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1 H alfa century of large-scale m agnetic elds

1.1 A prem ise

T he content of the present contribution is devoted to large-scale m agnetic

elds whose origin, evolution and im plications constitute today a rather in—
triguing triple point in the phase diagram ofphysical theordes. Indeed, stick—
Ing to the existing literature (and refraining from dram atic statem ents on
the historical evolution of theoretical physics) it appears that the sub fct of
large—scalem agnetization thrives and prosper at the crossroad of astrophysics,
coam ology and theoretical high-energy physics.

Follow ing the kind invitation of Jnan M aharana and M aurizio G asperini, I
am delighted to contribute to this set of lectures w hose guideline is dictated by
the nspiring e orts of G abriele Veneziano in understanding the fuindam ental
forces of Nature. M y voice pins the choir of gratitude proceeding from the
whole physics comm unity for the novel and intriguing results obtained by
G abriele through the various stages of his m anifold activiy. I nally ought
to convey my personal thankfiilness for the teachings, advices and generous
clies received during the last fteen years.
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1.2 Length scales

The typicalm agnetic eld strengths, n the Universe, range from faw G (In
the case of galaxies and clusters), to few G (In the case of planets, lke the
earth or Jupiter) and up to 10'2G in neutron stars.M agnetic elds are not
only observed In planets and stars but also in the interstellarm ediuim , in the
Intergalacticm edium and, last but not least, in the ntra—clusterm edium .

M agnetic elds whose correlation length is larger than the astronom ical
unit (1AU = 149 10°an ) willbe nam ed brge-scale m agnetic elds.In fact,
m agnetic eldsw ith approxim ate correlation scale com parablew ih the earth-
sun distance are not observed (on the contrary, both them agnetic eld ofthe
sun and the one ofthe earth have a clearly distinguishable localized structure).
M oreover, In m agnetohydrodynam ics M HD ), the m agnetic di usivity scale
(ie. the scale below which m agnetic elds are di used because of the nite
value of the conductiviy) tums out to be, am usingly enough, of the order of
the AU .

1.3 The early history

In the forties lJarge-scale m agnetic eld had no em pirical evidence. For in—
stance, there was no evidence of m agnetic elds associated w ith the galaxy
as a whole wih a rough correlation scale ofE 30kpc. M ore speci cally, the
theoretical situation can be sum m arized as follow s. T he sam inalcontributions
of H.Alfven [l] convinced the comm unity that m agnetic elds can have a
very large lifetim e in a highly conducting plasn a. Later on, In the seventies,
A lfven w illbe aw arded by the N obel prize \for fuindam entalw ork and discov-
eries In m agnetohydrodynam icsw ith fruitfinl applications in di erent parts of
plaan a physics" .

U sing the discoveries of A Ifiren, Ferm i 2] postulated, In 1949, the exis—
tence ofa large-scalem agnetic eld pem eating the galaxy w ith approxim ate
Intensity of G and, hence, in equilbbriuim w ith the cosam ic rays

A Ifven [3] did not react positively to the proposalofFem i, insisting, In a
som ehow opposite perspective, that coam ic rays are in equilbrium w ith stars
and disregarding com pletely the possibility ofa galacticm agnetic eld.Today
wedo know that thism ay be the case for low -energy coam ic raysbut certainly

! Recall that lkpc= 3085 163 cm .M oreover, 1M pc= 10° kpc. T he present size
ofthe Hubble radiusisH ' = 12 10°an 41 18Mpc orh= 0:73.

In this contrdbbution m agnetic elds will be expressed in G auss. In the SI units
1T = 10°G .Forpractical reasons, in coam ic ray physics and in cosm ology it isalso
useflil to express the m agnetic eld In G&V 2 (hunitsh= c= 1). R ecalling that
the Bohrm agneton isabout 557 10 '*M eV =T the conversion factorw ill then be
1G = 195 10 *°Gev’.Theuse ofGauss (G) instead of Tesla (T ) is jasti ed by
the existing astrophysical literature w here m agnetic elds are typically expressed
In G auss.
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not for the m ost energetic ones around, and beyond, the knee in the coam ic
ray spectrum .

At the historical level it is am using to notice that the m entioned contro—
versy can be fully understood from the issue 75 ofP hysicalR eview where it is
possible to consul the paper of Fem i 2], the paper of A Ifven [3] and even a
paperby R .D .Richtm yer and E . Teller 4] supporting the view s and doubts
of A lfven.

In 1949 Hilmer [B] and, iIndependently, Hall [6] observed polarization of
starlight which was later on Interpreted by D avis and G reenstein [/] as an
e ect of galacticm agnetic eld aligning the dust grains.

A coording to the presented chain ofevents it is kegitin ate to conclide that

the discoveries of A Ifven w ere essential in the Fem iproposalwho waspon—
dering on the origin of coan ic rays in 1938 before leaving Ttaly I because
ofthe Infam ous fascist legislation;

the idea that coam ic rays are In equilbrium w ith the galactic m agnetic

elds (and hence that the galaxy possess a m agnetic eld) wasessentialin
the correct interpretation of the rst, fragile, optical evidence of galactic
m agnetization.

T he origin of the galacticm agnetization, according to [2], had to be som ehow
prin ordial. Tt should be noticed, for sake of com pleteness, that the observa—
tions of H iltmer [5] and Hall [¢] took place from N ovem ber 1948 to January
1949. T he paper of Fem i 2] was subm itted in January 1949 but it contains
no reference to the work of H iltner and Hall. This indicates the Fem iwas
probably not aw are of these opticalm easurem ents.

T he idea that lJargescale m agnetization should som ehow be the rem nant
of the initial conditions of the gravitational collapse of the protogalaxy idea
was further pursued by Fem i in collaboration wih S. Chandrasekar [B, 9]
who tried, rather am biiously, to connect the m agnetic eld of the galaxy to
its angularm om entum .

1.4 The m iddle ages

In the fties various observations on polarization of C rab nebula suggested
that the M iky W ay is not the only m agnetized structure in the sky. The
e ective new twist In the observations of largescale m agnetic elds was
the developm ent (through the flies and sixties) of radio-astronom ical tech—
niques. From these m easurem ents, the rst unam biguous evidence of radio—
polarization from theM iky W ay M W ) was obtained (see [LO] and references
therein for an account of these developm ents).

Tt was also soon realized that the radioZeem an e ect (counterpart of the
optical Zeem an splitting em ployed to determ ine them agnetic eld ofthe sun)

® The author is indebted with Prof. G . Cocconi who was so kind to share his
personal recollections of the scienti ¢ discussions w ith E . Ferm i.
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could o er accurate determ mnation of (ocally very strong) m agnetic elds
iIn the galaxy. The observation of Lyne and Sm ith [11f] that pulsars could
be used to determ ine the colum n density of electrons along the line of sight
opened the possibility of using not only synchrotron em ission as a diagnostic
ofthe presence of a large-scale m agnetic eld, but also Faraday rotation.For
a m asterly written introduction to pulsar physics the readerm ay consul the
book of Lyne and Sm ih [12].

In the seventies all the basic experin entaltools for the analysis of galactic
and extra-galactic m agnetic elds were ready. A round this epoch also exten—
sive review s on the experim ental endeavors started appearing and a very nice
account could be found, for Instance, in the review of H eiles [L3]].

Tt becam e gradually evident in the early eighties, that m easurem ents of
largescale m agnetic elds in the MW and in the extemal galaxies are two
com plem entary aspects of the sam e problem .W hile M W studies can provide
valuable nform ations conceming the local structure of the galactic m agnetic

eld, the observation of extermal galaxies provides the only viable tool for the
reconstruction of the gblkal features of the galactic m agnetic elds.

Since the early seventies, som e relevant attention has been paid not only
to the m agnetic elds of the galaxies but also to the m agnetic elds of the
clusters. A cluster is a graviationally bound system of galaxies. The local
group (ie. our cluster containing the M W , A ndrom eda together w ith other

fiy galaxies) isan irregular cluster in the sense that it contains few er galaxies
than typical clusters in the Universe. O ther clusters (lke Com a, V irgo) are
m ore typical and are then called regular or Abell clusters. As an order of
m agnitude estin ate, Abell clisters can contain 10° galaxies.

1.5 New twists

In the ninetiesm agnetic eldshavebeen m easured in single Abell clustersbut
around the tum of the century these estin ates becam e m ore reliable thanks
to In proved experin ental techniques. In order to estin ate m agnetic elds in
clisters, an independent know ledge of the electron density along the line of
sight is needed. Recently Faraday rotation m easurem ents obtained by radio
telescopes (ke VLA El) have been com bined w ith independent m easurem ents
ofthe electron density in the intra—clusterm edium . Thiswasm ade possibl by
them aps ofthe x-ray sky obtained w ith satellitesm easurem ents (in particular
RO SAT E‘) . This in provem ent In the experin ental capabilities seem s to have
partially settled the issue con m ing the m easurem ents of the early nineties
and In plying that also clusters are endowed wih a magnetic eld of G
strength which is not associated with individual galaxies [15,[16].

‘ The Very Large A rray Telescope, consists of 27 parabolic antennas soread over a
surface of 20 km ? in Socorro New M exico)

® The RO egten SATellite ( ying from June 1991 to February 1999) provided m aps
ofthe x—ray sky in the range 0:1{2:5 keV .A catalog of x-ray bright A bell clusters
was com piled.
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W hil entering the new m illenniim the capabilities of the observers are
really confronted wih a new challenge: the possbility that also superclis—
ters are endowed w ith their own m agnetic eld. Superclusters are (loosely)
gravitationally bound system s of clusters. An exam ple is the local superclis—
ter form ed by the local group and by the VIRGO cluster. Recently a large
new sam ple of Faraday rotation m easures of polarized extragalactic sources
has been com pared w ith galaxy counts in Hercules and PerseusP isces (two
nearby superclisters) [L7].F irst attem pts to detect m agnetic leds associated
w ith superclusters have been reported [L8]. A cautious and conservative ap—
proach suggests that these fragile evidences m ust be corroborated w ith m ore
conclusive observations (especially in the light of the, som etin es dubious, In—
dependent determ ination ofthe electron density|d) . H ow ever it isnot excluded
that as the nineties gave us a m er evidence of cluster m agnetisn , the new
m illennium m ay give usm ore solid understanding of superclister m agnetian .
In the present historical Introduction various experim ental techniques have
been swiftly m entioned. A m ore extensive Introductory description of these
techniques can be found i [19].

1.6 Hopes for the future

T he hope Porthe near future is connected w ith the possbility of a next gener-
ation radiotelescope. A Iong this line the SKA (Square K ilom eter A rray) has
been proposed [L6] (see also R0O]).W hile the technical features of the Instru—
m ent cannot be thoroughly discussed in the present contribution, it su ces
to notice that the collecting area of the instrum ent, as the nam e suggest, w 11
be 0f 10°m 2. The speci cations for the SKA require an angular resolution of
01 arcsec at 14 GH z, a frequency capability of 0:1{25 GHz, and a eld of
view of at Jeast ldeg2 at 14 GHz 20]. T he num ber of independent beam s is
expected to be larger than 4 and the num ber of instantaneous pencilbeam s
willbe roughly 100 w ith a m axinum prin ary beam separation of about 100
deg at low frequencies (becom ing 1 deg at high frequencies, ie. ofthe order of
1 GHz). These soeci cations w ill probably allow fiill sky surveys of Faraday
R otation.

T he frequency range of SK A is rather suggestive ifwe com pare i w ith the
one ofthe P Janck experin ent R1].P Janck w illoperate in 9 frequency channels
from 30 to, approxin ately, 900 GH z. W hile the three low —frequency channels
(from 30 to 70 G H z) are not sensitive to polarization the six high-frequency
channels (between 100 and 857 GHZ) willbe de nitely sensitive to CM B po—
larization. Now , i should be appreciated that the Faraday rotation signal

® I [[4] it was ckverly argued that informm ations on the plasm a densities from
direct observations can be glaned from detailed m ultifrequency observations of
few giant radiogalaxies (GRG ) having din ensions up to 4 M pc. T he estin ates
based on this observation suggest colum n densities of electrons between 10 ¢ and
10 > an 3.
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decreases w ith the frequency as 2. Therefore, or lower frequencies the
Faraday Rotation signalw ill be larger than in the six high-frequency chan-—
nels. C onsequently it is legitin ate to hope for a fruifiil interplay between the
next generation of SK A -lke radio-telescopes and CM B satellites. Indeed, as
suggested above, the upper branch of the frequency capability of SKA aln ost
overlaps w ith the lower frequency of P lJanck so that possble e ects of large-
scalem agnetic eldson CM B polarization could be, w th som e luck, addressed
w ith the com bined action ofboth instrum ents. In fact, the sam e m echanism
leading to the Faraday rotation in the radio leads to a Faraday rotation ofthe
CM B provided the CM B is linearly polarized. T hese considerations suggest, as
em phasized In a recent topical review , that CM B anisotropies are gem ane to
several aspects of Jarge-scale m agnetization [22]. T he considerations reported
so far suggest that during the next decade the destiny of radio-astronom y and
CM B physics w ill probably be linked together and not only for reasons of
convenience.

1.7 Few burning questions

In this general and panoram ic view of the history of the sub fct we started
from the relatively old controversy opposing E . Ferm ito H . A Ifiren w ith the
still uncertain but foreseeable fiiture developm ents. W hike the nature of the
future developm ents is inextricably connected w ith the advent of new instru-
m ental capabilities, it is legitin ate to rem ark that, In m ore than fiy years,
m agnetic elds have been detected over scales that are progressively larger.
From the historical developm ent of the sub £ct a serdes of questions arises
naturally:

w hat is the origin of large-scale m agnetic elds?

arem agnetic elds prin ordialas assum ed by Ferm im ore than fiy years
ago?

even assum Ing that large-scale m agnetic elds are prin ordial, is there a
theory for their generation?

is there a way to understand if lJarge-scale m agnetic elds are really pri-
m ordial?

In what llow swe w illnot give de nie answers to these in portant questions
but we shallbe content of outlining possble avenues of new developm ents.
The plan of the present lecture w ill be the Hllow ing. Th Sect.[Z the m ain
theoretical problem s connected w ith the origin of largescale m agnetic elds
w ill be discussed. In Sect. [3 the attention willbe Hcused on the problem of
largescale m agnetic eld generation In the fram ew ork of string cosm ological
m odel, a sub Ect where the prebig bang m odel, in is various lncamations,
plysa crucial r®le.But, nally, arge-scalem agnetic elds are really prin or—
dial? W ere they really present prior to m atterradiation equality? A m odest
approach to these In portant questions suggests to study the physics ofm ag—
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netized CM B anisotropies which w ill be Introduced, in is essential lines, In
Sect.[d. The concluding rem arks are collected in Sect. [3.

2 M agnetogenesis

W hik in the previous Section the approach has been purely historical, the
experin ental analysis of lJarge-scale m agnetic elds prom pts a collection of
Interesting theoretical problem s. They can be summ arized by the follow Ing
chain of evidences (see also [L9)):

In spiralgalaxiesm agnetic elds follow the orientation ofthe spiralam s,
w herem atter is clustered because ofdi erential rotation.W hile therem ay
be an asymm etry in the Intensities of the m agnetic eld in the northem
and southem em isphere (Ike i happens in the case ofthe M iky W ay) the
typical strength is in the range ofthe G.

Locally m agnetic eldsm 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 wih a
poloidal com ponent present around the nucleus of the galaxy and extend—
ng for, roughly, 100 pc.

T he correlation scale of the m agnetic eld in spirals is of the order of 30
kpc.

In elliptical galaxiesm agnetic elds have been m easured at the G level
but the correlation scale is shorter than in the case of spirals: this is due
to the di erent evolutionary history of elliptical galaxies and to their lack
of di erential rotation;

ADbell clusters of galaxies exhibit m agnetic elds present in the so—called
Intraclisterm edium : these elds, alwaysat the G lvel, are not associ-
ated w ith individual galaxies;

superclistersm ight also bem agnetized even if, at them om ent, conclusions
are prem ature, as partially explained in Section[d (see also [18] and [19)).

T he statem ents collected above rest on various detection techniques rang—
Ing from Faraday rotation, to synchrotron em ission, to Zeem an splitting of
clouds of m olecules w ith an unpaired electron spin. The experin ental evi-
dence sw iftly summ arized above seem s to suggest that di erent and distant
ob cts have m agnetic elds of com parable strength. T he second suggestion
seam s also to be that the strength of the m agnetic elds is, In the rst (sim —
plistic) approxin ation, independent on the physical scale.

T hese em pirical coincidences rem inds a bit ofone ofthe m otivations ofthe
standard hot bigbang m odel, nam ely the observation that the light elem ents
are equally abundant in rather di erent parts of our Universe. T he approxi-
m ate equality of the abundances in plies that, unlke the heavier elam ents, the
light elem ents have prin ordialorigin. T he fur light isotopesD , *He, *He and
"Liarem ainly produced at a speci ¢ stage of the hot big bang m odelnam ed
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nuclkosynthesis occurring below the a typical tem perature of 08 M €V when
neutrinos decoupl from the plasn a and the neutron abundance evolves via
free neutron decay [23]. T he abundances calculated in the sin plest big-bang
nuclosythesis m odel agree fairly well w ith the astronom ical observations.

In sin flar term s it is plausble to argue that large-scale m agnetic elds
have com parable strengths at large scales because the niial conditions for
their evolutions were the sam e, for instance at the tin e of the graviational
collapse ofthe protogalaxy. T he way the niial conditions for the evolution of
largescale m agnetic elds are set is generically nam ed m agnetogenesis [19].

T here is another com parison which m ight be useful. Back In the seventies
the so-called H arrison-Zeldovich spectrum waspostulated. Later, w ith the de—
velopm entsofin ationary cosn ology the originh ofa at spectrum ofcurvature
and density pro leshasbeen juisti ed on thebasisofa period ofquasi-de Sitter
expansion nam ed in ation. It isplausble that in som e In ationary m odelsnot
only the uctuationsofthe geom etry are am pli ed but also the uctuationsof
the gauge elds. T his happens if, for nstance, gauge couplings are e ectively
dynam ical. A s the H arrisonZeldovich spectrum can be used as niial condi-
tion for the subsequent N ew tonian evolution, the prin ordial spectrum of the
gauge elds can be used as Iniial condition for the subsequent M HD evolu—
tion which m ay lad, eventually, to the observed large-scale m agnetic elds.
The plan of the present section is the ollow ing. In Subsect.[2.l som e general
Ideas ofplasn a physics w illbe sum m arized w ith particular attention to those
tools that w ill be m ore relevant for the purposes of this lecture. In Subsect.
22 the concept of dynam o am pli cation will be introduced in a smpli ed
perspective. In Subsect.[2.3 it w illbe argued that the dynam o am pli cation,
in one of its potential lncamations, necessitates som e initial conditions or as
we say in the jrgon, some seed eld. In Subsect.[24 a panoram ic view of
astrophysical seeds w ill be presented w ith the ain of stressing the com m on
aspects of, som etin es diverse, physicalm echanism s. Subsect.[2.5 and [2.4 the
tw o basic approaches to cosn ological m agnetogenesis w ill be illustrated. In
the rst case (see Subsect.[2.9) m agnetic elds are produced inside the Hub-—
ble radius at a given stage In the life of the Universe. In the second case (see
Subsect.[2.8) vacuum uctuations of the hypercharge eld are am pli ed dur—
ing an in ationary stage of expansion. Subsection [2.7 deals w ith the m apr
problem of in ationary m agnetogenesis, nam ely conform al W eyl) nvariance
w hose breaking w ill be one of the them es of string coam ologicalm echanism s
for the generation of large-scale m agnetic elds.

2.1 M agnetized plasm as

Large-scalem agnetic elds evolve in a plagm a, ie. a system often illistrated
as the fourth state ofm atter. A swe can wak in the phase diagram ofa given
chem ical elem ent by going from the solid to the liquid and to the gaseous
state w ith a serdes of diverse phase transitions, a plasn a can be obtained by
Jonizing a gas. A typical exam pl of weakly coupled plagan a is therefore an
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Jonized gas. E xam ples of strongly coupled plaan as can be found also In solid
state physics. An essential physical scale that has to be introduced in the
description of plasn a properties is the so—called D ebye length that will be
discussed in the Pollow ing paragraph.
D i erent descriptions ofa plagn a exist and they range from e ective uid

m odels of charged particles 24,125,126,127)] to kinetic approaches like the ones
pioneered by V lasov R8] and Landau R9]. From a physical point of view, a
plan a is a system of charged particles which is globally neutral for typical
length-scales larger than the D ebye length o :

r
To

D 8 noo @)

where T is the kinetic tem perature and ny the m ean charge densiy of the
electron-ion system , ie.n. ’ ni= ng.Fora test particle the Coulomb poten-
tialw ill then have the usualCoulomb form but it w illbe suppressed, at large
distances by a Yukawa tem , ie.e = ® . In the interstellarm edium there are
three kinds of regions w hich are conventionally de ned:

B regions, where the H ydrogen is predom inantly in m olecular form (also
denoted by H II);

K regions (where Hydrogen is in atom ic form );

and H regions, where H ydrogen is ionized, (also denoted by HI).

Th theH' regionsthe typicaltem perature T is ofthe order o£10{20 &V while
Prng ktustake, or nstance,ng 3 10%an 3.Then o 30km .

Forr p the Coulomb potential is screened by the globale ect of the
otherparticles in theplasn a.Supposenow that particlesexchangem om entum
through two-body interactions. Their cross section w ill be of the order of

2.=T¢ and themean freepath willbe L5  Te=( 2, no), ie. recalling Eq.

m » n % - This m eans that the plasn a is a weakly collisional system
which is, In general, not in local them odynam ical equilbrium and this is
the reason why we Introduced Ty as the kinetic (rather than them odynam ic)
tem perature.

T he last observation can be m ade even m ore explicit by de ning another
In portant scale, nam ely the plasna frequency which, In the system under
discussion, is given by

s
4 n062 nNo 1=

e = r2 M Hz;; 2
pe me 103 am 3 @

where m . is the electron m ass. N otice that, in the interstellar m edium (ie.
rny’ 10 2 an 3) Eq. [J) gives a plasn a frequency in the GH z range. T his
observation is im portant, for instance, in the treatm ent of Faraday rotation
since the plasm a frequency istypically m uch largerthan the Lam or frequency
ie.
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lpo= 207 1808 —20  yug 3)
P m. 103G ’
Inplying, ©rBy’ G, !se’ 20H z.The sam e hierarchy holds also when the
(free) electron density ismuch larger than in the nterstellarm ediim , and, for
instance, at the last scattering between electrons and photons for a redshift
Zgec ' 1100 (see Sect.[d).

The plasn a frequency is the oscillation frequency of the electrons when
they are displaced from their equilbrium con I91.1J:atjor1 n a background ofap—
proxin ately xed ions.Recalling that viner / Tp=m  is the them alvelociy
of the charge carrers, the collision frequency !¢’ Viher=h 5 iSalwaysmuch
am aller than !pe /' Viner= p - Thus, in the idealized system described so far,
the follow Ing hierarchy of scales holds:

D " or le !pe; 4)

w hich m eans that before doing one collision the system undergoesm any oscil-
lations, or, in other words, that the m ean free path isnot the shortest scale in
the problem .U sually one de nes also the plasma parameter N = n,, ! b 3, ie.
the num ber of particles in the D ebye sphere. In the approxin ation of weakly
coupled plasn a N 1 which also in ply that the m ean kinetic energy of the
particles is lJarger than the m ean Inter-particle potential.

T he spectrum ofplasn a excitations is a rather vast sub fct and i w illnot
strictly necessary for the ollow ing considerations (for fiirther details seelR4,
25,126]) . It is su cient to rem ark that we can envisage, broadly speaking, two

regin es that are physically di erent:

typical length-scales much lrger than p and typical frequencies much
sm aller than !pe;

typical length-scales am aller (or com parable) w ith p and typical frequen—
ciesmuch larger than ! ..

In the st situation reported above it can be shown that a single uid de-
scription su ces.The single uid description is Justi ed, in particular, for the
analysis of the dynam o instability which occurs for dynam ical tim es of the
order of the age of the galaxy and length-scales larger than the kpc. In the
opposite regin e, ie. ! lbe and L p the single uid approach breaks
down and a muli- uid description is m andatory. T his is, for instance, the
branch of the spectrum ofplasn a excitation where the displacem ent current
(and the related electrom agnetic propagation) cannot be neglected. A m ore
reliable description is provided, in this regin e, by the V lasov-Landau (ie.
kinetic) approach 28,129] (see also RI)]).

C onsider, therefore, a two— uid system ofelectrons and protons. T his sys—
tem willbe descrbed by the continuiy equations of the density of particles,

le.
@n @n
@:+r ave) = 0; @—§+r gwy) = 0; (5)
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and by the m om entum conservation equations

@
m eNe @4- Ve rve = enn E +ve B rep G 6)
mpng @4- Vp Ivp=en, E+v, B rg Ge: (1)

Equations [@), [@) and [7) m ust be supplam ented by M axw ell equations read—
ing, in this case

E=4em n); ®)
= 0; )
@B
r E+—=0; (10)
@t
QE
r B = E + 4 enpvp nve): 11)

The two uid system of equations is rather usefiil to discuss various phe—
nom ena lke the propagation of electrom agnetic excitations at nite charge
density both in the presence and In the absence of a background m agnetic
eld [24, 125, 12d]. The previous observation in plies that a two— uid treat-
m ent ism andatory for the description of Faraday rotation ofthe Cosn icM
crow ave B ackground (CM B) polarization. T his sub jct w illnot be speci cally
discussed In the present lecture (see, for fiirther details, [30] and references
therein).
Instead of treating the two uids as separated, the plasm a m ay be consid—
ered as a single uid de ned by an appropriate set of golal variables:

J=empvp mVe); 12)
q= elp 1n); 13)
m = Mene+ mpnp); (14)

MeNeVe + NpM ,Vp
v = ’

5)
M eNe + M pNp

where J is the global current and 4 is the global charge density; , is the
totalm assdensiy and v isthe so—called buk velocity oftheplasn a.From the
de nition of the buk velocity i is clear that v is the centre-ofm ass velocity
of the electron-ion system . T he Interesting case is the one where the plasn a
is globally neutral, ie.ne '’ np = ng, in plying, from M axwell and continuity
equations the follow Ing equations

r E = 0; r J = 0; r B = 0: 16)

The equations reported in Eq. [[d) are the st characterization of M HD
equations, ie. a system where the total current as well as the electric and
m agnetic elds are all soknoidal. The ram aining equations allow to obtain
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the relevant set of conditions describing the long wavelength m odes of the
m agnetic eld ie.

r B =4 J; @7
B

r E = @—: 18)
@t

Th Eq. [I7), the contrbbution of the displacem ent current has been neglected
for consistency w ith the solkenoidalnature of the total current (see Eq. [14)).
T wo other relevant equations can be obtained by summ ing and subtracting
them om entum conservation equations, ie.Egs. [6) and [1).T he resul ofthis
procedure is

v, J B p 19)
L T v
J 1
E+v B=—+—J B r p); (20)
Mg

whereng ’ no ' ne and P = pe+ py.Equation [19) is derived from the
sum ofEgs. [@) and [@) and in I3 J B isthe Lorentz force term which is
quadratic in the m agnetic eld. T fact using Eq. (I7)

1
J B=4—(r B) B: 21)

N ote that to derive Eq. [20) the lin it m e ! 0 must be taken, at some
point. There are som e caveats related to this procedure since viscous and
collisionale ectsm ay be relevant 25]. E quation [20) is som etin es called one—

uid generalized Ohm law .Th Eq. (20) theterm J B isnothingbuttheHall
current and r pe is often called them oelectric temm . F inally the term J= is
the resistivity tetm and  is the conductivity of the one- uid description. In
Eq. [20) the pressure hasbeen taken to be isotropic. N eglecting, the Halland
them oelectric temm s (that m ay play, however, a r®l in the B ierm ann battery
m echanism form agnetic eld generation) the Ohm law takes the form

J= E +v B): 22)

UsingEq. 22) togetherw ith Eq. [I7) it iseasy to show that the O hm ic electric
eld is given by
r B
E = v B: @3)
4
U sing then Eq. 23)) into Eq. [[8) and exploiting known vector identities we

can get the canonical form of the m agnetic di usiviy equation
@B 1
= & B)+—r?B; @4)
@t 4
w hich is the equation to be used to discuss the general features of the dynam o
Instability.
M HD can be studied into two di erent (out com plem entary) lim is
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the ideal (or superconducting) lin it w here the conductivity issetto in niy
(le.the ! 1 lmmi);

the real (or resistive) lim it where the conductiviy is nite.
T he plaan a description ollow ing from M HD can be also phrased in tem s

of the conservation of two interesting quantities, ie. the m agnetic ux and
the m agnetic helicity 27, 131]]:

Z Z
d 1
— B d = — r r B d ; 25)
dt 4

Z Z
d 3 1 3
— d’xA B= — d’xB r B: (26)
at 4 v

h Eq. 29), isan arbitrary closed surface that m oves w ith the plasma. In
the dealM HD Iim it the m agnetic ux is exactly conserved and the the ux
is som etin es said to be frozen Into the plasn a elem ent. In the sam e lim it also
the m agnetic helicity is conserved. In the resistive lim i them agnetic ux and
helicity are dissipated w ith a rate proportionalto 1= which is sn allprovided
the conductiviy is su clently high. The term appearing at the right hand
side o Eqg. (26) is called m agnetic gyrotropy.

T he conservation of the m agnetic helicity is a statem ent on the conserva—
tion ofthe topologicalpropertiesofthem agnetic ux lines. Ifthem agnetic eld
is com pletely stochastic, the m agnetic ux lines w illbe closed loops evolving
Independently In the plasm a and the helicity w illvanish . T here could be, how —
ever, m ore com plicated topological situations w here a single m agnetic loop is
tw isted (like som e kind ofM obius stripe) or the case w here the m agnetic loops
are connected like the rings of a chain. In both cases the m agnetic helicity
w ill not be zero since i m easures, essentially, the num ber of links and tw ists
in the m agnetic ux lines. The conservation of the m agnetic ux and of the
m agnetic helicity is a consequence of the fact that, In idealM HD , the Ohm ic
ekctric eld is always orthogonalboth to the buk velocity eld and to the
m agnetic eld.In the resistive M HD approxin ation this isno longer true 27].

2.2 D ynam os

T he dynam o theory hasbeen developed starting from the early fliesthrough
the eighties and various extensive presentations exist in the literature 32,133,
34]]. G enerally speaking a dynam o is a process w here the kinetic energy ofthe
plasn a is transferred tom agnetic energy. T here are di erent sortsofdynam os.
Som e ofthe dynam osthat are currently addressed in the existing literature are
large-scale dynam os, an allscale dynam os, nonlinear dynam os, -dynam oOs...
Ttwould be di cult, in the present lecture, even to review such a vast lit—

erature and, therefore, i ism ore appropriate to refer to som e review articles
where the m odem developm ents in dynam o theory and iIn mean eld elec—
trodynam ics are reported [35,137]. A s a qualitative exam ple of the dynam o
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action it is practical do discuss the m agnetic di usivity equation obtained,
from general considerations, in Eq. [24).

Equation [24) sin ply stipulates that the rst tin e derivative of the m ag—
netic elds Intensity results from the balance of two (physically di erent)
contrbutions. The st temm at the right hand side of Eqg. 24) is the the
dynam o term and it contains the bulk velocity of the plasn a v. If this tem
dom inates the m agnetic eld m ay be am pli ed thanks to the di erential ro-
tation of the plasm a. The dynam o term provides then the coupling allow ing
the transfer of the kinetic energy into m agnetic energy. T he second term at
the right hand side of Eq. [24) is the m agnetic di usivity whose e ect is to
dam p them agnetic eld intensity.D e ning then asL the typicalscale of spa—
tialvariation of the m agnetic eld intensity, the typicaltin e scale of resistive
phenom ena tums out to be

t /4 L7: @7)

In a non-relativistic plasm a the conductivity —goes typically as T 3= 24, [25].
In the case of planets, lke the earth, one can wonder why a sizable m agnetic

eld can stillbe present. O ne of the theories is that the dynam o term regen-—
erates continuously the m agnetic eld which is dissipated by the di usivity
term [32]. In the case of the galactic disk the value of the oonductjyji:yﬂ is
givenby ‘* 7 10'Hz.Thus, orL ’ kpct ’ 10° L.=kpc)?sec.

Equation [27) can also give the typicalresistive length scale once the tim e-
scale of the system is speci ed. Suppose that the tin escale of the system is
givenby ty  H,' 10%secwhereH, is the present order of m agnitude of
the Hubble param eter. T hen

r

L = E; @8)

leadingto L AU .The scak [£8) gives then the upper lin it on the di usion

scale for a magnetic eld whose lifetin e is com parable w ith the age of the

Universe at the present epoch.M agnetic elds w ith typical correlation scale

larger than L. are not a ected by resistivity. O n the other hand, m agnetic
elds w ith typical correlation scale L < L aredi used.The value L AU

is consistent w ith the phenom enological evidence that there are no m agnetic
elds coherent over scales sm aller than 10 > pc.

The dynam o term m ay be responsible for the origin of the m agnetic eld
of the galaxy. The galaxy has a typical rotation period of 3 1¢ yrs and
com paring this gure with the typical age of the galaxy, O (10'%yrs), it can
be appreciated that the galaxy perform ed about 30 rotations since the tine
of the protogalactic collapse.

T he e ectiveness of the dynam o action depends on the physical properties
of the buk velocity eld. In particular, a necessary requirem ent to have a

7 It is common use In the astrophysical applications to work directly with =
(4 ) '.In the case ofthe galactic disks = 10*°*an ? H z.
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potentially sucocessfil dynam o action is that the velociy eld is non-m irror-
symm etric or that, in other words, hwv r vi 6 0. Let us see how this
statem ent can be m ade reasonable in the fram ework of Eq. 24). From Eq.
[24) the usual structure of the dynam o term may be derived by carefiully
averaging over the velocity led according to the procedure of [41), 142]. By
assum ing that the m otion ofthe uid is random and w ith zero m ean velocity
the average is taken over the ensem ble of the possble velocity elds.nh m ore
physical tem s this averaging procedure of Eq. [24) is equivalent to average
over scales and tin es exceeding the characteristic correlation scale and tim e
o of the velocity eld. This procedure assum es that the correlation scale of
the m agnetic eld is much bigger than the correlation scale of the velocity
eld which is required to be divergence—ess (r v = 0).In this approxin ation
the m agnetic di usivity equation can be w ritten as:
@B 1,
@t_ (r B)+4 r“B; 29)
w here

= gom r  vi; 30)

is the socalled -temm in the absence of vorticity. In Egs. 29){[30) B is
the m agnetic eld averaged over timn es longer that ( which is the typical
correlation tim e of the velocity eld.

The fact that the velocity eld must be globally non-m irror symm etric
[33] suggests, already at this qualitative level, the deep connection between
dynam o action and fully developed turbulence. In fact, if the system would
be, globally, nvariant under parity transform ations, then, the tem would
sin ply be vanishing. This cbservation m ay also be related to the turbulent
features of coan ic system s. In cosm ic turbulence the system s are usually ro—
tating and, m oreover, they possess a gradient In them atterdensity (think, for
instance, to the case of the galaxy). It is then plausble that pariy is broken
at the levelofthe galaxy shoetermslkker , r v arenotvanishin33].

T he dynam o temm , as it appears in Eq. [29), has a sin ple electrodynam ical
m eaning, nam ely, it can be interpreted asa m ean ohm ic current directed along
the m agnetic eld :

J = B: (31)

Equation stipulates that an ensam ble of screw -lke vortices w th zero m ean
helicity is able to generate loops in them agnetic ux tubes in a plane orthog—
onal to the one of the original eld.A s a sin pl (and known) application of
Eq. [29), i is appropriate to consider the case w here them agnetic eld pro ke
is given by a sort of Chem-Sim ons wave

By (z;f)= f®sinkz; By,= f()coskz; B, k;t)= 0: 32)

For this pro l the m agnetic gyrotropy is non-vanishing, ie. B r B =
kf? (t).From Eq. 29), ushg Eq. B2) £ (t) cbeys the Hliow ing equation



16 M assin o G iovannini
f (33)

adm is exponentially grow ing solutions for su ciently large scales, ie. k <
4 3 j .Notice that In this naive exam ple the temm is assum ed to be con—
stant. H owever, as the am pli cation proceeds, m ay develop a dependence
upon B F,ie. ! @ B3 ol £ @©)]. In the case of Eq. [33) this
m odi cation w ill introduce non-linear tem s whose e ect will be to stop the
grow th of them agnetic eld. This regin e is often called saturation of the dy—
nam o and the non-linear equations appearing in this context are som etin es
called Landau equations [33] In analogy w ith the Landau equations appearing
in hydrodynam ical turbulence.

In spite of the fact that in the previous exam ple the velocity eld has
been averaged, its evolution obeys the N avier-Stokes equation which we have
already w ritten but w thout the di usion tem

m@—v+(v r v vy o= rP+J B; (34)
@t
where isthethem alviscosity coe cient.T here are idealized casesw here the
Lorentz force term can be neglected. T his is the so-called force free approxi-
m ation.D e ning the kinetic helicity as = r v, the m agnetic di usivity
and N avierStokes equations can be w ritten in a rather sim ple and sym m etric

form
@B 1,
— =7 v B)+—r“°B;
Qt 4
@@—t =r « Y+ # (35)

In M HD various din ensionless ratios can be de ned. T he m ost frequently
used are the m agnetic R eynolds num ber, the kinetic R eynolds num ber and
the P randtl num ber:

Ry = vl ; (36)
L

R = ¥, 37)
R L

Pr= —% = = (38)
R Ly

where Ly and L, are the typicalscales ofvariation ofthe m agnetic and veloc—
ity elds.IfRp, 1 the system is said to be m agnetically turbulent. IfR 1
the system is said to be kinetically turbulent. In realistic situationsthe plagn a
isboth kinetically and m agnetically turbulent and, therefore, the ratio ofthe
two Reynolds num bers w ill tell which is the dom inant source of turbulence.
T here have been, In recent years, various studies on the developm ent ofm ag—
netized turbulence (see, Or nstance, R7]) whose features di er slightly from
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the ones of hydrodynam ic turbulence.W hilke the details of this discussion w i1l
be kft aside, i is relevant to m ention that, In the early Universe, turbulence
m ay develop. In this situation a typicalphenom enon, called inverse cascade,
can take place.A direct cascade is a process w here energy is transferred from
large to an all scales. Even m ore interesting, for the purposes of the present
lecture, is the opposite process, nam ely the nverse cascade w here the energy
transfer goes from an all to large length-scales. O ne can also generalize the
the concept of energy cascade to the cascade of any conserved quantity in the
plasn a, lke, for instance, the helicity. T hus, In general temm s, the transfer
process of a conserved quantity is a cascade.

T he conoept of cascade (either direct or inverse) is related w ith the concept
ofturbulence, ie.the classofphenom ena taking place in uidsand plasm asat
high Reynolds numbers. It is very di cul to reach, w ith terrestrialplasm as,
the physical situation where the m agnetic and the kinetic R eynolds num bers
are both large but, n such a way that their ratio is also large ie.

Rn 1; R l; Pr= ? 1: (39)

T he physical regin e expressed through Egs. [39) rather comm on in the early
Universe. Thus, M HD turbulence is probably one of the key aspects ofm ag—
netized plasn a dynam ics at very high tem peratures and densities. C onsider,
for instance, the plasn a at the electrow eak epoch when the tem perature was
of the order of 100 G&V . O ne can com pute the Reynolds num bers and the
P randtlnum ber from their de nitions given in Egs. (34) { [38) . Ih particular,

R, 107; R = 10*%; Pr’ 10°%; (40)

which can be obtained from Egs. [38){ 38) using as ducial param eters v ’
01, T=, ' (T) 'andL’ 001H_'’ 003 orT "’ 100GeV.
If an Inverse energy cascade takes place, m any (energetic) m agnetic do—

m ains coalesce giving rise to a m agnetic dom ain of larger size but of am aller
energy. T his phenom enon can be viewed, In m ore quantitative tem s, as an
e ective increase of the correlation scale of the m agnetic eld. T his consider—
ation plays a crucial r&le for the viability ofm echanisn s where the m agnetic

eld isproduced In the early Universe inside the Hubbl radiis (see Subsect.
23).

2.3 Initial conditions for dynam os

A coording to the qualitative description of the dynam o Instability presented
In the previous subsection, the origin of large-scale m agnetic elds in spiral
galaxies can be reduced to the three keywords: seeding, am pli cation and
ordering. The rst stage, ie. the seeding, is the m ost controversial one and
w illbe brie y reviewed in the ollow ing sections ofthe present review . In m ore
quantitative term s the am pli cation and the ordering m ay be sum m arized as
ollow s:
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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 about 30 e-folds;

ifthe lJarge scalem agnetic eld ofthe galaxy is, today, O ( G) them agnetic

eld at the onset of galactic rotation m ight have been even 30 e-folds
snaller, ie.0 (10 '°G) over a typicalscale of 30{100 kpc.;

assum ing perfect ux freezing during the gravitational collapse of the pro—
togalaxy (ie. ! 1) the magnetic eld at the onset of gravitational
collapse should be O (10 23) G over a typicalscal of 1 M pc.

T hispicture is oversim pli ed and each ofthe three stepsm entioned above can
be questioned. In what follow sthem ain sources ofdebate, em erged in the last
ten years, willbe brie y discussed.

T here is a sin ple way to relate the value of the m agnetic elds right after
gravitational collapse to the value of the m agnetic eld right before gravi-
tational collapse. Since the gravitational collapse occurs at high conductiviy
them agnetic ux and them agnetic helicity areboth conserved (see, In partic—
ular, Eq. [29)).R ight before the form ation of the galaxy a patch ofm atter of
roughly 1 M pc collapses by gravitational instability. R ight before the collapse
the m ean energy density of the patch, stored in m atter, is of the order of the
critical density of the Universe. R ight after collapse the m ean m atter density
of the protogalaxy is, approxin ately, six orders of m agniude larger than the
critical density.

Since the physical size of the patch decreases from 1 M pc to 30 kpc the
m agnetic eld increases,because of ux conservation, ofa factor ( .= )?~>
10* where , and , are, respectively the energy densities right after and right
before gravitational collapse. T he correct iniial condition in order to tum on
the dynam o hstability would be B § 10 23 G auss over a scale of 1 M pc,
right before gravitational collapse.

T he estin ates presented In the last paragraph are based on the (rather
questionable) assum ption that the am pli cation occurs over thirty e-folds
whilk the magnetic ux is com pltely frozen In. In the real situation, the
achievable am pli cation ismuch an aller. T ypically a good seed would not be
10 '° G after collapse (@aswe assum ed forthe sin plicity ofthe discussion) but
rather [35]

B3 10 %BG: A1)

T he galactic rotation period is of the order of 3 16 yrs. This scale
should be com pared w ith the typical age of the galaxy. A 1l along this rather
large dynam ical tin e-scale the e ort has been directed, from the fties, to
the justi cation that a substantialportion ofthe kinetic energy of the system
(orovided by the di erential rotation) m ay be converted into m agnetic energy
am plifying, In thisway, the seed eld up to the ocbserved value of them agnetic

eld, for Instance in galaxies and in clisters. In recent years a lot of progress
hasbeen m ade both in the context ofthe an all and large-scale dynam os [36),
37] (see also [38,139,/40]) . T hisprogressw as also driven by the higher resolution
ofthe num erical sin ulations and by the in provem ent in the understanding of
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the lJargest m agnetized system that is rather close to us, ie.the sun [37].M ore
com plete acoounts of this progress can be found in the second paper of Ref.
[36] and, m ore com prehensively, In Ref. [37]. Apart from the aspects nvolving
solarphysics and num ericalanalysis, better physicalunderstanding ofthe 0k
of the m agnetic helicity in the dynam o action has been reached. T his point
is crucially connected w ith the two conservation law s arishg in M HD, ie.
the m agnetic ux and m agnetic helicity conservations whose relevance has
been already em phasized, respectively, in Egs. 23) and [26).Even ifthe rich
Interplay between sm all and large scale dynam os is rather in portant, ket us
focuson theproblem of large-scale dynam o action that is, at least super cially,
m ore central for the considerations developed in the present lecture.

A Iready at a qualitative level it is clear that there is a clash between the
absence ofm irror-sym m etry ofthe plasm a, the quasiexponentialam pli cation
ofthe seed and the conservation ofm agnetic ux and helicity in the high (or
m ore precisely In nie) conductivity lin it. T he easiest clash to understand,
Intuitively, isthe ux conservation versus the exponentialam pli cation:both

ux freezing and exponential am pli cation have to take place in the same
superconductive (ie. ! 0) lim it. T he clash between helicity conservation
and dynam o action can be also understood in general temm s: the dynam o
action In plies a topology change of the con guration since the m agnetic ux
lines cross each other constantly [36].

O ne ofthe recent progress in this fram ew ork is a m ore consistent form ula—
tion ofthe large-scale dynam o problem [36,137]: large scale dynam os produces
an all scale helical elds that quench (ie. pram aturely saturate) the e ect.
In other words, the conservation of the m agnetic helicity can be seen, accord-
ing to the recent view, as a fundam ental constraint on the dynam o action.
In connection w ith the last point, i should be m entioned that, in the past, a
rather di erent argum ent was suggested [46]: i was argued that the dynam o
action not only leadsto the am pli cation ofthe largescale eld but also ofthe
random eld com ponent. The random eld would then suppress strongly the
dynam o action.A coording to the considerationsbased on the conservation of
the m agnetic helicity this argum ent seam s to be incorrect since the increase
of the random com ponent would also entail and increase of the rate of the
topology change, ie. a m agnetic helicity non-conservation.

T he possble applications of dynam o m echanism to clusters is still under
debate and it seem sm ore problem atic. T he typical scale of the gravitational
collapse of a cluster is lJarger (roughly by one order of m agnitude) than the
scale ofgravitational collapse ofthe protogalaxy.Furthem ore, them ean m ass
density w ithin the Abellradius (’ 1:5h ' M pc) is roughly 10% largerthan the
critical density. C onsequently, clisters rotate m uch less than galaxies. Recall
that clusters are form ed from peaks in the density eld.T he present overden—
sity of clusters is of the order of 103. Thus, in order to get the intra-cluster
m agnetic eld, one could think that m agnetic ux is exactly conserved and,
then, from an intergalacticm agnetic eld B j> 10 ° G an Intra clusterm ag—
netic ed B 3> 10 7 G can be generated. T his sin ple estin ate show swhy it
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is rather in portant to in prove the accuracy ofm agnetic eld m easurem ents
In the intra-clisterm edium : the change of a single order ofm agnitude in the
estin ated m agnetic eld m ay In ply rather di erent conclusions for its origin.

2.4 A strophysicalm echanism s

M any (@if not all) the astrophysical m echanisn s proposed so far are related
to what is called, In the grgon, a battery. In short, the idea is the follow ing.
The explicit form of the generalized O hm ic electric eld in the presence of
them oelectric corrections can be w ritten as in Eq. 20) wherewe set ng = ne
to stick to the usual oonventjonﬁ

r B r Pe

E = v B + :
4 ene

42)

By comparing Eq. [23) with Eq. [@2), it is clear that the additional tem
at the right hand side, receives contribution from a tem perature gradient.
In fact, restoring for a m om ent the Boltzm ann constant kg we have that
since Po = kg ne T, the additional tetrm depends upon the gradients of the
tem perature, hence the nam e them oelectric. Tt is interesting to see under
which conditions the curl of the electric eld receives contrbution from the
therm oelectric e ect. Taking the curlofboth sides of Eq. (42) we cbtain

rne rk @B

1
r E=4—r2B+r(v B) ; @3)

en? et

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

Eq. [@3) it is clear that the evolution of the m agnetic eld inherits a source
term 1 the gradients In the pressure and electron density are not parallel. If
r P. k r n. a fully valid solution of Eq. [43) isB = 0. In the opposite case
a seed m agnetic eld is naturally provided by the them oelectric term . T he
usual (@nd rather general) observation that one can m ake in connection w ith
the geom etricalproperties ofthe themm oelectric term is that cosm ic ionization
frontsm ay play an in portant rdle.For instance, when quasarsem it ultraviolet
photons, coan ic ionization frontsareproduced.T hen the intergalacticm edium

may be lonized. It should also be recalled, however, that the tem perature
gradients are usually nom alto the ionization front. In spite ofthis, it is also
plausble to think that density gradients can arise in arbitrary directions due
to the stochastic nature of density uctuations.

® For sin plicity, we shall neglect the H all contribution arising in the generalized
Ohm law . The Hall contrdboution would produce, in Eq. [42) a temm J B =n.e
that isofhigher order in them agnetic eld and that isproportionalto the Lorentz
force. The Halltemm willplay no rdle In the subsequent considerations. H ow ever,
it should be bome In m ind that the H all contribution m ay be rather interesting
in connection w ith the presence of strong m agnetic elds like the ones of neutron
stars (ie. 10" G ). This occurrence is even m ore interesting since in the outer
regions of neutron stars strong density gradients are expected.
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In one way or In another, astrophysicalm echanian s for the generation of
m agnetic elds use an incamation of the themm oelectric e ect [43] (see also
44, 149]) . In the sixties and seventies, for instance, it was rather popular to
think that the correct \geom etrical" properties ofthe them oelectric term m ay
be provided by a large-scale vorticity. A s it w ill also be discussed later, this
assum ption seem sto be, at least naively, in contradiction w ith the form ulation
ofin ationary m odels whose prediction would actually be that the largescale
vector m odes are com pletely washed-out by the expansion of the Universe.
Indeed, all along the eighties and nineties the idea of prim ordial vorticity
received jast a m Inor attention.

T he attention then focused on the possibility that ob Ects of rather am all
size m ay provide intense seeds. A fter allwe do know that these ob fectsm ay
exist. For instance the C rab nebula has a typical size of a roughly 1 pc and
amagnetic eld that isa fraction ofthem G .These seeds w ill then com bine
and di use leading, ulim ately, to a weaker seed but w ith large correlation
scale. T his aspect, m ay be, physically, a bit controversial sihce we do observe
m agnetic elds in galaxies and clusters that are ordered over very large length
scales. It would then seem necessary that the seed elds produced In a anall
obEct (or In several an all ob Ects) undergo som e type of dynam ical self-
organization whose nale ect is a seed ooherent over length-scales 4 or 5
orders of m agnitude larger than the correlation scale of the orighalbattery.

An Interesting idea could be that qualitatively di erent batteries lead to
som e type of conspiracy that m ay produce a strong large scale seed. In [43] it
hasbeen suggested that P opulation ITT starsm ay becom e m agnetized thanks
to a battery operating at stellar scale. Then if these stars would explode as
supemovae (or if they would eect a m agnetized stellar w ind) the pregalactic
environm entm ay bem agnetized and the rem nants ofthe process incorporated
in the galactic disc. In a com plem entary perspective, a sin ilar chain ofevents
m ay take place over a di erent physical scale. A battery could arise, n fact
In active galactic nuclei at high red-shift. Then the m agnetic eld could be
epcted leading to ntense elds in the lobes of \young" radio-galaxies. T hese

elds w illbe som ehow inherited by the \older" disc galaxiesand the nalseed
eld m ay be, according to 3] as large as 10 ° G at the pre-galactic stage.

In summ ary we can therefore say that:

both the prim ordialand the astrophysical hypothesis for the origin of the
seeds dem and an e cient (large-scale) dynam o action;

due to the constraints arising from the conservation of m agnetic helicity
and m agnetic ux the valies ofthe required seed eldsm ay tum out to be
larger than previously thought at least in the case when the am pli cation
is only driven by a large-scale dynam o action B;

° The situation may change if the m agnetic elds originate from the com bined
action of am all and large scale dynam os like in the case of the two-step process
described in 43].
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m agnetic ux conservation during gravitationalcollapse ofthe protogalaxy
may Increase, by com pressional am pli cation, the initial seed of even 4
orders ofm agniude;

com pressional am pli cation, as well as lJarge-scale dynam o, are m uch less
e ective In clusters: therefore, the m agnetic eld of clusters is probably
connected to the speci ¢ way the dynam o saturates, and, in this sense,
harder to predict from a speci ¢ value of the niial seed.

2.5 M agnetogenesis: inside the H ubble radius

O ne of the weaknesses of the astrophysical hypothesis is connected w ith the
an allness of the correlation scale of the obtained m agnetic elds. This type
of In passe led the comm unity to consider the option that the initial condi-
tions for the M HD evolution are dictated not by astrophysics but rather by
cosn ology. The 1rst ones to think about cosn ology as a possble source of
large-scale m agnetization were Zeldovich [47,148], and H arrison [49,150, 51]].
T he em phasis of these two authors was clearly di erent. W hile Zeldovich
thought about a m agnetic eld which is uniform (ie.hom ogeneous and ori-
ented, for Instance, along a speci ¢ C artesian direction) Harrison som ehow
anticipated the m ore m odem view by considering the possbility of an inho—
m ogeneous m agnetic eld. In the scenario of Zeldovich the uniform m agnetic
eld would induce a slight anisotropy In the expansion rate along which the
m agnetic eld is aligned. So, for instance, by considering a constant (and uni-
form ) m agnetic eld pointing along the R C artesian axis, the induced geom etry
com patible w ith such a con guration will 211 into the B ianchiI class

ds? = a £ mdx? B @) Qdy? + dz?): @4)

By solving E instein equations in this background geom etry it tums out that,
during a radiation dom inated epoch, the expansion rates along the ® and the
¥ 2 plane change and their di erence is proportionalto the m agnetic energy
density [A7,148]. T his observation is not only relevant orm agnetogenesis but
also for Coan ic M icrow ave B ackground (CM B) anisotropies since the di er-
ence in the expansion rate tums out to be proportional to the tem perature
anisotropy. W hile we will get back to this point later, in Section[4, as far as
m agnetization is concemed we can jist rem ark that the idea of Zeldovich was
that a uniform m agnetic eld would m odify the initial condition of the stan—
dard hot big bang m odelw here the Universe would start its evolution already
In a radiation-dom inated phase.

The m odel of Harrison K49, 150, 51] is, in a sense, m ore dynam ical. Fol-
low iIng earlier work of B iem ann [52], H arrison thought that inhom ogeneous
M HD equationscould beused to gennerate large-scalem agnetic eldsprovided
the velocity eld was turbulent enough. T he B ierm ann battery was sinply a
battery (as the ones described above in this session) but operating prior to
decoupling of m atter and radiation. The idea of Harrison was Instead that
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vorticity was already present so that the e ective M HD equations w ill take
the form

@ e e
— @ + —B)= r’B; 45)
@ mp 4 m,

w here, as previously de ned, =r v and m, is the ion m ass. Equation

[49) is written in a conom ally at Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker m etric of
the form
ds? =G dx dx = a’( )d? d€); 46)

where isthe conform altin e coordinate and where, In the conform ally at
case, G = a’() , being the ourdin ensionalM inkow skim etric. If
we now postulate that som e vorticity was present prior to decoupling, then
Eqg. [49) can be solved and the m agnetic eld can be related to the initial
vorticity as

B —!iz' : @7)

If the estin ate of the vorticity is m ade prior to equality (as originally
suggested by H arrison [49]) of after decoupling as also suggested, a bit later,
In Ref. B3], the result can change even by two orders ofm agniude. P rior to
equality j ()’ O:d=tand, therefore, B oqj 10 ?'G .Ifa sin ilarestin ate is
m ade after decoupling the typical value of the generated m agnetic eld is of
the orderof10 *® G .So, in this context, the problem ofthe origin ofm agnetic

elds is circum vented by postulating an appropriate form of vorticity whose
origin m ust be explained.

T he H arrison m echanisn is jist one ofthe rst exam plesofm agnetic eld
generation inside the H ukbk radius. In coan ology we de ne the Hubbl radiis
as the inverse ofthe Hubbl param eter, ie.r; = H 1) .The rst possbility
we can think of In plies that m agnetic elds are produced, at a given epoch
in the life of the Universe, nside the Hubbl radius, for instance by a phase
transition or by any other phenom enon able to generate a charge separation
and, ultim ately, an electric current. In this context, the correlation scale of
the eld ismuch an aller that the typical scale of the gravitational collapse of
the proto-galaxy which is of the order of the M pc. In fact, if the Universe is
decelerating and ifthe correlation scale evolves as the scale factor, the Hubble
radius grow s much faster than the correlation scale. O £ course, one m ight
invoke the possbility that the correlation scale of the m agnetic eld evolves
m ore rapidly than the scale factor. A well founded physical rationale for this
occurrence is what is nom ally called inverse cascade, ie. the possibility that
m agnetic (aswellas kinetic) energy density is transferred from an allto large
scales. T his in plies, In realspace, that (highly energetic) an all scalem agnetic
dom ainsm ay coalesce to form m agnetic dom ains of sn aller energy but over
larger scales. In the best ofallpossible situations, ie.when Inverse cascade is
very e ective, it seem s rather hard to justify a grow th ofthe correlation scale
that would eventually end up Into a M pc scale at the onset of gravitational
collapse.
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‘ INSIDE THE HUBBLE RADIUS

Fig. 1. Evolution of the correlation scale for m agnetic elds produced inside the
Hubbl radius. The horizontal thick dashed line m arks the end of the radiation-
dom inated phase and the onset of the m atter-dom inated phase. T he horizontal thin
dashed line m arks the mom ent of € {e annihilation (see also fotnoote 2). The
full (vertical) lines represent the evolution of the Hubble radius during the di erent
stages of the life of the Universe. T he dashed (vertical) lines illustrate the evolution
of the correlation scale of the m agnetic elds. In the absence of Inverse cascade the
evolution of the correlation scale is given by the (inner) vertical dashed lines. If
Inverse cascade takes place the evolution of the correlation scale is faster than the

rst pow er of the scale factor (for instance a5:3) but alw ays slow er than the Hubbl
radius.

In Fig.[[l we report a schem atic illustration ofthe evolution of the Hubble
radiis Ry and of the correlation scale of the m agnetic eld as a function of
the scale factor. In F ig.[Il the horizontaldashed line sin ply m arks the end of
the radiation-dom inated phase and the onset of the m atter dom nated phase:
while above the dashed line the Hubble radius evolves as a® (where a is the
scale factor), below the dashed line the Hubble radius evolves as a>~2.

W e consider, for sim plicity, am agnetic eld whose typicalcorrelation scale
is as lJarge as the Hubble radius at the electro-weak epoch when the tem per-
ature of the plasn a was of the order of 100 G&V . T his is roughly the regin e
contem plated by the considerations presented around Eq. [4Q). If the corre—
Jation scale evolves as the scale factor, the Hubble radiis at the electrow eak
epoch (roughly 3 an ) progcts today over a scale of the order of the astro—
nom icalunit. If nverse cascades are Invoked, the correlation scale m ay grow ,
depending on the speci ¢ features ofthe cascade, up to 100 A U .oreven up to
100 pc. In both cases the nalscale is too an all if com pared w ith the typical
scale of the gravitational collapse of the proto-galaxy. In Fig.[l a particular
m odel for the evolution of the correlation scale (a) hasbeen J:eporl:ed .

1o N otice, as it will be discussed later, that the inverse cascade lasts, In principle,
only down to the tine of e* e annihilation (see also thin dashed horizontal
line in Fig.[l) since for tem peratures am aller than T.+ . the Reynoldsnumber
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2.6 In ationary m agnetogenesis

If m agnetogenesis takes place inside the Hubble radius the m ain problem is
therefore the correlation scale of the obtained seed eld. The cure for this
problem isto ook for am echanism producing m agnetic elds that are coher-
ent over largescales (ie.M pc and, In principle, even larger). T his possibility
m ay arise In the context of in ationary m odels. In ationary m odels m ay be
conventional (ie.based on a quaside Sitter stage of expansion) or unconven—
tional (ie.notbased on a quaside Sitter stage of expansion) . U nconventional
In ationary m odels are, for instance, prebig bang m odels that will be dis-
cussed in m ore depth in Section [3.

T he rationale for the previous statem ent isthat, In In ationary m odels, the
zero-point (vacuum ) uctuations of elds ofvarious spin are ampli ed. T ypi-
cally uctuationsof spin 0 and spin 2 elds.The soin 1 elds enpy however
of a property, called W eyl invariance, that seem s to forbid the am pli cation
of these elds.W hilk W eyl invariance and its possible breaking w ill be the
speci ¢ sub fct of the follow ing subsection, it is useful for them om ent to look
at the kinem atical properties by assum ing that, indeed, also spln 1 eld can
be am pli ed.

Since during in ation the Hubbl radius is roughly constant (see Fig.[2),
the correlation scale evolves m uch faster than the Hubbl radius itself and,
therefore, large scalem agnetic dom ains can naturally be obtained .N otice that,
in Fig.[2 the ertical) dashed lines illustrate the evolution of the Hubbl ra—
dius (that is roughly constant during in ation) while the fill Iine denotes the
evolution of the correlation scale. Furthem ore, the horizontal (dashed) lines
m ark, from top to bottom , the end of the in ationary phase and the onset
of the m atterdom inated phase. T his phenom enon can be understood as the
gauge counterpart of the superadiabatic am pli cation of the scalar and ten—
sorm odes of the geom etry. Them ain problem , in such a fram ew ork, is to get
large am plitudes for scale ofthe order ofthe M pc at the onset of gravitational
collapse. M odels w here the gauge couplings are e ectively dynam ical (oreak—
ing, consequently, the W eyl invariance of the evolution equations of Abelian
gauge m odes) m ay provide rather Intense m agnetic elds.

The two extrem e possibilities m entioned above m ay be som etin es com —
bined.For instance, it can happen thatm agnetic elds are produced by super—
adiabatic am pli cation ofvacuum uctuations during an in ationary stage of
expansion . A fter exiting the horizon, the gaugem odes w ill reenter at di erent
m om ents all along the radiation and m atter dom nated epochs. T he spectrum
ofthe prim ordialgauge elds after reentry w illnot only be determ ined by the
am pli cation m echanisn but also on the plasm a e ects. A s soon as the m ag—
netic Inhom ogeneities reenter, som e other physical process, taking place inside
the Hubbl radiis, m ay be triggered by the presence of lJarge scale m agnetic

drops below 1. This is the resul of the sudden drop in the number of charged
particles that leads to a rather long m ean free path for the photons.
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elds. An example, in this context, is the production of topologically non—
trivial con gurations of the hypercharge eld (hypem agnetic knots) from a
stochasticbackground ofhypercharge eldsw ith vanishing helicity [54,/55,[56]
(see also B9,[57,158,160,[61]) .

‘ SUPERADIABATIC AMPLIFICATION

\
10*cm '

Fig. 2. Evolution of the correlation scale ifm agnetic elds would be produced by
superadiabatic am pli cation during a conventional in ationary phase. T he dashed
vertical lines denote, In the present gure, the evolution of the H ubbl radius while
the f1ll line denotes the evolution of the correlation scale (typically selected to
an aller than the Hubble radius during in ation).

2.7 B reaking of conform al invariance

Consider the action for an Abelian gauge eld In fourdin ensional curved
space-tin e 7
Sewm = - d'x GF F 48)

Suppose, also, that the geom etry is characterized by a conform ally at line
elem ent of Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker type as the one introduced in Eqg.
[44) . T he equations of m otion derived from Eq. [48) can be w ritten as

@ GF = 0: 49)

. . pP— .
U sing Eq. [48) and recalling that G =& (), wewillhave

CGF = a‘( )az( )az—()F =F 50)

w here the second equality follow s from the explicit form of the m etric. E qua-
tion [50) show s that the evolution equations of Abelian gauge elds are the
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sam e in at spacetin e and in a conform ally at FRW space-tim e. T his prop—
erty iscorrectly called W eylinvariance or, m ore am biguously, conform alinvari-
ance.W eyl invariance is realized also In the case of chiral (m assless) ferm ions
always in the case of conform ally at space-tim es.

O ne of the reasons of the success of In ationary m odels In m aking predic—
tions is deeply related w ith the lack of confom al invariance of the evolution
equations of the uctuations of the geom etry. In particular i can be shown
that the tensor m odes of the geom etry (spin 2) as well as the scalar m odes
(soIn 0) obey evolution equations that are not conform ally invariant. This
m eans that these m odes of the geom etry can be am pli ed and eventually af-
fect, for nstance, the tem perature autocorrelations aswell as the polarization
pow er spectra In the m icrow ave sky.

To am plify lJarge-scale m agnetic elds, therefore, we would like to break
conform alinvariance.B efore considering this possibility, let us discuss an even
m ore conservative approach consisting in studying the evolution of Abelian
gauge elds coupled to another eld whose evolution is not W eyl invariant.
An ekegant way to achieve this goalis to couple the action of the hypercharge

eld to the one ofa com plex scalar eld (the Higgs eld).The Abelian-H iggs
m odel, therefore, leads to the ©llow ng action

Z
i« P— 2 1
S = d'x GG O ) D m ZF F ; (51)
whereD = @ ieA andF = QA ;.UshgEq. [48) into Eq. &) and

assum ing that the com plex scalar eld (aswell as the gauge elds) are not a
source ofthe background geom etry, the canonicalaction for the nom alm odes
ofthe system can be w ritten as

Z

s= & a 2_2 1 .
= xd © ) D + — m-a ZF F ; (52)

where =a ;D = @ ieA andF = @ A ,.From Eq. [52) i is clear
that also when the H iggs eld ism assless the coupling to the geom etry breaks
explicitly W eylinvariance. T herefore, current density and charge density uc—
tuations w ill be induced. Then, by em ploying a V lasov-Landau description
sin ilar the resulting m agnetic eld willbe of the order of B qoc 10 *°TZ_
[62] which is, by far, too an all to seed any observable eld even assum ing,
optin istically, perfect ux freezing and m axin ale ciency forthe dynam o ac—

tion. T he resuls of [62] digproved earlier clain s (see [63] for a critical review )

neglecting the r®k of the conductivity in the evolution of large-scale m agnetic

elds after in ation.

The rst attem pts to analyze the Abelian-H iggsm odel in D e Sitter space
have been m ade by Tumer and W idrow [66] who jist listed such a possbil-
ity as an open question. T hese two authors also analyzed di erent scenarios
where conform al invariance for sopin 1 elds could be broken in 4 space-tin e
din ensions. Their rst suggestion was that conform al nvariance m ay be bro-
ken, at an e ective level, through the coupling of photons to the geom etry
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[69]. T ypically, the breaking of conform al invariance occurs through products
of gauge- eld strengths and curvature tensors, ie.

1 1 1
m m
wherem is the appropriate m ass scale; R and R are the Riam ann and

Ricci tensors and R is the Ricci scalar. If the evolution of gauge elds is
studied during phase of de Sitter (or quaside Sittter) expansion, then the
am pli cation of the 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 [64)], an explicit breaking of gauge-invariance by direct coupling
of the vector potential to the R icci tensor or to the R icci scalar, ie.

RA A ; R A A : (54)

In [66]two otherdi erentm odelsw ere proposed (but not scrutinized in detail)
nam ely scalar electrodynam ics and the axionic coupling to the Abelian eld
strength.

D olgov [68] considered the possible breaking of conform alinvariance due to
the trace anom aly. T he idea is that the conform al invariance ofgauge elds is
broken by the triangle diagram w here two photons in the extemal lines couple
to the graviton through a loop of f&rm ions. The local contrbution to the
e ective action leads to the vertex (g}t F F  where isa numerical
coe cient depending upon the num ber of scalars and ferm ions present in the
theory. T he evolution equation for the gauge elds, can be w ritten, In Fourier
space, as

aAQ+ gHAE+k2Ak= 0; (55)

and i can be shown that only if > 0 the gauge eldsare ampli ed.Further-
m ore, only is 8 substantialam pli cation of gauge elds ispossble.

In a serdes ofpapers [/0,171,72] the possible e ect of the axionic coupling
to the am pli cation ofgauge eldshasbeen Investigated.T he idea ishere that
conform alinvariance isbroken through the explicit coupling ofa pseudo-scalar

el to the gauge eld (see Section 5), ie.

gc ; (56)

SRV
where F~ is the dual eld strength and where ¢ is a num erical factor
of order one. Consider now the case of a standard pseudoscalar potential,
for instancem ? 2, evolving 1 a de Sitter (or quaside Sitter spacetine). It
can be shown, rather generically, that the vertex given in Eq. [56) lads to
negligble am pli cation at large length-scales. T he coupled system ofevolution
equations to be solved In order to get the ampli ed eld is

r°B — T B = 0; (57)
2 M

+28 %+ m?%a?% =0; (58)
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where B = a?B .From Eq. [5]), there is a maxin ally am pli ed physical
frequency

!max’ ﬁ—max, Zemm (59)
w here the second equality Hllow s from a3?M cosmt (le. max mMM).
The am pli cation for ! lnax Isofthe orderofexp m =@ H )] where

H is the Hubbl param eter during the de Sitter phase of expansion. From

the above expressions one can argue that the m odes which are substantially
am plifed are the ones for which ! ax H . The m odes interesting for the
large-scale m agnetic elds are the ones which are in the opposie range, ie.
| — H . C larly, by lowering the curvature scale of the problem the pro—
duced seedsm ay be larger and the conclisionsm uch less pessin istic [/2].

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 this case the
coupling is speci ed through a parameter ,ie.e 'F F where ’ is the
In aton eld in P lJanck units. In order to get sizable lJarge-scalem agnetic elds
the e ective gauge coupling m ust be larger than one during in ation (recall
that ’ is lJarge, in P lanck units, at the onset of n ation).

In [/3] i hasbeen suggested that the evolution of the Abelian gauge cou—
pling during in ation induce the grow th ofthe two-point function ofm agnetic
Inhom ogeneities. This m odel is di erent from the one previously discussed
[67]. H ere the dynam ics of the gauge coupling is not related to the dynam ics
ofthe in aton which isnot coupled to the Abelian eld strength. In particu—
lar, 15 M pc) can be as large as 10 2. [73]theM HD equations have been
generalized to the case ofevolving gauge coupling. R ecently a scenario sim ilar
to [/3] hasbeen discussed in [/4].

In the perspective of generating large scale m agnetic elds G asperini
[75] suggested to consider the possble m ixing between the photon and the
graviphoton eld appearing In supergravity theories (see also, In a related
context [/6]). T he graviphoton is the m assive vector com ponent of the grav—
fational supem ultiplet and its interaction w ih the photon is speci ed by
an interaction term ofthetype F G where G is the Ied strength of
the m assive vector. Large-scalem agnetic edswih ry M pc) 10 3* can be
obtained if O (1) and Hramassofthe vectorm  18Tev .

Bertolam iand M ota [/7] argue that if Lorentz invariance is spontaneously
broken, then photons acquire naturally a coupling to the geom etry which is
not gauge-nvariant and which is sin ilar to the coupling considered In [66].

3 W hy string cosm ology?

The moment has come to review my personal Interaction wih G abriele
Veneziano on the study of large-scale m agnetic elds. W hile we had other
15 pined papers w ith G abrieke (together w ith di erent com binations of au—
thors) two of them [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. [BO,81]] appeared In 1995 while Iwas com pleting my Phd at the theory
division of CERN .

M y scienti c exchange w ith G abriele Veneziano started at least four years
earlier and the st person m entioning G abriele to m e was Sergio Fubini.
At that tin e Sergio was professor of T heoretical P hysics at the University
of Turin and I had the great opportuniy of discussing physics wih hin at
least tw ice a m onth. Sergio was rather intrigued by the possbility of getting
precise m easurem ents on m acroscopic quantum phenom ena lke super uidity,
superconductivity, quantization ofthe resistivity in the (quantum ) Halle ect.
I started w orking, under the supervision ofM aurizio G asperini, on the spectral
properties of relic gravitons and we bum ped into the concept of squeezed state
[B2], a generalization ofthe conoept of coherent state (see, for instance, 85,184,
83]) . Sergio got very interested and, I think, he was independently thinking
about possble applications of squeezed states to superconductivity, a topic
that becam e Jateron the sub fct ofa paper [86]. Sergio even suggested a review
by Rodney Loudon [87], an authorthat Tknew already beacuse ofhis inspiring
book on quantum optics [B8]. R ef. [B7] together w ith a physics report ofB . L.
Schum aker [89]w asvery usefiill form y understanding ofthe sub ct.N ow adays
a very com plete and thorough presentation of the intriguing problem s arising
In quantum optics can be found in the book of Leonard M andel and Em il
W olf [90].

Tt is am using to notice the follow ing parallelisn between quantum optics
and the quantum treatm ent of graviational uctuations.W hile quantum op-—
tics deals w ith the coherence properties of system s ofm any photons, we deal,
In coam ology, w ith the coherence properties of m any gravions (or phonons)
excited during the tin e-evolution of the background elds. T he background

elds act, e ectively, asa "pump eld".This term inology, now generally ac—
cepted, is exactly borrow ed by quantum opticswherethepump el isa laser.
In the sixties and seventies the m ain problem ofoptics can be sum m arized by
the follow Ing question: why is classical optics so precise? Put it into di erent
words, it is known that the interference of the am plitudes of the radiation

eld (the socalled Young interferom etry) can be successfully treated at a
classical level. Q uantum e ects, In optics, arise not from the rst-order inter—
ference e ects (Young Interferom etry) but from the second-order interference
e ects, ie. the so—called H anbury-B row n-T w iss Interferom etry [90] w here the
quantum nature ofthe radiation eld ism anifest since it leads, in the gprgon
Introduced by M andel [90] to light which is either bunched or antiunched.
A sin ilar problem also arises in the treatm ent of cosm ological perturbations
when we ask the question of the classical lim it of a quantum m echanically
generated uctuation (for instance relic gravions).

T he Interaction w ith Sergio led, few years later, to a talk that Ipresented at
the physics departm ent of the University of Torino. T he title was C orrelation
properties of m any photons system s. Im entioned m y interaction w ith Sergio



M agnetic elds, strings and coam ology 31

Fubini shce it was Sergio who suggested that, eventually, I should tak to
G abriele about squeezed states.

During the rst ffw m onths 0f£1991, G abriele subm itted a sem nalpaper
on the coan ological im plications of the low -energy string e ective action [91l].
T his paper, together w ith another one w ritten in collaboration w ith M aur-
izio G asperini [92] represents the rst form ulation of prebig bang m odels. A
relatively recent introduction to predbig bang m odels can be found in Ref.
P3].

In [BO, 81] it was argued that the string cosm ological scenario provided
by prebig bang m odels [91,192] would be ideal for the generation of large—

scale m agnetic elds. T he rationale for this statem ent relies on two di erent
observations:

in the low -energy string e ective action gauge eldsare coupled to the dila—
ton whose expectation value, at the string energy scale, gives the uni ed
value of the gauge and gravitational coupling;

from the m athem atical analysis of the problem it is clear that to achieve
a sizable am pli cation of large-scalem agnetic elds it is necessary to have
a pretty long phase where the gauge coupling is sharply grow ing in tim e
[B0]].

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 w ritten as
[94,195,194]

3D, + hw: +R%+ s + 0 @)+ u460)

Ih Eq. [60) the ellipses stand, respectively, ©or an expansion in powers of
( «=L)? and Pr an expansion in pow ers of the gauge coupling constant ¢? =
€' .Thisaction isw ritten in the so-called string fram em etric w here the dilaton
eld ' is coupled to the E instein-H ibert term .
Conceming the action [60) few generalcomm ents are in order

the relation between the P lanck and string scales depends on tim e and,
in particular, ¥ = € Z; the present ratio between the P lanck and string
scales gives the value, ie. g (o) = € °2 = % (g)= &;

In four space-tim e din ensions the antisym m etric tensor eld H can be
w ritten in term s of a pseudo-scalar eld, ie.

H = p:G@ ; 61)

In critical superstring theory the dilaton eld m ust have a potential that van—
ishes in the weak coupling lim it (ie.’ ! 1 ).M oreover, from the direct
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tests of Newton law at short distances it should also happen that the m ass
of the dilaton is such thatm . > 10 ?.This requirem ent m ay be relaxed by
envisaging non-perturbative m echanism s where the dilaton is e ectively de—
coupled from them atter eldsand wheream asslessdilaton leadsto observable
violations of the equivalence principle.

From the structure of the action [60), Abelian gauge elds are ampli ed
if the gauge coupling is dynam ical. C onsider, In fact, the equations ofm otion
for the hypercharge eld strength

, P—
@R e GF = 0; (62)

whereF = @ A ;. In the Coulomb gauge where Ag = 0 and r A =0
the equation for the rescaled vectorpotentialA = € “?A  becom es, Hreach
Independent polarization and in Fourier space,

2%+ ¥ g Ay = 0; (63)

Q|+

where, asusual, the prin e denotes a derivation w ith respect to the conform al
tin e coordinate. Th Eq. [63) k denotes the com oving wave-number From the
structure of Eq. [63) there exist two di erent regim es.Fork? (g )®jthe
solution o Eq. (63) is oscillatory. In the opposite lim i, ie. k? Ta H%
the general solution can be w ritten as

Z

C C
B ()= ® 28 o0y (64)
g()  g()

where C; (k) and C, (k) are two arbirary constants. T hese two constants can
be =xed by imposing quantum m echanical initial conditions for ! 1.
T hus, depending on the evolution of g( ) the Fourder am plitude Ax can be
am pli ed.

It can be shown [B0,81] that the the am pli ed m agnetic energy density
depends on the ratio between the value of the gauge coupling at the reentry
and at the exit of the typical scale of the gravitational collapse, ie.

1ds , K ge °

14

65
dhk at ex ©°)

rk)=

T he param eter r (k) m easures the relative weight of the m agnetic energy den—
sity in units of the radiation background. To tum on the galactic dynam o in
its sin plest realization one should require that r(kg) 10 3* for a typical
com oving wave-num ber corresoonding to the typical scale of the gravitational
collapse of the protogalaxy.A s explained before, this requirem ent seem s to be
too optim istic in the light of the m ost recent understanding of the dynam o
theory.The Imit r(kg) 10 ?* seem sm ore reasonable.
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The fact that the gauge coupling m ust be sharply grow ing in order to
produce large-scale m agnetic elds ts extrem ely wellw ith the prebig bang
dynam ics w here, indeed, the gauge coupling is expected to grow . T he second
requirem ent to obtain a phenom enologically viable m echanism for the am pli-

cation of lJargescale gauge elds tumed out to be the existence of a pretty
long stringy phase.

T he "stringy" phase is sin ply the epoch w here quadratic curvature correc—
tions start being in portant and lead to an e ective dynam icsw here the dilaton

eld is linearly grow ing in the cosn ic tin e coordinate (see [93] and references
therein). Tow ards the end of the stringy phase the dilaton freezes to its (con-
stant) value and the U niverse gets dom inated by radiation.O ne possibility for
achieving the transition to radiation is represented by the back-reaction ef-
fects ofthe produced particles [L02]. In particular, the short wavelength m odes
ply, in this context a crucial r&k. Ikt is interesting that while the m agnetic
energy soectrum produced during the stringy phase is quasi- at and the value
of rkg ) can be as large as 10 ® inplying a protogalactic m agnetic eld of
the order of 10 '° G . Under these conditions the dynam o m echanism would
even be super uous since the com pressional am pli cation alone can am plify
the seed eld to its observed value.

T he results reported abovem ay be \tested" In a fram ew ork w here the pre—
big bang dynam ics is solvable. C onsider, in particular, the situation where the
evolution of the dilaton eld as well as the one of the geom etry is treated in
the presence of a non-localdilaton potential [97,198,199,(100,[101]].

In the E instein fram e description, the asym ptoticsofthe (fourdim ensional)
prebig bang dynam ics can be w ritten as [L02]

r —p-———
., 203+ 1)
a( )’ a — a =e ° —p—;
29 3
p_
P 3+ 1 p-
=17y n2 3lh —p— 3n —
3 29
P_
H —i. r0 _ _3 (66)
2 14 14
for ! 1 ,and
r__ S —p—
., 203 1
a()’" a —; a, =e’ —p=
29 3
P
P- 3 1 P-
ey ="y n2 3mh —p— + 3In — ;
3 29
P_
1 s 3
H+=2—; + = — (67)
or ! +1 . Egs.[6d) and [E7), H = a%a and, as usual, the prine

denotes a derivation w ith respect to .T he branch ofthe solution denoted by



34 M assin o G iovannini

m inus describes, In the E instein fram e, an accelerated contraction, since the

rst derivative of the scale factor is negative while the second is positive. T he
branch of the solution denoted w ith plus describes, In the E instein fram e, a
decelerated expansion, since the rst derivative of the scale factor is positive
w hile the derivative is negative. In both branches the dilaton grow s and is
derivative is always positive-de nite (1e.’ ® > 0) as required by the present
approach to bouncing solutions. T he num erical solution corresponding to the
asym ptotics given in Egs. [68) and [67) is reported in Fig.[3

1 I 1 1 | I |
100 -50 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
T

Fig. 3. The evolution of the scale factor in conform al tim e for a bouncing m odel
reqularized via non-localdilaton potential in the E instein fram e.

In the Schrodinger description the vacuum state evolves, unitarily, to a
m ultin ode squeezed state, In full analogy w ith what happens In the case of
relic gravitons [L03,1104], [105]. In the follow Ing the sam e process w ill be dis—
cussed w ithin the H eisenberg representation. T he two physical polarizations
of the photon can then be quantized according to the standard rules of quan—
tization in the radiation gauge in curved space-tim es:
Z

A X &’k i 2 ik
Ajx; )= W 8x; e;Ay ( )e *+ 3]{; e Ay ( Ye* *; (68)
and
x ? &’k ik 2 ik
MRy = W ax; e x()e *+ ai; e x()ye* *; (69

where e; (k) describe the polarizations of the photon and

k() =20 (); B &), 1= Dk p): (70)

T he evolution equation for the m ode fiinctions w ill then be, in Fourder space,
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AP+ k¥ g@H®Aax=0; (71)

ie. exactly the sam e equation obtained in [63). The pump eld can also be
expressed as:

1,0 o
= — 72
g@ ) 7 5 (72)
Them axim ally am pli ed m odes are then the ones for which
kKoo " B@ N7 (73)

T he Fourierm odes appearing in E q. [Z1)) have to be nom alized w hile they are
inside the horizon for large and negative .In this lin i the initial conditions
provided by quantum m echanics are

r__
1 . ko
Ap()=p=e *; k()= 1ize ™ (74)
2k 2
In the Iim it ! +1 the positive and negative frequency m odes w ill be
12
k:kmax_1
WL
— 08
N_
oI
_— 0.6
+
o
2+ 04r
8 kmax
0.2
=k__ +1
—_ —ma—
™~ fog(le,I” - Te )
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Fig. 4. The evolution of them ixing coe cients fork ’ Kk xpmax In unitsof o.

m ixed, so that the solution w illbe represented in the plane wave orthonom al
basis as

1 ) :
Ak<)=1e>§c+<k)eﬂ‘+c(k)elk ;
r
k . .
Ap()= iacmk)eﬂ‘ c ke* (75)

wherec (k) arethe (constant) m ixing coe cients. T he follow ing tw o relations
f1lly determ ine the square m odulus of each of the two m ixing coe cients in
term s of the com plex wave-filnctions obeying Eq. [Z1):
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o ef FeF=1ia7 « A0 (76)
1
T kTf+ kT = =z F+KAT - )

A fter having num erically com puted the tin e evolution of the properly nor-
m alized m ode fiinctions, Eqgs. [Z8) and [77) can be used to infer the value
of the relevant m ixing coe cient (ie.c ()).Equation [Z6) is, n fact, the
W ronskian of the solutions. If the second-order di erential equation is w rit—
ten in the om [71l), the W ronskian is alw ays conserved throughout the tin e
evolution of the system . Since, from Eq. [74), the W ronskian is equalto 1
initially, it w illbe equalto 1 allalong the tim e evolution. T hus, from Eq. [76)
. k)F= £ &)F+ 1.The fact that the W ronskian m ust alwaysbe equalto
1 is the m easure of the precision of the algorithm .

In Figs.[4 and[H the num erical calculation of the spectrum is illustrated for
di erent valies of k. In Fig.[H the m ixing coe cients are reported for m odes
k Kn ax - In Fig.[d the m ixing coe cients are reported for m odes around
Ky ax - Clearly, from Fig.[d a amaller k leads to a larger m ixing coe cient
which m eans that the spectrum is rather blue. Furthem ore by com paring
the am pli cation of di erent m odes it is easy to infer that the scaling law
s KT+ £ 0F / Kk=knax) "9 ,withng 346, which is in excellent
agream ent. w ith the analyticaldeterm ination ofthem ixing coe cients leading
tong=2 3 346[eecbelow,Eq.[88)].

The second piece informm ation that can be drawn from Fig.[4 concems
Km ax s Whose speci ¢ value

o
5 05
Knax /' —: (78)
0
can be determ ined num erically for di erent values of g.

For the value ofk, .y reported in Eq. [78), the obtained m ixing coe cient
isl,ie. T Kmax)Jy’ 1.According to Fig.[d aswem ove from ky .x to larger
k, (B F+ £ 0F 7 & &F  + ®&F) mpying that ¥ k) 0.
M oreover, from the left plot of F ig.[H it can be appreciated that

T knax)T =1 g Knax)T+ £ Knax)F) = log3’ 0477: (79)

T hus the absolute nom alization and slope of the relevant m ixing coe cient
can be num erically determ ined to be

£ k7T = 80)

k]Tl ax

It can be conclided that Eq. [80) is rather accurate as far as both the
slope and the absolute nom alization are concemed. T he num erical estin ates
presented so far can be also corroborated by the usual analytical treatm ent
based on the m atching of the solutions for the m ode functions before and
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Fig. 5. The num erical estin ate of the m ixing coe cients in the casek o 1.

after the bounce. T he evolution of the m odes described by Eq. [Z1) can be
approxin ately determ ined from the exacig asym ptotic solutions given In Egs.
[68) and [67), and mplyngthat’°® * 3= .Thusthe solutions ofE q. [1)

can be obtained in the two asym ptotic regin es, ie. for 1
P—
Bi ()=— e7 (g Wk ); (81)
and for 1
P
Ak-+()=—ei?(+1:2) CH(l)(k )+qei(+l=2)H(2)(k ) ; 1;
r 2 14 r
(82)
where H i) (z) are H ankel fiinctions of rst and second kind whose related
indices are p_ p_
3 1 3+ 1
= ; = : (83)
2 2

The tin e scale ; de nesthe width of the bounce and, typically, ; 0
T he phases appearing in Egs. [81l) and [B2) are carefully chosen so that

. 1 ik
Iim Ay = p—=¢e : (84)
] 2k
U sing then the appropriate m atching conditions
Ayx; ( 1)=2RAxu (1);
Ay, ( 1)=AaL, (1); (85)

and de ning x; = k 1, the obtained m ixing coe cients are

. . _ + o+ 1
c k)= lleel (b= ——H Y x)HE P &)

X1
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(1

) 1
+1 (X1)+ H

+H @ (&)H Ve P ; (86)

+ 1

c k)= irxe ¢ 7 H® e ® )

4 X1

+H P B Y e+ B Y w0 Y ) g ®7)
satisfying the exact W ronskian nom alization condition ¥ ®)F £ ®)F =
1.In the smallargum ent lin i, ie. k 1 ko 1 the kading term in Eq.
[87) leadsto
i27 5 )=
c k)’ 2 ¢ X, ( + 1 ) () (88)

If we now pjilsert the values given In Eqg. [83) i tums out that ¢ ()
0:41 % 13 3. The spectral slope agrees w ith the num erical estin ate, as alk
ready stressed. T he absolute nom alization cannot be determm ined from Eq.
(88), w here the sm allargum ent lin it has already been taken . In orderto deter—
m ne the absolute nom alization the speci c value ofky ax 1 hasto be inserted
inEq. B]).The result ofthisprocedure, taking 1 ¢ 8T Kpnax)F = 0:14,
which is roughly a factor of 10 am aller than the interpolating form ula given
in Eq. [BQ).

T he observation that a dynam ical gauge coupling im plies a viabl m ech—
anisgn for the production of largescale m agnetic elds can be interesting in
generalterm sand, m ore speci cally, in the context ofthe prebigbangm odels.
In fact, n prebig bang m odels, not only the uctuations of the hypercharge

eld are ampli ed. In them Inin alcase we w illhave to dealw ith the uctua—
tions of the tensor [B2,1106] and scalar [L07] m odes of the geom etry and w ith
the uctuations ofthe antisym m etric tensor eld [108,1109].

The am pli ed tensor m odes of the geom etry lead to a stochastic back—
ground of gravitationalwaves (GW ) wih violt spectrum both in the GW
am plitude and energy density. In Fig.[d the GW signal is param etrized in
tem s of the logarithm of gy = gw = ¢, 1e. the fraction of critical energy
density present (today) in GW .0 n the horizontalaxis ofF ig.[d the logarithm
of the present (physical) frequency  is reported. In conventional In ation-—
ary m odels, for 10%*® Hz, gy ,is constant (or slightly decreasing) as
a function of the present frequency. In the case of string cosn ologicalm od—
els gw / °*h ,which also inplies a steeply Increasing power spectrum .
T his possibility sourred various experin ental groups to analyse possbl di-
rects lin its on the scenario arising from speci ¢ nstrum ents such as resonant
m ass detectors [L10] and m icrow ave cavities [L11,|112]. These attem pts are
Justi ed since the signalofprebig bang m odelsm ay be rather strong at high
frequencies and, anyway, m uch stronger than the conventional in ationary
prediction

T he sensitivity ofa pair of VIRG O detectors to string cosm ological gravi-
tons has been speci cally analysed [113] w ith the conclusion that a VIRGO
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Fig. 6. The spectrum of relic gravitons from various cosn ologicalm odels presented
in temm s of h? cw

pair, in isupgraded stage, can certainly probe w ide regions of the param eter
space of these m odels. If we m axin ize the overlap between the two detec—
tors [113] or if we reduce (selectively) the pendulum and pendulum ’s intermal
m odes contribution to the them alnoise of the Instrum ents, the visible region
(after one year of observation and with SNR = 1) ofthe param eter space w ill
get even larger.Unfortunately, as in the case ofthe advanced LIG O detectors,
the sensitivity toa at gy willbe irrelevant orordinary in ationary m odels
also w ith the advanced VIRG O detector. It isworth m entioning that grow ing
energy spectra of relic gravitons can also arise in the context of quintessential
n ationary m odels [114),/115]. In thiscase ¢uw / n? (see I19] fora full
discussion) .

T he spectra of gravitational w aves have features that are, In som e sense,
com plem entary to the ones of the large-scale m agnetic elds. T he param eter
space leading to a possble signalof relic (predbig bang) gravionsw ith w ide—
band interferom etershasonly a an alloverlp w ith the region ofthe param eter
space ading to sizable large-scale m agnetic elds. This conclusion can be
evaded ifthe coupling ofthe dilaton to the hypercharge el is, In the action,
ofthetypee 'F F [L16] where the param eter has values 1 and 1=2,
respectively, for heterotic and type I superstrings. In particular, in the case

= 1=2, it is possbl to nd regions where both largescale m agnetic elds
and relic gravitons are copiously produced.

Let us nally discuss the scalar uctuations of the geom etry. The spec—
trum ofthe scalarm odes is determ ined by the spectrum ofthe K alb-R am ond
axion (s) . Ifthe axionswould be neglected, the spectrum ofthe curvature uc-
tuationswould be sharply increasing, oraswe say In the prgon, the soectrum
would be viokt in full analogy w ith the spectrum of the tensorm odes of the
geom etry. T his result [L07] has been recently analyzed in the light ofa recent
controversy (see [97,198]) and references therein).
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If the K ab-Ram ond axions are consistently included in the calculation,
it is found that the large-scale spectrum of curvature perturbations becom es
at [L09] and essentially inherits the spectrum of the K alb-R am ond axions.
If the axions decay (after a phase of coherent oscillations) the curvature per—
turbations w illbe adiabatic as in the case of conventionalin ationary m odels
but w ith som e in portant quantitative di erences [109] sihoe, in this case, the
CM B nomn alization is explained in tem s of the present value of the string
curvature scale and in tem s of the prin ordial slope of the axion spectrum .

4 P rim ordial or not prim ordial, this is the question...

W hile diverse theoreticalm odels for the origin of lJarge-scale m agnetian can
certainly be questioned on the basis of purely theoretical considerations, di-
rect observations can tell us som ething m ore speci ¢ conceming the epoch
of form ation of large-scale m agnetic elds. It would be potentially usefuil to
give som e elam ents of response to the Hllow Ing buming question: are really
m agnetic elds prim ordial?

The plan of the present section is the ©llow ing. Th Subsect.[4.]] di er—
ent m eanings of the term prim ordialw ill be discussed. It w ill be argued that
CM B physics can be used to constrain large-scale m agnetic elds possbly
present prior to m atterradiation equality. In Subsect.[42 the scalar CM B
anisotropies w ill be speci cally discussed by deriving the appropriate set of
evolution equationsaccounting forthe presence ofa fiilly nhom ogeneousm ag-
netic eld.Ih Subsect.[43 the evolution ofthe di erent species com posing the
predecoupling plasn a w illbe solved, In the tight-coupling approxin ation and
in the presence of a fillly inhom ogeneous m agnetic eld.F nally Subsect.[4.4
contains various num erical results and a strategy for param eter extraction.

4.1 P re-equality m agnetic elds

The term prin ordial seem s to have slightly di erent m eanings depending on
the perspective of the various com m unities converging on the study of large—
scale m agnetic elds. R adio-astronom ers have the hope that by scrutinizing
the structure ofm agnetic elds in distant galaxies it would be possible, In the
fiture, to understand if the ocbserved m agnetic elds are the consequence ofa
strong dynam o action or if their existence precedes the fom ation of galaxies.
If the m agnetic eld does not Ips its sign from one spiral am to the
other, then a strong dynam o action can be suspected [L17]. In the opposite
case them agnetic eld ofgalaxies should be prim ordial ie.present already at
the onset of gravitational collapse. In this context, prin ordial sin ply m eans
protogalactic. An excellent review on the evidence of m agnetiam in nearby
galaxies can be und in [118]. In Fig.[7 a schem atic view oftheM iky W ay is
presented. Them agnetic eld ollow s the spiralam . T here have been clain s,
in the literature, of 3to 5 eld reversals. T he arrow s in F ig.[7 indicate one of
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Fig. 7. The schem aticm ap ofthe M W is illustrated. Follow ing [L19] the origin of
the two-din ensional coordinate system are in the G alactic center. The two large
arrow s indicate one of the possible (3 or 5) eld reversals observed so far.

the possble eld reversals.O ne reversalis certain beyond any doubt. A nother
indication that would support the prin ordial nature of the m agnetic eld of
galaxies would be, for instance, the evidence that not only spirals but also
elliptical galaxies are m agnetized (even if the m agnetic eld seem s to have
correlation scale shorter than in the case of spirals). Since elliptical galaxies
have a much less e cient rotation, i seem s di cul to postulate a strong
dynam o action. W e w ill not pursue here the path of speci ¢ astrophysical
signatures of a truly pregalactic m agnetic eld and e refer the Interested
reader to [117,1118].

A sa side ram ark, it should also bem entioned thatm agnetic eldsm ay play
a rvle in the analysis of rotation curves of soiralgalaxies. T his agpect hasbeen
Investigated in great depth by E . Battaner, E . F lorido and collaborators also
in connection w ith possible e ects of large-scale m agnetic elds on structure
form ation [120,1121),1122,1123] (see also [124]] and references therein).

The large-scalem agnetic elds produced via the param etric am pli cation
of quantum uctuations discussed earlier n the present lecture m ay also be
de ned prim ordialbut, in this case, the term prin ordialhas a m uch broader
signi cation em bracing the whole epoch that precedes the equality between
m atter and radiation taking place, approxin ately, at a redshift z.q = 3230 for
h? no= 0:134andh? = 4:15 10 °.Consequently, Jarge-scale m agnetic

eldsm ay a ect, potentially, CM B anisotropies [19]. T hrough the years, vari-
ous studieshavebeen devoted to the e ect of large-scalem agnetic eldson the
vector and tensor CM B anisotropies [128,1129] (see also [125] and references
therein for som e recent review articles).

The in plications of fully inhom ogeneous m agnetic elds on the scalar
m odes of the geom etry rem ain com paratively less explored. By fully inho—
m ogeneous we mean stochastically distribbuted elds that do not break the
spatial isotropy of the background [125,1126].
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CM B anisotropies are custom arily described in term s of a set of carefully
chosen initial conditions for the evolution of the brightness perturbations of
the radiation eld. O ne set of initial conditions corresponds to a purely adi-
abatic m ode. T here are, however, m ore com plicated situations where, on top
of the adiabatic m ode there is also one (or m ore) non-adiabatic m ode(s). A
m ode, in the present term inology, sin ply m eans a consistent solution of the
goveming equations of the m etric and plasna uctuations, ie. a consistent
solution of the perturbed E instein equations and of the lower m ultipoles of
the Boltzm ann hierarchy.

T he sin plest set of initial conditions for CM B anisotropies, in plies, in a

CDM fram ew ork, that a nearly scale-invariant spectrum ofadiabatic uctu-
ations is present after m atterradiation equality (ut before decoupling) for
typicalwavelengths larger than the H ubble radiis at the corresponding epoch

[130].

Tt becam e relkevant, through the years, to relax the assum ption of exact
adiabaticity and to scrutinize the im plications of a m ore generalm xture of
adiabatic and non-adiabatic initial conditions (see [132,[133,[134] and refer—
ences therein) . In what ollow s it w illbe argued, along a sin ilar perspective,
that lJarge-scalem agnetic elds slightly m odify the adiabatic paradigm so that
their typical strengths m ay be constrained. To achieve such a goal, the rst
step is to solve the evolution equations of m agnetized cosm ological pertur—
bations well before m atterradiation equality. The second step is to follow
the solution through equality (and up to decoupling). On a m ore technical
ground, the second step am ounts to the calculation of the so-called trans-
fer m atrix [135] whose speci ¢ form is one of the the sub Ffcts of the present
analysis.

4.2 Basic Equations

Consider then the system of coam ological perturbations ofa at Friedm ann—
R obertson-W aker FRW ) Universe, characterized by a conform altim e scale
factor a( ) (see Eq. [@8)), and consisting of a m ixture of photons, baryons,
CDM particles and m assless neutrinos. In the follow ing the basic set of equa-
tionsused in order to describe the m agnetized curvature perturbationsw illbe
Introduced and discussed. T he perspective adopted here is closely related to
the recent results obtained in Refs. [L36,/137] (see also [138,/139] for interesting
developm ents).
In the conform ally New tonian gauge [L40,[141,1142,[143,|144]], the scalar
uctuations of the m etric tensor G = a’() are param etrized In tem s
of the two longitudinal uctuations ie.

Goo = 2a° () ( ;x); Gy=2a"() (;x)i; 89)

where iy isthe K roeneker .W hile the spatial curvature w illbe assum ed to
vanish, it is straightforward to extend the present considerations to the case
when the spatial curvature is not negligble.
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In spie of the fact that the present discussion w ill be conducted w ithin
the conform ally New tonian gauge, i can be shown that gauge-invariant de—
scriptions of the problem are possible [L37]. M oreover, soeci ¢ non-adiabatic
m odes (lke the ones related to the neutrino system ) m ay be m ore useflly
described in di erent gauges (lke the synchronous gauge). T he rationale for
the last statem ent is that the neutrino isocurvature m odes m ay be singular
In the conform ally N ew tonian gauge. T hese issues w ill not be addressed here
but have been discussed in the existing literature (see, for instance, [143,1144]
and references therein) . Furthem ore, for the bene t of the interested reader
it is appropriate to m ention that the relevant theoretical tools used In the
present and In the follow Ing paragraphs follow s the conventions of a recent
review [L44].

H am iltonian and m om entum constraints

The Ham itonian and m om entum oconstraints, stemm Ing from the (00) and
(0i) com ponents of the perturbed E instein equations are:

r? BHHE + 9=4Ga%[ «++ 3 (90)

r

r’@ + 9= 4G& @+ o) et ; 1)
4 at

where H = a%a and the prin e denotes a derivation with respect to the

conform altin e coordinate . In writing Egs. [00) and [@)) the ollow ing set

of conventions has been adopted

e( ix)= (x)+ (ix)+ c(;x)+ p(ix); 92)
B® ()
B ( ;X)=m; (93)
Pt e ix)= @+ ) (;x)+ P+ ) (;x)
et o) c(ix)+ @+ )l ixX): (94)

Conceming Egs. [92), [@3) and [94)) the ©llow ing com m ents are in order:

in Eql3) thetotaldensity uctuation oftheplasma,ie. ( ;x) receives
contrbutions from allthe species of the plasn a;

in Eq.@) the wuctuation of the m agnetic energy density g ( ;x) is
quadratic in the m agnetic eld intensity;

nEq[d) ( ;x)= &V isthe divergence of the total peculiar velociy
while (;x), (%), c( ;x) and p( ;x) are the divergences of the
peculiar velocities of each individual species, ie.photons, neutrinos, CDM
particles and baryons.

T he second termm appearing at the right hand side ofEq. [3]]) is the diver—
gence of the Poynting vector. In M HD the O hm ic electric eld is subleading
and, In particular, from the M HD expression ofthe Ohm law we w illhave
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E B/ — (95)

Since the Universe, prior to decoupling, is a very good conductor, the ideal
M HD lim it can be safely adopted in the rst approxim ation (see also [145]);
thusfor ! 1 (ie.in nite conductivity lim it) the contribution ofthe P oynt—
ing vector vanishes. In any case, even if would be nite but large, the second
term at the right hand side of Eq. [G1) would be suppressed in com parison
w ith the contrbution of the divergence of the totalvelocity eld.

T he total (unperturbed) energy densiy and pressure of the m xture, ie.

t = + + ct pt 7
Pe=pP +P tPctpPptp : (96)

determ ine the evolution of the background geom etry according to Friedm ann
equations:

8 G
BH?= —a® ; ©7)
3
H?2 H°=4 Ga?( ¢+ pu); (98)
9+ 3H (+ pr) = O: 99)

Notice that in Eg. [98) the contrioution of the cosm ological constant has
been inclided. If the dark energy is param etrized in term s of a coan ological
constant (ie.p = ), then, ©° = 0.Furthem ore, the contribution of

to the background evolution is negligible prior to decoupling. Slightly di erent
situations (ot contem plated by the present analysis) m ay arise if the dark
energy is param etrized In termm s of one (or m ore) scalar degrees of freedom
w ith suitable potentials.

D ynam ical equation and anisotropic stress(es)

T he spatial com ponents of the perturbed E nstein equations, in ply, instead
[0 0 0 2 0 1 5 j
FH(42 O+ @7+ 280 + or¥( )

1ias 3 5 ~3
5@1@3( )=4GE (p+ m); . 2o (100)

Equation [I00) contains, as source tem s, not only the total uctuation ofthe
pressure of the palam a, ie. 1, but also
B? () 5 (;X)

X)) = = : 101
B (%) 24 2 () 3 1o1)

1 .
B;B? ZB? 7 : 102
4 at 7 30 402)

~Jx) =
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M oreover, in Eq. [I00), lj ( ;x) is the anisotropic stress of the uid.As it
w illbe m entioned in am om ent (@nd later on heavily used) them ain source of
anisotropic stress ofthe uid is provided by neutrinos which free-stream from
tem perature am aller than the M €V . N otice that both the anisotropic stress of
the uid, ie. 13 ( ;x) and the m agnetic anisotropic stress, ie. Nij ( ;x), are,
by de nition, traceless.

U sing this last observation, Eq. [L00) can be separated into two Indepen—
dent equations. Taking the trace of Eq. [L00) we do get

P+ H (%42 %+ ea%+ B?) +§r2( )=4 G&(p+ m): 103)

By taking the di erence between Eq. (I00) and Eq. [103) the dllow ing (trace—
Jess) relation can be obtained:

Jr )=8G&( ]+ ~)): (104)

Wl

@;@7 ( )

By applying the di erential operator @;@* to both sides of Eq. [104) we do
obtain the follow ing interesting relation:

ri )=12 G&p + Ir? + © + H)r? s 105)
w here the param etrization
et )= + Hr? ;  eet~)= + r?g; (106)

hasbeen adopted. N Eq. [T03) ( ;x) isrelated w ith the quadrupolem om ent
of the (perturbed) neutrino phase-space distrbution. In Eq. [[08) 5 ( ;x)
param etrizes the (nom alized) m agnetic anisotropic stress. It is relevant to
rem ark at this point that In the M HD approxin ation adopted here the two
main sources of scalar anisotropy associated with m agnetic elds can be
param etrized n tem sof gy ( ;x) and in tem s of the dim ensionless ratio

5 ( ;x)=%;)x): 107)

Sinceboth 5 ( ;x)and p ( ;x) are quadratic in them agnetic eld intensiy
anon-G aussian contribution m ay beexpected. 3y ( ;x) isthem agneticenergy
density referred to the photon energy density and it is constant to a very good
approxin ation ifm agnetic ux is frozen into the plasn a elem ent.

There is, In principle, a third contribution to the scalar problem com ing
from m agnetic elds. Such a contribution arises in the evolution equation of
the photon-baryon peculiar velociy and am ounts to the divergence of the
Lorentz force. W hik the m entioned equation will be derived later in this
section, it is relevant to point out here that the M HD Lorentz force can be
expressed sokely In tem sof i ( ;x) and p ( ;x).In fact a wellknown vector
dentity stipulates that
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g i 1 5.2
@Bs@B = r [ B) B ]—é—r B“: (108)
From thede nition of g in tem sof ~ij,i.e.Eq. [108), it iseasy to show that

3 . 1
2 i 2

r = ————@;B4@’B —-r : 109
B 16 a4 j 2 B ( )

U sing then Eq. [108) into Eq. [I09) and recalling that

4r P Bl=r [ B) B (110)
we obtain:
£? =3 . [ B) B ]Q- 111)
P16 at 4

Curvature perturbations

T wo In portant quantitiesm ust now be introduced.The rst one, convention-—
ally denoted by , is the density contrast on uniform curvature hypersurfaces

[, ie.
+ )
= H(tioB : a12)
t
The de nition {I12) is invarant under in nitesin al coordinate transfom a—

tions. In fact, while 3 isautom atically gauge-invariant (since the m agnetic
eld vanishes at the level of the background) and  transform as [144]]

I Y= +H ;
o Y 113)
for
I ~= 40
xt1 oxt= xt+ et (114)

Recalling Eq. [@9), Eq. [I12) can also be w ritten as

= PR (115)
3(c+ pr)

T he second variable we w ant to introduce, conventionally denoted by R is
the curvature perturbation on com oving orthogonalhypers,lrﬁoes, ie.

1 Since, as it willbe discussed, is gauge-invariant, we can also interpret it as the
curvature uctuation on uniform density hypersurfaces, ie.the uctuation ofthe
scalar curvature on the hypersurface where the total density is unifom .

12 Tt is clear, from the de nition (I16) that the second tem at the right hand side
is proportional, by the m om entum constraint [31l), to the total peculiar velocity
of the plasm a which is vanishing on com oving (orthogonal) hypersurfaces.
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HE + 9
Thserting Eq. [I18) and [116) into Eq. [@0), the H am iltonian constraint takes

then the form

r2

R+—— a17)
12 Ga? e + +)

Equation [1I7) is rather interesting in its own right and it tells that, in the
long wavelength lim it,
"R+0 K ?): 118)

W hen the relevant w avelengths are largerthan the H ubbl radiis (1e.k 1)
the density constrast on uniform curvature hypersurfaces and the curvature
uctuations on com oving orthogonal hypersurfaces coincide. Since the ordi-
nary SachsW olfe contribution to the gauge-invariant tem perature uctuation
isdom inated by w avelengthsthat are lJarger than the Hubble radiusafterm at—
ter radiation equality (ut before radiation decoupling), the calculation of
(orR ), In the long wavelength Iim i, w ill essentially give us the SachsW olfe
plateau.
A rem ark on the de nition given in Eq. {I12) is in order. T he variable
must contain the total uctuation of the energy density. This is crucial
since the Ham iltonian constraint is sensitive to the total uctuation of the
energy densiy. Ifthem agnetic energy density p is correctly included in the
de nition of , then the Ham iltonian constraint [[17) m aintains its canonical
form .
Equations [I17) and [II8) can be used to derive the appropriate transfer
m atrices, allow ing, In tum, the estin ate of the SachsW olfe plateau. For this
purpose it is in portant to deduce the evolution equation for .Theevolution of
can be obtained from the evolution equation ofthe totaldensity uctuation
which reads, in the confom ally N ew tonian gauge,

E J
2 3%+ O+ e+ )+ 3H (p+ )+ 3H Praa = ———¢ (19)

T he technique is now rather smple.W e can extract . from Eq. [I19)
e=3(cetp)( + ) B : (120)

Thserting Eq. [120) into Eq. [[19) we get to the wanted evolution equation
for .Before doing that it is practical to discuss the case when the relativis—
tic uid receives contributions from di erent species that are sin ultaneously
present. In the realistic case, considering that the coan ological constant does
not uctuate, we w illhave four di erent species.

For deriving the evolution equation of , i is practical (and, to some
extent, conventional) to separate the pressure uctuation into an adiabatic
com ponent supplem ented by a non-adiabatic contribution :
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t+
& t

&: (121)

ho B R
t &

In a relativistic description of gravitational uctuations, the pressure uctu-
ates both because the energy density uctuates ( rst temm at the right hand
side of Eq. [I21])) of because the speci ¢ entropy of the plasn a, ie. & uctu-—
ates ( rst term at the right hand side ofEq. {I21))). T he subscripts appearing
in the two tem s at the righ-hand side of Eq. [121]) sin ply m ean that the two
di erent variationsm ust be taken, respectively, at constant & (ie. &= 0) and
at constant + (de. = 0).

Here is an exam ple of the usefilness of this decom position. C onsider, for
Instance, am xture ofCDM particles and radiation . In this case the coe cient
ofthe rsttem at the right hand side ofEq. (I2I]) can be w ritten as

1
B = - __r ; (122)
t & 3 ct r g
where we sin ply used the fact that p = ~=3 and that = -+ c-

Now , the quantity appearing in Eq. [I22) must be evaluated at constant &,
ie. for &= 0.The speci c entropy, In the CDM radiation system , is given
by &= T3=n. where T is the tem perature and n. isthe CDM concentration.
The relative uctuations ofthe speci ¢ entropy can then be de ned and they

are
&

&

r [e}

S =

7 123)

1w

r C

where i has been used that , '’ T? and that .’ m n.  is here the
typicalm assofthe CDM partick).Requirihgnow that S = Owedoget .=
(3=4)( = ¢) r.Thus, nserting . Into Eq. [122), the Hllow ing relation can
be easily obtained:

2 i =c: (124)
t

T 33 .+ 4.

ﬁo'r'po

&

The second and third equalities .n Eq. [[24) ollow from the de nition
of the total sound speed for the CDM -radiation system . This occurrence is
general and it is not a peculiarity of the CDM —radiation system so that we
can w rite, for an arbitrary m ixture of relativistic uids:

- 125)
t

Thede nition of relative entropy uctuation proposed in Eq. (I123) is invariant

under in nitesim al gauge transfom ations [144] and it can be generalized by

Introducing two Interesting variables nam ely

r= H ; c= H—-: (126)

no
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U sing the continuity equations ortheCDM and forradiation, ie. §§= 4H
and 2= 3H ., Eq. [I26) can be also written as

e L (127
where ;= = ,and .= = ..Thus, usihg Eq. [I27), the relative uc-

tuation in the speci ¢ entropy introduced in Eq. {I23) can also be w ritten
as
S= 3( ): (128)

It is a sin ple exercise to verify that Egs. [I123) and [128) have indeed the
sam e physical content.

Up to now the coe cient of the rst temm at the right-hand side of Eqg.
[I21)) has been com puted. Let us now discuss the second term appearing at
the right hand side of Eq. [I2]]). C onventionally, the whole second tem is
often denoted by a4, ie. non-adiabatic pressure variation.From Eq. [123)
de ning the relative uctuation in the speci c entropy, i. e. S = &§&, the
follow Ing equation can be w ritten:

Bad = S: (129)

R R
& s
t t

Now, S must be evaluated, Inside the round bracket, or = 0.The result
willbe

S

(130)

Wl

C r .

. 3c.+4

R ecalling the de nition of sound speed and using Eq. {I30) into Eq. [[29), we
do get

Phaa = G oS (131)

If the m ixture of uids is m ore com plicated the discussion presented so
far can be easily generalized. If m ore than two uids are present, we can still
separate, orm ally, the pressure uctuation as

B=C ¢+ Duaa: (132)

However, ifm ore than two uids are present, the non-adiabatic pressure den—
sity uctuation has a m ore com plicated form that reduces to the one previ-
ously com puted iIn the case oftwo uids:

1
Riaa = 6H 0 (1) g(cﬁl éj)sij;
t .
ij

0
Siy= 3(: 3 &i= =5 133)
i

where S;; are the relative uctuations in the entropy density that can be
com puted in tem s ofthe density contrasts ofthe individual uids.T he indices
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iand jrun over allthe com ponents ofthe plasn a.A ssum ing a plasn a form ed
by photons, neutrinos, baryons and CDM particles we w ill have that various
entropy uctuations are possible.For instance

Sc= 3( c)i S = 3( )i i (134)

where the ellipses stand for all the other possble com binations. From the
de nition of relative entropy uctuations it appearsthatS = S .Fially,
w ith obvious notations, whilke ¢ denotes the total sound speed, ¢Z; and &,
denote the sound speeds of a generic pair of uids contrbbuting Si5 t0  Biadas
ie.

i

0 f
2-B, 2 B 2 _ B 135)
t i

.

In the light of Eq. [I34), also the physical interpretation ofEq. [I32) becom es
m ore clear. T he contrbution of 1@.q arisesbecause of the Inherent m ultiplic—
ity of uid present in the plasma.Thanksto Eq. (I32) ushgEq. [120) in Eq.
[I19) we can obtain the evolution equation for which becom es

0 H H e 1! &

= + - —=: 136
ot t Raa ot t s 3 B 3 ( )

T he evolution equation for R can also be directly obtained by taking the
rst tin e derivative of Eq. (I17), ie.

0 0 r? ¢ H @Z+ 1)r?
+ :
12 Ga2 e+ ) 12 Galfpe+ +)

@37)

By now inserting Eq. [I37) into Eq. [I36) and by using the m om entum con—
straint of Eq. [91]) to elin inate . we do get the follow ing expression:

H H 1
RO= + S
+ . Bhad + . S 3 B
Hcﬁr2 Hr?( )

+ : (138)
4Galp+ 1) 12 Galfort 1)
Tt could be nally rem arked that Eq. {138) can be directly derived from Eg.
[103)) . For this purpose The de nition {I16) can be derived once w ith respect
to .The obtained result, once inserted back into Eqg. [[03) reproduces Eqg.
139).

4.3 Evolution ofdi erent species

Up to now the globalvariables de ning the evolution ofthe system have been

discussed in a uni ed perspective. The evolution of the global variables is
determ ined by the evolution of the density contrasts and peculiar velocities of
the di erent species. C onsequently, in the follow ing paragraphs, the evolution

of the di erent species w illbe addressed.
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P hotons and baryon

T he evolution equations ofthe low est m ultipoles of the photon-baryon system
am ount, In principl, to the ollow Ing two sets of equations:

0=3° 4 139)
0 , r U B1l4
ptH p= r + ———— + ——aneXe 7 ( b); (140)
a' 3
and
4
0 0
=4 - 141
3 141)
2
0+ +r? =ancxe 1 (p ): 142)

E quation [I40) contains, asa source tem , the divergence ofthe Lorentz force
that can be expressed In tem sof 3 ( ;x) and 3 ( ;x), as already pointed
out ;n Egs. [I11]).

At early tin es photons and baryons are tightly coupled by Thom pson
scattering, as it is clear from Egs. [I40) and [[42) where 1 denotes the
T hom pson cross section and ne x. the concentration of ionized electrons. To
cast light on the physical nature of the tight coupling approxin ation lt us
subtract Egs. [142) and [I40). The result willbe

0 4 r? r U B]
( b))t ane Xe 1+ =— ( b) = +H p, —:°(143)
3 b 4 at b
From Eq. [[43) i is clear that any deviation of ( p) swiftly decays away.

In fact, from Eq. [[43), the characteristic tin e for the synchronization of the
baryon and photon velocities is of the order of (xene r) ' which is small
com pared w ith the expansion tine.Inthelimit ¢ ! 1 the tight coupling is
exact and the photon-baryon velocity eld is a unique physical entity which
willbe denoted by 1 .From the structure of Eq. [I43), the contrlbution of
the m agnetic elds in the M HD lim i only enters through the Lorentz force
while the dam ping term is always provided by T hom pson scattering.

To derive the evolution equations for the photon-baryon system in the
tight coupling approxin ation we can add Eqgs. [I40) and [[42) taking into
acoount that , = .0 foourse, also the evolution equations of the
density contrasts will depend upon . Consequently the fill set of tightly
coupled evolution equations for the photon-baryon uid can be w ritten as:

4

0=4 0 3 b (144)

5=3° u; 145)
HR r? 3r J B

oy ——2_ 2 = [ D e

7.'.1- -
1+ Rp) 41+ Ry) 4a* @1+ Ryp)
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w here

Rpy( )=

2
§ bz ;: 698 he 147)

4 z+ 1 0:023

T he set of equations [144)), [145) and [148) have to be usad in order to obtain
the correct Initialconditionsto be In posed on the evolution for the integration
of the brightness perturbations.

Ifwe assume, e ectively, that 7 ! 1 we are working to lowest order
in the tight coupling approxin ation. T hism eans that the CM B is e ectively
isotropic In the baryon rest fram e.To discussCM B polarization in the presence
ofm agnetic eldsonehasto go to higherorder in the tight coupling expansion.
However, as far as the problem of initial conditions is concemed, the lowest
ordertreatm ent su ces, as it w illbe apparent from the subsequent discussion.

N eutrinos

A fter neutrino decoupling the (perturbed) neutrino phase gpace distribution
evolves according to the collisionless B oltzm ann equation. T hisoccurrence In —
pliesthat to have a closed systam ofequationsdescribing the nitial conditions
it ism andatory to In prove the uid description by adding to the evolution of
the m onopol (ie. the neutrino density contrast) and of the dipole (ie. the
neutrino peculiar velociy) also the quadrupol, ie. the quantity denoted by

and appearing In the expression of the anisotropic stress ofthe uid (see
Egs. [109) and [108)).

T he derivation of the various m ultipoles of the perturbed neutrino phase
space distribution is a straightforward (even ifa bi lengthy) calculation and
it has been perform ed, for the set of conventions em ployed in the present
lecture, in Ref. [144]. The resukt is, In Fourder space,

4
0 0
=4 - 148
3 (148)
k2
0= ?r2 + k2 ¥ ; (149)
0 _ i ikF . (150)
15 100 "

Th Eq. [I50) F 3 is the octupol of the (perturbed) neutrino phase space
distrbution. T he precise relation of the multipole moments of F w ih the
density contrast and the other plasn a quantities is as follow s:

2

3
=F o = —kF 1; = —: 151
0 2 1 > (151)

Form ultipoles lJarger than the quadrupole, ie. ' > 2 the Boltzm ann hierarchy
reads:

3
FOo = 7P en CHFDF el (152)
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In principle, to give initial conditions we should specify, at a given tim e after
neutrino decoupling, the valies of all the m ultipoles of the neutrino phase
space distrbution. In practice, if the initial conditions are set deep In the
radiation epoch, the relevant variables only extend, for the purpose of the
initial conditions, up to the octupole. Speci c exam ples will be given In a
m om ent.

CDM com ponent

The CDM com ponent is 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. T he evolution of the density contrast and of the
peculiar velociy are sin ply given, in Fourder space, by the ©llow ing pair of
equations:

=39 (153)
+H .=k : (154)

M agnetized adiabatic and non-adiabatic m odes

T he evolution equations of the uid and m etric variables w ill now be solved
deep In the radiation-dom inated epoch and for wavelengthsm uch larger than
the Hubbl radius, ie. kX Jj 1. In the present lecture only the m agnetized
adiabatic m ode will be discussed. H owever, the treatm ent can be usefully
extended to the other non-adiabatic m odes. For this purpose we refer the in—
terested reader to [136] (see also [143]) .M oreover, since this lecture has been
conducted w ithin the conform ally New tonian gauge, there is no reason to
change. However, it should be noticed that fully gauge-invariant approaches
arepossible [L37].To give the avourofthe possible sin pli cationsobtanable
In a gauge-invariant fram ework we can just use gauge-invariant concepts to
classify m ore precisely the adiabatic and non adiabatic m odes. For this pur-
pose, in agreem ent w ith Eq. [126), ket us de ne the gauge-invariant density
contrasts on uniform curvature hypersurfaces for the di erent species of the
predecoupling plasn a:

i 155)
(156)

Th temn s of the variables of Egs. [I59){ [[58) the evolution equations for the

density contrasts, ie. Egs. [144), [148), [[54) and [I54), acquire a rather
sym m etric fomm :

o
o
o

= ?; = 3; @57)
o= 5 0= %’: (158)
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From Egs. [I57) and [I58) we can easily deduce a rather in portant property
of uid m xtures: In the long wavelength lin it the relative uctuations In
the speci c entropy are conserved. C onsider, for instance, the CDM -radiation
m ode. In this case the non vanishing entropy uctuations are

Sc= 3 c)i Sc= 3 c): 159)

Using Egs. [I[57) and [158) the evolution equations for S . and S . can be
readily obtained and they are

%= (» o S%= o)t (160)

0 utside the horizon the divergence ofthe peculiarvelocities isO (k 3), so the
uctuations in the speci ¢ entropy are approxin ately constant in this lim it.
T hisconclusion in pliesthat ifthe uctuations in the speci ¢ entropy are zero,
they w ill still vanish at later tim es. Such a conclusion can be evaded if the
uids of the m ixture have a relevant energy-m om entum exchange or if buk
viscous stresses are present [148,1149].

A m ode is therefore said to be adiabatic i = = .= p.Denoting
by ;and ;two generic gauge-invariant density contrasts ofthe uids ofthe
m ixture, we say that the nitial conditions are non-adiabatic if, at least, we
can nd apairof uids forwhich ;6 5.

A s an exam ple, ket us work out the speci ¢ form of the m agnetized adia—
baticm ode. Let us consider the situation where the Universe is dom nated by
radiation after weak interactions have fallen out of them al equilbrium but
before m atter-radiation equality. T his is the period of tim e where the Initial
conditionsof CM B anisotropiesare usually set both in the presence and in the
absence ofa m agnetized contribution. Since the scale factor goes, In conform al
tine, asa( )’ andH * !,Eq. [@0) can be solved or k¥ § 1.The
density contrasts can then be detem ined, in Fourder space, to low est order in
k as:

= = 2; R p;
3 3
b= ¢~ 51 ZR B/ 161)

w here the fractional contribution of photons to the radiation plasm a, ie.R
hasbeen introduced and it is related to R , ie. the fractional contribution of
m assless neutrinos, as

r
R =1 R; R = ;
1+ r
7 g N
r= =N — 0681 — : (162)
8 11 3

I Eq. [[6) ;k) denotesthe nitialvalue ofthem etric uctuation in Fourier
space. It is usefill to rem ark that we have treated neutrinos as part of the
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radiation background. If neutrinos have a m ass In the m €V range, they are
nonrelativistic today, but they w ill be counted as radiation prior to m atter-
radiation equality. Conceming Eq. [L6]]) the last rem ark is that, of course,
we jast kept the lowest order in & Jj< 1. It ispossible, however, to w rite the
solution to arbitrary order in k asexplicitly shown in Ref.|L43].

Let us then write Eq. [I09) in Fourier space and lt us take into account
that the background is dom inated by radiation. T he neutrino quadrupol is
then detem ined to be

R K2 2

= — 5+
R ° 6R

(i )i (163)

where ; (k) isthe Initial Fourier space) value ofthem etric uctuation de ned
in Eq. B9).

Let usthen look forthe evolution ofthe divergences ofthe peculiar veloci-
ties of the di erent species. Let us therefore w rite Egs. {146), [[49) and [153)
in Fourder space. By direct integration the follow ng result can be obtained:

k2
b:TB itR 5 4357 (164)
k? R , R
== + K2 T g 165
> > R P (165)
k2
o= 5 4 (166)

A's a consistency check of the solution, Egs. [164), [163) and [1€d) can be
inserted into Eq. [@dl). Let us therefore w rite Eq. [9l) in Fourier space

KH =4 Ga® o a+ ) .2 + ; 167)
i 3 b b 3 cc 7

where we used that f = 0 and we also used the tight-coupling approxin ation
sihce = = .Noticethat in Eq. [9I]) the term arising from the P oynt—
ing vector has been neglected. T his approxim ation is rather sound w ithin the
presentM HD treatment.In Eq. [I67) Ry, 1 (seeEq. [[4]) orthe de nition
0fRy) since we are well before m atterradiation equality. T he sam e observa—
tion can bem ade forthe CDM contrdbution which is negligble in com parison
w ith the radiative contribution provided by photons and neutrinos. Taking
into account these two observations we can rew rite Eq. [1&7) as

k?H ;=2H°R ,+R ); (168)

where Egs. [97) and [98) have been used. hserting then Egs. [L64) and [163)
into Eq. [168) it can be readily cbtained that the left hand side exactly equals
the right hand side, so that the m om entum constraint is enforced.

The nal equation to be solved is the one descrbing the evolution of
the anisotropic stress, ie.Eq. [I50). hserting Egs. [[63) and [I&9) into Eq.
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[I50) we do get an interesting constraint on the initial conditions on the two
Iongitudinal uctuations of the geom etry introduced in Egs. {89), nam ely:

= 1+ 2R + R 4 R ): (169)
i i 5 5 B B/~

Conceming the m agnetized adiabatic m ode the follow ing comm ents are In
order:

the peculiar velocities are always suppressed, w ith respect to the other
term s of the solution, by a factor k¥ jwhich is an aller than 1 when the
w avelength is larger than the Hubbl radius;

Inthelimityg ! Oand p ! 0 them agnetized adiabaticm ode presented
here reproduces the wellknown standard results (see for instance [142]);

the di erence between the two longiudinal uctuations of the m etric is
due, both to the presence ofm agnetic and uid anisotropic stresses;

the Iongitudinal uctuations of the geom etry are both constant outside
the horizon and prior to m atterradiation equaliy; this result still holds
In the presence of a m agnetized contribution as it is clearly dem onstrated
by the analytic solution presented here.

T he last interesting exercise we can do w ith the obtained solution is to
com pute the Im portant variables R and  introduced, respectively, In Egs.
[[16) and [I1I9). Since both and are constants or ¥ j< 1 and Por

< ogqralsoR willbe constant. In particular, by inserting Eq. [169) nto Eq.
[I18), the ollow ing expression can be obtained:

R;i= 3 1+ 4R R 4 R ); 170)
i 2 15 i 5 B B/r

where R ; (k) denotes the Initial value, in Fourder space, of the curvature per-
turbations. In num erical studies i is som etin es usefil to relate the mnitial
valiesof and ,ie. jand ;toR;.Thisrelhtion is expressed by the ol
low ing pair of form ulae that can be derived by inverting Eq. [[70) and by
using Eq. [1&9):

10 2R (4 R
R (G B)

14

: 15+ 4R ° 15+ 4R
5+ 2R 2R (5+ 2R )

= 22T g, 22 PP 4, R Og): a71)
15+ 4R 5 15+ 4R

From theH am iltonian constraint w ritten in the orm [117) it iseasy to deduce,
in the Imi k 3 1 that ;(k) = Rjik) The same result can be obtained
through a di erent, but also Instructive, path. C onsider the de nition of
given etther in Eq. [[12)) or [I15).Thevariable can be expressed in term s of
the partial density contrasts de ned in Egs. (I55) and [158).M ore precisely,
from the de nitions of the two sets of vardables it is easy to show that
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B

B 2 3ot 0 172)
Thus, to obtain it su cesto nd , + p and . evaluated at the initial
tin e and on the adiabatic solution .U sing Egs. [I&1) and [169) into Egs. [159)
and [I56) we cbtain, as expected,

to

LR 173
= = .= .= it ot s a73)
T his result was expected, since, as previously stressed, for the adiabaticm ode
all the partial density contrasts m ust be equal. Inserting now Eq. [I73) into
Eq. [[72) and recalling that the CDM and baryon contributions vanish deep
in the radiation epoch, we do get
= it El =Ry; 174)
w here the last equality ©llow s from the de nition of {I16) evaliated desp in
the radiation epoch and for the adiabatic solution derived above.

Up to now, as explained, attention hasbeen given to the m agnetized adi-
abatic m ode. There are, however, also other non adiabatic m odes that can
enter the gam e. W e willnot go, in this lecture, through the derivation of the
various non-adiabatic m odes. It is however usefil to give at least the result
in the case of the m agnetized CDM -radiation m ode. In such a case the full
solution to the sam e set ofequations adm itting the adiabatic solutions can be
w ritten as For the case of the CDM -radiation m ode the solution, in the 1m it

< ;7 and k < 1 can bewritten as

= =41_ R Br
1
c= S + —R g +3 1 —
1
3
b=31—1 ZR B
K2 z
c = 3 1_1 ’
k21 2 2
= + —  + — 457;
b 2(1 1) - 4B B B I
= 21( + 1) 2+k R
2 1 1 . 4 R B B 7
8 R
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3
R k? ?
= R—B+6R(1 1) — i 175)
1
w here
15+ 4R 3
1= e S R s
815+ 2R ) 4
15 4R 3
1= — S + —-R 5 : (176)
815+ 2R ) 4

In Eq. [[79) the ©llow ing notation or the non-vanishing entropy uctuations
hasbeen em ployed:

Sc =S =S : a7

Tn deriving Eq. [I79) it is practical to use a form of the scale factor (ob—

tained by solving Egs. [97), [88) and [@9) ©ra m ixture ofm atter and radia—

tion) which explicitly interpolates between a radiation-dom inated regin e and

a m atterdom inated regin e:

2

() +2 1+ L _ 1% mo 178)
a( )= a&g — — Zeq= T = i

B 1 1 T ay h?
where o and L are evaluated at the present tin e and the factor is

nom alized in such away thatag = 1.InEq. [I78) 1 = @=H,) aeg= mo-
In tem s of 1 the equality time is

(p 2 1 119:07 h® no 1 M @79)

= = K P — c;
= ! 0134 P

ie.2 o " 1.In this fram ework the total optical depth from the present to
the critical recom bination epoch, ie. 800 < z < 1200 can be approxim ated
analytically, as discussed In [L50]. By de ning the redshift of decoupling as
the one w here the total opticaldepth isoforder 1, ie. (Zgec;0)’ 1,wewill
have, approxin ately

b ! 0:0268
Zgec ' 1139 7 1= 7 (180)
0:0431 06462+ 01125 ( ,=0:0431)
where h = 0:73.From Egs. [I80) and [I78) it ©llow s that or 1100 zec
1139,275M pc dec 285 M pc.

Equations [I78) and [I79) will tum out to be relevant for the e ective
num erical integration of the brightness perturbations which w illbe discussed
later on. For num erical purposes the late-tin e cosm ological param eters w i1l
be xed, for a spatially at Universe, as

! =247 10°; 'y = 0:023; o= 0:111; 'n = lp+ !g; (181)

where 'y = h? ¢ and =1 n 7 the present value of the H ubble param —
eterH ( willbe xed, for num ericalestim ates, to 73 In units ofkm = (secM pc).

13 The values of the cosm ological param eters introduced in Eq. [I81)) are com patble
w ith the ones estim ated from W M AP -3 [131),1151},/152]] in com bination w ith the
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Transfer m atrix and SachsW olfe plateau

B efore presenting som e num erical approaches suitable for the analysis ofm ag—
netized CM B anisotropies it is usefiilto discuss a class of analytical estin ates
that allow the calculation of the so-called SachsW olfe plateau. The idea, in
short, is very sin ple.W e have the evolution equation for given in Eq. [[36).
T his evolution equation can be integrated across the m atterradiation transi-
tion using the interpolating o of the scale factor proposed in Eq. [I78).

Consider, rst,the caseofthem agnetized adiabaticm odewhere 1.4 = O.
D esp In the radiation-dom inated epoch, for eqr cﬁ ! 1=3 and, from Eq.
[36), °= 0, so that

= ;" Ry; _ 3 1+ 4R R 4 R ): (182)
i ir i 2 i 15 5 B B/~

W hen the Universe becom es m atterdom inated, after o4, ¢ ! 0 and the
second term at the right hand side of E q. [136) does contribute signi cantly at
decoupling (recallthat ®rh? patter = 0:134, gec = 236 eq) - Consequently,

from Eq. [I36), recalling that & = 4a.q=B Ba+ 4ac)], we obtain

3aR B

_— = i 183
4(3a+ 4aeq) B f B i ( )

£T 4
T he inclusion of one (orm ore) non-adiabatic m odes changes the form ofEqd.
[I38) and, consequently, the related solution [I83)).For instance, in the case
of the CDM —radiation non-adiabatic m ode the relevant tem s arising In the
sum [[33) are S = S = S; where S; is the (constant) uctuation in the
relative entropy density initially present (ie. for eq) - If this is the case
Bhad = Cg <S; and Eq. [[36) can be easily solved. The transfer m atrix for
m agnetized CM B anisotropies can then be w ritten as

0 1 0 10 1
£ M M s M B i

@ S¢ A =@ 0 M ss M SBA ¢ Si A : (184)
B £ 0 0 M gB Bi

In the case ofam xture of m agnetized) adiabatic and CDM -radiation m odes,
we nd, ora> aeq

M ' 1; M !

\G old" sam ple of SN Ia [153] consisting of 157 supemovae (the furthest being
at redshift z= 1.75). W e are aware of the fact that W M AP 3 data alone seem
to favour a slightly sm aller valie of !, (ie. 0:126). M oreover, W M AP 3 data
m ay also have slightly di erent im plications if com bined w ith supemovae of the
SN LS profct [154]]. T he values given in Eq. [I87]) w ill jast be used for a realistic
num erical iustration of the m ethods developed in the present investigation.
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andM g ! 1.Equations [I84) and [I85) m ay be used, for instance, to cbtain
the m agnetized curvature and entropy uctuations at photon decoupling in
term s of the sam e quantities evalnated for eq -A fa1llnum erical analysis
ofthe problem con m s the analytical results sum m arized by Egs. {184) and
[I89). The m ost general initial condition for CM B anisotropies w ill then be
a com bination of (correlated) uctuations receiving contribution from haa
and from the fully inhom ogeneousm agnetic eld. To iluistrate this point, the
form ofthe Sachs¥W olfe (SW ) plateau in the sudden decoupling lin it w illnow
be discussed.

To com pute the SW contrbution we need to solve the evolution equation
of the m onopolk of the tem perature uctuations in the tight coupling lim i,
ie. from Egs. [[49) and [144),

HR k? 4H R 4 k?
0, 2 04— =4 O 220 S22 (L 4g):
1+ Rp 31+ Ry 1+ Ry 3 31+ Ryp)
(186)

In the sudden decoupling approxin ation the visbility finction, ie. K () =

°C)e ) and the opticaldepth, ie. () are approxin ated, respectively,
by ( dec) and by ( dec) (see [L55,|156] or an estin ate of the w idth
of the last scattering surface). The power spectra of , S and y are given,

respectively, by :

P k)=A £ Ps k)= A £ ; 187)
- kp r S - S kp 4
on
—2 k
P K)=F M g, — i (188)
ky,
whereA ,Ag and_BL are constants and
46 "R ¥
F (") = T
" (3 2 ") ("=2)
— _ BL _ Bf - s
BL = — 7/ BL = ; =a () (): (189)

To deduceEgs. [187), [188) and [189) them agnetic eld hasbeen reqularized,
according to a com m on practice [128,1125,1126], over a typical com oving scale
L = 2 =k; wih a Gaussian window function and it has been assum ed that
the m agnetic eld Intensity is stochastically distrbuted as

(k- Iy )4 = 2_2 J . &) .
hB:L(kr )B (pr )l_ k3 Pi (k)PB (kr ) (k + P), (190)
where ) "
Syo 30 Kk Ly L
P/KkK)=  § i Py k; )= Ap g : (191)
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As a consequence of Eq. [I90) the m agnetic eld does not break the spatial
isotropy ofthe background geom etry. T he quantity k, appearing in Egs. [187)
and [I81) is conventional pivot scale that is 0:05M pc(see [132,[133,[134] or
a discussion of other possible choices). Equations [188) and [189) hold for
0< "< 1.In thislimi the P (k) (see Eqg. [183)) is nearly scale-invariant
(ut slightly blue). This m eans that the e ect of the m agnetic and them al
di usivity scales (related, respectively, to the nite value of the conductivity
and of the them al di usivity coe cient) do not a ect the spectrum [[126].
In the opposie lim i, ie. " 1 the value of the m ode-coupling integral
appearing in the two-point function of the m agnetic energy density (and of
the m agnetic anisotropic stress) is dom inated by ultra-violet e ects related to
the m entioned di usivity scales [126]. U sing then Egs. [187),[I88) and [189)
the C . can be com puted for the region of the SW plateau (ie. ormultipoles
‘< 30):

Com A it =R 2,05 =T R Az e )

V= g rrs AN 7 A Nrs7 COS
25 71 100 BLA2 25 5oL Frs s
4 -

+E)AS Z1(s; ) 75 A R BL 23 My;"; ") COS pr

e AsR  51Z30s"Y)00S ps ; 192)

w here the functions 21, Z, and Z 3

2 o m 1 @ n) + 2
Zimi=— = 2 ;o 093
4 kp 2 o 4 ADTIE) a
2 2 2
2 R k 2" 2 on pom
7,0 = —2F () = e
2 ky, 2 3 n + 2 "
2
" n+1
7 ) 22.,2n+1PF—() ko ko °
SNy — = i - .
3 ros 4 kL kp
5 n \ " 1
3 3 t3t T3
; (195)
7 " 9 o
7 7z % it 3z %

are de ned In tem s of the m agnetic tilt " and of a generic spectral index
n which may correspond, depending on the speci ¢ contrdbution, either to
n, (adiabatic spectral index), or to ns (hon-adiabatic spectral index) or even
to nys = (y + ng)=2 (spectral index of the crosscorrelation). h Eq. [192)

rsr pr and g are the correlation angles. In the absence of m agnetic and
non-adiabatic contrbutions and for Egs. [[92) and Eq. [[93) im ply that for
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n, = 1 #HarrisonZeldovich spectrum ) ‘(*+ 1)C=2 = A =25and W M AP
data [[30]would inply thatA = 2:65 10 °.C onsiderthen the physicalsit—
uation where on top ofthe adiabaticm ode there is a m agnetic contribution. If
there is no correlation betw een the m agnetized contribution and the adiabatic
contrbution, ie. p,, = =2,the SW plateau willbe enhanced In com parison
w ith the casewhen m agnetic eldsare absent. T he sam e situation ariseswhen
the tw o com ponents are anti-correlated (ie.cos p, < 0).However, ifthe uc-
tuations are positively correlated (ie. cos pr > 0) the crosscorrelation adds
negatively to the sum of the two autocorrelations of and 3 so that the
totalresult m ay be an overall reduction of the power w ith respect to the case

pr = =2.Tn Eq. [[93),[[94) and [99) ko = , ' where , is the present
observation tin e.

4.4 N um erical analysis

Them ain idea ofthe num erical analysis is rather sin ple. Tts In plem entation,
how ever, m ay be rather com plicated. In order to capture the sin plicity out of
the possble com plications we w ill proceed as follows. W e will rst discuss a
rather naive approach to the integration ofCM B anisotropies. T hen, building
up on this exam ple, the results obtainable in the case of m agnetized scalar
m odes w illbe illustrated.

Sim plest toy m odel

Let us therefore apply the O ccam razor and let us consider the sim plest situ—
ation we can im agine, that is to say the case where

m agnetic elds are absent;

neutrinos are absent;

photons and baryons are described w ithin the tight-coupling approxin a—
tion to lowest order (ie. ¢ ! 1 );

Initial conditions are set eitther from the adiabaticm ode or from theCDM —
radiation m ode.

This is clearly the sim plest situation we can envisage. Since neutrinos are
absent there is no source of anisotropic stress and the two longitudinal uc—
tuations of the metric are equal, ie. = . Consequently, the system of
equations to be solved becom es

o k°cH H )
RO= 5o gy P 196)
HO B
°= o T H — Rj (197)
4
0 0
=4 = ; 198
3 b (198)
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0 HRp k? 5

L = b+ + k% ; 199)
Rp+ 1 41+ Ryp)

0=3° 4 (200)

9= H .+ K (01)

W e can now use the explicit orm of the scale factor discussed in Eq. [I78)
which in plies:
12+ 1)

1 XX+ 2)'

2 x%+ 2x+ 4

T2
123@x*+ 6x+ 4)‘

B? H'= S————; 202
7 x2&+ 2)? @02)

H =

where x = =;.W ih these speci cations the evolution equations given in
[196) { 201)) becom e

éx(x+ D&+ 2) ,

R _ ; (203)
dx 3 (3x2+ 6x+ 4)2 !
d 3x% + 6x+ 4 5%% + 10x + 6
- = R ; (204)
dx x&+ 1)+ 2) x&®+ 1) (x+ 2)
d 4(3x% + 6x+ 4) 4(5%° + 10x + 6) 4
- R =" bi (205)
dx x&x+ 1) (x+ 2) x&x+ 1)+ 2) 3
a~ 2R +1 2

b _ b (X ) + + 2 ; (206)
dx Rp+ 1x&+ 2) 40+ Ry)
d . 3(3x2 + 6x+ 4) 3(6x%+ 10x + 6) N
Zc_ R cr (207)
dx xx+ 1) x+ 2) xx+ 1) x+ 2)
da~ 2&+ 1
- c - L'“C_,. 2. (208)
dx XX+ 2)

h Egs. [203){ 208) the ©llow ing rescalings have been used:
=k 1; "= 1 b = 1 e (209)

T he system ofequations [203) { 208) can be readily integrated by giving initial
conditions for at x; 1. In the case of the adiabatic m ode (which is the one
contem plated by E gs. [203)) { [208) sihcewe set gaq = 0) the initialconditions
are as follow s

— - = 2 .
R (xj) =R ; ®i) = ER i
)= 2 ; “p &)= 0;
p— 3 - ~ = .
c&i) = > i c &) = 0: (210)
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Tt can be shown by direct num erical integration that the system [203)){ [208)
givesa reasonable sem iquantitative description ofthe acoustic oscillations.To
sin plify initial conditions even firther we can indeed assum e a at H arrison—
Zeldovich spectrum and setR = 1.

T he sam e philosophy used to get to this simnpli ed form can be used to
Integrate the full system . In this case, however, we would m iss the in por-
tant contrbution of polarization since, to zeroth order in the tight-coupling
expansion, the CM B is not polarized.

Integration ofbrightness perturbations

To discuss the polarization, we have to go (@t least) to rstorder in the
tight coupling expansion [157,1158,1159]. For this purpose, it is appropriate
to introduce the evolution equations of the brightness perturbations of the
I, Q and U Stokes param eters characterizing the radiation eld. Since the
Stokes param eters Q and U are not Invariant under rotations about the axis
of propagation the degree of polarization P = Q2 + U?)™? is custom arily
Introduced [159,[160]. T he relevant brightness perturbations w ill then be de—
noted as 1, p .This description, reproduces, to zeroth order In the tight
coupling expansion, the uid equationsthat have been presented before to set
iniial conditions prior to equality. For instance, the photon density contrast
and the divergence of the photon peculiar velocity are related, respectively, to
the m onopole and to the dipole ofthe brightness perturbation ofthe intensity
ed,ie. =4 pand = 3k p.Theevolution equationsofthe brightness
perturbations can then be w ritten, w ithin the conventions set by Eqg. [89)

0 . 0 . _ 0 0 l .
I+ (lk + ) I+ ik = + IO+ Vb 5]?2( )Sp H (211)
0
o+ k + 9 p= 0L B()Se; (@12)
ik 0
wWH+Hw+ 1k + — 1[5 4plt —(p+ 31 )= 0: 13)
4Ry Rp

E quation [2I3) isnothingbut the second relation cbtained in E q. [I40) having
introduced the quantity ikvi, = . T he source tem s appearing in Egs. 211)

and [2I2) include a dependenceonP, ( )= 3 2 1)=2 (P ( ) denotes, In this
fram ew ork, the “-th Legendre polynom ial);; = K nais sin ply the pro fction

of the Fourder wavenum ber on the direction of the photon m om entum . In
Egs. 211) and [212) the source term Sp is de ned as

Spk; )= nk; )+ pok; )+ p2k; ): (214)

T he evolution equations in the tight coupling approxin ation w ill now be
Integrated num erically. M ore details on the tight coupling expansion in the
presence of a m agnetized contribution can be found in [L36].
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T he nom alization of the num erical calculation is enforced by evaluating,
analytically, the SachsW olfe plateau and by deducing, fora given set of spec—
tralindices of curvature and entropy perturbations, the am plitude ofthe power
spectra at the pivot scale.H ere isan exam ple ofthis strategy.T he SachsW olfe

(SW ) plateau can be estin ated analytically from the evolution equation ofR
(or ) by using the technique ofthe transferm atrix appropriately generalized
to the case where, on top of the adiabatic and non-adiabatic contributions
the m agnetic elds are consistently taken into account. The main resul is
expressed by Eq. [192).

Ifthe SW plateau is determ ined by an adiabatic com ponent supplem ented
by a (sublading) non-adiabatic contribution both correlated w ith the m ag—
netic eld Intensity the obtainable bound m ay not be so constraining (even
well above the nG range) due to the proliferation of param eters. A possble
strategy is therefore to x the param eters of the adiabaticm ode to the values
determ ined by W M AP 3 and then explore the e ect of a m agnetized contri-
bution which is not correlated w ith the adiabatic m ode. This In plies, in Eq.
[[92) that A = 0 and 1, = =2.Under this assum ption, in Figs.[§ and
[@ the bounds on B are illustrated. T he nature of the constraint depends,
in this case, both on the am plitude of the protogalactic eld (at the present
epoch and sm oothed over a typical com oving scale L = 2 =k; ) and upon is
spectral slope, ie. ". In the case " < 035 the m agnetic energy spectrum is
nearly scale-invariant. In this case, di usiviy e ects are negligble (see, for
instance, [19,[129)]) . A s already discussed, if" 1 the di usiviy e ects (poth
therm aland m agnetic) dom inate the m ode-coupling integralthat lead to the
m agnetic energy spectrum [19,[125].

In Fig.[8 them agnetic eld intensity should be below the di erent curves
if the adiabatic contrbution dom inates the SW plateau.D i erent choices of
the pivot scale k, and ofthe sm oothing scaleky, , are also illustrated. In F ig.[8

7.4

T T — —
K, =0.05 Mpc™", k =1 Mpc

— - - k,=0002 Mpc™", k_=0.5 Mpc™!

76k

= 1
K, = 0.05 Mpc™, k = 2Mpo

n, <0951,y =2

_78}

log B, /nG

Fig. 8. Bounds on the protogalactic eld intensity as a function of the m agnetic
spectral index " for di erent values of the param eters de ning the adiabatic contri-
bution to the SW plateau.
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the scalar spectral index is xed to n, = 0:951 [I31]. In F ig.[d the two curves
corresponding, regpectively, ton, = 0:8 and n, = 1 are reported.

n=1
vl - Zn=087
4

k=005 Mpc™"

=
k=1 Mpc

‘ymgvz B

log BL/nG

_s2|

g4l

8.6 N

-8.8

Fig. 9. Sam e plot as in Fig.[8 but w ith em phasis on the variation ofn,.

If" < 02 theboundsare com paratively less restrictive than in thecase " ’
0:9.The cause ofthis occurrence is that we are here jist Jooking at the largest
wavelengthsofthe problem .A st w illbecom e clear In a m om ent, interm ediate
scales w illbe m ore sensitive to the presence of fully inhom ogeneousm agnetic

elds.

A cocording to F igs.[§ and[@ for a given value of the m agnetic spectral index
and of the scalar spectral index the am plitude of the m agnetic eld has to
be su ciently small not to a ect the dom inant adiabatic nature of the SW
plateau. T herefore F igs.[§ and[d (@swellas other sin ilarplots) can be used to
nom alize the num erical calculations for the pow er spectra of the brightness
perturbations, ie.

3 K3 K3
Sz ik 03 53 e ki3 53 cki ) 2 ki DF @19)

Let us then assum e, fr consistency w ith the cases reported in Figs.[8 and
[, that we are dealing with the situation where the m agnetic el is not
correlated w ith the adiabatic m ode. It is then possible to choose a de nite
value of the m agnetic spectral index (for instance = 0:1) and a de nie
value of the adiabatic spectral index, ie. n, (for nstance n, = 0:951, in
agream ent with [131]). By using the SW plateau the nom alization can be
chosen In such a way the the adiabatic m ode dom inates over the m agnetic
contrioution. In the m entioned case, Fig.[d mpliesB;, < 1:14 108G Pra
pivot scale k, = 0:002M pc 1. Since the relative w eight of the pow er spectra
given in Egs. [I87) and [188) is xed, it isnow possble to set initial conditions
for the adiabatic m ode according to Egs. [1&1){ [[63), [164){ [168) and [1&9)
deep In the radiation-dom inated phase. T he initial tim e of Integration w illbe
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chosen as ;= 10 ® ; i the notations discussed in Eq. [I78). A ccording to
Eq. [I79), this choice in plies that ; eq -

T he power spectra of the brightness perturbations, ie.Eq. 215), can be
then com puted by num erical integration. C learly the calculation w ill depend
upon thevaliesof !, 'y, 'cand R .Wewillsinply x these param etersto
their ducial values reported in Eqgs. (I81)) (see also [147)) and we will take
N = 3 in Eq. [I62) determ ining, in this way the fractional contribution of
the neutrinos to the radiation plasm a.

The rst nteresting exercise, for the present purposes, is reported in F ig.
[I0 w here the pow er spectra of the brightness perturbations are illustrated for
a wavenumber k = 01 M pc L Conceming the resuls reported in Fig.[I0
di erent comm ents are In order:

or"= 01 and p= 0:951, the SW plateau inposesBy, < 1:14 108 G;
from Fig.[I0 i ©llow s that am agnetic eld ofonly 30 nG (ie.m argihally
Incom patble wih the SW bound) has a large e ect on the brightness
perturbations as it can be argqued by com paring, in Fig.[I0, the dashed
curves (corresponding to 30 nG ) to the full curves which illistrate the
case of vanishing m agnetic els;

the situation whereB, > nG cannotbe sin ply sum m arized by saying that
the am plitudes of the power spectra get larger since there is a com bined
e ect which both increases the am plitudes and shifts slightly the phases
of the oscillations;

from the qualitative point ofview , it is still true that the intensity oscillates
as a cosine, the polarization as a sine;

the phases of the crosscorrelations are, com paratively, the m ost a ected
by the presence of the m agnetic eld.

T he fatures arising in Fig.[I0 can be easily illustrated for other values of
and for di erent choices of the pivot or am oothing scales. T he general lesson
that can be drawn is that the constraint derived only by looking at the SW
plateau are only a necessary condition on the strength of the m agnetic eld.
T hey are, however, not su cient to exclude observablee ectsat sn aller scales.
This aspect is illustrated in the plot at the left in Fig.[II] which captures a
detailofthe crosscorrelation.The casewhen B, = 0 can be stilldistinguished
from the case By, = 05 nG . T herefore, recalling that for the sam e choice of
param eters the SW plateau Inplied that By < 114 nG, it is apparent that
the Interm ediate scales lead to m ore stringent conditions even fornearly scale—
Invariant spectra ofm agnetic energy density. For the range of param eters of
Fig.[II we will have that B, < 05 nG which is m ore stringent than the
condition deduced from the SW plateau by, roughly, one order ofm agniude.
If " increases to higher values (but alwayswith " < 0:35) by keesping xed
B (ie. the strength of the m agnetic eld sm oothed over a typical length
scale L = 2 =k; ) the am plitude of the brightness perturbations gets larger
In com parison w ih the case when the m agnetic eld is absent. This aspect
is illustrated in the bottom plot of F ig.[11] w here the logarithm (to base 10)
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Fig.11.A detailofthe crosscorrelation (top).T he autocorrelation of the intensity
at gec @s a function of ", ie. the m agnetic spectral index (bottom ).

of the intensity autocorrelation is evaluated at a xed wavenum ber (and at

dec) @s a function of ". The full line (corresponding to a By = 10nG) is
progressively divergent from the dashed line (corresponding to By = 0) as "
Increases.

Tn Fig.[I2 the pow er spectra of the brightness perturbations are reported
at g4ec and asa function ofk.In the two plots at the top the autocorrelation
of the intensity is reported for di erent valies of B (left plot) and for dif-
ferent values of " at xed B (rght plot). In the two plots at the bottom the
polarization pow er soectra are reported alwaysat gec and fordi erent values
ofB1 at xed ".The position of the rst peak of the autocorrelation of the
Intensity is, approxim ately, kg ¥ 0:017 M pc 1. The position of the rst peak
of the crosscorrelation is, approxin ately, 3=4 ofky . From this consideration,
agan, we can obtain that B;, < 03 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, how ever, non-adiabaticm odes that are be partially correlated w ith
the adiabatic m ode. It is rather plausble, in this situation, that by adding
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new param eters, also the allowed value of the m agnetic eld m ay increase.
Sin flar results can be achieved by deviating from the assum ption that the
m agnetic eld and the curvature perturbations are uncorrelated. T his aspect
can be understood already from the analyticalform ofthe SW plateau [192).If
there is no correlation betw een the m agnetized contribution and the adiabatic
contrbution, ie. p = =2,the SW plateau willbe enhanced In com parison
with the case when magnetic elds are absent. The sam e situation arises
when the two com ponents are anticorrelated (ie. cos pr < 0). However, if
the uctuationsarepositively correlated (ie.cos p, > 0) the cross-correlation
adds negatively to the sum of the two autocorrelations of R and y so that
the total result m ay be an overall reduction of the power w ith respect to the
case pr= =2.

o k,=0.002Mpc™, k=1 Mpc™',n, <0951, £ =0.1 . k,=0.002Mpc™!, k= 1Mpc™', n =0.951,B =10nG
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'
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Fig.12. The power spectra of the brightness perturbations at gec fOor the param e-
ters reported in the legends.

From F ig.[I2various features can be appreciated . T he presence ofm agnetic
elds, as already pointed out, does not a ect only the am plitude but also the
phases of oscillations of the various brightness perturbations. M oreover, an
Increase In the spectral ndex " also in plies a quantitative di erence in the
Intensity autocorrelation.



M agnetic elds, strings and coam ology 71

5 Concluding rem arks

T here is little doubts that large-scale m agnetic exist in nature. These elds
have been observed in a num ber ofdi erent astrophysical system s. Them ain
question concems therefore their origin . String cosn ologicalm odels of prebig
bang type still represent a viabl and wellm otivated theoretical option.

Sin ple logic dictates that if the origin of the large-scale m agnetic elds
is prim ordial (@s opposed to astrophysical) it is plausble to expect the pres—
ence of m agnetic elds in the prin eval plasn a also kefore the decoupling
of radiation from m atter. CM B anisotropies are gem ane to several aspect
of largescale m agnetization. CM B physics m ay be the tool that will nally
enable us either to con m or to rule out the prin ordial nature of galactic
and clusters m agnetic elds seeds. In the next ve to ten years the forth-
com Ing CM B precision polarization experin ents w ill be sensitive in, various
frequency channelsbetween 30 GH z and, roughly 900 G H z. T he dbservations
w illbe conducted both via satellites (like the P lanck satellite) and via ground
based detectors (lke in the case ofthe QUIET arrays). In a com plem entary
view , the SK A telescope w illprovide fiullsky surveys ofFaraday rotation that
m ay even get close to 20 GH z.

In an optim istic perspective the forthcom ing experin ental data together
w ith the steady progress in the understanding ofthe dynam o theory w illhope-
f1lly explain the rationale for the ubiquitous nature of lJarge-scale m agnetiza—
tion. In a pessin istic perspective, the prin ordialnature ofm agnetic seedsw 111
neither be con m ed nor ruled out. It is w ise to adopt a m odelindependent
approach by sharpening those theoretical tools that m ay allow , in the near
future, a direct observational test of the e ects of large-scale m agnetic elds
on CM B anisotropies. Som e e orts along this perspective have been reported
In the present lecture. In particular, the ©llow ing results have been achieved:

scalar CM B anisotropies have been described in the presence of a fully
Inhom ogeneousm agnetic eld;

the em ployed form alism allow s the extension of the usual CM B iniial
conditions to the case when large-scale m agnetic elds are present in the
gam e;

by going to higher order in the tight coupling expansion the evolution of
the brightness perturbations has been com puted num erically;

i hasbeen shown that them agnetic eldsm ay a ect not only the am pli-
tude but also the relative phases of the D oppler oscillations;

from the analysis of the cross-correlation power spectra it is possible to
distinguish, num erically, the e ectsofam agnetic eld asanallas05nG .

It is interesting to notice that a m agnetic eld in the range 10 °{10 ' G

is still viable according to the present considerations. It is, therefore, not ex—
cluded that large—scalem agnetic eldsm ay com e from a prim ordial eld ofthe
order of 0:1-0:01 nG present prior to gravitationalcollapse of the protogalaxy.
Such a eld, depending upon the details of the gravitational collapse m ay be
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am pli ed to the observable lkevelby com pressionalam pli cation. T he present
problem s in achieving a large dynam o am pli cation m ay therefore be less rel-
evant than Prthe caseswhen the seed eld isin the range 10 °nG = 10 ®nG.
To con m this type of scenario it w illbe absolutely essentialto Introduce the
m agnetic eld background into the current strategies ofparam eter extraction.
T he considerations reported in the present lcture provide already the
fram ew ork for such an Introduction. In particular, along a m inin alist per-
spective, the inclusion of the m agnetic eld background boils down to add
two new extra-param eters: the spectral slope and am plitude of the m agnetic
eld (conventionally sm oothed overa typicalcom oving scale ofM pc size). T he
m agnetic eld contrbution w ill then slightly m odify the adiabatic paradigm
by introducing, already at the level of Iniial condiions, a sublading non—
G aussian (and quastiadiabatic) correction.

R eferences

1. H.Alven :Arkiv.M at.F.Astr, 0.Fys.29 B, 2 (1943).
2. E.Fem i:Phys.Rev.75, 1169 (1949).

3. H.Alven:Phys.Rev.75, 1732 (1949).

4. R.D .Richtmyer, E.Teller: Phys.Rev. 75,1729 (1949).

5. W .A .Hiltner: Science 109, 165 (1949).

6. J.S.Hall: Science 109, 166 (1949).

7.L.J.Davis J.L.G reenstein: A strophys. J. 114, 206 (1951).
8. E.Fem i, S.Chandrasekar: A strophys.J. 118, 113 (1953).
9. E.Fem i, S.Chandrsekar: A strophys. J. 118, 116 (1953).
10. R .W delkbinski, J. Shakeshaft: N aturel 95, 982 (1962).
11.A.G.Lyne, F.G.Sm ith:Nature 218, 124 (1968).
12.A.G.Lyne, F.G. Sm ih: Pulsar Astronomy, (Cambridge Universiy P ress,

Cam bridge, UK, 1998).

13. C.Heiles:Annu.Rev.A stron. A strophys. 14,1 (1976).

14. P. P.Kronberg:Rep.Prog.Phys. 57, 325 (1994).

15. F.Govoni, L.Feretti : Int.J.M od.Phys.D 13, 1549 (2004).

16. BM .Gaensker, R .Beck, L.Feretti:New Astron.Rev. 48, 1003 (2004).

17.Y .Xu,P.P.Kronberg, S.Habib,Q .W .Dufton:A strophys.J. 637,19 (2006).

18. P. P.Kronberg : A stron.Nachr. 327, 517 (2006).

19. M .G ovannini: Int.J.M od.Phys.D 13, 391 (2004).

20. See http://www skatelescope.org for m ore inform ations.

21. Seehttp://www xssd esa.int] for m ore inform ations.

22. M .G ilovannini: C lass. Quant.Grav.23,R1 (2006).

23. J.Bemstein, L.S.Brown and G .Feinberg:Rev.M od.Phys. 61,25 (1989).

24. T.J.M Boyd, J.J. Serson: The physics of plasm as, (Cam bridge University
P ress, Cam bridge, UK, 2003).

25.N.A .Krall, A.W .Trivelpiece: Principles of P lasm a P hysics, (San Francisco
P ress, San Francisco 1986).

26. F.Chen: Introduction to P Jasn a Physics, (P lenum P ress, New York 1974).

27. D .Biskam p: Non-linear M agnetohydrodynam ics (C am bridge U niversity P ress,
Cam bridge, 1994).


http://www.skatelescope.org
http://www.rssd.esa.int

28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.

34.

35.
36.

37.
38.

39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.

45.
46.
47.

48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.

64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.

M agnetic elds, strings and coam ology 73

.Vasov:Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz. 8,291 (1938); J.Phys. 9,25 (1945).
.D.Landau:J.Phys.U SSR .10, 25 (1945).

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 71, 021301 (2005).

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 58, 124027 (1998).

E.N.Parker: Cosm icalM agnetic F ields (C larendon P ress, O xford, 1979).
Ya.B.Zeldovich, A .A .Ruzm akin, D D . Sokolo :M agnetic Fields in A stro—
physics (G ordon Breach Science, New York, 1983).

A .A .Ruzm akin,A .M .Shukurov,D .D .Sokolo :M agnetic F ields ofG alaxies,
(K luwer A cadem ic P ublisher, D ordrecht, 1988).

R .Kulsrud:Annu.Rev. A stron. A strophys. 37, 37 (1999).

A . Lazarian, E .V ishniac, J. Cho: A strophys. J. 603, 180 (2004); Lect. N otes
Phys. : 614, 376 (2003).

A .Brandenburg, K . Subram anian: Phys.Rept. 417, 1 (2005).

A . Brandenburg, A . Bigazzi, K . Subram anian: M on. Not. Roy. A stron. Soc.
325, 685 (2001).

K .Subram anian, A . Brandenburg: Phys.Rev. Lett. 93, 205001 (2004).

A .Brandenburg, K . Subram anian: A stron. A strophys. 439, 835 (2005).
S.I.Vainshtein, Ya.B.Zeldovich:Usp.Fiz.Nauk. 106, 431 (1972).

W .H .M atthaeus,M .L.Goldstein, S.R .Lantz:Phys.Fluids 29, 1504 (1986).
M

K

QI i

.J.Rees:Lect.NotesPhys. 664, 1 (2005).
. Subram anian, D .Narashimna, S.Chitre: M on.Not.Roy. A stron. Soc. 271,

L15 (1994).
N .Y .Gnedin, A .Ferrara, E .G . Zwedbel: A strophys. J. 539, 505 (2000).
R .Kulsrud, S.erson: A strophys. J. 396, 606 (1992).
Ya. Zeldovich, I. Novikov: The structure evolution of the Universe (Chicago
University P ress, C hicago, 1971), Vol 2.
Ya.Zeldovich: Sov.Phys.JETP 21, 656 (1965).
E.Harrison:Phys.Rev. Lett.18, 1011 (1967).

.Harrison: Phys.Rev.167, 1170 (1968).

.Harrison:M on.Not.R .A str. Soc.147, 279 (1970).

.Biem ann:Z.Naturf. 5A , 65 (1950).
.M ishustin, A .Ruzm akin: Sov.Phys.JETP 34,223 (1972).

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 61, 063004 (2000).

.G lovannini:Phys.Rev.D 61, 063502 (2000).

.Piccinelli, A .Ayala: Lect.Notes Phys. 646, 293 (2004).

.Boyanovsky, H .J.de Vega, M . Sin ionato: Phys.Rev.D 67, 123505 (2003).
.Boyanovsky, M .Sin Ionato, H .J.deVega:Phys.Rev.D 67, 023502 (2003).
.G iovannini, M .E . Shaposhnikov, Phys.Rev.D 57,2186 (1998).
.Bamba:larX v hepph/0611152.

. Sanchez, A .Avyala, G . P iccinelli:|arX v hep-+th/0611337.

.G iovannini, M .E . Shaposhnikov:Phys.Rev.D 62, 103512 (2000).

. Giovannini, M . Shaposhnikov: Proc. of CAPP2000 (July 2000, Verbier
Sw itzerland) eprint A rchive hep-ph/0011105].

.Calzetta, A .Kus, F .M azzitelli: Phys.Rev.D, 57, 7139 (1998).

.Kus, E.Calzetta, F .M azzitelli, C .W agner: PhyslLett.B 472, 287 (2000).
.S.Tumer, L.M .W idrow :Phys.Rev.D 37,2734 (1988).
.Ratra: A strophys. J. Lett. 391, L1 (1992).

.Dolgov:Phys.Rev.D 48,2499 (1993).
.Drummond, S.Hathrell: PhysRev.D 22, 343 (1980).

RRPARARROUCOIRHEH @A

oW E

[}


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611152
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611337
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011105

74

70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
7.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.
84.
85.
86.
87.
88.
89.
90.

91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.
100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.

107.

108.

109.

110.
111.

HoOoOWnUoOp o RO

M assin o G iovannini

.Carroll, G .Fild, R .Jackiw : Phys.Rev.D 41,1231 (1990).

.D .Garretson, G .Field, S.Carroll: Phys.Rev.D 46, 5346 (1992).
.Fild, S.CarrollPhys.Rev.D : 62, 103008 (2000).

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 64, 061301 (2001).

.Bamba, J. Yokoyam a, eprint A rchive [astro-ph/0310824]].

.G asperini, Phys. Rev.D 63, 047301 (2001)

.Okun, Sov.Phys. JETP 56, 502 (1982).

.Bertolam iD .M ota, Phys. Lett. B 455, 96 (1999).
.G Iovannini, Phys. Rev.D 62, 123505 (2000).

.H.Ford, PhysRev.D 31,704 (1985).

.Gasperini, M .G jovannini, G .Veneziano:Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 3796 (1995).
.Gasperini, M .G iovannini, G . Veneziano: Phys.Rev.D 52, 6651 (1995).
.Gasperini, M .G iovannini:Phys.Rev.D 47,1519 (1993).
.Yuen:Phys.Rev.A 13,2226 (1976).

.0 .Bamut, L.G irardello: Commun.M ath.Phys. 21, 41 (1971).
.Stoker:Phys.Rev.D 1,3217 (1970);D .Stolkr:Phys.Rev.D 4,2309 (1971).

.Fubini, A .M olinari: Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl 33C, 60 (1993).

.Loudon:J.M od.Opt. 34, 709 (1987).
.Loudon: The quantum theory of light (C larendon P ress, O xford, 1983).

.L.Schum aker: Phys.Rept. 135, 318 (1986).
.M andel, E . W olf: O ptical coherence and quantum optics, (€ am bridge Uni-

versity P ress, Cambridge UK, 1995).

TRrRrRrREZRRAIROQOHOIRQ

N
(€]

R

.Veneziano:Phys. Lett.B 265, 287 (1991).
.G asperini, G . Veneziano: A stropart. Phys. 1, 317 (1993).
.G asperini, G . Veneziano: Phys.Rept.373, 1 (2003).

.Lovelace: Phys. Lett.B 135, 75 (1984).
.Fradkin,A .Tseytlin:NucLPhys.B 261, 1 (1985)
.Callan at al.:NucLPhys.B 262, 593 (1985).

.Gasperini, M .G ovannini, G . Veneziano: Phys. Lett.B 569, 113 (2003).
.Gasperini, M .G iovannini, G . Veneziano:NucL Phys.B 694, 206 (2004).
.A .M eissner, G . Veneziano:M od.Phys.Lett.A 6, 3397 (1991).
.A .M eissner G .Veneziano: Phys.Lett.B 267, 33 (1991).
.G asperini, J.M aharana, G . Veneziano:NuclL Phys.B 472, 349 (1996).
.G jovannini: C lass. Quant.Grav. 21, 4209 (2004).
.Gasperini, M .G iovannini:Phys.Rev.D 47, 1519 (1993).
.Gasperini, M .G jovannini: Phys. Lett.B 301, 334 (1993).
.G Iovannini: Phys.Rev.D 61, 087306 (2000).
.Brustein, M . Gasperini, M . G Iovannini, G . Veneziano, Phys. Lett. B 361,
(1995).
. Brustein, M . Gasperini, M . G iovannini, V. F . M ukhanov, G . Veneziano,

Phys.Rev.D 51, 6744 (1995).

K.EnqgvistM .S.Sth:NuclL Phys.B 626, 395 (2002);

M .S.Slth:NucLPhys.B 656, 239 (2003).

V .Bozza,M .G asperini, M .G jovannini, G .Veneziano:Phys.Rev.D 67 (2003)
063514.

V .Bozza, M .Gasperini, M .G iovannini, G . Veneziano: Phys. Lett.B 543, 14
(2002) .

P.A stone et al.: A stron. A strophys. 351, 811 (1999).

Ph.Bemard, G.Gemme, R.Parodi, E.Picasso: Rev. Sci. Instrum . 72, 2428
(2001).


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0310824

112.

113.

114.
115.

116.
117.
118.

119.
120.
121.

122.
123.
124.
125.
126.
127.

128.

129.

130.

131.
132.
133.
134.

135.
136.
137.
138.
139.

M agnetic elds, strings and coam ology 75

A .M .Cruise: Class. Quantum Grav.17, 2525 (2000);

A .M .Cruise:Mon.Not.R .Astron. Soc 204, 485 (1983).

.Babusciand M .G jovannini: mtJ.M od.Phys.D 10 477 (2001);
.Babusciand M . G Iovannini: C lass. Quant.Grav.17, 2621 (2000).
.J.E.Peebles, A .Vilenkin:Phys.Rev.D 59, 063505 (1999).

.G Iovannini: C lJass. Quant.G rav. 16, 2905 (1999);

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 60, 123511 (1999).

.Babusciand M .G iovannini: Phys.Rev.D 60, 083511 (1999);

.G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 58, 083504 (1998).

.G asperini, S.N icotri: eprint hep-+th/0511039].

.Beck:A stron Nachr. 327, 512 (2006).

R .Beck, A .Brenburg, D .M oss, A . Skhurov, D . Sokolo :Annu.Rev.A stron.
A strophys. 34, 155 (1996).

J.Valke: A strophys. J. 566, 261 (2002).

E .Battaner, E .Florido:M on.Not.R .A stron. Soc 277, 1129 (1995).

E . Battaner, E. Florido, J. Jim enez-V incente: A stron A strophys. 326, 13
(1997).

.Florido, E . Battaner: A stron A strophys. 327, 1 (1997).

.Florido, et al.: arX i astro-ph/0609384|.

.Battaner, E . F lorido, Fund.Cosn ic Phys. 21,1 (2000).

. Subram anian: A stron N achr. 327, 399 (2006).

.G jovannini: C lJass. Quant.Grav. 23, R1 (2006).

.Brandenburg, K . Subram anian: Phys.Rept. 417, 1 (2005);

. Lazarian, E . V ishniac, J. Cho: A strophys. J. 603, 180 (2004); Lect. N otes
Phys. 614, 376 (2003).

J.Barrow , K . Subram anian:Phys.Rev. Lett. 81, 3575 (1998);
J.Barrow, K . Subram anian:Phys.Rev.D 58, 83502 (1998);

C.Tsagas, R .M aartens: Phys.Rev.D 61, 083519 (2000);

A .M ack, T .Kahniashvili, A .Kosowsky:Phys.Rev.D 65, 123004 (2002);
A

T

TR XY R =zgUyg

Py oRE o E

.Lewis:Phys.Rev.D 70, 043518 (2004);
.Kahniashvili, B.Ratra:Phys.Rev.D 71, 103006 (2005).
G .Chen et al.: A strophys. J. 611, 655 (2004);
P.D .Naselsky et al.: A strophys.J. 615, 45 (2004); L.Y .Chiang, P.N aselsky:
Int.J.M od.Phys.D 14,1251 (2005);
L.Y.Chiang, P.D .Naselsky, O .V . Verkhodanov, M . J.W ay: A strophys. J.
590, L65 (2003);
D .G .Yam azakiet al: A strophys. J. 625, L1 (2005).
H.V.Peiris et al.,, WMAP Collaboration]: A strophys. J. Suppl. 148, 213
(2003) .
D .Spergeletal. W M AP Collaboration]: arX i astro-ph/0603449.
K .Enqgvist, H . KurkiSuonio J.Valiviita: Phys.Rev.D 62, 103003 (2000).
H .KurkiSuonio, V.M uhonen J.Valiviita: Phys.Rev.D 71, 063005 (2005).
K .M oodlky, M .Bucher, J.Dunkly, P.G . Ferreira C . Skordis: Phys. Rev.D
70, 103520 (2004).
M .G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 73, 101302 (2006).
M .G lovannini:Phys.Rev.D 74, 063002 (2006).
M .G ovannini: C lJass. Quant.G rav. 23, 4991 (2006).
J.D .Barrow, R .M aartens, C .G . T sagas: arX ivastro-ph/0611537.
T .K ahniashvili, B . Ratra: arX ivastroph/0611247.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0511039
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0609384
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603449
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0611537
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0611247

76 M assin o G iovannini

140. E .Harrison:Rev.M od.Phys. 39, 862 (1967).

141. J.M .Bardeen:Phys.Rev.D 22,1882 (1980).

142. C P .M a E . Bertschinger: A strophys. J. 455, 7 (1995).

143. M .G ovannini:Phys.Rev.D 70, 123507 (2004).

144. M .G lovannini: Int.J.M od.Phys.D 14, 363 (2005).

145. M .G jovannini:Phys.Rev.D 71, 021301 (2005).

146. J.Bardeen, P. Stenhardt, M . Tumer: Phys.Rev.D 28, 679 (1983).

147. R .Brandenberger, R .Kahn, W .Press:Phys.Rev.D 28,1809 (1983).

148. M .G jovannini: Phys. Lett.B 622, 349 (2005).

149. M .G iovannini: C lJass. Quant. G rav. 22, 5243 (2005).

150. W .Hu N .Sugiyam a: A strophys. J. 444, 489 (1995); id. 471, 30 (1996).

151. H.V .Peirdis et al. W M AP collaboration]: A strophys. J. Suppl. 148, 213
(2003) .

152. L.Pageetal. W M AP collaboration]:|arX ivastroph/0603450.

L

153. A .G .Riesset al, A strophys. J. 607, 665 (2005).

154. P.A stier et al,, |astro-ph/0510447,.

155. P.Naselsky, I.Novikov: A strophys.J. 413, 14 (1993).

156. H . Jorgensen, E . K otok, P.Naselsky, I Novikov: A stron. A strophys. 294, 639
(1995).

157. P.J.E.Pecbles, J.T . Yu:A strophys. J. 162, 815 (1970).

158. A .G .D oroshkevich, Ya.B . Zeldovich, R . A . Sunyaev: Sov. A stron. 22, 523
(1978).

159. M .Zaldarriaga D .D .Harari:Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995) 3276.

160. S.Chandrasekar: Radiative Transfer, D over, New York,US, 1966).


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603450
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0510447

	Magnetic fields, strings and cosmology
	Massimo Giovannini

