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Abstract

This work is focussed on understanding the fundamental fluid dynamics of tidal wakes generated by offshore
wind infrastructure in stratified waters, using direct numerical simulations. The tidal flows past the structures
are approximated by a uniform quiescent background flow with a two-layer density profile, interacting with
a vertically oriented cylinder. Through these simulations we identify the processes through which turbulence
generated in the wake of the structures leads to vertical mixing across the thermocline. We identify two
fundamentally different flow regimes, dependent on both the stratification strength and the flow Reynolds
number. The ‘weakly stratified’ wake is characterised by a highly energetic wake and a dominance of
horizontal shear. As a result, vertical mixing occurs much further downstream than the region of maximum
turbulent kinetic energy production. In contrast, the ‘strongly stratified’ wake regime is characterised by
a large-scale recirculation region that develops across the thermocline which generates significant vertical
shearing. This subsequently leads to time-independent standing waves which account for up to 10% of the
total energy budget, and have characteristics similar to ‘mode 2’ internal solitary waves. The vertical shear
introduced near the edges of the thermocline is highly efficient at local mixing, but vertical fluctuations are
quickly suppressed as the wake propagates further downstream. We speculate that the emergence of this
flow regime may explain discrepancies in previous field observations, which have been unable to detect a
coherent wake far downstream of offshore wind infrastructure. Future work should focus on bridging the

scale gaps between idealised simulations and the field.

1 Introduction

The offshore wind industry is exponentially expanding across the globe [1], motivated by net-zero carbon
targets and enabled by rapid innovation. Due to spatial constraints in shallow water regions, large-scale
developments are now occurring in relatively deep, seasonally stratified, shelf seas, for the first time [2].
Density stratification is a critical control on transport processes in shelf seas, which are disproportionately

important for tidal energy dissipation [3], ocean biological production [4], and the global carbon budget
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[5]. This control on transport processes arises through the suppressive nature of buoyancy forces on verti-
cal motion, which can subsequently lead to significant barriers to transport when buoyancy gradients are
sufficiently large. Unlike in shallow water sites, where background tidal/wind-driven processes are able to
effectively mix the water column, offshore wind infrastructure pose a new risk to shelf sea oceanography as a
source of anthropogenic turbulence [2, 6, 7] which may interfere with the delicate balance between restorative
surface heating and water column mixing processes. There is a growing body of evidence that large-scale
build out of offshore wind may enhance water column mixing through either atmospheric effects [8-10] or
directly from tidal flows past infrastructure [11-14]. Here we focus on the latter mechanism, where wakes
shed by tidal flows past infrastructure are a direct source of turbulent motions within the water column.

There have been several field campaigns targeting the potential impacts of offshore wind infrastructure
on water column mixing [13-16]. Through water property transects, Floeter et al. [15] detected a significant
weakening of stratification near the centre of two German Bight wind farms (BARD and Global Tech I), which
extended up to half the diameter of the ambient tidal excursion. Similarly Schultze et al. [13] detected a 65%
decrease in the potential energy anomaly in the wake of a 6 m monopile at the German Bight DanTysk wind
farm. The wake spread to a width approximately 10 times the monopile diameter, but the full extent of the
turbulent wake was not captured by this survey, even at a distance over 50 times the monopile diameter [13].
Field measurements were also obtained by Hendriks et al. [14] at the Norther Offshore Wind Farm (Belgian
North Sea), in reasonable agreement with the dataset of Schultze et al. [13]; TKE measurements were 50%
higher in the wake of a monopile when compared against ambient conditions, and enhanced vertiical mixing
could be detected in temperature/salinity transects as their vessel passed through the monopile wake.

The survey of Schultze et al. [13] was complimented by Large Eddy Simulations (LES) that revealed
a turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) dissipation rate two orders of magnitude higher in the thermocline than
when the monopile was not present; a greater contribution to energy dissipation than the bottom boundary
layer. Measurements taken by Austin et al. [16] verified the dramatic enhancement of energy dissipation in
the water column, who measured an order of magnitude increase in TKE dissipation rate downstream of
a 4.7 m monopile in the Liverpool Bay Rhyl Flats wind farm, when compared against ambient conditions.
Austin et al. [16] also estimated the vertical eddy diffusivity, which increased by an order of magnitude in
the monopile wake.

These surveys provide evidence that offshore wind infrastructure leads to enhanced mixing in their
energetic wakes, although the variability between these datasets, associated with structure design and size,
location, ambient stratification strength, and background turbulence/tidal velocities, leads to a challenge
regarding data consolidation. Even within individual studies, issues have arisen regarding the separation
between structure-induced mixing processes and natural variability [15], and between repeat surveys, where
Schultze et al. [13] could not detect a clear signal in temperature transects when revisiting the DanTysk wind
farm during a period of stronger stratification. There is a critical need for a better understanding of the
physical mechanisms that control infrastructure-induced mixing processes, to reconcile differences between
field measurements.

Modelling efforts to understand impacts of offshore wind structures on oceanography have mainly focussed
on the use of oceanographic models. The studies of Christiansen et al. [8], Rennau et al. [11], Cazenave
et al. [12], and Christiansen et al. [17] highlight there are potential regional scale changes to the physical
environment induced by flows past offshore wind infrastructure; Christiansen et al. [17] predict a 10% change
in current velocities and stratification due to the presence of wind farms. However, these studies highlight

a large degree of uncertainty regarding parameterisation of infrastructure wakes, which occur on sub-grid-



scales. The parameterisation of infrastructure wakes is based on the model of Rennau et al. [11], which
incorporates physics through a momentum sink proportional to the drag acting on individual piles, and as
source terms in the (Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes) turbulence closure: A TKE source term proportional
to the power loss to drag, and a corresponding source of TKE dissipation rate. Subsequently, the closure
requires a choice to be made regarding the drag coefficient, and tuning of additional turbulence closure
coefficients. It is unclear how these coefficients should be constrained, due to their dependence on structure
design and background flow/stratification conditions. It should also be noted that this strategy effectively
averages out the energetic, relatively narrow wakes across the grid cells that contain infrastructure. It
is unclear whether appropriate parameterisation of offshore wind wakes should include this sub-grid-scale
intermittency, given the observed order-of-magnitude difference between TKE dissipation rate within the
narrow wakes, when compared against the ambient. Original calibration by Rennau et al. [11] was carried out
by performing structure-resolved small-scale simulations of flows past monopile foundations, using a RANS
closure. Simulating stratified turbulence is a key challenge in physical oceanography, due to the role buoyancy
forces play on turbulent structures and mixing dynamics, leading to highly anisotropic, intermittent, and anti-
diffusive flows [18]. There is therefore a critical need to develop robust datasets of stratified-flow interactions
with infrastructure, to develop our understanding of the physical processes that lead to vertical mixing, their
dependence on flow and structure properties, and how these learnings can constrain regional-scale model
closures to reduce uncertainty.

In this work, we perform the first fundamental study of mixing dynamics induced by vertical cylinders
in a two-layer density (temperature) stratified flow, as a model for offshore wind monopiles. While there are
numerous studies investigating stratified-flow interactions with horizontal cylinders [19-21], which induce
vertical shear directly in the flow, only Meunier [22], Bosco and Meunier [23] have performed experiments
with vertical cylinders, as part of their studies investigating the effects of cylinder inclination on the onset of
two- and three-dimensional instability (i.e. at low Reynolds numbers). Vertical cylinders introduce primarily
horizontal shearing in the water column, and hence, vertical vorticity. Coherent vertical vortices are known
to lead to an efficient route to turbulence in linearly stratified flows, through spontaneous layering [18, 23—
26]. However, the vertical vortices introduced by offshore wind infrastructure are of a similar diameter to
that of the thermocline width, both of order 10 m. This is in contrast to previous experiments, where the
cylinder diameter is orders of magnitude smaller than the buoyancy gradient length scale [24]. Offshore wind
infrastructure in stratified flows may therefore lead to fundamentally different flow mixing processes when
compared to previous studies.

We therefore aim to answer three key questions in this work: How does the horizontal shear produced
by two-layer stratified flows lead to vertical mixing? How are these mixing processes affected by the flow
Reynolds number and stratification strength? And what are the energy pathways that lead to irreversible
mixing in such flows? These questions are answered using Direct Numerical Simulations at moderate cylinder
Reynolds numbers and varying degrees of stratification strength. The paper is structured as follows: First,
we introduce the methodology in Section 2. In Section 3 we present our results, including analysis of the
instantaneous flow structure, the time-averaged flow field, the spatial dependence of key transport budgets,
and finally assessment of volume-integrated energy budgets. We conclude this study with a discussion in the

context of offshore wind marine impacts in Section 4.
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Figure 1: Plan view (a) and side view (b) of the fluid domain and inflow conditions.

2 Methodology

The fluid domain is sketched in Figure 1, with x the streamwise coordinate, y the spanwise coordinate, and
z the vertical coordinate. The cylinder is vertically oriented and placed at the origin (z,y) = (0,0). The
domain extends 15d upstream, 40d downstream, and 20d in the positive and negative spanwise directions.
The domain height is set to 10d such that the domain coordinates, made dimensionless by the cylinder
diameter, are bounded by x € [-15,40], y € [-20, 20], and z € [-5,5].

We solve the divergence free, dimensionless and Boussinesq momentum and continuity equations, with a

scalar transport equation for a temperature field:
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Here, u represents the three-dimensional velocity vector, and 6 = (T — Tyef) /AT is the dimensionless tem-
perature field related to the dimensional temperature 7', a reference temperature T,f, and the temperature
difference between the upper and lower layers of the flow, AT. p represents the pressure once the approx-
imate hydrostatic pressure has been subtracted, which will be discussed shortly. The governing equations
have been made dimensionless by the uniform inflow streamwise velocity, Ue, the cylinder diameter d, and
the temperature difference between the upper and lower layer, AT, leading to three dimensionless param-
eters governing flow dynamics: The cylinder Reynolds number Reg, cylinder Richardson number Ri4, and
the Prandtl number Pr:

Rey= Uind’ Ri, = aAZ;gd

v
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, and Pr = K, (4)
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where « is the thermal expansion coefficient, g represents gravitational acceleration, x is the diffusivity of
temperature, and v is the kinematic viscosity. This work presents six simulations carried out at two Reynolds
numbers (Req = 500 and Req = 2000), one Prandtl number (Pr = 1), and three levels of stratification strength
(Riq = 0.05,0.5,and 2.0). The six cases are termed Re500Ri005, Re500Ri1050, Re500Ri200,, Re2000Ri005,
Re2000Ri050, and Re2000Ri200, respectively.

At the upstream (negative x) boundary we prescribe u = (1,0,0) and 6 = 6, = %tanh (z(d/h)), where
h represents the thermocline thickness, which here is set equal to the cylinder diameter: d/h = 1. At the

downstream (positive x) boundary we apply an open boundary condition [27] and no-slip conditions at the



cylinder surface, u = 0. Note that the pressure field p has been constructed to be in approximate hydrostatic
balance by subtracting 6, from the buoyancy forcing in equation (1). The full pressure field is recovered
by p = p+1I(z), where the potential II(z) = [, Ri4findz. The remaining boundaries are treated with mixed
shear-free boundary conditions: n;0;u; = 0, and u;n; = 0, where n; represents the surface-normal vector. The
temperature field is treated as insulated on all boundaries other than the upstream z-normal boundary:
0;0n; = 0.

We adopt an overlapping Schwarz-Spectral-Element-Method (SSEM) to discretise the governing equa-
tions, implemented in NEK5000 [28]. The SSEM framework is based on the principles of the overlapping
Schwarz method for solving PDEs on overlapping domains [29]. In this way a grid of significantly reduced
resolution can be adopted in the freestream of the flow, while a high-quality and high-resolution hexahedral
mesh can be adopted in the cylinder wake. The domain of Figure 1 (a) and (b) is therefore split into two
regions: an inner domain and an outer domain, each of which are decomposed into spectral elements on
which the governing equations are discretised using a Galerkin method. The inner domain is bounded by
x € [-4.39,40], y € [-5.01,5.01], and z € [-5,5], and discretised using Egy, x E, = 3784 x 40 elements, while
the outer domain is bounded by x € [-15,40], y € [-20,20], and z € [-5,5], using E,, x E, = 1584 x 20
elements. The two sub-domains overlap by approximately one element which enables interpolation between
the two domains at run-time. Equations are solved by means of local approximations based on a high-order
tensor-product polynomial basis located at Gauss-Lobatto-Legendre (GLL) nodes. We adopt 8% GLL nodes
in each element (7th order polynomials), which is sufficient to fully resolve turbulent scales for the cases with
Reg = 500. In the cylinder wake of the Rey = 500 flows, the ratio between the GLL point spacing and the
local Kolmogorov length scale has a maximum value of 2.2, with only 15 % of GLL points with a spacing
greater than the local Kolmogorov scale in the inner sub-domain, and none in the outer sub-domain. At
the cylinder wall of the Rey = 500 flows, the maximum element size is approximately 4.5 wall-units, with a
mean element size of approximately 2 wall units. These equate to maximum and mean wall-normal GLL
node spacings of approximately 0.29 and 0.13 wall units, respectively.

We adopt this same grid for the higher Reynolds number flows (Req = 2000), although note that this
resolution is too coarse to resolve all turbulent scales. In these cases, we adopt modal based explicit filtering
to account for unresolved dissipation (See Lloyd et al. [30] and references therein for validation of this
technique for stratified turbulent flows). Unresolved turbulent scales account for approximately 10% of the
volume integrated turbulent kinetic energy dissipation. Therefore the higher Reynolds number flows are
primarily used as a qualitative comparison and speculation as to how dynamics scale with Reynolds number.

The unsteady governing equations (1) to (3) are solved in the velocity-pressure form using the P,-P,
scheme, where all variables are represented by the same polynomial order [31]. Equations are solved simul-
taneously on the two overlapping sub-domains using semi-implicit BDF3/EXT3 timestepping [32], with a
dimensionless timestep of le-3. Non-linear terms are de-aliased using the 3/2 rule [33, 34]. Boundary data
are exchanged between the two overlapping sub-domains by spectral interpolation and 2nd order temporal
extrapolation. At the end of each timestep, a Schwarz iterations is carried out to ensure consistency in the
solution in the overlapping region of the two sub-domains.

Cases are initialised with w = 0 and 6 = 6;,, and time-stepped until the flow is statistically steady
(approximately 500 time units). Subsequent data collection occurs over 1000 time units to ensure convergence

of turbulent kinetic energy and buoyancy variance budgets.
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Figure 2: Visualisation of instantaneous spanwise velocity (a to f) and temperature (g to 1). Req = 500 for
all panels with: Ri4 = 0.05 in panels (a, d, g, j); Riq = 0.5 in panels (b, e, h, k); and Riy4 = 2.0 in panels (c, {,
i, 1). Panels (a) to (c) and (g) to (i) show a z—normal slice at z = 0, and panels (d) to (f) and (j) to (1) show
a y—normal slice at y = 0.

x/d

3 Results

We begin analysis by assessing instantaneous snapshots of the low Reynolds number simulations. Visualisa-
tions of spanwise velocity and temperature are shown on y— and z—normal slices at the origin of the domain,
in Figure 2. The cylinder wake is clearly distinct from the uniform background flow. The Karman vortex
(KV) street is most clear in the spanwise velocity signal, which decays in strength for = > 10. Qualitatively,
the Rig = 0.05 and Rig = 0.5 flows are very similar, although mixing of the temperature field is clearly
suppressed by the higher Rig; the large scale vertical mixing structures present in the temperature field for
Rig = 0.05 are reduced as Rigq increases. Note that for low stratification, mixing of the temperature field
appears to grow in strength downstream, while the higher Ri, cases suppress vertical motion as the wake
evolves. The temperature perturbations are at their maximum at a streamwise location closer to the cylinder
as Rig increases.

The strongest stratification case (Riq = 2.0) shows dramatically different behaviour when compared to
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Figure 3: Drag coefficient time series for all simulations over the full data acquisition time (a). Panel (b)
shows the power spectral density associated to each drag coefficient time series, with successive cases shifted
downward by two orders of magnitude, for clarity. Vertical dashed lines of (b) highlight the dominant vortex
shedding frequency (wpeak) for case Re500R1005, and twice this frequency (2wpeak)-

the other cases. While the KV is still present, it is nearly entirely suppressed over the thermocline, and it
appears detached from the cylinder surface. Aside from strong initial fluctuations, the temperature variations
for Rig = 2.0 are quickly suppressed beyond = ~ 20. A key and interesting feature of the Rig = 2.0 flow regime
is the large but relatively weak coherent wave-like structures that propagate downstream and away from the
energetic KV, most clear in the spanwise velocity signal. As we shall show, this is a statistically steady
coherent structure (a standing internal wave) that appears due to the presence of strong statistically steady
vertical motions in the lee of the stratified cylinder wake.

The instantaneous data are qualitatively similar for the high Rey cases, although the large-scale standing
internal waves appear for Rig = 0.5, indicating that the transition between flow regimes is controlled by both
Rey and Rig. The higher Reynolds number cases are more susceptible to the suppression of vertical motion
by buoyancy forces due to the earlier emergence and higher importance of three-dimensional flow structures.

The time-dependence of the drag coefficient is presented in Figure 3, defined by
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where n,, is the z—component of the surface-normal pointing vector (pointing out of the fluid domain), 2,
represents the cylinder surface, and the (dimensionless) normalisation parameters are the reference area
Arer = 10 and the freestream velocity u. = 1. Both the Reynolds number and Richardson number have
a strong influence on the drag coefficient. In agreement with literature data [35] the drag coefficient and
its fluctuations are reduced as Re, increases from 500 to 2000. The reduced fluctuations are reflective of
the reduced relative strength of the KV, which is identified by the clear dominant frequency in the power
spectral density of the drag coefficient (Figure 3 (b)) at low Richardson numbers, where Cy represents the



Fourier transform of C), once it’s mean has been removed, and the superscript * represents the complex
conjugate. At low Rey and Rig there is also evidence of a secondary peak at twice the frequency of the
dominant frequency, associated with mode-mode interactions. These data also clearly show that as Rig is
increased, the drag coefficient and its fluctuations are reduced. At Rey = 2000 and Rig = 2.0 there is no
convincing peak associated to the KV, and the spectra appears much flatter. While the KV is still present
in the spanwise velocity signal of the Rey = 2000 and Rig = 2.0 case, it develops further downstream of the

cylinder when compared to the other cases, and hence its presence is much weaker in the drag measurements.

3.1 Time-averaged statistics

This paper is primarily concerned with the time-averaged (here denoted ‘mean’) flow properties, particularly
how the cylinder wake impacts the time-averaged kinetic and potential energy balance. Before assessing the
simulation data we detail the key transport equations that govern the time-averaged energy fields, where
we adopt an overbar to denote a time-averaged variable, and a prime to denote the fluctuation away from
the time-average. For example u =w + u’. Adopting summation notation, the transport equation for mean
kinetic energy, (Fx = =u;U; ), per unit volume, is obtained from the dot-product of the velocity field and the

lf
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momentum equation (1):
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where the buoyancy b = Riyf with a reference inflow buoyancy by, = Rigfi,. The first term, £ represents
viscous destruction of mean kinetic energy (KE), and is typically negligible for high Reynolds number flows
[36]. The second term, Bkg represents the mean buoyancy flux, which is neglected (or identically zero) in
most flows concerning mixing of stratified flows where there is no mean vertical velocity. As we shall show,
when stratification is strong the two-layer flow generates large-scale vertical mean flow structures, and hence
Bkr is a key component of the KE and mean potential energy (PE) budgets. The third term P represents
production of turbulent kinetic energy (TKE), and the final term 7xg groups the various transport terms of
the KE budget.

The KE transport equation is coupled to the transport of mean potential energy (PE), per unit volume,

defined as E, = ~bz. PE transport is governed by
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where Brkg represents the turbulent buoyancy flux and 7pg groups the PE transport terms. It is worth
noting here that the potential II in the transport term arises due to our definition of the KE buoyancy
flux, where the mean buoyancy has its inflow reference subtracted. This is similarly reflected in the KE
budget where I is implicit in our definition of pressure p (see Section 2). We find this form convenient when

assessing energy budgets; without removal of the reference buoyancy from Bkg, small variations in w lead



to large buoyancy fluxes due to the rapid changes in b across the thermocline, which are simply balanced by
large variations in the PE and KE transport terms, dominating over other variations in the flow (particularly
for KE).

KE and PE transport are coupled to the transport of turbulent kinetic energy (TKE), defined as ej =

1,7,,71.
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where TKE transport terms are grouped into 7tk and ¢ represents the TKE dissipation rate. This system
of transport equations (6) to (8) is a closed system, with the buoyancy flux and turbulent production terms
transferring energy between the different budgets. However, a well recognised issue with these energy budgets
is that mixing of the potential energy field cannot be discerned from the generally reversible fluxes Bxg and
Brkg. For this reason, we further assess budgets of the appropriately scaled buoyancy variance (%W)
transport equation, the destruction rate of which is commonly adopted for diagnosing mixing of stratified
flows [18, 37-39]:
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where N2 = b, is the buoyancy frequency. The scaled buoyancy variance (SBV) transport equation is balanced
by the TKE bouyancy flux Brkg, a spanwise turbulent buoyancy flux term B1%y, the SBV (irreversible)
destruction rate X', and transport terms 7sgyv. This form of the buoyancy variance transport is consistent
with that of Caulfield [18], although several terms are present that can usually be neglected. In particular,
the « — y component of the turbulent buoyancy flux (B7%) is usually identically zero in stratified mixing
problems (where b, > BI,Ey) but is non-negligible in this flow due to inhomogeneity in the near cylinder
wake, and subsequent emergence of relatively strong streamwise and spanwise buoyancy gradients. In a
closed system, non-zero BF?I’(E will result in X > Brkg, which requires consideration when assessing mixing
of the mean buoyancy field. Nevertheless, X provides a local estimation of irreversible mixing. Subsequently,
the four transport budgets (6) to (9) will be used to assess how energy is conserved in the two-layer cylinder
wake flow. We will first assess the spatial dependence of the time-averaged fields and key transport terms,

before assessing surface- and volume-integrated energy budgets.

3.2 The mean flow

The vertical dependence of the time-averaged temperature and velocity fields are visualised in Figure 4,

where data are sampled on a y—normal plane at y = 0. Here we report the mean temperature field § with the
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Figure 4: Time-averaged temperature (a to c), streamwise velocity (d to f) and vertical velocity (g to i)
on a y-normal slice at y = 0. Rey = 500 for all panels with: Rig = 0.05 in panels (a, d, g); Rig = 0.5 in
panels (b, e, h); and Rig = 2.0 in panels (c, f, i). Temperature data are presented as a perturbation from
the spatially varying background field 6y(x,z). Lines represent the thermocline bounds, quantified by the
contours = +0.475.
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Figure 5: Time-averaged spanwise velocity on a z—normal slice at z = 0. Reyq = 500 for all panels with:
Riq =0.05 in panel (a); Rig = 0.5 in panel (b); and Rig = 2.0 in panel (c).

spatially varying background field 6y(x, z) subtracted. 6y is the temperature field that would arise due to
diffusive processes, if there were no obstacle in the flow (obtained by solving the subsequent 2D temperature
advection-diffusion equation). We find that removing this spatially varying reference field enables easier
interpretation of temperature perturbations, since any deviations from 6y must arise due to the presence of
the obstacle.

The Rig =0.05 and Rig = 0.5 cases appear qualitatively similar for these variables, aside from a stronger
broadening of the thermocline for the weakest stratification strength. The weakest stratification case sees the
thermocline broadening over the full domain extent, while the stronger stratification cases appear to suppress
thermocline growth. When stratification is strong (Riq = 2.0) there is an intricate recirculation region that
develops across the thermocline. Above/below the recirculation region there is strong downward/upward
moving fluid, towards the thermocline, which subsequently leads to a standing wave downstream, observed
in the mean vertical velocity, and the temperature deviation. The presence of this standing wave is also clear
in Figure 5, where the mean spanwise velocity is visualised on a central z—normal slice at z = 0. As a result

of this wave, strong vertical shearing in the streamwise velocity field (Figure 4) also develops; as we shall
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Figure 6: 3D Visualisation of mean flow streamlines in the lower half of the flow, coloured by the spanwise
coordinate. Req = 500 for all panels with: Rig = 0.05 (a) and Rig = 2.0 (b). A y-normal slice at y = 0 is
added to visualise the mean buoyancy flux.

show, this leads to a different source of turbulent production when compared to the horizontally sheared
weakly stratified cylinder flows.

It is also interesting to note the sign-changes in the temperature deviation 6 — 6, (Figure 4) as the flow
advects downstream for both the Riy = 0.5 and Rigy = 2.0 cases. This is indicative of reversible energy
transfer between the PE and KE fields, and shows that, while much weaker in magnitude, there is evidence
of mean-flow wave-like structures developing in the wake of the Rig = 0.5 case, similar too but much weaker
and further downstream when compared to the Rig = 2.0 case.

The recirculating flow region is well visualised by the streamlines of Figure 6. While the weak stratification
case shows a uniform separation region as the flow passes downstream of the cylinder, the streamlines of the
strong stratification case move further laterally in the thermocline, and the recirculation region approximately
doubles in size at z = 0. The KE buoyancy flux is also reported here, where strong negative flux is associated
with the upward flow of dense fluid. We see that, in the recirculation region, we get alternating patterns of
positive/negative mean buoyancy flux associated with downward/upward backflow. This has a strong local
effect on the temperature field (Figure 4), although much of the strong changes in temperature are reversed
as the flow is convected downstream. However, this strong local temperature change, and associated vertical
motions, are the source of the large-scale standing internal wave.

The spatial distribution of the local pressure and viscous drag coefficients over cylinder surface are
presented in Figure 7, for the three cases with Rey = 500. Here, the local drag coefficient is defined as

F, £,

1 2 1 2’
§Arefu<>o §Arefu<x>

Cqg=Cptc,= (10)

where F}, and F), are, respectively, the streamwise pressure and viscous forces acting on the cylinder:

_ 1 Ou
sz(p_poo)nza Fv:_Riedgjnj, (11)
where po, is the reference inflow pressure, equal to the average pressure on the negative x bounding surface
2, and n; is the surface-normal vector pointing out of the fluid volume. The spatial distributions of the
local drag coefficients are presented as a function of the vertical coordinate z and the angular position
a = arctany/x. At this low Reynolds number we see that viscous contributions to drag are important,

and are approximately 15% of the pressure contributions. Pressure drag is largest at the upstream and
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Figure 7: Spatial dependence of the pressure (a to c¢) and viscous (d to f) contributions to the drag coefficient
as a function of vertical coordinate (z) and angular position on the cylinder surface (« = arctany/z). Reg =
500 for all panels with: Rigz = 0.05 (a and d); Rig = 0.5 (b and e); and Rig = 2.0 (¢ and f). Panels (g) and
(h) show the pressure and viscous drag coefficients integrated over o (measured in degrees).

downstream edges of the cylinder surface, while viscous drag peaks at o ~ 60 degrees. Strong stratification
affects both contributions in similar ways when integrated over the angular position shown in Figure 7 (j,k,1).
However, the local effects differ: The upstream side of the cylinder is unaffected by stratification, but the
pressure force is significantly reduced across the thermocline. In addition, the viscous contributions over the
thermocline are reduced, and the region of ¢, = 0 occurs at an earlier angular position, indicative of earlier
flow separation and therefore a wider and longer recirculation region (consistent with Figure 5). It is also
clear from Figure 7 that the effects of stratification are felt in the constant density regions, leading to a
reduced drag over all z. This effect would be expected to reduce if the vertical domain height was increased.
We hypothesise that the local drag reduction across the thermocline is due to the suppression of the KV,
and subsequent suppression of spanwise momentum transport, by the large-scale recirculation region that is
generated through the strong buoyancy forces across the thermocline.

The effect of the cylinder on the potential energy field is expressed as a change in the potential energy
anomaly (PEA) in Figure 8. Here the PEA is defined as the depth-integrated E, with the spatially varying

background potential energy E,o subtracted, where E,o = —Rigfy(z, z)z:

[2(E, - Ey) 02

APEA =
|f—22 Epo 6Z|

(12)

Note that we integrate only over the region where the background temperature field has some appreciable
vertical dependence: -2 < z < 2. This choice is taken since the cylinder cannot affect the fluid E, in the

regions of constant temperature (i.e where the fluid is already mixed), unless the thermocline width has grown
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Figure 8: Change in the Potential Energy Anomaly, defined as [ (E, - Ep) 0z/ ‘ 12 Ep 82‘. E, represents

the spatially varying PE based upon the background temperature field 6g(x,z). Contours represent the
relative changes in thermocline width, defined as the vertical distance between the contours 6 = +0.475,
relative to respective spatially varying background values. Linestyles represent a thermocline width change
of 5% (dash-dotted), 10% (dashed), and 20% (solid). Req = 500 for all panels with: Rig =0.05 (a); Riq = 0.5
(b); and Rigq = 2.0 (c).

sufficiently. Contours of the relative thermocline thickness have also been added to Figure 8: ()§%°-§%%)/6%,

ref ref?
where 6% 95

o Tepresents the vertical distance between the contours 0 = +0.475, and Oret

represents the distance
between the contours 6y = £0.475. In other words, the thermocline thickness is quantified by the vertical
bounds over which 95% of the total temperature difference is captured.

With Rig = 0.05 we see that both APEA and the relative thermocline thickness grow as the turbulent
wake is advected downstream, reaching maximum values of APEA ~ 20% and an approximate relative
thermocline width of 50%, although the domain bounds are not large enough to fully capture these true
maxima. Similar trends are observed when Rig = 0.5, although with a weaker magnitude. In addition,
the region of maximum PEA and thermocline thickness is reached approximately 10-15 cylinder diameters
downstream, before slightly reducing further downstream as the wake width increases. At the strongest
level of stratification (Riq = 2.0), we see the standing waves imprinted on the thermocline thickness and
PEA, which are at their maximum directly behind the cylinder, although these maxima are quickly reversed
downstream of the recirculation region. When stratification is strong, the presence of the obstacle increases
the PEA in the far wake (z 2 10) by approximately 5-10%, locally much lower than when stratification is
weaker, although this difference is not restricted to just the narrow energetic wake, and is instead more
widespread due to the standing waves.

Both APEA and 6% are unsurprisingly strongly correlated, but a key insight from §%° is that, when
stratification is strong (Rig = 2.0), the thermocline swells and contracts as the standing wave propagates
downstream. This is indicative of ‘mode 2’ internal gravity waves, which are thought to be highly efficient
at transporting scalars [40, 41].

The strength of turbulent fluctuations in the wake is visualised in Figure 9, where we report spatial
integrals of turbulent kinetic and turbulent potential energies (TKE and TPE), which we define as ey = %m
and e, = %%.
the full domain as a function of the slices streamwise position xzs. The streamwise slice-integrated TKE peaks

Panels (a) and (b) show integrals of TKE and TPE, respectively, over z—normal slices through

close to the cylinder surface, where the KV is most dominant. This occurs slightly further downstream and
with a weaker magnitude for the cases where, across the thermocline, the large-scale recirculation region
develops and the KV is suppressed: Re500Ri200, Re2000Ri050, and Re2000Ri200. Note that data for
Reb500Ri005 and Re500Ri050 nearly collapse for the TKE integrals. Slice-integrated TPE shows much
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Figure 9: Spatial integrals of turbulent kinetic (panels a and c¢) and potential (panels (b and d) energies,
as a function of streamwise position. Panels (a) and (b) show integrals over z—normal slices at position zs.
Panels (c) and (d) show volume integrals over the full domain with a streamwise position less than or equal
to xy.

stronger variation between the six cases. The strength of the slice-integrated TPE peaks scale with Rig,
with maximum values increasing with increasing Ri4. The cases with Rig = 0.05 reach a local slice-integrated
TPE maximum at zs ~ 30 — 35, and do not decay appreciably before the wake leaves the numerical domain.
In contrast, while qualitatively similar, case Re500Ri050 peaks much earlier at zs ~ 20, before decaying as
the wake propagates further. A key feature of these flows is that TPE does not peak in the same region as
TKE when stratification is weak (Re500R1005, Re500R1050, and Re2000Ri005).

The strong-stratification regime of cases Re500Ri200, Re2000Ri050, and Re2000Ri200, characterised by
the vertical recirculation regions and mean-flow standing waves, is clearly identified by the rapid increase in
slice-integrated TPE at xs $ 4, reaching their maximum values at xs ~ 6. This peak than quickly decays
as the wake propagates further, although note that there is still a reasonable level of TPE downstream.
Interestingly, the slice-integrated TPE values are similar for all cases for zs 2 30, although differences are
likely to emerge if the streamwise domain extent were larger.

Panels (¢) and (d) of Figure 9 show the TKE and TPE integrated over the domain volume which is
bounded by [#min,zy] in the streamwise direction. The plateau of these various curves gives an indication
of the required domain size for fluctuating processes in the cylinder wake to be fully captured. The rate of
change of these volume integrals with respect to xy of course corresponds to the slice-integrals of panels (a)
and (b).

The volume integrated TKE rapidly increases in the near-cylinder wake, where the KV is present, before

beginning to flatten out further downstream. While the domain extent is not long enough to capture the
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Figure 10: Anisotropy in the stratified cylinder wake, visualised by the ratio between the vertical component
of TKE against the sum of all three components. This anisotropy measure is computed and spatially averaged
on z— normal slices at the streamwise locations zg, within the thermocline bounds —0.475 < 0 < 0.475. This
surface is denoted Sp with an area Asg,.

full turbulent wake (which would be identified by an invariant TKE volume integral with respect to zy), it
does capture the most energetic regions. The total TKE decreases with both increasing Re; and increasing
Rig, the latter at least partly due to the suppression of the KV. This is also consistent with the reduction
in drag coefficient with both Rey and Rig4 (see Figure 3).

The volume-integrated TPE (Figure 9 (d)) increases with increasing Riq4, and shows only a small degree
of convergence as xy increases, and only for the strongest stratification cases. From slice- and volume-
integrated data it is clear that significant TPE changes are present further downstream in the wake than
TKE, relative to respective maxima. This is due to the substantially stronger near-cylinder peak for TKE
when compared to TPE. As a result, slice-integrated TKE decreases by approximately a factor of six over
the domain extent while TPE only decreases by approximately a factor of two. The subsequent effect of this
is that the rate of change of TKE, with respect to downstream distance changes much more significantly,
and exhibits some degree of convergence, while TPE is still increasing substantially over the chosen domain
length.

A key result here is that, particularly for weaker levels of stratification, fluctuations in potential energy
peak much further from the cylinder than TKE, and therefore the volume-integrated TPE is far from
convergence when compared to TPE. We hypothesise that this is associated with the transition between
horizontally oriented turbulent fluctuations to isotropic turbulence further downstream, which is more readily
able to mix the vertically oriented buoyancy field. To support this argument we inspect the ratio w'w’/2ey
as a measure of flow anisotropy. This ratio is reported in Figure 10, averaged over x—normal slices as a
function of streamwise position, zs, within the thermocline bounds —0.475 < 6 < 0.475. The behaviour of
flow anisotropy is different for both flow regimes. In the weak stratification regime (Re500R1005, Re500Ri050,
and Re2000Ri005) we see that vertical fluctuations contribute little to TKE, but they slowly grow, as the
wake advects downstream. This approximately correlates to the growth of TPE (Figure 9 (b)), and confirms
that as anisotropy in the wake decreases, temperature fluctuations increase in strength. Note that, in this
numerical domain, isotropic turbulence is never reached, with vertical fluctuations contributing at most 25%
of the total TKE (with 33% representing an equal contribution to horizontal components). In contrast,
when stratification is strong (Re500Ri200, Re2000Ri050, and Re2000Ri200) the TKE has a much stronger

contribution from vertical fluctuations in the near-cylinder wake. This is due to the strong shearing generated
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Figure 11: Visualisation of turbulent kinetic energy production on a z—normal slice at z = 0 (panels a to c)
and a y—normal slice at y = 0 (panels d to f). Rey =500 for all panels with: Rig = 0.05 in panels (a) and (d);
Riq =0.5 in panels (b) and (e); and Rig = 2.0 in panel (¢) and (f).
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Figure 12: Components of turbulent kinetic energy production, split by the direction of shear, for Re; = 2000
and Rig = 2.0. Panel (a) reports the streamwise shear term P*, panel (b) reports the spanwise shear term
PY, and panel (c) reports the vertical shear term P?.

in and near the recirculation region. This then decays due to suppression from buoyancy forces as the wake
advects downstream, correlating to the decrease in TPE (Figure 9 (b)). These results demonstrate the close
connection between the ability for the flow to suppress vertical fluctuations in the wake, and fluctuations in

the buoyancy field.

3.3 Local energy budgets

Production of TKE, defined in (6), is shown on spanwise and vertical slices for the three cases Re500Ri005,
Reb500Ri050, and Re500Ri200, in Figure 11. TKE production is localised to the near-cylinder wake, and
peaks where the KV is strongest. For Rig = 0.05 and Rig = 0.5 this occurs within the first few diameters
downstream of the cylinder. For Rig = 2.0, TKE production varies with depth, and is small within the
thermocline bounds. TKE production is primarily associated with spanwise shear due to the z—invariant
cylinder cross section. Indeed, for cases Re500Ri005 and Re500Ri050 the spanwise shear dominates over other
contributions to P, particularly since there is no mean vertical shear. However, there is a transition away
from this dominance of spanwise shear when the large-scale recirculation region forms in the thermocline
of Re500Ri200, as we show in Figure 12. Here we have split P = —Tu;&-ﬂj into three contributions which
respectively group the nine terms containing streamwise (z), spanwise (y), and vertical (z) spatial derivatives
(e.g. P* = —W@xﬂj). In the unstratified regions, spanwise shear terms dominate over other sources of TKE
production. However, within the thermocline bounds, PY reduces significantly and P? becomes important.

For this particular case (Re2000Ri200), vertical shear terms contribute more to TKE production than
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Figure 13: Visualisation of the vertical temperature flux on a z—normal slice at z = 0 (panels a to c¢) and
a y—normal slice at y = 0 (panels d to f). Req = 500 for all panels with: Rigq = 0.05 in panels (a) and (d);
Riq=0.5 in panels (b) and (e); and Riq = 2.0 in panel (¢) and (f).

spanwise shear terms, within the thermocline. This importance of P? is consistent across all ’strongly
stratified” wake cases (Re500Ri200, Re2000Ri050, and Re2000Ri200) although we note that this effect is
most pronounced for Re2000Ri200. These results indicate that there is a transition in how turbulence is
produced within the thermocline, as a function of stratification strength. If stratification is strong enough
to generate a large-scale recirculation region, then this can lead to a new mechanism, via vertical shearing,
for turbulence production.

The vertical temperature flux (’w’) is shown in Figure 13. This is related to the turbulent buoyancy flux
by Brke = —Rigf0’w’. For Re500Ri005, the temperature flux peaks much further downstream (x ~ 10) than
P, although the peak is less localised. There is also a small local peak in #’w’ in the recirculation region
near the cylinder surface, although most temperature flux occurs further downstream. There are similarities
between the temperature flux variations for Re500Ri005 and Re500Ri050, although the peak occurs closer
to the cylinder when stratification is stronger. We hypothesise that, for these two cases, where spanwise
shear dominates over other sources of TKE production, there requires some transition from spanwise motion
to vertical motion as the wake propagates downstream in order for the temperature field to mix. Indeed,
this is reflected in the anisotropy discussions of Figure 10, where vertical fluctuations grow as the wake
propagates downstream. For this reason, the turbulent buoyancy flux peaks much further downstream than
TKE production.

In contrast, 8’w’ is much more localised when stratification is strong, peaking in the region where P
is large, particularly P? (Figures 11 and 12). We hypothesise that this arises due to the strong vertical
shearing that produces turbulence for this case, which is more efficiently able to generate vertical motions
and therefore buoyancy flux. Note, however, that at this level of stratification, despite the buoyancy flux
being much larger, the overall influence on the thermocline thickness (Figure 8) is weaker due to the strong
buoyancy forces. However, there are clear regions of negative buoyancy flux downstream of the local peaks
for Re500Ri200. Subsequently, some energy lost to potential energy is transferred back to TKE further
downstream. In other words, there are reversible processes within Brkg.

The destruction rate of TKE is visualised in Figure 14. ¢ is primarily focused in the near-cylinder wake
with 2 $ 5 (note the log-scaled colourbar), and concentrated in a narrow region downstream. The strong

stratification of Re500Ri200 weakens the maximum of the dissipation rate and shifts it further downstream,
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Figure 14: Visualisation of turbulent kinetic energy dissipation on a z—normal slice at z = 0 (panels a to ¢)
and a y—normal slice at y = 0 (panels d to f). Rey =500 for all panels with: Rig = 0.05 in panels (a) and (d);
Rigz =0.5 in panels (b) and (e); and Rig = 2.0 in panel (¢) and (f).

a Rig = 0.05 b Rig=0.5 ¢ Rig =2.0
108 id (b) id () id X
107!
= 04 o 1 cm— 1 o
1072
_10 T T T T T T
(d)  Rig=0.05 () Rig=05 (f)  Rig=20 1073
° n
SEN 11 - 1 g
e rm—— e e e e e [ o e = — [= = | N o e o — — — 10—4
_5 T T T T T T
0 s 20 0 s 20 0 s 20

Figure 15: Visualisation of turbulent potential energy destruction rate on a z—normal slice at z = 0 (panels
a to ¢) and a y—normal slice at y =0 (panels d to f). Req =500 for all panels with: Rig = 0.05 in panels (a)
and (d); Rig =0.5 in panels (b) and (e); and Riq = 2.0 in panel (c) and (f).

due to the recirculation region. Vertical dependence of € develops, where it is suppressed in the thermocline
as the wake advects downstream. The destruction rate of buoyancy variance, X', shows similar behaviour
to €, as shown in Figure 15. Of course, X increases with increasing Rig4, but more interestingly it does not
peak in the same regions as the TKE dissipation rate when stratification is weak; for Re500Ri005, X rises
slowly as the wake propagates and doesn’t reach an appreciable maximum. For Re500Ri050, the maximum is
reached at x ~ 10 before X’ decays downstream. When stratification is stronger (Re500Ri200), there is a more
clear correlation between ¢ and X, which both peak near the recirculation region and decay downstream,
leading to a far-wake regime (z 2 20) where most TKE and TPE destruction occurs near the bounds of the
thermocline.

Mixing in stratified flows is often parameterised as a function of three dimensionless parameters (excluding

the Prandlt number Pr): Ri,, Fry, and Rey, which respectively represent the gradient Richardson number,
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Figure 16: Key dimensionless parameters for parameterising mixing in stratified flows on a y— normal slice
at y = 0. Panels (a to ¢) show the gradient Richardson number, panels (d to f) show the horizontal Froude
number, and panels (g to i) show the buoyancy Reynolds number, all defined in Equation (13). Panels (a,d,g)
show data for Rig = 0.05, panels (b,e,h) show data for Rig = 0.5, and panels (c,f,i) show data for Rig = 2.0.
Lines represent the approximate thermocline width with contours of 6 = +0.475.

the horizontal Froude number, and the buoyancy Reynolds number [18]:

N2

Rig = ?’ FT’h and Reb = Red%. (]‘3)

€
- Nu2

rms

Here, S = 0,u represents vertical shearing in the streamwise flow. Ri, represents the ratio between buoyancy
forces and mean vertical shear, and is a measure of a flows susceptibility to shear instability. The horizontal
(turbulent) Froude number characterizes the effect of stratification on turbulent structures. Large values
indicate that buoyancy has little influence while small values (Frp, <« 1) indicate that stratification suppresses
vertical motions, leading to strongly anisotropic, layer-like “pancake” structures. The buoyancy Reynolds
number represents the ratio of the turbulent kinetic energy dissipation to the damping effects of viscosity
and stratification. It can also be interpreted as the square of the ratio between the buoyancy timescale
and the Kolmogorov timescale. Large values indicate that turbulence can sustain an energy cascade despite
stratification, while small values (Rep, < 20) imply that stratification and viscosity suppress small-scale
turbulent motions, limiting mixing [42].

These three parameters are visualised on y-normal slices at y = 0 in Figure 16. First, note that S? is
extremely small over much of the domain, and N? also approaches small values outside the thermocline.
For this reason, we have limited visualisation of Ri, to the thermocline bounds where at least N 2 is large.
Figures 16 (a) to (c) clearly demonstrate that Ri, is very large in the stratified wakes, due to the lack
of vertical mean shear. There are however two small (vertically symmetric) regions with Ri, < 1 in the
strongly stratified wake of Re500Ri200, which are downstream of the recirculation region and just beneath
the thermocline bounds. These correlate to the regions where P*, Brkg, and X are large (Figures 12, 13,
and 15), confirming that it is indeed a susceptibility to vertical shearing, due to the vertical recirculation

zone, that promotes mixing of the temperature field in the strongly stratified wake. While Ri, is not a
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useful parameter for characterising the weakly stratified flow, it is useful in characterising the transition
from turbulence produced from horizontal shear to vertical shear.

Fry, and Rey, are clearly correlated when inspecting Figure 16. The weakest stratification case (Re500Ri005)
shows that Re, > 10 and Frj, 2 1 for the whole flow, with Rep, > 1000 in the near-cylinder wake and unstratified
regions. Within the thermocline, both parameters gradually decreases as the wake propagates downstream
and turbulence weakens. Reb500Ri050 behaves in a similar fashion, although finds that for = > 10 the hori-
zontal Froude number and the buoyancy Reynolds number are appreciably small to suggest there is a strong
influence of buoyancy on turbulent structures, and mixing processes weaken downstream. This is consistent
with the region where X peaks in the wake before being suppressed downstream (Figure 15). Re500Ri200
differs from the other cases, where Re, and Frj are everywhere small in the cylinder stratified wake, aside
from the small region at x ~ 5, where Frj, ~ 1 and Rep, » 100. This region is unsurprisingly correlated to that
of the high Ri, region; vertical shearing leads to localised relatively strong turbulence in the near-cylinder
wake, which is suppressed as the wake propagates downstream.

The anisotropy measure of Figure 10 is correlated to the horizontal turbulent Froude number. We see
that weak stratification has Frj 2 1 across the majority of the wake, and so turbulence anisotropy, initially
strong due to the dominance of spanwise motion (low w’w’/2ey,), increases as the wake propagates. w’w’/2ey,
plateaus at the same region where Frj, ~ 1. Behaviour is similar at moderate stratification (Re500Ri050),
although the w/w’/2e;, reaches its maximum value much earlier before decaying downstream, correlating
where Frp $ 1. When stratification is strongest (Re500Ri200) we see Frj is small throughout the whole
wake, aside from the region where Ri, < 1, corresponding to turbulence production. We therefore see higher
isotropy near the cylinder with a maximum value in this region of turbulence production, before vertical
motions are suppressed downstream.

The dimensionless parameters Rig, Fry, and Rep therefore characterise the two flow regimes: At weak
stratification we see Ri, is everywhere large due to the negligible vertical shear, and the near-cylinder wake
is characterised by a highly turbulent (large Re;,) flow only weakly affected by buoyancy (Fry 2 1). Further
downstream this gradually transitions to a buoyancy affected wake once turbulence decays, with lower Re;,
and Frp. Mixing of the temperature field occurs in the far-wake, once vertical turbulence motion has
developed due to the gradual increase in isotropy, away from the dominant horizontal motion in the near-
wake. The strong stratification regime is characterised by low Re;, and low Frj everywhere in the stratified
wake, which leads to the generation of strong vertical shearing associated with vertical secondary motions
near the thermocline bounds. This generates a localised region of low Ri, where turbulence in the stratified
wake can be produced through vertical shearing, creating a locally energetic (high Re;,) flow only weakly
affected by buoyancy (high Fry). As the wake propagates, turbulence is quickly suppressed and anisotropy
re-develops. The following section will assess volume-averaged energy budgets to quantify how these flow

regimes affect mixing processes in the water column.

3.4 Volume-Integrated Energy Budgets

Of key interest to the offshore wind sector is the fate of energy introduced in the water column. This energy
pathway can be identified through a volume-integrated approach of the four governing energy budgets: (6) to
(9). Some degree of volume-averaging is required to properly partition these various budgets, particularly due

to the larger instantaneous transport terms inevitable in this advecting flow. Energy budgets are constructed
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by integrating over volume V(zy), defined as

(v = f; y/""‘"‘ 7ax828y8x, (14)

Zmin Ymin Zmin

where we integrate over the full numerical domain up to the streamwise position xy. Here we have used the
notation (-)y, to denote integration over volume V. In this way, we construct volume-integrated budgets as
a function of how far the energetic wake was propagated, and we can determine how well turbulent/mixing
processes are resolved by their dependence on xy,, which is critical for understanding how far stratified wakes
may propagate in the field.

Integration of the mean kinetic energy (KE) budget (6) over V leads to

1 0E,

Tea oz, n; = wuiuing o, (15)

0= [ -P - BKE -E 0V + f —H]Eknj —ﬂjf)n]‘ +

% Q
where  represents the bounding surface of V with the out-ward pointing surface-normal n;. The transport
terms can be manipulated to identify the KE source term as the power loss to drag [43, 44]. This is achieved
by first splitting the bounding surface into €2 = Q; + Q,, + ), which respectively represent the in-flow surface
at ZTmin, the cylinder no-slip walls, and all remaining boundaries. At Q; we have U; = (¢e,0,0)" and we

define the reference pressure as the average pressure on 2;:

pw/;h 89:[Qipa§l. (16)

With some manipulation of (15) we obtain the exact balance

1 - 1 OE, —
—=Cp A, = P :f—P—B —€8V+/ T By — 115 (P Poo) + —— i 0Q,
5 D Aretic, D=/, KE o, "Tni Bk~ din (P-p) Feq 07, nj — dupuing
(17)
where Pp represents the power loss to drag, %; = U; — Ueo®; and Ek = %ﬂzﬁl The power lost to drag is

dependent on both the drag coefficient, equal to the local drag coefficient (10) integrated over the cylinder
surface, and the frontal reference area A,f, equal to the cylinder diameter multiplied by the cylinder length.

This KE balance can subsequently be written as
0= Py~ (P)y - (Bre)y ~ (€l + (T )a, +(Tie)a, + (Tis)a, + (Tis)a,. (18)

where the four transport terms 7T represent the four terms within the surface integral 17, in the order that
they appear from left to right: KE transport, pressure transport, viscous transport, and turbulent transport.
The remaining energy budgets (7) to (9) do not require manipulation of the transport terms. Integrating

them over V leads to the volume-integrated mean potential energy equation:
0= (Bxe)y + (Brxe)y + (Tor ")y + (Toe)v, (19)

where

% (—UjEp - ﬂjH +
J

E+k _
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Figure 17: Volume integrated energy pathway for the stratified flow past a cylinder. Terms correspond to
volume-integrated budgets (18), (19), (22), and (23) (note that the angled brackets have been removed for
this schematic).

and 5
T = = (b)) 21
= o () @
Here we have grouped the mean and background PE convection terms with the diffusive terms since, even
in the absence of the cylinder, transport terms within (7}EE+")V are large due to diffusion at the z—normal
boundaries which is balanced by advection of E,,.

volume-integration of the TKE budget (8) leads to

0= (P)y — (Brxu)v - (e + (Tixe)v + (Thep)v + (Trke)v + (Tike)v, (22)

where the four transport terms of (8) have been separated: From left to right they represent TKE advection,
pressure, viscous diffusion, and turbulent transport.

Volume-integration of the scaled buoyancy variance (SBV) leads to

0= (Brie)y + (B v = () + Ty v + (Tdav )y + (T )y, (23)

where transport terms respectively represent advection, diffusion, and turbulent transport components of
Tspv in (9).

The four volume-integrated transport budgets are reported, schematically, in Figure 17, which connects
the four conserved energy reservoirs to the internal energy (E;) of the system, which increases through
irreversible dissipative processes. The arrow directions are determined from the computation of respective
terms across all cases and volumes with xy > 1. While many terms are not sign-definite, their signs appear
robust in the volume integrals, with the exception of Txg. The net KE transport terms are very small
compared to Py and are generally a sink of KE, although become a very slight KE source when stratification
is strong. This will be discussed further when analysing the buoyancy flux.

It should also be noted that this system is not entirely closed due to the use of SBV to approximately
identify irreversible mixing. One particular issue is that 7sgy is not strictly a transport term, due to the
spatial dependence of N2. If the domain were closed, or large enough to fully resolve mixing processes in

the wake, the term would be minimal. Indeed, we find that for the strongly stratified cases mixing processes
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are mostly resolved before the wake leaves the domain. An additional challenge is the extra source term
B, which is no necessarily zero if there are appreciable horizontal gradients in b. As a result, x is not
necessarily smaller than Brkg, as it contains additional external sources. Finally, since the mean buoyancy
flux is non-zero, it is important to consider PE transport, since this is an additional sink of KE, albeit a
reversible one. Regardless, this provides a framework with which the energy pathway from power loss to
drag can be identified.

The four transport budgets are reported in Figure 18 for Re500Ri005 and Re500Ri200, as a function of
xy. Note that we have normalised all terms by the power input P;, and have removed the integrals from
the legend labels. The mean kinetic energy shows that P, is balanced primarily by TKE production and
mean KE dissipation for Re500Ri005, with a very small contribution from transport terms. The mean KE
dissipation & is large due to the low Reynolds number, and peaks very close to the cylinder walls where mean
flow gradients are largest. This is clear from Figure 18 (a) since £ is nearly independent of zy,, indicating
there are no mean dissipative processes in the far-wake. Nearly all TKE production occurs within the first
few cylinder diameters, although there is some slow variation with xy further downstream due to shear at
the edges of the wake.

With stronger stratification (b) we see that P is reduced, and £ is increased, relative to the weaker
stratification case (a). In addition, the mean buoyancy flux becomes important, and the transport terms
TI;EE and T} increase in magnitude. The mean buoyancy flux reaches approximately 10% of the power input
from drag, although this is at least partially balanced by the net transport terms due to the large negative

The mean potential energy budgets (Figure 18 (c¢) and (d)) unsurprisingly vary considerably in magnitude
between Re500Ri005 and Re500Ri200. We see that at low stratification Brkg balances Tpg with negligible
contributions from other terms. The TKE buoyancy flux continues to increase throughout the full domain
length, showing little sign of convergence, indicating that mixing processes are far from complete. In contrast,
Re500Ri200 shows both the mean and turbulent buoyancy fluxes contribute approximately equally to the PE
budget. The turbulent buoyancy flux rises quickly for zy, <5 before beginning to plateau as the wake advects
further. The mean buoyancy flux Bkg appears to grow as the wake propagates downstream, reaching its
maximum value at xy ~ 33. This is in part due to how the volume V is constructed, since the wave
propagation direction is not aligned with the volume bounds. Once the mean flow wave has developed,
one could imagine the peaks and troughs effectively cancelling in the volume integral if the volume was
constructed differently. If this were the case, a reduced Bkg would be compensated by an increase in KE
transport terms, and a reduction of mean potential energy; KE is either lost to an increase in PE, or leaves
the integration volume through transport. There is evidence for this in the KE budgets (Figure 18 (b)),
where Ty appears negatively correlated to Bkg. Separation between KE transport and the mean buoyancy
flux is therefore challenging. Regardless, what is clear is that a significant proportion of the power source
due to drag is captured by reversible fluxes and transport terms, and the fate of this energy beyond the
numerical domain is unclear.

For low stratification we see TKE production is balanced by the TKE dissipation rate, with a small
contribution from 7fyg due to turbulence exiting the volume V (Figure 18 (e)). Turbulent production
appears to vary little for xy 2 20, although this is due to the strong TKE production in the near-cylinder
wake, which is much greater than the TKE production at the edges of the far wake. A longer domain would
be required to observe convergence of (), due to the timescales over which produced TKE can dissipate.

This is evidenced by the large 7, at small zy, which transports TKE downstream until it is dissipated. At
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Figure 18: Volume integrated energy budgets for Rigz = 0.05 in panels (a,c,e,g) and Rigz = 2.0 in panels
(b,d,f,h), all normalised by the power lost to drag, P;. Panels (a) and (b) show mean kinetic energy budgets,
panels (c) and (d) show mean potential energy budgets, panels (e) and (f) show turbulent kinetic energy
budgets, and panels (g) and (h) show scaled buoyancy variance budgets. All budgets are presented as a
function of x, which specifies the maximum streamwise bounds of the integration volume V. Note that all
budgets have been integrated over the volume V.

strong stratification (Figure 18 (f)) we see qualitatively similar behaviour, although with a contribution from
the turbulent buoyancy flux which increases with xy,, reaching approximately 20% of the TKE dissipation
rate. In addition, TKE production converges more slowly, due to the downstream shift of the KV.

The SBV buoyancy flux (Brkg) gradually increases with xy at low stratification (Figure 18 (g)). This
flux is primarily balanced by the irreversible destruction rate X', although, while the net ‘transport’ is small,
the individual terms Ty and 7'S“B’V are of a similar magnitude to the dominant terms. These ‘transport’

terms are reduced at strong stratification (Figure 18 (h)), such that there is a clear dominant balance between

24



| AN < ] g ] .
o 0.7 10— ]
] 1 o 0.05 1
0.8 trm———r—4 T — \Qv W
-1 0 -1 0 -1 0
10 Ri, 10 10 Ri, 10 10 Riy 10

1.0 1 ] s
=] //'1| 0.075 /7
N 1 -
SmE 09_[.//‘.' s ] // @ Rey = 500
=~ . 0.050 1 / Req = 2000
~ ] ]
508_-_ 0.025 —jo/
'””—1 S 0 ' '””—1 S 0
10 Riy 10 10 Riy 10

Figure 19: The energy pathway ratios between power input from drag through to irreversible destruction of
the scaled buoyancy variance, as a function of Riy and Rey. I'ios is equal to the product of the four other
ratios. The volume-integrals are computed for zy = 35.

Brkg and X. Note, however, that the spanwise flux B1% also becomes important, reaching approximately
25% of Brkg. This term arises due to the reasonably strong horizontal shearing of the buoyancy field when
the recirculation region is introduced. While Brkg shows some sign of convergence, it does continue to
increase throughout the numerical domain due to turbulent activity at the edges of the thermocline. As a
result, X does not converge within the numerical domain, reaching approximately 10% of P, for xy 2 30.
This partially contains contributions from Bij and so cannot be fully associated with irreversible mixing
of the potential energy field.

The energy pathway, from power input through to irreversible mixing of the buoyancy field, can be

approximated by the product of four coefficients/efficiency ratios: Cy, P/Py, Brkg/P, and X /Biis.

Here we have assumed that the ratio X/BS%y is representative of the ratio between irreversible mixing
of the buoyancy field, and the vertical turbulent buoyancy flux. These ratios are reported for all six cases
in Figure 19, with budgets integrated over V with xy = 35. Note that for the high Reynolds number cases
we consider the imbalance in the SBV budget (a maximum of 5%) an additional source for X, due to sub-
grid-scale dissipation. The drag coefficient (Figure 19 (a)) is primarily a function of Reynolds number. Due
to the moderate Reynolds numbers investigated, viscous forces differ considerably between Res = 500 and
Regy = 2000, accounting for the approximate 20% difference in drag. However, there is also a large reduction
in drag as the flow transitions from the weakly stratified wake to the strongly stratified wake, arising due to
the suppression of the KV and development of the large recirculation region.

TKE production, as a proportion of the power input Py (Figure 19 (b)), increases with Reynolds number,
by approximately 15%, due to the reduced mean-flow dissipation rate. There is also a Richardson number
dependence that loosely corresponds to the regime change in the wake, where stronger stratification leads to

a weaker TKE production, due both to the increased mean flow dissipation and the generation of the mean
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flow internal wave. TKE production decreases from approximately 0.7 to 0.63 for Rey = 500, as the flow
undergoes the wake transition.

The flux Richardson number, given by the ratio between the buoyancy flux and TKE production (Figure
19 (c)), appears insensitive to the Reynolds number, but varies strongly with Riy. However, it is unclear
how the regime change affects this ratio, since there is a large difference in the buoyancy flux between
Re500Ri005 and Re500Ri1050, despite both being ‘weakly’ stratified. Note that for all flows simulated here,
the flux Richardson number is lower than the accepted constant flux Richardson number Ri; = 0.167,
particularly for the weak stratification cases. It is unclear how this ratio may vary with a further increase in
Riq, but given the rate of change of these curves it would not be surprising to see Riy > 0.167, even without
considering local variations with depth.

The ratio between the destruction rate of SBV and the total buoyancy flux (Figure 19 (d)) is greater
than 90% for all cases aside from Re2000Ri005, where vigorous mixing processes are far from complete as the
wake advects out of the integration volume. Generally this ratio increases with increasing Rig, aside from
Re2000Ri200 where it drops slightly. There is some degree of uncertainty regarding these higher Reynolds
number cases given the approximated sub-grid-scale processes. However, these high ratios give confidence
that these simulations capture the majority of mixing processes in the wake.

The total mixing efficiency, I'tot, equal to the product of the four ratios (Figures 19 (a) to (d)) is reported
in Figure (Figure 19 (e). T'to4 is a measure of how much energy from P, results in irreversible mixing of
the buoyancy field. The total mixing efficiency appears insensitive to Reynolds number, since the reduced
drag coefficient at higher Re, is compensated by an increased TKE production ratio. However, it is strongly
affected by Rig, varying between approximately 2% at low Rigq and increasing to approximately 8.5% at high
Rig.

4 Discussion

This study has investigated the interactions between a uniform two-layer stratified flow and a vertically
oriented cylinder, using DNS and high-resolution LES. The primary focus has been on understanding the
influence of the flow Reynolds number Rey and Richardson number Rig on flow structure and mixing pro-
cesses. We have found that a new regime emerges at sufficiently strong Ri; where mean-flow standing internal
waves develop at the interface between the unstratified and buoyancy-affected regions, as a result of strong
vertical motions that are induced by recirculating flow structures within the thermocline. These recirculat-
ing structures are induced by the vertical shearing across the buoyancy-interface, where strong buoyancy
forces suppress momentum transfer in the lee of the cylinder and therefore increase the reattachment length.
The Karman Vortex is suppressed across the thermocline by these recirculating structures and the local
drag coefficient is reduced. In contrast, the near-cylinder flow of the weakly-stratified regime is reasonably
insensitive to the vertical coordinate, since mean shear is horizontal and therefore normal to gravity.

The separation of these two regimes is well characterised by the diagnostic parameters Rig, Rey, and Fry,:
The weakly stratified flow regime is characterised by Ri, > 1 everywhere, due to the negligible mean vertical
shear. Near the cylinder, we see Re, and Frj, are also large, indicative of a weak influence from buoyancy
on turbulent structures. Vertical fluctuations, and therefore mixing of the buoyancy field, are initially small
in the weakly stratified wake due to the dominance of horizontal motions; vertical fluctuations grow as the
flow advects downstream and turbulence tends towards isotropy. At some point downstream, dependent on

Rey and Rig, turbulence decays and buoyancy forces become relevant, such that Re, and Frj become small.
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Figure 20: Regime diagram of two-layer stratified cylinder flow, with cases marked with a cross indicating
cases with standing internal waves, and those marked with a circle indicating cases without a standing
internal wave. The dashed line qualitatively represents the separation between these flow regimes, with the
shaded region indicating high uncertainty of behaviour at high Reynolds numbers. Field data [13, 14] have
been added to constrain high Reynolds number behaviour.

The point where Fry, » 1 roughly corresponds to the peak in turbulent buoyancy flux, which occurs closer to
the cylinder as Riq increases.

In contrast, the strongly stratified wake is characterised by small Re, and Frj, everywhere within the
thermocline, aside from near the region of strong vertical flow, approximately four diameters downstream of
the cylinder. In this region we also see Ri4 < 1; vertical shearing in the flow becomes an important source
of TKE within the thermocline and relatively efficient mixing processes develop. Strong vertical fluctua-
tions produced by vertical shearing are subsequently suppressed as the flow advects further downstream and
turbulence is suppressed by buoyancy, increasing anisotropy. While the effect of the narrow and turbulent
energetic wake on the temperature field is larger for weak stratification, we find that temperature perturba-
tions are felt more widely for the strongly stratified wake, due to the existence of the mean-flow standing
waves.

The transition between the two flow regimes is Reynolds and Richardson number dependent. There
is an earlier transition to the ‘strong’ stratification regime when Rey is increased from 500 to 2000. We
hypothesise that this is due to the stronger importance of three-dimensionality at higher Reynolds numbers,
which are therefore more susceptible to vertical buoyancy forces. However, it is unclear how this process
may scale to higher Reynolds numbers, which is critical for predicting mixing at field scale. To understand
this gap in scales we have constructed a regime diagram in Figure 20, where simulations resulting in a
strongly stratified wake are marked with crosses, and weakly stratified wakes are marked with circles, as a
function of Rey and Riy. The dashed line represents the approximate boundary between these two regimes,
which we have extrapolated to small and large Rey. The low Reynolds number extrapolation is based upon
the experimental results of Meunier [22], who investigated the onset of instability in a uniformly stratified
cylinder wake. They found that the KV emerges independent of stratification strength for vertically aligned
cylinders, at Reyq » 45, due to the lack of vertical motions that buoyancy may effect. For this reason, we
hypothesis that the boundary between two-layer weakly and strongly stratified wakes will occur at larger Riq
as Rey decreases, until eventually the strongly stratified regime cannot develop, due to the lack of vertical

motion. The critical Rig value therefore decreases with Reg, at least for low Reynolds numbers.
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At high Reynolds numbers there is much greater uncertainty, but the field data of Schultze et al. [13]
and Hendriks et al. [14] can help constrain the problem. Both these studies measured the wakes generated
by tidal flows past monopiles in the German/Belgian regions of the North Sea. We have approximated Regy
and Rig based on their maximum measured temperature differences, and the tidal velocities when data were
recorded. Note however, that the field data differ from the idealised DNS, particularly due to background
shear and turbulence.

There is a 3-order of magnitude difference between our simulation Reynolds numbers and those of the field.
Despite this, we are reasonably confident that at least two of these field measurements lie in the ‘weakly
stratified’” wake regime, given they measured a highly energetic and localised turbulent wake extending
far downstream of the structure. However, the second field campaign of Schultze et al. [13] could not
detect an energetic wake in their temperature measurements when the background stratification was stronger
(AT »~ 2.1 °C). We hypothesise that this was due to the regime change between weak and strongly stratified
wakes, where temperature variations would only be detectable closer to the structure, and large-scale standing
waves may be present. While Schultze et al. [13] did not report observing such large-scale structures, they
may be more challenging to detect due to their spatial extent, steady-nature, and relatively weak strength. If
this hypothesis is correct, the Reynolds number dependence of the mixing regimes appears to plateau as Rey
increases. However, there is great uncertainty in this scaling. The LES carried out by Schultze et al. [13] did
not demonstrate a clear regime change in their stratified wake simulations, although with only a 1 m vertical
grid resolution it is unclear whether buoyancy length scales were adequately captured. Indeed, Schultze et al.
[13] note significant dissipation and mixing in the background flow, even in the absence of infrastructure. It
is therefore vital that future work addresses the scale gap between DNS and field observations.

It is also important to discuss how further increases in Rig may affect dynamics. If the vertical domain
extent were large enough, the unstratified regions would be unaffected by any change in Rig. While high Rig4
may suppress turbulent activity across the thermocline, there must be some interface between the buoyancy
affected region and the unstratified active turbulence. This will subsequently lead to the strong vertical
shearing at the thermocline edges, and a suppression of the KV within the thermocline. For this reason we
speculate that higher Ri; will fall into the same ‘strongly stratified’ regime identified herein, where vertical
motions will develop in response to the vertical shearing, leading to waves propagating on the stratified-
unstratified interfaces. Differences will occur regarding how deeply vertical flow structures may penetrate
into the strongly stratified regions, which will subsequently limit the extent of vigorous mixing. However,
we speculate the fundamental features that separate weakly and strongly stratified wakes will be maintained
as Rig is increased.

Using the volume-integrated KE and PE budgets we have also identified the energy pathway between
the power input associated with the cylinder drag, P, through to irreversible mixing of the buoyancy field,
which we approximate using the destruction rate of the scaled buoyancy variance, X. The power input Py
is proportional to the cylinder drag coefficient, which we find varies strongly with Req, due to the moderate
Reynolds numbers, and Rig4, due to the suppression of turbulence across the thermocline when stratification
is strong. The strongly stratified regime reduces drag by at least 15% compared to the weakly stratified
wake. The power loss from drag arises as a source term for time-averaged kinetic energy, which is balanced
primarily by TKE production, although there are notable contributions from viscous KE dissipation (due
to the moderate Reynolds numbers) and, in the case of the strongly stratified wake, the mean buoyancy
flux and KE transport terms. The latter two arise due to the large-scale standing waves that reversibly

exchange energy between the KE and PE reservoirs. We show that this mean buoyancy flux can be as large
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as the turbulent buoyancy flux, although separating transport processes from this mean buoyancy flux is
challenging and dependent on the construction of the integration volume. The sum of the buoyancy flux and
KE transport terms reaches approximately 8% of P; when in the strongly stratified regime, doubling from
approximately 4% when stratification is weakest. A key difference between these processes is that transport
in the weakly stratified wake is concentrated in the narrow, energetic wake, while the strongly stratified
wakes lead to wide-spread transport and buoyancy fluxes, due to the standing waves.

The fraction of P, that is transferred to TKE is balanced primarily by the TKE dissipation rate, with
a small contribution from the turbulent buoyancy flux. The ratio Brkg/P, also termed the flux Richardson
number, is strongly dependent on Rig4, varying from approximately 0.03 to 0.15, when the terms are integrated
over the full domain volume. This is weaker than the typically assumed value of Riy ~ 0.167 for mixing in
stratified waters, although local values within the thermocline will be larger. The irreversible mixing rate is
approximated by X', which is at least 90% of the turbulent buoyancy flux for five of the six cases investigated,
generally increasing with increasing Rig. When Ri, is weaker, transport is responsible for the imbalance,
where mixing processes are not complete as the wake advects out of the domain. Indeed, the buoyancy flux
and SBV destruction rate are still strongly dependent on the downstream extent of the integration volume,
indicating that mixing processes are not constrained to the numerical domain.

This work is motivated by the rapid expansion of offshore wind farms, which are now developing in
deep seasonally stratified waters [2]. This is a recognised problem that is seeing increasingly active research
[8, 11, 12, 17], although all modelling strategies suitable for assessing regional scale impacts of shelf-sea
developments are dependent on parameterising the energy pathway presented herein. Current approaches
have correctly identified the drag coefficient as a key uncertainty; here we show that not only is it structure-
dependent, but also strongly dependent on the stratified wake regime. In addition, we have shown that
a considerable proportion of KE injected into the flow by vertical cylinders is lost to mean-flow internal
standing waves. These waves could potentially propagate much longer distances than the energetic wake,
eventually losing their energy through wave-breaking, or interactions with downstream structures.

Parameterisations have historically been calibrated against RANS data [11]. However, it is unclear
whether the strongly stratified regime is able to be accurately captured by RANS/LES due to the high
resolution required to capture over-turning scales. Nevertheless, we note that the LES of Schultze et al. [13]
obtained mixing efficiencies (7 = Riy/(1- Riy)) ranging between 0.09-0.14, which is of a similar range to the
values obtained in this study (0.03-0.13). Disagreements may be due to the different model set-up where
background shear was incorporated into the model of Schultze et al. [13], or could be due to the higher
Reynolds numbers (Reg ~ 10%) which increases turbulence and the strength of mixing. Regardless, both sets
of simulations predict that the mixing efficiency is strongly dependent on the stratification strength.

There are a number of other uncertainties that require constraining in future work. In particular, mixing
dynamics will be strongly affected by background shear and buoyancy profiles, background turbulence,
wake-wake interactions, structure design, and of course the wider Rey and Rig regime space. In particular,
structure design will have a significant influence on mixing efficiency. Here we show that the horizontal
shearing associated with weakly-stratified cylinder wakes is not an efficient source of mixing until appreciable
vertical fluctuations develop in the wake. In contrast, more complex offshore wind infrastructure (e.g. floating
semi-submersible structures) will directly create vertical shearing in the flow, in combination with horizontal
motions. As a result, we anticipate that both the drag coefficient and flux-Richardson number will be larger,
although still strongly dependent on stratification strength. Finally, we note that even in the case of vertical

cylinders the drag coefficient and mixing dynamics vary strongly with height. It is not yet clear how such
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variations should be incorporated into oceanographic models.
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