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1 H alfa century oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds

1.1 A prem ise

The content ofthe present contribution is devoted to large-scale m agnetic

�elds whose origin,evolution and im plications constitute today a rather in-

triguing triple pointin the phase diagram ofphysicaltheories.Indeed,stick-

ing to the existing literature (and refraining from dram atic statem ents on

the historicalevolution oftheoreticalphysics)itappearsthatthe subjectof

large-scalem agnetization thrivesand prosperatthecrossroad ofastrophysics,

cosm ology and theoreticalhigh-energy physics.

Followingthekind invitation ofJnan M aharanaand M aurizioG asperini,I

am delighted tocontributetothissetoflectureswhoseguidelineisdictated by

the inspiring e�ortsofG abrieleVeneziano in understanding the fundam ental

forces ofNature.M y voice joins the choir ofgratitude proceeding from the

whole physics com m unity for the noveland intriguing results obtained by

G abriele through the various stages ofhis m anifold activity.I�nally ought

to convey m y personalthankfulness for the teachings,advicesand generous

cluesreceived during the last�fteen years.

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612378v1
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1.2 Length scales

The typicalm agnetic �eld strengths,in the Universe,rangefrom few �G (in

the case ofgalaxiesand clusters),to few G (in the case ofplanets,like the

earth orJupiter)and up to 1012G in neutron stars.M agnetic �elds are not

only observed in planetsand starsbutalso in theinterstellarm edium ,in the

intergalacticm edium and,lastbutnotleast,in the intra-clusterm edium .

M agnetic �elds whose correlation length is larger than the astronom ical

unit(1AU = 1:49� 1013cm )willbenam ed large-scalem agnetic�elds.In fact,

m agnetic�eldswith approxim atecorrelation scalecom parablewith theearth-

sun distancearenotobserved (on thecontrary,both them agnetic�eld ofthe

sun and theoneoftheearth haveaclearlydistinguishablelocalized structure).

M oreover,in m agnetohydrodynam ics (M HD),the m agnetic di�usivity scale

(i.e.the scale below which m agnetic �elds are di�used because ofthe �nite

value ofthe conductivity)turnsoutto be,am usingly enough,ofthe orderof

the AU.

1.3 T he early history

In the forties large-scale m agnetic �eld had no em piricalevidence.For in-

stance,there was no evidence ofm agnetic �elds associated with the galaxy

as a whole with a rough correlation scale of1 30kpc.M ore speci�cally,the

theoreticalsituation can besum m arized asfollows.Thesem inalcontributions

ofH.Alfv�en [1]convinced the com m unity that m agnetic �elds can have a

very largelife-tim e in a highly conducting plasm a.Lateron,in the seventies,

Alfv�en willbeawarded by theNobelprize\forfundam entalwork and discov-

eriesin m agnetohydrodynam icswith fruitfulapplicationsin di�erentpartsof

plasm a physics".

Using the discoveries ofAlfv�en,Ferm i[2]postulated,in 1949,the exis-

tenceofa large-scalem agnetic�eld perm eating thegalaxy with approxim ate

intensity of� G and,hence,in equilibrium with the cosm icrays2

Alfv�en [3]did notreactpositively to theproposalofFerm i,insisting,in a

som ehow oppositeperspective,thatcosm icraysarein equilibrium with stars

and disregardingcom pletely thepossibility ofagalacticm agnetic�eld.Today

wedoknow thatthism ay bethecaseforlow-energycosm icraysbutcertainly

1
Recallthat1kpc= 3:085� 10

21
cm .M oreover,1M pc= 10

3
kpc.Thepresentsize

ofthe HubbleradiusisH
� 1

0
= 1:2� 10

28
cm � 4:1� 10

3
M pc forh = 0:73.

2 In this contribution m agnetic �elds willbe expressed in G auss.In the SIunits

1T = 10
4
G .Forpracticalreasons,in cosm icray physicsand in cosm ology itisalso

usefulto expressthe m agnetic �eld in G eV
2
(in units�h = c= 1).Recalling that

theBohrm agneton isabout5:7� 10� 11M eV =T theconversion factorwillthen be

1G = 1:95� 10
� 20

G eV
2
.TheuseofG auss(G )instead ofTesla (T)isjusti�ed by

theexisting astrophysicalliteraturewherem agnetic�eldsaretypically expressed

in G auss.
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notforthe m ostenergetic onesaround,and beyond,the knee in the cosm ic

ray spectrum .

Atthe historicallevelitisam using to notice thatthe m entioned contro-

versy can befully understood from theissue75ofPhysicalReview whereitis

possibleto consultthe paperofFerm i[2],the paperofAlfv�en [3]and even a

paperby R.D.Richtm yerand E.Teller[4]supporting the viewsand doubts

ofAlfv�en.

In 1949 Hiltner [5]and,independently,Hall[6]observed polarization of

starlight which was later on interpreted by Davis and G reenstein [7]as an

e�ectofgalacticm agnetic�eld aligning the dustgrains.

Accordingto thepresented chain ofeventsitislegitim atetoconcludethat

� thediscoveriesofAlfv�en wereessentialin theFerm iproposalwhowaspon-

dering on the origin ofcosm ic raysin 1938 before leaving Italy 3 because

ofthe infam ousfascistlegislation;

� the idea that cosm ic rays are in equilibrium with the galactic m agnetic

�elds(and hencethatthegalaxy possessa m agnetic�eld)wasessentialin

the correctinterpretation ofthe �rst,fragile,opticalevidence ofgalactic

m agnetization.

Theorigin ofthegalacticm agnetization,accordingto [2],had to besom ehow

prim ordial.Itshould be noticed,forsake ofcom pleteness,thatthe observa-

tions ofHiltner [5]and Hall[6]took place from Novem ber1948 to January

1949.The paperofFerm i[2]wassubm itted in January 1949 butitcontains

no reference to the work ofHiltner and Hall.This indicates the Ferm iwas

probably notawareofthese opticalm easurem ents.

The idea thatlarge-scalem agnetization should som ehow be the rem nant

ofthe initialconditionsofthe gravitationalcollapse ofthe protogalaxy idea

was further pursued by Ferm iin collaboration with S.Chandrasekar [8,9]

who tried,ratheram bitiously,to connectthe m agnetic �eld ofthe galaxy to

itsangularm om entum .

1.4 T he m iddle ages

In the �fties various observations on polarization ofCrab nebula suggested

that the M ilky W ay is not the only m agnetized structure in the sky.The

e�ective new twist in the observations of large-scale m agnetic �elds was

the developm ent(through the �fties and sixties)ofradio-astronom icaltech-

niques.From these m easurem ents,the �rst unam biguous evidence ofradio-

polarization from theM ilky W ay (M W )wasobtained (see[10]and references

therein foran accountofthese developm ents).

Itwasalso soon realized thatthe radio-Zeem an e�ect(counterpartofthe

opticalZeem an splitting em ployed to determ inethem agnetic�eld ofthesun)

3
The author is indebted with Prof. G . Cocconi who was so kind to share his

personalrecollectionsofthe scienti�c discussionswith E.Ferm i.
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could o�er accurate determ ination of (locally very strong) m agnetic �elds

in the galaxy.The observation ofLyne and Sm ith [11]that pulsars could

be used to determ ine the colum n density ofelectronsalong the line ofsight

opened the possibility ofusing notonly synchrotron em ission asa diagnostic

ofthe presenceofa large-scalem agnetic�eld,butalso Faraday rotation.For

a m asterly written introduction to pulsarphysicsthereaderm ay consultthe

book ofLyneand Sm ith [12].

In theseventiesallthebasicexperim entaltoolsfortheanalysisofgalactic

and extra-galacticm agnetic �eldswereready.Around thisepoch also exten-

sivereviewson theexperim entalendeavorsstarted appearing and a very nice

accountcould be found,forinstance,in the review ofHeiles[13].

It becam e gradually evident in the early eighties,that m easurem ents of

large-scale m agnetic �elds in the M W and in the externalgalaxies are two

com plem entary aspectsofthe sam eproblem .W hile M W studiescan provide

valuable inform ationsconcerning the localstructure ofthe galactic m agnetic

�eld,theobservation ofexternalgalaxiesprovidestheonly viabletoolforthe

reconstruction ofthe global featuresofthe galacticm agnetic�elds.

Since the early seventies,som e relevantattention hasbeen paid notonly

to the m agnetic �elds ofthe galaxies but also to the m agnetic �elds ofthe

clusters.A cluster is a gravitationally bound system ofgalaxies.The local

group (i.e.our cluster containing the M W ,Androm eda together with other

�fty galaxies)isan irregularclusterin thesensethatitcontainsfewergalaxies

than typicalclusters in the Universe.O ther clusters (like Com a,Virgo) are

m ore typicaland are then called regular or Abellclusters.As an order of

m agnitude estim ate,Abellclusterscan contain 103 galaxies.

1.5 N ew tw ists

In theninetiesm agnetic�eldshavebeen m easured in singleAbellclustersbut

around the turn ofthe century these estim atesbecam e m ore reliable thanks

to im proved experim entaltechniques.In orderto estim ate m agnetic �eldsin

clusters,an independent knowledge ofthe electron density along the line of

sightis needed.Recently Faraday rotation m easurem entsobtained by radio

telescopes(likeVLA 4)havebeen com bined with independentm easurem ents

oftheelectron density in theintra-clusterm edium .Thiswasm adepossibleby

them apsofthex-raysky obtained with satellitesm easurem ents(in particular

RO SAT 5).Thisim provem entin the experim entalcapabilitiesseem sto have

partially settled the issue con�rm ing the m easurem entsofthe early nineties

and im plying that also clusters are endowed with a m agnetic �eld of �G

strength which isnotassociated with individualgalaxies[15,16].

4
TheVery Large Array Telescope,consistsof27 parabolic antennasspread overa

surface of20 km 2 in Socorro (New M exico)
5
TheRO egten SATellite(
ying from June1991 to February 1999)provided m aps

ofthex-ray sky in therange0:1{2:5 keV.A catalog ofx-ray brightAbellclusters

wascom piled.
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W hile entering the new m illennium the capabilities ofthe observers are

really confronted with a new challenge:the possibility that also superclus-

ters are endowed with their own m agnetic �eld.Superclusters are (loosely)

gravitationally bound system sofclusters.An exam ple isthe localsuperclus-

ter form ed by the localgroup and by the VIRG O cluster.Recently a large

new sam ple ofFaraday rotation m easures ofpolarized extragalactic sources

has been com pared with galaxy counts in Hercules and Perseus-Pisces(two

nearby superclusters)[17].Firstattem ptsto detectm agnetic�ledsassociated

with superclustershave been reported [18].A cautiousand conservative ap-

proach suggeststhatthese fragileevidencesm ustbe corroborated with m ore

conclusiveobservations(especially in thelightofthe,som etim esdubious,in-

dependentdeterm ination oftheelectron density 6).Howeveritisnotexcluded

thatasthe ninetiesgave usa �rm erevidence ofclusterm agnetism ,the new

m illennium m ay giveusm oresolid understanding ofsuperclusterm agnetism .

In the present historicalintroduction various experim entaltechniques have

been swiftly m entioned.A m ore extensive introductory description ofthese

techniquescan be found in [19].

1.6 H opes for the future

Thehopeforthenearfutureisconnected with thepossibility ofa nextgener-

ation radio-telescope.Along thislinethe SK A (SquareK ilom eterArray)has

been proposed [16](see also [20]).W hile the technicalfeaturesofthe instru-

m ent cannotbe thoroughly discussed in the presentcontribution,it su�ces

to noticethatthecollecting area oftheinstrum ent,asthenam esuggest,will

be of106 m 2.The speci�cationsfortheSK A requirean angularresolution of

0:1 arcsec at 1:4 G Hz,a frequency capability of0:1{25 G Hz,and a �eld of

view ofatleast1deg
2
at1:4 G Hz [20].The num berofindependentbeam sis

expected to be largerthan 4 and the num berofinstantaneouspencilbeam s

willbe roughly 100 with a m axim um prim ary beam separation ofabout100

deg atlow frequencies(becom ing 1 deg athigh frequencies,i.e.oftheorderof

1 G Hz).These speci�cationswillprobably allow fullsky surveysofFaraday

Rotation.

Thefrequency rangeofSK A israthersuggestiveifwecom pareitwith the

oneofthePlanck experim ent[21].Planck willoperatein 9frequency channels

from 30 to,approxim ately,900 G Hz.W hile the threelow-frequency channels

(from 30 to 70 G Hz)are notsensitive to polarization the six high-frequency

channels(between 100 and 857 G HZ)willbe de�nitely sensitiveto CM B po-

larization.Now,it should be appreciated that the Faraday rotation signal

6
In [14]it was cleverly argued that inform ations on the plasm a densities from

directobservations can be gleaned from detailed m ultifrequency observations of

few giant radio-galaxies (G RG ) having dim ensions up to 4 M pc.The estim ates

based on thisobservation suggestcolum n densitiesofelectronsbetween 10
� 6

and

10� 5 cm � 3.
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decreases with the frequency � as �� 2.Therefore,for lower frequencies the

Faraday Rotation signalwillbe larger than in the six high-frequency chan-

nels.Consequently itislegitim ateto hopefora fruitfulinterplay between the

nextgeneration ofSK A-like radio-telescopesand CM B satellites.Indeed,as

suggested above,theupperbranch ofthefrequency capability ofSK A alm ost

overlapswith the lowerfrequency ofPlanck so thatpossible e�ectsoflarge-

scalem agnetic�eldson CM B polarization could be,with som eluck,addressed

with the com bined action ofboth instrum ents.In fact,the sam e m echanism

leading to theFaraday rotation in theradio leadsto a Faraday rotation ofthe

CM B provided theCM B islinearly polarized.Theseconsiderationssuggest,as

em phasized in a recenttopicalreview,thatCM B anisotropiesaregerm aneto

severalaspectsoflarge-scalem agnetization [22].Theconsiderationsreported

so farsuggestthatduring thenextdecadethedestiny ofradio-astronom yand

CM B physics willprobably be linked together and not only for reasons of

convenience.

1.7 Few burning questions

In this generaland panoram ic view ofthe history ofthe subjectwe started

from the relatively old controversy opposing E.Ferm ito H.Alfv�en with the

stilluncertain but foreseeable future developm ents.W hile the nature ofthe

futuredevelopm entsisinextricably connected with theadventofnew instru-

m entalcapabilities,itislegitim ate to rem ark that,in m ore than �fty years,

m agnetic �elds have been detected overscalesthat are progressively larger.

From the historicaldevelopm ent ofthe subject a series ofquestions arises

naturally:

� whatisthe origin oflarge-scalem agnetic�elds?

� arem agnetic�eldsprim ordialasassum ed by Ferm im ore than �fty years

ago?

� even assum ing that large-scale m agnetic �elds are prim ordial,is there a

theory fortheirgeneration?

� is there a way to understand iflarge-scale m agnetic �elds are really pri-

m ordial?

In whatfollowswewillnotgivede�niteanswersto theseim portantquestions

butweshallbe contentofoutlining possibleavenuesofnew developm ents.

The plan ofthe presentlecture willbe the following.In Sect.2 the m ain

theoreticalproblem sconnected with the origin oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds

willbe discussed.In Sect. 3 the attention willbe focused on the problem of

large-scalem agnetic �eld generation in the fram ework ofstring cosm ological

m odel,a subject where the pre-big bang m odel,in its various incarnations,

playsa crucialr̂ole.But,�nally,large-scalem agnetic�eldsarereally prim or-

dial? W ere they really presentpriorto m atter-radiation equality? A m odest

approach to these im portantquestionssuggeststo study the physicsofm ag-
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netized CM B anisotropieswhich willbe introduced,in its essentiallines,in

Sect.4.The concluding rem arksarecollected in Sect. 5.

2 M agnetogenesis

W hile in the previous Section the approach has been purely historical,the

experim entalanalysis oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds prom pts a collection of

interesting theoreticalproblem s.They can be sum m arized by the following

chain ofevidences(seealso [19]):

� In spiralgalaxiesm agnetic�eldsfollow theorientation ofthespiralarm s,

wherem atterisclustered becauseofdi�erentialrotation.W hiletherem ay

be an asym m etry in the intensities ofthe m agnetic �eld in the northern

and southern em isphere(likeithappensin thecaseoftheM ilky W ay)the

typicalstrength isin the rangeofthe � G .

� Locally m agnetic �elds m ay even be in the m G range and,in this case,

they m ay be detected through Zeem an splitting techniques.

� In spiral galaxies the m agnetic �eld is predom inantly toroidal with a

poloidalcom ponentpresentaround thenucleusofthegalaxy and extend-

ing for,roughly,100 pc.

� The correlation scale ofthe m agnetic �eld in spiralsisofthe orderof30

kpc.

� In ellipticalgalaxiesm agnetic �eldshave been m easured atthe � G level

butthe correlation scale isshorterthan in the case ofspirals:thisisdue

to thedi�erentevolutionary history ofellipticalgalaxiesand to theirlack

ofdi�erentialrotation;

� Abellclusters ofgalaxiesexhibit m agnetic �elds presentin the so-called

intra-clusterm edium :these�elds,alwaysatthe� G level,arenotassoci-

ated with individualgalaxies;

� superclustersm ightalsobem agnetized even if,atthem om ent,conclusions

areprem ature,aspartially explained in Section 1 (see also [18]and [19]).

Thestatem entscollected abovereston variousdetection techniquesrang-

ing from Faraday rotation,to synchrotron em ission,to Zeem an splitting of

clouds ofm olecules with an unpaired electron spin.The experim entalevi-

dence swiftly sum m arized above seem s to suggestthatdi�erentand distant

objects have m agnetic �elds ofcom parable strength.The second suggestion

seem salso to be thatthe strength ofthe m agnetic �eldsis,in the �rst(sim -

plistic)approxim ation,independenton the physicalscale.

Theseem piricalcoincidencesrem indsabitofoneofthem otivationsofthe

standard hotbig-bang m odel,nam ely theobservation thatthelightelem ents

are equally abundantin ratherdi�erentpartsofourUniverse.The approxi-

m ateequality oftheabundancesim pliesthat,unliketheheavierelem ents,the

lightelem entshaveprim ordialorigin.ThefourlightisotopesD,3He,4Heand
7Liarem ainly produced ata speci�cstageofthehotbig bang m odelnam ed



8 M assim o G iovannini

nucleosynthesisoccurring below the a typicaltem perature of0:8 M eV when

neutrinosdecouple from the plasm a and the neutron abundance evolvesvia

free neutron decay [23].The abundancescalculated in the sim plestbig-bang

nucleosythesism odelagreefairly wellwith the astronom icalobservations.

In sim ilar term s it is plausible to argue that large-scale m agnetic �elds

have com parable strengths at large scales because the initialconditions for

their evolutionswere the sam e,forinstance atthe tim e ofthe gravitational

collapseoftheprotogalaxy.Theway theinitialconditionsfortheevolution of

large-scalem agnetic�eldsaresetisgenerically nam ed m agnetogenesis[19].

Thereisanothercom parison which m ightbeuseful.Back in theseventies

theso-called Harrison-Zeldovich spectrum waspostulated.Later,with thede-

velopm entsofin
ationarycosm ologytheorigin ofa
atspectrum ofcurvature

and densitypro�leshasbeen justi�ed on thebasisofaperiod ofquasi-deSitter

expansion nam ed in
ation.Itisplausiblethatin som ein
ationarym odelsnot

only the
uctuationsofthegeom etry aream pli�ed butalsothe
uctuationsof

thegauge�elds.Thishappensif,forinstance,gaugecouplingsaree�ectively

dynam ical.Asthe Harrison-Zeldovich spectrum can be used asinitialcondi-

tion forthe subsequentNewtonian evolution,the prim ordialspectrum ofthe

gauge �eldscan be used asinitialcondition forthe subsequentM HD evolu-

tion which m ay lead,eventually,to the observed large-scale m agnetic �elds.

The plan ofthe presentsection isthe following.In Subsect.2.1 som egeneral

ideasofplasm a physicswillbesum m arized with particularattention to those

toolsthatwillbe m ore relevantforthe purposesofthislecture.In Subsect.

2.2 the concept ofdynam o am pli�cation willbe introduced in a sim pli�ed

perspective.In Subsect.2.3 itwillbe argued thatthe dynam o am pli�cation,

in one ofitspotentialincarnations,necessitatessom e initialconditionsoras

we say in the jargon,som e seed �eld.In Subsect.2.4 a panoram ic view of

astrophysicalseeds willbe presented with the aim ofstressing the com m on

aspectsof,som etim esdiverse,physicalm echanism s.Subsect.2.5 and 2.6 the

two basic approaches to cosm ologicalm agnetogenesis willbe illustrated.In

the �rstcase(see Subsect.2.5)m agnetic �eldsareproduced inside the Hub-

ble radiusata given stagein the life ofthe Universe.In the second case(see

Subsect.2.6)vacuum 
uctuationsofthe hypercharge�eld aream pli�ed dur-

ing an in
ationary stage ofexpansion.Subsection 2.7 deals with the m ajor

problem ofin
ationary m agnetogenesis,nam ely conform al(W eyl)invariance

whose breaking willbe one ofthe them esofstring cosm ologicalm echanism s

forthe generation oflarge-scalem agnetic�elds.

2.1 M agnetized plasm as

Large-scalem agnetic �eldsevolvein a plasm a,i.e.a system often illustrated

asthefourth state ofm atter.Aswecan walk in thephasediagram ofa given

chem icalelem ent by going from the solid to the liquid and to the gaseous

state with a seriesofdiverse phase transitions,a plasm a can be obtained by

ionizing a gas.A typicalexam ple ofweakly coupled plasm a is therefore an
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ionized gas.Exam plesofstrongly coupled plasm ascan be found also in solid

state physics.An essentialphysicalscale that has to be introduced in the

description ofplasm a properties is the so-called Debye length that willbe

discussed in the following paragraph.

Di�erentdescriptionsofa plasm a existand they rangefrom e�ective
uid

m odelsofcharged particles[24,25,26,27]to kineticapproachesliketheones

pioneered by Vlasov [28]and Landau [29].From a physicalpointofview,a

plasm a is a system ofcharged particleswhich is globally neutralfor typical

length-scaleslargerthan the Debyelength �D :

�D =

r
T0

8�n0e
2
; (1)

where T0 is the kinetic tem perature and n0 the m ean charge density ofthe

electron-ion system ,i.e.ne ’ ni= n0.Fora testparticletheCoulom b poten-

tialwillthen havetheusualCoulom b form butitwillbesuppressed,atlarge

distancesby a Yukawa term ,i.e.e� r=�D .In theinterstellarm edium thereare

threekindsofregionswhich areconventionally de�ned:

� H2 regions,wheretheHydrogen ispredom inantly in m olecularform (also

denoted by HII);

� H0 regions(whereHydrogen isin atom icform );

� and H+ regions,whereHydrogen isionized,(also denoted by HI).

In theH + regionsthetypicaltem peratureT0 isoftheorderof10{20eV while

forn0 letustake,forinstance,n0 � 3� 10� 2cm � 3.Then �D � 30km .

Forr � �D the Coulom b potentialisscreened by the globale�ectofthe

otherparticlesin theplasm a.Supposenow thatparticlesexchangem om entum

through two-body interactions.Their cross section willbe of the order of

�2em =T
2
0 and the m ean freepath willbe ‘m fp � T20=(�

2
em n0),i.e.recalling Eq.

(1) �D � ‘m fp.This m eans that the plasm a is a weakly collisionalsystem

which is,in general,not in localtherm odynam icalequilibrium and this is

thereason why weintroduced T0 asthekinetic(ratherthan therm odynam ic)

tem perature.

The lastobservation can be m ade even m ore explicitby de�ning another

im portant scale,nam ely the plasm a frequency which,in the system under

discussion,isgiven by

!pe =

s

4�n0e
2

m e

’ 2

�
n0

103 cm � 3

� 1=2

M Hz;; (2)

where m e is the electron m ass.Notice that,in the interstellar m edium (i.e.

forn0 ’ 10� 2 cm � 3)Eq.(2)givesa plasm a frequency in theG Hzrange.This

observation is im portant,forinstance,in the treatm entofFaraday rotation

sincetheplasm afrequency istypicallym uch largerthan theLarm orfrequency

i.e.
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!B e =
eB 0

m e

’ 18:08

�
B 0

10� 3 G

�

kHz; (3)

im plying,forB 0 ’ �G ,!B e ’ 20Hz.Thesam ehierarchy holdsalso when the

(free)electron density ism uch largerthan in theinterstellarm edium ,and,for

instance,atthe lastscattering between electronsand photonsfora redshift

zdec ’ 1100 (seeSect.4).

The plasm a frequency is the oscillation frequency ofthe electrons when

they aredisplaced from theirequilibrium con�guration in abackground ofap-

proxim ately �xed ions.Recalling thatvther ’
p
T0=m e isthetherm alvelocity

ofthe chargecarriers,the collision frequency !c ’ vther=‘m fp isalwaysm uch

sm allerthan !pe ’ vther=�D .Thus,in the idealized system described so far,

the following hierarchy ofscalesholds:

�D � ‘m fp; !c � !pe; (4)

which m eansthatbeforedoing onecollision thesystem undergoesm any oscil-

lations,or,in otherwords,thatthem ean freepath isnottheshortestscalein

theproblem .Usually onede�nesalso theplasm a param eterN = n
� 1
0 �

� 3

D
,i.e.

the num berofparticlesin the Debye sphere.In the approxim ation ofweakly

coupled plasm a N � 1 which also im ply thatthe m ean kinetic energy ofthe

particlesislargerthan the m ean inter-particlepotential.

Thespectrum ofplasm a excitationsisa rathervastsubjectand itwillnot

strictly necessary forthe following considerations(for furtherdetails see[24,

25,26]).Itissu�cientto rem ark thatwecan envisage,broadly speaking,two

regim esthatarephysically di�erent:

� typicallength-scales m uch larger than �D and typicalfrequencies m uch

sm allerthan !pe;

� typicallength-scalessm aller(orcom parable)with �D and typicalfrequen-

ciesm uch largerthan !pe.

In the �rstsituation reported above it can be shown that a single 
uid de-

scription su�ces.Thesingle
uid description isjusti�ed,in particular,forthe

analysis ofthe dynam o instability which occurs for dynam icaltim es ofthe

orderofthe age ofthe galaxy and length-scaleslargerthan the kpc.In the

opposite regim e,i.e.! � !pe and L � �D the single 
uid approach breaks

down and a m ulti-
uid description is m andatory.This is,for instance,the

branch ofthe spectrum ofplasm a excitation where the displacem entcurrent

(and the related electrom agnetic propagation)cannotbe neglected.A m ore

reliable description is provided,in this regim e,by the Vlasov-Landau (i.e.

kinetic)approach [28,29](see also [25]).

Consider,therefore,a two-
uid system ofelectronsand protons.Thissys-

tem willbe described by the continuity equationsofthe density ofparticles,

i.e.
@ne

@t
+ r � (neve)= 0;

@np

@t
+ r � (npvp)= 0; (5)
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and by the m om entum conservation equations

m ene

�
@

@t
+ ve � r

�

ve = � ene

�

E + ve � B

�

� r pe � Cep; (6)

m pnp

�
@

@t
+ vp � r

�

vp = enp

�

E + vp � B

�

� r pp � Cpe: (7)

Equations(5),(6)and (7)m ustbesupplem ented by M axwellequationsread-

ing,in thiscase

r � E = 4�e(np � ne); (8)

r � B = 0; (9)

r � E +
@B

@t
= 0; (10)

r � B =
@E

@t
+ 4�e(npvp � neve): (11)

The two 
uid system of equations is rather usefulto discuss various phe-

nom ena like the propagation ofelectrom agnetic excitations at �nite charge

density both in the presence and in the absence ofa background m agnetic

�eld [24,25,26].The previous observation im plies that a two-
uid treat-

m entism andatory forthedescription ofFaraday rotation oftheCosm icM i-

crowaveBackground (CM B)polarization.Thissubjectwillnotbespeci�cally

discussed in the present lecture (see,for further details,[30]and references

therein).

Instead oftreating thetwo 
uidsasseparated,theplasm a m ay beconsid-

ered asa single
uid de�ned by an appropriatesetofglobalvariables:

J = e(npvp � neve); (12)

�q = e(np � ne); (13)

�m = (m ene + m pnp); (14)

v =
m eneve + npm pvp

m ene + m pnp
; (15)

where J isthe globalcurrentand �q isthe globalcharge density;�m isthe

totalm assdensity and v istheso-called bulk velocity oftheplasm a.From the

de�nition ofthe bulk velocity itisclearthatv isthe centre-of-m assvelocity

ofthe electron-ion system .The interesting case isthe one where the plasm a

isglobally neutral,i.e.ne ’ np = n0,im plying,from M axwelland continuity

equationsthe following equations

r � E = 0; r � J = 0; r � B = 0: (16)

The equations reported in Eq.(16) are the �rst characterization of M HD

equations,i.e.a system where the totalcurrent as wellas the electric and

m agnetic �elds are allsolenoidal.The rem aining equations allow to obtain
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the relevant set ofconditions describing the long wavelength m odes ofthe

m agnetic�eld i.e.

r � B = 4�J; (17)

r � E = �
@B

@t
: (18)

In Eq.(17),the contribution ofthe displacem entcurrenthasbeen neglected

forconsistency with the solenoidalnatureofthe totalcurrent(seeEq.(16)).

Two other relevantequationscan be obtained by sum m ing and subtracting

them om entum conservation equations,i.e.Eqs.(6)and (7).Theresultofthis

procedureis

�m

�
@v

@t
+ v � r v

�

= J � B � r P (19)

E + v � B =
J

�
+

1

enq
(J � B � r pe); (20)

where nq ’ n0 ’ ne and P = pe + pp.Equation (19) is derived from the

sum ofEqs.(6)and (7)and in (19)J � B istheLorentzforceterm which is

quadraticin the m agnetic �eld.In factusing Eq.(17)

J � B =
1

4�
(r � B )� B : (21)

Note that to derive Eq.(20) the lim it m e=m p ! 0 m ust be taken,atsom e

point.There are som e caveats related to this procedure since viscous and

collisionale�ectsm ay berelevant[25].Equation (20)issom etim escalled one-


uid generalized O hm law.In Eq.(20)theterm J � B isnothing buttheHall

currentand r pe isoften called therm oelectricterm .Finally the term J=� is

the resistivity term and � isthe conductivity ofthe one-
uid description.In

Eq.(20)thepressurehasbeen taken to beisotropic.Neglecting,theHalland

therm oelectricterm s(thatm ay play,however,a r̂olein theBierm ann battery

m echanism form agnetic�eld generation)the O hm law takesthe form

J = �(E + v � B ): (22)

UsingEq.(22)togetherwith Eq.(17)itiseasytoshow thattheO hm icelectric

�eld isgiven by

E =
r � B

4��
� v � B : (23)

Using then Eq.(23)into Eq.(18)and exploiting known vectoridentitieswe

can getthe canonicalform ofthe m agneticdi�usivity equation

@B

@t
= r � (v � B )+

1

4��
r 2

B ; (24)

which istheequation to beused to discussthegeneralfeaturesofthedynam o

instability.

M HD can be studied into two di�erent(butcom plem entary)lim its
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� theideal(orsuperconducting)lim itwheretheconductivityissettoin�nity

(i.e.the � ! 1 lim it);

� the real(orresistive)lim itwherethe conductivity is�nite.

Theplasm a description following from M HD can bealso phrased in term s

ofthe conservation oftwo interesting quantities,i.e.the m agnetic 
ux and

the m agnetichelicity [27,31]:

d

dt

�Z

�

B � d�

�

= �
1

4��

Z

r � r � B � d� ; (25)

d

dt

�Z

V

d
3
xA � B

�

= �
1

4��

Z

V

d
3
xB � r � B : (26)

In Eq.(25),� isan arbitrary closed surface thatm oveswith the plasm a.In

the idealM HD lim itthe m agnetic 
ux isexactly conserved and the the 
ux

issom etim essaid to befrozen into theplasm a elem ent.In thesam elim italso

them agnetichelicity isconserved.In theresistivelim itthem agnetic
ux and

helicity aredissipated with a rateproportionalto 1=� which issm allprovided

the conductivity is su�ciently high.The term appearing at the right hand

side o� Eq.(26)iscalled m agneticgyrotropy.

Theconservation ofthe m agnetic helicity isa statem enton the conserva-

tion ofthetopologicalpropertiesofthem agnetic
uxlines.Ifthem agnetic�eld

iscom pletely stochastic,the m agnetic
ux lineswillbe closed loopsevolving

independently in theplasm aand thehelicity willvanish.Therecould be,how-

ever,m orecom plicated topologicalsituationswherea singlem agneticloop is

twisted (likesom ekind ofM �obiusstripe)orthecasewherethem agneticloops

are connected like the rings ofa chain.In both cases the m agnetic helicity

willnotbe zero since itm easures,essentially,the num beroflinksand twists

in the m agnetic 
ux lines.The conservation ofthe m agnetic 
ux and ofthe

m agnetichelicity isa consequenceofthefactthat,in idealM HD,theO hm ic

electric �eld is alwaysorthogonalboth to the bulk velocity �eld and to the

m agnetic�eld.In theresistiveM HD approxim ation thisisno longertrue[27].

2.2 D ynam os

Thedynam otheory hasbeen developed startingfrom theearly �ftiesthrough

theeightiesand variousextensivepresentationsexistin theliterature[32,33,

34].G enerally speaking a dynam o isa processwherethekineticenergy ofthe

plasm aistransferred tom agneticenergy.Therearedi�erentsortsofdynam os.

Som eofthedynam osthatarecurrentlyaddressedin theexistingliteratureare

large-scaledynam os,sm all-scaledynam os,nonlineardynam os,�-dynam os...

Itwould bedi�cult,in thepresentlecture,even to review such a vastlit-

eratureand,therefore,itism oreappropriateto referto som e review articles

where the m odern developm ents in dynam o theory and in m ean �eld elec-

trodynam ics are reported [35,37].As a qualitative exam ple ofthe dynam o
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action it is practicaldo discuss the m agnetic di�usivity equation obtained,

from generalconsiderations,in Eq.(24).

Equation (24)sim ply stipulatesthatthe �rsttim e derivativeofthe m ag-

netic �elds intensity results from the balance of two (physically di�erent)

contributions.The �rst term at the right hand side ofEq.(24) is the the

dynam o term and itcontainsthe bulk velocity ofthe plasm a v.Ifthisterm

dom inatesthe m agnetic �eld m ay be am pli�ed thanksto the di�erentialro-

tation ofthe plasm a.The dynam o term providesthen the coupling allowing

the transferofthe kinetic energy into m agnetic energy.The second term at

the righthand side ofEq.(24)is the m agnetic di�usivity whose e�ect is to

dam p them agnetic�eld intensity.De�ning then asL thetypicalscaleofspa-

tialvariation ofthem agnetic�eld intensity,thetypicaltim escaleofresistive

phenom ena turnsoutto be

t� ’ 4��L2: (27)

In a non-relativisticplasm a theconductivity � goestypically asT3=2 [24,25].

In the caseofplanets,liketheearth,onecan wonderwhy a sizablem agnetic

�eld can stillbe present.O ne ofthe theoriesisthatthe dynam o term regen-

erates continuously the m agnetic �eld which is dissipated by the di�usivity

term [32].In the case ofthe galactic disk the value ofthe conductivity 7 is

given by � ’ 7� 10� 7Hz.Thus,forL ’ kpc t� ’ 109(L=kpc)2sec.

Equation (27)can alsogivethetypicalresistivelength scaleoncethetim e-

scale ofthe system isspeci�ed.Suppose thatthe tim e-scale ofthe system is

given by tU � H
� 1
0 � 1018sec where H 0 isthe presentorderofm agnitude of

the Hubble param eter.Then

L� =

r
tU

�
; (28)

leadingto L� � AU.Thescale(28)givesthen theupperlim iton thedi�usion

scale for a m agnetic �eld whose lifetim e is com parable with the age ofthe

Universe atthe presentepoch.M agnetic �eldswith typicalcorrelation scale

largerthan L� are not a�ected by resistivity.O n the other hand,m agnetic

�eldswith typicalcorrelation scaleL < L � are di�used.The value L � � AU

isconsistentwith the phenom enologicalevidence thatthere are no m agnetic

�eldscoherentoverscalessm allerthan 10� 5 pc.

The dynam o term m ay be responsible forthe origin ofthe m agnetic �eld

ofthe galaxy.The galaxy has a typicalrotation period of3 � 108 yrs and

com paring this �gure with the typicalage ofthe galaxy,O (1010yrs),it can

be appreciated thatthe galaxy perform ed about30 rotationssince the tim e

ofthe protogalacticcollapse.

Thee�ectivenessofthedynam o action dependson thephysicalproperties

ofthe bulk velocity �eld.In particular,a necessary requirem ent to have a

7
It is com m on use in the astrophysicalapplications to work directly with � =

(4��)� 1.In the case ofthe galactic disks�= 1026cm 2 Hz.
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potentially successfuldynam o action isthatthe velocity �eld isnon-m irror-

sym m etric or that,in other words,hv � r � vi 6= 0.Let us see how this

statem ent can be m ade reasonable in the fram ework ofEq.(24).From Eq.

(24) the usualstructure of the dynam o term m ay be derived by carefully

averaging over the velocity �led according to the procedure of[41,42].By

assum ing thatthem otion ofthe
uid israndom and with zero m ean velocity

theaverageistaken overtheensem bleofthepossiblevelocity �elds.In m ore

physicalterm s this averaging procedure ofEq.(24) is equivalentto average

overscalesand tim esexceeding the characteristic correlation scale and tim e

�0 ofthe velocity �eld.Thisprocedure assum esthatthe correlation scale of

the m agnetic �eld is m uch bigger than the correlation scale ofthe velocity

�eld which isrequired to bedivergence-less(r � v = 0).In thisapproxim ation

the m agneticdi�usivity equation can be written as:

@B

@t
= �(r � B )+

1

4��
r 2

B ; (29)

where

� = �
�0

3
hv � r � vi; (30)

is the so-called �-term in the absence ofvorticity.In Eqs.(29){(30) B is

the m agnetic �eld averaged over tim es longer that �0 which is the typical

correlation tim e ofthe velocity �eld.

The fact that the velocity �eld m ust be globally non-m irror sym m etric

[33]suggests,already at this qualitative level,the deep connection between

dynam o action and fully developed turbulence.In fact,ifthe system would

be,globally,invariantunderparity transform ations,then,the � term would

sim ply be vanishing.This observation m ay also be related to the turbulent

featuresofcosm ic system s.In cosm ic turbulence the system sare usually ro-

tating and,m oreover,they possessa gradientin them atterdensity (think,for

instance,to the caseofthe galaxy).Itisthen plausible thatparity isbroken

atthelevelofthegalaxy sinceterm sliker �m � r � v arenotvanishing [33].

Thedynam oterm ,asitappearsin Eq.(29),hasasim pleelectrodynam ical

m eaning,nam ely,itcan beinterpreted asam ean ohm iccurrentdirected along

the m agnetic�eld :

J = � �B : (31)

Equation stipulates that an ensem ble ofscrew-like vortices with zero m ean

helicity isableto generateloopsin them agnetic
ux tubesin a planeorthog-

onalto the one ofthe original�eld.Asa sim ple (and known)application of

Eq.(29),itisappropriateto considerthecasewherethem agnetic�eld pro�le

isgiven by a sortofChern-Sim onswave

B x(z;t)= f(t)sinkz; B y = f(t)coskz; B z(k;t)= 0: (32)

For this pro�le the m agnetic gyrotropy is non-vanishing,i.e.B � r � B =

kf2(t).From Eq.(29),using Eq.(32)f(t)obeysthe following equation
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df

dt
=

�

k� �
k2

4��

�

f (33)

adm its exponentially growing solutions for su�ciently large scales,i.e.k <

4�j�j�.Notice thatin this naive exam ple the � term isassum ed to be con-

stant.However,as the am pli�cation proceeds,� m ay develop a dependence

upon jB j2,i.e.� ! �0(1� �jB j2)�0[1� �f2(t)].In the case ofEq.(33)this

m odi�cation willintroduce non-linearterm swhose e�ectwillbe to stop the

growth ofthem agnetic�eld.Thisregim eisoften called saturation ofthe dy-

nam o and the non-linearequationsappearing in this contextare som etim es

called Landau equations[33]in analogy with theLandau equationsappearing

in hydrodynam icalturbulence.

In spite ofthe fact that in the previous exam ple the velocity �eld has

been averaged,itsevolution obeystheNavier-Stokesequation which wehave

already written butwithoutthe di�usion term

�m

�
@v

@t
+ (v � r )v � �r2v

�

= � r P + J � B ; (34)

where� isthetherm alviscositycoe�cient.Thereareidealized caseswherethe

Lorentz force term can be neglected.Thisisthe so-called force free approxi-

m ation.De�ning the kinetic helicity as
 = r � v,the m agnetic di�usivity

and Navier-Stokesequationscan bewritten in a rathersim pleand sym m etric

form

@B

@t
= r � (v � B )+

1

4��
r 2

B ;

@


@t
= r � (v � 
 )+ �r2
 : (35)

In M HD variousdim ensionlessratioscan bede�ned.Them ostfrequently

used are the m agnetic Reynolds num ber,the kinetic Reynolds num ber and

the Prandtlnum ber:

R m = vLB �; (36)

R =
vLv

�
; (37)

Pr=
R m

R
= ��

�
LB

Lv

�

; (38)

whereLB and Lv arethetypicalscalesofvariation ofthem agneticand veloc-

ity �elds.IfR m � 1 thesystem issaid to bem agnetically turbulent.IfR � 1

thesystem issaid tobekineticallyturbulent.In realisticsituationstheplasm a

isboth kinetically and m agnetically turbulentand,therefore,theratio ofthe

two Reynolds num berswilltellwhich is the dom inantsource ofturbulence.

Therehavebeen,in recentyears,variousstudieson thedevelopm entofm ag-

netized turbulence (see,forinstance,[27])whosefeaturesdi�erslightly from
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theonesofhydrodynam icturbulence.W hilethedetailsofthisdiscussion will

be leftaside,itisrelevantto m ention that,in the early Universe,turbulence

m ay develop.In thissituation a typicalphenom enon,called inverse cascade,

can takeplace.A directcascadeisa processwhereenergy istransferred from

large to sm allscales.Even m ore interesting,forthe purposesofthe present

lecture,isthe oppositeprocess,nam ely theinversecascadewherethe energy

transfer goes from sm allto large length-scales.O ne can also generalize the

theconceptofenergy cascadeto thecascadeofany conserved quantity in the

plasm a,like,for instance,the helicity.Thus,in generalterm s,the transfer

processofa conserved quantity isa cascade.

Theconceptofcascade(eitherdirectorinverse)isrelated with theconcept

ofturbulence,i.e.theclassofphenom enatakingplacein 
uidsand plasm asat

high Reynoldsnum bers.Itisvery di�cultto reach,with terrestrialplasm as,

the physicalsituation wherethe m agnetic and the kinetic Reynoldsnum bers

areboth largebut,in such a way thattheirratio isalso largei.e.

R m � 1; R � 1; Pr=
R m

R
� 1: (39)

Thephysicalregim eexpressed through Eqs.(39)rathercom m on in theearly

Universe.Thus,M HD turbulence isprobably one ofthe key aspectsofm ag-

netized plasm a dynam icsatvery high tem peraturesand densities.Consider,

forinstance,the plasm a atthe electroweak epoch when the tem peraturewas

ofthe order of100 G eV.O ne can com pute the Reynolds num bers and the

Prandtlnum berfrom theirde�nitionsgiven in Eqs.(36){(38).In particular,

R m � 1017; R = 1011; Pr’ 106; (40)

which can be obtained from Eqs.(36){(38)using as�ducialparam etersv ’

0:1,�T=�,� ’ (�T)� 1 and L ’ 0:01 H � 1
ew ’ 0:03 cm forT ’ 100 G eV.

Ifan inverse energy cascade takes place,m any (energetic) m agnetic do-

m ainscoalesce giving rise to a m agnetic dom ain oflargersize butofsm aller

energy.This phenom enon can be viewed,in m ore quantitative term s,as an

e�ectiveincreaseofthecorrelation scaleofthem agnetic�eld.Thisconsider-

ation playsa crucialr̂oleforthe viability ofm echanism swhere the m agnetic

�eld isproduced in the early Universeinsidethe Hubble radius(seeSubsect.

2.5).

2.3 Initialconditions for dynam os

According to the qualitative description ofthe dynam o instability presented

in the previoussubsection,the origin oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds in spiral

galaxies can be reduced to the three keywords:seeding,am pli�cation and

ordering.The �rst stage,i.e.the seeding,is the m ost controversialone and

willbebrie
y reviewed in thefollowingsectionsofthepresentreview.In m ore

quantitativeterm stheam pli�cation and theordering m ay besum m arized as

follows:
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� during the 30 rotations perform ed by the galaxy since the protogalactic

collapse,the m agnetic�eld should be am pli�ed by about30 e-folds;

� ifthelargescalem agnetic�eld ofthegalaxyis,today,O (�G )them agnetic

�eld at the onset of galactic rotation m ight have been even 30 e-folds

sm aller,i.e.O (10� 19G )overa typicalscaleof30{100 kpc.;

� assum ing perfect
ux freezing during thegravitationalcollapseofthepro-

togalaxy (i.e.� ! 1 ) the m agnetic �eld at the onset ofgravitational

collapseshould be O (10� 23)G overa typicalscaleof1 M pc.

Thispictureisoversim pli�ed and each ofthethreestepsm entioned abovecan

bequestioned.In whatfollowsthem ain sourcesofdebate,em erged in thelast

ten years,willbe brie
y discussed.

Thereisa sim pleway to relatethevalueofthem agnetic�eldsrightafter

gravitationalcollapse to the value ofthe m agnetic �eld right before gravi-

tationalcollapse.Sincethe gravitationalcollapseoccursathigh conductivity

them agnetic
ux and them agnetichelicity areboth conserved (see,in partic-

ular,Eq.(25)).Rightbeforetheform ation ofthegalaxy a patch ofm atterof

roughly 1 M pccollapsesby gravitationalinstability.Rightbefore thecollapse

the m ean energy density ofthe patch,stored in m atter,isoftheorderofthe

criticaldensity oftheUniverse.Rightaftercollapsethe m ean m atterdensity

ofthe protogalaxy is,approxim ately,six ordersofm agnitudelargerthan the

criticaldensity.

Since the physicalsize ofthe patch decreasesfrom 1 M pc to 30 kpc the

m agnetic�eld increases,becauseof
ux conservation,ofafactor(�a=�b)
2=3 �

104 where�a and �b are,respectively theenergy densitiesrightafterand right

beforegravitationalcollapse.Thecorrectinitialcondition in orderto turn on

the dynam o instability would be jB j� 10� 23 G auss overa scale of1 M pc,

rightbeforegravitationalcollapse.

The estim ates presented in the last paragraph are based on the (rather

questionable) assum ption that the am pli�cation occurs over thirty e-folds

while the m agnetic 
ux is com pletely frozen in.In the realsituation,the

achievableam pli�cation ism uch sm aller.Typically a good seed would notbe

10� 19 G aftercollapse(asweassum ed forthesim plicity ofthediscussion)but

rather[35]

jB j� 10� 13G : (41)

The galactic rotation period is of the order of 3 � 108 yrs.This scale

should be com pared with the typicalage ofthe galaxy.Allalong thisrather

large dynam icaltim e-scale the e�ort has been directed,from the �fties,to

thejusti�cation thata substantialportion ofthekineticenergy ofthesystem

(provided by thedi�erentialrotation)m ay beconverted into m agneticenergy

am plifying,in thisway,theseed �eld up totheobserved valueofthem agnetic

�eld,forinstancein galaxiesand in clusters.In recentyearsa lotofprogress

hasbeen m adeboth in the contextofthe sm alland large-scaledynam os[36,

37](seealso[38,39,40]).Thisprogresswasalsodrivenbythehigherresolution

ofthenum ericalsim ulationsand by theim provem entin theunderstanding of
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thelargestm agnetized system thatisratherclosetous,i.e.thesun [37].M ore

com plete accountsofthisprogresscan be found in the second paperofRef.

[36]and,m orecom prehensively,in Ref.[37].Apartfrom theaspectsinvolving

solarphysicsand num ericalanalysis,betterphysicalunderstandingofther̂ole

ofthe m agnetic helicity in the dynam o action hasbeen reached.This point

is crucially connected with the two conservation laws arising in M HD,i.e.

the m agnetic 
ux and m agnetic helicity conservations whose relevance has

been already em phasized,respectively,in Eqs.(25)and (26).Even iftherich

interplay between sm alland large scale dynam osis ratherim portant,letus

focuson theproblem oflarge-scaledynam oaction thatis,atleastsuper�cially,

m orecentralforthe considerationsdeveloped in the presentlecture.

Already ata qualitative levelitisclearthatthere isa clash between the

absenceofm irror-sym m etryoftheplasm a,thequasi-exponentialam pli�cation

ofthe seed and the conservation ofm agnetic
ux and helicity in thehigh (or

m ore precisely in�nite) conductivity lim it.The easiest clash to understand,

intuitively,isthe
ux conservation versustheexponentialam pli�cation:both


ux freezing and exponentialam pli�cation have to take place in the sam e

superconductive(i.e.�� 1 ! 0)lim it.Theclash between helicity conservation

and dynam o action can be also understood in generalterm s:the dynam o

action im pliesa topology changeofthe con�guration sincethe m agnetic
ux

linescrosseach otherconstantly [36].

O neoftherecentprogressin thisfram ework isa m oreconsistentform ula-

tion ofthelarge-scaledynam o problem [36,37]:largescaledynam osproduces

sm allscale helical�eldsthatquench (i.e.prem aturely saturate)the � e�ect.

In otherwords,theconservation ofthem agnetichelicity can beseen,accord-

ing to the recent view,as a fundam entalconstraint on the dynam o action.

In connection with thelastpoint,itshould be m entioned that,in thepast,a

ratherdi�erentargum entwassuggested [46]:itwasargued thatthe dynam o

action notonly leadstotheam pli�cation ofthelarge-scale�eld butalsoofthe

random �eld com ponent.The random �eld would then suppressstrongly the

dynam o action.According to theconsiderationsbased on theconservation of

the m agnetic helicity thisargum entseem sto be incorrectsince the increase

ofthe random com ponent would also entailand increase ofthe rate ofthe

topology change,i.e.a m agnetichelicity non-conservation.

The possible applicationsofdynam o m echanism to clustersisstillunder

debate and itseem sm ore problem atic.The typicalscale ofthe gravitational

collapse ofa cluster is larger(roughly by one orderofm agnitude) than the

scaleofgravitationalcollapseoftheprotogalaxy.Furtherm ore,them ean m ass

density within theAbellradius(’ 1:5h� 1 M pc)isroughly103 largerthan the

criticaldensity.Consequently,clustersrotatem uch lessthan galaxies.Recall

thatclustersareform ed from peaksin thedensity �eld.Thepresentoverden-

sity ofclustersis ofthe orderof103.Thus,in orderto getthe intra-cluster

m agnetic �eld,one could think thatm agnetic 
ux isexactly conserved and,

then,from an intergalacticm agnetic�eld jB j> 10� 9 G an intra clusterm ag-

netic�eld jB j> 10� 7 G can begenerated.Thissim pleestim ateshowswhy it
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isratherim portantto im prove the accuracy ofm agnetic �eld m easurem ents

in the intra-clusterm edium :thechangeofa singleorderofm agnitudein the

estim ated m agnetic�eld m ay im ply ratherdi�erentconclusionsforitsorigin.

2.4 A strophysicalm echanism s

M any (ifnot all) the astrophysicalm echanism s proposed so far are related

to whatiscalled,in the jargon,a battery.In short,the idea isthe following.

The explicit form ofthe generalized O hm ic electric �eld in the presence of

therm oelectriccorrectionscan bewritten asin Eq.(20)wherewesetnq = ne

to stick to the usualconventions8

E = � v � B +
r � B

4��
�
r Pe

ene
: (42)

By com paring Eq.(23) with Eq.(42),it is clear that the additionalterm

at the right hand side,receives contribution from a tem perature gradient.

In fact,restoring for a m om ent the Boltzm ann constant kB we have that

since Pe = kB neTe,the additionalterm depends upon the gradients ofthe

tem perature,hence the nam e therm oelectric.It is interesting to see under

which conditions the curlofthe electric �eld receivescontribution from the

therm oelectrice�ect.Taking the curlofboth sidesofEq.(42)weobtain

r � E =
1

4��
r 2

B + r (v � B )�
r ne � r Pe

en2e
= �

@B

@t
; (43)

where the second equality is a consequence of M axwell’s equations.From

Eq.(43)itisclearthatthe evolution ofthe m agnetic �eld inheritsa source

term i� the gradientsin the pressureand electron density arenotparallel.If

r Pe k r ne a fully valid solution ofEq.(43)isB = 0.In the opposite case

a seed m agnetic �eld is naturally provided by the therm oelectric term .The

usual(and rathergeneral)observation thatonecan m akein connection with

thegeom etricalpropertiesofthetherm oelectricterm isthatcosm icionization

frontsm ay playan im portantr̂ole.Forinstance,when quasarsem itultraviolet

photons,cosm icionizationfrontsareproduced.Then theintergalacticm edium

m ay be ionized.It should also be recalled,however,that the tem perature

gradientsareusually norm alto theionization front.In spiteofthis,itisalso

plausibleto think thatdensity gradientscan arisein arbitrary directionsdue

to thestochasticnatureofdensity 
uctuations.

8
For sim plicity,we shallneglect the Hallcontribution arising in the generalized

O hm law.The Hallcontribution would produce,in Eq.(42) a term J � B =nee

thatisofhigherorderin them agnetic�eld and thatisproportionaltotheLorentz

force.TheHallterm willplay no r̂olein thesubsequentconsiderations.However,

itshould be borne in m ind thatthe Hallcontribution m ay be ratherinteresting

in connection with thepresenceofstrong m agnetic�eldsliketheonesofneutron

stars (i.e.10
13

G ).This occurrence is even m ore interesting since in the outer

regionsofneutron starsstrong density gradientsare expected.
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In one way orin another,astrophysicalm echanism sforthe generation of

m agnetic �elds use an incarnation ofthe therm oelectric e�ect [43](see also

[44,45]).In the sixties and seventies,for instance,it was rather popular to

thinkthatthecorrect\geom etrical"propertiesofthetherm oelectricterm m ay

be provided by a large-scale vorticity.Asitwillalso be discussed later,this

assum ption seem stobe,atleastnaively,in contradiction with theform ulation

ofin
ationary m odelswhoseprediction would actually bethatthelarge-scale

vector m odes are com pletely washed-out by the expansion ofthe Universe.

Indeed,allalong the eighties and nineties the idea ofprim ordialvorticity

received justa m inorattention.

Theattention then focused on the possibility thatobjectsofrathersm all

size m ay provide intense seeds.Afterallwe do know thatthese objectsm ay

exist.Forinstance the Crab nebula hasa typicalsize ofa roughly 1 pc and

a m agnetic�eld thatisa fraction ofthe m G .Theseseedswillthen com bine

and di�use leading,ultim ately,to a weaker seed but with large correlation

scale.Thisaspect,m ay be,physically,a bitcontroversialsincewedo observe

m agnetic�eldsin galaxiesand clustersthatareordered oververy largelength

scales.Itwould then seem necessary thatthe seed �eldsproduced in a sm all

object (or in severalsm allobjects) undergo som e type of dynam icalself-

organization whose �nale�ect is a seed coherent over length-scales 4 or 5

ordersofm agnitudelargerthan the correlation scaleofthe originalbattery.

An interesting idea could be thatqualitatively di�erentbatterieslead to

som etypeofconspiracy thatm ay producea strong largescaleseed.In [43]it

hasbeen suggested thatPopulation IIIstarsm ay becom em agnetized thanks

to a battery operating atstellarscale.Then ifthese starswould explode as

supernovae(orifthey would ejecta m agnetized stellarwind)thepre-galactic

environm entm aybem agnetized and therem nantsoftheprocessincorporated

in thegalacticdisc.In a com plem entary perspective,a sim ilarchain ofevents

m ay take place overa di�erentphysicalscale.A battery could arise,in fact

in active galactic nucleiat high red-shift.Then the m agnetic �eld could be

ejected leading to intense �eldsin the lobesof\young" radio-galaxies.These

�eldswillbesom ehow inherited by the\older"discgalaxiesand the�nalseed

�eld m ay be,according to [43]aslargeas10� 9 G atthe pre-galacticstage.

In sum m ary wecan thereforesay that:

� both theprim ordialand theastrophysicalhypothesisfortheorigin ofthe

seedsdem and an e�cient(large-scale)dynam o action;

� due to the constraintsarising from the conservation ofm agnetic helicity

and m agnetic
ux thevaluesoftherequired seed �eldsm ay turn outto be

largerthan previously thoughtatleastin thecasewhen theam pli�cation

isonly driven by a large-scaledynam o action 9;

9
The situation m ay change if the m agnetic �elds originate from the com bined

action ofsm alland large scale dynam os like in the case ofthe two-step process

described in [43].
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� m agnetic
uxconservation duringgravitationalcollapseoftheprotogalaxy

m ay increase,by com pressionalam pli�cation,the initialseed ofeven 4

ordersofm agnitude;

� com pressionalam pli�cation,aswellaslarge-scaledynam o,are m uch less

e�ective in clusters:therefore,the m agnetic �eld ofclusters is probably

connected to the speci�c way the dynam o saturates,and,in this sense,

harderto predictfrom a speci�c value ofthe initialseed.

2.5 M agnetogenesis:inside the H ubble radius

O ne ofthe weaknessesofthe astrophysicalhypothesisisconnected with the

sm allness ofthe correlation scale ofthe obtained m agnetic �elds.This type

ofim passe led the com m unity to consider the option that the initialcondi-

tionsforthe M HD evolution are dictated notby astrophysicsbutratherby

cosm ology.The �rst ones to think about cosm ology as a possible source of

large-scalem agnetization wereZeldovich [47,48],and Harrison [49,50,51].

The em phasisofthese two authorswasclearly di�erent.W hile Zeldovich

thoughtabouta m agnetic �eld which isuniform (i.e.hom ogeneousand ori-

ented,for instance,along a speci�c Cartesian direction) Harrison som ehow

anticipated the m ore m odern view by considering the possibility ofan inho-

m ogeneousm agnetic �eld.In the scenario ofZeldovich the uniform m agnetic

�eld would induce a slightanisotropy in the expansion rate along which the

m agnetic�eld isaligned.So,forinstance,by considering a constant(and uni-

form )m agnetic�eld pointingalongthex̂ Cartesianaxis,theinduced geom etry

com patiblewith such a con�guration willfallinto the Bianchi-Iclass

ds
2 = dt

2 � a
2(t)dx2 � b

2(t)[dy2 + dz
2]: (44)

By solving Einstein equationsin thisbackground geom etry itturnsoutthat,

during a radiation dom inated epoch,theexpansion ratesalong the x̂ and the

ŷ� ẑ planechangeand theirdi�erenceisproportionalto them agneticenergy

density [47,48].Thisobservation isnotonly relevantform agnetogenesisbut

also forCosm ic M icrowave Background (CM B)anisotropiessince the di�er-

ence in the expansion rate turns out to be proportionalto the tem perature

anisotropy.W hile we willgetback to thispointlater,in Section 4,asfaras

m agnetization isconcerned wecan justrem ark thattheidea ofZeldovich was

thata uniform m agnetic�eld would m odify the initialcondition ofthe stan-

dard hotbig bang m odelwheretheUniversewould startitsevolution already

in a radiation-dom inated phase.

The m odelofHarrison [49,50,51]is,in a sense,m ore dynam ical.Fol-

lowing earlierwork ofBierm ann [52],Harrison thoughtthatinhom ogeneous

M HD equationscould beused togenneratelarge-scalem agnetic�eldsprovided

the velocity �eld wasturbulentenough.The Bierm ann battery wassim ply a

battery (as the ones described above in this session)but operating prior to

decoupling ofm atter and radiation.The idea ofHarrison was instead that
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vorticity was already present so that the e�ective M HD equations willtake

the form
@

@�
(a2
 +

e

m p

B )=
e

4��m p

r 2
B ; (45)

where,aspreviously de�ned,
 = r � v and mp isthe ion m ass.Equation

(45) is written in a conform ally 
at Friedm ann-Robertson-W alkerm etric of

the form

ds
2 = G �� dx

�
dx

� = a
2(�)[d�2 � dx

2]; (46)

where � isthe conform altim e coordinate and where,in the conform ally 
at

case,G �� = a2(�)��� ,��� being the four-dim ensionalM inkowskim etric.If

we now postulate that som e vorticity was presentprior to decoupling,then

Eq.(45) can be solved and the m agnetic �eld can be related to the initial

vorticity as

B � �
m p

e
! i

�
ai

a

� 2

: (47)

Ifthe estim ate ofthe vorticity is m ade prior to equality (as originally

suggested by Harrison[49])ofafterdecoupling asalso suggested,a bitlater,

in Ref.[53],the resultcan changeeven by two ordersofm agnitude.Priorto

equality j
 (t)’ 0:1=tand,therefore,jB eqj� 10� 21G .Ifa sim ilarestim ateis

m ade afterdecoupling the typicalvalue ofthe generated m agnetic �eld isof

theorderof10� 18 G .So,in thiscontext,theproblem oftheorigin ofm agnetic

�eldsiscircum vented by postulating an appropriate form ofvorticity whose

origin m ustbe explained.

TheHarrison m echanism isjustoneofthe�rstexam plesofm agnetic�eld

generation insidetheHubbleradius.In cosm ologywede�netheHubbleradius

astheinverseoftheHubbleparam eter,i.e.rH = H � 1(t).The�rstpossibility

we can think ofim pliesthatm agnetic �elds are produced,ata given epoch

in the life ofthe Universe,inside the Hubble radius,forinstance by a phase

transition orby any otherphenom enon able to generate a charge separation

and,ultim ately,an electric current.In this context,the correlation scale of

the�eld ism uch sm allerthatthetypicalscaleofthegravitationalcollapseof

the proto-galaxy which isofthe orderofthe M pc.In fact,ifthe Universe is

deceleratingand ifthecorrelation scaleevolvesasthescalefactor,theHubble

radius grows m uch faster than the correlation scale.O fcourse,one m ight

invoke the possibility thatthe correlation scale ofthe m agnetic �eld evolves

m orerapidly than the scalefactor.A wellfounded physicalrationaleforthis

occurrenceiswhatisnorm ally called inversecascade,i.e.the possibility that

m agnetic(aswellaskinetic)energy density istransferred from sm allto large

scales.Thisim plies,in realspace,that(highly energetic)sm allscalem agnetic

dom ainsm ay coalesce to form m agnetic dom ainsofsm allerenergy butover

largerscales.In thebestofallpossiblesituations,i.e.when inversecascadeis

very e�ective,itseem sratherhard to justify a growth ofthecorrelation scale

thatwould eventually end up into a M pc scale atthe onsetofgravitational

collapse.
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Fig. 1. Evolution ofthe correlation scale for m agnetic �elds produced inside the

Hubble radius.The horizontalthick dashed line m arks the end ofthe radiation-

dom inated phaseand theonsetofthem atter-dom inated phase.Thehorizontalthin

dashed line m arks the m om ent ofe
+
{e

�
annihilation (see also footnoote 2).The

full(vertical)linesrepresenttheevolution oftheHubbleradiusduring thedi�erent

stagesofthelife oftheUniverse.Thedashed (vertical)linesillustrate theevolution

ofthe correlation scale ofthe m agnetic �elds.In the absence ofinverse cascade the

evolution ofthe correlation scale is given by the (inner) verticaldashed lines.If

inverse cascade takesplace the evolution ofthe correlation scale is faster than the

�rstpowerofthescale factor(forinstance a
5=3

)butalwaysslowerthan theHubble

radius.

In Fig.1 wereporta schem aticillustration oftheevolution oftheHubble

radiusR H and ofthe correlation scale ofthe m agnetic �eld asa function of

the scalefactor.In Fig.1 the horizontaldashed linesim ply m arksthe end of

theradiation-dom inated phaseand theonsetofthem atterdom inated phase:

while above the dashed line the Hubble radiusevolvesasa2 (where a isthe

scalefactor),below the dashed line the Hubble radiusevolvesasa3=2.

W econsider,forsim plicity,am agnetic�eld whosetypicalcorrelation scale

isaslarge asthe Hubble radiusatthe electro-weak epoch when the tem per-

ature ofthe plasm a wasofthe orderof100 G eV.Thisisroughly the regim e

contem plated by the considerationspresented around Eq.(40).Ifthe corre-

lation scale evolvesasthe scale factor,the Hubble radiusatthe electroweak

epoch (roughly 3 cm ) projects today over a scale ofthe order ofthe astro-

nom icalunit.Ifinversecascadesareinvoked,the correlation scalem ay grow,

dependingon thespeci�cfeaturesofthecascade,up to100A.U.oreven up to

100 pc.In both casesthe�nalscaleistoo sm allifcom pared with thetypical

scale ofthe gravitationalcollapse ofthe proto-galaxy.In Fig.1 a particular

m odelforthe evolution ofthe correlation scale�(a)hasbeen reported 10.

10
Notice,as it willbe discussed later,that the inverse cascade lasts,in principle,

only down to the tim e ofe
+
� e

�
annihilation (see also thin dashed horizontal

line in Fig.1)since fortem peraturessm allerthan T
e+ � e� the Reynoldsnum ber
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2.6 In
ationary m agnetogenesis

Ifm agnetogenesistakesplace inside the Hubble radiusthe m ain problem is

therefore the correlation scale ofthe obtained seed �eld.The cure for this

problem isto look fora m echanism producing m agnetic�eldsthatarecoher-

entoverlarge-scales(i.e.M pcand,in principle,even larger).Thispossibility

m ay arise in the contextofin
ationary m odels.In
ationary m odels m ay be

conventional(i.e.based on a quasi-deSitterstageofexpansion)orunconven-

tional(i.e.notbased on a quasi-deSitterstageofexpansion).Unconventional

in
ationary m odels are,for instance,pre-big bang m odels that willbe dis-

cussed in m oredepth in Section 3.

Therationaleforthepreviousstatem entisthat,in in
ationarym odels,the

zero-point(vacuum )
uctuationsof�eldsofvariousspin aream pli�ed.Typi-

cally 
uctuationsofspin 0 and spin 2 �elds.The spin 1 �eldsenjoy however

ofa property,called W eylinvariance,thatseem sto forbid the am pli�cation

ofthese �elds.W hile W eylinvariance and its possible breaking willbe the

speci�csubjectofthefollowingsubsection,itisusefulforthem om entto look

atthe kinem aticalpropertiesby assum ing that,indeed,also spin 1 �eld can

be am pli�ed.

Since during in
ation the Hubble radiusisroughly constant(see Fig.2),

the correlation scale evolves m uch faster than the Hubble radius itselfand,

therefore,largescalem agneticdom ainscannaturallybeobtained.Noticethat,

in Fig.2 the (vertical)dashed linesillustratethe evolution ofthe Hubble ra-

dius(thatisroughly constantduring in
ation)whilethefulllinedenotesthe

evolution ofthe correlation scale.Furtherm ore,the horizontal(dashed)lines

m ark,from top to bottom ,the end ofthe in
ationary phase and the onset

ofthe m atter-dom inated phase.Thisphenom enon can be understood asthe

gaugecounterpartofthe super-adiabaticam pli�cation ofthe scalarand ten-

sorm odesofthegeom etry.Them ain problem ,in such a fram ework,isto get

largeam plitudesforscaleoftheorderoftheM pcattheonsetofgravitational

collapse.M odelswhere the gaugecouplingsaree�ectively dynam ical(break-

ing,consequently,the W eylinvariance ofthe evolution equationsofAbelian

gaugem odes)m ay provideratherintensem agnetic�elds.

The two extrem e possibilities m entioned above m ay be som etim es com -

bined.Forinstance,itcan happen thatm agnetic�eldsareproduced by super-

adiabaticam pli�cation ofvacuum 
uctuationsduring an in
ationary stageof

expansion.Afterexiting thehorizon,thegaugem odeswillreenteratdi�erent

m om entsallalongtheradiation and m atterdom inated epochs.Thespectrum

oftheprim ordialgauge�eldsafterreentry willnotonly bedeterm ined by the

am pli�cation m echanism butalso on theplasm a e�ects.Assoon asthe m ag-

neticinhom ogeneitiesreenter,som eotherphysicalprocess,takingplaceinside

the Hubble radius,m ay be triggered by the presence oflarge scale m agnetic

drops below 1.This is the result ofthe sudden drop in the num ber ofcharged

particlesthatleadsto a ratherlong m ean free path forthe photons.
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�elds.An exam ple,in this context,is the production oftopologically non-

trivialcon�gurationsofthe hypercharge �eld (hyperm agnetic knots)from a

stochasticbackground ofhypercharge�eldswith vanishinghelicity [54,55,56]

(see also [59,57,58,60,61]).

24

SUPERADIABATIC AMPLIFICATION
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Fig.2.Evolution ofthe correlation scale ifm agnetic �eldswould be produced by

superadiabatic am pli�cation during a conventionalin
ationary phase.The dashed

verticallinesdenote,in the present�gure,the evolution oftheHubbleradiuswhile

the full line denotes the evolution of the correlation scale (typically selected to

sm allerthan the Hubbleradiusduring in
ation).

2.7 B reaking ofconform alinvariance

Consider the action for an Abelian gauge �eld in four-dim ensionalcurved

space-tim e

Sem = �
1

4

Z

d
4
x
p
� G F�� F

��
: (48)

Suppose,also,that the geom etry is characterized by a conform ally 
at line

elem ent ofFriedm ann-Robertson-W alker type as the one introduced in Eq.

(46).The equationsofm otion derived from Eq.(48)can be written as

@�

�
p
� G F

��

�

= 0: (49)

Using Eq.(46)and recalling that
p
� G = a4(�),wewillhave

p
� GF

�� = a
4(�)

���

a2(�)

���

a2(�)
F�� = F

�� (50)

wherethesecond equality followsfrom theexplicitform ofthem etric.Equa-

tion (50)showsthatthe evolution equationsofAbelian gauge �elds are the
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sam ein 
atspace-tim eand in a conform ally 
atFRW space-tim e.Thisprop-

ertyiscorrectlycalledW eylinvarianceor,m oream biguously,conform alinvari-

ance.W eylinvarianceisrealized also in thecaseofchiral(m assless)ferm ions

alwaysin the caseofconform ally 
atspace-tim es.

O neofthereasonsofthesuccessofin
ationary m odelsin m aking predic-

tionsisdeeply related with the lack ofconform alinvariance ofthe evolution

equationsofthe 
uctuations ofthe geom etry.In particularitcan be shown

that the tensor m odes ofthe geom etry (spin 2)as wellas the scalarm odes

(spin 0) obey evolution equations that are not conform ally invariant.This

m eansthatthese m odesofthe geom etry can be am pli�ed and eventually af-

fect,forinstance,thetem peratureautocorrelationsaswellasthepolarization

powerspectra in the m icrowavesky.

To am plify large-scale m agnetic �elds,therefore,we would like to break

conform alinvariance.Beforeconsideringthispossibility,letusdiscussan even

m ore conservative approach consisting in studying the evolution ofAbelian

gauge �elds coupled to another �eld whose evolution is notW eylinvariant.

An elegantway to achievethisgoalisto coupletheaction ofthehypercharge

�eld to theoneofa com plex scalar�eld (the Higgs�eld).TheAbelian-Higgs

m odel,therefore,leadsto the following action

S =

Z

d
4
x
p
� G

�

G
�� (D �)

�
�D �� � m

2
�
�
� �

1

4
F�� F

��

�

; (51)

where D � = @� � ieA� and F�� = @[�A �].Using Eq.(46)into Eq.(51)and

assum ing thatthe com plex scalar�eld (aswellasthe gauge�elds)are nota

sourceofthebackground geom etry,thecanonicalaction forthenorm alm odes

ofthe system can be written as

S =

Z

d
3
xd�

�

�
�� (D ��)

�
D �� +

�
a00

a
� m

2
a
2

�

�
�
� �

1

4
F�� F

��

�

; (52)

where � = a�;D � = @� � ieA� and F�� = @[�A �].From Eq.(52)itisclear

thatalsowhen theHiggs�eld ism asslessthecoupling to thegeom etry breaks

explicitly W eylinvariance.Therefore,currentdensity and chargedensity 
uc-

tuations willbe induced.Then,by em ploying a Vlasov-Landau description

sim ilarthe resulting m agnetic �eld willbe ofthe orderofB dec � 10� 40T 2
dec

[62]which is,by far,too sm allto seed any observable �eld even assum ing,

optim istically,perfect
ux freezing and m axim ale�ciency forthedynam oac-

tion.Theresultsof[62]disproved earlierclaim s(see[63]fora criticalreview)

neglecting ther̂oleoftheconductivity in theevolution oflarge-scalem agnetic

�eldsafterin
ation.

The�rstattem ptsto analyzetheAbelian-Higgsm odelin De Sitterspace

have been m ade by Turnerand W idrow [66]who justlisted such a possibil-

ity asan open question.These two authorsalso analyzed di�erentscenarios

where conform alinvariance forspin 1 �eldscould be broken in 4 space-tim e

dim ensions.Their�rstsuggestion wasthatconform alinvariancem ay bebro-

ken,at an e�ective level,through the coupling ofphotons to the geom etry
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[69].Typically,thebreaking ofconform alinvarianceoccursthrough products

ofgauge-�eld strengthsand curvaturetensors,i.e.

1

m 2
F�� F�� R

����
;

1

m 2
R �� F

��
F
��
g�� ;

1

m 2
F�� F

��
R (53)

wherem isthe appropriatem assscale;R ���� and R �� arethe Riem ann and

Riccitensors and R is the Ricciscalar.If the evolution of gauge �elds is

studied during phase ofde Sitter (or quasi-de Sittter) expansion,then the

am pli�cation ofthe vacuum 
uctuations induced by the couplings listed in

Eq.(53) is m inute.The price in order to get large am pli�cation should be,

according to [66],an explicitbreaking ofgauge-invarianceby directcoupling

ofthe vectorpotentialto the Riccitensororto theRicciscalar,i.e.

RA �A
�
; R �� A

�
A
�
: (54)

In [66]twootherdi�erentm odelswereproposed (butnotscrutinized in detail)

nam ely scalarelectrodynam icsand the axionic coupling to the Abelian �eld

strength.

Dolgov[68]considered thepossiblebreakingofconform alinvariancedueto

thetraceanom aly.Theidea isthattheconform alinvarianceofgauge�eldsis

broken by thetrianglediagram wheretwophotonsin theexternallinescouple

to the graviton through a loop offerm ions.The localcontribution to the

e�ective action leadsto the vertex (
p
� g)1+ �F�� F

�� where � isa num erical

coe�cientdepending upon thenum berofscalarsand ferm ionspresentin the

theory.Theevolution equation forthegauge�elds,can bewritten,in Fourier

space,as

A 00
k +

�

8
H A 0

k + k
2A k = 0; (55)

and itcan beshown thatonly if� > 0 thegauge�eldsaream pli�ed.Further-

m ore,only is� � 8 substantialam pli�cation ofgauge�eldsispossible.

In a seriesofpapers[70,71,72]thepossiblee�ectoftheaxioniccoupling

totheam pli�cation ofgauge�eldshasbeen investigated.Theideaisherethat

conform alinvarianceisbroken through theexplicitcouplingofapseudo-scalar

�eld to the gauge�eld (see Section 5),i.e.

p
� gc 
�em

 

8�M
F�� ~F ��

; (56)

where ~F �� is the dual�eld strength and where c 
 is a num ericalfactor

oforder one.Consider now the case ofa standard pseudoscalar potential,

forinstance m 2 2,evolving in a de Sitter(orquasi-de Sitterspace-tim e).It

can be shown,rather generically,that the vertex given in Eq.(56) leads to

negligibleam pli�cation atlargelength-scales.Thecoupled system ofevolution

equationsto be solved in orderto getthe am pli�ed �eld is

B
00� r2B �

�em

2�M
 
0
r � B = 0; (57)

 
00+ 2H  0+ m

2
a
2
 = 0; (58)
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where B = a2B .From Eq.(57),there is a m axim ally am pli�ed physical

frequency

!m ax ’
�em

2�M
_ m ax ’

�em

2�
m (59)

wherethesecond equality followsfrom  � a� 3=2M cosm t(i.e. _ m ax � m M ).

The am pli�cation for ! � !m ax is ofthe order ofexp[m �em =(2�H )]where

H is the Hubble param eter during the de Sitter phase ofexpansion.From

the above expressionsone can argue thatthe m odeswhich are substantially

am plifed are the ones for which !m ax � H .The m odes interesting for the

large-scale m agnetic �elds are the oneswhich are in the opposite range,i.e.

!m ax � H .Clearly,by lowering the curvature scale ofthe problem the pro-

duced seedsm ay be largerand the conclusionsm uch lesspessim istic [72].

Another interesting idea pointed out by Ratra [67]is that the electro-

m agnetic �eld m ay be directly coupled to the in
aton �eld.In thiscase the

coupling is speci�ed through a param eter�,i.e.e�’ F�� F
�� where ’ isthe

in
aton �eld in Planck units.In ordertogetsizablelarge-scalem agnetic�elds

the e�ective gauge coupling m ustbe largerthan one during in
ation (recall

that’ islarge,in Planck units,atthe onsetofin
ation).

In [73]ithasbeen suggested thattheevolution oftheAbelian gaugecou-

pling duringin
ation inducethegrowth ofthetwo-pointfunction ofm agnetic

inhom ogeneities.This m odelis di�erent from the one previously discussed

[67].Here the dynam icsofthe gaugecoupling isnotrelated to the dynam ics

ofthe in
aton which isnotcoupled to the Abelian �eld strength.In particu-

lar,rB (M pc)can be aslargeas10� 12.In [73]the M HD equationshavebeen

generalized to thecaseofevolvinggaugecoupling.Recently a scenariosim ilar

to [73]hasbeen discussed in [74].

In the perspective of generating large scale m agnetic �elds G asperini

[75]suggested to consider the possible m ixing between the photon and the

graviphoton �eld appearing in supergravity theories (see also,in a related

context[76]).The graviphoton isthe m assive vectorcom ponentofthe grav-

itationalsuperm ultiplet and its interaction with the photon is speci�ed by

an interaction term ofthe type �F�� G
�� where G �� is the �led strength of

them assivevector.Large-scalem agnetic�eldswith rB (M pc)� 10� 34 can be

obtained if� � O (1)and fora m assofthe vectorm � 102TeV.

Bertolam iand M ota [77]arguethatifLorentzinvarianceisspontaneously

broken,then photonsacquire naturally a coupling to the geom etry which is

notgauge-invariantand which issim ilarto the coupling considered in [66].

3 W hy string cosm ology?

The m om ent has com e to review m y personal interaction with G abriele

Veneziano on the study oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds.W hile we had other

15 joined papers with G abriele (together with di�erent com binations ofau-

thors)two ofthem [80,81](both in collaboration with M aurizio G asperini)
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are directly related to large-scale m agnetic �elds.Both papers reported in

Refs.[80,81]appeared in 1995 whileIwascom pleting m y Phd atthetheory

division ofCERN.

M y scienti�cexchangewith G abrieleVeneziano started atleastfouryears

earlier and the �rst person m entioning G abriele to m e was Sergio Fubini.

At that tim e Sergio was professor ofTheoreticalPhysics at the University

ofTurin and Ihad the greatopportunity ofdiscussing physics with him at

leasttwice a m onth.Sergio wasratherintrigued by the possibility ofgetting

precisem easurem entson m acroscopicquantum phenom ena likesuper
uidity,

superconductivity,quantization oftheresistivity in the(quantum )Halle�ect.

Istarted working,underthesupervision ofM aurizioG asperini,on thespectral

propertiesofrelicgravitonsand webum ped intotheconceptofsqueezed state

[82],ageneralization oftheconceptofcoherentstate(see,forinstance,[85,84,

83]).Sergio gotvery interested and,Ithink,he was independently thinking

about possible applications ofsqueezed states to superconductivity,a topic

thatbecam elateron thesubjectofapaper[86].Sergioevensuggestedareview

by Rodney Loudon [87],an authorthatIknew alreadybeacuseofhisinspiring

book on quantum optics[88].Ref.[87]togetherwith a physicsreportofB.L.

Schum aker[89]wasveryusefulform yunderstandingofthesubject.Nowadays

a very com pleteand thorough presentation oftheintriguing problem sarising

in quantum optics can be found in the book ofLeonard M andeland Em il

W olf[90].

Itisam using to notice the following parallelism between quantum optics

and thequantum treatm entofgravitational
uctuations.W hilequantum op-

ticsdealswith thecoherencepropertiesofsystem sofm any photons,wedeal,

in cosm ology,with the coherence propertiesofm any gravitons(orphonons)

excited during the tim e-evolution ofthe background �elds.The background

�eldsact,e�ectively,asa "pum p �eld".Thisterm inology,now generally ac-

cepted,isexactly borrowed by quantum opticswherethepum p �eld isalaser.

In thesixtiesand seventiesthem ain problem ofopticscan besum m arized by

the following question:why isclassicalopticsso precise? Putitinto di�erent

words,it is known that the interference ofthe am plitudes ofthe radiation

�eld (the so-called Young interferom etry) can be successfully treated at a

classicallevel.Q uantum e�ects,in optics,arisenotfrom the�rst-orderinter-

ferencee�ects(Young interferom etry)butfrom thesecond-orderinterference

e�ects,i.e.the so-called Hanbury-Brown-Twissinterferom etry [90]wherethe

quantum nature ofthe radiation �eld ism anifestsinceitleads,in the jargon

introduced by M andel[90]to lightwhich iseitherbunched oranti-bunched.

A sim ilarproblem also arisesin the treatm entofcosm ologicalperturbations

when we ask the question ofthe classicallim it ofa quantum m echanically

generated 
uctuation (forinstancerelicgravitons).

Theinteractionwith Sergioled,few yearslater,toatalkthatIpresented at

thephysicsdepartm entoftheUniversity ofTorino.ThetitlewasCorrelation

properties ofm any photons system s.Im entioned m y interaction with Sergio
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Fubinisince it was Sergio who suggested that,eventually,I should talk to

G abrieleaboutsqueezed states.

During the �rstfew m onthsof1991,G abriele subm itted a sem inalpaper

on thecosm ologicalim plicationsofthelow-energy string e�ectiveaction [91].

This paper,together with another one written in collaboration with M aur-

izio G asperini[92]representsthe �rstform ulation ofpre-big bang m odels.A

relatively recent introduction to pre-big bang m odels can be found in Ref.

[93].

In [80,81]it was argued that the string cosm ologicalscenario provided

by pre-big bang m odels [91,92]would be idealfor the generation oflarge-

scale m agnetic �elds.The rationale forthisstatem entrelieson two di�erent

observations:

� in thelow-energystringe�ectiveaction gauge�eldsarecoupled tothedila-

ton whose expectation value,atthe string energy scale,givesthe uni�ed

valueofthe gaugeand gravitationalcoupling;

� from the m athem aticalanalysisofthe problem itisclearthatto achieve

a sizableam pli�cation oflarge-scalem agnetic�eldsitisnecessary to have

a pretty long phase where the gauge coupling issharply growing in tim e

[80].

Let us therefore elaborate on the two m entioned points. In the string

fram e the low-energy string e�ective action can be schem atically written as

[94,95,96]

Se� = �

Z

d
4
x
p
� G

�
e� ’

2�2s

�

R + G
��
@�’@�’ �

1

12
H ��� H

���

�

+
e� ’

4
F�� F

�� + e
� ’
 

�
i

2


a
D a + h:c:

�

+ R 2 + :::::::

�

+ O (g2)+ ::::(60)

In Eq.(60) the ellipses stand,respectively,for an expansion in powers of

(�s=L)
2 and foran expansion in powersofthe gaugecoupling constantg2 =

e’.Thisaction iswritten in theso-calledstringfram em etricwherethedilaton

�eld ’ iscoupled to the Einstein-Hilbertterm .

Concerning the action (60)few generalcom m entsarein order

� the relation between the Planck and string scales depends on tim e and,

in particular,‘2P = e’�2s;the presentratio between the Planck and string

scalesgivesthevalue,i.e.g(�0)= e’ 0=2 = ‘P (�0)=�s;

� in fourspace-tim edim ensionstheantisym m etrictensor�eld H��� can be

written in term sofa pseudo-scalar�eld,i.e.

H
��� = e

’ �
����

p
� G

@��; (61)

In criticalsuperstring theory thedilaton �eld m usthavea potentialthatvan-

ishes in the weak coupling lim it (i.e.’ ! � 1 ).M oreover,from the direct
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tests ofNewton law at shortdistances it should also happen that the m ass

ofthe dilaton issuch thatm ’ > 10� 4.Thisrequirem entm ay be relaxed by

envisaging non-perturbative m echanism s where the dilaton is e�ectively de-

coupled from them atter�eldsand wheream asslessdilatonleadstoobservable

violationsofthe equivalenceprinciple.

From the structure ofthe action (60),Abelian gauge �eldsare am pli�ed

ifthegaugecoupling isdynam ical.Consider,in fact,theequationsofm otion

forthe hypercharge�eld strength

@�

�

e
� ’
p
� G F

��

�

= 0; (62)

where F�� = @[�A �].In the Coulom b gauge where A 0 = 0 and r � A = 0

theequation fortherescaled vectorpotentialA � = e’=2A � becom es,foreach

independentpolarization and in Fourierspace,

A 00
k +

�

k
2 � g

�
1

g

� 00�

A k = 0; (63)

where,asusual,theprim edenotesa derivation with respectto theconform al

tim e coordinate.In Eq.(63)k denotesthe com oving wave-num berFrom the

structureofEq.(63)thereexisttwo di�erentregim es.Fork2 � jg(g� 1)00jthe

solution o� Eq.(63)is oscillatory.In the opposite lim it,i.e.k2 � jg(g� 1)00j

the generalsolution can be written as

A k(�)=
C1(k)

g(�)
+
C2(k)

g(�)

Z �

g
2(�0)d�0; (64)

whereC1(k)and C2(k)aretwo arbitrary constants.Thesetwo constantscan

be �xed by im posing quantum m echanicalinitialconditions for � ! � 1 .

Thus,depending on the evolution ofg(�) the Fourier am plitude Ak can be

am pli�ed.

It can be shown [80,81]that the the am pli�ed m agnetic energy density

dependson the ratio between the value ofthe gauge coupling atthe reentry

and atthe exitofthe typicalscaleofthe gravitationalcollapse,i.e.

r(k)=
1

�


d�B

dlnk
’

k4

a4�


�
gre

gex

� 2

: (65)

Theparam eterr(k)m easurestherelativeweightofthem agneticenergy den-

sity in unitsofthe radiation background.To turn on the galacticdynam o in

its sim plest realization one should require that r(kG ) � 10� 34 for a typical

com ovingwave-num bercorrespondingto thetypicalscaleofthegravitational

collapseoftheprotogalaxy.Asexplained before,thisrequirem entseem sto be

too optim istic in the light ofthe m ost recentunderstanding ofthe dynam o

theory.The lim itr(kG )� 10� 24 seem sm orereasonable.
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The fact that the gauge coupling m ust be sharply growing in order to

produce large-scalem agnetic �elds�tsextrem ely wellwith the pre-big bang

dynam icswhere,indeed,thegaugecoupling isexpected to grow.Thesecond

requirem entto obtain a phenom enologically viablem echanism fortheam pli-

�cation oflarge-scale gauge �eldsturned outto be the existence ofa pretty

long stringy phase.

The"stringy"phaseissim ply theepoch wherequadraticcurvaturecorrec-

tionsstartbeingim portantandlead toan e�ectivedynam icswherethedilaton

�eld islinearly growing in thecosm ictim ecoordinate(see[93]and references

therein).Towardstheend ofthestringy phasethedilaton freezesto its(con-

stant)valueand theUniversegetsdom inated by radiation.O nepossibility for

achieving the transition to radiation is represented by the back-reaction ef-

fectsoftheproduced particles[102].In particular,theshortwavelength m odes

play,in this contexta crucialr̂ole.It is interesting that while the m agnetic

energy spectrum produced duringthestringy phaseisquasi-
atand thevalue

ofr(kG ) can be as large as 10� 8 im plying a protogalactic m agnetic �eld of

the orderof10� 10 G .Underthese conditionsthe dynam o m echanism would

even be super
uoussince the com pressionalam pli�cation alone can am plify

the seed �eld to itsobserved value.

Theresultsreported abovem ay be\tested"in afram ework wherethepre-

bigbangdynam icsissolvable.Consider,in particular,thesituation wherethe

evolution ofthe dilaton �eld aswellasthe one ofthe geom etry istreated in

the presenceofa non-localdilaton potential[97,98,99,100,101].

IntheEinsteinfram edescription,theasym ptoticsofthe(four-dim ensional)

pre-big bang dynam icscan be written as[102]

a(�)’ a�

r

�
�

2�0
; a� = e

� ’ 0=2

s

2(
p
3+ 1)
p
3

;
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3
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�
p
3ln
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�
�
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�

;
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2�
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p
3

�
; (66)

for� ! � 1 ,and

a(�)’ a+

r
�

2�0
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’ 0=2

s

2(
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3� 1)
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3

’+ = ’0 � ln2�
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3� 1
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3

�

+
p
3ln

�
�

2�0

�

;

H + =
1

2�
; ’

0
+ =

p
3

�
; (67)

for � ! + 1 .In Eqs.(66) and (67),H = a0=a and,as usual,the prim e

denotesa derivation with respectto �.The branch ofthesolution denoted by
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m inusdescribes,in the Einstein fram e,an accelerated contraction,since the

�rstderivativeofthescalefactorisnegativewhilethesecond ispositive.The

branch ofthe solution denoted with plusdescribes,in the Einstein fram e,a

decelerated expansion,since the �rstderivative ofthe scale factorispositive

while the derivative is negative.In both branches the dilaton growsand its

derivativeisalwayspositive-de�nite(i.e.’0
� > 0 )asrequired by thepresent

approach to bouncing solutions.Thenum ericalsolution corresponding to the

asym ptoticsgiven in Eqs.(66)and (67)isreported in Fig.3

−100 −50 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

τ

a
(τ

)

Fig.3. The evolution ofthe scale factor in conform altim e for a bouncing m odel

regularized via non-localdilaton potentialin the Einstein fram e.

In the Schr�odinger description the vacuum state evolves,unitarily,to a

m ultim ode squeezed state,in fullanalogy with whathappens in the case of

relic gravitons[103,104,105].In the following the sam e processwillbe dis-

cussed within the Heisenberg representation.The two physicalpolarizations

ofthephoton can then bequantized according to thestandard rulesofquan-

tization in the radiation gaugein curved space-tim es:

Â i(x;�)=
X

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3=2

�

âk;�e
�
iA k(�)e

� ik� x+ â
y

k;�
e
�
iA k(�)

?
e
ik� x

�

; (68)

and

�̂i(x;�)=
X

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3=2

�

âk;�e
�
i� k(�)e

� ik� x+ â
y

k;�
e
�
i� k(�)

?
e
ik� x

�

; (69)

wheree�i(k)describethe polarizationsofthe photon and

� k(�)= A0k(�); [̂ak;� ;̂a
y

p;�
]= ��� �

(3)(k � p): (70)

Theevolution equation forthem odefunctionswillthen be,in Fourierspace,
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A 00
k +

�

k
2 � g(g� 1)00

�

A k = 0; (71)

i.e.exactly the sam e equation obtained in (63).The pum p �eld can also be

expressed as:

g(g� 1)00=

�
’0

2

4
�
’00

2

�

: (72)

The m axim ally am pli�ed m odesarethen the onesforwhich

k
2
m ax ’ jg(g� 1)00j: (73)

TheFourierm odesappearingin Eq.(71)havetobenorm alized whilethey are

insidethehorizon forlargeand negative�.In thislim ittheinitialconditions

provided by quantum m echanicsare

A k(�)=
1

p
2k
e
� ik�

; � k(�)= � i

r
k

2
e
� ik�

: (74)

In the lim it � ! + 1 the positive and negative frequency m odes willbe
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Fig.4.The evolution ofthe m ixing coe�cientsfork ’ k km ax in unitsof�0.

m ixed,so thatthesolution willberepresented in theplanewaveorthonorm al

basisas

A k(�)=
1

p
2k

�

c+ (k)e
� ik� + c� (k)e

ik�

�

;

A 0
k(�)= � i

r
k

2

�

c+ (k)e
� ik� � c� (k)e

ik�

�

: (75)

wherec� (k)arethe(constant)m ixingcoe�cients.Thefollowingtworelations

fully determ ine the square m odulusofeach ofthe two m ixing coe�cientsin

term softhe com plex wave-functionsobeying Eq.(71):
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jc+ (k)j
2 � jc� (k)j

2 = i(A ?
k� k � Ak�

?
k); (76)

jc+ (k)j
2 + jc� (k)j

2 =
1

k2

�

j� kj
2 + k

2jA kj
2

�

: (77)

After having num erically com puted the tim e evolution ofthe properly nor-

m alized m ode functions,Eqs.(76) and (77) can be used to infer the value

ofthe relevant m ixing coe�cient (i.e.c � (k)).Equation (76) is,in fact,the

W ronskian ofthe solutions.Ifthe second-orderdi�erentialequation is writ-

ten in theform (71),theW ronskian isalwaysconserved throughoutthetim e

evolution ofthe system .Since,from Eq.(74),the W ronskian is equalto 1

initially,itwillbeequalto 1 allalong thetim eevolution.Thus,from Eq.(76)

jc+ (k)j
2 = jc� (k)j

2 + 1.ThefactthattheW ronskian m ustalwaysbeequalto

1 isthe m easureofthe precision ofthe algorithm .

In Figs.4and 5thenum ericalcalculation ofthespectrum isillustrated for

di�erentvaluesofk.In Fig.5 the m ixing coe�cientsare reported form odes

k � km ax.In Fig.4 the m ixing coe�cients are reported for m odes around

km ax.Clearly,from Fig.5 a sm aller k leads to a larger m ixing coe�cient

which m eans that the spectrum is rather blue.Furtherm ore by com paring

the am pli�cation ofdi�erent m odes it is easy to infer that the scaling law

is jc+ (k)j
2 + jc� (k)j

2 / (k=km ax)
� ng ,with ng � 3:46,which is in excellent

agreem entwith theanalyticaldeterm ination ofthem ixingcoe�cientsleading

to ng = 2
p
3 � 3:46[seebelow,Eq.(88)].

The second piece inform ation that can be drawn from Fig.4 concerns

km ax,whosespeci�cvalue

km ax ’

p
5� 0:5

�0
: (78)

can be determ ined num erically fordi�erentvaluesof�0.

Forthevalueofkm ax reported in Eq.(78),theobtained m ixing coe�cient

is1,i.e.jc� (km ax)j’ 1.According to Fig.4 aswe m ove from km ax to larger

k,(jc+ (k)j
2 + jc� (k)j

2) ’ (jc+ (k)j
2 � jc� (k)j

2) im plying that jc� (k)j� 0.

M oreover,from the leftplotofFig.5 itcan be appreciated that

jc� (km ax)j
2 = 1; log(jc+ (km ax)j

2 + jc� (km ax)j
2)= log3 ’ 0:477: (79)

Thusthe absolute norm alization and slope ofthe relevantm ixing coe�cient

can be num erically determ ined to be

jc� (k)j
2 =

�
k

km ax

� � 2
p
3

: (80)

It can be concluded that Eq.(80) is rather accurate as far as both the

slopeand theabsolutenorm alization areconcerned.Thenum ericalestim ates

presented so far can be also corroborated by the usualanalyticaltreatm ent

based on the m atching ofthe solutions for the m ode functions before and
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Fig.5.The num ericalestim ate ofthe m ixing coe�cientsin the case k� 0 � 1.

after the bounce.The evolution ofthe m odes described by Eq.(71) can be

approxim ately determ ined from the exactasym ptotic solutionsgiven in Eqs.

(66)and (67),and im plying that’0� ’ �
p
3=�.ThusthesolutionsofEq.(71)

can be obtained in the two asym ptoticregim es,i.e.for� � � �1
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p
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2
e
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2
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H
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� (� k�); (81)
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(82)

where H
(1;2)
� (z)are Hankelfunctions of�rstand second kind whose related

indicesare

� =

p
3� 1

2
; � =

p
3+ 1

2
: (83)

The tim e scale�1 de�nesthe width ofthe bounce and,typically,�1 � �0.

Thephasesappearing in Eqs.(81)and (82)arecarefully chosen so that

lim
�! � 1

A k =
1

p
2k
e
� ik�

: (84)

Using then the appropriatem atching conditions

A k;� (� �1)= A k;+ (�1);

A 0
k;� (� �1)= A 0

k;+ (�1); (85)

and de�ning x1 = k�1,the obtained m ixing coe�cientsare

c+ (k)= i
�

4
x1e

i�(�+ �+ 1)=2

�

�
� + � + 1

x1
H

(1)
� (x1)H

(1)
� (x1)
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+ H (1)
� (x1)H

(1)

�+ 1(x1)+ H
(1)

�+ 1(x1)H
(1)
� (x1)

�

; (86)

c� (k)= i
�

4
x1e

i�(�� �)=2

�

�
� + � + 1

x1
H

(2)
� (x1)H

(1)
� (x1)

+ H (2)
� (x1)H

(1)

�+ 1(x1)+ H
(2)

�+ 1(x1)H
(1)
� (x1)

�

; (87)

satisfying the exactW ronskian norm alization condition jc+ (k)j
2 � jc� (k)j

2 =

1.In the sm allargum ent lim it,i.e.k�1 � k�0 � 1 the leading term in Eq.

(87)leadsto

c� (k)’
i2�+ �

4�
e
i�(�� �)=2

x
� �� �

1 (� + � � 1)�(�)�(�) (88)

If we now insert the values given in Eq. (83) it turns out that c� (k) ’

0:41 jk�1j
�
p
3.The spectralslope agreeswith the num ericalestim ate,asal-

ready stressed.The absolute norm alization cannot be determ ined from Eq.

(88),wherethesm allargum entlim ithasalreadybeen taken.In ordertodeter-

m inetheabsolutenorm alization thespeci�cvalueofkm ax�1 hastobeinserted

in Eq.(87).Theresultofthisprocedure,taking �1 � �0 isjc� (km ax)j
2 = 0:14,

which isroughly a factorof10 sm allerthan the interpolating form ula given

in Eq.(80).

The observation thata dynam icalgauge coupling im pliesa viable m ech-

anism forthe production oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds can be interesting in

generalterm sand,m orespeci�cally,in thecontextofthepre-bigbangm odels.

In fact,in pre-big bang m odels,notonly the 
uctuationsofthe hypercharge

�eld aream pli�ed.In them inim alcasewewillhaveto dealwith the
uctua-

tionsofthetensor[82,106]and scalar[107]m odesofthe geom etry and with

the 
uctuationsofthe antisym m etrictensor�eld [108,109].

The am pli�ed tensor m odes ofthe geom etry lead to a stochastic back-

ground ofgravitationalwaves (G W ) with violet spectrum both in the G W

am plitude and energy density.In Fig.6 the G W signalis param etrized in

term softhe logarithm of
 G W = �G W =�c,i.e.the fraction ofcriticalenergy

density present(today)in G W .O n thehorizontalaxisofFig.6 thelogarithm

ofthe present (physical) frequency � is reported.In conventionalin
ation-

ary m odels,for � � 10� 16 Hz,
 G W ,is constant(or slightly decreasing)as

a function ofthe presentfrequency.In the case ofstring cosm ologicalm od-

els 
 G W / �3 ln�,which also im plies a steeply increasing power spectrum .

This possibility spurred various experim entalgroups to analyse possible di-

rectslim itson thescenario arising from speci�cinstrum entssuch asresonant

m ass detectors [110]and m icrowave cavities [111,112].These attem pts are

justi�ed sincethesignalofpre-big bang m odelsm ay beratherstrong athigh

frequencies and,anyway,m uch stronger than the conventionalin
ationary

prediction

Thesensitivity ofa pairofVIRG O detectorsto string cosm ologicalgravi-

tonshasbeen speci�cally analysed [113]with the conclusion thata VIRG O
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Fig.6.Thespectrum ofrelicgravitonsfrom variouscosm ologicalm odelspresented

in term sofh
2

 G W .

pair,in itsupgraded stage,can certainly probewideregionsoftheparam eter

space ofthese m odels.Ifwe m axim ize the overlap between the two detec-

tors[113]orifwereduce(selectively)thependulum and pendulum ’sinternal

m odescontribution to thetherm alnoiseoftheinstrum ents,thevisibleregion

(afteroneyearofobservation and with SNR = 1)oftheparam eterspacewill

geteven larger.Unfortunately,asin thecaseoftheadvanced LIG O detectors,

thesensitivity toa
at
 G W willbeirrelevantforordinaryin
ationarym odels

also with theadvanced VIRG O detector.Itisworth m entioning thatgrowing

energy spectra ofrelicgravitonscan also arisein thecontextofquintessential

in
ationary m odels[114,115].In thiscase
 G W / � ln
2
� (see [115]fora full

discussion).

The spectra ofgravitationalwaveshave featuresthatare,in som e sense,

com plem entary to the onesofthe large-scalem agnetic �elds.The param eter

spaceleading to a possiblesignalofrelic(pre-big bang)gravitonswith wide-

band interferom etershasonlyasm alloverlapwith theregion oftheparam eter

space leading to sizable large-scale m agnetic �elds.This conclusion can be

evaded ifthecoupling ofthedilaton to thehypercharge�eld is,in theaction,

ofthe type e� �’ F�� F
�� [116]where the param eter� hasvalues1 and 1=2,

respectively,for heterotic and type Isuperstrings.In particular,in the case

� = 1=2,itispossible to �nd regionswhere both large-scale m agnetic �elds

and relic gravitonsarecopiously produced.

Let us �nally discuss the scalar 
uctuations ofthe geom etry.The spec-

trum ofthescalarm odesisdeterm ined by thespectrum oftheK alb-Ram ond

axion(s).Iftheaxionswould beneglected,thespectrum ofthecurvature
uc-

tuationswould besharply increasing,oraswesay in thejargon,thespectrum

would be violetin fullanalogy with the spectrum ofthe tensorm odesofthe

geom etry.Thisresult[107]hasbeen recently analyzed in thelightofa recent

controversy (see [97,98])and referencestherein).
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Ifthe K alb-Ram ond axions are consistently included in the calculation,

itisfound thatthe large-scalespectrum ofcurvature perturbationsbecom es


at [109]and essentially inherits the spectrum ofthe K alb-Ram ond axions.

Ifthe axionsdecay (aftera phaseofcoherentoscillations)the curvatureper-

turbationswillbeadiabaticasin thecaseofconventionalin
ationary m odels

butwith som eim portantquantitativedi�erences[109]since,in thiscase,the

CM B norm alization is explained in term s ofthe present value ofthe string

curvaturescaleand in term softhe prim ordialslopeofthe axion spectrum .

4 Prim ordialor not prim ordial,this is the question...

W hile diverse theoreticalm odelsforthe origin oflarge-scale m agnetism can

certainly be questioned on the basisofpurely theoreticalconsiderations,di-

rect observations can tellus som ething m ore speci�c concerning the epoch

ofform ation oflarge-scale m agnetic �elds.It would be potentially usefulto

give som e elem entsofresponse to the following burning question:are really

m agnetic�eldsprim ordial?

The plan ofthe present section is the following.In Subsect.4.1 di�er-

entm eaningsofthe term prim ordialwillbe discussed.Itwillbe argued that

CM B physics can be used to constrain large-scale m agnetic �elds possibly

present prior to m atter-radiation equality.In Subsect.4.2 the scalar CM B

anisotropies willbe speci�cally discussed by deriving the appropriate set of

evolution equationsaccountingforthepresenceofafully inhom ogeneousm ag-

netic�eld.In Subsect.4.3 theevolution ofthedi�erentspeciescom posingthe

pre-decouplingplasm awillbesolved,in thetight-couplingapproxim ation and

in the presence ofa fully inhom ogeneousm agnetic �eld.Finally Subsect.4.4

containsvariousnum ericalresultsand a strategy forparam eterextraction.

4.1 P re-equality m agnetic �elds

The term prim ordialseem sto haveslightly di�erentm eaningsdepending on

the perspective ofthe variouscom m unitiesconverging on the study oflarge-

scale m agnetic �elds.Radio-astronom ershave the hope thatby scrutinizing

thestructureofm agnetic�eldsin distantgalaxiesitwould bepossible,in the

future,to understand iftheobserved m agnetic�eldsaretheconsequenceofa

strong dynam o action oriftheirexistenceprecedestheform ation ofgalaxies.

Ifthe m agnetic �eld does not 
ips its sign from one spiralarm to the

other,then a strong dynam o action can be suspected [117].In the opposite

casethem agnetic�eld ofgalaxiesshould beprim ordiali.e.presentalready at

the onsetofgravitationalcollapse.In thiscontext,prim ordialsim ply m eans

protogalactic.An excellent review on the evidence ofm agnetism in nearby

galaxiescan befound in [118].In Fig.7 a schem aticview oftheM ilky W ay is

presented.Them agnetic�eld followsthespiralarm .Therehavebeen claim s,

in theliterature,of3 to 5 �eld reversals.Thearrowsin Fig.7 indicateoneof
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Fig.7.The schem atic m ap ofthe M W is illustrated.Following [119]the origin of

the two-dim ensionalcoordinate system are in the G alactic center.The two large

arrowsindicate one ofthe possible (3 or5)�eld reversalsobserved so far.

thepossible�eld reversals.O nereversaliscertain beyond any doubt.Another

indication thatwould supportthe prim ordialnature ofthe m agnetic �eld of

galaxies would be,for instance,the evidence that not only spirals but also

ellipticalgalaxies are m agnetized (even ifthe m agnetic �eld seem s to have

correlation scale shorterthan in the case ofspirals).Since ellipticalgalaxies

have a m uch less e�cient rotation,it seem s di�cult to postulate a strong

dynam o action.W e willnot pursue here the path ofspeci�c astrophysical

signatures ofa truly pre-galactic m agnetic �eld and e refer the interested

readerto [117,118].

Asasiderem ark,itshould alsobem entioned thatm agnetic�eldsm ayplay

a r̂olein theanalysisofrotation curvesofspiralgalaxies.Thisaspecthasbeen

investigated in greatdepth by E.Battaner,E.Florido and collaboratorsalso

in connection with possible e�ectsoflarge-scalem agnetic �eldson structure

form ation [120,121,122,123](seealso [124]and referencestherein).

Thelarge-scalem agnetic�eldsproduced via theparam etricam pli�cation

ofquantum 
uctuations discussed earlierin the presentlecture m ay also be

de�ned prim ordialbut,in thiscase,the term prim ordialhasa m uch broader

signi�cation em bracing the whole epoch that precedes the equality between

m atterand radiation taking place,approxim ately,ata redshiftzeq = 3230for

h2
 m 0 = 0:134 and h2
 r0 = 4:15� 10� 5.Consequently,large-scalem agnetic

�eldsm ay a�ect,potentially,CM B anisotropies[19].Through theyears,vari-

ousstudieshavebeen devoted tothee�ectoflarge-scalem agnetic�eldson the

vectorand tensorCM B anisotropies[128,129](see also [125]and references

therein forsom erecentreview articles).

The im plications of fully inhom ogeneous m agnetic �elds on the scalar

m odes ofthe geom etry rem ain com paratively less explored.By fully inho-

m ogeneous we m ean stochastically distributed �elds that do not break the

spatialisotropy ofthebackground [125,126].
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CM B anisotropiesarecustom arily described in term sofa setofcarefully

chosen initialconditionsforthe evolution ofthe brightnessperturbationsof

the radiation �eld.O ne setofinitialconditionscorrespondsto a purely adi-

abaticm ode.Thereare,however,m orecom plicated situationswhere,on top

ofthe adiabatic m ode there is also one (orm ore)non-adiabatic m ode(s).A

m ode,in the presentterm inology,sim ply m eans a consistentsolution ofthe

governing equations ofthe m etric and plasm a 
uctuations,i.e.a consistent

solution ofthe perturbed Einstein equations and ofthe lower m ultipoles of

the Boltzm ann hierarchy.

The sim plestsetofinitialconditionsforCM B anisotropies,im plies,in a

�CDM fram ework,thata nearly scale-invariantspectrum ofadiabatic
uctu-

ations is present after m atter-radiation equality (but before decoupling) for

typicalwavelengthslargerthan theHubbleradiusatthecorrespondingepoch

[130].

It becam e relevant,through the years,to relax the assum ption ofexact

adiabaticity and to scrutinize the im plications ofa m ore generalm ixture of

adiabatic and non-adiabatic initialconditions(see [132,133,134]and refer-

encestherein).In whatfollowsitwillbe argued,along a sim ilarperspective,

thatlarge-scalem agnetic�eldsslightly m odify theadiabaticparadigm sothat

theirtypicalstrengthsm ay be constrained.To achieve such a goal,the �rst

step is to solve the evolution equations ofm agnetized cosm ologicalpertur-

bations wellbefore m atter-radiation equality.The second step is to follow

the solution through equality (and up to decoupling).O n a m ore technical

ground,the second step am ounts to the calculation ofthe so-called trans-

ferm atrix [135]whose speci�c form isone ofthe the subjectsofthe present

analysis.

4.2 B asic Equations

Considerthen the system ofcosm ologicalperturbationsofa 
atFriedm ann-

Robertson-W alker(FRW )Universe,characterized by a conform altim e scale

factor a(�) (see Eq.(46)),and consisting ofa m ixture ofphotons,baryons,

CDM particlesand m asslessneutrinos.In thefollowing thebasicsetofequa-

tionsused in orderto describethem agnetized curvatureperturbationswillbe

introduced and discussed.The perspective adopted here isclosely related to

therecentresultsobtained in Refs.[136,137](seealso[138,139]forinteresting

developm ents).

In the conform ally Newtonian gauge [140,141,142,143,144],the scalar


uctuations ofthe m etric tensorG �� = a2(�)��� are param etrized in term s

ofthe two longitudinal
uctuationsi.e.

�G00 = 2a2(�)�(�;x); �Gij = 2a2(�) (�;x)�ij; (89)

where �ij isthe K roeneker�.W hile the spatialcurvaturewillbe assum ed to

vanish,itisstraightforward to extend the presentconsiderationsto the case

when the spatialcurvatureisnotnegligible.
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In spite ofthe fact that the present discussion willbe conducted within

the conform ally Newtonian gauge,itcan be shown that gauge-invariantde-

scriptionsofthe problem are possible [137].M oreover,speci�c non-adiabatic

m odes (like the ones related to the neutrino system ) m ay be m ore usefully

described in di�erentgauges(like the synchronousgauge).The rationale for

the last statem ent is that the neutrino isocurvature m odes m ay be singular

in the conform ally Newtonian gauge.Theseissueswillnotbe addressed here

buthavebeen discussed in theexisting literature(see,forinstance,[143,144]

and referencestherein).Furtherm ore,forthe bene�tofthe interested reader

it is appropriate to m ention that the relevant theoreticaltools used in the

present and in the following paragraphsfollows the conventions ofa recent

review [144].

H am iltonian and m om entum constraints

The Ham iltonian and m om entum constraints,stem m ing from the (00) and

(0i)com ponentsofthe perturbed Einstein equationsare:

r 2
 � 3H (H � +  

0)= 4�G a2[��t+ ��B ]; (90)

r 2(H � +  
0)= � 4�G a2

�

(pt+ �t)�t+
r � (E � B )

4�a4

�

; (91)

where H = a0=a and the prim e denotes a derivation with respect to the

conform altim e coordinate �.In writing Eqs.(90)and (91)the following set

ofconventionshasbeen adopted

��t(�;x)= ��
(�;x)+ ���(�;x)+ ��c(�;x)+ ��b(�;x); (92)

��B (�;x)=
B 2(x)

8�a4(�)
; (93)

(pt+ �t)�t(�;x)= (p
 + �
)�
(�;x)+ (p� + ��)��(�;x)

+ (pc + �c)�c(�;x)+ (pb + �b)�b(�;x): (94)

Concerning Eqs.(92),(93)and (94)the following com m entsarein order:

� in Eq.(92)thetotaldensity
uctuation oftheplasm a,i.e.��t(�;x)receives

contributionsfrom allthe speciesofthe plasm a;

� in Eq.(93) the 
uctuation ofthe m agnetic energy density ��B (�;x) is

quadraticin the m agnetic�eld intensity;

� in Eq.(94)�t(�;x)= @iv
i
t isthe divergence ofthe totalpeculiarvelocity

while �
(�;x),��(�;x),�c(�;x) and �b(�;x) are the divergences ofthe

peculiarvelocitiesofeach individualspecies,i.e.photons,neutrinos,CDM

particlesand baryons.

Thesecond term appearing attherighthand sideofEq.(91)isthediver-

gence ofthe Poynting vector.In M HD the O hm ic electric �eld issubleading

and,in particular,from the M HD expression ofthe O hm law wewillhave
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E � B ’
(r � B )� B

4��
: (95)

Since the Universe,priorto decoupling,is a very good conductor,the ideal

M HD lim itcan be safely adopted in the �rstapproxim ation (see also [145]);

thusfor� ! 1 (i.e.in�niteconductivity lim it)thecontribution ofthePoynt-

ingvectorvanishes.In any case,even if� would be�nitebutlarge,thesecond

term at the right hand side ofEq.(91) would be suppressed in com parison

with the contribution ofthe divergenceofthe totalvelocity �eld.

Thetotal(unperturbed)energy density and pressureofthe m ixture,i.e.

�t = �
 + �� + �c + �b + �� ;

pt = p
 + p� + pc + pb + p� : (96)

determ inetheevolution ofthebackground geom etry according to Friedm ann

equations:

H 2 =
8�G

3
a
2
�t; (97)

H 2 � H0= 4�G a2(�t+ pt); (98)

�
0
t+ 3H (�t+ pt)= 0: (99)

Notice that in Eq.(96) the contribution of the cosm ologicalconstant has

been included.Ifthe dark energy isparam etrized in term sofa cosm ological

constant(i.e.p� = � �� ),then,��
0
� = 0.Furtherm ore,thecontribution of��

tothebackground evolution isnegligiblepriortodecoupling.Slightly di�erent

situations (not contem plated by the present analysis) m ay arise ifthe dark

energy is param etrized in term s ofone (or m ore) scalar degrees offreedom

with suitable potentials.

D ynam icalequation and anisotropic stress(es)

The spatialcom ponentsofthe perturbed Einstein equations,im ply,instead

�

 
00+ H (�0+ 2 0)+ (H 2 + 2H 0)� +

1

2
r 2(� �  )

�

�
j

i

�
1

2
@i@

j(� �  )= 4�G a2
�

(�pt+ �pB )�
j

i � �
j

i �
~�
j

i

�

: (100)

Equation (100)contains,assourceterm s,notonly thetotal
uctuation ofthe

pressureofthe palsm a,i.e.�pt,butalso

�pB (�;x)=
B 2(x)

24�a4(�)
=
��B (�;x)

3
: (101)

~�
j

i(�;x)=
1

4�a4

�

B iB
j �

1

3
B
2
�
j

i

�

: (102)
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M oreover,in Eq.(100),�
j

i(�;x) is the anisotropic stress ofthe 
uid.As it

willbem entioned in a m om ent(and lateron heavily used)them ain sourceof

anisotropicstressofthe
uid isprovided by neutrinoswhich free-stream from

tem peraturesm allerthan theM eV.Noticethatboth theanisotropicstressof

the 
uid,i.e.�
j

i(�;x)and the m agneticanisotropicstress,i.e.
~�
j

i(�;x),are,

by de�nition,traceless.

Using thislastobservation,Eq.(100)can be separated into two indepen-

dentequations.Taking the traceofEq.(100)wedo get

 
00+ H (�0+ 2 0)+ (2H 0+ H 2)� +

1

3
r 2(� �  )= 4�G a2(�pt+ �pB ):(103)

By takingthedi�erencebetween Eq.(100)and Eq.(103)thefollowing(trace-

less)relation can be obtained:

@i@
j(� �  )�

1

3
�
j

ir
2(� �  )= 8�G a2(�

j

i +
~�
j

i): (104)

By applying the di�erentialoperator@j@
i to both sides ofEq.(104) we do

obtain the following interesting relation:

r 4(� �  )= 12�G a2[(p� + ��)r
2
�� + (p
 + �
)r

2
�B ]; (105)

wherethe param etrization

@j@
i
�

j

i = (p� + ��)r
2
��; @j@

i~�
j

i = (p
 + �
)r
2
�B ; (106)

hasbeen adopted.In Eq.(105)��(�;x)isrelated with thequadrupolem om ent

ofthe (perturbed) neutrino phase-space distribution.In Eq.(105) �B (�;x)

param etrizes the (norm alized) m agnetic anisotropic stress.It is relevant to

rem ark atthis point thatin the M HD approxim ation adopted here the two

m ain sources of scalar anisotropy associated with m agnetic �elds can be

param etrized in term sof�B (�;x)and in term softhe dim ensionlessratio


 B (�;x)=
��B (�;x)

�
(�)
: (107)

Sinceboth 
 B (�;x)and �B (�;x)arequadraticin them agnetic�eld intensity

anon-G aussiancontributionm aybeexpected.
 B (�;x)isthem agneticenergy

density referred to thephoton energy density and itisconstanttoavery good

approxim ation ifm agnetic
ux isfrozen into the plasm a elem ent.

There is,in principle,a third contribution to the scalarproblem com ing

from m agnetic �elds.Such a contribution arisesin the evolution equation of

the photon-baryon peculiar velocity and am ounts to the divergence ofthe

Lorentz force.W hile the m entioned equation will be derived later in this

section,it is relevantto pointout here that the M HD Lorentz force can be

expressed solely in term sof�B (�;x)and 
B (�;x).In factawellknown vector

identity stipulatesthat
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@iB j@
j
B
i = r � [(r � B )� B ]+

1

2
r 2

B
2
: (108)

From thede�nition of�B in term sof ~�
j

i,i.e.Eq.(106),itiseasy to show that

r 2
�B =

3

16�a4�

@iB j@

j
B
i�

1

2
r 2


 B : (109)

Using then Eq.(108)into Eq.(109)and recalling that

4�r � [J � B ]= r � [(r � B )� B ]; (110)

weobtain:

r 2
�B =

3

16�a4�

r � [(r � B )� B ]+

r 2
 B

4
: (111)

C urvature perturbations

Two im portantquantitiesm ustnow beintroduced.The�rstone,convention-

ally denoted by �,isthedensity contraston uniform curvaturehypersurfaces
11,i.e.

� = �  � H
(��t+ ��B )

�0t
: (112)

The de�nition (112) is invariant under in�nitesim alcoordinate transform a-

tions.In fact,while ��B isautom atically gauge-invariant(sincethe m agnetic

�eld vanishesatthe levelofthe background) and ��t transform as[144]

 ! ~ =  + H �;

��t ! ~��t� �
0
t�: (113)

for

� ! ~� = � + �
0

x
i ! ~xi = x

i+ @
i
�: (114)

Recalling Eq.(99),Eq.(112)can also be written as

� = �  +
��t+ ��B

3(�t+ pt)
: (115)

Thesecond variablewewantto introduce,conventionally denoted by R is

the curvatureperturbation on com oving orthogonalhypersurfaces12,i.e.

11
Since,asitwillbe discussed,� isgauge-invariant,we can also interpretitasthe

curvature
uctuation on uniform density hypersurfaces,i.e.the
uctuation ofthe

scalarcurvature on the hypersurface where the totaldensity isuniform .
12

Itisclear,from the de�nition (116)thatthe second term atthe righthand side

isproportional,by the m om entum constraint(91),to the totalpeculiarvelocity

ofthe plasm a which isvanishing on com oving (orthogonal)hypersurfaces.
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R = �  �
H (H � +  0)

H 2 � H0
: (116)

Inserting Eq.(115)and (116)into Eq.(90),theHam iltonian constrainttakes

then the form

� = R +
r 2 

12�G a2(pt+ �t)
: (117)

Equation (117)isratherinteresting in itsown rightand ittellsthat,in the

long wavelength lim it,

� ’ R + O (k2�2): (118)

W hen therelevantwavelengthsarelargerthan theHubbleradius(i.e.k� � 1)

the density constraston uniform curvature hypersurfacesand the curvature


uctuations on com oving orthogonalhypersurfaces coincide.Since the ordi-

nary Sachs-W olfecontribution to thegauge-invarianttem perature
uctuation

isdom inated by wavelengthsthatarelargerthan theHubbleradiusafterm at-

terradiation equality (butbefore radiation decoupling),the calculation of�

(orR ),in the long wavelength lim it,willessentially give usthe Sachs-W olfe

plateau.

A rem ark on the de�nition given in Eq.(112) is in order.The variable

� m ust contain the total
uctuation of the energy density.This is crucial

since the Ham iltonian constraint is sensitive to the total
uctuation ofthe

energy density.Ifthem agneticenergy density ��B iscorrectly included in the

de�nition of�,then theHam iltonian constraint(117)m aintainsitscanonical

form .

Equations(117)and (118)can be used to derive the appropriatetransfer

m atrices,allowing,in turn,the estim ate ofthe Sachs-W olfeplateau.Forthis

purposeitisim portanttodeducetheevolutionequationfor�.Theevolutionof

� can beobtained from theevolution equation ofthetotaldensity 
uctuation

which reads,in the conform ally Newtonian gauge,

��
0
t� 3 0(pt+ �t)+ (pt+ �t)�t+ 3H (�pt+ ��t)+ 3H �pnad =

E � J

a4
: (119)

The techniqueisnow rathersim ple.W e can extract��t from Eq.(115)

��t = 3(�t+ pt)(� +  )� ��B : (120)

Inserting Eq.(120) into Eq.(119) we get to the wanted evolution equation

for�.Before doing thatitispracticalto discussthe case when the relativis-

tic 
uid receivescontributionsfrom di�erentspeciesthatare sim ultaneously

present.In therealisticcase,considering thatthecosm ologicalconstantdoes

not
uctuate,wewillhavefourdi�erentspecies.

For deriving the evolution equation of �, it is practical(and, to som e

extent,conventional) to separate the pressure 
uctuation into an adiabatic

com ponentsupplem ented by a non-adiabaticcontribution:
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�pt =

�
�pt

��t

�

&

��t+

�
�pt

�&

�

�t

�&: (121)

In a relativistic description ofgravitational
uctuations,the pressure 
uctu-

atesboth because the energy density 
uctuates(�rstterm atthe righthand

side ofEq.(121))ofbecause the speci�c entropy ofthe plasm a,i.e.& 
uctu-

ates(�rstterm attherighthand sideofEq.(121)).Thesubscriptsappearing

in thetwo term sattherigh-hand sideofEq.(121)sim ply m ean thatthetwo

di�erentvariationsm ustbetaken,respectively,atconstant&(i.e.�&= 0)and

atconstant�t (i.e.��t = 0).

Here isan exam ple ofthe usefulnessofthisdecom position.Consider,for

instance,am ixtureofCDM particlesand radiation.In thiscasethecoe�cient

ofthe �rstterm atthe righthand side ofEq.(121)can be written as

�
�pt

��t

�

&

=
1

3

�
��r

��c + ��r

�

&

; (122)

where we sim ply used the fact that �pr = ��r=3 and that ��t = ��r + ��c.

Now,the quantity appearing in Eq.(122) m ust be evaluated at constant &,

i.e.for �& = 0.The speci�c entropy,in the CDM radiation system ,is given

by &= T 3=nc whereT isthe tem perature and nc isthe CDM concentration.

Therelative
uctuationsofthespeci�centropy can then bede�ned and they

are

S =
�&

&
=
3

4

��r

�r
�
��c

�c
; (123)

where it has been used that �r ’ T 4 and that �c ’ m nc (m is here the

typicalm assoftheCDM particle).Requiring now thatS = 0 wedoget��c =

(3=4)(�c=�r)��r.Thus,inserting ��c into Eq.(122),thefollowing relation can

be easily obtained:

�
�pt

��t

�

&

=
4�r

3(3�c + 4�r)
�
p0t

�0t
= c

2
s: (124)

The second and third equalities in Eq.(124) follow from the de�nition

ofthe totalsound speed for the CDM -radiation system .This occurrence is

generaland it is not a peculiarity ofthe CDM -radiation system so that we

can write,foran arbitrary m ixtureofrelativistic
uids:

�
�pt

��t

�

&

=
p0t

�0t
= c

2
s: (125)

Thede�nition ofrelativeentropy
uctuation proposedin Eq.(123)isinvariant

underin�nitesim algauge transform ations[144]and itcan be generalized by

introducing two interesting variablesnam ely

�r = �  � H
��r

�0r
; �c = �  � H

��c

�0c
: (126)
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UsingthecontinuityequationsfortheCDM and forradiation,i.e.�0r = � 4H �r
and �0c = � 3H �c,Eq.(126)can be also written as

�r = �  +
�r

4
; �c = �  +

�c

3
; (127)

where �r = ��r=�r and �c = ��c=�c.Thus,using Eq.(127),the relative 
uc-

tuation in the speci�c entropy introduced in Eq.(123) can also be written

as

S = � 3(�c � �r): (128)

It is a sim ple exercise to verify that Eqs.(123) and (128) have indeed the

sam ephysicalcontent.

Up to now the coe�cient ofthe �rstterm at the right-hand side ofEq.

(121) has been com puted.Let us now discuss the second term appearing at

the right hand side ofEq.(121).Conventionally,the whole second term is

often denoted by �pnad,i.e.non-adiabaticpressurevariation.From Eq.(123)

de�ning the relative 
uctuation in the speci�c entropy,i.e.S = �&=&,the

following equation can be written:

�pnad =

�
�pt

�&

�

�t

�&�

�
�pt

S

�

�t

S: (129)

Now,S m ustbe evaluated,inside the round bracket,for��t = 0.The result

willbe �
�pt

S

�

�t

=
4

3

�c �r

3�c + 4�r
: (130)

Recalling thede�nition ofsound speed and using Eq.(130)into Eq.(129),we

do get

�pnad = c
2
s�cS: (131)

Ifthe m ixture of
uids is m ore com plicated the discussion presented so

farcan be easily generalized.Ifm orethan two 
uidsarepresent,wecan still

separate,form ally,the pressure
uctuation as

�pt = c
2
s��t+ �pnad: (132)

However,ifm orethan two 
uidsarepresent,thenon-adiabaticpressureden-

sity 
uctuation hasa m ore com plicated form thatreducesto the one previ-

ously com puted in the caseoftwo 
uids:

�pnad =
1

6H �0t

X

ij

�
0
i�

0
j(c

2
si� c

2
sj)Sij;

Sij= � 3(�i� �j); c
2
si=

p0i

�0
i

; (133)

where Sij are the relative 
uctuations in the entropy density that can be

com puted in term softhedensitycontrastsoftheindividual
uids.Theindices
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iand jrun overallthecom ponentsoftheplasm a.Assum ing a plasm a form ed

by photons,neutrinos,baryonsand CDM particleswe willhavethatvarious

entropy 
uctuationsarepossible.Forinstance

S
c = � 3(�
 � �c); S
� = � 3(�
 � ��); :::: (134)

where the ellipses stand for allthe other possible com binations.From the

de�nition ofrelativeentropy
uctuationsitappearsthatS
� = � S�
.Finally,

with obvious notations,while c2s denotes the totalsound speed,c2si and c2si
denote the sound speedsofa generic pairof
uidscontributing Sij to �pnad,

i.e.

c
2
s =

p0t

�0t
; c

2
si=

p0i

�0
i

; c
2
sj=

p0j

�0
j

: (135)

In thelightofEq.(134),alsothephysicalinterpretation ofEq.(132)becom es

m oreclear.Thecontribution of�pnad arisesbecauseoftheinherentm ultiplic-

ity of
uid presentin theplasm a.Thanksto Eq.(132)using Eq.(120)in Eq.

(119)wecan obtain the evolution equation for� which becom es

�
0= �

H

pt+ �t
�pnad +

H

pt+ �t

�

c
2
s �

1

3

�

��B �
�t

3
: (136)

The evolution equation forR can also be directly obtained by taking the

�rsttim e derivativeofEq.(117),i.e.

�
0= R 0+

r 2 0

12�G a2(pt+ �t)
+

H (3c2s + 1)r 2 

12�G a2(pt+ �t)
: (137)

By now inserting Eq.(137)into Eq.(136)and by using the m om entum con-

straintofEq.(91)to elim inate �t wedo getthe following expression:

R 0= �
H

pt+ �t
�pnad +

H

pt+ �t

�

c
2
s �

1

3

�

��B

�
H c2sr

2 

4�G a2(pt+ �t)
+

H r 2(� �  )

12�G a2(pt+ �t)
: (138)

Itcould be �nally rem arked thatEq.(138)can be directly derived from Eq.

(103).ForthispurposeThede�nition (116)can bederived oncewith respect

to �.The obtained result,once inserted back into Eq.(103)reproducesEq.

(138).

4.3 Evolution ofdi�erent species

Up to now theglobalvariablesde�ning theevolution ofthesystem havebeen

discussed in a uni�ed perspective.The evolution ofthe globalvariables is

determ ined by theevolution ofthedensity contrastsand peculiarvelocitiesof

thedi�erentspecies.Consequently,in thefollowing paragraphs,theevolution

ofthe di�erentspecieswillbe addressed.
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P hotons and baryon

Theevolution equationsofthelowestm ultipolesofthephoton-baryon system

am ount,in principle,to the following two setsofequations:

�
0
b = 3 0� �b; (139)

�
0
b + H �b = � r2� +

r � [J � B ]

a4�b
+
4

3

�


�b
anexe�T (�
 � �b); (140)

and

�
0

 = 4 0�

4

3
�
; (141)

�
0

 +

r 2�


4
+ r 2

� = anexe�T (�b � �
): (142)

Equation (140)contains,asa sourceterm ,thedivergenceoftheLorentzforce

thatcan be expressed in term sof�B (�;x)and 
B (�;x),asalready pointed

outin Eqs.(111).

At early tim es photons and baryons are tightly coupled by Thom pson

scattering,as it is clear from Eqs.(140) and (142) where �T denotes the

Thom pson crosssection and ne xe the concentration ofionized electrons.To

castlight on the physicalnature ofthe tight coupling approxim ation let us

subtractEqs.(142)and (140).The resultwillbe

(�
 � �b)
0+ ane xe

�

1+
4

3

�


�b

�

(�
 � �b)= �
r 2�


4
+ H �b �

r � [J � B ]

a4�b
:(143)

From Eq.(143)itisclearthatany deviation of(�
 � �b)swiftly decaysaway.

In fact,from Eq.(143),the characteristictim eforthesynchronization ofthe

baryon and photon velocities is ofthe order of(xene�T )
� 1 which is sm all

com pared with theexpansion tim e.In thelim it�T ! 1 thetightcoupling is

exactand the photon-baryon velocity �eld isa unique physicalentity which

willbe denoted by �
b.From the structure ofEq.(143),the contribution of

the m agnetic �elds in the M HD lim it only entersthrough the Lorentz force

while the dam ping term isalwaysprovided by Thom pson scattering.

To derive the evolution equations for the photon-baryon system in the

tight coupling approxim ation we can add Eqs.(140) and (142) taking into

account that �b ’ �
 = �
b.O fcourse,also the evolution equations ofthe

density contrastswilldepend upon �
b.Consequently the fullset oftightly

coupled evolution equationsforthe photon-baryon 
uid can be written as:

�
0

 = 4 0�

4

3
�
b (144)

�
0
b = 3 0� �
b; (145)

�
0

b +

H R b

(1+ R b)
�
b +

r 2�


4(1+ R b)
+ r 2

� =
3

4

r � [J � B ]

a4�
(1+ R b)
; (146)
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where

R b(�)=
3

4

�b(�)

�
(�)
=

�
698

z+ 1

��
h2
 b

0:023

�

: (147)

Thesetofequations(144),(145)and (146)haveto beused in orderto obtain

thecorrectinitialconditionstobeim posed on theevolution fortheintegration

ofthe brightnessperturbations.

Ifwe assum e,e�ectively,that �T ! 1 we are working to lowest order

in the tightcoupling approxim ation.Thism eansthatthe CM B ise�ectively

isotropicin thebaryonrestfram e.TodiscussCM B polarizationin thepresence

ofm agnetic�eldsonehastogotohigherorderin thetightcouplingexpansion.

However,asfarasthe problem ofinitialconditionsis concerned,the lowest

ordertreatm entsu�ces,asitwillbeapparentfrom thesubsequentdiscussion.

N eutrinos

Afterneutrino decoupling the (perturbed)neutrino phase space distribution

evolvesaccordingtothecollisionlessBoltzm ann equation.Thisoccurrenceim -

pliesthattohaveaclosed system ofequationsdescribingtheinitialconditions

itism andatory to im prove the
uid description by adding to theevolution of

the m onopole (i.e.the neutrino density contrast)and ofthe dipole (i.e.the

neutrino peculiarvelocity)also the quadrupole,i.e.the quantity denoted by

�� and appearing in the expression ofthe anisotropic stressofthe 
uid (see

Eqs.(105)and (106)).

The derivation ofthe variousm ultipolesofthe perturbed neutrino phase

spacedistribution isa straightforward (even ifa bitlengthy)calculation and

it has been perform ed,for the set ofconventions em ployed in the present

lecture,in Ref.[144].Theresultis,in Fourierspace,

�
0
� = 4 0�

4

3
��; (148)

�
0
� =

k2

4
r 2

�� + k
2
� � k

2
��; (149)

�
0
� =

4

15
�� �

3

10
kF� 3: (150)

In Eq.(150) F� 3 is the octupole ofthe (perturbed) neutrino phase space

distribution.The precise relation ofthe m ultipole m om ents ofF� with the

density contrastand the otherplasm a quantitiesisasfollows:

�� = F� 0; �� =
3

4
kF� 1; �� =

F� 2

2
: (151)

Form ultipoleslargerthan thequadrupole,i.e.‘> 2 theBoltzm ann hierarchy

reads:

F 0
�‘ =

k

2‘+ 1
[‘F�(‘� 1) � (‘+ 1)F�(‘+ 1)]: (152)
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In principle,to giveinitialconditionsweshould specify,ata given tim eafter

neutrino decoupling,the values ofallthe m ultipoles ofthe neutrino phase

space distribution.In practice,ifthe initialconditions are set deep in the

radiation epoch,the relevant variables only extend,for the purpose ofthe

initialconditions,up to the octupole.Speci�c exam ples willbe given in a

m om ent.

C D M com ponent

The CDM com ponentis in som e sense,the easier.In the standard case the

evolution equations do not contain neither the m agnetic �eld contribution

nor the anisotropic stress.The evolution ofthe density contrast and ofthe

peculiarvelocity are sim ply given,in Fourierspace,by the following pairof

equations:

�
0
c = 3 0� �c; (153)

�
0
c + H �c = k

2
�: (154)

M agnetized adiabatic and non-adiabatic m odes

The evolution equationsofthe 
uid and m etric variableswillnow be solved

deep in theradiation-dom inated epoch and forwavelengthsm uch largerthan

the Hubble radius,i.e.jk�j� 1.In the presentlecture only the m agnetized

adiabatic m ode willbe discussed.However,the treatm ent can be usefully

extended to the othernon-adiabaticm odes.Forthispurposewereferthe in-

terested readerto [136](seealso [143]).M oreover,sincethislecturehasbeen

conducted within the conform ally Newtonian gauge,there is no reason to

change.However,itshould be noticed thatfully gauge-invariantapproaches

arepossible[137].Togivethe
avourofthepossiblesim pli�cationsobtainable

in a gauge-invariantfram ework we can just use gauge-invariantconcepts to

classify m ore precisely the adiabatic and non adiabatic m odes.Forthispur-

pose,in agreem entwith Eq.(126),let us de�ne the gauge-invariantdensity

contrastson uniform curvature hypersurfacesforthe di�erentspeciesofthe

pre-decoupling plasm a:

�
 = �  +
�


4
; �� = �  +

��

4
; (155)

�c = �  +
�c

3
; �b = �  +

�b

3
: (156)

In term softhe variablesofEqs.(155){(156)the evolution equationsforthe

density contrasts,i.e.Eqs.(144),(148),(154) and (154),acquire a rather

sym m etricform :

�
0

 = �

�
b

3
; �

0
� = �

��

3
; (157)

�
0
c = �

�c

3
; �

0
b = �

�
b

3
: (158)
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From Eqs.(157)and (158)wecan easily deducea ratherim portantproperty

of 
uid m ixtures:in the long wavelength lim it the relative 
uctuations in

thespeci�centropy areconserved.Consider,forinstance,theCDM -radiation

m ode.In thiscasethe non vanishing entropy 
uctuationsare

S
c = � 3(�
 � �c); S�c = � 3(�� � �c): (159)

Using Eqs.(157) and (158) the evolution equations for S
c and S�c can be

readily obtained and they are

S0
c = � (�
b � �c); S0�c = � (�� � �c): (160)

O utsidethehorizon thedivergenceofthepeculiarvelocitiesisO (jk�j2),sothe


uctuationsin the speci�c entropy are approxim ately constantin thislim it.

Thisconclusion im pliesthatifthe
uctuationsin thespeci�centropyarezero,

they willstillvanish at later tim es.Such a conclusion can be evaded ifthe


uids ofthe m ixture have a relevantenergy-m om entum exchange or ifbulk

viscousstressesarepresent[148,149].

A m ode istherefore said to be adiabatic i� �
 = �� = �c = �b.Denoting

by �i and �j two genericgauge-invariantdensity contrastsofthe 
uidsofthe

m ixture,we say thatthe initialconditions are non-adiabatic if,atleast,we

can �nd a pairof
uidsforwhich �i6= �j.

Asan exam ple,letuswork outthe speci�c form ofthe m agnetized adia-

baticm ode.Letusconsiderthesituation wheretheUniverseisdom inated by

radiation after weak interactionshave fallen outoftherm alequilibrium but

before m atter-radiation equality.Thisisthe period oftim e where the initial

conditionsofCM B anisotropiesareusually setboth in thepresenceand in the

absenceofam agnetized contribution.Sincethescalefactorgoes,in conform al

tim e,as a(�) ’ � and H ’ �� 1,Eq.(90) can be solved for jk�j� 1.The

density contrastscan then bedeterm ined,in Fourierspace,to lowestorderin

k� as:

�
 = �� = � 2�i� R

 B ;

�b = �c = �
3

2
�i�

3

4
R 

 B ; (161)

where the fractionalcontribution ofphotonsto the radiation plasm a,i.e.R 


hasbeen introduced and itisrelated to R �,i.e.thefractionalcontribution of

m asslessneutrinos,as

R 
 = 1� R�; R � =
r

1+ r
;

r=
7

8
N �

�
4

11

� 4=3

� 0:681

�
N �

3

�

: (162)

In Eq.(161)�i(k)denotestheinitialvalueofthem etric
uctuation in Fourier

space.It is usefulto rem ark that we have treated neutrinos as part ofthe
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radiation background.Ifneutrinos have a m ass in the m eV range,they are

nonrelativistic today,butthey willbe counted asradiation priorto m atter-

radiation equality.Concerning Eq.(161) the last rem ark is that,ofcourse,

wejustkeptthe lowestorderin jk�j< 1.Itispossible,however,to writethe

solution to arbitrary orderin jk� asexplicitly shown in Ref.[143].

Letusthen write Eq.(105)in Fourierspace and letustake into account

thatthe background is dom inated by radiation.The neutrino quadrupole is

then determ ined to be

�� = �
R 


R �

�B +
k2�2

6R �

( i� �i); (163)

where i(k)istheinitial(Fourierspace)valueofthem etric
uctuation de�ned

in Eq.(89).

Letusthen look fortheevolution ofthedivergencesofthepeculiarveloci-

tiesofthedi�erentspecies.LetusthereforewriteEqs.(146),(149)and (153)

in Fourierspace.By directintegration the following resultcan be obtained:

�
b =
k2�

4
[2�i+ R �
 B � 4�B ]; (164)

�� =
k2�

2

�

�i�
R 

 B

2

�

+ k
2
�
R 


R �

�B ; (165)

�c =
k2�

2
�i: (166)

As a consistency check ofthe solution,Eqs.(164),(165) and (166) can be

inserted into Eq.(91).LetusthereforewriteEq.(91)in Fourierspace

k
2H �i= 4�G a2

�
4

3
�
(1+ �b)�
b +

4

3
���� + �c�c

�

; (167)

whereweused that 0
i= 0 and wealsoused thetight-coupling approxim ation

since�
 = �b = �
b.Noticethatin Eq.(91)theterm arising from thePoynt-

ing vectorhasbeen neglected.Thisapproxim ation israthersound within the

presentM HD treatm ent.In Eq.(167)R b � 1 (seeEq.(147)forthede�nition

ofR b)since we arewellbefore m atter-radiation equality.The sam e observa-

tion can bem adefortheCDM contribution which isnegligiblein com parison

with the radiative contribution provided by photons and neutrinos.Taking

into accountthese two observationswe can rewriteEq.(167)as

k
2H �i= 2H 2(R 
�
b + R ���); (168)

whereEqs.(97)and (98)havebeen used.Inserting then Eqs.(164)and (165)

into Eq.(168)itcan bereadily obtained thatthelefthand sideexactly equals

the righthand side,so thatthe m om entum constraintisenforced.

The �nalequation to be solved is the one describing the evolution of

the anisotropic stress,i.e.Eq.(150).Inserting Eqs.(163)and (165)into Eq.
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(150)wedo getan interesting constrainton the initialconditionson the two

longitudinal
uctuationsofthe geom etry introduced in Eqs.(89),nam ely:

 i= �i

�

1+
2

5
R �

�

+
R 


5
(4�B � R�
 B ): (169)

Concerning the m agnetized adiabatic m ode the following com m ents are in

order:

� the peculiar velocities are always suppressed,with respect to the other

term s ofthe solution,by a factorjk�jwhich is sm aller than 1 when the

wavelength islargerthan the Hubble radius;

� in thelim it�B ! 0and 
 B ! 0them agnetized adiabaticm odepresented

herereproducesthe wellknown standard results(seeforinstance[142]);

� the di�erence between the two longitudinal
uctuations ofthe m etric is

due,both to the presenceofm agneticand 
uid anisotropicstresses;

� the longitudinal
uctuations ofthe geom etry are both constant outside

the horizon and priorto m atter-radiation equality;this resultstillholds

in thepresenceofa m agnetized contribution asitisclearly dem onstrated

by the analyticsolution presented here.

The last interesting exercise we can do with the obtained solution is to

com pute the im portant variables R and � introduced,respectively,in Eqs.

(116) and (115). Since both  and � are constants for jk�j < 1 and for

� < �eq,also R willbeconstant.In particular,by inserting Eq.(169)into Eq.

(116),the following expression can be obtained:

R i= �
3

2

�

1+
4

15
R �

�

�i�
R 


5
(4�B � R�
 B ); (170)

where R i(k)denotesthe initialvalue,in Fourierspace,ofthe curvature per-

turbations.In num ericalstudies it is som etim es usefulto relate the initial

valuesof� and  ,i.e.�i and  i to R i.Thisrelation isexpressed by the fol-

lowing pair ofform ulae that can be derived by inverting Eq.(170) and by

using Eq.(169):

�i= �
10

15+ 4R �

R i�
2R 
(4�B � R

 B )

15+ 4R �

;

 i= � 2
5+ 2R �

15+ 4R �

R i�
2

5

R 
(5+ 2R �)

15+ 4R �

(4�B � R

 B ): (171)

From theHam iltonian constraintwritten in theform (117)itiseasytodeduce,

in the lim it jk�j� 1 that �i(k) = R i(k) The sam e result can be obtained

through a di�erent,but also instructive,path.Consider the de�nition of�

given eitherin Eq.(112)or(115).Thevariable� can beexpressed in term sof

the partialdensity contrastsde�ned in Eqs.(155)and (156).M oreprecisely,

from the de�nitionsofthe two setsofvariablesitiseasy to show that
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� =
�0��� + �0
�
 + �0c�c + �0b�b

�0t
+ �B ; �B =

��B

3(pt+ �t)
: (172)

Thus,to obtain � itsu�cesto �nd �
,��,�b and �c evaluated atthe initial

tim eand on theadiabaticsolution.UsingEqs.(161)and (169)intoEqs.(155)

and (156)weobtain,asexpected,

�
 = �� = �c = �b = �

�

 i+
�i

2

�

+
R 


4

 B : (173)

Thisresultwasexpected,since,aspreviously stressed,fortheadiabaticm ode

allthe partialdensity contrastsm ustbe equal.Inserting now Eq.(173)into

Eq.(172)and recalling thatthe CDM and baryon contributionsvanish deep

in the radiation epoch,wedo get

� = �

�

 i+
�i

2

�

= R i; (174)

where the lastequality followsfrom the de�nition of(116)evaluated deep in

the radiation epoch and forthe adiabaticsolution derived above.

Up to now,asexplained,attention hasbeen given to them agnetized adi-

abatic m ode.There are,however,also other non adiabatic m odes that can

enterthe gam e.W e willnotgo,in thislecture,through the derivation ofthe

variousnon-adiabatic m odes.It is howeverusefulto give at leastthe result

in the case ofthe m agnetized CDM -radiation m ode.In such a case the full

solution to thesam esetofequationsadm itting theadiabaticsolutionscan be

written asForthecaseoftheCDM -radiation m ode thesolution,in the lim it

� < �1 and k� < 1 can be written as

� = �1

�
�

�1

�

;  =  1

�
�

�1

�

;

�
 = �� = 4 1

�
�

�1

�

� R

 B ;

�c = �

�

S� +
3

4
R 

 B

�

+ 3 1

�
�

�1

�

;

�b = 3 1

�
�

�1

�

�
3

4
R 

 B ;

�c =
k2�1

3
�1

�
�

�1

� 2

;

�
b =
k2�1

2
(�1 +  1)

�
�

�1

� 2

+
k2�

4
[R �
 B � 4�B ];

�� =
k2�1

2
(�1 +  1)

�
�

�1

� 2

+
k�

4

�

4
R 


R �

�B � 
B

�

;

F�3 =
8

9
k�

�

4
R 


R �

�B � 
B

�

;
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�� = �
R 


R �

�B +
k2�21

6R �

( 1 � �1)

�
�

�1

� 3

; (175)

where

 1 =
15+ 4R �

8(15+ 2R �)

�

S� +
3

4
R 

 B

�

;

�1 =
15� 4R�

8(15+ 2R �)

�

S� +
3

4
R 

 B

�

: (176)

In Eq.(175)thefollowing notation forthenon-vanishing entropy 
uctuations

hasbeen em ployed:

Sc
 = Sc� = S�: (177)

In deriving Eq.(175)itispracticalto use a form ofthe scale factor(ob-

tained by solving Eqs.(97),(98)and (99)fora m ixtureofm atterand radia-

tion)which explicitly interpolatesbetween a radiation-dom inated regim eand

a m atter-dom inated regim e:

a(�)= aeq

��
�

�1

� 2

+ 2

�
�

�1

��

; 1+ zeq =
1

aeq
=
h2
 m 0

h2
 r0

; (178)

where 
 m 0 and 
 r0 are evaluated atthe presenttim e and the scale factoris

norm alized in such a way thata0 = 1.In Eq.(178)�1 = (2=H 0)
p
aeq=
 m 0.

In term sof�1 the equality tim e is

�eq = (
p
2� 1)�1 = 119:07

�
h2
 m 0

0:134

� � 1

M pc; (179)

i.e.2�eq ’ �1.In thisfram ework the totalopticaldepth from the presentto

the criticalrecom bination epoch,i.e.800 < z < 1200 can be approxim ated

analytically,as discussed in [150].By de�ning the redshift ofdecoupling as

the onewherethe totalopticaldepth isoforder1,i.e.�(zdec;0)’ 1,wewill

have,approxim ately

zdec ’ 1139

�

 b

0:0431

� � � 1

; �1 =
0:0268

0:6462+ 0:1125ln(
 b=0:0431)
; (180)

where h = 0:73.From Eqs.(180)and (178)itfollowsthatfor1100 � zdec �

1139,275 M pc� �dec � 285 M pc.

Equations (178) and (179) willturn out to be relevant for the e�ective

num ericalintegration ofthebrightnessperturbationswhich willbediscussed

later on.For num ericalpurposes the late-tim e cosm ologicalparam eterswill

be �xed,fora spatially 
atUniverse,as 13

!
 = 2:47� 10� 5; !b = 0:023; !c = 0:111; !m = !b + !c; (181)

where!X = h2
 X and 
 � = 1� 
m ;thepresentvalueoftheHubbleparam -

eterH 0 willbe�xed,fornum ericalestim ates,to 73 in unitsofkm =(secM pc).

13
Thevaluesofthecosm ologicalparam etersintroduced in Eq.(181)arecom patible

with the onesestim ated from W M AP-3 [131,151,152]in com bination with the
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Transfer m atrix and Sachs-W olfe plateau

Beforepresentingsom enum ericalapproachessuitablefortheanalysisofm ag-

netized CM B anisotropiesitisusefulto discussa classofanalyticalestim ates

thatallow the calculation ofthe so-called Sachs-W olfe plateau.The idea,in

short,isvery sim ple.W ehavetheevolution equation for� given in Eq.(136).

Thisevolution equation can beintegrated acrossthem atter-radiation transi-

tion using the interpolating form ofthe scalefactorproposed in Eq.(178).

Consider,�rst,thecaseofthem agnetized adiabaticm odewhere�pnad = 0.

Deep in the radiation-dom inated epoch,for� � �eq,c
2
s ! 1=3 and,from Eq.

(136),�0= 0,so that

� = �i’ R i; �i= �
3

2
�i

�

1+
4

15
R �

�

�
R 


5
(4�B � R�
 B ): (182)

W hen the Universe becom es m atter-dom inated,after �eq,c
2
s ! 0 and the

second term attherighthand sideofEq.(136)doescontributesigni�cantly at

decoupling (recallthatforh2
 m atter = 0:134,�dec = 2:36�eq).Consequently,

from Eq.(136),recalling thatc2s = 4aeq=[3(3a+ 4aeq)],we obtain

�f = �i�
3aR 
 
 B

4(3a+ 4aeq)
; 
 B f = 
 B i: (183)

The inclusion ofone (orm ore)non-adiabaticm odeschangesthe form ofEq.

(136)and,consequently,the related solution (183).Forinstance,in the case

ofthe CDM -radiation non-adiabatic m ode the relevantterm s arising in the

sum (133) are Sc
 = Sc� = Si where Si is the (constant) 
uctuation in the

relative entropy density initially present(i.e.for� � �eq).Ifthisisthe case

�pnad = c2s�cSi and Eq.(136) can be easily solved.The transfer m atrix for

m agnetized CM B anisotropiescan then be written as

0

@
�f

Sf

 B f

1

A =

0

@
M �� M �S M �B

0 M SS M SB

0 0 M B B

1

A

0

@
�i

Si

 B i

1

A : (184)

In thecaseofam ixtureof(m agnetized)adiabaticand CDM -radiation m odes,

we�nd,fora > aeq

M �� ! 1; M �S ! �
1

3
; M �B ! �

R 


4
;

M SS ! 1; M SB ! 0; (185)

\G old" sam ple of SNIa [153]consisting of 157 supernovae (the furthest being

at redshift z = 1.75).W e are aware ofthe fact that W M AP-3 data alone seem

to favour a slightly sm aller value of!m (i.e.0:126).M oreover,W M AP-3 data

m ay also have slightly di�erentim plications ifcom bined with supernovae ofthe

SNLS project[154].Thevaluesgiven in Eq.(181)willjustbeused fora realistic

num ericalillustration ofthe m ethodsdeveloped in the presentinvestigation.
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and M B B ! 1.Equations(184)and (185)m aybeused,forinstance,toobtain

the m agnetized curvature and entropy 
uctuations at photon decoupling in

term softhe sam equantitiesevaluated for� � �eq.A fullnum ericalanalysis

ofthe problem con�rm sthe analyticalresultssum m arized by Eqs.(184)and

(185).The m ostgeneralinitialcondition forCM B anisotropieswillthen be

a com bination of(correlated)
uctuations receiving contribution from �pnad

and from thefully inhom ogeneousm agnetic�eld.To illustratethispoint,the

form oftheSachs-W olfe(SW )plateau in thesudden decouplinglim itwillnow

be discussed.

To com pute theSW contribution weneed to solvethe evolution equation

ofthe m onopole ofthe tem perature 
uctuationsin the tightcoupling lim it,

i.e.from Eqs.(145)and (146),

�
00

 +

H R b

1+ R b

�
0

 +

k2

3

�


1+ R b

= 4 00+
4H R b

1+ R b

 
0�

4

3
k
2
��

k2

3(1+ R b)
(
 B � 4�B ):

(186)

In the sudden decoupling approxim ation the visibility function,i.e.K(�) =

�0(�)e� �(�) and the opticaldepth,i.e.�� �(�) are approxim ated,respectively,

by �(� � �dec)and by �(� � �dec)(see [155,156]foran estim ate ofthe width

ofthe lastscattering surface).The powerspectra of�,S and 
B are given,

respectively,by:

P�(k)= A �

�
k

kp

� nr� 1

; PS(k)= A S

�
k

kp

� ns� 1

; (187)

P
 (k)= F (")

2

B L

�
k

kL

� 2"

; (188)

whereA �,A S and 
 B L areconstantsand

F (")=
4(6� ")(2�)2"

"(3� 2")�2("=2)
;


 B L =
�B L

�

; �B L =

B 2
L

8�
; �
 = a

4(�)�
(�): (189)

TodeduceEqs.(187),(188)and (189)them agnetic�eld hasbeen regularized,

according to a com m on practice[128,125,126],overa typicalcom oving scale

L = 2�=kL with a G aussian window function and ithasbeen assum ed that

the m agnetic�eld intensity isstochastically distributed as

hB i(k;�)B
j(p;�)i=

2�2

k3
P
j

i(k)PB (k;�)�
(3)(k + p); (190)

where

P
j

i(k)=

�

�
j

i �
kik

j

k2

�

; PB (k;�)= AB

�
k

kp

� "

: (191)
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Asa consequence ofEq.(190)the m agnetic �eld doesnotbreak the spatial

isotropyofthebackground geom etry.Thequantity kp appearingin Eqs.(187)

and (191)isconventionalpivotscale thatis0:05M pc(see [132,133,134]for

a discussion ofother possible choices).Equations (188) and (189) hold for

0 < " < 1.In this lim it the P
 (k) (see Eq.(188)) is nearly scale-invariant

(but slightly blue).This m eansthat the e�ect ofthe m agnetic and therm al

di�usivity scales(related,respectively,to the �nite value ofthe conductivity

and ofthe therm aldi�usivity coe�cient) do not a�ect the spectrum [126].

In the opposite lim it, i.e." � 1 the value of the m ode-coupling integral

appearing in the two-pointfunction ofthe m agnetic energy density (and of

them agneticanisotropicstress)isdom inated by ultra-violete�ectsrelated to

the m entioned di�usivity scales[126].Using then Eqs.(187),(188)and (189)

the C‘ can be com puted forthe region ofthe SW plateau (i.e.form ultipoles

‘< 30):

C‘ =

�
A �

25
Z1(nr;‘)+

9

100
R
2




2

B LZ2(�;‘)�
4

25

p
A �A S Z1(nrs;‘)cos
rs

+
4

25
A S Z1(ns;‘)�

3

25

p
A � R 
 
 B L Z3(nr;";‘)cos
br

+
6

25

p
A S R 

 B L Z3(ns;";‘)cos
bs

�

; (192)

wherethe functionsZ1,Z2 and Z3

Z1(n;‘)=
�2

4

�
k0

kp

� n� 1

2n
�(3� n)�

�

‘+ n� 1

2

�

� 2

�

2� n

2

�

�

�

‘+ 5

2
� n

2

� ; (193)

Z2(";‘)=
�2

2
22"F (")

�
k0

kL

� 2"
�(2� 2")�(‘+ ")

� 2

�

3

2
� "

�

�(‘+ 2� ")

; (194)

Z3(n;";‘)=
�2

4
2"2

n + 1

2

p
F (")

�
k0

kL

� "�
k0

kp

� n + 1

2

�

�

�

�

5

2
� "� n

2

�

�

�

‘+ "

2
+ n

4
� 1

4

�

� 2

�

7

4
� "

2
� n

4

�

�

�

9

4
+ ‘� "

2
� n

4

� ; (195)

are de�ned in term s ofthe m agnetic tilt " and ofa generic spectralindex

n which m ay correspond,depending on the speci�c contribution,either to

nr (adiabatic spectralindex),orto ns(non-adiabatic spectralindex)oreven

to nrs = (nr + ns)=2 (spectralindex ofthe cross-correlation).In Eq.(192)


rs,
br and 
sb are the correlation angles.In the absence ofm agnetic and

non-adiabatic contributionsand forEqs.(192)and Eq.(193)im ply thatfor
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nr = 1 (Harrison-Zeldovich spectrum ) ‘(‘+ 1)C‘=2� = A �=25 and W M AP

data [130]would im ply thatA � = 2:65� 10� 9.Considerthen thephysicalsit-

uation whereon top oftheadiabaticm odethereisam agneticcontribution.If

thereisno correlation between them agnetized contribution and theadiabatic

contribution,i.e.
br = �=2,the SW plateau willbe enhanced in com parison

with thecasewhen m agnetic�eldsareabsent.Thesam esituation ariseswhen

thetwo com ponentsareanti-correlated (i.e.cos
br < 0).However,ifthe
uc-

tuationsare positively correlated (i.e.cos
br > 0)the cross-correlation adds

negatively to the sum ofthe two autocorrelations of� and 
B so that the

totalresultm ay bean overallreduction ofthepowerwith respectto thecase


br = �=2.In Eq.(193),(194) and (195) k0 = �
� 1
0 where �0 is the present

observation tim e.

4.4 N um ericalanalysis

Them ain idea ofthenum ericalanalysisisrathersim ple.Itsim plem entation,

however,m ay berathercom plicated.In orderto capturethesim plicity outof

the possible com plicationswe willproceed asfollows.W e will�rstdiscussa

rathernaiveapproach to theintegration ofCM B anisotropies.Then,building

up on this exam ple,the results obtainable in the case ofm agnetized scalar

m odeswillbe illustrated.

Sim plest toy m odel

Letusthereforeapply theO ccam razorand letusconsiderthesim plestsitu-

ation wecan im agine,thatisto say the casewhere

� m agnetic�eldsareabsent;

� neutrinosareabsent;

� photonsand baryonsare described within the tight-coupling approxim a-

tion to lowestorder(i.e.�T ! 1 );

� initialconditionsareseteitherfrom theadiabaticm odeorfrom theCDM -

radiation m ode.

This is clearly the sim plest situation we can envisage.Since neutrinos are

absentthere isno source ofanisotropic stressand the two longitudinal
uc-

tuations of the m etric are equal,i.e.� =  .Consequently,the system of

equationsto be solved becom es

R 0=
k2c2sH

H 2 � H0
 �

H

pt+ �t
�pnad; (196)

 
0= �

�

2H �
H 0

H

�

 �

�

H �
H 0

H

�

R ; (197)

�
0

 = 4 0�

4

3
�
b; (198)
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�
0

b = �

H R b

R b + 1
�
b +

k2

4(1+ R b)
�
 + k

2
 ; (199)

�
0
c = 3 0� �c; (200)

�
0
c = � H �c + k

2
 : (201)

W e can now use the explicit form ofthe scale factor discussed in Eq.(178)

which im plies:

H =
1

�1

2(x + 1)

x(x + 2)
;

H 0= �
2

�21

x2 + 2x + 4

x2(x + 2)2
;

H 2 � H0=
1

�21

2(3x2 + 6x + 4)

x2(x + 2)2
; (202)

where x = �=�1.W ith these speci�cations the evolution equations given in

(196){(201)becom e

dR

dx
=
4

3

x(x + 1)(x + 2)

(3x2 + 6x + 4)2
�
2
 ; (203)

d 

dx
= �

3x2 + 6x + 4

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
R �

5x2 + 10x + 6

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
 ; (204)

d�


dx
= �

4(3x2 + 6x + 4)

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
R �

4(5x2 + 10x + 6)

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
 �

4

3
~�
b; (205)

d~�
b

dx
= �

2R b

R b + 1

(x + 1)

x(x + 2)
+

�2

4(1+ R b)
�
 + �

2
 ; (206)

d�c

dx
= �

3(3x2 + 6x + 4)

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
R �

3(5x2 + 10x + 6)

x(x + 1)(x + 2)
 � ~�c; (207)

d~�c

dx
= �

2(x + 1)

x(x + 2)
~�c + �

2
 : (208)

In Eqs.(203){(208)the following rescalingshavebeen used:

� = k�1;
~�
b = �1�
b;

~�c = �1�c: (209)

Thesystem ofequations(203){(208)can bereadilyintegrated bygivinginitial

conditionsforatxi� 1.In the case ofthe adiabaticm ode (which isthe one

contem plated byEqs.(203){(208)sinceweset�pnad = 0)theinitialconditions

areasfollows

R (xi)= R �;  (xi)= �
2

3
R �;

�
(xi)= � 2 �; ~�
b(xi)= 0;

�c(xi)= �
3

2
 �;

~�c(xi)= 0: (210)
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Itcan be shown by directnum ericalintegration thatthe system (203){(208)

givesareasonablesem i-quantitativedescription oftheacousticoscillations.To

sim plify initialconditionseven furtherwecan indeed assum ea 
atHarrison-

Zeldovich spectrum and setR � = 1.

The sam e philosophy used to get to this sim pli�ed form can be used to

integrate the fullsystem .In this case,however,we would m iss the im por-

tantcontribution ofpolarization since,to zeroth orderin the tight-coupling

expansion,the CM B isnotpolarized.

Integration ofbrightness perturbations

To discuss the polarization,we have to go (at least) to �rst-order in the

tight coupling expansion [157,158,159].For this purpose,it is appropriate

to introduce the evolution equations ofthe brightness perturbations ofthe

I,Q and U Stokes param eters characterizing the radiation �eld.Since the

Stokesparam etersQ and U arenotinvariantunderrotationsaboutthe axis

ofpropagation the degree ofpolarization P = (Q 2 + U 2)1=2 is custom arily

introduced [159,160].The relevantbrightnessperturbationswillthen be de-

noted as � I,� P.This description,reproduces,to zeroth order in the tight

coupling expansion,the
uid equationsthathavebeen presented beforeto set

initialconditionspriorto equality.Forinstance,the photon density contrast

and thedivergenceofthephoton peculiarvelocity arerelated,respectively,to

them onopoleand to thedipoleofthebrightnessperturbation oftheintensity

�eld,i.e.�
 = 4� I0 and �
 = 3k� I1.Theevolution equationsofthebrightness

perturbationscan then be written,within the conventionssetby Eq.(89)

�
0
I+ (ik� + �

0)� I+ ik�� =  
0+ �

0

�

� I0 + �vb �
1

2
P2(�)SP

�

; (211)

�
0
P + (ik� + �

0)� P =
�0

2
[1� P2(�)]SP; (212)

v
0
b + H vb + ik� +

ik

4R b

[
 B � 4�B ]+
�0

R b

(vb + 3i� I1)= 0: (213)

Equation (213)isnothingbutthesecond relation obtained in Eq.(140)having

introduced the quantity ikvb = �b.Thesourceterm sappearing in Eqs.(211)

and (212)includeadependenceon P2(�)= (3�2� 1)=2(P‘(�)denotes,in this

fram ework,the‘-th Legendrepolynom ial);;� = k̂� n̂ issim ply theprojection

ofthe Fourier wave-num ber on the direction ofthe photon m om entum .In

Eqs.(211)and (212)the sourceterm SP isde�ned as

SP(k;�)= �I2(k;�)+ �P0(k;�)+ �P2(k;�): (214)

The evolution equationsin the tightcoupling approxim ation willnow be

integrated num erically.M ore details on the tight coupling expansion in the

presenceofa m agnetized contribution can be found in [136].
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The norm alization ofthe num ericalcalculation isenforced by evaluating,

analytically,theSachs-W olfeplateau and by deducing,fora given setofspec-

tralindicesofcurvatureandentropyperturbations,theam plitudeofthepower

spectraatthepivotscale.Hereisan exam pleofthisstrategy.TheSachs-W olfe

(SW )plateau can beestim ated analytically from theevolution equation ofR

(or�)by using thetechniqueofthetransferm atrix appropriately generalized

to the case where,on top ofthe adiabatic and non-adiabatic contributions

the m agnetic �elds are consistently taken into account.The m ain result is

expressed by Eq.(192).

IftheSW plateau isdeterm ined by an adiabaticcom ponentsupplem ented

by a (subleading)non-adiabatic contribution both correlated with the m ag-

netic �eld intensity the obtainable bound m ay not be so constraining (even

wellabove the nG range)due to the proliferation ofparam eters.A possible

strategy isthereforeto �x theparam etersoftheadiabaticm odeto thevalues

determ ined by W M AP-3 and then explore the e�ectofa m agnetized contri-

bution which isnotcorrelated with the adiabatic m ode.Thisim plies,in Eq.

(192) that A S = 0 and 
br = �=2.Under this assum ption,in Figs.8 and

9 the bounds on B L are illustrated.The nature ofthe constraint depends,

in thiscase,both on the am plitude ofthe protogalactic�eld (atthe present

epoch and sm oothed overa typicalcom oving scaleL = 2�=kL)and upon its

spectralslope,i.e.".In the case " < 0:5 the m agnetic energy spectrum is

nearly scale-invariant.In this case,di�usivity e�ects are negligible (see,for

instance,[19,125]).Asalready discussed,if"� 1 thedi�usivity e�ects(both

therm aland m agnetic)dom inatethe m ode-coupling integralthatlead to the

m agneticenergy spectrum [19,125].

In Fig.8 the m agnetic�eld intensity should be below the di�erentcurves

ifthe adiabatic contribution dom inatesthe SW plateau.Di�erentchoicesof

thepivotscalekp and ofthesm oothing scalekL ,arealso illustrated.In Fig.8
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Fig. 8. Bounds on the protogalactic �eld intensity as a function ofthe m agnetic

spectralindex " fordi�erentvaluesofthe param etersde�ning the adiabatic contri-

bution to the SW plateau.
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thescalarspectralindex is�xed to nr = 0:951 [131].In Fig.9 thetwo curves

corresponding,respectively,to nr = 0:8 and nr = 1 arereported.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
−8.8

−8.6

−8.4

−8.2

−8

−7.8

−7.6

ε

lo
g

 B
L
/n

G

n
r
 = 1

n
r
= 0.8

k
p
 =0.05 Mpc

−1

k
L
= 1 Mpc

−1

γ
br

 = π/2

Fig.9.Sam e plotasin Fig.8 butwith em phasison the variation ofnr.

If"< 0:2theboundsarecom parativelylessrestrictivethan in thecase"’

0:9.Thecauseofthisoccurrenceisthatweareherejustlookingatthelargest

wavelengthsoftheproblem .Asitwillbecom eclearin am om ent,interm ediate

scaleswillbem oresensitiveto thepresenceoffully inhom ogeneousm agnetic

�elds.

Accordingto Figs.8 and 9fora given valueofthem agneticspectralindex

and ofthe scalar spectralindex the am plitude ofthe m agnetic �eld has to

be su�ciently sm allnot to a�ect the dom inant adiabatic nature ofthe SW

plateau.ThereforeFigs.8 and 9(aswellasothersim ilarplots)can beused to

norm alize the num ericalcalculationsforthe powerspectra ofthe brightness

perturbations,i.e.

k3

2�2
j� I(k;�)j

2
;

k3

2�2
j� P(k;�)j

2
;

k3

2�2
j� I(k;�)�P (k;�)j: (215)

Let us then assum e,for consistency with the cases reported in Figs.8 and

9,that we are dealing with the situation where the m agnetic �eld is not

correlated with the adiabatic m ode.It is then possible to choose a de�nite

value ofthe m agnetic spectralindex (for instance � = 0:1) and a de�nite

value of the adiabatic spectralindex,i.e.nr (for instance nr = 0:951,in

agreem ent with [131]).By using the SW plateau the norm alization can be

chosen in such a way the the adiabatic m ode dom inates over the m agnetic

contribution.In the m entioned case,Fig.8 im pliesB L < 1:14� 10� 8 G fora

pivotscale kp = 0:002M pc
� 1
.Since the relative weightofthe powerspectra

given in Eqs.(187)and (188)is�xed,itisnow possibletosetinitialconditions

forthe adiabaticm ode according to Eqs.(161){(163),(164){(166)and (169)

deep in theradiation-dom inated phase.Theinitialtim eofintegration willbe
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chosen as�i = 10� 6�1 in the notationsdiscussed in Eq.(178).According to

Eq.(179),thischoiceim pliesthat�i� �eq.

The powerspectra ofthe brightnessperturbations,i.e.Eq.(215),can be

then com puted by num ericalintegration.Clearly the calculation willdepend

upon thevaluesof!m ,!b,!c and R �.W ewillsim ply �x theseparam etersto

their�ducialvaluesreported in Eqs.(181)(see also (147))and we willtake

N � = 3 in Eq.(162) determ ining,in this way the fractionalcontribution of

the neutrinosto the radiation plasm a.

The�rstinteresting exercise,forthe presentpurposes,isreported in Fig.

10 wherethepowerspectra ofthebrightnessperturbationsareillustrated for

a wave-num ber k = 0:1 M pc
� 1
.Concerning the results reported in Fig.10

di�erentcom m entsarein order:

� for"= 0:1 and nr = 0:951,theSW plateau im posesB L < 1:14� 10� 8 G ;

from Fig.10 itfollowsthata m agnetic�eld ofonly 30 nG (i.e.m arginally

incom patible with the SW bound) has a large e�ect on the brightness

perturbations as it can be argued by com paring,in Fig.10,the dashed

curves (corresponding to 30 nG ) to the fullcurves which illustrate the

caseofvanishing m agnetic�els;

� thesituation whereBL > nG cannotbesim ply sum m arized by sayingthat

the am plitudesofthe powerspectra getlargersince there isa com bined

e�ectwhich both increasesthe am plitudes and shifts slightly the phases

ofthe oscillations;

� from thequalitativepointofview,itisstilltruethattheintensityoscillates

asa cosine,the polarization asa sine;

� the phasesofthe cross-correlationsare,com paratively,the m osta�ected

by the presenceofthe m agnetic�eld.

The featuresarising in Fig.10 can be easily illustrated forothervaluesof�

and fordi�erentchoicesofthe pivotorsm oothing scales.The generallesson

thatcan be drawn isthatthe constraintderived only by looking atthe SW

plateau are only a necessary condition on the strength ofthe m agnetic �eld.

Theyare,however,notsu�cienttoexcludeobservablee�ectsatsm allerscales.

This aspectis illustrated in the plot atthe left in Fig.11 which captures a

detailofthecross-correlation.Thecasewhen B L = 0can bestilldistinguished

from the case B L = 0:5 nG .Therefore,recalling thatforthe sam e choice of

param etersthe SW plateau im plied thatB L < 11:4 nG ,it isapparentthat

theinterm ediatescaleslead tom orestringentconditionseven fornearly scale-

invariantspectra ofm agnetic energy density.Forthe range ofparam etersof

Fig.11 we willhave that B L < 0:5 nG which is m ore stringent than the

condition deduced from theSW plateau by,roughly,oneorderofm agnitude.

If" increasesto highervalues(butalwayswith "< 0:5)by keeping �xed

B L (i.e.the strength ofthe m agnetic �eld sm oothed over a typicallength

scale L = 2�=kL) the am plitude ofthe brightness perturbations gets larger

in com parison with the case when the m agnetic �eld is absent.This aspect

isillustrated in the bottom plotofFig.11 where the logarithm (to base 10)
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Fig. 10. The power spectra ofthe brightness perturbations for a typicalwave-

num ber k = 0:1M pc
� 1.The values ofthe param eters are speci�ed in the legends.
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and the sm oothing scale is kL = M pc
� 1

(see

Figs.8 and 9).
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Fig.11.A detailofthecross-correlation (top).Theautocorrelation oftheintensity

at�dec asa function of",i.e.the m agnetic spectralindex (bottom ).

ofthe intensity autocorrelation isevaluated ata �xed wave-num ber(and at

�dec) as a function of".The fullline (corresponding to a B L = 10 nG ) is

progressively divergentfrom the dashed line (corresponding to B L = 0)as"

increases.

In Fig.12 the powerspectra ofthe brightnessperturbationsarereported

at�dec and asa function ofk.In thetwo plotsatthetop theautocorrelation

ofthe intensity is reported for di�erentvalues ofB L (left plot)and fordif-

ferentvaluesof" at�xed B L (rightplot).In thetwo plotsatthebottom the

polarization powerspectra arereported alwaysat�dec and fordi�erentvalues

ofB L at�xed ".The position ofthe �rstpeak ofthe autocorrelation ofthe

intensity is,approxim ately,kd ’ 0:017 M pc
� 1
.The position ofthe �rstpeak

ofthe cross-correlation is,approxim ately,3=4 ofkd.From thisconsideration,

again,we can obtain thatB L < 0:3 nG which ism ore constraining than the

SW condition.

Up to now the adiabatic m ode has been considered in detail.W e could

easily add,however,non-adiabaticm odesthatarebepartially correlated with

the adiabatic m ode.It is rather plausible,in this situation,that by adding
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new param eters,also the allowed value ofthe m agnetic �eld m ay increase.

Sim ilar results can be achieved by deviating from the assum ption that the

m agnetic�eld and the curvatureperturbationsareuncorrelated.Thisaspect

can beunderstood alreadyfrom theanalyticalform oftheSW plateau (192).If

thereisno correlation between them agnetized contribution and theadiabatic

contribution,i.e.
br = �=2,the SW plateau willbe enhanced in com parison

with the case when m agnetic �elds are absent.The sam e situation arises

when the two com ponents are anti-correlated (i.e.cos
br < 0).However,if

the
uctuationsarepositivelycorrelated (i.e.cos
br > 0)thecross-correlation

addsnegatively to the sum ofthe two autocorrelationsofR and 
 B so that

the totalresultm ay be an overallreduction ofthe powerwith respectto the

case
br = �=2.

−4 −3.5 −3 −2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5
0

1

2

3

4

5

x 10
−9

log(k Mpc)

k
3
 |
∆ I(k

,τ
d
e
c
)|

2
/(

2
π2

)

k
p
 = 0.002 Mpc

−1
, k

L
 = 1 Mpc

−1
, n

r
 =0.951, ε =0.1

B
L
 = 30 nG

B
L
 = 10 nG

B
L
 = 0

−4 −3.5 −3 −2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6
x 10

−9

log(k Mpc)

k
3
 |
∆ I(k

,τ
d
e
c
)|

2
/(

2
π2

)

k
p
 = 0.002 Mpc

−1
,  k

L
= 1 Mpc

−1
,  n

r
 = 0.951, B

L
 = 10 nG

ε = 0.1

ε =0.5

−4 −3.5 −3 −2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2
x 10

−13

log(k Mpc)

k
3
 |
∆ P

(k
,τ

d
e
c
)|

2
/(

2
π2

)

k
p
 = 0.002 Mpc

−1
, k

L
 = 1 Mpc

−1
, n

r
 = 0. 951, ε = 0.1

B
L
 = 10 n G

B
L
 = 0

−4 −3.5 −3 −2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

x 10
−11

log(k Mpc)

k
3
 |
∆ P

(k
,τ

d
e
c
) 

∆ I(k
,τ

d
e
c
)|

/(
2
π2

)

k
p
 =0.002 Mpc

−1
, k

L
 = 1 Mpc

−1
, n

r
 = 0.951, ε = 0. 1

B
L
 = 30 nG

B
L
 = 0

Fig.12.The powerspectra ofthebrightnessperturbationsat�dec fortheparam e-

tersreported in the legends.

From Fig.12variousfeaturescan beappreciated.Thepresenceofm agnetic

�elds,asalready pointed out,doesnota�ectonly theam plitudebutalso the

phases ofoscillations ofthe various brightness perturbations.M oreover,an

increase in the spectralindex " also im plies a quantitative di�erence in the

intensity autocorrelation.
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5 C oncluding rem arks

There is little doubts that large-scale m agnetic exist in nature.These �elds

havebeen observed in a num berofdi�erentastrophysicalsystem s.Them ain

question concernsthereforetheirorigin.Stringcosm ologicalm odelsofpre-big

bang type stillrepresenta viableand wellm otivated theoreticaloption.

Sim ple logic dictates that ifthe origin ofthe large-scale m agnetic �elds

isprim ordial(asopposed to astrophysical)itisplausible to expectthe pres-

ence ofm agnetic �elds in the prim evalplasm a also before the decoupling

ofradiation from m atter.CM B anisotropies are germ ane to severalaspect

oflarge-scale m agnetization.CM B physics m ay be the toolthat will�nally

enable us either to con�rm or to rule out the prim ordialnature ofgalactic

and clusters m agnetic �elds seeds.In the next �ve to ten years the forth-

com ing CM B precision polarization experim entswillbe sensitive in,various

frequency channelsbetween 30 G Hzand,roughly 900 G Hz.Theobservations

willbeconducted both via satellites(likethePlanck satellite)and via ground

based detectors(like in the case ofthe Q UIET arrays).In a com plem entary

view,theSK A telescopewillprovidefull-sky surveysofFaraday rotation that

m ay even getcloseto 20 G Hz.

In an optim istic perspective the forthcom ing experim entaldata together

with thesteadyprogressin theunderstandingofthedynam otheorywillhope-

fully explain therationalefortheubiquitousnatureoflarge-scalem agnetiza-

tion.In apessim isticperspective,theprim ordialnatureofm agneticseedswill

neitherbe con�rm ed norruled out.Itiswise to adopta m odel-independent

approach by sharpening those theoreticaltools that m ay allow,in the near

future,a directobservationaltestofthe e�ectsoflarge-scalem agnetic �elds

on CM B anisotropies.Som ee�ortsalong thisperspectivehavebeen reported

in thepresentlecture.In particular,thefollowing resultshavebeen achieved:

� scalar CM B anisotropies have been described in the presence ofa fully

inhom ogeneousm agnetic�eld;

� the em ployed form alism allows the extension of the usualCM B initial

conditionsto the case when large-scalem agnetic �eldsare presentin the

gam e;

� by going to higherorderin the tightcoupling expansion the evolution of

the brightnessperturbationshasbeen com puted num erically;

� ithasbeen shown thatthem agnetic�eldsm ay a�ectnotonly theam pli-

tude butalso the relativephasesofthe Doppleroscillations;

� from the analysis ofthe cross-correlation power spectra it is possible to

distinguish,num erically,thee�ectsofa m agnetic�eld assm allas0:5 nG .

It is interesting to notice that a m agnetic �eld in the range 10� 10{10� 11 G

isstillviableaccording to the presentconsiderations.Itis,therefore,notex-

cluded thatlarge-scalem agnetic�eldsm aycom efrom aprim ordial�eld ofthe

orderof0:1-0:01nG presentpriorto gravitationalcollapseoftheprotogalaxy.

Such a �eld,depending upon the detailsofthe gravitationalcollapsem ay be
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am pli�ed to the observablelevelby com pressionalam pli�cation.Thepresent

problem sin achieving a largedynam o am pli�cation m ay thereforebelessrel-

evantthan forthecasewhen theseed �eld isin therange10� 9nG = 10� 18nG .

To con�rm thistypeofscenarioitwillbeabsolutely essentialto introducethe

m agnetic�eld background intothecurrentstrategiesofparam eterextraction.

The considerations reported in the present lecture provide already the

fram ework for such an introduction.In particular,along a m inim alist per-

spective,the inclusion ofthe m agnetic �eld background boils down to add

two new extra-param eters:the spectralslope and am plitude ofthe m agnetic

�eld (conventionallysm oothed overatypicalcom ovingscaleofM pcsize).The

m agnetic �eld contribution willthen slightly m odify the adiabatic paradigm

by introducing,already at the levelofinitialconditions,a subleading non-

G aussian (and quasi-adiabatic)correction.
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