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We investigate the fluid-solid interaction of suspensions of Kolmogorov-size
spherical particles moving in homogeneous isotropic turbulence at a microscale
Reynolds number of Reλ ≈ 140. Two volume fractions are considered, 10−5

and 10−3, and the solid-to-fluid density ratio is set to 5 and 100. We present
a comparison between interface-resolved (PR-DNS) and one-way-coupled point-
particle (PP-DNS) direct numerical simulations. We find that the modulated
energy spectrum shows the classical −5/3 Kolmogorov scaling in the inertial
range of scales and a −4 scaling at smaller scales, with the latter resulting from a
balance between the energy injected by the particles and the viscous dissipation,
in an otherwise smooth flow. An analysis of the small-scale flow topology shows
that the particles mainly favour events with axial strain and vortex compression.
The dynamics of the particles and their collective motion studied for PR-DNS
are used to assess the validity of the PP-DNS. We find that the PP-DNS predicts
fairly well both the Lagrangian and Eulerian statistics of the particles motion for
the low-density case, while some discrepancies are observed for the high-density
case. Also, the PP-DNS is found to underpredict the level of clustering of the
suspension compared to the PR-DNS, with a larger difference for the high-density
case.

Key words:

1. Introduction

Particle-laden turbulent flows have been extensively investigated over the years,
because of their relevance from both the fundamental and applicative viewpoints.
They are indeed ubiquitous in several natural and engineering scenarios (De Lillo
et al. 2014; Sengupta et al. 2017), such as in volcanic ash and cloud droplets
in atmospheric turbulence, dust particles in protoplanetary disks, sandstorms,
ocean microplastics, and fuel droplets in spray combustion.
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1.1. The Maxey-Riley-Gatignol (MRG) Equation

In particle-laden turbulent flows the turbulent scales of the fluid phase are coupled
in a non trivial manner with the solid phase. Properly resolving the flow around
each particle is thus crucial to capture the fluid-solid interaction and describe the
dynamics of the particles. Due to the prohibitive computational cost, however,
most of the theoretical and numerical studies rely on approximations and models.
As an example, in the context of particle clustering and preferential sampling —
i.e. the tendency of particles to explore flow regions with specific properties —
we mention the recent theoretical works by Goto & Vassilicos (2008), Coleman
& Vassilicos (2009), Bragg et al. (2015) and Matsuda et al. (2024). Most of
the models used are based on the seminal works of Maxey & Riley (1983) and
Gatignol (1983), where the equation for small rigid spheres in a non-uniform flow
(hereafter referred to as MRG equation) has been derived by exploiting linear
perturbation theory. In these models, each particle is treated as a mathematical
point source of mass, momentum and energy. In point-particle models, particles
are indeed assumed to be much smaller than any structure of the flow, as the
MRG equation holds when the fluid velocity field does not show a turbulent
behaviour at the particle scale. In other words, the Reynolds number based on
the particle diameter and the particle-fluid relative velocity has to be small, i.e.
O(1).

The models based on the MRG equation do not resolve the flow around the
particles, and the influence of the solid phase on the fluid phase has to be
modelled; see for example Ferrante & Elghobashi (2003), Gualtieri et al. (2015)
and Vreman (2016). However, the back-reaction of the particles on the carrier
flow and the inter-particle collisions are usually negligible in the limit of very
dilute regimes with ΦV = Vs/(Vs + Vf ) ⩽ 10−5 (where ΦV is the volume fraction,
and Vs and Vf are the volumes of the solid and fluid phases, respectively), small
particles Dp ⩽ η (where η is the turbulent Kolmogorov scale) and small solid-to-
fluid density ratios ρp/ρf (Brandt & Coletti 2022). In this case, the influence of the
solid phase on the carrier fluid can be neglected and the fluid-particle interaction
is often modelled with one-way coupling models, in which the particles move
under the action of the flow, but they do not modulate it. Starting from the
MRG equation, several corrections have been proposed over the years to account
for several effects, and extend its range of validity to a wider range of parameters.
For example, Saffman (1965) introduced a lift force which is crucial to properly
model the particle dynamics in the presence of a linear shear. This force has been
later extended by Mei (1992) to fit the numerical data of McLaughlin (1991)
at large Reynolds numbers. Other corrections have been introduced to account
for finite values of the particle Reynolds number. For example, we refer to the
corrections to the drag term reported in Balachandar (2009), and to the different
convolutional kernels for the Basset time-history force contribution proposed by
Mei & Adrian (1992).

The point particle approximation coupled with Direct Numerical Simulations
of the Navier–Stokes equations (PP-DNS) has been widely used to investigate
turbulent particle-laden flow in the one-way coupling regime in several scenarios
(see Balachandar & Eaton 2010, and references therein). Despite the large number
of studies based on PP-DNS, however, clear understanding of the range of
validity of the underlying assumptions of the point-particle model is not yet
present, and studies that investigate its limitations are needed. In this respect,
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a step forward has been done in the last years thanks to the introduction of
several numerical methods (PR-DNS) which resolve the flow around each particle
by coupling the direct numerical simulations of the Navier–Stokes equations
with the immersed boundary method (IBM); see for example Kajishima et al.
(2001), Uhlmann (2005), Huang et al. (2007), Breugem (2012), Kempe & Fröhlich
(2012) and Hori et al. (2022). Unlike experiments, PR-DNS allows to explain
the underlying physical mechanisms and investigate the limitations of the point-
particle approximation.
In the context of forced homogeneous isotropic turbulence (HIT) with fixed

particles, Burton & Eaton (2005) and Vreman (2016) found that, when compared
with PR-DNS, the two-way coupled PP-DNS based on the Schiller-Naumann drag
correlation captures fairly well the turbulence attenuation and the fraction of the
turbulence dissipation rate due to the particles. Surprisingly, they found a good
agreement also for Dp/η = 1.5 (Burton & Eaton 2005) and Dp/η ≈ 2.2 (Vreman
2016), although the model is expected to largely under-perform for these particle
sizes. Mehrabadi et al. (2018) used PR-DNS to assess the validity of PP-DNS
in a decaying isotropic turbulent particle-laden flow, focusing on the particle
acceleration model. They found that the predictions of the PP-DNS models they
considered are in excellent agreement compared with PR-DNS for small Stokes
numbers. For large Stokes numbers, however, they found that PP-DNS under-
predicts the true particle acceleration and that second moment quantities are not
properly captured. They showed that the predictions improve once considering
finite Reynolds number corrections to the model. Costa et al. (2020) tested the
one-way point-particle approximation in a turbulence channel flow laden with
small inertial particles, with high particle-to-fluid density ratios. They considered
a volume fraction of ΦV ≈ 10−5 to ensure that the feedback of the particles on
the fluid phase was negligible. They found that in the bulk of the channel the
model predicts fairly well the statistic of the particles velocity. Close to the wall,
however, they observed that the model fails, as it is not able to capture the shear-
induced lift force acting on the particles, which instead is well predicted by the
lift force model introduced by Saffman (1965).
In this work, we further address the limit of the one-way point-particle approx-

imation, and we use PR-DNS to investigate the reliability of one-way coupled
PP-DNS in the context of forced homogeneous isotropic turbulence laden with
Kolmogorov-size particles.

1.2. Particles in homogeneous isotropic turbulence

The fluid-solid interaction of suspension of spherical particles moving in homoge-
neous isotropic turbulence has been widely investigated over the years by means
of both simulations and experiments. In the following, we list some of the main
contributions, and we refer the interested reader to Balachandar & Eaton (2010)
and Brandt & Coletti (2022) for a comprehensive review.
The majority of the numerical studies dealing with small particles Dp ≪ η

are based on the point-particle approximation, as particle-resolved methods are
prohibitively expensive in this case. Although the related model error is not
known, the available numerical studies have shown that small particles may
either amplify or damp the turbulence of the carrier flow, in agreement with
previous experimental studies (Gore & Crowe 1989). Squires & Eaton (1990)
used two-way coupled PP-DNS to investigate homogeneous isotropic turbulence
laden with small heavy spherical particles at Reλ = u′λ/ν ≈ 38 (where u′ is the
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average velocity fluctuation, λ is the Taylor length scale, and ν is the kinematic
fluid viscosity). Compared to the particle-free case, they reported a significant
attenuation of the fluid kinetic energy and of the dissipation rate. By looking at
the energy spectrum, they found that the addition of the particles results into a
relative enhancement of the energy at the small scales compared to the energy
content at the large scales. They also showed that heavier particles cause a less
selective modification of the turbulence properties. Heavy particles are indeed
more uniformly dispersed by the turbulence, and cause a more homogeneous
modification of the flow properties compared to lighter particles, that instead
show a stronger preferential collection in regions of low vorticity and high strain
(Maxey 1987). Elghobashi & Truesdell (1993) used two-way coupled PP-DNS to
investigate decaying homogeneous isotropic turbulence laden with small spherical
particles. Besides confirming the non-uniform modulation of the energy spectrum,
they observed that the energy enhancement at the small scales is accompanied by
an increase of the viscous dissipation rate and, thus, by an enhancement of the
rate of energy transfer from larger to smaller scales. Boivin et al. (1998) made use
of two-way coupled PP-DNS to study the influence of small and heavy particles
on forced homogeneous isotropic turbulence at Reλ = 62. They reported that the
influence of the particles changes with their inertia, with the small-scale energy
content being attenuated/enhanced by large/small particles. By investigating the
spectrum of the fluid-particle energy exchange rate, they observed that particles
act as a sink of kinetic energy at large scales, while they add kinetic energy
to turbulence at the smallest scales. The large scale motions of the fluid drag
the particles, while the small-scale fluctuations are driven by the presence of
the solid phase. Druzhinin (2001) investigated the influence of small and heavy
particles in decaying isotropic homogeneous turbulence at the initial Reynolds
number of Reλ = 30 and Reλ = 50, with a focus on particles with very small
inertia and small relaxation time. Unlike the previous works, they found that
the turbulent kinetic energy and the viscous dissipation rate increase at all times
compared to the particle-free case. The presence of the particles, indeed, largely
enhances the small-scale energy content, while slightly reduces the large-scale
energy content, with positive integral variation. This was later confirmed by
Ferrante & Elghobashi (2003), that investigated by PP-DNS the influence of
particles on decaying homogeneous isotropic turbulence with an initial Reynolds
number of Reλ = 75.
For large particles with Dp > η the numerical studies are based on PR-DNS, as

in this case the point-particle approximation does not hold. Lucci et al. (2010) and
Lucci et al. (2011) investigated the influence of particles with size Dp ≈ λ (where
λ is the Taylor length scale) in decaying homogeneous turbulence. They observed
that in contrast to what happens when Dp < η, the presence of the particles
damps the turbulent kinetic energy of the fluid compared to the particle-free case
at all times, and that the two-way coupling rate of change is always positive.
Ten Cate et al. (2004) investigated the influence of particles with a solid-to-
fluid density ratio of ρp/ρf = 1.15 and 1.73 on forced homogeneous isotropic
turbulence at Reλ = u′λ/ν = 61, varying the volume fraction between ΦV = 0.02
and ΦV = 0.1. They found that the energy spectrum is enhanced for wavenumbers
κ > κp ≈ 0.75κD, where κD = 2π/Dp, while it is attenuated for κ < κp. These
results were later confirmed by Yeo et al. (2010) at Reλ ≈ 60, ρp/ρf = 1.4 and
ΦV = 0.06. Uhlmann & Chouippe (2017) considered particles with Dp/η ≈ 5− 8
and ρp/ρf = 1.5 at the larger Reynolds number of Reλ ≈ 130. They focused on the

Focus on Fluids articles must not exceed this page length
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dynamics of the particles, and observed that finite-size inertial particles exhibit a
moderate level of clustering, as later confirmed also by Chiarini & Rosti (2024).
Olivieri et al. (2022a) considered the effect of particles on homogeneous isotropic
turbulence at the larger Reynolds number of Reλ ≈ 400, which ensures a well
developed inertial range of scales. They set the volume fraction at ΦV = 0.079,
and investigated the turbulence modulation by particles with size Dp/η = 123
and solid-to-fluid density ratio between 1.3 ⩽ ρp/ρf ⩽ 100. They showed that the
solid phase modifies the energy cascade described by Richardson and Kolmogorov;
the fluid-solid coupling drives the energy cascade at large scales, while the
classical energy cascade is restored at scales smaller than the particle size. Oka
& Goto (2022) studied the turbulence modulation due to spherical particles with
7.8 ⩽ Dp/η ⩽ 64 by setting the volume fraction at ΦV = 8.1 × 10−3 and the
reference Reynolds number at Reλ ⩽ 100. They found that the turbulent kinetic
energy content monotonically decreases with Dp, due to the increase of the energy
dissipation rate in the wake of the particles. More recently, Chiarini et al. (2024)
and Chiarini & Rosti (2024) investigated by PR-DNS how the flow modulation
changes with Dp and ρp. They set the Reynolds number to Reλ ≈ 400 and
the volume fraction to ΦV = 0.079, and varied the particles size and the solid-
to-fluid density ratio in the 16 ⩽ Dp/η ⩽ 123 and 1.3 ⩽ ρp/ρf ⩽ 100 range.
Chiarini et al. (2024) found that, in presence of an inhomogeneous mean shear,
particles might modulate the largest scales of the flow towards an anisotropic
state, while preserving homogeneity and isotropy at the smaller scales. Chiarini &
Rosti (2024) observed that interface-resolved particles enhance flow intermittency
favouring events with large localised velocity gradients. For the smallest and
heaviest particles, they found that the classical energy cascade is subdominant
at all scales, and that the energy transfer is completely driven by the fluid-
solid coupling term. Cannon et al. (2024) investigated the effect of the Reynolds
number on the flow modulation by finte-size particles in homogeneous isotropic
turbulence. Notably, they observed that the modulation of the turbulent kinetic
energy has little dependence on Reλ, and that particles modulate turbulence also
at the smallest Reynolds numbers.
While a relatively larger body of literature has investigated the dynamics

of particle of size larger and smaller than Kolmogorov size, fewer works have
considered Kolmogorov-size particles with Dp ≈ η, which are the focus of the
present work. From an experimental point of view the Dp ≈ η case is complex, as
it requires a resolution of sub-Kolmogorov scales when measuring the velocity
perturbations near the particles (Tanaka & Eaton 2010). Numerical schemes
based on the MRG equation, which are commonly used for Dp ≪ η, are generally
thought of as not valid when Dp ≈ η (Balachandar & Eaton 2010). PR-DNS,
on the other hand, becomes prohibitively expensive as Dp decreases when Re is
sufficiently large, due to the extra resolution required to properly resolve both the
flow perturbations induced by the particles and all the turbulence scales. Among
the few works available, we mention Hwang & Eaton (2006) that experimentally
investigated the influence of a dilute dispersion of particles with Dp ≈ η in
forced homogeneous isotropic turbulence at Reλ ≈ 230. They observed that
Kolmogorov-size particles attenuate the turbulent global kinetic energy and the
viscous dissipation rate up to 40% and 50% for a mass loading ΦM = ρpVp/(ρfVf )
of ΦM = 0.3. Schneiders et al. (2017) studied by PR-DNS the interaction of
decaying isotropic turbulence with finite-sizeDp ≈ η particles. They set the initial
Reynolds number of the flow at Reλ = 79, and varied the solid-to-fluid density
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ratio between 40 ⩽ ρp/ρf ⩽ 5000 and the mass loading between 0.01 ⩽ ΦM ⩽ 1.
They observed that in the vicinity of the particles the viscous dissipation rate
of the fluid is amplified due to the large velocity gradients that are generated
by the boundary conditions at the surface of the particles (see also Tanaka &
Eaton 2010; Brändle de Motta et al. 2016; Chiarini & Rosti 2024). Particles also
release kinetic energy to the fluid by locally accelerating the surrounding flow,
similarly to what seen by Chiarini & Rosti (2024) for larger particles. From a
global viewpoint, Schneiders et al. (2017) observed that, for large ρp/ρf , particles
with D/η ≈ 1 induce local velocity disturbances that significantly modulate the
distribution and the decay of the fluid kinetic energy at all scales.

1.3. Present study

In this study, we investigate the fluid-solid interaction of suspension of
Kolmogorov-size spherical particles moving in homogeneous isotropic turbulence
at the relatively large microscale Reynolds number of Reλ ≈ 140 by use of direct
numerical simulations. The study is based on both PR-DNS and PP-DNS. The
objective of the present study is twofold; we aim (i) to investigate the modulation
of forced homogeneous isotropic turbulence by finite Kolmogorov-size particles at
a Reynolds number which is large enough to ensure a proper separation of scales,
and (ii) to address the limits and the range of validity of the one-way-coupled
PP-DNS in the simplest configuration of homogeneous isotropic turbulence. To
do this, we consider a portion of the parameter space which is on the edge of the
range of validity of the one-way-coupled PP-DNS (Brandt & Coletti 2022).
The structure of the work is as follows. After this introduction, the computa-

tional set up and the numerical methods are described in §2. Then, section §3
is devoted to the assessment of the flow modulation, and discusses the results
of the PR-DNS. The influence of the particles on the energy spectrum, on the
scale-by-scale energy budget and on the local structure of the flow are discussed.
Sections §4 and §5 deal respectively with the dynamics of the particles and with
the inhomogeneity of their distribution in the flow. In these sections, we assess
the validity of the one-way coupled PP-DNS. Eventually, concluding remarks are
provided in §6.

2. Mathematical formulations and numerical method

We consider a turbulent flow in a triperiodic box of size L = 2π laden with N
spherical particles; see figure 1. The carrier flow is governed by the incompressible
Navier–Stokes equations

∂u

∂t
+∇ · uu = − 1

ρf
∇p+ ν∇2u+ f + f←p, ∇ · u = 0, (2.1)

where u = (u, v, w) is the fluid velocity, p is the reduced pressure, and ρf and
ν are the fluid density and kinematic viscosity. At the right-hand-side of the
momentum equation f is the Arnold-Beltrami-Childress (ABC) cellular forcing
(Podvigina & Pouquet 1994) used to inject energy at the largest scales and sustain
turbulence, while f←p is the force the particles exert on the fluid phase.
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Figure 1: Volumetric rendering of a snapshot of the PR-DNS with ΦV = 10−3

and ρp/ρf = 100. Darker coloured areas correspond to higher enstrophy ω2

regions of the flow. Particles, shown here in black, appear to preferentially
sample regions of low ω2 (see §5.2).

2.1. Particle-resolved simulations (PR-DNS)

The motion of a rigid particle can be described using the translational velocity
up and the rotational velocity ωp of its centre of mass, that obey the classical
Newton-Euler equations for rigid body dynamics,

mp

dup

dt
= f←f + f↔p

p , Ip
dωp

dt
= L←f

p , (2.2)

where mp = πρpD
3
p/6 and Ip = mpD

2
p/10 are the mass and inertial moment of

the particle, with ρp being the particle density and Dp the particle diameter. Here
f↔p is the force due to particle collisions, while f←f and L←f

p are the force and
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momentum due to the fluid-solid interaction, namely

f←f =

∮
∂Vp

σ · ndA, L←f
p =

∮
∂Vp

r × (σ · n) dA, (2.3)

where σ = −pI + 2µD is the Cauchy stress tensor, with I being the identity
tensor, µ the fluid kinematic viscosity, D the strain rate tensor, and n the unit
vector normal to the surface of the particle.

2.2. One-way-coupled point particle simulations (PP-DNS)

The interface-resolved simulations are complemented with one-way-coupled point
particle simulations (PP-DNS). In this work, we consider the complete governing
equation for a point particle as introduced by Maxey & Riley (1983) and Gatignol
(1983), i.e.

ρpVp

dup

dt
= 3πDpρfν

(
u− up +

1

6

(
Dp

2

)2

∇2u

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Stokes drag

+
ρfVp

2

(
3
Du

Dt
− dup

dt
+

1

10

(
Dp

2

)2 d

dt
∇2u

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Added mass

+
3

2
D2

pρf
√
πν

∫ t

−∞
KB(t− τ)

(
du

dτ
− dup

dτ
+

1

6

(
Dp

2

)2 d

dt
∇2u

)
dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸

Basset force

.

(2.4)
Here, Vp = πρpD

3
p/6 is the volume of the particle, and D/Dt denotes the material

derivative. Note that the Faxén correction (Faxén 1922) proportional to ∇2u has
been included in the Stokes drag, added mass and Basset forces. According to
Homann & Bec (2010), this correction reproduces dominant finite-size effects
on velocity and acceleration fluctuations for neutrally buoyant particles with
diameter up to Dp/η ≈ 4. For the added mass, we have used the form described
by Auton et al. (1988). The computation of the Basset history force presents
some challenges, and its evaluation can become extremely time consuming and
memory demanding; indeed, this term requires at each time step the computation
of an integral over the complete time history of the particle. Over the years,
several attempts have been proposed to approximate this term; see for example
Michaelides (1992), Dorgan & Loth (2007) and Prasath et al. (2019). In this
work, we resort on the second-order and memory-efficient algorithm developed
by van Hinsberg et al. (2011), whose details are briefly reported in appendix §A
for completeness.

2.3. Computational details

We consider a single-phase micro-scale Reynolds number of Reλ = u′λ/ν ≈ 140
to ensure a relatively large inertial range of scales; here u′ is the root mean
square of the velocity fluctuations and λ is the Taylor length scale. The particle
diameter is set to Dp/η ≈ 0.9, where η is the Kolmogorov length scale for the
single-phase case. Two volume fractions are considered, i.e. ΦV = Vs/(Vs +Vf ) =
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10−5 and ΦV = 10−3 for a total number of particles of N = 742 and N =
74208, respectively. For each volume fraction two values of the particle density
are considered, ρp/ρf = 5 and ρp/ρf = 100 to consider both light and heavy
particles. This leads to a total of four PR-DNS. In PP-DNS the volume fraction is
not a parameter, and only two simulations have been carried out for the different
density ratios.
The governing equations are numerically integrated in time using the in-

house solver Fujin (https://groups.oist.jp/cffu/code). It solves the Navier–
Stokes equations using an incremental pressure-correction scheme. The governing
equations are written in primitive variables on a staggered grid, and second-order
finite differences are used in all the directions. The Adams-Bashforth time scheme
is used for advancing the momentum equation in time. The Poisson equation for
the pressure enforcing the incompressibility constraint is solved using a fast and
efficient approach based on the Fast Fourier Transform.
For the PR-DNS the governing equations for the particles are dealt with the

immersed boundary method introduced by Hori et al. (2022). The fluid-solid
coupling is achieved in an Eulerian framework, and accounts for the inertia of the
fictitious fluid inside the solid phase, so as to properly reproduce the particles’
behaviour in both the neutrally-buoyant case and in the presence of density
difference between the fluid and solid phases. The soft sphere collision model
(Cundall & Strack 1979; Tsuji et al. 1993) is used to prevent the interpenetration
between particles. A fixed-radius near neighbours algorithm (see Monti et al.
2021, and references therein) is used for the particle interaction to avoid an
otherwise prohibitive increase of the computational cost when the number of
particles becomes large. For the one-way-coupled PP-DNS the governing equation
for the particle velocity is advanced in time using the second-order Adams-
Bashforth time scheme. At each time step, the fluid velocity is evaluated at the
position of the particle using a second-order linear interpolation.
For the PR-DNS the fluid domain is discretised on a cubic domain using Np =

2048 points along each direction, leading to η/∆x ≈ Dp/∆x ≈ 6 − 7, where ∆x
denotes the grid spacing. The accuracy of the results has been verified by running
an additional simulation on a coarser grid with Np = 1440 for the case with
ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 100, resulting in a negligible difference in the scale-by-
scale fluid energy spectrum and budget in figures 2 and 5, and in the Lagrangian
and Eulerian particles’ statistics in figures 13 and 14. For the single-phase case
and the PP-DNS the fluid domain is discretised using Np = 1024 points in the
three direction, leading to η/∆x ≈ 3−4. Excluding the initial transient period, all

simulations are advanced in time for approximately 50τf , where τf = L/
√
2⟨E⟩/3

is the average turnover time of the largest eddies; L = π/(4⟨E⟩/3)
∫∞
0

E(κ)/κdκ is
the fluid integral scale with E(κ) being the energy spectrum, E(x, t) is the local
and instantaneous fluid kinetic energy, and the⟨·⟩and · operators denotes average
in space and time, respectively.
Details of the PR-DNS are reported in table 1. Note that, when looking at the

bulk quantities, the flow modulation due to the solid phase is rather low.

3. Flow modulation

In this section we discuss the PR-DNS results and focus on the influence of the
particles on the carrier flow. First, we show the influence of the solid phase on the

https://groups.oist.jp/cffu/code
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Table 1: Details of the PR-DNS considered in the present parametric study. ΦV

is the volume fraction. ρp/ρf is the particle-to-fluid density ratio. N is the
number of particles. Dp is the particle diameter. η is the Kolmogorov scale. E is

the fluid kinetic energy. ϵ is the dissipation rate. St is the Stokes number
defined as St = τp/τf , where τp = (ρp/ρf )D

2
p/(18ν) is the relaxation time of the

particle and τf = L/
√

2⟨E⟩/3 is the turnover time of the largest eddies.

L = π/(4⟨E⟩/3)
∫∞
0

E(κ)/κdκ is the fluid integral scale, with E(κ) being the
energy spectrum; the operators ⟨·⟩ and · indicate average in space and in time,
respectively. Rep is the particle Reynolds number defined as Rep = |∆u|D/ν,
where ∆u = up − uf is the fluid-particle relative velocity. Here, uf is the fluid
velocity seen by the particle evaluated as the average of the fluid velocity within
a shell centred with the particle and with radius Rsh = 3(Dp/2) (see Uhlmann

& Chouippe 2017; Chiarini & Rosti 2024).

ΦV ρp/ρf N ⟨η⟩ ⟨E⟩ ⟨ϵ⟩ St Rep

− − − 0.0190± 0.0012 60.69± 12.38 63.34± 15.98 − −

10−5 5 742 0.0189± 0.001 63.15± 08.64 64.69± 12.49 0.0043 0.274± 0.032
10−5 100 742 0.0187± 0.001 61.70± 09.81 58.55± 9.74 0.1287 2.48± 0.32

10−3 5 74208 0.0190± 0.0004 60.32± 2.75 61.81± 6.40 0.0038 0.265± 0.018
10−3 100 74208 0.0192± 0.0008 54.09± 6.74 57.25± 9.12 0.0737 1.89± 0.18

energy spectrum, on the structure functions and on the the scale-by-scale energy
budget. Next, the influence of the particles on the local structure of the small
scales of the flow is addressed.

3.1. Energy Spectrum

Figure 2 shows the influence of the solid phase on the energy spectrum E(κ),
and highlights how Kolmogorov-size particles modulate the turbulent fluctuations
scale-by-scale. The top and bottom panels are for ΦV = 10−5 and ΦV = 10−3,
respectively. The black solid line refers to the reference unladen case; note the
inertial range of scales where E ∼ κ−5/3 extends for more than one decade of
wavenumbers, confirming that the present Reynolds number is large enough to
ensure a proper separation of scales. For validation purposes, in the bottom panel
we also plot with symbols the energy spectrum obtained for the ΦV = 10−3 and
ρp/ρf = 100 case with the coarser grid, showing good agreement with those
obtained with the standard grid, thus ensuring the suitability of the chosen grid
resolution (see §2).
At large scales, the spectra of the particle-laden cases substantially overlap with

the unladen spectrum. We indeed observe only a weak depletion of the energy
content at the intermediate scales; see the insets in the two panels. At scales
smaller than a certain wavenumber κp, the energy spectra of the particle-laden
cases deviate above the reference spectrum. Solid particles enhance the energy
content of the small scales by means of their wake. Notably, this mechanism is
amplified as ΦV and/or ρp/ρf increase, as conveniently visualised by the larger
values of E for κ > κp and by the shift of κp towards smaller wavenumbers.
However, notice that due to the low values of ΦV considered, the flow modulation

Rapids articles must not exceed this page length
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Figure 2: Energy spectrum for (top) ΦV = 10−5 and (bottom) ΦV = 10−3. The
black line refers to the single-phase case, the red/blue light line is for ρp/ρf = 5,
an the red/blue dark line is for ρp/ρf = 100. The symbols in the bottom panel
are from the simulation carried out with the coarser grid. The filled circle on
the κ axis denotes the wavenumber associated with the particle size. The solid

like is for the Kolmogorov κ−5/3 scaling. The dashed line is for κ−4.

is rather low for all cases, being substantially negligible for ΦV = 10−5 and/or
ρp/ρf = 5.
Figure 2 shows that the modulated energy spectrum exhibits multiscaling

behaviour. The classical E(κ) ∼ κ−5/3 decay in the inertial range of scales is
indeed followed by a steeper decay E(κ) ∼ κ−4 for κ > κp. A similar steep decay
has been observed in bubbly flows at scales smaller than the bubble diameter,
by means of both experiments (Martinez Mercado et al. 2010; Riboux et al.
2010; Prakash et al. 2016; Dung et al. 2023) and simulations (Pandey et al. 2020,
2022). Additionally, a similar multiscaling behaviour has also been observed in
a turbulent planar Couette flow laden with small particles (Wang et al. 2023),
and in homogeneous isotropic turbulence laden with slender fibres (Olivieri et al.
2022a,b). In the context of bubbly flows, the emergence of the κ−α decay with
α ⩾ 3 has been attributed to the wakes the bubbles generate in a otherwise
smooth flow (see for example Alméras et al. 2017; Pandey et al. 2020); here the
velocity fluctuations produced by the bubbles are directly dissipated by viscosity
(Lance & Bataille 1991; Risso 2018). Accordingly, this scaling has been indeed
observed only when the bubble Reynolds number is large enough and is in the
10 ⩽ Rebub ⩽ 1000 range (Pandey et al. 2020). To compare, we computed the
local particle Reynolds number using the relative velocity between the particle
and the surrounding flow, and found that it is in the 0.25 ⪅ Rep ⪅ 2.5 range
(see table 1). Further investigation on the link between the fluctuations induced
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Figure 3: Structure functions for (top) ΦV = 10−5 and (bottom) ΦV = 10−3.
For each panel, from bottom to top the plots are for S2, S4 and S6. The dashed

lines represent rp, while the dash-dotted ones rp/3.

by particles and the E(κ) ∼ κ−4 decay is provided in §3.3 by looking at the
scale-by-scale energy budget.
Overall, figure 2 shows that particles almost do not modulate the inertial range

of scales with the present parameters, where the classical energy cascade described
by Richardson and Kolmogorov is preserved, but mainly affect the (otherwhise
smooth) smallest scales of the flow.

3.2. Structure function and intermittency

We extend the analysis done in the spectral domain by computing the longitudinal
structure functions defined as Sp(r) =⟨δu(r)p⟩where δu(r) = (u(x+ r)−u(x)) ·
r/r and r = |r|. In particular, figure 3 plots S2, S4 and S6 as a function of r for
(top) ΦV = 10−5 and (bottom) ΦV = 10−3. In the single-phase case, we observe
that Sp ∼ rp/3 in the inertial range of scales is in agreement with the Kolmogorov
prediction (Kolmogorov 1941), and that Sp ∼ rp at the small scales, as a result of
the differentiability of the fluid velocity field (Schumacher et al. 2007). Recall that
although S2(r) is commonly referred to as scale energy (Davidson 2004; Davidson
& Pearson 2005), its meaning slightly differs from E(κ); indeed while E(κ)dκ
refers to the amount of energy associated with the scale r = 2π/κ, S2(r) can be
interpreted as the amount of energy associated with scales up to r. In agreement
with the modulation of the energy spectrum, figure 3 shows that particles enhance
the energy content at small scales compared to the unladen case. The energy
enhancement is more intense for larger ΦV and ρp/ρf , and becomes more evident
when considering higher order structure functions. At the same time, the presence
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Figure 4: Extendend self-similarity for (top) ΦV = 10−5 and (bottom)
ΦV = 10−3. S6/S

3
2 is plotted against r.

of the particles decreases the amount of energy stored at the largest scales (as
seen by the blue and red curves laying below the black one). By interacting with
the vortical structures of the flow, particles drain energy from scales larger than
D and reinject it back at smaller scales by means of their wake.
Structure functions are commonly employed to quantify the flow intermittency,

i.e. the relevance of extreme events that are localised in space and time and
break the Kolmogorov similarity hypothesis (Frisch 1995; Pope 2000). In figure
4, we use the extended self similarity introduced by Benzi et al. (1993), and plot
S6/S

3
2 as a function of r. In the limit case where extreme events do not occur,

the S6 ∼ S3
2 power law holds, i.e. S6/S

3
2 ∼ constant, and deviations from this

behaviour are a measure of the flow intermittency. Accordingly with the intrinsic
intermittent nature of turbulent flows, figure 4 shows that S6/S

3
2 deviates from the

Kolmogorov prediction also in the single-phase case, and this deviation increases
in the particle-laden cases, similarly to what is found for suspension of particles
with size in the inertial range of scales (Chiarini & Rosti 2024). This is due
to the no-slip and no-penetration boundary conditions at the particles surface
that give origin to localised and intense velocity gradients. Figure 4 shows that
for ρp/ρf = 5 the deviation from the single-phase case is rather small for both
ΦV = 10−5 and ΦV = 10−3, in agreement with the low level of flow modulation
discussed above. For ρp/ρf = 100, instead, the S6/S

3
2 curve significantly deviates

from the single-phase case at small scales. For the considered parameters, heavy
Kolmogorov-size particles increase the intermittency of the small scales of the
flow.
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3.3. Scale-by-scale energy budget

We now detail the influence of the particles on the organisation of the fluctuations,
by studying the scale-by-scale energy budget equation. For the present case with
three homogeneous directions, the energy balance reads

P (κ) +Π(κ) +Πfs(κ)−Dv(κ) = 0, (3.1)

where P (κ) is the scale-by-scale turbulent energy production due to the external
forcing, Π(κ) is the energy flux associated with the non linear convective term,
Πfs(κ) is the fluid-solid coupling term, and Dv(κ) is the scale-by-scale viscous
dissipation. Specifically, these terms are defined as

P (κ) =

∫ ∞
κ

1

2

(
f̂ · û∗ + f̂∗ · û

)
dk, (3.2)

Π(κ) =

∫ ∞
κ

−1

2

(
Ĝ · û∗ + Ĝ∗ · û

)
dk, (3.3)

Πfs(κ) =

∫ ∞
κ

1

2

(
f̂↔p · û∗ + f̂↔p,∗ · û

)
dk, (3.4)

Dv(κ) =

∫ ∞
κ

(
2νk2E

)
dk, (3.5)

where ·̂ denotes the Fourier transfrom operator, and the superscript ·∗ denotes
complex conjugate. The term Ĝ is the Fourier transform of the non linear term
∇·(uu). Note that here we integrate all the terms from κ to ∞. Π(κ) and Πfs(κ)
do not produce nor dissipate energy at any scale, but redistribute it among scales
by means of the classical energy cascade and of the fluid-solid interaction. Also,
note that since we integrate the viscous term from κ to ∞, Dv(0) = ϵ. For the
complete derivation we refer the reader to Pope (2000).
Figure 5 plots the Π,Πfs and Dv terms of equation 3.1 as a function of κ

for the four particle-laden cases investigated. For validation purposes, we also
plot with symbols the terms obtained with the coarser grid for ΦV = 10−3 and
ρp/ρf = 100. In agreement with the multiscaling behaviour shown in the energy
spectra (see figure 2), the energy budgets exhibit two distinct behaviours. Energy
is injected at the largest scales at a rate that equals the dissipation rate P (0) = ϵ
(not shown). In the inertial range of scales κL < κ < κp, the fluid-solid coupling
term is subdominant and

Π(κ) ≈ Dv(κ) ≈ ϵ. (3.6)

Thus, Π(κ) ≈ ϵ is constant with κ at these scales, exhibiting a plateau. In agree-
ment with the Kolmogorov theory, the viscous effects are negligible 2νκ2E(κ) ≈ 0
and energy is transferred from larger to smaller scales at a rate that matches
the energy injection rate ϵ. This corresponds to the range of scales where E(κ) ∼
κ−5/3. Similarly to what observed in the energy spectrum, the range of scales
where this relation holds shrinks as ΦV and ρp/ρf increase. For the small scales
with κ > κp where the spectrum shows the E(κ) ∼ κ−4 decay, instead, the non
linear flux is negligible Π(κ) ≈ 0. In this range of scales, the viscous effects and
the fluid-solid coupling term are not negligible, and the energy budget reduces to

Πfs(κ) ≈ Dv(κ). (3.7)

Here the fluctuations that are produced by the fluid-solid interaction are directly
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Figure 5: Scale-by-scale energy budget for (top) ΦV = 10−5 and (bottom)
ΦV = 10−3. Plots in the left column are for ρp/ρf = 5, and those in the right
for ρ/ρf = 100. The symbols in the bottom right panel are from the simulation
carried out with the coarser grid; circles are for Π/ϵ, triangles for Πfs/ϵ and

squares for Dv/ϵ.

dissipated by viscosity. In agreement with the energy spectrum, the range of scales
where this regime holds widens as ΦV and/or ρp/ρf are increased.

3.4. The local structure of the flow

As shown in §3.1, Kolmogorov-size particles mainly modify the organisation of the
velocity fluctuations at the smallest scales. Particles indeed modulate the energy
spectrum and the structure functions for κ ⪆ κp only. Here we characterise the
smallest scales of the flow to provide new insights of the influence of the dispersed
phase on the structure of the velocity fluctuations. For the sake of brevity, in this
section we consider the ΦV = 10−3 cases only, and we investigate how particles
modify the velocity gradient field Aij = ∂uj/∂xi. In the neighbourhood of a
given point (x0, t), the velocity field can be approximated as ui(x, t) = ui(x0, t)+
Aij(x0, t)(xj − x0,j) + O(|x − x0|2). This linear expansion is valid in the region
around x0, where the fluid is sufficiently smooth and the variations of Aij are
small (Meneveau 2011); for a turbulent flow the extent of this region is of the
order of the Kolmogorov scale η. Based on these arguments, we study the influence
of the particles on the smallest scales of the flow, by inspecting their effect on the
Aij tensor.
We decompose Aij into its symmetric and antisymmetric parts, namely the

strain-rate tensor Sij = (Aij + Aji)/2 and the rotation rate tensor Wij = (Aij −
Aji)/2. The field of the velocity gradient is completely addressed when knowing:
(i) the three principal rates of strain α ⩾ β ⩾ γ, i.e. the three eigenvalues of Sij,
(ii) the magnitude of the vorticity ω2 = ω · ω, i.e. the enstrophy, and (iii) the
orientation of ω relative to the three principal axes of strain, i.e. the eigenvectors
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Figure 6: Probability density function of s∗ for ΦV = 10−3, with ρp/ρf = 5 and
ρp/ρf = 100.

of Sij (Davidson 2004). Note that, due to the incompressibility constraint α +
β + γ = 0, meaning that α is always nonnegative, γ is always nonpositive while
β can have any sign depending on the local straining state.
We start by characterising α, β and γ in figure 6. Following Lund & Rogers

(1994), we use s∗ which is defined as

s∗ = − 3
√
6αβγ

(α2 + β2 + γ2)3/2
. (3.8)

For a random velocity gradient field with no preferred structure, the distribution
of s∗ is uniform. When s∗ = 1, α = β = −γ/2, meaning that the state of straining
is an axisymmetric extension, in which a small spherical fluid element moving in
the flow extends symmetrically in two directions and contracts in the third one,
forming thus a disk-like structure. When s∗ = −1, instead, γ = β = −α/2 < 0,
and the state of straining is an axisymmetric compression, in which a small fluid
element contracts in two directions and extends in the third one, forming thus
a vortex tube. Finally, when s∗ = 0 we have β = 0, meaning that the straining
state is two-dimensional, as typical for shear dominated regions.
In the absence of particles, the distribution peaks at s∗ = 1, in agreement with

the fact that for purely Newtonian turbulence the most likely state of straining is
an axisymmetric extension (Davidson 2004; Meneveau 2011). Figure 6 shows that
the addition of Kolmogorov-size particles with ΦV ⩽ 10−3 leads to a rather small
variation of the distribution of s∗ for the lighter particles with ρp/ρf = 5. We
observe instead that particles with ρp/ρf = 100 decrease the probability of events
with large positive s∗ and increase the probability of events with s∗ ⩽ 0. This
agrees with the observation of Cannon et al. (2024) who found that particles with
size in the inertial range favour the occurrence of events with two-dimensional
straining states and with axisymmetric compression. These events indeed are
associated with the shear layers that separate from the surface of the particles,
that strengthen as ρp/ρf increases.
Figure 7 shows the influence of the solid phase on (top) the square of the vor-

ticity magnitude ω2, i.e. the enstrophy, and on (bottom) the alignment between
the vorticity ω and the principal axes of strain. The distribution of ω2 shows
that the tail becomes longer and the probability of large events increases due to
the presence of the particles. This agrees with the enhanced flow intermittency
discussed in §3.2. The tail of the distribution is longer for the ρp/ρf = 100
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Figure 7: (Top) Probability density function of the enstrophy. (bottom)
Alignment of the vorticity vector ω with the principal axes of strain. Here, êα is

aligned with the direction of maximum elongation of the flow, êγ is aligned
with the direction of compression of the flow, and êβ is orthogonal to the

previous two directions. The data shown are for ΦV = 10−3.

case, as the velocity gradients at the particles surface are more intense because
of the larger relative velocity between the particles and the surrounding fluid
phase. However, even the lighter particles with ρp/ρf = 5 are able to produce
a non-negligible change of the distribution. Instead, the bottom panel of figure
7 shows that the alignment between ω and the principal axes of strain are only
slightly influenced by the presence of the particles. The results for the single-
phase case perfectly overlaps with that of ρp/ρf = 5. The presence of the heavy
particles, instead, slightly reduces the alignment between ω and êβ, as well as
the anti-alignment between ω and êγ . Our results suggest that for Dp/η ≈ 1 the
perturbation field induced by the heavy particles is characterised by events where
vorticity is more aligned with the direction of extension (êα) and compression
(êγ), and more anti-aligned with the intermediate eigenvector (êβ). Interestingly,
this differs from what observed by Cannon et al. (2024), who found the opposite
trend for particles with size in the inertial range. We presume that the difference
is due to the different particle Reynolds number, which results into a different
kind of wake.
We now move and consider the entire velocity gradient tensor Aij. Any second-

order tensor possesses three invariants P , Q and R, which are directly related to
its eigenvalues λ by the characteristic polynomial function

λ3 + Pλ2 +Qλ+R = 0. (3.9)
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Figure 8: Q-R map (top) and distributions of Q (bottom left) and R (bottom
right) for ΦV = 10−3. For the sake of clarity the top panel show only the

single-phase and the ρp/ρf = 100 cases.

Following Davidson (2004); Meneveau (2011), it can be shown that

P =α+ β + γ,

Q =− 1

2

(
α2 + β2 + γ2

)
+

ω2

4
,

R =− 1

3

(
α3 + β3 + γ3

)
− 1

4
ωiωjSij.

(3.10)

Note that, P = 0 due to the incompressibility constraint. The Q and R invariants
are commonly used to distinguish between regions of intense vorticity and regions
of strong strain. In particular, the discriminant of equation 3.9 ∆ = 27/4R2+Q3

is used to distinguish between regions where motions are mainly vortical (i.e.
regions where ∆ < 0, meaning that Aij has one real and two complex conjugate
eigenvalues) or characterised by a node-saddle streamline pattern (i.e. regions
where ∆ > 0, and all the eigenvalues are real). When Q is large and negative the
strain is intense, while the vorticity is weak; in this case, R ∼ −(α3 + β3 + γ3) =
−αβγ (Davidson 2004), and a positive R implies a region of biaxial strain (γ < 0,
α > β > 0), while a negative R implies a region of axial strain (γ < β < 0 and
α > 0). When instead Q is large and positive the strain is locally weak and
R ∼ −ωiωjSij. In this case, a positive R implies vortex compression, while a
negative R implies vortex stretching.
Figure 8, plots the joint distribution of Q and R for ΦV = 10−3; the black solid

lines denote the left- and right-Vieillefosse tails with ∆ = 0. For completeness
the bottom panels report the distributions of Q (left) and R (right). In absence
of the particles, the Q-R joint distribution takes a tear-drop pattern, with a clear
point at the right-Vieillefosse tail with R > 0 and Q < 0 (Meneveau 2011).



Kolmogorov-size particles in homogeneous and isotropic turbulence 19

Figure 9: Volumetric rendering of the (left) Q and (right) R fields for
ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 100. Orange and magenta regions are associated with
large, positive values of Q and R, while the indigo and green ones indicate

large, negative values.

The distribution is skewed towards positive Q, but rather evenly distributed
among positive and negative values of R (see the bottom panels). The largest
probability is observed in the second and fourth quadrants, i.e. Q < 0 R >
0 and Q > 0 and R < 0. Thus, in a purely Newtonian turbulent flow there
is a strong negative correlation between Q and R, and the two most common
states are vortex stretching ωiωjSij > 0, and biaxial strain αβγ < 0 (Betchov
1956; Davidson 2004). Also, the points in the Q-R map are distributed around
the origin, since the mean values of Q and R are zero in homogeneous flow
(Nomura & Post 1998). The presence of the particles enlarges the range of possible
Q and R values, in agreement with the increase of the probability of events
with intense velocity gradients associated with the boundary conditions at the
particles’ surface. In particular, Kolmogorov-size particles mainly favour events
that lay in the first and third quadrant, resulting into a joint distribution that is
more symmetric with respect to an inversion of the R axis (see the bottom right
panel in figure 8). Compared to the unladen case, particles mainly promote events
with axial strain αβγ > 0 (R < 0 and large negative Q < 0) and with vortex
compression ωiωjSij < 0 (R > 0 and Q > 0). The probability of events with
R < 0 and Q < 0 is particularly enhanced, as visualised in the top panel of figure
8 by the occurrence of a point at the left-Vieillefosse tail. This is consistent with
the increase of the probability of events with s∗ = −1 shown in figure 6. A visual
investigation of the Q and R fields around the particles (figure 9) helps to explain
this effect by highlighting the local contribution of the particles. By comparing
the two fields in the surroundings of the particles, we observe that they are
both almost axisymmetric along the axis aligned with their travelling direction.
However, across the velocity-normal median plane, Q is symmetric, while R is
antisymmetric. This relation between the two fields implies contributions across
all four quadrants of the Q-R distribution. The effect, however, is particularly
apparent in the third quadrant, as the region is otherwise not explored by the
single-phase flow. In particular, regions of Q < 0 and R < 0 are associated with
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Figure 10: −QS-QW map (top) and distributions of QS (bottom left) and QW

(bottom right) for ΦV = 10−3. For the sake of clarity the top panel show only
the single-phase and the ρp/ρf = 100 cases.

axial strain and appear to be found at one of the two ends of the particles’ along
their travelling direction. Consistently with the above-mentioned symmetries, at
the opposite end of the particles, a region of biaxial strain (Q < 0 and R > 0) is
found.
This scenario only partially agrees with the results of Schneiders et al. (2017) for

decaying homogeneous isotropic turbulence laden with Kolmogorov-size particles.
They also found that particles favour events with axial strain (Q < 0 and R < 0)
and biaxial strain (Q < 0 and R > 0), as shown by the occurrence of a point at the
left-Vieillefosse tail and by the more pronounced right-Vieillefosse tail in figure
20 of their paper. However, they did not report an increase of the probability of
events with Q > 0 like in the present case. It is worth mentioning, however,
that they do report a global increase of the vortex stretching. Compared to
larger particles with size in the inertial range of scales, the scenario is completely
different: in fact, Cannon et al. (2024) found that when large particles are added
both Q and R are reduced. Besides energising the small scales, large particles
indeed behave also as obstacles for the large flow structures, largely weakening
thus the energy content at the large scales. Cannon et al. (2024) only observed an
increase of the probability in the strain-dominated region (that we also observe),
which is an indication of the intense dissipation regions that arise around the
particles.
Additional insights are provided by looking separately at the invariants of Sij

and Wij; see figure 10. In particular, we consider their second invariants, i.e.

QS = −1

2

(
α2 + β2 + γ2

)
and QW =

1

4
ω2. (3.11)
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Figure 11: Probability density function of the Lagrangian velocity increments of
the particles δτup = up(t+ τ)− up(t) for (left) τ = 0.2τη, and (right) τ = 2τη.
The data are for the case with ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 5 and ρp/ρf = 100

These invariants are related with the fluid dissipation ϵ = −4νQS and with the
fluid enstrophy ω2 = 4QW . Therefore, the QS-QW joint distribution determines
whether the flow is dominated by dissipation (extensional dominated regions
with QS > QW ) or by enstrophy (rigid rotation regions with QW > QS). In
shear dominated regions, dissipation and enstrophy balance and −QS = QW

(Soria et al. 1994). For simplicity, we follow Truesdell (1954) and introduce K =
(−QW/QS)

1/2; when K = 0 the flow is extension dominated, when K = ∞ the
flow is dominated by rigid rotation events, and when K = 1 the rotation and the
stretching are equal, as typical of vortex sheets and shear layers. In the unladen
case, events with QW > −QS (K → ∞) are more frequent, meaning that for
purely Newtonian turbulence the flow is mainly dominated by rigid rotations; see
also the distributions of QS and QW in the bottom panels of figure 10. In the
presence of the particles the scenario slightly changes. A first observation is that
the probability of events with large QS (or K = 0) increases, indicating that the
perturbation field induced by these small particles is extensional dominated. A
second observation is that the solid phase favours also events with −QS ≈ QW

(K ≈ 1), that agrees with the presence of the shear layers induced by the presence
of the particles.

4. Particle dynamics

This section is devoted to the dynamics of the particles, and we compare the
results of the PR-DNS with those of the PP-DNS. Besides characterising the
motion of the particles, indeed, the objective is to address the reliability of the
one-way-coupled PP-DNS at the present parameters.

4.1. Lagrangian velocity increments

The Lagrangian statistics of the particles motion are of fundamental importance
in the understanding of transport and mixing. In order to investigate this, we
study the Lagrangian velocity increments, defined here as δτup,i = up,i(t + τ) −
up,i(t), with up,i(t) being the instantaneous velocity of a particle along direction
i at time t. The symmetries of the present problem make the statistics of δτup,i

independent on both t and i; for simplicity hereafter we drop the i index. Figures
11 and 12 describe the particle dynamics at different time scales, by plotting
δτup for different values of the time scale τ in the 0.2τη ⩽ τ ⩽ 30τη range, where
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Figure 12: Probability density function of the Lagrangian velocity increments of
the particles δτup = up(t+ τ)− up(t) for (top) τ = 0.2τη, (centre) τ = 2τη, and

(bottom) τ = 30τη. Left panels are for ρp/ρf = 5, while the right ones for
ρp/ρf = 100 . The black solid lines are the results of the PP-DNS simulations.

τη = (ν/ϵ)1/2 is the Kolmogorov time scale. For small time scales, the velocity
increment provides information about the particle acceleration, i.e. δτup ∼ apτ .
A first observation is that the distributions are symmetric, in agreement with
the symmetries of the flow. The probability density function of δτup continuously
deforms from the Gaussian at large time scales (see τ ≈ 30τη) to the development
of stretched exponential tails at dissipative time scales (see τ ≈ 0.2τη), which are
the statistical signature of an intermittent Lagrangian dynamics; see Mordant
et al. (2001), La Porta et al. (2001) and Chevillard et al. (2003) for small tracers
and Qureshi et al. (2007) for finite-size neutrally buoyant particles. The wide
stretched exponential tails for the smallest τ show that the finite-size particles
with Dp ≈ η experience very high acceleration events, with a probability which is
higher than Gaussian, similarly to what was found for small tracers by La Porta
et al. (2001) and for finite-size particles by Qureshi et al. (2007).
We start looking at the influence of ρp/ρf and ΦV on the Lagrangian intermit-

tency of Kolmogorov-size particles. The left panels of figure 11 show that heavier
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Figure 13: Evolution of the excess kurtosis factor
Kδτup(τ) =

〈
δτu

4
p

〉
/
〈
δτu

2
p

〉
2 − 3 for the distributions of the time increments of

the particle velocity. Left: ρp/ρf = 5. Right: ρp/ρf = 100. The empty circles in
the right panel are from the simulation with the coarser grid at ΦV = 10−3 and

ρp/ρf = 100, and are shown for validation purpose.

particles (ρp/ρf = 100) are less likely to experience intermediate values of the
acceleration compared to lighter particles (ρp/ρf = 5). In contrast, they are more
likely to exhibit very low or very intense accelerations. On one side, the larger
inertia of these particles opposes to large accelerations and favours small values
of ap. On the other side, heavy particles enhance the flow intermittency (see
§3), promoting extreme events in the flow that are in turn responsible for rare
but large particle accelerations. It is worth noticing that for ΦV = 10−5 the latter
effect is barely visible (see figure 12), in agreement with the weak flow modulation
shown in §3. For light particles ρp/ρf = 5 figure 12 shows that the distribution
of δτup obtained for ΦV = 10−5 and 10−3 overlap almost perfectly, in agreement
with the low level of backreaction.
The left panels of figure 12 show that for ρp/ρf = 5 the distributions obtained

by means of PP-DNS and PR-DNS almost perfectly overlap for all time scales τ :
for light particles the complete MRG equation properly predicts the Lagrangian
intermittency of the particles dynamics. For heavier particles the match between
the PP-DNS and the PR-DNS is rather good at large time scales, but differences
are observed at small τ , where the PP-DNS does not predict the large tails for
τ ⪅ 2τη. As discussed above, these extreme events are associated with the flow
modulation which is not modelled in our PP-DNS. The comparison between the
PP-DNS and PR-DNS results is further detailed in figure 13 where the evolution
of the δτup distribution with τ is quantified by means of the excess kurtosis
Kδτup

(τ) =
〈
δτu

4
p

〉
/
〈
δτu

2
p

〉
2 − 3. At large scales Kδτup

≈ 0 in agreement with the
Gaussian-like shape of the distribution, while it steeply increases at small scales.
For ρp/ρf = 5 the good agreement between the PP-DNS and the PR-DNS is
again clear, with a small deviation for the ΦV = 10−3 case, which is due to the
non-zero flow modulation. For ρp/ρf = 100 the agreement is good at large scales,
while the three curves substantially deviate for small τ , in agreement with the
larger tails of δτup found in the PR-DNS.

4.2. The particle-velocity Structure function

We now consider the statistics of the particle-particle relative velocity δup =
up(xp,j(t), t)− up(xp,i(t), t), where xp,i(t) and xp,j(t) denote the position of any
two particles i and j at time t. The distribution of δup across all particle couples
plays a key role in several theories regarding the tendency of particles to form
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Figure 14: Second order structure function based on the particle velocity field
S2,p. Top: ρp/ρf = 5. Bottom: ρp/ρf = 100. The empty circles in the bottom

panel are from the simulation with the coarser grid at ΦV = 10−3 and
ρp/ρf = 100, and are shown for validation purpose.

clusters; see for example Gustavsson & Mehlig (2011), Bragg & Collins (2014)
and Bragg et al. (2015).
Figure 14 plots the second-order structure function of the particle velocity, i.e.

S2,p(r) =

〈(
δup(r) ·

r

r

)2〉
, (4.1)

where r is the separation vector between particle i and j, and r = |r|. The top
panel is for ρp/ρf = 5, while the bottom panel is for ρp/ρf = 100. For ρp/ρf = 5,
S2,p resembles the fluid second-order structure function S2 (see the top panel in
figure 3): light particles have small inertia and closely follow the fluid motion.
S2,p exhibits the r2 scaling at small scales and the r2/3 scaling predicted by the
Kolmogorov theory in the inertial range of scales. In agreement with the negligible
flow modulation, the results of the PP-DNS match almost perfectly those of the
PR-DNS at these parameters.
The bottom panel of figure 14 deals with the ρp/ρf = 100 cases. A first

observation is that the results from the PR-DNS with ΦV = 10−5 and ΦV = 10−3

do not collapse; this is consistent with the larger flow modulation observed for the
larger volume fraction, and agrees with the above discussed results for the single-
particle statistics. Notably, for heavy particles S2,p differs from the fluid structure
function S2 at the small scales. According to both the PP-DNS and the PR-DNS,
S2,p does not exhibit a r2 scaling at the smallest scales, being substantially flat at
small r. The relative motion between couples of heavy particles placed at a small
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Figure 15: Probability density function of the radial particle-particle relative
velocity δup · r/r for ρp/ρf = 100. The panels are for (top left)
r ≈ 3.5Dp = 0.0627, (top right) r ≈ 7Dp = 0.1254, (bottom left)

r ≈ 21Dp = 0.3761, and (bottom right) r ≈ 67Dp = 1.2.

distances r is substantially uncorrelated as well as decoupled from the small scale
fluid motion due to their large inertia. Note that, the absence of the S2,p ∼ r2

scaling indicates that at small scales the Eulerian particle velocity field cannot
be described with a Taylor expansion. Notably, figure 14 shows that S2,p recovers
the S2−slope at larger r, exhibiting the classical Kolmogorov r2/3 scaling in the
inertial range of scales. This suggests that, despite the large inertia, the relative
particle-particle velocity δup between two particles is driven by turbulent eddies
having size comparable to r, provided that r is large enough. When comparing
the results of the PP-DNS with those of the PR-DNS, we note that the slope of
S2,p matches for small (r/η ⪅ 5) and large (r ⪆ 20) scales. For intermediate scales
5 ⪅ r/η ⪅ 20, instead, the PR-DNS predict a steeper slope for both ΦV = 10−5

and ΦV = 10−3. The finite size of the particles does not influence S2,p for large and
small scales where r/Dp = O(100) and r/Dp = O(1), but it does for intermediate
scales r/Dp = O(10).
Figure 15 sheds further light on the relative particle-particle velocity by plotting

the distribution of δup ·r/r, i.e. the component of δup projected along the vector
separating the two particles, for different values of r. When δup · r/r > 0, the
two particles depart, whereas they get closer when δup · r/r < 0. We consider
the case with ρp/ρf = 100 to provide further insights of the distribution of S2,p,
shown in the right panels of figure 14. A first observation is that, similarly to
what found for larger particles by Chiarini & Rosti (2024), the distribution of
δup ·r/r is left skewed, with a slightly positive mode and a long negative tail. The
distribution becomes progressively more flat when increasing r, in agreement with
a lower level of the correlation between the velocity of the two particles. When
comparing the distributions for ΦV = 10−5 and ΦV = 10−3, figure 15 shows that
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Figure 16: Comparison of the variance of the Voronoi Volumes obtained with
PR-DNS and PP-DNS. Left: ΦV = 10−5. Right: ΦV = 10−3.

for all r the tails are shorter for the larger ΦV , with the difference decreasing as r
increases. This is consistent with the stronger flow modulation that globally leads
to a weaker level of the flow fluctuations; see table 1. Also, in agreement with the
evolution of S2,p with r (see figure 14), for ΦV = 10−5 the distribution with the
PP-DNS collapses nicely with that obtained with the PR-DNS at small scales
(see the top panels), with some substantial differences arising for intermediate
scales when the finite-size effects are relevant.

5. The collective motion of the particles

In this section we focus on the collective motion of the particles. First, we
investigate whether Kolmogorov-size particles agglomerate and form clusters.
Then, we relate the presence of the clusters with the tendency of particles to
preferentially sample particular regions of the flow.

5.1. Clustering

Over the years, several tools have been used to characterise the spatial arrange-
ment of the particles in the flow (see Brandt & Coletti 2022, for an overview). We
use the Voronöı tessellation, which has been extensively used by several authors
(see for example Monchaux et al. 2010, 2012). The position of each particle is
identified with its centre and the computational domain is divided in subdomains,
such that each grid cell is associated with the closest particle. The Voronöı volume
VV of each particle is thus defined as the collective volume of grid cells that
are closer to it than to other particles. The inverse of the Voronöı volumes
provides a measure of the local concentration: particles placed in void regions
possess a large Voronöı volume, while particles that are part of a cluster have
a small Voronöı volume. Based on these observations, the intensity of clustering
of a suspension can be measured by comparing the distribution of its Voronöı
volumes to that of a control consisting of an equivalent, uniformly random, non-
overlapping suspension of particles. More intense clustering leads to a variance
of the distribution of VV that is larger than that of the control.
Figure 16 presents the clustering intensity for the different values of ΦV and

ρp/ρf considered. A first observation is that the PP-DNS underestimate the level
of clustering for all cases. Our computations show that the discrepancy between
the PP-DNS and the PR-DNS increases with ρp/ρf and/or ΦV (see §5.2 for further
details).
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Figure 17: Probability density functions of the Voronoi volumes for (left)
ΦV = 10−5 and (right) ΦV = 10−3 for all ρp/ρf . In the right panel, the dashed
lines are used for the PP-DNS. The black lines refer to the Voronoi volumes for
a random distribution of particles. Note that, particles are not overlapping for

the PR-DNS also in the random distribution.

We now move to the effect of the volume fraction ΦV and of the particle density
ρp/ρf . As expected, the level of clustering increases with ΦV . When fixing ΦV ,
instead, figure 16 shows that heavier particles with ρp/ρf = 100 cluster more than
lighter particles with ρp/ρf = 5. For light particles, the low level of clustering
σ/σrand ≈ 1 agrees with the previous results of Fiabane et al. (2012), Uhlmann
& Chouippe (2017) and Chiarini & Rosti (2024), who considered larger particles
5 ⩽ Dp/η ⩽ 123 over a wide range of Reynolds numbers 105 ⩽ Reλ ⩽ 430. Light
particles have small inertia and are less likely to drift from the trajectories of the
fluid elements. In contrast, the larger level of clustering observed when increasing
the particle density from ρp/ρf = 5 to ρp/ρf = 100 is not consistent with what
found for larger particles. For suspensions of particles with size in the inertial
range of scales, indeed, Chiarini & Rosti (2024) found that the level of clustering
exhibits a non-monotonous dependence on ρp/ρf , with the maximum occurring
at intermediate densities (see figure 24 of their paper), and the minimum being
at the largest density ratio they considered, i.e. ρp/ρf = 100. However, they
found that in the Dp − ρp space of parameters the maximum level of clustering
moves towards larger ρp as Dp decreases, suggesting that the tendency of particles
to cluster is driven by the Stokes number of the particles, rather than by their
density. Accordingly, their data show that the level of clustering is maximum
when St = O(1−10). This agrees with the early works of Wang & Maxey (1993),
Fessler et al. (1994) and Alised et al. (2002), and it is consistent with the our
results.
The complete distributions of the Voronöı volumes are provided in figure 17.

Compared to the corresponding random arrangement of particles, the tails of the
VV distribution are longer, and grow ever more so with increasing ΦV and/or
ρp/ρf . This is in agreement with the above discussion, since stronger clustering
corresponds to a larger number of small and large Voronöı volumes. Note that,
the PP-DNS underestimation of the level of clustering is visualised in figure 17
with the shorter tails. Figure 17 can be used to determine which particles are
part of clusters and which are part of void regions (Monchaux et al. 2010). This
information is used in §5.2, when discussing the particle preferential sampling.
In presence of clusters, two cross-over points arise between the VV distributions
of the actual suspension and that of the corresponding random arrangement of
particles. Particles with a Voronöı volume smaller than the left cross-over point
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Figure 18: Radial distribution function for (left) ΦV = 10−5 and (right)
ΦV = 10−3. Solid lines are for PR-DNS, while dashed lines are for PP-DNS.

Vth,l are part of a cluster, while those with a Voronöı volume larger than the
right cross-over point Vth,r are part of void regions. Particles that are part of a
cluster and have Voronöı volumes that share at least one vertex are part of the
same cluster. Note that, as the level of clustering increases, the threshold of the
Vonoröı volume that delimits the particles entrapped in clusters decreases.
A different type of information regarding the spatial arrangement of the parti-

cles can be provided by means of the radial distribution function g(r), also referred
to as pair correlation function (see figure 18). It describes how the particle density
varies as a function of the distance away from a reference particle. In other words,
it is a measure of the probability of finding particles at a distance r relative to
that of a homogeneous distribution. Following Salazar et al. (2008) and Saw et al.
(2008), the radial distribution function is defined as

g(r) =
Ns(r)/∆V (r)

Npa/V
, (5.1)

whereNs(r) is the number of particle pairs separated by a distance between r−∆r
and r+∆r, ∆V (r) is the volume of the spherical shell of inner and outer radius
r−∆r and r+∆r respectively, Npa is the total number of particle pairs present
in the system Npa = N(N − 1)/2, and V is the volume of the computational
domain. In a uniform distribution where overlapping between particles is allowed
g(r) = 1 for all r.
The radial distribution function (see figure 18) shows that for all cases the

accumulation is maximum at the smallest distances. Note that, the maximum of
g(r) occurs at r ≈ Dp for PR-DNS, as the overlap between particle is not allowed.
In agreement with the above discussion, the heavy particles with ρp/ρf = 100
show a larger level of clustering compared to the lighter ones with ρp/ρf = 5.
The level of accumulation is also slightly larger for ΦV = 10−3 at all r. Similarly
to what observed with the Voronöı tessellation, figure 18 shows that the PP-DNS
underpredict the level of particle accumulation. As clearly visible for ΦV = 10−3

and ρp/ρf = 100, the discrepancy between the PP-DNS and PR-DNS is maximum
at the smallest separations.

5.2. Preferential sampling

In the previous section we have shown that the solid phase is not homogeneously
distributed in space, and that the particles exhibit a mild level of clustering. In
this section we relate the presence of the clusters with the tendency of the particles
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to preferentially sample certain regions of the flow. In doing this, we also provide
a possible explanation of the different level of clustering predicted by the PR-
DNS and PP-DNS for the ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 100 case. Over the years
several mechanisms have been proposed as governing the particles’ preferential
sampling of the flow, most of them justified using the MRG equation and thus,
strictly speaking, valid only in the context of sub-Kolmogorov particles. In the
following we use the centrifuge mechanism (Maxey 1987) to explain the tendency
of Kolmogorov-size particles to form clusters.
In the limit where the point-particle approximation holds, Maxey (1987) has

shown that particles with large density tend to collect in regions of high strain
rate and low vorticity. In the presence of a vortex, indeed, heavy particles cannot
follow the flow streamlines because of their large inertia, and tend to drift from
the vortex core. Similarly, in the case of a pure straining flow, heavy particles
drift towards the stagnation point at the centre. We quantify the tendency of
particles to sample regions of high strain by using the second invariant of the
deformation tensor (see §3.4), i.e. Q = −SijSij/2 + ω2/4; recall that regions
where Q is large and positive are regions of high vorticity (Q ∼ ω2/4), while
regions where Q is large and negative are regions of high strain (Q ∼ −SijSij).
We investigate the particle preferential sampling by computing the probability
density function of Q at the particles position (Squires & Eaton 1990). For the
sake of brevity, in this section we limit the investigation to the largest volume
fraction ΦV = 10−3. For PP-DNS the value of Q at each particle position is
obtained after linear interpolation. For PR-DNS, instead, the value of Q seen by
each particle is estimated as the average value within a spherical shell centred with
the particle and having a radius Rsh > Rp, where Rp = Dp/2 is the radius of the
particles. It is important to note, however, that due to the particles’ backreaction,
in the case of PR-DNS, the value of Q seen by each particle is actually the result
of three different effects: (i) the larger scale flow properties of the region that
the particle is sampling, (ii) the smaller scale influence of the particle on the
surrounding flow, and (iii) the effect of nearby particles on the flow. Also, a
suitable choice of Rsh should be made: when Rsh is too small, only the influence of
the particle on the surrounding flow is considered (see for example Kidanemariam
et al. 2013; Oka & Goto 2022), while when Rsh is too large, spurious contributions
that do not affect the particle location are instead captured. In order to obtain a
more complete picture, we have tested different values of Rsh.
Figure 19 shows the probability density function of Qℓ, i.e. Q computed at the

particle position. We start by looking at the dependence of the PR-DNS results
on the radius of the shell Rsh. For ρp/ρf = 5, the curves computed for values of
Rsh between 2 ⩽ Rsh/Rp ⩽ 7 show an almost perfect overlap. This is consistent
with the low level of modulation discussed in §3, and indicates that for these
light particles the main contribution to Qℓ comes from the larger scale properties
of the flow region sampled by the particles (note that due to the low volume
fraction the influence of the particle-particle interaction is negligible). For heavy
particles with ρp/ρf = 100, instead, the distribution of Qℓ largely varies with Rsh:
as Rsh decreases, the left tail of the distribution becomes longer, meaning that
particles are more likely to see large negative values of Q. These large negative
values of Q are, at least partially, the result of the influence of the particles on the
neighbouring flow; see the Q−R map in figures 8. Note that, for Rsh/Rp ⪆ 5 the
distribution of Qℓ shows only marginal variations, as for these Rsh the large scale
flow contribution dominates. This suggests that for ρp/ρf = 100 the influence of
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Figure 19: Probability density function of the second invariant Q of the velocity
gradient tensor evaluated at the particle position. The top panel is for
ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 5. The bottom panel is for ΦV = 10−3 and

ρp/ρf = 100. Rsh indicates the radius of the spherical shell used to estimate the
value of Q seen by the particles in the PR-DNS. The black line indicates the

distribution according to the PP-DNS.

particles on the surrounding flow extends for less than 5Rp. Overall, for both light
and heavy particles the distribution of Qℓ is left skewed and shows an almost null
probability of positive Qℓ. At the present parameters, both PP-DNS and PR-DNS
give evidence that Kolmogorov-size particles preferentially sample regions of high
strain rate. This is also visible in the instantaneous snapshot shown in figure 1,
with particles sampling regions with low ω2. In other words, in the context of
Kolmogorov-size particles the formation of clusters is, at least partially, governed
by the centrifuge mechanism.
Let us now focus on the differences between the PR-DNS and PP-DNS results.

For particles with ρp/ρf = 5, the Qℓ distribution obtained with PP-DNS overlaps
almost perfectly with that obtained with PR-DNS; the point-particle approxima-
tion predicts fairly well the tendency of light particles to sample the Q < 0 regions
of the flow. Note that this is consistent with the good agreement found in figure
17 when discussing the distribution of the Voronöı volumes. For ρp/ρf = 100,
instead, theQℓ distribution obtained with the PP-DNS significantly deviates from
that obtained with the PR-DNS. For all Rsh, the Qℓ distribution obtained with
PR-DNS shows a shorter right tail and predicts a higher probability of negative
Q: finite-size heavy particles are less/more likely to see positive/negative values of
Q. Based on this, one may conclude that, at the present parameters, the PP-DNS
underestimates the tendency of the particles to preferentially sample regions of
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Figure 20: Joint probability density function of Q and VV for (top) ΦV = 10−3

and for (bottom) ρp/ρf = 5 and ρp/ρf = 100. The left panels are for the
PR-DNS, while the right panels are for the PP-DNS. White/black colour

denotes minimum/maximum probability. The dashed lines represent Vth,l, while
the dash-dotted lines Vth,r.

high-strain, and this may explain the larger level of clustering predicted by the
PR-DNS for the ΦV = 10−3 and ρp/ρf = 100 case (see figure 16).
A last comment regards the influence of ρp/ρf on the distribution of Qℓ.

According to both PP-DNS and PR-DNS, heavier particles exhibit a somewhat
larger tendency to sample regions with more negative Q, as shown by the left tail
being longer for the ρp/ρf = 100 case. Due to their larger inertia, indeed, heavier
particles enhance the centrifuge mechanism, being more likely to drift from the
high-vorticity regions of the flow.
To provide additional insights regarding the relation between the presence

of clusters and the particle preferential sampling, figure 20 shows the joint
probability density function of Qℓ and VV for ΦV = 10−3. Based on the above
discussion, here we set Rsh/Rp = 3 for the computation of Qℓ, since it is large
enough to account for the particle preferential location and small enough to
avoid spurious contributions. We recall that according to Monchaux et al. (2010),
particles with VV ⩽ Vth,l are part of a cluster, while particles with VV ⩾ Vth,r

are in void regions of the flow. For all cases, the most negative values of Qℓ

well correlate with small and intermediate Voronöı volumes, with VV ⪅ Vth,r.
Particles that are in void regions and are not part of a cluster are less likely
to see large negative values of Q. This agrees with the above observation that
the tendency of Kolmogorov-size particles to form clusters is governed by the
centrifuge mechanism. We now focus on ρp/ρf = 100 (see the bottom panels).
The joint distribution shows that the larger probability of negative Qℓ predicted
by the PR-DNS is concentrated at the smallest Voronöı volumes with VV ⪅ Vth,l.
Again, this shows that the higher level of clustering detected in this case with the
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PR-DNS well correlates with the larger tendency of finite-size particles to sample
regions of the flow with intense strain.

6. Conclusion

We have investigated by direct numerical simulations the fluid-solid interaction
of suspensions of Kolmogorov-size spherical particles moving in homogeneous
isotropic turbulence. The work is based on both interface-resolved (PR-DNS)
and one-way-coupled point-particle (PP-DNS) direct numerical simulations. In
PR-DNS the presence of the particles is dealt with the immersed boundary
method introduced by Hori et al. (2022). In PP-DNS the motion of the particles
is described by solving the complete Maxey-Riley-Gatignol equation (Maxey &
Riley 1983; Gatignol 1983), including the time-history Basset term and the Faxén
correction. The objective of the study is twofold. On one side, we aim to shed
light on how Kolmogorov-size particles influence the organisation of the velocity
fluctuations. Few work have indeed considered particles with Dp/η ≈ 1 due to
the intrinsic complexity of the problem: in experiments it requires the access
to sub-Kolmogorov measurements, and in simulations it requires an extremely
fine grid with a resulting prohibitive computational cost. On the other side, we
aim to assess the limits of the one-way-coupled PP-DNS that, despite the large
number of works present in literature, have not been completely addressed yet.
For this reason, we consider a portion of the parameter space that is on the
edge of the range of validity of the one-way coupled point-particle models (see
Brandt & Coletti 2022). The micro-scale Reynolds number is Reλ ≈ 140, being
large enough to ensure a proper separation of scales. The volume fraction of the
suspension has been set to the small values of ΦV = 10−5 and ΦV = 10−3 to
guarantee that the backreaction of the solid phase on the carrier flow is low. Two
solid-to-fluid density ratios are considered, i.e. ρp/ρf = 5 and ρp/ρf = 100, to
investigate the role of inertia.
The PR-DNS shows that at the present parameters the modulation of the flow

is rather low and mainly involves the smallest scales. The modulated energy
spectrum E(κ) shows a multi-scaling behaviour: the classical −5/3 scaling in
the inertial range of scales is indeed followed by a steeper −4 scaling, that
resembles what has been observed by several authors in the context of bubbly
flows (see Pandey et al. 2023). Accordingly, the scale-by-scale energy budget
shows two different regimes: in the inertial range of scales the fluid-structure
interaction term is negligible and the non linear term equals the dissipation
rate, i.e. Π(κ) ∼ ϵ; at these scales energy is transferred from larger to smaller
scales by means of the classical energy cascade described by Richardson and
Kolmogorov. At small scales, where E(κ) ∼ κ−4, the non linear term is negligible
and the fluid-structure interaction term is balanced by the viscous dissipation, i.e.
Πfs(κ) ∼ Dv(κ); at these scales the energy injected into the flow by the particles
is directly dissipated by viscosity. The small-scale topology of the flow has been
investigated by inspecting the influence of the particles on the invariants of the
velocity gradient tensor Aij = ∂ui/∂xj (Meneveau 2011). The effect of the solid
phase on the eigenvalues of the strain-rate tensor shows that the presence of the
particles favours axisymmetric compression rather than axisymmetric extension.
The joint p.d.f of the second and third invariants of Aij reveals that, particles
mainly enhance events with axial strain and vortex compression. Accordingly,
the inspection of the joint p.d.f. of the second invariants of the symmetric and



Kolmogorov-size particles in homogeneous and isotropic turbulence 33

antisymmetric parts of Aij indicates that the presence of the particles favours
dissipation events dominated by extensional events rather than rotational ones.
The limits of the one-way-coupled point-particle models have been addressed

by looking at the dynamics of the particles and at their collective motion. We find
that the PP-DNS predicts fairly well the Lagrangian and Eulerian statistics of
the particles velocity field for the low-density case. For heavy particles, however,
some discrepancies are observed, particularly for the larger volume fraction. These
differences are due to a combination of the finite-size of the particles and of the
flow modulation, that are not accounted for in the PP-DNS. By using the Voronöı
tessellation method and the radial distribution function, we find that the PP-DNS
underpredicts the level of clustering; the discrepancy with the PR-DNS results
increases with the volume fraction and the particle density. In the attempt to
have a clearer picture, we have investigated the tendency of the particles to
preferentially sample particular regions of the flow. By plotting the distribution
of the second invariant Q of the fluid velocity gradient tensor at the particle
position, we find that, according to both PP-DNS and PR-DNS, the particles
preferentially sample regions of high strain rate. This suggests that the presence
of the clusters is driven by the centrifuge mechanism introduced by Maxey (1987).
Accordingly with the larger level of clustering, we find that PR-DNS shows a
larger tendency of the particles to sample these regions of the flow compared
to PP-DNS. Note, however, that some care is needed when dealing with these
results. In PR-DNS, indeed, the value of Q seen by each particle is the result of
three different contributions that cannot be easily isolated, i.e. (i) the larger scale
flow properties of the region that the particle is sampling, (ii) the smaller scale
influence of the particle on the surrounding flow, and (iii) the effect of nearby
particles on the flow.
By characterising the fluid-solid interaction of Kolmogorov-size particles in

homogeneous isotropic turbulence, the present study aims to serve as a stepping
stone for further investigations. A natural extension of this work is to use the
present PR-DNS database to assess the limits of two-way-coupled PP-DNS,
that account for the backreaction of the solid phase to the carrier flow; see for
instance the models introduced by Gualtieri et al. (2015) and Vreman (2016).
In addition, the present results may be used as a ground truth for studies in
the spirit of Olivieri et al. (2014), that investigate the relevance of each term at
the right-hand-sides of the MRG equation in predicting the different statistics
of the particles. This knowledge will help guide the choice of suitable models
for engineering applications. Eventually, it would be of interest to investigate
whether Kolmogorov-size particles modulate the energy spectrum also in the
inertial range of scales at larger volume fractions, influencing thus the −5/3
scaling range and the classical energy cascade as observed for larger particles
(Chiarini & Rosti 2024). Despite the computational challenge that would such a
study would provide, the field would benefit from the investigation. Overall, the
present results can be exploited for the development of improved point-particle
models for the one- and two-way-coupling regimes.
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Appendix A. The Basset time history force

In the PP-DNS we resort on the second-order and memory-efficient algorithm
developed by van Hinsberg et al. (2011) to deal with the Basset time history
force.
The Basset force is split into two parts, denoted as window and tail. In

particular, at time t̃ the first part consists of a numerical integration over the
t̃− tw ⩽ t ⩽ t̃ interval, considering thus Nw = tw/∆t previous steps. The second
integral, instead, considers the −∞ ⩽ t ⩽ t̃ − tw interval and is approximated
using recursive exponential functions. The kernel KB(t) in equation 2.4 is thus
replaced with an approximated kernel K(t) such that

K(t) =

{
KB(t) if t < twin

Ktail(t) if t ⩾ ttwin,
(A 1)

with

lim
t→+∞

Ktail(t) = 0.

The Basset force, therefore, reads

FB(t) = cB

∫ t

t−twin

KB(t− τ)g(τ)dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸
FB−win(t)

+ cB

∫ t−twin

−∞
Ktail(t− τ)g(τ)dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸
FB−tail(t)

,

where cB = 3/2D2
pρf

√
πν and g(t) = d(u−up + (1/6)(Dp/2)

2∇2u)/dt. The win-
dow term is integrated in time using the diffusive Basset kernel. The integration
exploits a modified trapezoidal method, which allows the kernel’s singularity to
be taken into account. Thus, following the work of Olivieri et al. (2014), the
window contribution reads:

FB−win =
4

3
cB

√
∆tg0 +

4

3
cB

√
∆t

Nw−1∑
n=1

[
(n− 1)

√
n− 1− 2n

√
n+ (n+ 1)

√
n+ 1

]
gn

+ cB
√
∆t

[
4

3
(Nw − 1)

√
Nw − 1 + (2− 4

3
Nw)

√
Nw

]
gNw

,

(A 2)
where gn = g(t − n∆t) with n = 0, 1, ..., Nw. Here ∆t = twin/Nw and Nw is the
number interval in which the window is discretised.
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As stated above, the tail term is integrated in a recursive manner and, exploiting
exponential kernels, it reads:

FB−tail(t) =
m∑
i=1

aiFi(t) =
m∑
i=1

ai (Fi−di(t) + Fi−re(t)) , (A 3)

where Fi−di is computed directly as

Fi−di(t) = 2cB
√
eti exp

(
− twin

2ti

){
gN

[
1− ϕ

(
∆t

2ti

)]
+ gN+1

[
ϕ

(
−∆t

2ti

)
− 1

]}
,

(A 4)
and Fi−re is computed recursively as

Fi−re(t) = exp

(
−∆t

2ti

)
Fi(t−∆t). (A 5)

Here, ϕ(z) = (exp(z)− 1)/z, and for a given value of m the coefficients {ai, ti}mi=1

are chosen to minimize the error. For a detailed explanation, the reader is referred
to van Hinsberg et al. (2011) and Casas et al. (2018). We choose m = 10 and
set the values of the ai and ti parameters to the ones proposed in the work of
van Hinsberg et al. (2011). As suggested by van Hinsberg et al. (2011) the point-
particle equation is written in a semi-implicit manner to guarantee numerical
stability when integrating in time.
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