
J. Fluid Mech. (2023), vol. 956, A9, doi:10.1017/jfm.2023.20

Predicting radial profiles for jets with arbitrary
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The present study investigates the profiles of statistically axisymmetric turbulent jets with
arbitrary buoyancy. Analytical expressions for the shape of the radial velocity, Reynolds
stress and radial scalar flux profiles are derived from the governing equations by assuming
self-similar Gaussian mean velocity and scalar profiles. Previously these have only been
derived for the special cases of pure jets and plumes, whereas the present study generalises
them to arbitrary buoyancies. These are then used to derive analytical expressions for the
turbulent Schmidt/Prandtl numbers, which, along with the mean profiles, are shown to
give predictions in agreement with existing literature.

Key words: plumes/thermals, buoyant jets, jets

1. Introduction

Axisymmetric jets and plumes occur when a turbulent flow exits a round source into a
homogeneous (non-stratified) quiescent environment. If the density of the flow is equal to
that of the ambient, then we refer to this as a neutral jet (J). If there is a density difference
between the flow and ambient, then there will also be a buoyancy force, which, in the
case of a vertically aligned source, may either be in the same or opposite direction to
the axial momentum. When it is in the same direction as the flow, then we call this
a positively buoyant jet (PBJ), whereas negatively buoyant jets (NBJs) occur when the
buoyancy opposes the momentum. Both these flows can be characterised by their local
Richardson number, Ri, the ratio of buoyancy to momentum, where Ri > 0 in PBJs and
Ri < 0 in NBJs. Pure plumes are a similar axisymmetric free shear flow, but where Ri is
constant and positive everywhere. In the far field, all PBJs approach this state (Fischer
et al. 1979).
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Jets and PBJs have a similar ‘jet-like’ structure, where they expand as they entrain
ambient fluid, have Gaussian mean velocity and scalar profiles, and eventually reach
a state of self-similarity in the far field (Papanicolaou & List 1988; Panchapakesan &
Lumley 1993; Wang & Law 2002; van Reeuwijk et al. 2016). NBJs, which have initially
positive momentum but negative buoyancy, will rise if ejected vertically upwards with
their momentum flux reducing with height due to their opposing buoyancy until the flow
stagnates. After this, the flow reverses direction and collapses back onto itself, mixing
with the opposing fluid and forming a fountain. The initial stage, before the return flow is
formed, is what we refer to as an NBJ. This has a similar structure to jets/PBJs and also has
Gaussian velocity/scalar profiles (Milton-McGurk et al. 2020, 2021, 2022; Talluru et al.
2021).

By invoking the conservation of mass and momentum, and assuming that the mean
velocity and scalar (or buoyancy) profiles are self-similar and Gaussian, previous studies
have derived analytical expressions for the mean radial velocity, ū, and Reynolds stress,
w′u′, profiles for the case of a neutral jet and plume (Mih 1989; Agrawal & Prasad 2003).
This is possible by making use of the ‘entrainment assumption’, that the radial velocity of
fluid entrained into the jet/plume is proportional to a characteristic velocity at that height
by an entrainment coefficient, α (Morton, Taylor & Turner 1956). In pure jets and plumes,
α is constant with values reported in the literature in the ranges 0.065 � αj � 0.080 and
0.10 � αp � 0.16, respectively (Fischer et al. 1979; Carazzo, Kaminski & Tait 2006). The
derivations of these analytical profiles make use of the decay rate of the axial velocity
scale and the radial expansion rate, which arise from the conservation equations under
the assumption of self-similarity, and are simple power laws in the case of pure jets and
plumes (Priestley & Ball 1955; Morton et al. 1956; Rajaratnam 1976; Fischer et al. 1979).
For PBJs and NBJs, α is not constant and instead depends on the local Richardson number,
Ri, and the velocity decay and expansion rates are not simple power laws (Morton 1959;
Fox 1970; Kaminski, Tait & Carazzo 2005; van Reeuwijk & Craske 2015; Milton-McGurk
et al. 2021, 2022). Owing to this, there has not yet been any attempt to derive analytical
expressions for ū, w′u′ or u′b′ for jets with arbitrary buoyancy (e.g. PBJs or NBJs) based
on the assumption of Gaussian axial velocity profiles. This is the purpose of the present
study, which will use analytical expressions for α and the velocity decay/expansion rates
to derive these expressions and compare them to measurements from our previous work
(Milton-McGurk et al. 2021), as well as other experimental and numerical data in the
literature (Wang & Law 2002; Darisse, Lemay & Benaïssa 2013; van Reeuwijk et al. 2016).

2. Governing equations

For a high-Reynolds-number, statistically axisymmetric flow in a homogeneous
environment, and invoking the Boussinesq approximation, the conservation of volume,
axial momentum, buoyancy and axial kinetic energy are

∂

∂r
(rū) + ∂

∂z
(rw̄) = 0, (2.1)

∂

∂r

(
rūw̄ + ru′w′

)
+ ∂

∂z

(
rw̄2

)
= rb̄, (2.2)

∂

∂r

(
rūb̄ + ru′b′

)
+ ∂

∂z

(
rw̄b̄

) = 0, (2.3)

∂

∂r

(
rūw̄2 + 2ru′w′w̄

)
+ ∂

∂z

(
rw̄3

)
= 2ru′w′ ∂w̄

∂r
+ 2rw̄b̄, (2.4)
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where all pressure terms, and higher-order turbulence contributions involving w′b′

and w′2, are neglected (Kaminski et al. 2005; van Reeuwijk & Craske 2015). Here
w = w(r, φ, z) and u = u(r, φ, z) are the instantaneous axial and radial velocities
corresponding to coordinates z and r, respectively, and b = gΔρ/ρa is the buoyancy.
The azimuthal component, φ, disappears when averaging because the flow is assumed
to be axisymmetric, and so we have w̄ = w̄(r, z), b̄ = b̄(r, z), etc. The gravitational
acceleration is denoted by g and Δρ is the difference between the local and ambient
density, ρa. For NBJs, Δρ < 0, whereas Δρ > 0 in PBJs and plumes. The buoyancy
and scalar concentration are related by a constant such that b = cΔρog/ρa, where Δρo
is the density difference between the plume/jet with the ambient at the source. All
instantaneous quantities may be decomposed into their mean and fluctuating components,
e.g. w = w̄ + w′.

The fluxes of volume, momentum, buoyancy and integral buoyancy, Q, M, F and B, may
be defined from the mean velocity and buoyancy profiles,

Q = 2
∫ ∞

0
w̄r dr, M = 2

∫ ∞

0
w̄2r dr, F = 2

∫ ∞

0
w̄b̄r dr, B = 2

∫ ∞

0
b̄r dr,

(2.5a–d)

which have been scaled to remove a factor of π. These allow local velocity, length and
buoyancy scales to be defined,

wm = M
Q

, rm = Q
M1/2 , bm = BM

Q2 , (2.6a–c)

as well as the local Richardson number,

Ri = bmrm

w2
m

. (2.7)

Equations (2.1)–(2.4) may then be integrated with respect to r from zero to infinity to
obtain the following system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs),

dQ
dz

= 2αM1/2 (2.8)

dM
dz

= B = FQ
θmM

(2.9)

dF
dz

= 0 (2.10)

d
dz

(
γm

M2

Q

)
= δm

M5/2

Q2 + 2F, (2.11)

where the entrainment coefficient, α, is defined as

(rū)r=∞ = −αrmwm. (2.12)

The quantities θm, γm and δm are referred to as the ‘profile coefficients’, and can be
interpreted as the dimensionless buoyancy flux, mean kinetic energy and turbulence
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production,

θm = F
wmbmr2

m
,

γm = 2
w3

mr2
m

∫ ∞

0
w̄3r dr,

δm = 4
w3

mrm

∫ ∞

0
w′u′ ∂w̄

∂r
r dr.

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

(2.13)

By combining (2.8), (2.9) and (2.11), van Reeuwijk & Craske (2015) derived the
following expression for α, which makes no assumptions about the shape of the profiles
but assumes they are self-similar,

α = − δm

2γm
+

(
1 − θm

γm

)
Ri (2.14)

as well as the following equation for the spreading rate,

drm

dz
= − δm

γm
+ 3

2

(
1 − 4

3
θm

γm

)
Ri. (2.15)

Using a similar approach, the following expressions describing the development of the
velocity and buoyancy scales may also be derived:

rm

wm

dwm

dz
= δm

γm
+

(
2θm

γm
− 1

)
Ri, (2.16)

rm

bm

dbm

dz
= δm

γm
− 2

(
1 − θm

γm

)
Ri = −2α. (2.17)

By invoking the assumption of self-similar Gaussian mean velocity and buoyancy
profiles, several additional simplifications can be made. For instance, let the velocity and
buoyancy profiles be described by the shape functions f and y, respectively,

w̄(r, z) = 2wmf (η), (2.18)

b̄(r, z) = 2bm

λ2 y(η), (2.19)

where η = √
2r/rm and λ is the ratio of 1/e widths of the buoyancy and velocity profiles,

rb and rw,

λ = rb

rw
. (2.20)

We then set

f (η) = e−η2
, (2.21)

y(η) = exp(−η2/λ2), (2.22)

which is equivalent to assuming Gaussian mean velocity and buoyancy profiles that
have centreline values w̄c = 2wm and bc = 2bm/λ2, and 1/e widths rw = rm/

√
2 and
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rb = λrm/
√

2. By evaluating the definitions of the profile coefficients in (2.13), we then
have

θm = 2
λ2 + 1

, γm = 4
3
. (2.23a,b)

The entrainment coefficient, α in (2.14), therefore depends only on δm, λ and Ri.
For fully self-similar flows, such as pure jets (Ri = 0) and plumes (Ri = constant) in

the far field, all profile coefficients are constant. This assumption of self-similarity, along
with the conservation equations (2.1)–(2.4) (or a simple dimensional analysis), leads
to wm ∼ z−1 and wm ∼ z−1/3 in pure jets and plumes, respectively, and rm ∼ z in both
(Priestley & Ball 1955; Morton et al. 1956; Rajaratnam 1976; Fischer et al. 1979). Previous
studies have used these results to derive analytical expressions for ū, w′u′ and u′b′ for
these limiting cases by assuming Gaussian mean profiles (Mih 1989; Agrawal & Prasad
2003). The following sections will instead use (2.14)–(2.17) to derive expressions for these
profiles in terms of the profile coefficients in (2.13). Although these assumptions are more
questionable in PBJs and NBJs, we argue that, provided appropriate values of λ and δm
are used for a given Ri, they are still reasonable approximations and lead to predictions
consistent with existing experimental and numerical data. The expressions will therefore
be applicable to turbulent jets with arbitrary buoyancy, rather than only the limiting cases
of pure jets and plumes.

3. Analytical expressions for profiles

3.1. Radial velocity
Let the mean radial velocity profile be described by shape function, h(η), such that

ū(r, z) = 2wmh(η). (3.1)

By inserting this into the continuity equation (2.1), and using (2.18) and (2.21), the
following expression for the shape of the radial velocity profile may be derived:

h =
√

2
2η

(
e−η2

(
η2 drm

dz
+ α

)
− α

)
. (3.2)

By substituting the equations for drm/dz and α into (2.15) and (2.14), the following is
obtained:

h =
√

2
2η

(
e−η2

[
−3

4
δm

(
η2 + 1

2

)
+

(
3
2

(1 − θm) η2 + 1 − 3
4
θm

)
Ri

]
− α

)
. (3.3)

Provided w̄ can be described by a Gaussian profile, this is valid for self-similar
axisymmetric turbulent jets with arbitrary buoyancy, and is consistent with previously
derived expressions for the limiting cases of pure jets/plumes (Mih 1989; Agrawal &
Prasad 2003). By using the expression for α in (2.14), and observing (2.23a,b), this
equation for h depends only on λ, δm and Ri.
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3.2. Reynolds stress
Let the self-similar Reynolds stress profile be written in terms of shape function j(η),

w′u′(r, z) = 4w2
mj(η). (3.4)

This can be substituted for w′u′ in the momentum equation, (2.2), along with shape
functions (2.18), (2.19) and (3.1) for w̄, b̄ and ū, to derive

∂

∂η
(ηj) =

√
2η2f

drm

dz
∂f
∂η

−
√

2ηf 2 rm

wm

dwm

dz
− ∂

∂η
(ηfh)

Ri
√

2
4λ2 yη, (3.5)

after performing a change of variables to express the partial derivatives in terms of η

instead of r and z. By substituting the Gaussian functions in (2.21) and (2.22) for f and y,
this may be integrated with respect to η to give

j =
√

2
4η

(
drm

dz

[
exp(−2η2)(2η2 + 1) − 1

]
+ rm

wm

dwm

dz

(
exp(−2η2) − 1

)

+Ri
2

(
1 − exp(−η2/λ2)

))
− e−η2

h, (3.6)

where the constant of integration is obtained by considering the limit as η → 0 and
assuming that w′u′ is bounded at η = 0 (Agrawal & Prasad 2003). The following may
then by obtained by inserting (2.15) and (2.16), and using the derived expression for h,

j =
√

2
2η

(
α e−η2 − exp(−2η2)

[
−3

8
δm + 3

4
(1 − θm) Ri

]
− Ri

4
exp(−η2/λ2)

)
. (3.7)

3.3. Radial scalar flux
Now consider the shape function, p, corresponding to the radial scalar flux profile,

u′b′ = 4wmbm

λ2 p(η). (3.8)

By inserting (3.8) into the conservation of buoyancy equation (2.3), and using the
expression for h in (3.2) and dbm/dz in (2.17), the following may be derived:

p =
√

2
2η

α exp(−η2/λ2)
(

1 − e−η2
)

. (3.9)

4. Comparisons with experimental data

The shape functions, h, j and p derived in § 3 for the radial velocity, Reynolds stress and
radial scalar flux profiles depend only on λ, δm and Ri. The width ratio, λ, is typically
found to be constant in pure jets and plumes in the far field, with values of λj � 1.2 and
λp � 1.0, respectively (Papanicolaou & List 1988; Shabbir & George 1994; Wang & Law
2002; Ezzamel, Salizzoni & Hunt 2015; van Reeuwijk et al. 2016). The value in real PBJs
may vary somewhat as they develop, but approach approximately λ = 1.0 in the far field as
the flow approaches a pure plume-like state where Ri → Rip (Panchapakesan & Lumley
1993; Wang & Law 2002; Ezzamel et al. 2015; van Reeuwijk et al. 2016). In Gaussian
PBJs/plumes, it was shown in Milton-McGurk et al. (2022) that a value of λ = 1 or 1/

√
2
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is required to maintain consistency between the conservation of mass, momentum, kinetic
energy, and an additionally derived w̄3 equation. As a value of λ = 1 is consistent with both
existing literature and the conservation equations, this will be used in the present study
when considering PBJs and plumes. In NBJs, which do not approach a constant Ri value,
λ is not constant and has been shown to increase between 1.3 � λ � 1.5 over −0.03 �
Ri � −0.3 (Milton-McGurk et al. 2021). However, reasonable velocity predictions were
obtained in Milton-McGurk et al. (2021) by assuming a constant λ � 1.46, and solving an
integral model of the flow.

The dimensionless turbulence production, δm, has been found to be approximately
constant in pure jets and plumes, and although there is some variation in the literature
(−0.23 � δm � −0.20 in plumes, −0.21 � δm � −0.19 in jets), δm � −0.20 in both
cases (Wang & Law 2002; Ezzamel et al. 2015; van Reeuwijk & Craske 2015; van
Reeuwijk et al. 2016). van Reeuwijk et al. (2016) also reported an approximately constant
value in PBJs, although this was slightly lower in magnitude than the jet and plume values
with δm � −0.175. In NBJs, δm is not constant and was found in Milton-McGurk et al.
(2021) to become increasingly negative as Ri → −∞, approximately following the linear
relation,

δm = δj + δ̃Ri. (4.1)

Here δj � −0.2 is the ‘neutral jet value’, and δ̃ � 0.604 is an ad hoc empirical term that
captures the observed variation of δm with Ri.

For the remainder of this section, we use these aforementioned values of δm and
λ as inputs into shape functions h, j and h for a given Ri. Although these are only
approximations for the intermediate cases of PBJs and NBJs, we see that they lead to
good agreement with existing data. In the case of pure jets and plumes, we have that
Rij = 0 and Rip = 8αp/5, respectively (van Reeuwijk & Craske 2015). For Gaussian
velocity/scalar profiles and λp = 1.0, this leads to αj = −3δm/8 and αp = −5δm/8 using
(2.14). Substituting these values into (3.3) and (3.7) gives equivalent expressions to those
derived by Agrawal & Prasad (2003) and Mih (1989). These were found to be in reasonable
agreement with existing experimental data and so are not explored further here. However,
the application of h, j and p to PBJs and NBJs, and p to pure jets, has not been considered
until now.

Figure 1 shows normalised u′c′ profiles for a pure jet and plume obtained from an
experimental study by the previous authors (Milton-McGurk et al. 2021) (jet only), as
well as direct numerical simulation (DNS) data from van Reeuwijk et al. (2016), and the
best fit profiles of experiments by Wang & Law (2002). The predictions corresponding to
p for both flows is also shown, where δm = −0.20 and λ = 1.2 for the jet, and δm = −0.20
and λ = 1.0 for the plume. Although there is some small variation between data from the
three studies, they are all in reasonable agreement with each other and p for both the jet
and plume cases.

Figure 2 shows normalised ū, w′u′ and u′b′ profiles for a PBJ from van Reeuwijk
et al. (2016). Also shown are the corresponding h, j and p profiles with δm = −0.175 and
λ = 1.0. The local Ri corresponding to the profiles from van Reeuwijk et al. (2016), and
hence used for h, j and p, were estimated as Ri � 0.042 and 0.084. Only one Ri profile is
shown for w′u′, because for the case where λ = 1, (3.7) for j simplifies to a form that is
not dependent on Ri. There is good agreement between the analytical profiles and those
from van Reeuwijk et al. (2016) for ū, w′u′ and u′b′ at both Ri locations. Also shown are
the predictions for pure jets and plumes, so that we may observe whether there is any
improvement gained by using the presently derived expressions for arbitrary Ri. Here we
set λ = 1 for both cases, because this is more appropriate for PBJs than the usual λ = 1.2
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p(η) (3.9)

η = r/r1/e,wη = r/r1/e,w

Wang & Law (2002)

van Reeuwijk et al. (2016)

0

0.01

0.02

0.03
p 

=
 u

′ c′
/w̄

cc̄
c

(b)(a)

Figure 1. The shape function p, defined in (3.9), for the case of a neutral jet (λ = 1.2, δm = −0.20) in (a), and
pure plume (λ = 1.0, δm = −0.20) in (b). The corresponding normalised radial scalar flux profiles obtained in
an experimental study by the present authors (jet only) (Milton-McGurk et al. 2020, 2021), as well as by Wang
& Law (2002) and van Reeuwijk et al. (2016), are also shown.
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P equations (3.3), (3.7) and (3.9) (for reference)

J equations (3.3), (3.7) and (3.9) (for reference)

PBJ Ri = 0.084 (van Reeuwijk et al. 2016)

PBJ Ri = 0.042 (van Reeuwijk et al. 2016)
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η = r/r1/e,w
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 u
′ b

′ /w̄
cb̄

c

j =
 w

′ u
′ /w̄

c2

h 
=

 ū
/w̄

c

(b)(a)

(c)

Figure 2. The shape functions h, j and p defined in (3.3), (3.7) and (3.9), respectively, are shown in (a)–(c) for
the case of a PBJ with λ = 1.0 and δm = −0.175 at Ri = 0.042 and Ri = 0.084. The corresponding normalised
radial velocity, Reynolds stress and radial scalar flux profiles obtained from DNS study by van Reeuwijk et al.
(2016) are also shown in each case. The analytical expressions for a pure jet (J) and plume (P) are also shown
as a reference.

value for pure jets (Milton-McGurk et al. 2022). The p prediction for a J is very close
to that for the Ri = −0.042 PBJ in figure 2(c), because, in this case, the only difference
between predictions is due to α. For Ri = −0.042, the flow is still quite ‘jet-like’ and so
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Figure 3. The shape function h, defined in (3.3), for the case of an NBJ with λ = 1.46 and δm ∼ Ri (as defined
by (4.1)) at Ri = −0.08 in (a) and Ri = −0.10 in (b). The corresponding normalised radial velocity profiles
obtained in an experimental study by the present authors are also shown (Milton-McGurk et al. 2020, 2021).

these values are similar for a PBJ (α = 0.076) and J (α = 0.075). For Ri = −0.084, the
arbitrary-Ri relation has considerably better agreement for p, which is also the case at
both Ri in figure 2(a) for h. As the Reynolds stress profile, j, is independent of Ri when
λ = 1, the function is the same for pure jets/plumes/PBJs with this λ, and is therefore
controlled by δm. This value is approximately the same for jets/plumes (δm � −0.20), and
is slightly lower for PBJs (δm � −0.175) (van Reeuwijk et al. 2016). The J prediction
shown in figure 2(c) corresponds to δm = −0.20, which does not have as good agreement
as the PBJ prediction using δm = −0.175.

Figures 3–5 show normalised ū, w′u′ and u′b′ profiles for an NBJ at two Ri locations.
These experimental data were gathered in previous studies by the present authors using
combined particle image velocimetry (PIV) and planar laser-induced fluorescence (PLIF),
with additional details available in Milton-McGurk et al. (2020) and Milton-McGurk et al.
(2021). The corresponding analytical h, j and p expressions are also shown, obtained by
assuming a constant λ = 1.46 and the linear expression for δm in (4.1), along with the
Ri value corresponding to the experimental data. Reasonable agreement is found for h in
figure 3, whereas j and p in figures 4 and 5 show excellent agreement.

At the top of an NBJ, wm → 0 and Ri → −∞ as the mean flow velocity stagnates.
After this, the flow reverses direction and eventually forms a fully developed fountain. The
region where the fluid reverses direction is referred to as the ‘cap’ region, which occurs
in the model by Hunt & Debugne (2016) of a fully developed fountain at Ri = −0.5. The
present analysis and hence the h, j and p expressions are unlikely to be valid in NBJs
near this region, where the flow is no longer jet-like (Milton-McGurk et al. 2021; Talluru,
Williamson & Armfield 2022). The agreement between the profile predictions and NBJ
data in figures 3–5 suggest that the locations with Ri = −0.08 and −0.10 are sufficiently
far from the cap region that the present assumptions remain reasonable. However, in the
NBJ data (Milton-McGurk et al. 2021), the profiles began to depart from the predictions
for Ri � −0.11, and so the expressions may longer be valid in this region.

5. Turbulent Prandtl/Schmidt number

The derived expressions for Reynolds stress and radial scalar flux may also be used to
obtain an expression for the turbulent Schmidt number, ScT ,

ScT = νT

κT
, (5.1)
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Figure 4. The shape function j, defined in (3.7), for the case of an NBJ with λ = 1.46 and δm ∼ Ri (as defined
by (4.1)) at Ri = −0.08 in (a) and Ri = −0.10 in (b). The corresponding normalised Reynolds stress profiles
obtained in an experimental study by the present authors are also shown (Milton-McGurk et al. 2020, 2021).
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Figure 5. The shape function p, defined in (3.9), for the case of an NBJ with λ = 1.46 and δm ∼ Ri (as defined
by (4.1)) at Ri = −0.08 in (a) and Ri = −0.10 in (b). The corresponding normalised radial scalar flux profiles
obtained in an experimental study by the present authors are also shown (Milton-McGurk et al. 2020, 2021).

where νT and κT are the momentum and mass diffusivities, respectively,

νT = − w′u′

∂w̄/∂r
, κT = − u′b′

∂ b̄/∂r
. (5.2a,b)

As the experiments reported in Milton-McGurk et al. (2020, 2021) used saline as the
scalar tracer, we use the turbulent Schmidt number here rather than the turbulent Prandtl
number, PrT . The same expressions also apply to PrT , except κT would instead refer to
thermal diffusivity. By using (3.7) and (3.9) for j and p, along with the Gaussian functions
in (2.21) and (2.19) for f and y, the following analytical expressions for ‘non-dimensional’
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Figure 6. Non-dimensional turbulent momentum, νT , and mass, κT , diffusivity calculated from the NBJ and J
data obtained in Milton-McGurk et al. (2020, 2021) and PBJ data in van Reeuwijk et al. (2016). The analytical
expressions given in (5.3)–(5.4) are also shown.

νT and κT may be derived,

νT

wmrm
= 1

2η2

(
α − e−η2

(
−3

8
δm + 3

4
(1 − θm) Ri

)
− Ri

4
exp

(
η2

(
1 − 1/λ2

)))
,

(5.3)

κT

wmrm
= 1

2η2 αλ2
(

1 − e−η2
)

. (5.4)

These analytical profiles are shown alongside experimental data from Milton-McGurk
et al. (2020, 2021) in figure 6 for an NBJ at two local Ri and a neutral jet (Ri = 0, λ = 1.2).
To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first time turbulent momentum and
mass/thermal diffusivity data have been presented for an NBJ. Profiles for a PBJ, obtained
using data in van Reeuwijk et al. (2016), is also shown alongside their corresponding
predictions. For κT/(wmrm), PBJ data and predictions at two Ri are shown, whereas only
one Ri is shown for νT/(wmrm) because this does not depend on Ri when λ = 1. The
data are shown for 0.1 � η � 2, because below this range the denominator of (5.2a,b)
approaches zero, and above it both the numerator and denominator approach zero, resulting
in growing numerical errors when computing νT and κT from the experimental data. For
both NBJ cases, the J and the PBJ, the analytical expressions match the experimental data
reasonably well for both νT/(wmrm) and κT/(wmrm). For the NBJ, the data are reasonably
similar for both Ri, which is also reflected in the analytical curves being reasonably close.
These are also similar to the J case, where the analytical J prediction for κT/(wmrm) almost
matches that for the lower magnitude Ri (and, thus, more ‘jet-like’) NBJ.

By dividing (5.3) by (5.4), we arrive at the following expression for the turbulent
Schmidt number:

ScT =
α − e−η2

(
−3

8
δm + 3

4
(1 − θm) Ri

)
− Ri

4
exp

(
η2 (

1 − 1/λ2))
αλ2

(
1 − e−η2) . (5.5)
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Figure 7. The turbulent Schmidt number, ScT , calculated from the NBJ and J data obtained in Milton-McGurk
et al. (2020, 2021) and PBJ data in van Reeuwijk et al. (2016). The analytical expressions, as implied by (5.5),
are also shown.

For a Gaussian pure jet with Ri = 0, we have from (2.14) that αj = −3δm/8. When
inserting these into (5.5), all dependence on η cancels out and we are left with a
constant ScT = 1/λ2. This result was also reported in Chen & Rodi (1980), and a similar
result where ScT ∝ 1/λ2 in Craske, Salizzoni & van Reeuwijk (2017). The latter study
derived it based on an alternative formulation for an ‘integral turbulent Prandtl/Schmidt
number’, PrTm and ScTm, which were defined using several integral quantities, including
characteristic scales for νT and κT that did not vary with radial distance. For Gaussian
pure plumes with λ = 1, we have Rip = 8αp/5 and αp = −5δm/8, which, when inserted
into (5.5), also results in the η dependence cancelling out, leaving ScT = 3/5. This plume
value is identical to that reported in Craske et al. (2017) for their PrTm, and also agrees
with DNS data from van Reeuwijk et al. (2016) (PrTm = 0.66) and experimental data
from Wang & Law (2002) (PrTm = 0.62), as estimated by Craske et al. (2017). The present
analysis supports this result, and additionally shows that, under the current assumptions,
the standard definitions of ScT (and PrT ) result in constant values across the width of
both neutral jets and pure plumes, despite νT and κT being functions of radial distance.
This is also the case for PBJs with λ = 1, where (5.5) gives a constant ScT = −3δm/(8α)

for a given Ri. When a radial dependence is observed in a real jet/PBJ/plume, it may, for
instance, be due to a departure from idealised Gaussian shapes for the mean velocity/scalar
profiles or, for PBJs/plumes, a non-unity width ratio between these profiles (λ /= 1).

Experimental data from Milton-McGurk et al. (2020, 2021) are used to calculate ScT in
a J and NBJ and DNS data in van Reeuwijk et al. (2016) for a PBJ. These are presented
in figure 7 alongside the predictions of (5.5) and experimental J data by Darisse et al.
(2013). The J data agree very well between Milton-McGurk et al. (2020, 2021) and
Darisse et al. (2013), and are close to the prediction of 1/λ2 = 0.694 for λ = 1.2. For
the PBJs, the inner ScT profiles are similar to the constant values predicted by (5.5) of
ScT = −3δm/(8α) � 0.86 and 0.76 for Ri = 0.042 and 0.084, respectively. The NBJ data
also agree with the analytical expressions from (5.5), with both having similar shapes and
lower magnitude for the smaller −Ri. The prediction for the NBJ, however, approaches
infinity as η → ∞, which reveals a limitation of the expression for larger η. In real NBJs,
the mean velocity/scalar profiles are not exactly Gaussian, and will eventually decrease
to zero at some finite η (unlike true Gaussian’s which only approach zero at the limit).
The same applies to neutral buoyant jets/PBJs and plumes under the present assumptions,
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Figure 8. The turbulent Schmidt number, ScT , computed using (5.5), for several values of Ri and λ and a
fixed δm = −0.2. The corresponding value of α implied by (2.14) is also shown.

which, whereas (5.5) predicts they are constant for all η, in practice ScT will decrease to
zero at the true ‘edge’ of the jet.

The value of λ in a given jet-like flow reflects the ratio of widths between the buoyancy
and velocity profiles. An expression for spreading rate of the velocity profile, drm/dz,
was given in (2.15), and depends on the profile coefficients and local Ri. It is also
possible to derive an analogous expression for the buoyancy spreading rate, drmb/dz,
where rmb = √

2rb = λrm for Gaussian profiles. This was done in Milton-McGurk et al.
(2021) using (2.3) and an additional equation for ‘mean squared buoyancy’ (Craske et al.
2017). These spreading rates will determine the behaviour of λ, and are consequences
of the conservation equations and values of the relevant profile coefficients. This, along
with the local Ri, are what primarily influence the difference between the ScT presented in
figure 7 in PBJs and NBJs. This is illustrated in figure 8, which shows the predictions
of (5.5) for three choices of λ at three different Ri and a constant δm = −0.2. Note
that although, in NBJs, α < 0 for sufficiently negative Ri (e.g. near the top), here we
are only considering smaller magnitude Ri where the flow is more jet-like and α > 0
(Milton-McGurk et al. 2021). For both NBJs and PBJs with λ > 1, where Ri < 0 and
Ri > 0 , we see that (5.5) diverges towards positive and negative infinity, respectively.
For λ < 1, we have that ScT → 1/λ2, and for λ = 1, that ScT = −3δm/(8α), for both
PBJs and NBJs. When Ri = 0, i.e. neutral jets, we have a constant ScT regardless of λ. The
present study has used λ > 1 for NBJs, and λ = 1 for PBJs, because this is consistent with
the data and analysis in Milton-McGurk et al. (2022) and van Reeuwijk et al. (2016).
However, λ > 1 is sometimes observed in PBJs (Wang & Law 2002; Ezzamel et al.
2015), which would lead to a diverging ScT prediction that is not physically realistic.
The application of (5.5) should therefore be restricted to small values of η, where the
assumption of Gaussian profiles is more reasonable than at the tails.

It is also useful to consider the limit of ScT as η → 0, which, after applying L’Hôpitals’s
rule, can be expressed as

ScT (η = 0) = 1
4αλ2

(
−3

2
δm + Ri

[
(λ2 − 1)(2λ2 − 1)

λ2(λ2 + 1)

])
, (5.6)

which is plotted in figure 9 against Ri for δm = −0.2 and three values of λ. In addition,
table 1 gives a summary of the ScT predictions implied by (5.5)–(5.6) for the different Ri
and λ cases. Although the η → ∞ limits reflect the behaviour of the outer ScT profiles,
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Figure 9. The η → 0 limit of the turbulent Schmidt number, ScT , evaluated using (5.5), against local Ri for
λ = 0.9, 1.0 and 1.1 and a fixed δm = −0.2.

Ri λ ScT ScT (η = 0) ScT (η → ∞)

<0 <1 (5.5) (5.6) 1/λ2

1 −3δm/(8α) −3δm/(8α) −3δm/(8α)

>1 (5.5) (5.6) ∞
= 0 <1 1/λ2 1/λ2 1/λ2

1 1 1 1
>1 1/λ2 1/λ2 1/λ2

>0 <1 (5.5) (5.6) 1/λ2

1 −3δm/(8α) −3δm/(8α) −3δm/(8α)

>1 (5.5) (5.6) −∞
Table 1. Summary of the ScT predictions from (5.5) and (5.6), including the η → 0 and η → ∞ limits for

different Ri and λ cases when α > 0.

(5.6) characterises the magnitude for lower η where the predictions are more physically
realistic. This expression, together with figure 8, therefore illustrates the sensitivity of
ScT to both λ and Ri, and how they can contribute to producing the differences observed
between PBJs and NBJs in figure 7. For instance, decreasing Ri increases ScT(η = 0) for
all λ shown in figure 9, which is also evident when observing the inner profile for all Ri
cases shown in figure 8. In an NBJ, this implies that negative buoyancy increases ScT ,
acting to decrease thermal/mass diffusion relative to momentum diffusion. The opposite
applies for increasingly buoyant PBJs. The value of δm also has an influence on ScT ,
although this is much less significant than λ and Ri, and so was kept constant in figures 8–9.
Conversely, the profiles, h, j and p, are not very sensitive to λ, with their magnitude mostly
controlled by δm and Ri. This can be observed in figure 2, where the pure jet and plume
predictions (Ri = 0 versus Rip � 0.2) are significantly different for h and p. For j, there
is no Ri dependence when λ = 1 and the profiles magnitude is linearly proportional to
δm, which gives rise to the the modest difference between the PBJ and jet predictions in
figure 2(c).

Equations (5.3)–(5.1) for νT , κT and ScT all agree with the experimental data for the
PBJ, NBJ and J for η � 2. The analytical pure plume result of ScT = 3/5 is also in
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agreement with existing literature (Wang & Law 2002; van Reeuwijk et al. 2016; Craske
et al. 2017). The present analysis has shown that the common assumptions of Gaussian
mean velocity/scalar profiles can also be applied to NBJs and, given appropriate values
of δm and λ are used, yield results consistent with experiments. This supports the idea
that the processes behind turbulent momentum and mass/thermal diffusion are similar in
NBJs to the more commonly studied flows of pure jets and plumes. That is, the direction
of buoyancy does not fundamentally change the mechanisms driving turbulent mixing in
NBJs in the Ri range explored here.

6. Conclusion

The present study has investigated the radial velocity, Reynolds stress and radial scalar flux
profiles, h, j and p, for turbulent jets with arbitrary buoyancy. This includes the limiting
cases of pure jets and plumes, as well as intermediary cases with both positive and negative
buoyancies. All these flows have been documented to have Gaussian mean axial velocity
and buoyancy/scalar profiles (Papanicolaou & List 1988; Panchapakesan & Lumley 1993;
Wang & Law 2002; Milton-McGurk et al. 2021), and previous studies have used this
information to derive expressions for the ū, w′u′ and u′b′ profiles in the limiting cases
(Mih 1989; Agrawal & Prasad 2003). The present study builds on these approaches by
generalising the expressions to arbitrary buoyancies, which are valid for PBJs and NBJs in
addition to pure jets/plumes.

These analytical expressions were compared to profiles obtained from previous
experimental and numerical studies in § 4. The profile predictions were found to be in
agreement with the literature for all flows investigated at the local Richardson numbers
presented. The expressions h, j and p may therefore be used to estimate ū, w′u′ and u′b′
in jets with arbitrary buoyancy, provided appropriate values of λ and δm are used. These
depend on the local Ri being considered, with λ = 1.0 and δm = −0.20 being suitable for
Ri > 0 (PBJs and plumes), and λ = 1.2 and δm = −0.20 for Ri = 0 (jets). NBJs, which
have not been studied as extensively, require the empirical linear δm relation in (4.1) and
λ � 1.46, and show good agreement for Ri � −0.10. These expressions may be useful
for applications where directly measuring the profiles is challenging, such as in industrial
applications or field settings, or simply for experimental or numerical researchers wishing
to validate their data.

The h, j and p equations were used to derive expressions for turbulent momentum
and thermal/mass diffusivity, and subsequently the turbulent Prandtl/Schmidt number.
These were found to be constants in pure jets (Ri = 0) and plumes (λ = 1), with values
in agreement with the previous literature. Under the present assumptions, constant ScT
values occur in all jets that have λ = 1, which can reasonably describe PBJs and gives
values consistent with existing literature (van Reeuwijk et al. 2016). The analytical result
for an NBJ was presented against experimental data, which were found to be in agreement
for η � 2, and were reasonably similar in magnitude to the neutral jet. This supports the
argument that NBJs may be analysed with similar assumptions to the canonical cases of
pure jets and plumes, and that the negative buoyancy does not fundamentally change the
turbulent mixing in the Ri range investigated.

Declaration of interests. The authors report no conflict of interest.

Author ORCIDs.
L. Milton-McGurk https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4294-729X;
N. Williamson https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7246-8356;
S.W. Armfield https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8032-0017.

956 A9-15

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

20
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4294-729X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4294-729X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7246-8356
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7246-8356
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8032-0017
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8032-0017
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.20


L. Milton-McGurk, N. Williamson and S.W. Armfield

REFERENCES

AGRAWAL, A. & PRASAD, A.K. 2003 Integral solution for the mean flow profiles of turbulent jets, plumes,
and wakes. J. Fluids Engng 125 (5), 813–822.

CARAZZO, G., KAMINSKI, E. & TAIT, S. 2006 The route to self-similarity in turbulent jets and plumes.
J. Fluid Mech. 547, 137–148.

CHEN, C.J. & RODI, W. 1980 Vertical turbulent buoyant jets: a review of experimental data. NASA Sti/Recon
Tech. Rep. A 80, 23073.

CRASKE, J., SALIZZONI, P. & VAN REEUWIJK, M. 2017 The turbulent Prandtl number in a pure plume is
3/5. J. Fluid Mech. 822, 774–790.

DARISSE, A, LEMAY, J. & BENAÏSSA, A. 2013 Investigation of passive scalar mixing in a turbulent free jet
using simultaneous LDV and cold wire measurements. Intl J. Heat Fluid Flow 44, 284–292.

EZZAMEL, A., SALIZZONI, P. & HUNT, G.R. 2015 Dynamical variability of axisymmetric buoyant plumes.
J. Fluid Mech. 765, 576–611.

FISCHER, H.B., LIST, J.E., KOH, C.R., IMBERGER, J. & BROOKS, N.H. 1979 Mixing in Inland and Coastal
Waters. Academic.

FOX, D.G. 1970 Forced plume in a stratified fluid. J. Geophys. Res. 75 (33), 6818–6835.
HUNT, G.R. & DEBUGNE, A.L.R. 2016 Forced fountains. J. Fluid Mech. 802, 437–463.
KAMINSKI, E., TAIT, S. & CARAZZO, G. 2005 Turbulent entrainment in jets with arbitrary buoyancy. J. Fluid

Mech. 526, 361–376.
MIH, W.C. 1989 Equations for axisymmetric and twodimensional turbulent jets. J. Hydraul. Engng 115 (12),

1715–1719.
MILTON-MCGURK, L., WILLIAMSON, N., ARMFIELD, S.W. & KIRKPATRICK, M.P. 2020 Experimental

investigation into turbulent negatively buoyant jets using combined PIV and PLIF measurements. Intl J.
Heat Fluid Flow 82, 108561.

MILTON-MCGURK, L., WILLIAMSON, N., ARMFIELD, S.W. & KIRKPATRICK, M.P. 2022 Characterising
entrainment in fountains and negatively buoyant jets. J. Fluid Mech. 939, A29.

MILTON-MCGURK, L., WILLIAMSON, N., ARFMFIELD, S.W., KIRKPATRICK, M.P. & TALLURU, K.M.
2021 Entrainment and structure of negatively buoyant jets. J. Fluid Mech. 911, A21.

MORTON, B.R. 1959 Forced plumes. J. Fluid Mech. 5 (1), 151–163.
MORTON, B.R., TAYLOR, G.I. & TURNER, J.S. 1956 Turbulent gravitational convection from maintained

and instantaneous sources. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 234 (1196), 1–23.
PANCHAPAKESAN, N.R. & LUMLEY, J.L. 1993 Turbulence measurements in axisymmetric jets of air and

helium. Part 1. Air jet. J. Fluid Mech. 246, 197–223.
PAPANICOLAOU, P.N. & LIST, E.J. 1988 Investigations of round vertical turbulent buoyant jets. J. Fluid Mech.

195, 341–391.
PRIESTLEY, C.H.B. & BALL, F.K. 1955 Continuous convection from an isolated source of heat. Q. J. R.

Meteorol. Soc. 81 (348), 144–157.
RAJARATNAM, N. 1976 Turbulent Jets. Elsevier.
VAN REEUWIJK, M. & CRASKE, J. 2015 Energy-consistent entrainment relations for jets and plumes. J. Fluid

Mech. 782, 333–355.
VAN REEUWIJK, M., SALIZZONI, P., HUNT, G.R. & CRASKE, J. 2016 Turbulent transport and entrainment

in jets and plumes: a DNS study. Phys. Rev. Fluids 1 (7), 074301.
SHABBIR, A. & GEORGE, W.K. 1994 Experiments on a round turbulent buoyant plume. J. Fluid Mech.

275, 1–32.
TALLURU, K.M., ARMFIELD, S., WILLIAMSON, N., KIRKPATRICK, M.P. & MILTON-MCGURK, L. 2021

Turbulence structure of neutral and negatively buoyant jets. J. Fluid Mech. 909, A14.
TALLURU, K.M., WILLIAMSON, N. & ARMFIELD, S.W. 2022 Entrainment and dilution in a fountain top.

J. Fluid Mech. 941, A24.
WANG, H. & LAW, A.W.-K. 2002 Second-order integral model for a round turbulent buoyant jet. J. Fluid

Mech. 459, 397–428.

956 A9-16

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

20
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.20

	1 Introduction
	2 Governing equations
	3 Analytical expressions for profiles
	3.1 Radial velocity
	3.2 Reynolds stress
	3.3 Radial scalar flux

	4 Comparisons with experimental data
	5 Turbulent Prandtl/Schmidt number
	6 Conclusion
	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


