)

Quantities of interest considered herein include the dissipation of turbulent kinetic
energy,

ε(x, t) = −1
2
ν

(
∂u′

i

∂xj
+ ∂u′

j

∂xi

)(
∂u′

i

∂xj
+ ∂u′

j

∂xi

)
, (2.2)

and the production of turbulent kinetic energy,

P(x, t) = −u′
iu

′
j
∂ ūi

∂xj
. (2.3)

Throughout this document, repeated indices imply summation. We also consider the
second invariant of the velocity gradient tensor,

Q(x, t) = −1
2

∂u′
i

∂xj

∂u′
j

∂xi
(2.4)

which, among other criteria such as local pressure minima, is a common means in the
identification and visualization of vortical structures (Hunt, Wray & Moin 1988).
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Event wall distance y+
e 10 30 70 150

Wall distance bottom y+
bot 0 1 20 79

Wall distance top y+
top 33 90 143 243

Height L̃+
y 33 89 123 164

TABLE 1. Wall distance of the bottom and top of the sampling domain and resulting sampling
domain height for the considered set of event wall distances.

2.2. Definition and sampling of extreme dissipation events
We define an event as a local extremum in the dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy in the
discrete four-dimensional sampling space, x × y × z × t, spanned by the DNS time series.
We use the full information provided by the simulation data in defining a local extremum
on the scale of the computational grid, thus requiring that the magnitude of ε attains a
higher value at the event coordinates, (xe, te), than on all 34 − 1 = 80 adjacent points in
the four-dimensional Moore neighbourhood (see e.g. Li, Wu & Li 2018),

N (xe, te) = {(x, t) : |x − xe| ∈ Δx, |t − te| = Δt}, (2.5)

where the vector Δx contains the local grid spacings in the three spatial dimensions. The
set of the coordinates (xe, te) of all events in the DNS data is then defined as

H :
{
(xe, te) ∈ (x, t)

∣∣∣|ε(xe, te)| > |ε (N (xe, te)) |
}

. (2.6)

The consideration of extreme events limits the full ensemble of events to a smaller, size n,
ensemble of the 0.1 % largest values of the magnitude |ε(xe, te)|, effectively restricting the
cardinality of H to the size n = |Hn|,

Hn = {H : |ε(x(1)
e , t(1)

e )| ≥ |ε(x(2)
e , t(2)

e )| ≥ · · · ≥ |ε(x(n)
e , t(n)

e )|} , (2.7)

where n = round(0.001|H|).

2.3. CST-POD for extreme events
We investigate the structure and dynamics of extreme events by sampling the velocity
fluctuation field in flow volumes centred around the spatio-temporal event coordinates,
(xe, te), for the 0.1 % most intense local dissipation maxima in Hn . The spatial extent of the
sampling domain is L̃+

x = 810 and L̃+
z = 322 in the streamwise and transverse dimensions,

corresponding to Ñx = 100 and Ñz = 80 grid points, respectively. Owing to the expansion
of the grid spacing with wall distance, the Ñy = 40 grid points in the normal dimension
translate into different normal extents of the sampling domain, as reported in table 1.
Denoting by Δt the time interval between two consecutive snapshots, we consider the
evolution of the event during the finite time horizon

t̃ ∈ [
t − t( j)

e − 2Δt, t − t( j)
e + 2Δt

]
(2.8)

spanned by Ñt = 5 successive flow fields, and corresponding to a range of 4Δt+ ≈ 90.
During the time-resolved sampling of each realization, the sampling domain is translated
parallel to the x axis at 80 % of the local mean convective velocity at the corresponding
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FIGURE 2. Sketch of the sampling procedure. The origin of the x̃ , ỹ, z̃ coordinates is at the
centre of the sampling domain, and the axes are parallel to the global x , y, z coordinates. The
sampling procedure considers five consecutive flow fields.

wall distance, ū( y = ye), so as to keep the sampled flow structures approximately centred
within the sampling domain. The centred spatial coordinates of the translating sampling
domain can thus be expressed as

x̃ ∈ [
x − x ( j)

e − 50Δx − 0.80ū( ye)(t − t( j)
e ), x − x ( j)

e + 50Δx − 0.80ū( ye)(t − t( j)
e )

]
,

ỹ ∈ [
y( j)

e − 20Δy, y( j)
e + 20Δy)

]
,

z̃ ∈ [
z − z( j)

e − 40Δz, z − z( j)
e + 40Δz)

]
.

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

(2.9)

A sketch of the CST-POD sampling domain is presented in figure 2. The sampling
domain is centred around the origin of the coordinates x̃ , ỹ, z̃ which coincides with the
event location, xe, at the time of the event, te.

The sampling domain size of 100 × 40 × 80 grid points was chosen so as to
accommodate the spatial support of the dominant symmetric event pattern. It was
confirmed that a further increase of the sampling domain size does not qualitatively change
our findings. Related to the streamwise translation of the sampling domain, we note that
the computed results are insensitive to the prescribed velocity. For values other than the
chosen 80 % of the local mean velocity, the identified coherent structures are identical, i.e.
they only differ in terms of their relative convection speed.

The integral turbulent kinetic energy of the space–time structures within the sampling
domain can be expressed in terms of a space–time inner product,

〈u′
1, u′

2〉x̃,t̃ =
∫

T̃

∫
Ω̃

u′∗
1 (x, t)u′

2(x, t) dV dt, (2.10)

which provides the energy norm for the CST-POD analysis. Following Schmidt & Schmid
(2019), we define the CST-POD problem in terms of the mode energy,

λ = E{|〈u′(x, t), φ(x, t)〉x̃,t̃|2 |Hn}
〈φ(x, t), φ(x, t)〉x̃,t̃

, (2.11)

where the expectation operator E{·} is the ensemble mean. The CST-POD modes,
φ( j)(x̃, t̃), that maximize the corresponding mode energies, λ( j), are computed from the
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(2.12)
eigendecomposition

QQTM𝟇 = 𝟇𝞚

of the two-point space–time correlation matrix, QQT. Here,

Q =

n samples−−−−→⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

u′(1)(x̃, −2Δt) u′(2)(x̃, −2Δt) . . . u′(n)(x̃, −2Δt)

u′(1)(x̃, −1Δt) u′(2)(x̃, −1Δt) . . . u′(n)(x̃, −1Δt)

u′(1)(x̃, 0) u′(2)(x̃, 0) . . . u′(n)(x̃, 0)

u′(1)(x̃, 1Δt) u′(2)(x̃, 1Δt) . . . u′(n)(x̃, 1Δt)

u′(1)(x̃, 2Δt) u′(2)(x̃, 2Δt) . . . u′(n)(x̃, 2Δt)

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

⏐⏐⏐�time instances
(2.13)

is the data matrix containing the n realizations, or samples, of events in its columns.
Hence, the jth column of Q ∈ R

Ñ×n , where Ñ = Ñx × Ñy × Ñz × Ñt, contains the sample
of the jth event in Hn which evolves over the finite time interval t̃ ∈ [−2Δt, 2Δt] in a
matter of five discrete steps. The positive definite diagonal matrix M ∈ R

Ñ×Ñ accounts for
the numerical quadrature weights that result from the discrete approximation of (2.10).
The first n columns of the matrix 𝟇 contain the eigenvectors, i.e. the time-dependent
modes φ(1)(x̃, t̃), φ(2)(x̃, t̃), . . . ,φ(n)(x̃, t̃), and the first n diagonal entries of the matrix
𝞚 contain the eigenvalues, i.e. the corresponding mode energies, λ(1), λ(2), . . . , λ(n). In
practice, we compute the equivalent but more favourably conditioned thin singular value
decomposition

FQ = Un𝞢nV T, (2.14)

with F the Cholesky factor of M . Specifically, the n columns of Un ∈ R
Ñ×n recover the n

eigenvectors in 𝟇 that are associated with the non-zero eigenvalues λ( j). The n singular
values on the diagonal of the small matrix 𝞢n = diag[σ (1), σ (2), . . . , σ (n)] ∈ R

n×n are
the square roots of the non-zero eigenvalues in 𝞚, σ ( j) = √

λ( j). By construction, the
modes, φ( j)(x̃, t̃), are coherent in space and over the finite time horizon spanned by t̃,
and orthogonal and optimal in terms of the inner product, (2.10).

Throughout this work, we apply an additive decomposition of the collected flow fields
into a transverse symmetric and anti-symmetric contribution of the sampled velocity
fluctuations. The symmetric contribution of the jth sample is defined as

u′( j)
S = 1

2

⎡
⎢⎣

u′
1

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) + u′
1

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)
u′

2

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) + u′
2

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)
u′

3

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) − u′
3

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)

⎤
⎥⎦ (2.15)

and the anti-symmetric contribution is defined as

u′( j)
A = 1

2

⎡
⎢⎣

u′
1

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) − u′
1

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)
u′

2

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) − u′
2

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)
u′

3

(
x̃, ỹ, z̃, t̃

) + u′
3

(
x̃, ỹ, −z̃, t̃

)

⎤
⎥⎦ . (2.16)

The symmetric and anti-symmetric contributions of the samples are arranged in two
separate snapshot matrices, QS and QA, as described above and two separate singular
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FIGURE 3. Top view with contours of the dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy, ε, at
y+ = 70. Insets magnify four localized dissipation events.

value problems (2.14) are solved. We note that the resulting symmetric and anti-symmetric
CST-POD modes are mutually orthogonal in the inner product (2.10) owing to the
transverse symmetry of the sampling domain and the zero-integral property of the product
of an even and an odd function.

3. Extreme events

In the following, we statistically characterize the extreme events recorded in the DNS
data. Our definition of an extreme event is based on the dissipation of turbulent kinetic
energy (2.2), which can be interpreted as a measure for the intensity of velocity gradients,
and thus by extension of vortical structures (Soria et al. 1998; del Alamo et al. 2006).
As our results will demonstrate, this interpretation of extreme events also encompasses
the classical definition of turbulent bursts, commonly understood as intense ejections
of fluid away from the wall, and more generally the breakup of streaks in turbulence.
A visualization of the dissipation field in a plane parallel to the wall, at y+ = 70, is
presented in figure 3. The field is intermittent and characterized by local peaks of extreme
magnitude that are separated by comparatively large regions of low intensity.

Within the scope of this study, we consider extreme events at the four wall distances
y+

e = {10, 30, 70, 150}. This set of locations includes the near-wall buffer layer and
extends into the log-law region. The mean velocity profiles in both outer and wall units are
presented in figure 4. Markers in figure 4(b) indicate the position of the considered wall
distances.

Statistics of the events, i.e. the spatio-temporal local maxima in |ε|, identified in the
time series, are presented in table 2. In all cases, the dissipation sampling threshold was
chosen so as to yield the 0.1 % most intense events, implying that the sampled population
represents the 99.9th percentile of local dissipation maxima. We note that the sensitivity
to the precise threshold is nonetheless low, with the 99.8th percentile of dissipation events
leading to qualitatively identical results.

Histograms of the magnitude of the turbulent dissipation in the identified extreme events
are presented in figure 5 for the considered set of wall distances. As expected, the intensity
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FIGURE 4. Mean streamwise velocity profiles of the turbulent channel. (a) Outer units. (b) Wall
units. The markers indicate the considered wall distances, y+

e = {10, 30, 70, 150}, in the analysis
of extreme events.

Event wall distance y+
e 10 30 70 150

Total events 1 991 836 2 287 795 2 626 047 2 272 181
Sampled extreme events n 1992 2288 2626 2272
Fraction of total events 0.1 % 0.1 % 0.1 % 0.1 %
Dissipation sampling threshold |ε| 0.4322 0.3282 0.1550 0.0675

TABLE 2. Number of events and sampling threshold for the considered set of wall distances.

of the dissipation events generally decays with distance to the wall. The distributions are
in all cases approximately exponential. Also shown are cumulative distribution functions
in linear axis scaling, which underline that only a small portion of dissipation events attain
relative high intensities.

The remainder of this work considers the leading modes computed in the conditional
space–time proper orthogonal decomposition of the sampled events. As described in § 2,
an additive splitting of the samples into transverse symmetric and anti-symmetric parts is
applied, and the individual samples are arranged as the columns of the snapshot matrices
QS and QA. The eigenvalues computed in the solution of (2.12) represent the integral
kinetic energy of each individual CST-POD mode. Their sum is equivalent to the total
kinetic energy of all samples. Energetic statistics of the CST-POD modes are presented in
table 3. The third and fifth lines of the table provide the kinetic energy in the symmetric
and anti-symmetric parts for the four considered wall distances. Within the considered set
of wall distances, the symmetric component consistently accounts for approximately 50 %
more energy than the anti-symmetric component.

The supposition that the dissipation peaks are attributable to consistent mechanisms
which re-appear in the flow field, albeit distorted by the turbulent flow, would require the
leading CST-POD modes to represent an appreciable portion of the total energy of the
symmetric and anti-symmetric parts. The first symmetric mode supports this hypothesis
by accounting for 38 %–44 % of the total kinetic energy in the symmetric contribution. The
first anti-symmetric CST-POD mode represents 14 %–23 % of the total energy, and thus a
smaller but nonetheless preeminent portion. In both the symmetric and anti-symmetric
cases, the energy in the following modes falls rapidly, and declines by factors of
approximately 10 and 3, respectively, which further substantiates the preeminence of the
leading modes. The CST-POD eigenvalues of the first 30 CST-POD modes for both the
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Event wall distance y+
e 10 30 70 150

Total kinetic energy samples Σjλ
( j) 1.0309 3.1070 4.6246 4.6337

Symmetric contribution Σjλ
( j)
S 0.6032 1.8220 2.6575 2.6541

Relative to total energy Σjλ
( j)
S /Σjλ

( j) 58.509 % 58.642 % 57.464 % 57.275 %
Anti-symmetric contribution Σjλ

( j)
A 0.4278 1.2850 1.9670 1.9798

Relative to total energy Σjλ
( j)
A /Σjλ

( j) 41.491 % 41.358 % 42.536 % 42.724 %
Energy first sym. CST-POD mode λ(1)

S 0.2302 0.8087 1.1573 1.1670
Relative to sym. contribution λ(1)

S /Σjλ
( j)
S 38.162 % 44.383 % 43.547 % 43.967 %

Relative to second sym. CST-POD mode λ(1)
S /λ

(2)
S 1063.6 % 1375.0 % 1296.9 % 976.79 %

Energy first anti-sym. CST-POD mode λ(1)
A 0.0602 0.2464 0.4126 0.4460

Relative to anti-sym. contribution λ(1)
A /Σjλ

( j)
A 14.080 % 19.176 % 20.976 % 22.525 %

Relative to second anti-sym. CST-POD mode λ(1)
A /λ

(2)
A 277.06 % 302.14 % 293.38 % 237.31 %

TABLE 3. Energetic statistics of the collected events.

symmetric and anti-symmetric parts at the four considered wall distances are presented
in figure 6. Consistently, the first modes of the symmetric part capture more energy than
the first anti-symmetric modes.

Conceptually, the symmetric modes are compatible with the varicose type of secondary
instability, while the anti-symmetric mode is compatible with a sinuous instability.
The relative dominance of the first symmetric mode, which accounts for 3 to 4 times
the energy of the first anti-symmetric mode, indicates a potential preeminence of
the varicose mechanism in the generation of peak events in developed turbulence.
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This outcome contrasts with linear stability analyses of streaks in laminar pre-transitional
flow (Andersson et al. 2001; Hack & Zaki 2014) which predict the sinuous mode to amplify
more rapidly. In the following, we explore the leading CST-POD modes of the symmetric
and anti-symmetric parts, and connect them to varicose and sinuous types of instabilities.

4. The varicose mode

In this section, we seek to characterize the first symmetric CST-POD mode. As
demonstrated in the following, this mode effectively describes an instability of varicose
type to a pre-existing distortion in the flow field. The three components of the velocity
fluctuations as well as the second invariant of the velocity gradient matrix of the first
symmetric mode are presented in figure 7 for the four considered wall distances, y+ =
{10, 30, 70, 150}. A key result is the qualitative agreement of the identified flow structures
in the evaluated quantities throughout the considered range of wall distances within the
buffer and logarithmic layers. For the streamwise velocity component, the characteristic
configuration describes a region of high-velocity fluid that is in most cases situated
above a small patch of low-velocity fluid. An arrangement of this type enhances the
wall-normal shear of the mean boundary layer profile and has been traditionally associated
with the formation of the varicose type of secondary instability (see e.g. Swearingen
& Blackwelder 1987). Following this notion, part of the perturbation in the streamwise
component may be interpreted as the primary perturbation that locally makes the velocity
profile unstable to a secondary instability which amplifies in all velocity components.

The wall-normal fluctuation component describes a localized patch of positive v′ that
is situated at the streamwise centre of the sampling domain. The configuration thus
suggests that the event as a whole effectively marks an ejection of fluid away from the
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FIGURE 7. First symmetric CST-POD mode at t̃ = 0. Isosurfaces of positive values (white)
and negative values (black) at approximately 80 % of the maximum amplitude. Streamwise
fluctuations, u′ (a), normal fluctuations, v′ (b), transverse fluctuations, w′ (c) and second invariant
of the velocity gradient tensor, Q (d). Wall distances from left to right: y+ = 10, 30, 70, 150.

wall, consistent with what has commonly been termed a turbulent burst. The transverse
velocity component shows a characteristic anti-symmetric pattern of regions of positive
and negative w′. This structure is consistent with the amplification of an instability of
varicose type and also matches that predicted by a linear stability analysis of the flow
during the late stages of transition to turbulence, see e.g. figure 15 in Hack & Moin
(2018). Comparable patterns have also been identified in nonlinear optimal perturbations
in transitional boundary layers (Cherubini et al. 2010; Rigas, Sipp & Colonius 2021).

During the late stages of transition to turbulence, varicose instabilities are known to give
rise to the formation of characteristic hairpin or lambda vortices which can be visualized
by evaluating quantities such as the second invariant of the velocity gradient matrix, or
the local minimum of the pressure. A visualization of the Q field computed for the first
symmetric CST-POD mode is presented in the last row of figure 7, and consistently shows
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a hairpin structure at all considered wall distances. In line with the velocity fluctuation
fields, the size of the vortex increases with wall distance. More generally, the outcome
demonstrates that although individual turbulent flow structures may become difficult to
identify in developed turbulence, as previously noted by Schlatter et al. (2014), statistically
these features persist in the leading CST-POD modes which represent the largest part of
the fluctuation kinetic energy of the sampled extreme events.

Beyond the velocity and vortex fields, the varicose instability also generates a
characteristic pattern in the production and dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy that was
previously documented in the transitional setting. Specifically, a localized patch of extreme
levels of dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy, and thus of velocity gradients, has been
shown to emerge above a larger region of increased production of turbulent kinetic energy.
Isosurfaces of the production and dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy, P and ε, for the
present case are presented in figure 8 and show qualitatively similar trends. Quantitative
results in the form of a line plot through the streamwise and spanwise centre point, x̃ = 0,
z̃ = 0, are presented in figure 9 for the cases y+ = 30 and y+ = 70. A sharp extremum in
the dissipation is located above a wider maximum in the production of turbulent kinetic
energy. These characteristic profiles can be interpreted as a signature of the varicose mode,
and match those documented for transitional flow. Figure 12(b) of Hack & Moin (2018)
presents the dissipation and production of turbulent kinetic energy along a line through
the centre of a transitional hairpin vortex, which show the same qualitative profiles as the
present results obtained for extreme events in developed turbulence.
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In the transitional setting, the still orderly flow field enables the unambiguous
determination of the exponential property of the varicose mechanism, both through an
analysis of the DNS flow field, and a linear stability analysis. The setting also allows
insight into the full structure of the varicose instability, which gives rise to the particular
patterns in the velocity and Q, P and ε fields. Considered as a whole, the agreement
of this range of properties with those observed for the first symmetric CST-POD mode
provide comprehensive evidence for the correspondence with the mechanisms inducing
the eventual breakdown to turbulence in transitional flows. More specifically, the results
strongly suggest that secondary exponential instability plays a key role in the generation
of peak events in developed turbulence.

The visualizations presented in figure 7 suggest that the spatial extent of the flow
structures grows with wall distance. Such behaviour would be consistent with the
attached-eddy hypothesis by Townsend (1961), which predicts a hierarchy of flow
structures that scale with wall distance (see also Marusic & Monty (2019), for a recent
review). We quantify the scaling of the varicose mode by charting the normalized
streamwise velocity fluctuation, u′/ max(u′), at the time of maximum dissipation, t̃ = 0,
on lines parallel to z̃+ at the streamwise centre of the sampling domain, x̃ = 0, see
figure 10. The relevance of the results was augmented by additionally considering the
first symmetric CST-POD modes computed for extreme dissipation events at the wall
distances y+ = 50 and y+ = 100. At the smallest considered distance to the wall, y+ = 10,
the general shape of the profiles deviates from those at the other locations so that
it was not meaningful to include this case. The results for the remaining five wall
distances, y+ = {30, 50, 70, 100, 150} show an effectively self-similar spanwise profile
of the normalized streamwise velocity fluctuations. A local minimum at the centre is
surrounded by local maxima to the left and right. The distance between the local maxima
defines the characteristic length Λ+

S which is presented in figure 11(a) as a function of the
wall distance. The scaling of Λ+

S with y+ is approximated by the linear relation

Λ+
S = Λ+

S0 + BS y+, (4.1)

where Λ+
S0 = 46 and BS = 1.16, shown as a solid line in figure 11(a).

The maximum streamwise fluctuations u′+ of the first CST-POD modes are presented
in figure 11(b). A moderate decay is observed with increasing distance to the wall.
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The present results thus closely link the self-similar occurrence of the varicose mode
in developed turbulence to Townsend’s attached-eddy hypothesis. We note that a similar
result was obtained by Hack & Moin (2018), where the distance of the ‘legs’ of hairpin
vortices in turbulence at moderate Reynolds number was shown to also follow a linear
trend (see their figure 34b).

The results for the varicose mode have so far focused on the time instance at which the
flow attains local dissipation maxima, t̃ = 0. The CST-POD analysis also incorporates the
flow fields before and after this peak event, and thus provides insight into the dynamics
that leads to their formation. Figure 12 presents side views through the spanwise centre of
the sampling domain, z̃ = 0, showing isocontours of the streamwise velocity fluctuations
for the considered five time instances. We note that owing to the scaling of the instability
with wall distance, which also applies in the time dimension, the five time instances cover
varying intervals relative to the characteristic time during which the events evolves in each
case. The general trends at the different wall distances are nonetheless consistent. At the
first considered time instance, a region of moderately faster fluid is layered above a region
of relatively slower fluid in a configuration that augments the mean shear. A localized
ejection at the streamwise centre of the plane gradually lifts up slower fluid from near the
wall, which further enhances the local gradient in the normal dimension. At the time of
the peak event, shown in the third row of the figure, a sharp normal gradient has formed
in all cases near the wall distance at which the peak dissipation event is recorded. Past
the peak event, the velocity patterns generally decay more rapidly than they have formed,
consistent with the notion of a breakup event.

In summary, the presented results based on the first symmetric CST-POD mode
demonstrate the occurrence of an effectively self-similar instability mechanism in the
buffer and logarithmic layers of the turbulent channel. The identified structures agree
with the varicose instability documented during the late stages of laminar–turbulent
transition in a number of attributes, and thus provide compelling evidence for the
equivalence of the underlying mechanism. In the following, we will explore whether the
first anti-symmetric CST-POD mode may analogously be attributed to the sinuous type of
instability mechanism.

5. The sinuous mode

In the literature on the instability of laminar streaks, the varicose mode discussed
above is oftentimes overshadowed by the sinuous type of instability. The sinuous mode
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is commonly associated with inflection points in the transverse shear (Swearingen &
Blackwelder 1987), and was found to be more unstable than the varicose type in both
idealized (Andersson et al. 2001) and realistic (Hack & Zaki 2014) settings of streaks in
pre-transitional zero-pressure-gradient boundary layers. Similar considerations of linear
theory motivated (Waleffe 1997) to base the model of the self-sustaining process of wall
turbulence exclusively on the sinuous mode. It is nonetheless also known that minor
changes to the flow setting, such as the presence of a moderate streamwise pressure
gradient, can tilt the balance in favour of the varicose mode. The present results for
developed turbulence show that the first symmetric CST-POD mode computed for samples
conditioned on extreme dissipation events contains appreciably more energy, both in
relative and absolute terms, than the first anti-symmetric mode. This outcome suggests
that the sinuous instability may be potentially less relevant in developed turbulence than
the varicose mode.
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FIGURE 13. First anti-symmetric CST-POD mode at t̃ = 0. Isosurfaces of positive values
(white and purple) and negative values (black and red) at approximately 80 % of the maximum
amplitude. Streamwise fluctuations, u′ (a), normal fluctuations, v′ (b), transverse fluctuations,
w′ (c) and streamwise vorticity, ω′

x (d). Wall distances from left to right: y+ = 10, 30, 70,
150. A smoothing filter was applied to the streamwise vorticity field at y+ = {30, 70, 150} for
visualization purposes only.

The sinuous type of secondary instability is commonly associated with the transverse
shear generated between a pair of low-speed and high-speed streaks. While the sinuous
instability does not generate distinct vortical structures such as the hairpins formed by
the varicose instability, it induces a characteristic meandering of turbulent streaks, as
reported by Hutchins & Marusic (2007) and Lozano-Durán & Jiménez (2014b). Like the
varicose mode, the sinuous instability was unambiguously documented in the still orderly
pre-transitional regime. It was shown that the undulation of the streak is accompanied
by an anti-symmetric pattern of positive and negative patches in the normal fluctuation
component, and a symmetric, but streamwise alternating pattern of fluctuations in the
transverse fluctuation component.
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Isosurfaces of the velocity components of the first anti-symmetric CST-POD mode are
presented in figure 13. The streamwise component shows two very-large-scale high-speed
and low-speed streaks in the left and right halves of the sampling domain. Depending on
the wall distance, the streaks attain spanwise scales of up to hundreds of wall units and
reach beyond the border of the sampling domain. They can be understood as primary
perturbations in the flow which increase the spanwise shear, and thus give rise to a
secondary instability. Since the CST-POD analysis does not distinguish between primary
and secondary flow features, it is not possible to separate the sampled perturbation
into primary and secondary contributions. At the same time, it is worth noting that a
hypothetical subtraction of the primary streaks from the kinetic energy would tilt the
energetic balance further in favour of the varicose instability modes whose symmetric
CST-POD mode lacks this type of very-large-scale primary structure.

An anti-symmetric arrangement of regions of negative and positive normal fluctuations
is located at the streamwise centre of the sampling domain. The single patch of positive
w′ at the centre effectively induces a local displacement of the streaks in the positive z
direction. In the absence of a distinguishing vortical structure that clearly identifies the
sinuous mode, the last row of figure 13 presents the field of the streamwise vorticity,

ω′
x = ∂w′

∂y
− ∂v′

∂z
. (5.1)
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In the transitional case, the sinuous streak instability was shown to generate a characteristic
streamwise arrangement of segments of alternating sign of ω′

x (see e.g. figure 13 in
Hack & Zaki 2014). A similar configuration is found in the current case, which supports
the connection between the symmetric CST-POD mode and the sinuous type of streak
instability.

Insight into the scaling of the sinuous instability mode is gained by evaluating the
normalized spanwise fluctuation w′/ max(w′) at the time of highest dissipation, t̃ = 0,
along a line at x̃ = 0, as presented in figure 14. Consistent with the symmetric case,
the considered wall distances are y+ = {30, 50, 70, 100, 150}. The spanwise fluctuations
describe approximately self-similar profiles. The characteristic length scale Λ+

A , defined
as the distance between the two local maxima in the spanwise velocity fluctuations, is
presented in figure 15(a) as a function of the wall distance. The length scale follows the
linear relation

Λ+
A = Λ+

A0 + BA y+ (5.2)
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with Λ+
A0 = 12 and BA = 0.85, represented by a solid line in figure 15(a). The amplitudes

of the peak spanwise velocity fluctuations, w′+, at the five considered wall distances
are presented in figure 15(b) and show an approximately constant trend. Similar to the
varicose mode, the sinuous instability thus describes an effectively self-similar mechanism
consistent with the attached-eddy hypothesis.

Lastly, the temporal evolution of the streamwise fluctuation field in cross-sections
through the streamwise centre point, x̃ = 0, is visualized in figure 16 at five time instances.
Similar to the varicose case, the scaling of the instability with wall distance implies that
modes at small y+ undergo a faster evolution relative to the time frame captured by
the analysis. The pair of high-speed and low-speed streaks is present at all considered
instances. At the second time instance, t̃ = −Δt, localized fluctuations of opposite sign
of the large-scale streaks are observed near the bottom of the sampling domain for the
cases y+ = 30 and y+ = 70. At the time of the dissipation event, t̃ = 0, the phase of
the instability has changed so that the streamwise velocity perturbation matches that of
the streaks. During the last two time instances, the localized instability decays, and the
amplitudes of the streaks decrease so that at t̃ = 2Δt, they are appreciably lower than at
t̃ = −2Δt for most of the considered wall distances. This outcome is consistent with the
concept of a breakdown of the streaks that is induced by the instability. The case y+ = 10
marks an exception to this behaviour in the sense that the streaks, maintain a comparably
high amplitude past the peak event.

6. Conclusion

The statistical intermittency of turbulence and the occurrence of extreme events
describe two sides of the same coin. Large-scale intermittency is a direct outcome of
the comparative infrequency of flow processes that generate high intensities. This study
investigated the flow physics of extreme events in developed turbulence. The analysis is
based on the conditional space–time proper orthogonal decomposition of samples taken
from turbulent channel flow. An additive splitting of the sampled data into symmetric and
anti-symmetric contributions establishes that the symmetric part accounts for the majority
of the total kinetic energy. The symmetric part is also more coherent, in the sense that
the first CST-POD mode accounts for a greater portion of the kinetic energy than in the
anti-symmetric case. These trends indicate that in developed turbulence, the varicose mode
may be more relevant than predictions based on idealized profiles would suggest.

The structure of the first symmetric CST-POD mode matches the varicose secondary
instability as previously documented in the pre-transitional regime in a range of attributes.
The velocity components describe the pattern of a local ejection of fluid away from
the wall, and a hairpin vortex is generated. Perhaps most importantly, the profiles of
both the production and dissipation of turbulent kinetic energy recover the characteristic
configuration previously observed during the late stages of laminar–turbulent transition.
Consistent trends are observed at the considered wall distances, and the flow structures
scale linearly with wall distance, suggesting that the mechanism reoccurs in an effectively
self-similar manner in both the buffer and logarithmic layers. The primary anti-symmetric
CST-POD mode can be related to a sinuous instability which is situated in the shear
between two very-large-scale streaks. Similar to the varicose mode, the identified
fluctuation fields repeat consistently within the considered range of locations, and their
spanwise extent scales linearly with distance to the wall.

Considered as a whole, these findings present comprehensive support that the physics
driving, at least a substantial part of, peak events in developed turbulence are consistent
with those preceding laminar–turbulent breakdown. The outcome provides strong support
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for an important role of exponential instability, in particular of the varicose type, in
developed turbulence.

Acknowledgements

The authors wish to thank Drs M. Karp and A. Lozano-Durán for helpful
discussions. This research was supported by the Office of Naval Research under grant
N00014-17-1-2341.

Declaration of interests

The authors report no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

ADRIAN, R. J., MEINHART, C. D. & TOMKINS, C. D. 2000 Vortex organization in the outer region of
the turbulent boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 422, 1–54.

DEL ALAMO, J. C., JIMÉNEZ, J., ZANDONADE, P. & MOSER, R. 2006 Self-similar vortex clusters in the
turbulent logarithmic region. J. Fluid Mech. 561, 329–358.

ANDERSSON, P., BRANDT, L., BOTTARO, A. & HENNINGSON, D. S. 2001 On the breakdown of
boundary layer streaks. J. Fluid Mech. 428, 29–60.

ASAI, M., MINAGAWA, M. & NISHIOKA, M. 2002 The instability and breakdown of a near-wall
low-speed streak. J. Fluid Mech. 455, 289–314.

AUBRY, N., HOLMES, P. & STONE, E. 1988 The dynamics of coherent structure in the wall region of a
turbulent boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 192, 115–173.

BAKEWELL, H. P. & LUMLEY, J. L. 1967 Viscous sublayer and adjacent wall region in turbulent pipe
flow. Phys. Fluids 10 (9), 1880–1889.

BLACKWELDER, R. F. & KAPLAN, R. E. 1976 On the wall structure of the turbulent boundary layer.
J. Fluid Mech. 76, 89–112.

CHERUBINI, S., DE PALMA, P., ROBINET, J.-C. & BOTTARO, A. 2010 Rapid path to transition via
nonlinear localized optimal perturbations in a boundary-layer flow. Phys. Rev. E 82, 066302.

COSSU, C., PUJALS, G. & DEPARDON, S. 2009 Optimal transient growth and very large–scale structures
in turbulent boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 619, 79–94.

DENNIS, D. J. C. & NICKELS, T. B. 2011 Experimental measurement of large-scale three-dimensional
structures in a turbulent boundary layer. Part 1. Vortex packets. J. Fluid Mech. 673, 180–217.

FARANO, M., CHERUBINI, S., ROBINET, J.-C. & PALMA, P. D. 2015 Hairpin-like optimal perturbations
in plane Poiseuille flow. J. Fluid Mech. 775, R2.

FARRELL, B. F. & IOANNOU, P. J. 2012 Dynamics of streamwise rolls and streaks in turbulent
wall-bounded shear flow. J. Fluid Mech. 708, 149–196.

GUSTAVSSON, L. H. 1991 Energy growth of three-dimensional disturbances in plane Poiseuille flow.
J. Fluid Mech. 224, 241–260.

HACK, M. J. P. & MOIN, P. 2018 Coherent instability in wall-bounded shear. J. Fluid Mech. 844, 917–955.
HACK, M. J. P. & ZAKI, T. A. 2014 Streak instabilities in boundary layers beneath free-stream turbulence.

J. Fluid Mech. 741, 280–315.
HACK, M. J. P. & ZAKI, T. A. 2016 Data-enabled prediction of streak breakdown in pressure-gradient

boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 801, 43–64.
HOYAS, S. & JIMÉNEZ, J. 2006 Scaling of the velocity fluctuations in turbulent channels up to Reτ = 2100.

Phys. Fluids 18, 011702.
HUANG, Z. & HACK, M. J. P. 2020 A variational framework for computing nonlinear optimal disturbances

in compressible flows. J. Fluid Mech. 894, A5.
HUNT, J. C. R., WRAY, A. A. & MOIN, P. 1988 Eddies, stream, and convergence zones in turbulent flows.

In Center for Turbulence Research, Proceedings of the Summer Program, pp. 193–208. Stanford
University.

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.798


HUTCHINS, N. & MARUSIC, I. 2007 Evidence of very long meandering features in the logarithmic region
of turbulent boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 579, 1–28.

KIM, H. T., KLINE, S. J. & REYNOLDS, W. C. 1971 The production of turbulence near a smooth wall in
a turbulent boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 50, 133–160.

KIM, J. & MOIN, P. 1986 The structure of the vorticity field in turbulent channel flow. Part 2. Study of
ensemble-averaged fields. J. Fluid Mech. 162, 339–363.

KIM, J., MOIN, P. & MOSER, R. 1987 Turbulence statistics in fully developed channel flow at low
Reynolds number. J. Fluid Mech. 177, 133–166.

KLINE, S. J., REYNOLDS, W. C., SCHRAUB, F. A. & RUNSTADLER, P. W. 1967 The structure of
turbulent boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 30, 741–773.

LANDAHL, M. T. 1975 Wave breakdown and turbulence. SIAM J. Appl. Maths 28 (4), 735–756.
LELE, S. K. 1992 Compact finite difference schemes with spectral-like resolution. J. Comput. Phys. 103,

16–42.
LI, X., WU, J. & LI, X. 2018 Theory of Practical Cellular Automaton. Springer.
LOZANO-DURÁN, A. & JIMÉNEZ, J. 2014a Effect of the computational domain on direct simulations of

turbulent channels up to Reτ = 4200. Phys. Fluids 26, 011702.
LOZANO-DURÁN, A. & JIMÉNEZ, J. 2014b Time-resolved evolution of coherent structures in turbulent

channels: characterization of eddies and cascades. J. Fluid Mech. 759, 432–471.
MARUSIC, I. & MONTY, J. P. 2019 Attached eddy model of wall turbulence. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 51,

49–74.
PRINGLE, C. C. T. & KERSWELL, R. R. 2010 Using nonlinear transient growth to construct the minimal

seed for shear flow turbulence. Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 154502.
REYNOLDS, W. C. & HUSSAIN, A. K. M. F. 1972 The mechanics of an organized wave in turbulent shear

flow. Part 3. Theoretical models and comparisons with experiments. J. Fluid Mech. 54, 263–288.
RIGAS, G., SIPP, D. & COLONIUS, T. 2021 Non-linear input/output analysis: application to boundary

layer transition. J. Fluid Mech. (submitted).
SCHLATTER, P., LI, Q., ÖRLU, R., HUSSAIN, F. & HENNINGSON, D. S. 2014 On the near-wall vortical

structures at moderate Reynolds numbers. Eur. J. Mech. B/Fluids 48, 75–93.
SCHMIDT, O. T. & SCHMID, P. J. 2019 A conditional space–time POD formalism for intermittent and rare

events: example of acoustic bursts in turbulent jets. J. Fluid Mech. 867 (R2), 1–12.
SHARMA, A. S. & MCKEON, B. J. 2013 On coherent structures in wall turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 728,

196–238.
SIROVICH, L. 1987 Turbulence and the dynamics of coherent structures. Part 1. Coherent structures. Q.

Appl. Maths 45 (3), 561–571.
SKOTE, M., HARITONIDIS, J. H. & HENNINGSON, D. S. 2002 Varicose instabilities in turbulent

boundary layers. Phys. Fluids 14, 2309.
SORIA, J., SONDERGAARD, R., CANTWELL, B. J., CHONG, M. S. & PERRY, A. E. 1998 A study of the

fine-scale motions of incompressible time-developing mixing layers. Phys. Fluids 6 (2), 871–884.
SWEARINGEN, J. D. & BLACKWELDER, R. F. 1987 The growth and breakdown of streamwise vortices in

the presence of a wall. J. Fluid Mech. 187, 255–290.
THEODORSEN, T. 1955 The structure of turbulence. In 50 Jahre Grenzschichtforschung (ed. H. Görtler &

W. Tollmien). Friedrich Vieweg and Sohn.
TOWNSEND, A. A. 1961 Equilibrium layers and wall turbulence. J. Fluid Mech. 11, 97–120.
WALEFFE, F. 1995 Stability of zero-pressure-gradient boundary layer distorted by unsteady Klebanoff

streaks. Stud. Appl. Maths 95, 319–343.
WALEFFE, F. 1997 On a self-sustaining process in shear flows. Phys. Fluids 9 (4), 883–900.
WALLACE, J. M., ECKELMANN, H. & BRODKEY, R. S. 1972 The wall region in turbulent shear flow.

J. Fluid Mech. 54, 39–48.
WILLMARTH, W. W. & LU, S. S. 1972 Structure of the Reynolds stress near the wall. J. Fluid Mech. 55,

65–92.
WU, X., MOIN, P., WALLACE, J. M., SKARDA, J., LOZANO-DURÁN, A. & HICKEY, J.-P. 2017

Transitional–turbulent spots and turbulent–turbulent spots in boundary layers. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci.
USA 114 (27), E5292.

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.798

	1 Introduction
	2 Methodology
	2.1. Direct simulations
	2.2. Definition and sampling of extreme dissipation events
	2.3. CST-POD for extreme events

	3 Extreme events
	4 The varicose mode
	5 The sinuous mode
	6 Conclusion
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




