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The mean flow induced by a three-dimensional propagating internal gravity wave beam
in a uniformly stratified fluid is studied experimentally and theoretically. Previous
related work concentrated on the early stage of mean-flow generation, dominated by the
phenomenon of streaming – a horizontal mean flow that grows linearly in time – due to
resonant production of mean potential vorticity in the vicinity of the beam. The focus
here, by contrast, is on the long-time mean-flow evolution. Experimental observations in
a stratified fluid tank for times up to t = 120T0, where T0 is the beam period, reveal that
the induced mean flow undergoes three distinct stages: (i) resonant growth of streaming
in the beam vicinity; (ii) saturation of streaming and onset of horizontal advection; and
(iii) establishment of a quasi-steady state where the mean flow is highly elongated and
stretches in the along-tank horizontal direction. To capture (i)–(iii), the theoretical model
of Fan et al. (J. Fluid Mech., vol. 838, 2018, R1) is extended by accounting for the effects
of horizontal advection and viscous diffusion of mean potential vorticity. The predictions
of the proposed model, over the entire mean-flow evolution, are in excellent agreement
with the experimental observations as well as numerical simulations based on the full
Navier–Stokes equations.

Key words: internal waves, stratified flows

1. Introduction

The interaction of waves with mean flows is an important topic in fluid mechanics with
various geophysical applications (Bühler 2014). While a background mean flow influences
waves through refraction and related effects, it is also possible for waves themselves to
generate mean flows. Specifically, in the case of gravity internal waves in a stratified fluid,
wave dissipation combined with nonlinearity can cause irreversible generation of potential
vorticity (PV), which gives rise to ‘streaming’ – a horizontal mean flow that grows linearly
in time (McIntyre & Norton 1990). Similar phenomena also arise in various other settings,
including acoustics (Lighthill 1978, § 4.7), internal tides (Grisouard & Bühler 2012) and
shallow-water waves (Bühler 2000). In addition, waves can generate mean flows in the
absence of dissipation owing to the Reynolds stresses brought about by wave modulations.

† Email address for correspondence: trakylas@mit.edu
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Such non-dissipative modulation-induced mean flows and associated instabilities have
been studied extensively for surface waves (e.g. Benney & Roskes 1969) as well as internal
gravity waves (e.g. Bretherton 1969; Grimshaw 1977, 1979; Shrira 1981; Tabaei & Akylas
2007).

A significant body of recent work (see the review article by Dauxois et al. (2018)) has
been devoted to the mean flow induced by a three-dimensional internal gravity wave beam
in a stratified fluid. Wave beams are fundamental disturbances that arise from the inherent
anisotropy of internal wave motion (Tabaei & Akylas 2003), and they play a part in the
tidal conversion process in oceans (e.g. Lamb 2004; Peacock, Echeverri & Balmforth
2008; Johnston et al. 2011) as well as in the generation of gravity waves by thunderstorms
in the atmosphere (e.g. Fovell, Durran & Holton 1992). Beam-induced mean flows were
first studied in laboratory experiments (Bordes 2012; Bordes et al. 2012) using a novel
wave generator (Mercier et al. 2010) to excite a propagating internal wave beam along
a stratified fluid tank. As the wave generator spanned only part of the tank width, the
generated beam was locally confined in the transverse direction and also decayed in the
along-beam direction due to viscous dissipation. According to the observations, such a
three-dimensional wave beam is accompanied by a circulating horizontal mean flow of the
streaming type, as evidenced by the linear growth in time of the associated mean vertical
vorticity.

Motivated by these experiments, Kataoka & Akylas (2015) derived two coupled
evolution equations for the beam profile and the induced mean flow assuming a thin
beam (beam width � transverse extent). Later, Fan, Kataoka & Akylas (2018) obtained
an analogous equation system for a beam with a nearly monochromatic profile whose
width is comparable to its transverse extent, an assumption that mimics more closely
the experimental conditions. These asymptotic models confirm that viscous dissipation,
combined with nonlinearity and the presence of transverse variations, forces mean PV
resonantly, resulting in streaming as seen in the experiments. In addition, the model of Fan
et al. (2018) can predict the observed feedback of streaming onto the underlying beam,
which manifests as cross-beam bending, transverse broadening and increased along-beam
decay of the beam profile (Bordes 2012). Furthermore, according to the theoretical models,
three-dimensional beam variations induce an inviscid horizontal mean flow as well.
Although streaming dominates under the experimental flow conditions of Bordes (2012)
and Bordes et al. (2012), at high enough Reynolds number it is possible for this inviscid
mean flow to trigger modulation instability of steep beams (Kataoka & Akylas 2013, 2016).

In spite of the favourable agreement between theory and experiment noted above, certain
observations of Bordes (2012) and Bordes et al. (2012) are beyond the reach of the models
of Kataoka & Akylas (2015) and Fan et al. (2018). Specifically, as indicated in figure 4(a)
of Bordes et al. (2012) and figure 4.6(e) of Bordes (2012), after some time the resonant
growth of streaming saturates, and the induced mean flow which at first is confined in the
beam region begins to advect along the tank. The theoretical models, by contrast, account
only for the production of mean PV in the beam vicinity, which is responsible for the
resonant mean-flow response there. While this is justified at early times, the experimental
observations suggest that the neglected horizontal advection of mean PV eventually comes
into play and halts the resonant growth of streaming.

To address these issues, here we examine the long-time behaviour of the
beam–mean-flow response experimentally and theoretically. Using an experimental set-up
similar to that of Bordes (2012) and Bordes et al. (2012), we follow the generated wave
beam and its induced mean flow up to time t = 120T0, where T0 = 2π/ω is the beam
period, for three different driving frequencies ω. These new, long-time observations reveal
that, although the beam has essentially reached steady state by t = 20T0, the induced mean
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FIGURE 1. Schematic view of the experimental set-up. The rectangular tank is of size L × W ×
H, where L is measured from the wave generator which lies against the left-hand wall. Green
lines correspond to the intersection of PIV laser sheets with the generator. Isophase planes of the
generated internal wave beam are tilted downward at an angle θ from the horizontal. The group
velocity cg is in the along-beam (ξ ) direction while the phase velocity cϕ is in the cross-beam
(η) direction.

flow undergoes three distinct stages characterized by: (i) resonant growth of streaming
in the beam vicinity (t/T0 � 20); (ii) onset of horizontal advection and saturation of
streaming (20 � t/T0 � 40); and (iii) establishment of a quasi-steady state where the mean
flow is highly elongated and stretches in the along-tank horizontal direction (t/T0 � 40).
As the model of Fan et al. (2018) fails to capture (ii) and (iii), an extended mean-flow
evolution equation is proposed that accounts not only for the production of mean PV in
the beam vicinity, but also for horizontal advection of mean PV by the induced mean
flow and viscous diffusion of mean PV in the far field. The predictions of this extended
theoretical model are in excellent agreement with our experimental observations as well
as numerical simulations based on the full Navier–Stokes equations.

2. Experiments

2.1. Experimental set-up
The experiments were carried out in a rectangular tank of size L × W × H = 107 cm ×
80 cm × 40 cm, filled with water (kinematic viscosity ν∗ = 1.0 × 10−2 cm2 s−1) to a depth
of 38 cm (see figure 1). The water was linearly stratified with salt and the buoyancy
frequency was chosen as N = 0.91 rad s−1. The tank dimensions were large enough
to not have significant effects on the generated internal waves and induced mean flow.
Furthermore, the tank was covered with a transparent plate to avoid parasitic flows due to
surrounding air motion.

Internal waves were forced by a moving-plate generator (Mercier et al. 2010),
horizontally centred on the left-hand wall of the tank at a height between 22.2 and 33.7 cm
from the bottom. The origin of the coordinate system O∗x∗y∗z∗ is at the centre of the wave
generator, at a height of 27.9 cm from the bottom, y∗ is the upward vertical coordinate and
x∗ and z∗ are the along-tank and transverse horizontal coordinates, respectively (figure 1).
The wave generator comprised 18 plates of 6.3 mm in thickness and 13.9 cm in width that
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moved horizontally, mimicking an upward-propagating transverse wave

x∗ = a sin(ωt − 2πy∗/λ∗) (2.1)

with amplitude a = 1 cm and wavelength λ∗ = 3.83 cm. This forcing generated an internal
wave beam of frequency ω that propagated downward along the tank at an angle θ to the
horizontal specified by the dispersion relation ω = N sin θ (see figure 1). The experiments
focused on three driving frequencies, ω = 0.24, 0.45 and 0.64 rad s−1, corresponding to
the propagation angles θ = 15◦, 30◦ and 45◦, respectively.

To get a representative view of the three-dimensional velocity field, two separate
measurements, in a vertical and a horizontal plane, were performed using particle image
velocimetry (PIV). The tank was seeded with 10 μm silver-coated hollow glass spheres
with density of 1.4 kg m−3, illuminated by a vertical/horizontal laser sheet produced by
a 532 nm 2 W continuous laser and passing through the centre of the generator (y∗ =
z∗ = 0), while a camera was filming from the side/top towards the −z∗ direction/−y∗
direction. Two frames per second were recorded with a resolution of 4.51 and 5.66
pixels mm−1 for the side and top views, imaging a region of 650 mm × 380 mm
and 650 mm × 490 mm, respectively. Final windows of the cross-correlation algorithm
(Fincham & Delerce 2000) had a size of 21 × 21 pixels with a 10-pixel grid spacing,
corresponding to a mesh size of 2.2 mm/1.8 mm.

2.2. Long-time mean-flow evolution
We present detailed experimental observations only for ω = 0.45 rad s−1, corresponding
to the wave beam propagation angle θ = 30◦ to the horizontal. The responses for the
other two driving frequencies we considered are qualitatively similar to those discussed
here. Figure 2 shows horizontal velocity fields in the x∗ direction obtained from PIV
measurements in the central vertical plane (z∗ = 0) and in the horizontal plane through the
centre of the wave generator (y∗ = 0), at three different times normalized with the wave
beam period T0 = 2π/ω = 14 s. Specifically, the three rows of flow images in figure 2
correspond to t/T0 = 20, 40 and 100. The left-hand image in each row shows the wave
beam response in the vertical plane, while the middle and right-hand images depict the
induced mean flow in the vertical and horizontal planes, respectively. The mean-flow
responses were obtained by averaging the velocity in the x∗ direction over 10T0.

Figure 2 reveals that the wave beam response has essentially reached steady state by
t/T0 = 20 and changes very little thereafter. This is in sharp contrast to the induced
mean flow, which at early times is confined in the region of the generated wave beam
(figure 2a), but later starts to spread in the x∗ direction (figure 2b), and eventually reaches
a quasi-steady state that stretches along the x∗ direction far away from the beam (figure 2c).
It should be noted that the mean flow is purely horizontal (i.e. negligible in the y∗
direction) and also features a component in the z∗ direction (not shown here) as required
by incompressibility. At late times, however, when the mean flow is highly elongated in
the x∗ direction relative to the z∗ direction (figure 2c), the transverse (z∗) component is
much smaller than the along-tank (x∗) component.

Previous experiments using a similar set-up (Bordes 2012; Bordes et al. 2012)
concentrated on the beam–mean-flow interaction while the induced mean flow still resides
in the vicinity of the wave beam (figure 2a). This early stage is characterized by rapid
growth (linear in time) of the mean PV associated with the horizontal mean flow, which
also affects the underlying internal wave beam as indicated by the cross-beam bending
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FIGURE 2. The PIV measurements of horizontal velocity fields in the x∗ direction at three
times, t/T0, normalized with the wave beam period T0 = 2π/ω = 14 s: (a) 20; (b) 40; (c) 100.
The left-hand images show the wave beam responses in the vertical plane z∗ = 0, while the
middle and right-hand images depict the induced mean flow in the vertical plane z∗ = 0 and
the horizontal plane y∗ = 0, respectively. These planes are indicated by dashed lines. The thick
black line marks the location of the wave generator. The zero-velocity line around x = 10 cm in
the right-hand images is an experimental artifact due to laser sheet reflection.

of the beam profile in figure 2 (left-hand images). The focus here, however, is on the
long-time mean-flow development (figure 2b,c).

3. Extended mean-flow equation

Previous closely related theoretical work (Kataoka & Akylas 2015; Fan et al.
2018) focused on PV production and its pivotal role in mean-flow generation by a
three-dimensional internal wave beam in a stratified Boussinesq fluid. Fan et al. (2018),
in particular, considered a weakly nonlinear nearly monochromatic wave beam and
derived two coupled evolution equations for the beam envelope and the induced mean
flow, assuming that three-dimensional variations are weak; namely, that the ratio of
the cross-beam length scale λ∗/2π (where λ∗ is the beam carrier wavelength) to a
characteristic transverse beam length scale W∗,

ε = λ∗
2πW∗

, (3.1)
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is small (ε � 1). The mean-flow evolution equation in this model, however, applies only
to the early stage of the mean-flow development, which is dominated by the production of
mean PV in the vicinity of the beam. To capture the mean-flow dynamics at later times,
here we propose an extended mean-flow evolution equation that, in addition, accounts for
the advection of mean PV by the induced mean flow as well as for the viscous diffusion
of mean PV in the far field away from the beam. Although negligible at early times,
these effects control the long-time mean-flow dynamics brought out by the experimental
observations (figure 2b,c).

3.1. Onset of streaming
We begin by reviewing the model of Fan et al. (2018). Their analysis focused on the
‘distinguished limit’ where the nonlinear beam–mean-flow coupling is as important as
the effects of the along-beam dispersion, transverse dispersion and viscous attenuation of
the beam envelope. For the benefit of readers interested in a detailed discussion of the
scalings appropriate to this flow regime, we adopt the same non-dimensionalization (with
1/N as the time scale, where N is the constant buoyancy frequency, and λ∗/2π as the
length scale, where λ∗ is the beam carrier wavelength set by the wave generator) and use
the same notation as Fan et al. (2018). Here, as our interest centres on the experiments in
§ 2, background rotation is ignored ( f = 0).

In terms of ε � 1 defined in (3.1), which controls the assumed weak transverse
variations, the beam envelope and the induced mean flow depend on the ‘slow’ spatial
variables

X = ε2ξ, Y = εη, Z = εz, (3.2a–c)

where ξ , η and z are the along-beam, cross-beam and transverse coordinates, respectively
(figure 3). Referring to the experimental set-up (figure 1), the coordinate system Oxyz in
figure 3 is the non-dimensional counterpart of O∗x∗y∗z∗, and the (ξ, η) coordinates are
rotated by θ relative to the horizontal and vertical (x, y) coordinates. Furthermore, the
appropriate ‘slow’ time is

T = ε2t, (3.3)

indicating that the initial phase of the mean-flow development lasts O(1/ε2) beam periods.
At this stage, the disturbance comprises an O(ε) primary harmonic, representing a

weakly nonlinear nearly monochromatic beam, and an O(ε2) mean flow. Specifically,
the velocity components u = (u, v, w) in the (ξ, η, z) coordinate system, the density
perturbation ρ and the pressure perturbation p take the form

u = ε{(U, ε2V, εW) eiϕ + c.c.} + ε2(Ū, V̄, W̄) + · · · , (3.4a)

ρ = ε{R eiϕ + c.c.} + ε4R̄ + · · · , p = ε{P eiϕ + c.c.} + ε3P̄ + · · · , (3.4b)

where ϕ = η − ωt and ω = sin θ . (These perturbation expansions are somewhat different
from (2.11) in Fan et al. (2018) owing to our assumption of no rotation, f = 0; details of the
analysis for 0 ≤ f � 1 including the scaling of the mean flow above can be found in Fan
(2017).) The coupled beam–mean-flow dynamics is described via the various amplitudes
in (3.4), which depend on X, Y , Z and T . The equations governing these amplitudes
are obtained by imposing incompressibility, mass conservation and momentum balance.
Specifically, upon substituting (3.4) into these fundamental equations and collecting terms
∝ exp(iϕ), the beam amplitudes can be expressed in terms of the along-beam velocity
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FIGURE 3. Schematic of theoretical model for the generated wave beam. The coordinate system
Oxyz is the non-dimensional counterpart of O∗x∗y∗z∗ (figure 1), y is the upward vertical and
x and z are the along-tank and transverse horizontal coordinates, respectively. The along- and
cross-beam coordinates ξ and η (also marked in figure 1) are rotated by θ relative to (x, y). The
beam has a nearly monochromatic profile. Dotted lines indicate lines of constant phase of the
sinusoidal carrier whose wavelength (set by the wave generator) has been normalized to 2π in
the asymptotic analysis. The envelope scale is O(ε−2) along the ξ direction and O(ε−1) along
the η and z directions, in keeping with the scalings (3.2a–c).

amplitude U:

V = iUX + cot θUZZ, W = −i cot θUZ, R = −iU, P = cos θU. (3.5a–d)

Thus, in view of (3.2a–c) and (3.4a), the beam response obeys incompressibility correct to
O(ε3). Furthermore, to the same order of approximation, U satisfies the evolution equation

UT + iV̄U + cos θ

(
UX − i

2
cot θUZZ

)
+ β

2
U = 0. (3.6)

The second term in (3.6) is the feedback of the induced mean flow to the beam dynamics,
while the third and fourth terms, respectively, account for the effects of (along-beam
and transverse) dispersion and viscous attenuation of the beam envelope. This balance
of dissipation with nonlinear coupling and dispersion assumes that the inverse Reynolds
number ν = 4π2ν∗/Nλ∗2 scales like

ν = βε2, (3.7)

where β = O(1).
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Turning next to the induced mean flow, from mass conservation it is deduced that the
vertical velocity is O(ε4). Thus, to leading order, the mean flow is purely horizontal:

Ū = V̄ cot θ. (3.8)

Furthermore, as along-beam variations are weaker than cross-beam and transverse
variations in view of (3.2a–c), incompressibility to leading order requires

V̄Y + W̄Z = 0. (3.9)

Finally, to complete the description of the beam–mean-flow interaction, we find it
convenient to utilize the transport equation

qt + u · ∇q = ν(∇2ζ − ∇ρ · ∇2(∇ × u)) (3.10)

for the PV

q = ζ − ∇ρ · (∇ × u), (3.11)

where ζ = (∇ × u) · j is the vertical vorticity and j denotes the vertical (y) unit vector.
From (3.11), upon making use of (3.4)–(3.5a–d), it follows that q = ε3Q̄ + · · · , where

Q̄ = Ω − 2(UU∗)Z (3.12)

is the mean PV amplitude and

Ω = 1
sin θ

V̄Z − sin θW̄Y (3.13)

is the amplitude of the mean vertical vorticity, ζ = ε3Ω + · · · . Thus, taking into account
(3.4), (3.7), (3.12) and (3.13), the balance of mean terms in the PV transport equation
(3.10), correct to O(ε5), yields

ΩT = 2
(

∂

∂T
+ β

)
(UU∗)Z. (3.14)

This evolution equation along with (3.6), (3.9) and (3.13), which govern the
beam–mean-flow interaction for T = O(1), are the end results of Fan et al. (2018).

It should be noted that the vertical vorticity associated with the induced mean flow
derives from two separate sources, one of inviscid and the other of viscous origin,
corresponding to the two contributions to the forcing term on the right-hand side of (3.14).
The focus here is on the mean flow due to the viscous source of vertical vorticity: this mean
flow component, referred to as streaming, is forced resonantly and eventually overwhelms
its inviscid counterpart. Specifically, for T = O(1), the beam amplitude U, governed by
(3.6), reaches a quasi-steady state. Thus, in response to the viscous forcing term in (3.14),
Ω grows linearly in T ,

Ω ∼ 2βT(UU∗)Z, (3.15)

and so do V̄ and W̄. As a result, the convective derivative term on the left-hand side of
the PV transport equation (3.10), which does not partake in the O(ε5) dominant balance
leading to (3.14), eventually comes into play.
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3.2. Saturation of streaming
As noted above, the dominant balance of O(ε5) terms in (3.10) that provides the mean
vorticity equation (3.14) eventually is invalidated owing to the resonant growth of
streaming. Specifically, this breakdown occurs at T = O(ε−1/2), when V̄ and W̄ are of
O(ε−1/2) so the convective derivative term is as important as the time evolution term in
(3.10). Thus, to bring out the proper balance of mean terms in (3.10) when T = O(ε−1/2),
we introduce the rescaled mean-flow variables

(V̄, W̄) → ε−1/2(V̄, W̄), Ω → ε−1/2Ω, (3.16a,b)

which depend on X, Y , Z defined in (3.2a–c) and the rescaled slow time

T̂ = ε1/2T. (3.17)

Upon implementing these scalings in the PV transport equation (3.10), equation (3.14)
for the mean vertical vorticity is replaced by

(
∂

∂T̂
+ V̄

∂

∂Y
+ W̄

∂

∂Z

)
Ω = 2β(UU∗)Z. (3.18)

In this evolution equation, the advection by the induced mean flow counterbalances the
viscous forcing of Ω . Thus, the resonant growth (3.15) predicted at early times (T̂ � 1) is
expected to saturate for T̂ = O(1) and, as a result, the mean flow would level off and start
being transported away from the beam region. Qualitatively, this scenario is consistent
with the experimental observations presented in § 2.2: the growth of streaming in the
beam vicinity is essentially complete after 20 beam periods (figure 2a), and by 40 periods
(figure 2b) the effects of advection are clearly visible. Detailed comparison between theory
and experiments is made in § 4.

3.3. Far-field flow regime
As the mean vertical vorticity continues to be transported away from the beam, the effect
of the forcing term on the right-hand side of (3.18) gradually diminishes. Thus, for T̂ 

1 the mean flow far from the beam reaches a quasi-steady state due to the balance of
horizontal advection with viscous diffusion in the PV transport equation (3.10). In this
far-field regime, as revealed by the experimental observations (figure 2c), the mean flow is
highly elongated in the horizontal (x) direction. This suggests replacing the beam-oriented
variables X = ε2ξ and Y = εη in (3.2a–c) with x and y (see figure 3), scaled such that
x variations are weaker than vertical (y) and transverse (z) variations. Additionally, the
far-field flow scalings should bring out the anticipated balance of horizontal advection
with viscous diffusion of the mean PV.

The scaled spatial variables appropriate to the far field are

X̃ = ε5/2x, Ỹ = εy, Z = εz. (3.19a–c)

It should be noted that X̃ is ‘slower’ than Ỹ and Z in keeping with the observed far-field
characteristics of the mean flow (figure 2c), while Z remains as in (3.2a–c) to permit
matching with the near field as X̃ → 0. Furthermore, as X̃ is scaled differently from Z, it
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becomes necessary to rescale the transverse (z) mean-flow velocity,

W̄ → ε3/2W̄, (3.20)

so as to satisfy incompressibility

1
sin θ

V̄X̃ + W̄Z = 0. (3.21)

In view of the rescaling (3.20), in the far field the z-velocity component ε3W̄ is smaller than
the x-velocity component ε3/2V̄/ sin θ , which as noted in § 2.2 is also consistent with our
experimental observations. Thus, the amplitude of the mean vertical vorticity to leading
order is given by

Ω = V̄Z

sin θ
. (3.22)

Finally, returning to (3.10), in view of (3.19a–c) and (3.20), the dominant balance of
mean PV terms in the far field yields

(
∂

∂T̃
+ V̄

sin θ

∂

∂X̃
+ W̄

∂

∂Z
− β

(
∂2

∂Ỹ2
+ ∂2

∂Z2

))
Ω = 0, (3.23)

where
T̃ = ε3/2T̂ = ε2T = ε4t (3.24)

is the ‘very slow’ time appropriate to the mean-flow dynamics at this late stage. As
expected, the evolution equation (3.23) accounts for the horizontal advection and viscous
diffusion of Ω , which are the main controlling factors in the far field.

3.4. Combined mean-flow equation
To investigate quantitatively the three stages of mean-flow dynamics identified above, it
would be necessary to solve the evolution equations (3.14), (3.18) and (3.23), subject
to appropriate initial and matching conditions. Considering that these problems would
have to be tackled numerically, we find it more convenient instead to work with a
single mean-flow evolution equation that combines the dominant effects in the three flow
regimes. This extended equation reduces asymptotically to the simpler evolution equations
(3.14), (3.18) and (3.23), respectively, under the appropriate flow scalings for T , T̂ and
T̃ = O(1).

Specifically, since the mean flow is horizontal to leading order, we introduce a
streamfunction Ψ (χ, Ỹ, Z, T), where (χ, Ỹ, Z) = ε(x, y, z) and T = ε2t, such that the
mean-flow velocity components in (3.4a) are given by

V̄ = sin θΨZ, W̄ = −Ψχ, (3.25a,b)

with Ū = cos θΨZ according to (3.8). Thus,

1
sin θ

V̄χ + W̄Z = 0, (3.26)

which ensures that the incompressibility equations (3.9) and (3.21) are satisfied
automatically in the corresponding flow regimes. Furthermore, in view of (3.25a,b), the
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mean vertical vorticity takes the form

Ω = 1
sin θ

V̄Z − W̄χ = Ψχχ + ΨZZ, (3.27)

which reduces asymptotically to expressions (3.13) and (3.22) under the corresponding
flow scalings. Finally, the evolution equations (3.14), (3.18) and (3.23) can be combined to
the following transport equation for Ω:

ΩT + εJ(Ω,Ψ ) − ε2β

(
∂2

∂Ỹ2
+ ∂2

∂Z2

)
Ω = 2

(
∂

∂T
+ β

)
(UU∗)Z, (3.28)

where J(a, b) ≡ aχbZ − aZbχ .
Setting ε = 0 in (3.28) recovers the evolution equation (3.14) derived in Fan et al.

(2018) that is valid at the early stage of mean-flow generation, T = O(1), when the
production of mean PV due to the underlying modulated beam is the dominant effect. At
the later times T̂ = O(1) and T̃ = O(1), the O(ε) and O(ε2) terms in (3.28), which account
for the effects of advection and viscous diffusion of mean PV, respectively, come into
play as discussed above. The extended mean-flow equation (3.28) along with (3.25a,b),
(3.27) and the beam evolution equation (3.6) comprise the theoretical model to be used
below for quantitative comparison against our experimental observations and numerical
Navier–Stokes simulations.

4. Comparison of theory with experiments

The proposed theoretical model of beam–mean-flow dynamics is now applied to the
experiments in § 2. As in Fan et al. (2018), we choose the transverse width (=3.7λ∗) of the
wave generator as W∗ in (3.1) so ε = 0.043. Thus, in view of (3.2a–c), the wave generator
width is normalized to Z = 1 while the generator height (=3λ∗) is equal to 0.8 in terms
of Y , and the viscous parameter β = 15.6 according to (3.7). Furthermore, to account for
the forcing due to the horizontally moving plates of the generator at the left-hand wall of
the tank, we prescribe at X = 0 the envelope of the along-beam wave beam velocity, in the
form

U = A0 {tanh [15(Y + 0.4)] − tanh [15(Y − 0.4)]}
× {tanh [5(Z + 0.5)] − tanh [5(Z − 0.5)]} /4, (4.1)

where A0 controls the peak forcing amplitude. The smoothing coefficients in tanh
functions are the same as in Fan et al. (2018) and correspond to the best agreement
with experiments. The boundary forcing (4.1) is applied at T = 0, and the resulting
beam–mean-flow response for T > 0 is determined by integrating the evolution equations
(3.6) and (3.28) along with (3.25a,b) and (3.27), starting from the quiescent state U =
Ω = 0.

The above initial–boundary-value problem is solved numerically via pseudo-spectral
discretization in −4.0 < Y < 4.0, −3.0 < Z < 3.0 and second-order centred finite
differences in 0 < X < 0.32, combined with fourth-order Runge–Kutta time stepping. The
parameter A0 in (4.1) is chosen such that the integral in the central vertical plane (Z = 0)
of the x-component of mean flow at 20 beam periods matches the value of this integral
obtained from the experimental mean flow data at the same time. The results reported
here were computed using 128 × 64 Fourier modes in Y × Z, 128 grid points in X and
ΔT = 8.0 × 10−4.
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Apart from the experimental results, the proposed theoretical model is also compared
against numerical simulations based on the full Navier–Stokes equations. Referring to the
experimental set-up (figure 1), these simulations use no-slip boundary conditions on the
tank bottom and walls, except the left-hand wall (x∗ = 0), where at t = 0 we apply the
forcing due to the wave generator (located in −5.7 cm < y∗ < 5.7 cm, −7.0 cm < z∗ <

7.0 cm). This is done by prescribing the horizontal velocity in the x∗ direction in the form

u∗ = U0
dx∗
dt

{tanh[2.2 ( y∗ + 5.7)] − tanh[2.2( y∗ − 5.7)]}
× {tanh[2.2(z∗ + 7.0)] − tanh[2.2(z∗ − 7.0)]}/4 (x∗ = 0), (4.2)

with dx∗/dt determined from (2.1). Furthermore, similar to A0 in (4.1), the forcing
amplitude parameter U0 in (4.2) is chosen such that the integral in the central vertical
plane (z∗ = 0) of the numerically computed mean-flow velocity in the x∗ direction at 20
beam periods matches the value of this integral based on the experimental mean-flow
data at the same time. The Navier–Stokes equations are solved numerically by adapting
to the present three-dimensional geometry the procedure outlined in Kataoka & Akylas
(2020) for two-dimensional reflection of an internal wave beam from a rigid slope.
The results reported here were obtained using the computational domain x∗ × y∗ × z∗ =
107 cm × 38 cm × 80 cm with 120 × 150 × 100 grid points and the time step Δt = 0.07 s.
The grid points were more concentrated near the wave generator in order to achieve higher
resolution there. Finally, results are unchanged when using larger values of coefficients in
tanh functions in (4.2).

Figures 4 and 5 show horizontal velocity fields in the x∗ direction obtained from
the theoretical model and Navier–Stokes simulations under the same flow conditions as
for the experimental results in figure 2. These plots of beam and mean-flow responses
allow direct comparison of the theoretical (figure 4) and numerical (figure 5) predictions
against the experimental observations (figure 2) at t/T0 = 20, 40 and 100. These
snapshots are representative of the three regimes of beam–mean-flow dynamics discussed
in § 3 – the genesis of streaming in the beam vicinity (figures 2a, 4a, 5a), the beginning of
mean-flow advection along the horizontal (figures 2b, 4b, 5b) and the balance of horizontal
advection with viscous diffusion in the far-field mean-flow response (figures 2c, 4c, 5c).
The theoretical model reproduces these flow regimes and captures all the salient features
of the observations and simulations. The time instants t/T0 = 20, 40 and 100 chosen above
also are consistent with the characteristic time scales t ∼ 1/ε2, 1/ε5/2 and 1/ε4 of the three
mean-flow regimes discussed in § 3, if the cross-beam length scale λ∗/2π is replaced with
λ∗ in the definition of ε in (3.1), so that ε = 0.27 instead of 0.043. (The length scale λ∗/2π
is used here in order to match the non-dimensional variables of Fan et al. (2018); while
2π is an O(1) constant asymptotically, it can make an appreciable difference numerically
when computing order-of-magnitude estimates.)

It should be noted that in the theoretical model the boundary forcing (4.1) is applied
in terms of the (scaled) cross-beam coordinate Y = εη, which is rotated relative to the
vertical y by θ (figure 3), and the tank bottom is ignored. This explains the small gap of
the theoretical responses near the wave generator and the absence of beam reflections at
the tank bottom in figure 4. These minor discrepancies, however, do not detract from the
overall excellent agreement of the theoretical model with the experiments and simulations.
Furthermore, similar agreement among theoretical, experimental and numerical responses
is found for the other two driving frequencies we considered, which correspond to θ = 15◦

and 45◦.
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FIGURE 4. Horizontal velocity fields in the x∗ direction obtained from the theoretical model
at three time instants: (a) t/T0 = 20; (b) t/T0 = 40; (c) t/T0 = 100. The flow snapshots here
are direct counterparts of the experimental images displayed in figure 2 and the numerical
simulations in figure 5.

We also made quantitative comparison between theory and experiments of the time
evolution of the induced mean flow, for the three driving frequencies corresponding to
the beam propagation angles θ = 15◦, 30◦ and 45◦. Specifically, figure 6 shows plots for
0 < t/T0 < 120 (where T0 is the beam period) of the maximum mean-flow velocity in the
x∗ direction (figure 6a) and the integrated mean vertical vorticity in the horizontal quarter
plane 0 < x∗ < ∞, 0 < z∗ < ∞ through the centre of the wave generator (figure 6b).
These plots compare the predictions of the present theoretical model against those of the
model by Fan et al. (2018) as well as our experimental observations and Navier–Stokes
simulations. In all cases, the integrated mean vertical vorticity is estimated by computing
the integral of the horizontal mean flow in the x∗ direction along the centreline y∗ = z∗ = 0
and 0 < x∗ < 65 cm.

According to figure 6, there is overall excellent agreement of the present model with
the experiments and numerical simulations. In contrast, the model of Fan et al. (2018)
is reliable for limited time only. This discrepancy is more pronounced for the maximum
mean-flow velocity in figure 6(a), which clearly highlights the three stages of mean-flow
dynamics: (i) onset of streaming (t/T0 � 20), when the maximum mean-flow velocity
grows resonantly (linearly in time); (ii) saturation of streaming (20 � t/T0 � 40); and (iii)
establishment of a quasi-steady state (t/T0 � 40). As expected, the model of Fan et al.
(2018) captures only (i). Furthermore, figure 6(a) reveals that for θ = 15◦ the maximum
mean-flow velocity saturates to about half the value it reaches for θ = 30◦ and 45◦.
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FIGURE 5. Horizontal velocity fields in the x∗ direction obtained from Navier–Stokes
numerical simulations at three time instants: (a) t/T0 = 20; (b) t/T0 = 40; (c) t/T0 = 100. The
flow snapshots here are direct counterparts of the experimental images displayed in figure 2 and
the theoretical model predictions in figure 4.

This explains why in previous experiments the refraction effects on the wave beam due
to the mean flow were less apparent for θ = 15◦ (Bordes et al. 2012) than θ = 28◦ (Bordes
2012).

5. Concluding remarks

Mean-flow generation by a three-dimensional internal gravity wave beam in a stratified
fluid hinges on two distinct mechanisms: viscous production of mean PV which gives
rise to streaming, and material conservation of mean PV which is responsible for an
inviscid modulation-induced mean flow. Under the experimental flow conditions of Bordes
(2012) and Bordes et al. (2012), production of mean PV in the beam vicinity dominates,
and the observed mean flow is of the streaming type as evidenced by the mean vertical
vorticity which grows linearly in time. In addition, however, these experiments suggest
that horizontal advection of mean PV plays a part in the mean-flow dynamics after some
time, leading to saturation of streaming, an effect beyond the reach of the model of
Fan et al. (2018).

With this hint as our motivation, we conducted experiments using a set-up similar to
that of Bordes (2012) and Bordes et al. (2012), but with forcing acting for longer times,
in order to understand the ultimate fate of streaming. The new observations confirm that
horizontal advection of mean PV by the growing mean flow eventually does come into play
and causes streaming to saturate. Furthermore, as a result of the mean flow being advected
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FIGURE 6. Time evolution of induced mean flow for 0 < t/T0 < 120, where T0 = 2π/ω is
the beam period, for the driving frequencies ω = 0.24, 0.45 and 0.64 rad s−1, corresponding
to the beam propagation angles θ = 15◦, 30◦ and 45◦, respectively. Comparison of the
present theoretical model (solid curve) against the model of Fan et al. (2018) (dotted curve),
Navier–Stokes simulations (dashed curve) and experiments (circles). (a) Maximum mean-flow
velocity in the along-tank (x∗) direction; (b) integrated mean vertical vorticity.

away from the beam region, finally a quasi-steady state is established in the far field.
The mean flow in this far-field response is highly elongated in the along-tank horizontal
direction due to a balance of horizontal advection with viscous diffusion of mean PV.

To explain theoretically the mean-flow development revealed by our experiments, we
revisited the asymptotic model of Fan et al. (2018) and included the effects of horizontal
advection and viscous diffusion of mean PV which control the long-time mean-flow
dynamics. The extended asymptotic analysis confirms the three stages of mean-flow
dynamics brought out by the experiments: genesis of streaming due to resonant mean
PV production in the beam vicinity at early times, followed by saturation of streaming due
to horizontal advection of mean PV and finally the establishment of a quasi-steady state in
the far field due to viscous diffusion of mean PV. The predictions of the revised model
are in remarkably good agreement with the experimental observations and numerical
simulations based on the full Navier–Stokes equations. Thus, for an internal wave beam, it
is possible to trace theoretically the entire evolution of streaming observed experimentally.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank G. Pillet for preliminary experiments and S. Joubaud and
P. Odier for insightful discussions. This work was supported by the Labex iMUST

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
0.

80
6

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e.
 B

ib
lio

th
èq

ue
 D

id
er

ot
 d

e 
Ly

on
, o

n 
17

 N
ov

 2
02

0 
at

 1
4:

09
:5

1,
 s

ub
je

ct
 to

 th
e 

Ca
m

br
id

ge
 C

or
e 

te
rm

s 
of

 u
se

, a
va

ila
bl

e 
at

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e/
te

rm
s.

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.806
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms


907 A2-16 T. Jamin, T. Kataoka, T. Dauxois and T. R. Akylas

(ANR-10-LABX-0064) of Université de Lyon, within the programme ‘Investissements
d’Avenir’ (ANR-11-IDEX-0007), operated by the French National Research Agency
(ANR), France, and by the ANR through grant ANR-17-CE30-0003 (DisET). One of the
authors (T.R.A.) also acknowledges support from the US National Science Foundation
through grant DMS-1512925. This work was made possible thanks to the resources of
PSMN from ENS de Lyon.

Declaration of interests

The authors report no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

BENNEY, D. J. & ROSKES, G. J. 1969 Wave instabilities. Stud. Appl. Maths 48, 377–385.
BORDES, G. 2012 Interactions non-linéaires d’ondes et tourbillons en milieu stratifié ou tournant. PhD

thesis, Ecole normale supérieure de Lyon.
BORDES, G., VENAILLE, A., JOUBAUD, S., ODIER, P. & DAUXOIS, T. 2012 Experimental observation

of a strong mean flow induced by internal gravity waves. Phys. Fluids 24, 086602.
BRETHERTON, F. P. 1969 On the mean motion induced by internal gravity waves. J. Fluid Mech.

36, 785–803.
BÜHLER, O. 2000 On the vorticity transport due to dissipating or breaking waves in shallow-water flow.

J. Fluid Mech. 407, 235–263.
BÜHLER, O. 2014 Waves and Mean Flows. Cambridge University Press.
DAUXOIS, T., JOUBAUD, S., ODIER, P. & VENAILLE, A. 2018 Instabilities of internal gravity wave

beams. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 50, 131–156.
FAN, B. 2017 On three-dimensional internal wavepackets, beams, and mean flows in a stratified fluid.

Master’s thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology.
FAN, B., KATAOKA, T. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2018 On the interaction of an internal wavepacket with its

induced mean flow and the role of streaming. J. Fluid Mech. 838, R1.
FINCHAM, A. & DELERCE, G. 2000 Advanced optimization of correlation imaging velocimetry

algorithms. Exp. Fluids 42, S13–S22.
FOVELL, R., DURRAN, D. & HOLTON, J. R. 1992 Numerical simulations of convectively generated

stratospheric gravity waves. J. Atmos. Sci. 49, 1427–1442.
GRIMSHAW, R. 1979 Mean flows induced by internal gravity wave packets propagating in a shear flow.

Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A 292, 391–417.
GRIMSHAW, R. H. J. 1977 The modulation of an internal gravity-wave packet, and the resonance with the

mean motion. Stud. Appl. Maths 56, 241–266.
GRISOUARD, N. & BÜHLER, O. 2012 Forcing of oceanic mean flows by dissipating internal tides. J. Fluid

Mech. 708, 250–278.
JOHNSTON, T. M. S., RUDNICK, D. L., CARTER, G. S., TODD, R. E. & COLE, S. T. 2011 Internal tidal

beams and mixing near monterey bay. J. Geophys. Res. 116, C03017.
KATAOKA, T. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2013 Stability of internal gravity wave beams to three-dimensional

modulations. J. Fluid Mech. 736, 67–90.
KATAOKA, T. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2015 On three-dimensional internal gravity wave beams and induced

large-scale mean flows. J. Fluid Mech. 769, 621–634.
KATAOKA, T. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2016 Three-dimensional instability of internal gravity wave beams.

In Proceedings of the VIII International Symposium on Stratified Flows, San Diego, 29 August–1
September 2016. University of California, San Diego.

KATAOKA, T. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2020 Viscous reflection of internal waves from a slope. Phys. Rev. Fluids
5, 014803.

LAMB, K. G. 2004 Nonlinear interaction among internal wave beams generated by tidal flow over
supercritical topography. Geophys. Res. Lett. 31, L09313.

LIGHTHILL, M. J. 1978 Waves in Fluids. Cambridge University Press.

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
0.

80
6

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e.
 B

ib
lio

th
èq

ue
 D

id
er

ot
 d

e 
Ly

on
, o

n 
17

 N
ov

 2
02

0 
at

 1
4:

09
:5

1,
 s

ub
je

ct
 to

 th
e 

Ca
m

br
id

ge
 C

or
e 

te
rm

s 
of

 u
se

, a
va

ila
bl

e 
at

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e/
te

rm
s.

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.806
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms


Long-time dynamics of internal wave streaming 907 A2-17

MCINTYRE, M. E. & NORTON, W. A. 1990 Dissipative wave-mean interactions and the transport of
vorticity or potential vorticity. J. Fluid Mech. 212, 403–435.

MERCIER, M. J., MARTINAND, D., MATHUR, M., GOSTIAUX, L., PEACOCK, T. & DAUXOIS, T. 2010
New wave generation. J. Fluid Mech. 657, 308–334.

PEACOCK, T., ECHEVERRI, P. & BALMFORTH, N. J. 2008 An experimental investigation of internal tide
generation by two-dimensional topography. J. Phys. Oceanogr. 38, 235–242.

SHRIRA, V. I. 1981 On the propagation of a three-dimensional packet of weakly non-linear internal gravity
waves. Intl J. Non-Linear Mech. 16, 129–138.

TABAEI, A. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2003 Nonlinear internal gravity wave beams. J. Fluid Mech. 482, 141–161.
TABAEI, A. & AKYLAS, T. R. 2007 Resonant long–short wave interactions in an unbounded rotating

stratified fluid. Stud. Appl. Maths 119, 271–296.

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
0.

80
6

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e.
 B

ib
lio

th
èq

ue
 D

id
er

ot
 d

e 
Ly

on
, o

n 
17

 N
ov

 2
02

0 
at

 1
4:

09
:5

1,
 s

ub
je

ct
 to

 th
e 

Ca
m

br
id

ge
 C

or
e 

te
rm

s 
of

 u
se

, a
va

ila
bl

e 
at

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e/
te

rm
s.

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.806
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms

	1 Introduction
	2 Experiments
	2.1. Experimental set-up
	2.2. Long-time mean-flow evolution

	3 Extended mean-flow equation
	3.1. Onset of streaming
	3.2. Saturation of streaming
	3.3. Far-field flow regime
	3.4. Combined mean-flow equation

	4 Comparison of theory with experiments
	5 Concluding remarks
	References


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

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


