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W e analyze the e ects of the background velocity and the initialm agnetic eld correlations, and
viscosities on the turbulent dynam o and the -e ect. W e calculate the -coe cients for arbitrary
m agnetic and uid viscosities, background velocity and the niialm agnetic eld correlations. W e
explicitly dem onstrate that the general features of the initial grow th and late-tim e saturation of the
m agnetic elds due to the non-linear feedback are qualitatively independent of these correlations.
W e also exam ine the hydrodynam ic Ilim it of the m agnetic eld growth In a renom alization group
fram ew ork and discuss the possibilities of suppression ofthe dynam o grow th below a critical rotation.
W e dem onstrate that for K olm ogorov— (K 41) type of spectra the Ekm an number M 7 1= for
dynam o grow th to occur.

PACS nod7.65+4a,9125Cw

I. NTRODUCTION

M agnetic elds are ubiguitous. A 1l astrophysical ob ects are known to have m agnetic elds of di erent m agni-
tudes,eg. 1 gauss at the stellar scale to 10 ® gauss at the galactic scale [1]. The origh of such elds (orim ordial
eld) is not very clear - there are several com peting theories which attem pt to describe this R]. However, a nie
magnetic eld in any physical system undergoes a tem poral decay due to the nie conductivity of the m edium .
So, for steady m agnetic elds to occur in astrophysicalbodies, there has to be a m echanian of regeneration of the
m agnetic elds, which takesplace due to the dynam o process [1,3]. M ost astrophysicalbodies are thought to have fast
dynam o operating w ithin them selves (there are exoegption to this, eg., theM oon, Venusand M ars in our solar system )
resulting into exponentialgrow th ofthem agnetic elds. Thism echanisn requiresa turbulent velocity background [1]
though non-turbulent velocity elds too can make a seed (iniial) m agnetic eld to grow (for details see B]), wewill
not consider such cases here]. Since the dynam o equation, In the linear approxim ation (see below ) gives unbounded
exponentially grow ing solutions for the long wavelength (large scale) part ofthem agnetic elds, it is linearly unstable
In the low wavenum ber lin it. H ow ever, one does not see a perpetual grow th ofm agnetic elds in the core ofthe earth
or in the sun. For exam ple, geom agnetic elds ( 1 gauss) are known to be stable for about 10° years [L]. T hus, the
physically realisable solutions of the dynam o equations cannot be unstable in the long tin e lim it. Tt is now believed
that the non-lnear feedback due the Lorentz force term in the N avier-Stokes equation is responsible for the saturation
ofthem agnetic eld growth (see, eg., [1]).

T he study of this problem has already been the sub Ect of previous work by m any groups. For exam ple P ouquet,
Frisch and Leorat [4] studied the connections between the dynam o process and the inverse cascade ofm agnetic and
kinetic energies w ithin a eddy dam ped quasinom alM arkovian approxin ation. M o att [B] has exam ined the back
reactions due to the Lorentz force for m agnetic P randtl number Py 1 by linearising the equations of m otion
of three-din ensional (3d) m agnetohydrodynam ics M HD ). Vainshtein and C attaneo [6] discussed several nonlinear
restrictions on the generations of m agnetic elds. Field et al [7] discussed nonlinear -e ects within a two-scale
approach. Rogachevskii and K leeorin B] studied the e ects of an anisotropic background turbulence on the dynam o
process. Brandenburg exam ned non-lnear -e ects in num erical sinulation of helical M HD turbulence P]. In
particular, he exam ined the dependences of dynam o grow th and the saturation eld on the m agnetic P randtlnum ber
P, (the ratio of the m agnetic- to the kinetic- viscosities) . Bhattacharye and Yuan [10] studied the problem in a
tw o-scale approach by linearising the equations ofm otion.

D ynam o m echanisn has two com peting processes at work: am pli cation of the m agnetic eld by the dynam o
process and ohm ic dissipation due to nite resistivity of the m ediuim concemed. W hich one am ong these two e ects
w ill dom inate depends on the case in study. In som e speci ¢ m odels, however, one can analyze this com pltely. A
good exam ple of such m odels is the K raichnan-K azantzev dynam o [11,12] where the velicity eld is assum ed to be
G aussian-distributed, delta-correlated in tim e and the m agnetic eld is govemed by the Induction equation R2]. In
this m odel the statistics of the velocity eld is taken to be parity invariant so that the -e ect is ruled out. The
m ain results from thism odel nclide i)the existence of dynam o in the In nie m agnetic R eynolds num ber lim it for a
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particular choice of the variance of the velocity distribbution [L3] and ii)the existence of a criticalm agnetic R eynolds
num ber only above which dynam o grow th is possible [L4]. However, not m uch is known about this when Invariance
due to parity is broken and when the velocity eld isnot tem porally delta-correlated. In a recent sin ulations [L5] the
authors found, in a m odel sim ulation for the solar convection zone, a m onotonic increase of the horizontal -e ect
w ith rotation. K ida et alshowed, in num erical sin ulations, that unless m agnetic hyperviscosity is less than a critical
value, m agnetic elds did not grow [31], con m ing the existence ofa criticalm agnetic Reynolds number Ry, ).

O ur studies generalize the existing results. In this paper we use a m inin alm odelof -e ect (see below ) to study
dynam o wih -e ect to calculate the ©oe cient for arbitrary correlations and viscosities, and ask the ollow ing
questions:

1. D o the turbulent dynam o grow th and the saturation processes require any turbulent background? O r do they
fiinction w ith arbitrary parity-oreaking and uctuating velocity and initialm agnetic eld correlations? ' .

2.W hat is the hydrodynam ic lm it (long wavelength lin it) of the dynam o problm ? By this we ask how the
m agnetic eld correlations scale in the nfra red lim it during the niialgrowth regin e.

3. Can arbitrarily lJarge m agnetic viscosity prevent dynam o grow th? In other words, is there a critical m agnetic
Reynolds number R, above which the dynam o growth sets n?

To study the above m entioned questions we em ploy a diagram m atic perturbation theory, which has been highly
successful n the contexts of critical dynam ics [18], driven system s [L9], etc. This can be easily extended to higher
orders in perturbation expansion and is very suiable for handling continuous kinetic and m agnetic spectra, unlke the
tw o-scale approxin ation. Thiswas rstused to study stationary, hom ogeneocusand isotropicM HD in Ref. R0]. W euse
thism ethod to study non-stationary statistical states (dynam o grow th) which facilitates studies on the hydrodynam ic
Iim i of the dynam o problem in a renom alisation group fram ework. W e use diagram m atic perturbation theory to
calculate expressions for the coe ciants for arbitrary background velociy and initial m agnetic eld correlations
and m agnetic P randtlnum ber P, for both the early growth and the late tin e saturation. W ih our expressions for

we exam ine the three issues m entioned above.

W e investigate these for arbitrary correlations and m agnetic P randtl num ber P, w ih no approxin ations other
than the existence a perturbation theory. O ur principal results are:

W e calculate the -coe cients for arbitrary correlations and viscosities.

W e exam ine the hydrodynam ic lin i in the kinem atic regin e and predict the existence of a critical R, or
rotation above which dynam o grow th w ill occur for certain correlationsw ith infra red singularity.

In our allour studies, we do not assum e any variance for the velocity eld. Instead, we use the N avierStokes equation
to describe the dynam ics of the velocity eld. T his allow s us to use a renom alisation group fram ew ork to study the
hydrodynam ic lim it.

The st question that we investigate is phenom enologically very im portant because di erent system s m ay have
di erent velocity and initialm agnetic eld spectra. Therefore, it is in portant to understand the dependence of the
dynam o on these spectra. W e explicitly dem onstrate that the nonlinear feedback ofthem agnetic eldson the velocity

elds in the form ofthe Lorentz force stabilises the grow th for arbitrary velocity and initialm agnetic eld correlations.
T his dem onstrates that the basic features of the dynam o m echanisn are qualitatively independent ofthe velocity and
m agnetic eld spectra and, essentially, are properties of the 3dM HD equations. D etails (eg., the values of the -
coe cients) of course, depend upon the actualfom softhe spectra. O ur renom alization group analysis indicates that
dynam o grow th takes place only ifthe Ekm an numberM < 1=2 (Bra given R ) when the velocity and the mitial
m agnetic eld spectra are su ciently sihgular In the long wavelength lin it. T he structure of this paper is as follow s:
In Sec.JI we discuss the generaldynam o m echanism w ithin the standard linear approxin ation for arbitrary velocity
and initial m agnetic eld correlations and viscosities. In Sec.ITIB we show that beyond the linear approxim ation
non-lnear e ects lad to the eventual saturation of m agnetic eld growth for arbitrary background kinetic energy
and initialm agnetic energy spectra, and viscosities. W e elucidate how di erent background kinetic energy and iniial

1By a turbulent background we do not m ean any kind of uctuating state but a uctuating state w ith K olm ogorov (K 41)
spectra / k °=° forthe kinetic and m agnetic energies and cascades of appropriate quantities; if there isnom ean m agnetic eld
then the energy spectra is expected to be K 41-type —see Ref. [16].



m agnetic energy spectra a ect the values of the -coe cients. In Sec.IV we analyze the initial dynam o growth in
a renom alization group fram ework. W e show that for su ciently singular velocity and m agnetic eld spectra the
Ekm an num berm ust be < 1/2 for the m agnetic elds to grow . For velocity and m agnetic eld spectra which go to
zero In the long wavelength Iim it there are no such restrictions. In SecV we present our conclusions.

II.DYNAM O GROW TH:THE LINEAR APPROXIM ATION

In the kinem atic gpproxin ation [1,21], ie., in the early-tin e regin e, w hen the m agnetic energy ismuch sn aller than
the khetic energy ( u?d’r>> B dr,whereu (r;t) and b (r;t) are the velocity and m agnetic elds respectively) the
Lorentz force term of the N avier Stokes equation is neglected. In that weak m agnetic eld 1im it, which is reasonable

at an early tim e, the tin e evolution problem for them agnetic elds isa linearproblm asthe Induction equation R2]
is Iinear In m agnetic eldsb:

b
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where isthem agnetic viscosity. The velocity eld is govemed by the N avierStokes equation R3] (in the absence of
the Lorentz force)
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Here isthe uid viscosity, £ an extemal forcing function, p the pressure and the density ofthe uid. W e take £
to be a zero m ean, G aussian stochastic force w ith a speci ed variance (see below ).
In a two-scale [1] approach one can then w rite an e ective equation for B , the long-w avelength part of the m agnetic
elds [1]:
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w here the E kctrom otive force E = hu bi. U is the large scale com ponent of the velocity eld u. An O perator

P roduct Expansion (OPE) is shown to hold R1]which provides a gradient expansion in temm s of B for the product
E=M Dbill]
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For hom ogenous and isotropic ows ( i3 = 13) Eq.@) gives,
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w hich is the standard turbulent dynam o equation. Here now isthe e ective m agnetic viscosity which includes both
the m icroscopic m agnetic viscosity and the turbulent di usion, represented by 5 In Eq.(4). depends upon the
statistics of the velocity eld (or, equivalently, the correlations of f). Retaining only the -tem and dropping all
others from the RHS ofEqg.(5), the equations for the cartesian com ponents of B becom e Wwe neglect the dissipative
tem s proportionalto k? aswe are interested only in the long wavelength properties)
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The eigenvaluiesofthematrix is = ik; 0. Thus depending on the sign ofthe product k, onem ode grow s and the

other decays. T he third m ode is unphysical, because the corresponding eigenfiinction is proportionalto k and hence
In con ictwih r B = 0. Since growth rate is proportionalto % jand dissipation is proportionalto %, large scale

elds continue to grow leading to long wavelength instability. Thus in the long tin e lim it e ectively only the grow ing
m ode ram ains. G rowth rate is a pseudo-scalar quantity, ie., under pariy transform ation r ! r, ! [L,211.
Since depends upon the statistical properties of the velocity eld, its statistics should not be parity invariant. T his
can happen in a rotating fram e, where the angular velocity explicitly breaks re ection invariance.



III.FORM ULATION OF THE DYNAMO PROBLEM IN A ROTATING FRAME

The N avierStokes (N S) (including the Lorentz force) and the Induction equation in an nertialframe In (k;t) space
take the form

Qusk;t) 1 X 1 X
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Here, u; k;t) and b; k;t) are the fourer transformm s of u; (r;t) and by (r;t) respectively, Pijp k) = Py k)kp +

Py k)ky; Pigp k) = Py k)kp Py, k)ky; Py is the profction operator, which appears due to the divergence-free
conditions on the velocity and m agnetic elds (we consider incom pressble uid for sim plicity). Equations (6) and
(7) have to be supplem ented by appropriate correlations of f; and initial conditions on b;. W e choose f; (k;t) and
bi k;t= 0) to have zero m ean and to be G aussian distributed w ith the follow ing variances:
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whereD ; and D , are som e functions ofk (to be soeci ed later).
In a rotating fram e w ith a rotation velocity = 2 the Eqg.(6) takes the form
Qu; k;t) 1 X 1 X 5
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whereasEq.(7) has the sam e form in the rotating fram e. u is the coriolis force. T he centrifigal foroe ( r)

is a part of the e ective pressure=p + %j r3 which does not contrbute to the dynam ics of incom pressble ow s.
T he bare propagator G, (cbtalned from the linearized version ofEq.(10)) ofu;

. 2 1
i+ K 2 0
(i'+ k2)2+4 2 (1i'+ k2)2+4 2 c
. 2
G, = 2 i+ K
I @+ K)Z+4 ? L+ K)Z+4 2 0 A
0 0 FIE

such thatu = G , £ where u is the colum n vector
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O ne can verify that w ith the form ofthe bare propagatorgiven above, an odd-parity part in the velocity auto-correlator
hu; kit)us ( k;0)i appears which is proprotional to the rotation . Notice that GZ* is di erent from G Z*#%Y —this
is just the consequence of the fact that distinguishes the z-direction as a preferred direction in space, m aking the

system anisotropic. However for frequencies ! >>  or length scalesk ? > > (here z is the dynam ical exponent)

isotropy is restored. In that regin e, to O ( ) the role of the global rotation is to introduce a non—zero odd-pariy part

n hujuyiproportionalto . This can be also seen by noting that in the inertial fram e the correlation hu ; k)u;y( k)i
is of the form Py k)A (k) [cf. Eq.(8)] where A (k) is a scalar function of k and hence in the rotating fram e the
correlator is proportionalto RP;sRT where R ’s are appropriate rotation m atrices (we have suppressed the indices).
Sin ilarly, initial m agnetic eld correlations, given by EJ.(9) transfom s accordingly in the rotating frame. Since
rotation m atrices act on hu; k)u; ( k)iand EqQ.(9) In the sam e way, m agnetic eld auto-correlatorty k;t)b; ( k;0)1i
has an odd parity part in the rotating fram e w ith the sam e sign as the odd parity part in the velocity correlator.



T hus the e ects of rotation can be m odeled (to the lowest order) by Introducing parity breaking parts n Egs.(8) and
©) ]
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In conjunction w ith the Egs.(6) and (7), where ij, is the totally antisym m etric tensor in 3d. This way ofm odeling
rotation e ects is, of course, only approxim ate, but su ces for our purposes as this explicitly incorporates pariy
breaking. One can, however, construct experim ental set ups [l] which are described correctly by Egs.(11). The
parity breaking parts in the noise correlations or iniial conditions ensure that the velocity and the initialm agnetic

eld correlators have non-zero odd parity parts, as would happen in a rotating fram e. An in portant din ensionless
number isthe Ekm an numberM = %2 w hich can be related to D'; by equating the parity braking parts ofthe velociy
correlatorcalculated from (linearized) Eq.(10) and Eq.(8) w ith that from Egs. (6) and (11). ThisgivesD’; = 2M D ;.
Now, onem ay ask what is the relative sign between D'; and D', ? Since the pariy breaking parts of the correlators of
the velocity and them agnetic elds have sam e sign and are proportionalto D'; and D', respectively, D'; and D', must
have sam e sign. A s already noted, introduction ofparity breaking tem s in the foroe/nitial correlations is w ellknow n
In the literature, we, nevertheless, give the analysis in details in order to em phasise on the fact that uid and m agnetic
helicities m ust have the sam e sign. Furthem ore, for a com plete description of the e ects of rotation, In addition to
the coriolis force, a forcing w ith a preferred direction is also required. W e, however, do not Inclide all these details
as introduction of parity-breaking correlations is su cient for our purposes. In this sense, this can be thought of as
a reduced or a m inim alm odel for dynam o. O ne m ay note that a nonzero kinetic helicity is required for the -e ect
as the -coe cient is proportional to the kinetic helocity. Even though a global rotation explicity breaks the pariy
Invariance ofthe system under space reversal, rotation alone isnot enough to yield a non—zero helicity. T his isbecause
the helicity is pseudo-scalar and, therefore, can be constructed only out of an axial vector (here, rotation ) and a
polarvector. In typicalastrophysical settings, the latter one could be provided by, say, a density inhom ogeneity. Even
though this is not contained In Eq. (6), ourm Inin alm odel, nevertheless, produces a nite helicity due to the helical
nature of the forcing function. Thus, ourm inin alm odel is able to capture both the breakdow n of parity due to the
rotation and the generation of helicity due to the rotation and any other preferred direction.

A .The 1in the kinem atic approxim ation: D ependences on background velocity and initialm agnetic eld
spectra

In the kinem atic approxin ation, which neglects the Lorentz force term of the N avier-Stokes equation, the tine
evolution of the m agnetic elds follow s from the linear Induction Equation (1). W e assum e, for the convenience of
calculations, that the velocity eld (u) has reached a statistical steady state. This is acceptable as long as the loss
due to the transfer of kinetic energy to the m agnetic m odes by the dynam o process is com pensated by the extermal
drive. In the kinem atic (ie., linear) approxin ation, we work w ith the Egs.(6) W ithout the Lorentz force) and (7).
W e choose f; k;t) to be a zero-m ean, G aussian random eld w ith correlations

hf; k;0f, k;0)i= 2Py D1 k) © + 2imnkaD1 k) ©: 12)
O ur iniial conditions for the m agnetic elds are
b k;t= 0b ( k;t=0)i= 2P D, (k) + 21 k D, k); @3)

Sihce we are interested to investigate the dynam o process w ith arbitrary statistics for the velocity and m agnetic
elds we work wih arbitrary D i k);D1 k);D, k) and D', k). For K4l-type spectra, we require R4] D k) =
D1k 3;01k) = D1k 4;D,(k) = Dk 3 and D', k) = k 83 . These choices ensure that under spatial rescaling
x ! Ix,u;b! 173fu ;bg which is the K oIm ogorov scaling R4]. N ote that both the force correlations in the Eqg.(6)
and the iniial conditions on E q.(7) have parts that are parity breaking, in conform ity w ith our previous discussions.
W e now calculate the -temm . W e use an iterative perturbative m ethod which is very sim ilar to and discussed in
details In Ref. [19]. In thism ethod, term s in each order of the perturbation series can be represented by appropriate
Feynm an diagram s [L9]. Even though, for simn plicity, we con ne oursslves to the lowest order In the perturbation
theory (represented by the tree kvel diagram s), which is su cient or our purmposes, higher order calculations rep—

resented by higher order digram s can be done In a straight forward m anner. Below we give the expression for



In the kinem atic approxim ation Which we call the Yirect’ temm - responsble for grow th) in the lowest order of the
perturbation theory (see Fig.la):
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from which one can read the -tem :
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giving p = 2573 (1+ ) q2(1::(q)>q2 for larget. The su x D refers to growth or the direct tem , as opposed to feedback

which we discuss in the next Sec.ITIIB . The growth tem is proportionalto kjand di usive decay proportionalto k2.
T he angular brackets represent averaging over the noise and niialcondition ensem bles.
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FIG.1l. Tree leveldiagram s or < u(@) bk g) > . (@)Contrbution to growth term p : A solid line indicates a bare
m agnetic eld regponse function, a broken line indicates a bare velocity response function, a ‘o’ jpined by two broken lines
indicates a bare velocity correlation function (roportional to D';1), a wavy line indicates a m agnetic eld, a solid triangle
indicates a ub vertex. (o) Contrdbution to feedback tetm ¢ : A solid line indicates a bare m agnetic eld response function, a
broken line indicates a bare velocity response fiintion, a ‘o’ pined by two broken lines indicates a barem agnetic eld correlation
function (proportionalto D';), a wavy line indicates a m agnetic eld, a solid triangle indicates a ub vertex.
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FIG .2. Two oneloop diagram s contrbuting to ¢ . There are total six diagram s alogether.
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B . Suppression of grow th rate: N onlinear feedback

W hen the m agnetic elds becom e strong, it is no longer justi ed to neglect the feedback of the m agnetic elds in
the form of the Lorentz force. So we need to work with the fillEgs.(6) and (7). The ideas of OPE as elicidated
In SecdT are still valid for the fiilll non-linear problem . But the value of is expected to change from is valie in
the linear problem . In presence of the Lorentz force there is an additional contribution to Figdb). To evaluate
that, we llow a diagram m atic perturbation approach sin ilar to that described in the previous Section. Here also we
restrict ourselves to the lowest order only (ie., the tree leveldiagram s) though extension to higher orders is straight
forward. W e obtain
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w hich, after som e sin pli cations, yields,
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where D', (;t) = expR p Wk 2 4tz (@ is a grow ing fiinction of tin e for sm allw avenum bers. A s befre, angular
brackets refer to averaging over noise and initiatcondition ensembles. Thus r growsin tine.

Sihce, at any nite tin e t, when the non-lnear feedback on the velocity eld due to the Lorentz force is nolonger
negligble, both p and r are non-zero and we get
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E quations (20) and (21) are to be solved selfconsistently [L7]. T husthe net grow th rate isproportionalto j( p + ¢ )kJ
forthem ode B; k;t). The expressions (20) have apparent divergences at nite g; so In perturbative calculations one
should treat the -tem sasperturbationswhich rem ove these divergences. Thisproblem is akin to that in K uram oto—
Shivashinsky equation for am e front propagation R5]. So the expressions or p and ¢ are
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w hich do not have any nite wavevector singularity. E xpressions (23) are obtained, asm entioned before, by truncating
the perturbation series at the tree level. E xtensions to higher orders are straight forward. Hustrative exam ples of
higher order diagram s have been shown in Fig2.

Letusnow considervariousk dependencesofD’; (k) and D', (k). W hen the background velocity eld isdriven by the
N avier-Stokes equation w ith a conserved noise (themm alnoise) one requires that D1 k) = D 1k?; D% = D'; k3 giving
o k;tui ( k;t)i= constant. If we assum e sin ilar k-dependences or g k;0)b; ( k;0)i then we require D, (k)

constant and D' (K) = % . These choices yield
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which rem ain nite even if the system size diverges.

A filly developed turbulent state, characterised by K 41 energy spectra, isgenerated by D1 k) k° and D k) =
D1k ? . Tn addition ifwe assum e that the nitialm agnetic elds correlation also have K 41 scaling then D 5 k) k=3
and D', k) = D2k 873 | Ifone starts w ith a K 41-type initial correlations for the m agnetic elds, then at a later tin e
the scale dependence for the m agnetic eld correlations are lkely to rem ain sam €; only the am plitudes grow . N otice
that the spectra diverge aswavevectork ! 0, ie., asthe system size diverges. T his is a typical characteristic of fully
developed turbulence. For such a system we nd
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The notable di erence betw een the expressionsEgs.(24) and (25) forthe ooe cientsisthatthe o©oe cientsdiverge
w ith the system size if the energy spectra are singular In the infra red lim i (@s in for fully developed turbulence).
T hese divergences are ram iniscent of the divergences that appear in critical dynam ics [18] which are handled by
renom alisation group m ethods.

In general, at early tines (small ), r Increases exponentially n tine. The growth rate of ¢ decreases with
tine. Since p and r havedi erentsigns, j( p + r)J! 0astinetincreases. T husthe net grow th rate com esdown
to zero. Hence, Eq.(24) and Eq.(25) suggest that the early-tin e grow th and late tin e saturation ofm agnetic elds
take place Por di erent types of background velocity correlations and initialm agnetic eld correlations. T herefore
dynam o Instability and is saturation are rather intrinsic properties of the 3dM HD equations w ith broken re ection
Invariance. One may also note that for K 41-type of correlations (singular in the infrared lim it) one has forward
cascade of kinetic energy 24]: This is because energy is fed into the system m ostly in the large scale (ie. or small
k) whereas, dissipation acts prim arily in the an all scales (large k), resulting into a cascade of energy from the large—
to am all- scales. O n the other hand, for correlations sm ooth in the Infra red lim it, there is no such cascade. These
resuls indicate that the existence of the dynam o m echanisn does not require any special background velocity eld
spectrum , though the value of the -coe cient depends upon it. O ur results also suggest that these processes m ay
take place for varying m agnetic P randtlnumber P, = = . The above analysis crucially depends on the fact that

r and p have opposite signs, which, In tum, In ply that D’; and D', have sam e signs. W e have already seen that
In a physically realisable situation where parity is broken entirely due to the global rotation, D'; and D', indeed have
the sam e sign.

In the st order sm oothing approxin ation [1,26] in the kinem atic 1im i, to calculate i bi one considers only the
Induction equation as u is supposed to be given. H owever when one goes beyond the kinem atic approxin ation, one
has to consider the N avierStokes equation aswell. Thus in the rst-order am oothing approxin ation one w rites the
equations for the uctuationsu and b as (to the st order)

& @ B)+ U b); (26)
at r (u r ;

and
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w here the ellipsis refer to all other term s in the N avierStokes equation and B and U are the large scale (mean eld)
part of the velocity and m agnetic elds [1,26]. W ih these we can w rite

. . @ , @ ,
ha bi= hijpuj'bpl= hijpuij @Tup1+ hijpprm ax bjl im Bm + 22 28)

T T
Here the ellipsis refer to non— tem s in the expansion of hu bi (see Eg.(4)). Thus for isotropic situations =
3[ u)i+ ho:(r b)ilwhere is a correlation tine. Thus is proportional to the di erence In the uid



and m agnetic torsalities @], ( uid helicity being the sam e as uid torsality and m agnetic helicity being proportional
to m agnetic torsality) a result obtained In [4,7] using other m ethods and approxin ations. Note that Egs. (21) and
(23) are very sin ilar to but not exactly the one that were obtained In [7] (in our notationsD’; isproportionalto uid
torsality (or uid heliciy) and D', is proportional to m agnetic torsality). W e ascrbe this di erence to the essential
di erence between a two-scale approach and our dirgram m atic perturbation theory which, we believe ism ore suiable
for handling continuous kinetic and m agnetic spectra.

IV.HYDRODYNAMIC LIM IT OF DYNAMO GROW TH

W e have seen that n Egs.(25) the -ooe cients diverge in the hydrodynam ic k ! 0) lm it which calls for a
renom alisation group RG) analysis as a natural extension of our diagram m atic perturbative calculations. In fully
developed 3dM HD , in the steady state, correlation and response functions exhib it dynam ical scaling w ith the dynam ic
exponent z = 2=3 27,28] (for a di erent approach see 29]), which m eans renom alised viscosities (kinetic aswell as
m agnetic) diverge k=3 for a wavenum ber k belonging to the hertial range. Even for decaying M HD w ith initial
K 41-ype correlations this tums out to be true [B0] where equal tin e correlations exhibit dynam ical scaling w ith

= 2=3. The question is, what i is in the niialtransient ofdynam ogrowth (¢t saturation tine). W e exam ine this
In a renom alization group fram ework. Since we are Interested in the early grow th, we neglect the Lorentz force and
work w ith Eq.(7) inconjunction w ith the initialm agnetic eld correlations and noise correlation given by Eq.(11).A s
before, we assum e a statistical steady state for the velocity eld. It iswellknown that correlationshua; k;t)uy ( k;0)i
exhibit scaling orm k ¢ 2 h(tk?) where and z are the spatial scaling and dynam ical exponents respectively R4]
where h isa scaling function. T he G alilean invariance ofthe M HD equations constraints these exponents to obey the
relation + z= 1 R4,28,33]. In addition to that, for fully developed turbulence due to non-renom alization of the
noise-correlators [cf. Eq.(8)] the exponents are fully determ ned: z = 2=3; = 1=3, which m eans the renom alised

uid viscosity diverges as k *=3 in the lin it wavevector k ! 0. During early growth, equaltin e m agnetic eld
correlations oy (kjt)b; ( k;jt)i are expected to exhbit a scaling orm k? ? *m (tk?) (¢ saturation tine) where
and z, are the m agnetic spatial scaling and dynam ical exponents regpectively, and m is a scaling function. Sim ilar
conditions arising from the G alilan Invariance and non-renom alization ofthe initialK 41-lkem agnetic eld spectrum
detetm ines z = z,= 2=3and = = 1=3.W e perform a renom alization group analysis ©llow ng [19,24,30]. As
m entioned earlier, the -tem istreated asa perturbation. In a renom alisation-group transform ation, one integrates
out a shellofmodes e ' < g< ,and and sin ultanecusly rescales length scales, tin e intervals and elds through
x! ex;t! e?t;u! e u;b ! e b.Thishasthee ectthat the nonlhearitiesarea ected only by naive rescaling
(this, a consequence of the G alilean invariance of the 3dM HD equations, essentially im plies that the diagram m atic
corrections to the nonlinearties vanish in the long wavelength lim it). The varances Eq.(8), which diverge at low
w avenum bers ram ain unrenom alised and thus a ected only by rescaling. T here are however uctuations corrections
to and p which we evaluate at the lowest order. The resulting RG ow equations or and p , cbtained In a
one—loop calculation are

d 1

a = B 2+ 2( + )¢ 1; (29)
d D Ul

a1 = plw 1+ Azﬁ]; (30)

whereA ;A , are num ericalconstants. E quations (30) and (30) are sim ilar to those presented in Ref. 32] Egs. (10.13)
and (10.14)]but not exactly sam e. The di erences arise m ainly (@part from som e detail technical di erences in the
perturbation theories nvoled) from the fact that in Ref. B2] the expressions for the -coe cients were derived for
a given variance of the velocity eld. In contrast, we use the N avierStokes equation, driven by a stochastic force
of given variance, In place of a given velocity variance. By substituting the value of the exponents in Egs.(30) and
(30) we nd renom alized (ie., wavevectordependent) p () bk 1™3; k) k*3 ;thehydrodynamic k! 0)
Iim i. Thus in that lim i, the e ective dynam o equation takes the form

@by _
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w here the ellipsis refer to non-linear tem s and i refers to the grow ing m ode. T hus, in the hydrodynam ic lim i, there
is grow th of the m agnetic elds only if o > 0. This can happen only if the renom alised m agnetic viscosity

is kess than a critical value, set by p , ie., the kinetic helicity. In temm s of the Ekm an number M this condition



meansM = 1=2 for antidynam o, ie., no growth, equivalently M < 1=2 for growth of the m agnetic elds. This can
be achieved In two ways, nam ely by increasing rotation, kesping the m agnetic viscosity (or the m agnetic Reynolds
num ber) constant, or decreasing the m agnetic viscosity (ie., increasing the m agentic R eynolds num ber) fora constant
rotation. T his conclusions are in good agreem ent w ith the num erical results ofRef. [L4]. Sihce renom alised m agnetic
viscosity increases w ith its bare @ icroscopic) value, it suggests that bare m agnetic viscosity m ust be less than a
critical value for grow th to be possible. Thus our RG results qualitatively explain the num erical results of K ida et
al Bl]who they found that unless m agnetic hyperviscosity was less than a critical value there was no growth (it can
be easily argued that a hypem agnetic viscosity gives rise to a m agnetic viscosity in the longer scale and hence their
result In e ect in poses a critical value of the m agnetic viscosity). In ourm odel -e ect is proportionalto D which
In tum is proportionalto the global rotation frequency. Hence our results suggest that -e ect is lkely to grow w ith
Increasing rotational speed which is n agreem ent w ith the results of Ref. O]. O n the other hand, if the background
velocity and the initialm agnetic eld correlators do not have an infra red shgularity (ie., when the correlators )
there is no uctuation correction to the m agnetic viscosity and to the -coe cient resulting In the fact that the
growth tem (/ k) dom inates over the dissipation (/ k?) or su ciently sm allwavenum berk, leading to grow th even
for arbitrarily Jarge m agnetic viscosity. T herefore, there isno criticalRy, . Thusthe e ects of the infrared divergences
that appear in the expressions for the -coe cients Eqg. (25)] are quite signi cant: T hey indicate, as for the driven
di usive nonequilbrium system s w ith diverging kinetic coe cients in the hydrodynam ic 1im it [19,24], divergence of
tin escales in the hydrodynam ic Iim it. Since, the -tem in Eq. (7) is proportionalto wavenum ber k, the tin e-scale
of grow th of the m ode w ith wavenum ber k is O ( k). This rem ains true, even in the hydrodynam ic lim i, for the
case when there is no divergence In the -coe cients. In contrast, when the -coe cient diverge in the infra red
Iim i, the grow th rate changes qualitatively from its linear dependence on wavenum ber k In the hydrodynam ic lim it.
For exam ple, w ith the the background velocity correlations and the initial m agnetic eld correlations given by Ed.
@®), the coe cients diverge ask > in the long wavelength lin it. Hence, the e ective growth rate is changed to

k)k  ¥73.A fiull selfconsistent calculation (when fedback due to the Lorentz foroe cannot be neglected) for the

-coe cients require sin utaneous solutions ofthe selfconsistent expressions form agnetic P randtlnum ber, m agnetic—
to kinetic-energy ratio and the -coe cientswhich can be handled in our schem e of calculations. T he selfconsistent
solutions are expected to be In uenced by the degree of crosscorrelations between the velociy and m agnetic elds
B31.

So far, we have assum ed that both D; (k) and I'; (k) have the sam e infra red sihgularity © 1 k) k>3 and
D1 (k) k>3). This need not be the case alwvays. However, if D'y (k) is non-shgular then p does not diverge.
As a resul, the growth rate is Just p k even in the hydrodynam ic (long wavelength) 1lm it. E ective dissipation,
however, willstillbe  K¥=3 and thus i will dom inate over O (k) growth. T herefore, there w illbe no growth in the
hydrodynam ic lim it. T hus, our analyses suggest that in any fully developed turbulent system wih -e ect, helicity
spectrum  (given by D'; (k)) should be as singular as the kinetic energy spectrum (given by D ;1 k)).

V.CONCLUSIONS

In conclusions, we have calculated expressions for the -coe cients n a diagram m atic perturbation theory on
a m nim alm odel for arbitrary background velociy and initialm agnetic eld correlations, and uid and m agnetic
viscosities. W e show that the parity breaking parts of the velociy and m agnetic eld variancesm ust have the sam e
sign, which is the case In any physical system . W e explicitly show that the processes of early grow th and latetim e
saturations m ay take place independent of any special velocity and initialm agnetic eld correlations. Even though
our explicit calculations were done by using sin ple initial conditions for the calculational convenience, the resuls
that we obtain are generalenough and it is apparent that the feedback m echanisn is qualitatively independent of the
details of the initial conditions and force correlations. one m ay note that for one of the foroe/initial correlations there
isno kinetic energy cascade in the conventionalsense but we still nd dynam o action. It is quite reasonable to expect
that our results should be valid for m ore realistic initial conditions also. In e ect we have explicitly dem onstrated
the robustness and generality of the dynam o m echanian and that the dynam o m echanisn is an intrinsic property
of the 3dM HD equations. W e have also shown, within our RG analysis, that the m agnetic viscosity should be less
than a criticalvalue for grow th ofm agnetic eldsa result which waspreviouly observed in num erical sin ulations. W e
conclude the existence of a critical Ekm an number for K 41+ype correlations: W e nd growth only when M < 1=2,
con m ing recent num erical results. This is easily understood In our fram ework. The issue of divergent e ective
viscosities in the inertial range assum es In portance as it m ay help to overcom e som e of the non-linear restrictions as
discussed by Vainshtein and Cattaneo [6]. A system ofm agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence in a rotating fram e, after
the saturation tin e (ie., after which there is no net grow th of the m agnetic elds) belongs to the universality class

10



ofusual three-din ensionalm agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence In a laboratory. T his can be seen easily in both the lab
and the rotating fram es; the critical exponents characterising the correlation functions can be calculated exactly by
using the G alilean invariance and noise-nonrenom alisation conditions 24,28]. An im portant question, which rem ains
open for fiurther investigations, is the m ultiscaling properties of the velocity and them agnetic eld structure functions
at various stages of the grow th of the m agnetic elds. In what concems an experin ental cbservation of our resuls,
one should add that even though it is not easy to verify our results In an experin ental set up, num erical sin ulations
ofEgs.(6) and (7) wih the variances (11) w ith di erent k-dependences can be perform ed to check these resuls.

VI.ACKNOW LEDGEMENT

T he author wishes to thank J. K . Bhattacharge for draw Ing his attention to this problem , and R . Pandi, J.
Santos and the anonym ous referee for m any fruitfiil com m ents and suggestions. T he author thanks the A lexander
von Hum boldt Foundation, G em any for nancial support.

em ail:abhik@ physics.discemet.in

[l1H K M o att, M agnetic F ield G eneration in E Ictrically C onducting F luids, C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge (1978).

R]1P.P.K ronberg, Rep. P rog. Phys. 57, 325(1994); R .Beck, A .Brandenburg, D .M oss, A . Shokorov, and D . Sokolo , Annual
Review of A stronom y and A strophysics, 34, 155 (1996); K . Enqgvist, Int. J.M od. Phys.D 7, 331 (1998).

Bl A .Basu,PhysRev.E 56, 2869 (1997).

4] A .Pouquet, U .Frisch and J. Leorat, J. Fluid M ech. 77, 321 (1976).

B]H.K.Mo att, J. Fluid M ech. 53, 385 (1972).

b] S.L.Vainshtein and F . C attaneo, A strophysical J1. 393, 165 (1992).

[71G.B.Fild,E.G.Blackman and H.Chou,ApJ, 513, 638 (1999).

B] I.Rogachevskiiand N .K leeorin, Phys. Rev. E, 64, 056307 (2001).

P] A .Brandenburg, ApJ, 550, 824 (2001).

[10] A .Bhattacharpe and Y . Yuan, ApJd, 449, 739 (1995).

[l11] R H .K raichnan, Phys. Fluids, 11, 945 (1968).

[12] A .P.K azantsev, Sov. Phys. JETP, 26, 1031 (1968).

[131 M .Vargassola, Phys. Rev.E, 53, R3021 (1996).

[L4] D .V incenzi, JL Stat. Phys., 106, 1073 (2002).

[15] R .Arlt and A .Brandenburg, A stron. & A strophys., 376, 713 (2001).

[l6] A .Basu, A .Sain, S.K .Dhar and R .Pandit, Phys. Rev. Lett., 81, 2687 (1998).

[L7] See also: E .G .Blackm an and A . Brandenburg, ApJd, 579, 359 (2002).

[18] P.C .Hohenberg and B . I.Halerin, Rev.M od. Phys., 49, 435 (1977).

[19]1 D .Forster, D .R .Nelson, and M . J. Stephen, Phys. RevA, 16, 732 (1977).

RO] L.W .Lee, Ann.Phys., 32,292 (1965).

R1] A .Basu and J.K .Bhattachar®e, Europhys. Lett. 46, 183 (1997).

2] 3D Jackson, C lassicalE lectrodynam ics, 2nd edn . W iy Eastem, New D ehi, (1975).

R3] U .Frsch, Turbulence: The Legacy of A N . K olm ogorov (C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge, 1995).

R4]1V Yakhotand S A Orzag, J.Sci.Comput., 1,1 (1986).

R5]1 V .S.L’vov and I.P rocaccia, Phys. Rev. Lett., 69, 3543 (1992).

R6] A .Raichudhuri, T he Physics of F luids and P Jasm as, C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge (1998).

R7]1 3D Foumier, P-L Sulem and A .Pouquet, J.Phys.A 15, 1393 (1982); A .Pouquet, JD Foumier and P-L Sulem , J.Phys.
Lett. Paris) 39,L199 (1978); L L.K ichatinov, M agnetohydrodynam ics 21, 105 (1985); R .G .K kva, Phys. Fluid 29, 2882
(1986); Y .Zhou and G .Vahala, J.Plasma Phys. 39, 511 (1988);D .W .Longcope and R .N . Sudan,Phys. Fluid B 3, 1945
(1991).

8] A .Basu, J.K .Bhattacharfe and S.Ram aswam y, Eur. Phys. J B, 9, 425 (1999).

R9IM .K .Vem a,Phys.Plasna 6, 1455 (1999).

B0] A .Basu, Phys.Rev.E, 61, 1407 (2000).

B1] S.Kida, S.Yanase and JM izushim a, Phys. Fluids A, 3, 457 (1991).

B2]H.K .M o att, Rep. Prog. Phys., 46, 621 (1983).

B3] A .Basu, unpublished.

11



