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Abstract

Algebraic closure models with spatially nonlocal operators that are asso-

ciated with both unresolved advective transport and nonlinear reaction

terms in a Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes context are presented in

this work. In particular, a system of two species subject to binary

reaction and transport by advection and diffusion are examined by

expanding upon analysis originally developed for binary reactions in

the context of Taylor dispersion of scalars. This work extends model

forms from weakly-nonlinear extensions of that dispersion theory and

the role of nonlocality in the presence of reactions is studied and cap-

tured by analytic expressions. These expressions can be incorporated

into an eddy diffusivity matrix that explicitly capture the influence of

chemical kinetics and flow conditions on the closure operators and we

demonstrate that the model form derived in a laminar context can be

directly translated to an analogous setup in homogeneous isotropic tur-

bulence, which has implications as a subgrid scale model. We show that

this framework can improve prediction of mean quantities compared to

previous purely local results, but does not fully close unresolved terms.
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2 Nonlocal closures based on dispersion analysis

1 Introduction

Simulating systems of reacting scalars for the mean field values requires writing
closures for not just a scalar flux term, as can be found in purely passive
scalar transport, but also a scalar source term. The simplest possible setup for
a reacting flow that captures this essential characteristic is a binary reaction
setup. As such, consider the temporal evolution of such a system with two
independent scalars with corresponding concentrations labeled as C1 and C2

in the presence of an imposed divergence-free velocity field, U , the governing
equations for the scalars can be formulated as

∂Ci

∂t
+∇ · (UCi) = Dm∇

2Ci −ACiCj 6=i, (1)

where A is a reaction coefficient and Dm is a scalar diffusivity that is here
assumed to be identical for both indexed scalars. When examining the evolu-
tion of the concentrations of scalars that do not affect such an incompressible
flow, a one-way coupling between the fluid momentum and the scalars is
assumed in writing the transport equations given by Equation (1). This
assumption is physically realizable in scenarios such as the dilute species limit,
where the effects of heat release from the reaction are so small that neither
the fluid density nor the reaction kinetics are significantly affected.

While this form of the equation incorporates all effects present in the sys-
tem, in practice, the Reynolds-averaged analogue of Equation (1), which can
be written as

∂Ci

∂t
+∇ ·

(
U Ci

)
+∇ ·

(
U ′C′

i

)
= Dm∇

2Ci −ACiCj 6=i −AC′
iC

′
j 6=i, (2)

is far less expensive to solve. This equation exists in same space as solutions to
the Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations, and we will therefore
refer to it as a RANS scalar equation, even though we do not solve the RANS
momentum equation herein. Primed terms represent fluctuations about the
averaged quantities, which are denoted by over-bars. Finding models for the
unclosed terms in Equation (2), given by the scalar flux term, U ′C′

i, and a

reaction source term, C′
iC

′
j 6=i, is essential to solving the full RANS problem and

enabling faster predictions for computational problems in reacting flows and
other fields where similar transport equations are solved, such as atmospheric
pollution or oceanic biogeochemical cycles. [1]

In this work, the derivation of a model form from [2] that uses weakly-
nonlinear extension of dispersion analysis will be briefly recapitulated. In the
following sections, we will first develop a model problem based on laminar flows
that can capture dynamics neglected in that work for a linear reaction setup
that will capture the effects of nonlocality. This involves the incorporation of
information from a finite spatial kernel of support surrounding an evaluation
point. The resulting nonlocal model form will be generalized using the reduced-
order model (ROM) proposed in [2] such that it can be applied to a binary
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reaction problem in a general turbulent flow. The outcome of such analysis
is an algebraic model in the RANS context for nonlocal closures that clearly
illustrates the role of chemical kinetics and nonreactive flow parameters on the
magnitude of transport and reaction closures. The performance of this model
form agains the local model form will then be discussed.

2 Local formulation

In this study, we seek to extend the work of [2] to develop a model in the RANS
context that can provide algebraic closures to the scalar evolution equations
for a binary reactant setup. This is done in the spirit of dispersion analysis,
as first demonstrated by Taylor in [3, 4] and since extended by many others
to problems outside the context it was originally derived for cf. [5–9]. By
considering the case of a parallel flow as an analytical prototype, [2] extends
Taylor’s analysis to write local model forms for the case of dispersion of a
system of binary scalars undergoing a reaction. This leads to scalar flux closures
that can be written as

u′
iC

′
j = −[Deff ]

[
∂C

∂xi

]
, (3)

where Deff is some generalized effective eddy diffusivity matrix and gradients
of both reactants play a role. If considering a single scalar and invoking the
standard gradient diffusion hypothesis, one could simply conclude that Deff =
D0, where D0 is a turbulent eddy diffusivity that is determined purely and
fully by the flow. In the presence of reacting scalars, however, values of Deff

differ from those observed in non-reactive cases and these differences can be
explained though the use of a weakly-nonlinear extension of dispersion analysis.
In particular, the effective eddy diffusivity involves the the superposition of
two scalar gradients multiplied by a prefactor dependent on both scalar fields.
The equations for the scalar flux are written as

[
u′C′

1

u′C′
2

]
= −

[
D11 D12

D21 D22

]
∂

∂x

[
C1

C2

]
, (4)

where Dkl represents the diffusivity coefficient associated with the flux of the
k-th species due to a gradient in the l-th species. These coefficients are written
explicitly as
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D11 =
D0(1 +AC1τmix)

1 +AτmixC1 +AτmixC2

D12 = −
D0AτmixC1

1 +AτmixC1 +AτmixC2

D21 = −
D0AτmixC2

1 +AτmixC1 +AτmixC2

D22 =
D0(1 +AC2τmix)

1 +AτmixC1 +AτmixC2

.

(5)

Here, τmix denotes a characteristic mixing time associated with a particular
turbulent flow. These two quantities, the mixing time and eddy diffusivity, are
measured from an auxiliary, non-reactive flow. For example, the macroscopic
forcing method (MFM) detailed in [7, 10] allows for the diagnostic measure-
ment of flow parameters by measuring the turbulent flow’s response to analytic
and exact imposed forcing.

The most novel implication of the derivation approach used to obtain this
model, however, is that it invokes an implied model for the fluctuating fields
themselves. As a result, it is possible to determine the actual local form of
the fluctuations and to close not only the scalar transport term, but also
the unclosed reaction terms in the standard RANS equations. This closure
expression can be written as

AC′
1C

′
2 =

A

u2
rms

(
D11

∂C1

∂x
+D12

∂C2

∂x

)(
D21

∂C1

∂x
+D22

∂C2

∂x

)
, (6)

where urms is the measured root-mean-squared velocity field of the underlying
flow. As such, we can fully close the scalar transport equation for both scalars
using a single framework.

The basic weakly nonlinear model offers an alternative approach to per-
turbation expansions based on directly linearizing the equations performed
by works like [11]. It recovers the scaling relationship between diffusivity and
Damköhler number derived in other numerical works and experiments, as in
[8, 12–14], and models based on analysis of single, linear reactions, such as in
[15] as explicated in [16]. Unlike other pioneering work such as [17], it does not
require the scalar fields be purely homogeneous.

This provides a description of the local model that solves the reduced-
degree-of-freedom system resulting from the RANS equations. The three
algebraic components describe an entire model form, and require only informa-
tion about the underlying flow, specifically D0 and urms and a known chemical
kinetic parameter, A.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Nonlocal closures based on dispersion analysis 5

The conclusion of [2], however, is that the purely local model form, even
with higher-order corrections, is inadequate to fully capture the magnitudes
of the closure terms.

3 The model problem

In order to develop insights into a model form that captures nonlocal closure
terms in a binary mixture, we consider the following illustrative setup that
can be treated semi-analytically: we impose a flow field that is parallel, steady,
and two-dimensional and is contained in a domain comprised of an elongated
box. We place periodic boundary conditions for the scalar fields on the two
opposing elongated sides, as pictured in Figure (1). By elongated, we mean
that L1 >> L2.

In such a two-dimensional domain, an averaging operator for the RANS
equations can be written as

f(x) =
1

L2

∫ L2

0

f(x, y)dy, (7)

which differs from the pure ensemble-averaged version also considered by
Reynolds-averaging. In this periodic domain, we assume a periodic structure
for the flow-field with no imposed mean velocity. Therefore, u(x, y) = u+u′ =
U0sin(ky), where k = 2π/L2. At x = −L1/2 and x = L1/2, the two domain
boundaries, we prescribe Dirichlet conditions for the scalar concentrations, as
pictured in Figure (1).

In addition, we consider a reaction of the form C1 + C2 → C3, which is
irreversible and fully activated, but is driven by a finite rate law of mass action.
This full setup is simpler than a three-dimensional fully turbulent flow with
a complex mechanism of reacting scalars, but this model problem nonetheless
captures the essential competing physics of mixing, transport, and reactions
that govern mean scalar concentrations in the more realistic case. As such, we
can now formulate nonlocal closures with interpretable forms in this sandbox
context.

In particular, past work in [2] and work on a similar non-reactive problem
in [7] has shown that this setup allows for the formulation of solutions that
translate directly from a laminar flow topology to a turbulent context, so we
can be reasonably confident in the utility of these simplifications.

3.1 Nonlocal formulation

To derive insight into the role of nonlocality on a reacting system, let us first
examine the context of an irrerversible and fully activated linear reaction with
a single scalar, as studied in works like [15]. Here, to explain the nonlocal
contributions to the macroscopic closure, we are following the basic steps of
the MFM procedure that is fully explained in [7]. Complete details can be
found in that reference.
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Fig. 1 A schematic cartoon of the model problem, illustrating dimensions and boundary
conditions. The flow is depicted in black as u′(y), with a representation of a reaction front
given at the mid-plane. Axial will refer to the x-direction, while spanwise will refer to the
y-direction

For this particular setup, the concentration of one of the scalars, C2, is
held constant in the entire domain at unity and does not evolve, while the
maximum value of C1, at the left side of the domain, is held to be at least an
order of magnitude less than that of C2. As C2 is a constant, we will denote the
reaction rate constant as AL = AC2, giving the product of a standard binary
species reaction coefficient times the concentration of the constant species. The
fluctuations for C1 are now governed by the transport equation

∂C′
1

∂t
+

∂(u′C′
1)

′

∂x1

+ u′(y)
∂C1

∂x1

= Dm
∂2C′

1

∂xi∂xi
−ALC

′
1, (8)

where C1 = C1 + C′
1 and so on. This equation is derived by finding the full

transport equation for C1 and subtracting from it the evolution equation for
C1. Note that this equation is linear in the scalar concentration, and therefore
can be described as evolving via a linear operator acting on the scalar field C1.

We further regard the term on the left-hand side that deals with fluc-
tuations of fluctuations as negligible, following the assumptions of standard
Taylor-type dispersion analysis. If we now add an arbitrary imposed forcing in



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Nonlocal closures based on dispersion analysis 7

100 105

10-10

10-5

100

105

100 105
-10 5

-10 0

-10 -5

-10 -10

-10 -15

Fig. 2 Plot of macroscopic operator as a function of the wavenumber for various magnitudes
of the multi-physics coefficient with a fit of the proposed model of effective eddy diffusivity
as given by Equation (15). In this case, Z = ‖Z‖eiπ/4 and unsteady effects are included.

time and the axial x− dimension to the equation, we can write the transport
equation as

∂C′
1

∂t
+ sin(x2)

∂C1

∂x1

=
∂2C′

1

∂x2
2

+
1

Pe

∂2C′
1

∂x2
1

−ALC
′
1 + s(x1, t), (9)

where s = exp(iωt+ikx1) is an order one forcing term added to the right-hand
side and Pe = uL/Dm is a Péclet number. This forcing allows us to treat the
linear operator as an input-output transfer function.

We can then also perform an expansion of the scalar concentration field as
C′

1 = ĉ(ω, k; x2)exp(iωt + ikx1) as suggested by the imposed velocity field.
This allows us to write a final governing equation of

[
iω +

k2

Pe
+AL −

∂2

∂x2
2

+ iksin(x2)

]
ĉ = 1, (10)

where ω is a temporal frequency and the bracketed terms represent a linear
operator that acts on the scalar field. Note that we can now write this equation
simply as L̂ĉ(ω, k; x2) = 1, where L̂ denotes the full linear operator in its
spectral form.

Thus far, we have followed the process of MFM as described in [7] on a
reactive system, and this has given us the exact operator in the microscopic,
or un-averaged space. We note that we can also simplify this equation by
rewriting it more generally as

[
Z −

∂2

∂x2
2

+ iksin(x2)

]
ĉ = 1, (11)

where Z, which we call a “multi-physics coefficient,” is a complex number that
incorporates the effects of axial diffusion, chemical reaction, and unsteadiness.
If we were to apply the over-barred averaging operator to this equation, only
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Fig. 3 Plot of macroscopic operator as a function of the wavenumber for various magnitudes
of the multi-physics coefficient with a fit of the proposed model of effective eddy diffusivity
as given by Equation (15). In this case, Z is purely real and we are in the steady limit. The
imaginary portion in both model and MFM results is zero.

Z and the advective term will remain, allowing us to find the operator that
acts directly on ĉ, the averaged scalar field magnitude.

TO ALI: Averaging should commute with the expansion, so ĉ = ĉ? The

MFM paper switches between L̂ and L̂...
We can solve this ordinary differential equation directly for each ω and k

and get ĉ, the scalar magnitude, using appropriate boundary conditions. Now,
after applying the averaging operator to the measured solution field, we have
found the operator that acts on the full field in the spectral space. Thus, the
macroscopic closure operator that captures purely unresolved effects in Fourier
space can be computed by subtracting the mean field effects. We therefore
invert Equation (10) and subtract off the closed portion of the operator so
that we can write

L̂′ = (̂c)−1
− Z (12)

where the overbar represents averaging. This operator is now a function of the
real spatial wavenumber, k, and Z, which can take complex values.

3.2 The closure model form

To explore the effects of the real and imaginary parts of the operator, we can
consider Z values that take the form of a scalar multiplied by 1+i. We can plot
the real and imaginary components of the macroscopic operator as in Figure
(2) for this case, but if we consider purely the steady limit (ω = 0), we can
get Figure (3), which expresses the true steady macroscopic closure operator
over a range of Z values. In this limit, we see that the effect of increasing the
reaction coefficient in Equation (8), the full governing equation, is to suppress
the projection of perturbations to the macroscopic space.

While we have calculated the values for the macroscopic operator directly,
the practical utility of this process is that one can now fit analytical curves to
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the actual calculated MFM operator. We do this by examining the asymptotic
limits of said operator at zero and high k and matching those limits for inter-
mediate wavenumbers. One analytic expression that matches the limit values

of L̂′ is

L̂′ =
(
(1 + Z)2 + k2

)1/2
− 1− Z, (13)

which is a reasonable approximation to the true operator across decades
of wavenumbers. We want to consider the steady limit, and a fit that
approximates the analytic expression is

L̂′ =
k2√

4(1 + Z)2 + k2
, (14)

which allows us to consider the steady RANS problem. However, we want to
modify this expression slightly in order to match previously explored model
forms in the local linear limit as well as in the nonlocal, but nonreacting, limits.

For a linear reaction problem, [15] explicated a model form that should
be recovered by this new generalized nonlocal operator. In the limit of non-
reactive flow, we would also like to recover the non-reactive scalar transport
model derived in [7]. To do so, we can rewrite the operator derived here for
the linear reaction setup as

L̂′ =
L̂′

nr

1 + Zτmix
=

0.5k2

√
1+0.25k2

1 + Z√
1+0.25k2

, (15)

where the subscript nr denotes the non-reactive macroscopic operator. In the

absence of reaction, the only term that survives is L̂′
nr, which can be thought

of as an effective eddy diffusivity multiplied with some gradient operators. This
Deff matches the nonreactive but nonlocal scalar transport model derived in
[7].

This model for the eddy diffusivity is plotted in Figures (2-3) against the
full measured MFM operator and we see good agreement. We further see
that the role of the multi-physics coefficient is to suppress the magnitude of
the macroscopic operator, which is captured in Equation (15). In the specific
steady case where Z = AL and there is no axial diffusion, we recover the model
form suggested by the local work of [15] in the case of k = 0.

Furthermore, Equation (15) isolates a nonlocal form for the mixing time
scale for this problem,

τ =
(
1 + 0.25k2

)−1/2
, (16)

and this assumed model form is plotted in Figure (4). The colored lines rep-
resent the real measured mixing time as suggested by the middle expression
in Equation (15) from a range of Z = AL values. We see the mixing time is
highly scale-dependent, and is largely agnostic to the presence of a reaction.
While not covered here, one would expect this mixing time to be sensitive to
the steadiness of the underlying flow.
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Fig. 4 Plot of mixing time as a function of the wavenumber for various magnitudes of the
steady-state and real multi-physics coefficient with a fit of the proposed mixing time.

From Figures (2-3), we can see that as the magnitude of reaction coefficient
or the axial diffusivity increases, the magnitude of the nonlocal behavior of
the closures rolls off.

4 The turbulent problem

We have thus far written an operator that works in Fourier space, but we
must translate it into physical space to draw conclusions about its utility. We
start by noting that each ik term represents a spatial derivative, while each
iω denotes a temporal derivative. Now we can use the notation of D0 and l,
an eddy mixing length, from [10] to transform our operator derived from a
laminar context into one suited for a fully turbulent flow. Such an operator for
the linear reaction problem is given by

Deff =
D

1 +ALτ
=

D0/
√
I − l2 ∂2

∂x2

1

I +ALτmix/
√
I − l2 ∂2

∂x2

1

, (17)

where I represents an identity operator and which assumes that Z = AL only,
as described in the previous section. We are concerned with the steady-state
limit only here, and at the high Pe limit, where we can neglect all terms in Z
except this scalar reaction coefficient.

It is important to note that while this model appears similar to a fractional
step operator, it is derived analytically by considering the asymptotic limits of
a governing equation solution. In addition, this operator is structurally similar
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to the work of [15], but is far more general and allows for definitions for mixing
time and eddy diffusivity that incorporate nonlocality.

Based on the translation of the laminar model to a turbulent context, we
can write that

D =
D0

√
I − l2 ∂2

∂x2

1

, (18)

and

τ =
τmix√

I − l2 ∂2

∂x2

1

, (19)

using values for the eddy diffusivity, mixing time, and mixing length as defined
and tabulated in [10]. In particular, a similar form of the nonlocal timescale is
reported in [18], which results from solving an explicit transport equation for
the scalar flux terms akin to a Kramers-Moyal expansion.

In previous work, [2] derived model forms for closures of the binary reac-
tion problem involving τmix and D0. With the observation that we can write
independent expressions for eddy diffusivity and mixing time, an extension of
those parameters to the binary reaction case is straightforward by adapting
the model forms of Equation (5) for the binary reaction problem. The newly
stated nonlocal eddy diffusivity, D, and nonlocal mixing time, τ , can be used
in place of the previously used local eddy diffusivity, D0 and the local mix-
ing time, τmix. This means, for example, we can write the first element of the
diffusivity matrix as

D11 =
D(1 +AC1τ)

1 +AτC1 +AτC2

. (20)

Having conceived this model form, we seek to test its applicability for the
binary reaction problem. In particular, we replace the steady, parallel flow
examined in the previous section with three dimensional (3D) homogeneous
isotropic turbulence (HIT) in an elongated domain. To generalize the model
problem, the code of [19] in an incompressible mode was adapted for this
work to simulate HIT in a 3D domain of size (2π)3. The resulting flow field
is periodically extended in the axial x-direction to generate a 20π × 2π × 2π
computational domain for scalar transport. The scalar transport equations are
solved with C1 = Cref at x = −L1/2 and C2 = Cref at x = L1/2. This
provides a realistic reaction zone in the middle of the domain, far from the
boundaries.

The velocity fields are solved on uniformly spaced structured meshes and
the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations are solved with an added forcing
of Bui to sustain turbulence, where B is a parameter described in [20]. The
solver was run to statistical convergence as prescribed by [10] and we examine
values at both Reλ = 26 and Reλ = 40, with B = 0.2792 for both Reynolds
numbers. For Reλ = 26, each box is a has 643 points and the kinematic
viscosity set to ν = 0.0263, while for Reλ = 40, each box is meshed with 1283
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points with ν = 0.0111. Five cases, with summary parameters given in Table 1,
were studied and estimates of the turbulent statistical quantities, specifically
ǫ and urms, in the table are adapted from [10]. The molecular diffusivity for
both scalars is equal to the kinematic viscosity of the underlying fluid.

This setup allows adoption of the values for non-reactive eddy diffusivity.
For all cases, we use values matching those in [2], which fall within error bounds
reported by [10]. These values, chosen to match constant scalar flux values
outside the reaction zone, for Case 1, for example, are D0 = 0.86u4

rms/ǫ =
0.96, l = 1.23u3

rms/ǫ = 1.41, and τmix = 0.86u2
rms/ǫ = 1.02, where ǫ = 0.79

is turbulent kinetic energy dissipation rate and urms = 0.97 is the single-
component root-mean-squared velocity.

For scalar transport for Case 1, for example, we consider molecular diffusiv-
ity Dm = 0.0263, matching ν, Cref = 1 and a reaction coefficient of A = 100.
This leads to Pe ≡ D0/Dm = 37 and Da ≡ AτmixCref = 102.

Case 1 2 3 4 5
Da 104 52 26 138 276
Pe 37 37 37 72 72
Reλ 26 26 26 40 40
urms 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.905 0.905

ǫ 0.780 0.780 0.780 0.687 0.687
Table 1 Summary parameters for the turbulent cases considered

4.1 A priori analysis

First, let us use a priori analysis to examine the ensemble-averaged binary
reaction problem in the defined turbulent context. In Figure (5), we can see
the plotted closures for Case 1, as well as the mean scalar concentrations. The
nonlocal ROM recovers from some of the errors in capturing the true transport
closures that are incurred by the local ROM model of [2]. In particular, we
see that the nonlocal model performs far better than the local model for the
reaction closure term.

For these specific closure terms, the standard Gradient Diffusion model
appears to match the DNS data more closely than the local ROM and some
regimes of the nonlocal ROM. However, an overall assessment that considers
both reaction and transport closures reveals the advantage of the nonlocal
ROM, as the Gradient Diffusion transport closure model offers no answers
to the equally vital reaction closure question, and the local model does not
accurately match the peak of the DNS reaction closure term. Quantifying
this advantage can be accomplished by performing a posteriori analysis and
comparing one-dimensional model predictions against DNS data.

While results are not omitted for the other cases, the conclusions are sim-
ilar. As we are only using a priori analysis as a proof-of-concept, we can now
test the model forms directly by solving the full averaged equations.
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4.2 A posteriori analysis

In this section, having developed confidence in our nonlocal ROM, we can now
solve Equation (2) directly by invoking the closure models heretofore presented.
The basic problem setup used in this section are identical to those for the a

priori analysis.
The only exception is that for the RANS equation, instead of Dirichlet

boundary conditions for the scalars, Neumann boundary conditions with slopes
matching the DNS profiles are used. This is done because the DNS develops
axial boundary layers near the Dirichlet conditions due to local outflow advec-
tion. For the DNS, we have ensured these artificial effects do not pollute the
reaction zone results by ensuring the boundaries are far from the reaction zone.
These boundary layers are absent in the RANS case as the mean velocity is
zero. Appropriate matching of RANS solutions to the DNS ones should con-
sider concentration profiles outside of these artificial boundary layers. We have
done so by matching the slopes of the RANS concentration profiles to those
of the DNS outside of the boundary layers, but far from the reaction zones.
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Fig. 5 Predictions of closures for the binary reaction problem subject to a turbulent flow.
X = x/L1 and DNS results are presented with 95% confidence intervals accounting for
statistical fluctuations.
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Fig. 6 Results of a posteriori analysis, with DNS quantities indicated with overbars, the
nonlocal formalism by NL ROM, and the standard local model with ROM, withX = x/L1.

In Figure (6), we can see the a posteriori results for Case 1. In particular, we
compare the predicted mean profile of C1 to the results derived from the DNS
described in the previous section. As the problem exhibits mirror symmetry
in the ensemble-averaged sense about the midplane, results for C2 are omitted
as they provide the same insight.

In Table (2), we can see the maximum error incurred by each of the models
in the center of the domain by comparing the predicted concentration for one
of the scalars against the DNS measured values.

Case 1 2 3 4 5
GD Max. Error 1.097× 10−2 9.192 × 10−3 8.006× 10−3 1.035× 10−2 1.221× 10−2

ROM Max. Error 4.588× 10−3 3.710 × 10−3 3.131× 10−3 4.809× 10−3 5.878× 10−3

NL ROM Max. Error 1.426× 10−2 1.315 × 10−2 9.412× 10−3 1.384× 10−2 1.575× 10−2

Table 2 The maximum error in C1 for the Gradient Diffusion (GD), Reduced Order
Model (ROM), and Nonlocal Reduced Order Model (NL ROM) far from the boundaries as
compared to the turbulent DNS results for all cases

The local ROM outperforms the standard Gradient Diffusion model, and
the nonlocal model also outperforms the GD model. However, for X = x/L1 ≈

0, where the mean reaction zone, the “flame,” exists, Figure 6 shows that both
models predict essentially the same value of concentration, while the nonlocal
model better predicts the leakage of C1 for X = x/L1 > 0.
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4.3 Matrix Connections

When considering the binary reaction case, it appears that the problem has
changed significantly from the linear reaction case. However, it is possible to
rewrite the model formulation of the eddy diffusivity for the binary reaction
setup using matrix operators. In doing so, it takes on a form identical to the
linear reaction case.

In Table 3, we see in the first column the models for non-reactive flow,
which match those proposed by [7, 10]. The nonlocal model here contains the
same operator form for D as for the reactive cases. In the second column, we
see the local and nonlocal models for the linear reaction problem. In this case,
the effective eddy diffusivity is only modified by the presence of a background
scalar, C. For the nonlocal problem, we recover the model derived using MFM
analysis earlier in this work.

No Reaction Linear Reaction Nonlinear Reaction

Local Model D0 D0

1+τAC
D0

I+τAC

Nonlocal Model D0√
I−l2∇2

D
0√

I−l2∇2

1+ τAC√
I−l2∇2

D
0√

I−l2∇2

I+ τAC√
I−l2∇2

Table 3 A table showing all the models considered

In the two scalar case, denoted by the third column as involving a nonlinear
reaction term, the scalar concentrations are given by a matrix, C, which can
be written as

[
C
]
=

[
C2 C1

C2 C1

]
, (21)

which leads to a matrix expression in the denominator of the expression. This
matrix, C, is obtained by linearizing the nonlinear reaction term, AC1C2, with
respect to each of the two scalars in turn. If one evaluates the matrix expression
and inverts the terms in the denominator, one recovers the expressions for the
eddy diffusivity matrix from Equation 4.

In short, this demonstrates that for pure scalar transport, there is a
straightforward procedure to incorporate the effects of multiple scalars in both
nonlocal and local model forms. Furthermore, we can frame the binary reaction
diffusion solution as a linearization of the full problem.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we have introduced a framework to extend analysis created to
study the dispersion of a single passive tracer to analysis of system of species
undergoing binary reactions with nonlocal closures. The nonlocality for the
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binary reaction problem is derived from solving the corresponding linear reac-
tion problem exactly to extract scale-dependent measures of eddy diffusivity
and mixing time. The resulting model parameters and their incorporation into
the model form of [2] introduces closures to both advective flux and reac-
tion terms with nonlinear interactions between the mean state of all species,
even though the primary set of equations being solved undergo a linearization
procedure.

It is also salient to reiterate that while the capturing of nonlocality produces
a model form that appear notionally similar to a fractional power operator,
they are analytically explainable as fitting the high and low wavenumber limits
of diffusion. In fact, [21] uses analysis of moments of the full operator to write
an alternative closed form solution of the expansion of the full operator without
resorting to full tensorial operators.

In addition, while this work examines the steady-state limit of the non-
local operator, the use of a generalized multi-physics coefficient in the model
derivation allows the definition of an operator capable of modeling transient
behaviour, including, for example, a time derivative in the algebraic operator.

However, a key takeaway is been that even for a notionally steady problem,
i.e., the long-time response of a statistically stationary system, accounting for
spatial nonlocality is insufficient to capture the behaviour of the mean scalar
fields. Considering temporal nonlocality, via a transport equation formulation
that allows for the incorporation of history effects, must be the the logical
missing piece of the puzzle.

A future avenue of further inquiry is applying the proposed ROM to a
Large-Eddy Simulation context as a subgrid-scale model, where mean space
variables are replaced with filtered variables and quantities like urms are eval-
uated at the grid scale. In particular, the Reynolds numbers considered herein
are particularly relevant for the purposes of this modelling, where x1 designates
a flame-normal coordinate more generally.
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