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crease with the Reynolds number. Numerical results indicate that, for Navier—Stokes
turbulence, the complexity decreases with increasing Reynolds number, whereas for
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I. INTRODUCTION

We consider the direct numerical simulation (DNS) of turbulent incompressible flows. For
clarity in the forthcoming analysis, we restrict attention to Newtonian fluids with constant
physical properties. This assumption does not entail any loss of generality for the arguments
developed here. Under these assumptions, the governing Navier—Stokes (NS) equations in

non-dimensional form read

1
Ou+ (u-V)u = §V2U—Vp, V-u=0, (1)

where u(x, t) and p(x, t) denote the velocity and pressure fields, respectively, and Re = Ul/v
is the Reynolds number. Here, v is the kinematic viscosity, while U and [ denote the
characteristic velocity and length scale, respectively, which are typically associated with the

motion of the largest flow scales.

Then, these equations must be discretized in both space and time. For the spatial dis-
cretization, a wide variety of numerical methods and schemes are available!. Their choice
depends on factors such as local accuracy, numerical stability, boundedness, and the conser-
vation of global quantities such as momentum and kinetic energy, among others. The earliest
DNS studies of turbulent flows were restricted to simple configurations, primarily homoge-

4 and turbulent channel flows®® at moderate

neous isotropic turbulence (HIT) simulations?"
Re-numbers. These simulations relied on Fourier (or Fourier-Chebyshev for channel flows)
pseudospectral methods, combined with dealiasing techniques to treat the nonlinear convec-
tive terms”. Over the past decades, advances in numerical algorithms and high-performance
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computing (HPC) systems enabled DNS at higher Re-numbers® 4 and more complex flow
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configurations . In parallel, community-accessible resources such as the Johns Hopkins

Turbulence Database?]

have provided researchers with unprecedented access to large-scale
DNS datasets, including homogeneous isotropic turbulence up to Rey ~ 2500 at 327683 res-
olution, as well as other canonical flows. While Fourier-based methods remain the standard
for canonical configurations, mesh-based approaches such as finite-volume, finite-difference,
and finite-element methods have become essential to simulate turbulence in complex geome-
tries. From a physical perspective, turbulence arises from the intricate interplay between

nonlinear convection, which transfers kinetic energy from large to small scales, and viscous

dissipation, which ultimately balances this transfer. Numerically, schemes that introduce



artificial dissipation can severely distort this balance at the smallest scales. Consequently, it
is widely accepted within the DNS community that, regardless of the discretization method,
reliable simulations require numerical methods that are virtually free from artificial dissipa-
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In addition to spatial discretization, the governing equations must be advanced in time,
which requires addressing both the integration of the momentum equations and the pres-
sure—velocity coupling inherent to incompressible flows. Starting from the pioneering simu-
lations of HIT and channel flows, most DNS simulations of incompressible turbulence have
been performed using fractional-step projection methods®? combined with either explicit or
semi-implicit time integration for the momentum equation. In virtually all cases, the non-
linear convective term is treated explicitly, which severely restricts the allowable time-step.
Specifically, the eigenvalues of the linearized system, scaled by the chosen time-step, must
remain within the stability region of the temporal scheme®?. This restriction is usually ex-
pressed through the CFL condition®?. Consequently, each time-step requires the solution of
a pressure Poisson equation, which usually represents the dominant computational cost and

the main bottleneck in large-scale DNS of incompressible flows.

One of the most efficient approaches to solve such a Poisson equation is through iterative
methods based on Krylov subspaces®®, whose implementation is simple and easily parallelis-
able, requiring only basic linear algebra operations. However, iterative linear solvers must
be properly preconditioned to be effective®”. In this sense, while preconditioners based on
incomplete factorizations were very popular in the early days of numerical linear algebra®,
their sequential nature and the increasing availability of parallel computers made them lose
ground against alternatives with higher degrees of parallelism, such as sparse approximate

39 J40

inverses , whose application solely relies on the sparse-matrix vector product.

Regardless of their specific features, none of these methods are optimal in the sense that
when augmenting the mesh resolution (hence increasing the linear system size), the problem
becomes more ill-conditioned and more iterations are required to reach the same accuracy.
This problem worsens nowadays, as cutting-edge DNS require solving extreme-scale linear
systems on massively parallel supercomputers, and single-level preconditioners generally

require excessive iterations.

The problem of weak scalability is overcome with multilevel preconditioners like geometric



or algebraic multigrid®“? (MG). They combine the “smoothing” properties of single-level
methods with the robustness of direct solvers by assembling a hierarchy of grids and taking
advantage of the fact that smooth error becomes less smooth after coarsening. Then, a
single-level preconditioner smooths the error at each level, and a direct solver removes the
remaining low-frequency modes at the coarsest level. To ensure an effective interplay between
smoother and coarse-grid correction, the transfer operators used to jump between levels
(restriction and prolongation) must preserve the near-null space of the coefficient matrix.
When done accurately, MG preconditioners provide convergence rates independent (or mildly
dependent) of the grid size and, owing to their parallel efficiency, often exhibit an almost

ideal weak scaling.

In summary, reliable numerical techniques for DNS of incompressible flows in complex
geometries are well established. This includes both advanced spatial discretizations, accu-
rate time-integration methods and advanced Poisson solvers. Nevertheless, the achievable
Re-numbers remain constrained by the computational capacity of modern HPC systems.
With the continuous growth of computational power, it is reasonable to anticipate DNS at
progressively higher Re in the coming decades. This raises a fundamental question: as the
Re-number increases, will the relative cost of solving the pressure Poisson equation decrease,

remain constant, or instead become an even more critical bottleneck?

To answer this question, both physical and numerical arguments are combined in the
next sections. Firstly, we analyze the spectral distribution of the Poisson solver residual.
We identify the two main competing effects and how the spectral distribution of the residual
scales with the Re-number. Then, in Section [IIl we use these findings to study whether
the number of iterations inside the Poisson’s solver increases or decreases with Re. The
theoretical predictions are validated in Section [Vl through numerical experiments for both
the incompressible NS equations and the 1D Burgers’ equation. Test cases for the NS
equations include HIT) air-filled Rayleigh—Bénard convection at different Rayleigh numbers,
and flow around a square cylinder at different Re-numbers. On the other hand, the Burgers’
equation tests cover a very wide range of Re allowing a verification of the proposed scaling

laws. Finally, relevant results are summarized and conclusions are given.

4



~0

kP Re

Re 1

FIG. 1. Hlustrative explanation of the two competing effects on the solution of Poisson’s equation
when increasing Re number: time-step, At, decreases leading to smaller values of the initial resid-

ual, f,g, whereas the range of scales increases.
II. ANALYSIS OF THE RESIDUAL OF POISSON’S EQUATION
A. Two competing effects

The steadily increasing capacity of modern HPC systems enables DNS at higher and
higher Reynolds numbers, Re = Ul/v, where U and [ denote the characteristic velocity and
length scale of the largest flow structures. The computational requirements, in terms of the
number of grid points in each direction, N,, and time-steps, Ny, can be estimated from the

classical Kolmogorov theory*? (K41):

yEi Lo L pan (2)
Axr n
tsim t l -
NI =R e 5% ~ Re¥ARe V1 = Rel/?, (3)
n

where L, and t,, are the domain size and total simulation time, assumed to scale with the
largest turbulent structures, i.e. L, ~ [ and tgy, ~ t;, with ¢, ~ [/U. For DNS resolution,
one requires Az ~ 1 and At ~ t, ~ n/u, where n and u denote the Kolmogorov length and

velocity scales, respectively.

Applying the CFL stability constraints?4:33,
Az : Ax?
Atconv P Atdlff ~ A
U v’ (4)



to both the convective and diffusive terms, leads to the following estimation for the number

of time-steps,

N e e o = RV, @
N~ Aiiﬂiff ~ 512(361/—3/4)2 = Re'%. (6)

Hence, the normalized time-step scales as
At o1 Re®  with o — —1/2 for K41 (Eqf) or diffusion dominant (Eq/6]) )

e N —3/4 for convection dominant as Eq.(H)

In summary, increasing Re simultaneously requires (i) larger computational grids and (ii)
smaller time-steps. These two effects act in opposite directions regarding the convergence of
the pressure Poisson equation: larger meshes increase the condition number of the discrete
Laplacian operator, while smaller time-steps improve the quality of the initial guess. The

central question is thus: which effect dominates at very high Re?

B. Reynolds number scaling of the solver residual

Although FFT-based direct solvers are very efficient for canonical flows with periodic di-
rections® ™9, for extreme-scale simulations in complex geometries MG methods are expected
to be the method of choice. Their fast convergence results from the complementary roles
played by the smoother, which is responsible for damping high-frequency error components,
and the coarse-grid correction, which in turn reduces low-frequency modes. We therefore
analyze the residual of the Poisson equation as a function of the Re-number, focusing on
two key aspects: its magnitude and its spectral distribution. To study them, we consider
a fractional step method®? where w? is the predictor velocity. Imposing that V - u"*! = 0,
leads to a Poisson equation for the pressure field, p"*!,

1

u"t =P — AtvVp" ! N Vit = A7

V- ul. (8)

Assuming a constant time step At, and taking p" as the initial guess, the initial residual
becomes

Lo e ® 1

0 __ 2, n
mEVY SR Al

(V-ul" =V -u?"™) ~ 9,V - u?, (9)
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where u”" and uP"*! denote the predictor velocities used to compute u" and w"*!,

re-
spectively. Note that we assume that the incompressibility constraint is satisfied at the
previous time-step, i.e. V - 4™ = 0. In practice, this condition is satisfied only up to the
user-prescribed residual of the Poisson solver, i.e. |V - u"| < e. Nevertheless, the following
analysis remains valid provided that the absolute variation of the initial residual between

consecutive time steps is much larger than this tolerance, i.e. [0l — r0n| > ¢

Alternatively, we can also consider 7 = Atr?. In this case, the residual reads
LIS v LR v s @ (V LuP"t — V- ul’”‘*l) ~ AtV - u?, (10)

where p = pAt is a pseudo-pressure, i.e. pressure re-scaled by At. Notice that the scaled
residual, 7, is physically more meaningful, as it directly measures the accuracy with which
the incompressibility constraint is imposed. Unless otherwise stated, the superscript in the

residual denotes the iteration number within the Poisson solver.

Then, recalling that V - u” can be expressed as follows (see, for instance, Batchelor*” or

the textbook treatment in Chapter 2 of Pope®®)

V-u? = AtV - (u - Vu) = 2AtQc, (11)
leads to
1 if r° defined as in Eq.
r’ x 2At90,Q¢  with ¢ = @@ (12)
2 if r0 defined as in Eq.(I0)
where Qg = —1/2tr(G?) is the second invariant of the velocity gradient tensor, G = Vu.

Hence, smaller At reduces both r° and 7°, leading to faster convergence.

At the same time, increasing Re implies finer grids (Eq. [2)), resulting in a broader range
of scales and, consequently, a more ill-conditioned Poisson equation. Therefore, the spectral
distribution of the residual 7 is of central importance. Assuming a power-law scaling in the

inertial range with slope 3, we obtain,
A B 20 12 A B
(‘MQG)k x k — T, = 2Atq8t(QG)k x Atk , (13)

where k is the wavenumber and ¢ € {1,2} depends on the definition of the residual: ¢ = 1
for Eq. [@) and ¢ = 2 for Eq. ([I0). This power-law scaling is confirmed a posteriori by the

numerical results presented in Section [V



A power-law scaling for Qg can be derived from Eqs.(8) and (II]), and the k~7/3 scaling

of the shell-summed squared pressure spectrum44%:44:52

(Qc)r ox K*(k™7/3)H? = /6, (14)

Then, the exponent value 3 in Eq.(I3]) can be inferred from the dynamics of the invariants

obtained from the so-called restricted Euler equation®,
Qe = —(u - V)Qs — 3Rg, (15)

where Rg = det(G) = 1/3tr(G?) is the third invariant of G. The two terms on the right-hand
side scale differently. Specifically,

(u-V)Qo)k o (VQo)y o k(k¥/6) = kS, (16)
(RG)k o (k5/6)3/2 _ ]{25/4, (17>

where Taylor’s frozen-turbulence hypothesis® is applied to approximate the convective term,
(u - V)Qg, which is expected to become the dominant contribution on the right-hand side
of Eq.(I8) due to its steeper k-scaling. Combining this with the results obtained in Eqgs.(I3])
and (I6]) leads to

o At1kP with B =11/6. (18)

Furthermore, we can assume that, given a flow configuration, the proportionality constant,

C,., scales with the inverse of the Re-number
M~ C.(Re)Atk? o« Re'AtkP  with 3= 11/6. (19)

The reasoning behind this scaling is the following. Let us consider a flow configuration with
a forcing term that keeps the energy of the largest scales constant, independently of the
Re-number. If we also assume that the flow is in equilibrium, i.e. the energy distribution
remains approximately constant over time, then the non-linear convective term scales with
the inverse of Re )

(u-Vu), ~ ﬁﬁk. (20)

Plugging this into Eqgs.(I3)) and (I6]) and recalling the definition of the invariant (g, given in
Eq.(II), leads to the conclusion that C,(Re) o 1/Re. Numerical tests with the 1D Burgers’

equation, presented in Section [V-C| confirm this scaling.
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Then, combining the results obtained in Eqs.(I2) and (I9) leads to

0 . ‘ 1 if 7 defined as in Eq.(@)
7 o< ReT'AtkP with f=11/6 and ¢= (21)
2 if 7 defined as in Eq.(I0)

At this point, it is relevant to note that the derivation of this scaling relies on the classical
k~"/3 Kolmogorov scaling of the squared pressure spectrum in order to derive the scaling of
the second invariant Qg (see Eq. [[4). This scaling is, in principle, expected to hold only
in the bulk region of turbulent flows, where assumptions of local homogeneity and isotropy
are approximately satisfied. In wall-bounded configurations, alternative scalings are pre-
dicted for the logarithmic layer, most notably a k~! behavior arising from attached-eddy
arguments®, that has been reported in both experimental measurements® and numerical

1452557 of near-wall pressure fluctuations. Such deviations from the pressure scal-

simulations
ing in the bulk region suggest that the dynamics of the invariant ()¢ may differ in the
near-wall region, as supported by studies reporting relevant changes in the invariant-based
analysis of the flow topology in the near-wall region®*“. This, in turn, may potentially lead
to a modified value of the exponent S and, consequently, to different scaling trends for the
Poisson solver residual. Nevertheless, the numerical results for wall-bounded turbulent flows
presented in Section [V B] support the idea that the effective value of § remains practically
unchanged when compared to bulk turbulence. This behavior may be attributed to the
inherently non-local nature of the pressure Poisson equation, which involves long-range in-
teractions between outer-layer motions and the near-wall region that are not directly damped
by viscosity.

In summary, there are two competing effects (see Figure[ll) when increasing the Re number:

the time-step, At, and the proportionality constant decrease whereas the range of scales

increases. The next step is to analyze how the solver convergence is affected.

IIT. ANALYSIS OF THE SOLVER CONVERGENCE

We want to study whether the number of iterations inside the Poisson’s solver increases
or decreases with Re. To do so, we can relate the L2-norm of the residual with the integral

of 72 for all the wavenumbers using the Parseval’s theorem, i.e.
kmax
l|r||* = / r2dV = / Fdk, (22)
Q 1
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FIC. 2. Phase space {&,3}. Solid black line corresponds to ||r"||? o« Re® in Eqgs.(3I) and (33),
i.e. neutral effect of Re-number in the total number of iterations, and corresponds to & = —J.
Horizontal blue line corresponds to B = 7/4 which is the estimation for the NS equations. The
blue dot labeled as NS corresponds to the most common situation where ¢ = 2 (see Eq. [[2) and
a = —3/4 (see Eq.[0) leading to & = —5/2 (see Eq. 25]). The horizontal red line corresponds to the

same analysis but for the Burgers’ equation studied in Section [Vl

where kpax ~ 1/ is the maximum wavenumber and 7 is the smallest resolved scale. There-

fore, a power-law relation exists between k.., and the Reynolds number,
kmax ~ CkRefyu (23)

where, for the NS equations, the exponent is 7 = 3/4 (see Eq. 2)). Nevertheless, we retain
the general form given in Eq. (23]), since the Burgers’ equation, characterized by a different

value of v (see Table [, is also examined numerically in the next section.

Then, the residual after n iterations can be computed as
k?max CkRe'Y 5
IIr™]|2 = / (@prd)* dk DD / > Re? k2P dk, (24)
1 1
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where

a=qo—1, (25)

and W, = f:“ /T is the convergence ratio of the solver. For instance, for a Jacobi solver,
W, = cos(%p) where p = k/knax, which corresponds to the classical second-order finite-
difference (also finite-volume) discretization of the Poisson equation on a uniform grid®;
other discretizations lead to different expressions but exhibit the same qualitative behavior.
In this case, using a quadratic approximation of cos(z) ~ 1 — 42?/w? and applying the
change of variable k = kpap = CrpRe7p (see Eq. 23) leads to

1

| G R [ (26)

1/kmax

p=v(5+3)- 27)

Therefore, & in Eq.(28) represents the part of the residual that scales with Re that is

where

associated with numerical aspects, whereas [ is determined by the underlying flow physics.
For instance, in the case of the NS equations, v = 3/4 (see Eql2]) and g = 11/6 (see Eq. 21]),
leading to 3 = 7/4.

Then, assuming that k.., > 1, the integral can be accurately approximated by
|72 ~ 025“3@2(&“3 B(B+1/2,2n+1). (28)

where B(a,b) fo t271(1 — t)*=1dt is the beta function. Finally, assuming that n > 1, the

beta function can be approximated as follows
)1
||r™||? ~ C’zﬁHRe (a+5) (ﬁ +1/2)(2n + 1)~ 6B+, (29)

whereas for the initial residual, n = 0, it can be approximated as

[179]” ~ 025+1Re2<d+5>%7ggg i ;gi (30)
where I'(+) is the gamma function. In summary, the L2-norm of the residual scales with Re
and convergences exponentially

Re2(@+5)

n||2

[l
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Furthermore, from the expression given in Eqs.(31]), we can deduce how the total number
of solver iterations, n, scales with the Re-number. Namely, n oc Re®

20+ )

ReX6HA) (2 4 1)PH1/2 €12 — = .
( ) ¢ 64-1/2

(32)

Theoretical results for this Re-scaling are shown in the last column of Table [l for both the

NS and the Burgers’ equation. The latter case will be analyzed in detail in Section IV-Cl

A. Extension to multigrid

We can extend this analysis for an MG solver with l.c ~ logy, N, ~ ~vlog, Re levels (see
Eq. 23) and the Jacobi as smoother at each level. We also assume that the mesh resolution
becomes twice coarser at each level. Then, the L2-norm of the initial residual is distributed

as follows

kmax kmax/z kmax/leax kmax/2lmax+1
|| = /k (F)?dk + / (F))2dk + -+ / (7)) dk + / (7)) dk
1

max/2 kmax/4 kmax/leaerl
=Ry=Rog+Rio++-+ Rt + Bl (33)
where
Fmax /241 Kmax /2!
Ry 1, = / (Fp)?dk  and R = / (F)2dk, (34)
kmax/2!2 1

represent the part of the L2-norm of the initial residual contained between the wavenumbers
Emax /22 and kpa /2", and below the wavenumber k.. /2!, respectively. Moreover, for the
initial level, [ = 0, we can accurately approximate the effective damping, given in Eq.(28),

of the residual as follows
Nl
||| ~ C§B+1Re2<a+5>§(1 — Bija(B+1/2,2n+ 1)), (35)

where B, (a,b) = [ t*'(1—¢)"~! is the incomplete beta function. Recalling that B, /2(a, b) =

(1 — Bij2(b,a)), we can write the previous expression more compactly as
N
2~ c§ﬁ+1Rez(a+6)§(Bl/2(2n +1,8+1/2)). (36)

The underlying idea is that the Jacobi smoother effectively damps only the high-frequency
components of the error. Consequently, its influence is evaluated over the range kyay/2 <

k < knax, while its impact at lower wavenumbers is deliberately neglected. Therefore, it is
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o q & B vy B 3

Formula| Eq.([) Eq.(I2) Eq.@25)|Eq.@I) Eq.@23) Eq.27) |Eq.(32)

—3/4 2 -5/2| 11/6 3/4 7/4 |-9/14
NS

—3/4 1 —7/4| 11/6 3/4 7/4 | 0
Formula |Eq.([@4) Eq.[(2) Eq.(@5)|Eq.@T) Eq.@23) Eq.27) Eq.([32)

-1 2 -3 3 1 7/2 | 27
Burgers’

- 1 2 | 3 172 | 67

TABLE I. Exponents for all the relevant scalings for both the NS and the Burgers’ equation.

only damping Ry ;. The same logic applies to all the subsequent MG levels up to lyax — 1
leading to

1 -1
||Tn||2 ~ ( Z Rl,l+1> 581/2(271 +1,8+1/2)+ %B(Qn +1,5+1/2) (37)
=0

@ Fo = i,

R
5 81/2(2n+1,5+1/2)+%B(2n+1,ﬁ+1/2). (38)

Notice that the last level, l,.., is also solved using a Jacobi solver. In a practical MG
implementation, this last level is usually solved with a direct solver or, at least, with a more

efficient solver®.

Recalling the definition of the residual, given in Eq.(28§]), it leads to

- R Bip2n+1,6+1/2) R, B@2n+1,5+1/2)
ni|2 ~ 26+1 2(0{—‘,—5) _ lmax 1/2 max )
o cisvipitosd { (1 - ) BnEn A4S | Ry Blon 41,
(39)

Compared to Eq.(28]), MG is strongly accelerated by the term in brackets. Moreover, notice
that if [,.c = 0, i.e. zero MG level, it collapses to the formula derived for the Jacobi-only
solver. Nevertheless, the scaling with Re is the same; therefore, the regions defined in the

{@, B} phase space remain unchanged (see Figure B).
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FIG. 3. Energy and pressure spectra for the forced HIT simulation at Rey ~ 433. Data has been
obtained from the JHTDB database?4:23,
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FIG. 4. Same as in Figure B but for the second, g, and third invariant, Rg, of the velocity

gradient tensor.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Homogeneous isotropic turbulence

As a first validation case, we consider the forced HIT using the data from the Johns
Hopkins Turbulence Database (JHTDB)?423. The chosen dataset corresponds to a DNS of
forced isotropic turbulence at Taylor microscale Reynolds number Re, &~ 433, carried out on
a 10243 grid. The flow is statistically stationary due to a large-scale forcing that maintains a
constant energy level in shells such that £ < 2. The database provides access to velocity and

pressure fields as well as all spatial derivatives over a sequence of consecutive time steps,
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FIG. 5. Same as in Figure 3] but for the convective term, (u-V)Qg, and the residual of the Poisson

equation.

10-3 /’ ~ .
e tr(GH(p) ==-=-

- R
4 ,///'/ 3Rg ===
10 /—/_/ UM)Qg —-—-
0,Q e
10-5 .
1 10 100

FIG. 6. Same as in FigureBlbut for 0;(Q¢ and its breakdown into the different terms that contribute

to it in Eq.(40]).

which enables the computation of spectra of various quantities of interest, including the
principal invariants of the velocity gradient tensor and their temporal derivatives. Further
details regarding the numerical setup and simulation methodology can be found in the
original publicationf?.

The homogeneous and isotropic nature of the flow makes this dataset an ideal bench-

mark for assessing the spectral scaling laws derived in Section [I. As expected from the
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classical turbulence theory, the kinetic energy spectrum reproduces the well-known Kol-
mogorov k=% scaling, while the pressure spectrum exhibits the k~7/6 sloped4474552 - Thege
results, which are shown in Figure [3 are fully consistent with previous studies and confirm
that the database accurately reproduces the universal features of isotropic turbulence across
the inertial range. Then, the spectra for the second, ()¢, and third, Rg, principals invari-
ants of the velocity gradient tensor are displayed in Figure @l The power-law scalings are
also consistent with the predictions given in Eqs.(I4)) and (IT), respectively. This confirms
the assumptions made in Section [IB] that eventually lead to the 8 = 11/6 scaling of the
residual (see Eq. 21]). This scaling follows from that of the convective term, (u-V)Qg, given
in the Eq.(IH), which is derived from the restricted Euler equation. The k''/6 scaling of
this term is confirmed in Figure [ (left). Nevertheless, the spectrum of the 9,Q¢ shown in
Figure [l (right) shows two regions: namely, the predicted 11/6 scaling at high wavenumbers,
and a 5/6 scaling at lower wavenumbers. This second scaling cannot be explained with the
simplified model given in Eq.(I5]). Namely, the invariant Rg, which is the second term in the
right-hand side of the equation, scales with k> as shown in Figure @ (right) and may have
relevance only at low wavenumbers. However, it does not explain the 5/6 scaling observed

in Figure [l (right). To do so, we need a more complete model.

From the NS equations ([I), we can derive all the terms that contribute to the evolution

of the invariant (g,
1
0Qc = —(u-V)Qc — 3Re + tr(GH,) — §tr(GWG), (40)

where H, = VVp is the Hessian of the pressure field. The last term represents the viscous
effects, which are expected to have a relevant contribution only in the dissipation range but
not in the inertial one. Therefore, we can restrict our analysis to the first three terms in the
right-hand side of Eq.(@0). Results are displayed in Figure [6 Firstly, we can confirm the
dominance of the convective term (u-V)Q¢ at high wavenumbers leading to the anticipated
11/6 scaling. Secondly, we can now explain the 5/6 scaling observed at low wavenumbers

which is essencially due to the pressure effects through the term tr(GH,) in Eq.(@0).

In summary, the residual of the Poisson equation, ¥, which is proportial to 9,Q¢ as shown
in Eq.(12)), has two relevant contributions: (u-V)Qg and tr(GH,), which correspond to the
first and third term in the right-hand-side of Eq.([0]), respectively. The latter scales with

k>/6 as shown in Figure[6 and is relevant only at low wavenumber, whereas the former scales
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S1 52 S3 S4 S5 |W1 W2 W3 W4

z|—0.45 —0.40 —0.30 0.00 0.50{1.00 1.50 2.50 3.50
y| 0.63 0.63 0.63 0.63 0.63/0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TABLE II. List of monitoring locations for the square cylinder. The first five probes, labeled S1-S5,
are located in the shear-layer region, while the remaining probes, labeled W1-W4, are located in

the wake region.

P1 P2 P3 P4 P5

x| 1 2 1 2 3
y 0.5 05 050505
2(0.001 0.001 0.5 0.5 0.5

TABLE III. List of monitoring locations for the Rayleigh—Bénard configuration. Probes P1 and

P2 are located inside the boundary layer whereas probes P3 to P5 are in the bulk region.

with k£"/6 and eventually becomes the dominant at higher wavenumbers confirming the ad-
equacy of the analysis done in Section [IBl Nevertheless, two crucial issues remain to be
demonstrated: (i) whether the proposed theory also applies to complex, non-homogeneous
turbulent flows beyond HIT, and (ii) whether the predicted scalings of both the solver resid-
ual and the iteration count required to solve the Poisson equation are confirmed numerically.

These two points are addressed in the next subsections.

B. Analysis of complex flows

In this subsection, we examine two non-homogeneous turbulent flow configurations: the
flow around a square cylinder and an air-filled Rayleigh-Bénard convection (RBC). Both
cases involve strongly inhomogeneous turbulence with a high degree of flow complexity.

1316 and are illustrated

They correspond to configurations investigated in previous studies
in Figure [l Unlike HIT, the absence of homogeneity and isotropy in these flows prevents
the computation of a fully three-dimensional spatial spectra, so alternative analysis must
be employed. In this case, we can analyse the temporal evolution of the pressure field at

different relevant locations. Namely, recalling the definition of the initial residual of the
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FIG. 7. Hlustrative snapshots of the DNS simulations of complex non-homogeneous flows studied.
Top: a turbulent flow around a square cylinder at Re = 55000 computed on 3136 CPU-cores of
MareNostrum 5-GPP supercomputer with a mesh of 2.6 billion grid points. Bottom: an air-filled
(Pr = 0.7) Rayleigh-Bénard configuration studied!® at Rayleigh numbers up to Ra = 10''. The
highest Ra was computed on 8192 CPU-cores of the MareNostrum 4 supercomputer using a mesh

with 5.7 billion grid points.

Poisson solver, r°, given in Egs.(@) and (I2)), we can relate the temporal derivatives of the

pressure field and the invariant Qg,

VA" — VA" = 2At0,Q0c = V?0ip ~ 20,Qc. (41)
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FIG. 8. Spectrum of the temporal derivative of the pressure field rescaled by k2. Results correspond

to the forced HIT simulation at Rey =~ 433 from the JHTDB database24/25

leading to the following spectra relation and power-law scaling
K2 0pr, =~ 20,Qc UE, k*0ipr, oc k°  with 3 =11/6 (for NS). (42)

Nevertheless, this would still require computing a shell-summed spectrum of 9;p, which is
not feasible for non-homogeneous flows. Instead, we can analyze the corresponding tem-
poral spectra and invoke Taylor’s frozen-flow hypothesis® to relate them to the spectral
distribution of the spatial scales. To demonstrate the validity of this approach, Figure [§
presents the analysis for the HIT case discussed in the previous subsection. For this dataset,
a sequence of 5028 consecutive frames, stored every ten time-steps of the DNS simulation,
was available. To improve statistical convergence, the temporal evolution of pressure was
extracted at eight evenly spaced locations, their individual spectra were computed, and the
results were subsequently averaged. The figure clearly shows the expected 11/6 scaling,

thereby validating the proposed approach.

At this stage, we used the same analysis for the two above-mentioned configurations.
Figures [ and [10] show results for the flow around a square cylinder at Re = 22000 and
Re = 55000, respectively. For the first case, the numerical setup, including the mesh, dis-
cretization schemes, and boundary conditions, was the same as in the original study*¢. The

grid resolution in this case was 1272 x 1174 x 216 in the stream-wise, cross-stream and span-
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FIG. 9. Spectra of the temporal derivative of the pressure field rescaled by k2. Results correspond
to the turbulent flow around a square cylinder at Re = 22000 displayed in Figure [7 (bottom). Top:
results for a set of points located in the shear layer. Bottom: results for a set of points located in

the wake regions. See Table [T, for details.

wise direction, respectively, corresponding to approximately 323 million grid points. For the
higher Reynolds number, the configuration was kept identical except for the use of a finer
mesh of 2544 x 2348 x 432 = 2.6 billion grid points. For both Reynolds numbers, the time

evolution of the pressure was analyzed at the monitoring locations listed in Table [l The
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FIG. 10. Same as Figure [d, but for Re = 55000.

first five probes, labeled S1-S5, are located in the shear-layer region, while the remaining
probes, labeled W1-W4, are located in the wake region. The same set of probes were used
in our previous study*¢ for characterizing the onset and development of instabilities. The
first five probes are placed near the upper corner of the cylinder, where small vortices gener-
ated by the Kelvin—-Helmholtz instabilities rapidly develop and are convected downstream.
These structures are clearly visible in the instantaneous snapshot of Figure [7 (see also the

corresponding movie). As they evolve, the vortices grow in size and trigger the transition
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FIG. 11. Spectra of the temporal derivative of the pressure field rescaled by k2. Results correspond
to the air-filled Raleigh-Bénard convection flow at Ra = 101° (top) and 10! (bottom) displayed
in Figure [7 (top). See Table for details.

to turbulence before reaching the downstream edge of the cylinder. They eventually break
up into finer scales and are entrained by the much larger von Karméan vortices. The first
Kelvin—Helmholtz structure appears at x ~ —0.45 (point S1), in very good agreement with
previous experimental® and numerical studies*. However, the dominant frequency in both

the shear-layer and wake regions corresponds to the von Kéarman mode, taking values of
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0.132 for Re = 22000 (see Figure @) and 0.128 at Re = 55000 (see Figure [I0), respec-
tively. These results are in excellent agreement with previous experimental observations
and confirm the very weak Re-number dependence of the Strouhal number in this range
of Re-numbers®. Nevertheless, the most significant feature observed in Figures [ and
is the predicted § = 11/6 scaling at high wavenumbers, thereby confirming this power-law

behavior for non-homogeneous flows across different Reynolds numbers.

As a second test-case for non-homogeneous flows, we consider an air-filled (Pr = 0.7)
RBC at Ra = 10'° and 10*. These cases were already investigated in a previous study*?,
where the flow topology and its main features were analyzed in detail. Again, the numerical
setup, including the mesh, discretization schemes, and boundary conditions, is the same as
in the previous papers'¥%3. The mesh resolution is 1024 x 768 x 768 ~ 604 million grid points
for Ra = 10'°, and 2048 x 1662 x 1662 ~ 5.7 billion grid points in the homogeneous spanwise
direction, the horizontal cross stream direction and the vertical direction, respectively. The
flow exhibits strong inhomogeneity in the vertical direction, with thin thermal and velocity
boundary layers adjacent to the horizontal isothermal plates and a plume-dominated bulk
region. To capture these distinct flow regions, five monitoring points are considered in the
analysis: namely, probes P1 and P2 are located inside the boundary layer whereas probes
P3 to P5 are in the bulk region (see Table [Tl for details). Despite such complexity, the
spectra of k20,p showed in Figure [[1] display very similar trends to those observed for the
square cylinder. Namely, both cases clearly show the predicted § = 11/6 slope at high
wavenumbers, thereby confirming that the theoretical scaling extends robustly to buoyancy-

driven turbulence at very high Rayleigh numbers.

The consistent results obtained for both the square cylinder and the RBC at different
Re and Ra numbers provide strong additional support for the theoretical framework de-
veloped in this paper, demonstrating its validity beyond the homogeneous case. They also
indicate that the solver convergence trends inferred from the theory remain applicable in
realistic CFD settings, where non-homogeneity and geometric complexity are unavoidable.
Nevertheless, the predicted scaling of the number of solver iterations with respect to Re (see
Eq. B2) still needs to be tested over a broader range of Reynolds numbers. This issue is

addressed in the following subsection.
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C. Towards very high Reynolds numbers

To further assess the validity of the theoretical framework at very high Reynolds numbers,
we consider the Burgers’ equation in a periodic one-dimensional domain as a simplified model
problem,

ou ou 1 0%u

The equation is solved using a pseudo-spectral approach with the standard 3/2 dealiasing
rule applied to the non-linear convective term. The forcing term, f, acts only at the smallest
wavenumber, k = 1, keeping its energy constant to unity, 7.e. £y = 1. The simulations
are advanced in time until a statistically steady state is reached. Once convergence is
achieved, the resulting velocity field is projected onto the space of divergence-free functions,
which in this simplified setting reduces to solving a one-dimensional Poisson equation by
means of either a Jacobi iterative solver or a MG solver using Jacobi as smoother at each
level. The analysis covers a very wide range of Re-numbers from Re = 2° = 32 up to
Re = 221 ~ 2.1M. They are solved with N = 4Re Fourier modes, i.e. from N = 27 = 128
up to N = 223 ~ 8.4M. This linear resolution criterion arise from the fact that, according to
the classical Cole-Hopf transformation®?, the smallest dissipative scale in the 1D Burgers’
equation is inversely proportional to the Reynolds number. The adopted resolution is, in
practice, very similar to that recommended in recent studies®. Hence, for the 1D Burgers’
equation, Ax ~ [Re™!, where [ is the characteristic length scale of the largest flow structures.
Then, following the same arguments as in Eqs.(B]) and (@), it leads to

At 1 . .

W ON Re® with o= -1 (for Burgers’ equation), (44)
which is the counterpart of Eq.(7). Notice that, in this case, the Reynolds-number scaling
is the same whether the CFL stability constraint (see Eq. M) is limited by convection or by

diffusion.

Apart from this, the theoretical arguments developed in Section [T have to be adapted to
the scaling properties of the Burgers’ equation (see Table[ll). Namely, in this case, the slope
for the solver’s residual is 8 = 3. This follows for the well-known k=2 energy spectrum®?,

which can be clearly observed in the spectra shown in Figure Namely, applying the same
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arguments used in Section [[IB] it leads to the following relation for the residual

0 ' 1 if 70 defined as in Eq.(3)
r’ &~ At?0,0,(ud,u) with ¢ = (45)
2 if r% defined as in Eq.(I0)

which is the counterpart of Eq.(I2)). Then, we can easily relate the k=2 scaling in kinetic

energy with the scaling of the convective term, ud,u, using the equilibrium hypothesis (see

Eq. 20),

—_— 2

k

Finally, following the same line of arguments as in Eqs.(I6]) and (I9) leads to

1 if 7 defined as in Eq.
M oc ReT'AtE®  with B=3 and ¢= @@ (47)
2 if 7 defined as inEq.(I0)

which is the counterpart of Eq.(21]).

Results shown in Figure I3 (left) support the predicted k? scaling of the initial residual,
9. Moreover, the compensated spectra in Figure [3] (right) demonstrate that all curves
collapse irrespective of the Reynolds number, confirming the validity of the scaling law
given in Eq. (7). In this particular case, ¢ = 2, corresponds to the definition of the residual
in Eq. (I0), and At ~ Re™! as given in Eq. ([@4), which together yield the overall Re™3
dependence observed in Figure [[3 Note that the discrepancies at very low wavenumbers in
Figure I3 (right) arise from the amplification introduced by the k=3 scaling factor.

The final analysis shown in Figure [I4] focuses on the dependence of the solver iteration
count on the Reynolds number. As discussed above, the Poisson equation is solved using
both a Jacobi solver and a MG solver employing Jacobi as a smoother at each level. The
latter corresponds to the analysis done in Section [ITAl In all cases, the convergence criterion
is set to ||r|] < 1075 Results obtained within this wide range of Reynolds numbers using
the Jacobi solver are displayed in Figure [I4] (top). They exhibit excellent agreement with
the predicted scalings (see the last column of Table[l), namely £ = 2/7 for ¢ = 2 and { = 6/7
for ¢ = 1. This confirms that the proposed framework remains valid not only for canonical
turbulent flows such as HIT, RBC, or bluff-body wakes, but also for this simplified model
at very high Reynolds numbers. Furthermore, results obtained with the Jacobi solver for
q = 2 are compared with the MG solver considering two scenerios: (i) fixing the size of

the coarsest MG level to Nigyw = 2° = 32 modes, i.e. Iy = (logy N —1)/5, and (ii) using
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FIG. 12. Energy spectra for the forced Burgers’ equation for Re = {25,26,... 22!}, which have

been numerically solved using N = {27,28,...223} Fourier modes.
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FIG. 13. Same as in Figure [I2] but for the residual of the Poisson equation (left) and its compen-

sated spectra (right).

the same configuration but limiting [ < 2, i.e. lnax = min (logy N — 1)/5,2. Thus, both

configurations coincide for small N, whereas for large values of N, the latter recovers the
¢ = 2/7 scaling,.
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FIG. 14. Same as in Figure[I2] but for the total number of iterations required to solve the Poisson
equation for different solver options. Top: Jacobi solver with ¢ = {1,2}. Bottom: comparison

between Jacobi and MG solver with ¢ = 2.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we have combined physical reasoning and numerical analysis to examine
how the computational cost of solving the pressure Poisson equation evolves with increasing
Reynolds number in simulations of incompressible flows. By analyzing the spectral distribu-

tion of the solver residual, two competing mechanisms were identified: the reduction of the
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time step at higher Reynolds numbers, which improves the quality of the initial guess, and
the refinement of the computational mesh, which worsens the conditioning of the discrete
operator. The balance between these effects determines whether the convergence of the

solver accelerates or deteriorates as Re-number increases.

For NS turbulence, our theoretical analysis predicts that the beneficial effect of smaller
time steps dominates. Consequently, the number of iterations required by standard itera-
tive solvers tends to decrease with increasing Re-numbers. The predicted residual scalings
have been confirmed for all turbulent configurations considered, i.e. homogeneous isotropic
turbulence, Rayleigh-Bénard convection, and bluff-body wakes, supporting the validity of
the proposed framework. In contrast, for the one-dimensional Burgers’ equation, the cost
of solving the Poisson equation increases with Re. This simplified model allows simulations
over a much broader range of Reynolds numbers, providing an extensive validation of the

theoretical scaling laws derived here.

Overall, these findings indicate that, although the Poisson equation remains the main
bottleneck in incompressible CFD, its relative computational cost may lessen for very high
Re-numbers. The proposed theoretical framework thus provides a unified perspective on how
solver performance scales with Re-number and offers valuable guidance for the development

of next-generation preconditioning and MG strategies for extreme-scale CFD simulations.
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