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W eanalyzethee�ectsofthebackground velocity and theinitialm agnetic�eld correlations,and

viscosities on the turbulentdynam o and the �-e�ect. W e calculate the �-coe�cients for arbitrary

m agnetic and 
uid viscosities,background velocity and the initialm agnetic �eld correlations. W e

explicitly dem onstratethatthegeneralfeaturesoftheinitialgrowth and late-tim esaturation ofthe

m agnetic �elds due to the non-linear feedback are qualitatively independentofthese correlations.

W e also exam ine the hydrodynam ic lim it ofthe m agnetic �eld growth in a renorm alization group

fram ework and discussthepossibilitiesofsuppression ofthedynam ogrowth below acriticalrotation.

W e dem onstrate that for K olm ogorov- (K 41) type ofspectra the Ekm an num ber M
>

� 1=2 for

dynam o growth to occur.

PACS no:47.65.+ a,91.25.Cw

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M agnetic �elds are ubiquitous. Allastrophysicalobjects are known to have m agnetic �elds ofdi�erent m agni-

tudes,e.g.,1 gauss at the stellar scale to 10�6 gauss at the galactic scale [1]. The origin ofsuch �elds (prim ordial

�eld) is not very clear -there are severalcom peting theories which attem pt to describe this [2]. However,a �nite

m agnetic �eld in any physicalsystem undergoes a tem poraldecay due to the �nite conductivity ofthe m edium .

So,forsteady m agnetic �elds to occurin astrophysicalbodies,there has to be a m echanism ofregeneration ofthe

m agnetic�elds,which takesplacedueto thedynam oprocess[1,3].M ostastrophysicalbodiesarethoughtto havefast

dynam ooperatingwithin them selves(thereareexception tothis,e.g.,theM oon,Venusand M arsin oursolarsystem )

resulting into exponentialgrowth ofthem agnetic�elds.Thism echanism requiresa turbulentvelocity background [1]

[though non-turbulentvelocity �eldstoo can m akea seed (initial)m agnetic�eld to grow (fordetailssee[3]),wewill

notconsidersuch caseshere].Since the dynam o equation,in the linearapproxim ation (see below)givesunbounded

exponentially growingsolutionsforthelong wavelength (largescale)partofthem agnetic�elds,itislinearly unstable

in thelow wavenum berlim it.However,onedoesnotseea perpetualgrowth ofm agnetic�eldsin thecoreoftheearth

orin the sun.Forexam ple,geom agnetic�elds(� 1 gauss)areknown to be stableforabout106 years[1].Thus,the

physically realisablesolutionsofthe dynam o equationscannotbe unstable in the long tim e lim it.Itisnow believed

thatthenon-linearfeedback duetheLorentzforceterm in theNavier-Stokesequation isresponsibleforthesaturation

ofthe m agnetic�eld growth (see,e.g.,[1]).

The study ofthisproblem hasalready been the subjectofpreviouswork by m any groups.Forexam ple Pouquet,

Frisch and L�eorat[4]studied the connectionsbetween the dynam o processand the inverse cascade ofm agnetic and

kinetic energieswithin a eddy dam ped quasi-norm alM arkovian approxim ation. M o�att[5]hasexam ined the back

reactions due to the Lorentz force for m agnetic Prandtlnum ber Pm � 1 by linearising the equations ofm otion

ofthree-dim ensional(3d) m agnetohydrodynam ics (M HD).Vainshtein and Cattaneo [6]discussed severalnonlinear

restrictions on the generations ofm agnetic �elds. Field et al[7]discussed nonlinear �-e�ects within a two-scale

approach.Rogachevskiiand K leeorin [8]studied the e�ectsofan anisotropicbackground turbulence on the dynam o

process. Brandenburg exam ined non-linear �-e�ects in num ericalsim ulation of helicalM HD turbulence [9]. In

particular,heexam ined thedependencesofdynam o growth and thesaturation �eld on them agneticPrandtlnum ber

Pm (the ratio ofthe m agnetic-to the kinetic-viscosities). Bhattacharjee and Yuan [10]studied the problem in a

two-scaleapproach by linearising the equationsofm otion.

Dynam o m echanism has two com peting processes at work: am pli�cation ofthe m agnetic �eld by the dynam o

processand ohm ic dissipation due to �nite resistivity ofthe m edium concerned.W hich one am ong these two e�ects

willdom inate depends on the case in study. In som e speci�c m odels,however,one can analyze this com pletely. A

good exam ple ofsuch 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 isgoverned by the Induction equation [22]. In

this m odelthe statistics ofthe velocity �eld is taken to be parity invariant so that the �-e�ect is ruled out. The

m ain resultsfrom thism odelinclude i)the existenceofdynam o in the in�nite m agnetic Reynoldsnum berlim itfora
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particularchoice ofthe variance ofthe velocity distribution [13]and ii)the existence ofa criticalm agnetic Reynolds

num beronly above which dynam o growth ispossible [14]. However,notm uch isknown aboutthiswhen invariance

dueto parity isbroken and when thevelocity �eld isnottem porally delta-correlated.In a recentsim ulations[15]the

authorsfound,in a m odelsim ulation forthe solarconvection zone,a m onotonic increase ofthe horizontal�-e�ect

with rotation.K ida etalshowed,in num ericalsim ulations,thatunlessm agnetichyperviscosity islessthan a critical

value,m agnetic�eldsdid notgrow [31],con�rm ing the existence ofa criticalm agnetic Reynoldsnum ber(R m ).

O urstudiesgeneralize the existing results. In thispaperwe use a m inim alm odelof�-e�ect(see below)to study

dynam o with �-e�ect to calculate the � coe�cient for arbitrary correlations and viscosities,and ask the following

questions:

1.Do the turbulentdynam o growth and the saturation processesrequire any turbulentbackground? O rdo they

function with arbitrary parity-breaking and 
uctuating velocity and initialm agnetic �eld correlations? 1 .

2.W hat is the hydrodynam ic lim it (long wavelength lim it) ofthe dynam o problem ? By this we ask how the

m agnetic�eld correlationsscalein the infra red lim itduring the initial-growth regim e.

3.Can arbitrarily large m agnetic viscosity preventdynam o growth? In otherwords,isthere a criticalm agnetic

Reynoldsnum berR m abovewhich thedynam o growth setsin?

To study the above m entioned questions we em ploy a diagram m atic perturbation theory,which has been highly

successfulin the contextsofcriticaldynam ics [18],driven system s [19],etc. This can be easily extended to higher

ordersin perturbation expansion and isvery suitableforhandling continuouskineticand m agneticspectra,unlikethe

two-scaleapproxim ation.Thiswas�rstused tostudystationary,hom ogeneousand isotropicM HD in Ref.[20].W euse

thism ethod to study non-stationary statisticalstates(dynam o growth)which facilitatesstudieson thehydrodynam ic

lim it ofthe dynam o problem in a renorm alisation group fram ework. W e use diagram m atic perturbation theory to

calculate expressions for the � coe�ciants for arbitrary background velocity and initialm agnetic �eld correlations

and m agnetic Prandtlnum berPm forboth the early growth and the late tim e saturation.W ith ourexpressionsfor

� weexam inethe three issuesm entioned above.

W e investigate these for arbitrary correlations and m agnetic Prandtlnum ber Pm with no approxim ations other

than the existencea perturbation theory.O urprincipalresultsare:

� W e calculatethe �-coe�cientsforarbitrary correlationsand viscosities.

� W e exam ine the hydrodynam ic lim it in the kinem atic regim e and predict the existence ofa criticalRm or

rotation abovewhich dynam o growth willoccurforcertain correlationswith infra red singularity.

In ourallourstudies,wedonotassum eany varianceforthevelocity �eld.Instead,weusetheNavier-Stokesequation

to describethe dynam icsofthe velocity �eld.Thisallowsusto use a renorm alisation group fram ework to study the

hydrodynam iclim it.

The �rst question that we investigate is phenom enologically very im portant because di�erent system s m ay have

di�erentvelocity and initialm agnetic �eld spectra. Therefore,itisim portantto understand the dependence ofthe

dynam oon thesespectra.W eexplicitly dem onstratethatthenonlinearfeedback ofthem agnetic�eldson thevelocity

�eldsin theform oftheLorentzforcestabilisesthegrowth forarbitraryvelocity and initialm agnetic�eld correlations.

Thisdem onstratesthatthebasicfeaturesofthedynam o m echanism arequalitatively independentofthevelocity and

m agnetic �eld spectra and,essentially,are properties ofthe 3dM HD equations. Details (e.g.,the values ofthe �-

coe�cients)ofcourse,depend upon theactualform softhespectra.O urrenorm alization group analysisindicatesthat

dynam o growth takesplace only ifthe Ekm an num berM <
� 1=2 (fora given R m )when the velocity and the initial

m agnetic�eld spectra aresu�ciently singularin the long wavelength lim it.The structureofthispaperisasfollows:

In Sec.IIwe discussthe generaldynam o m echanism within the standard linearapproxim ation forarbitrary velocity

and initialm agnetic �eld correlations and viscosities. In Sec.IIIB we show that beyond the linear approxim ation

non-linear e�ects lead to the eventualsaturation ofm agnetic �eld growth for arbitrary background kinetic energy

and initialm agneticenergy spectra,and viscosities.W eelucidatehow di�erentbackground kineticenergy and initial

1
By a turbulent background we do not m ean any kind of
uctuating state but a 
uctuating state with K olm ogorov (K 41)

spectra / k
�5=3

forthekineticand m agneticenergiesand cascadesofappropriatequantities;ifthereisno m ean m agnetic�eld

then the energy spectra isexpected to be K 41-type -see Ref.[16].
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m agnetic energy spectra a�ect the values ofthe �-coe�cients. In Sec.IV we analyze the initialdynam o growth in

a renorm alization group fram ework. W e show that for su�ciently singular velocity and m agnetic �eld spectra the

Ekm an num berm ustbe <� 1/2 forthe m agnetic �eldsto grow.Forvelocity and m agnetic �eld spectra which go to

zero in the long wavelength lim itthereareno such restrictions.In Sec.V we presentourconclusions.

II.D Y N A M O G R O W T H :T H E LIN EA R A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In thekinem aticapproxim ation [1,21],i.e.,in theearly-tim eregim e,when them agneticenergy ism uch sm allerthan

thekineticenergy (
R
u2d3r> >

R
b2d3r,whereu(r;t)and b(r;t)arethevelocity and m agnetic�eldsrespectively)the

Lorentzforceterm ofthe NavierStokesequation isneglected.In thatweak m agnetic�eld lim it,which isreasonable

atan early tim e,thetim eevolution problem forthem agnetic�eldsisa linearproblem astheInduction equation [22]

islinearin m agnetic�eldsb:

@b

@t
= r � (u � b)+ �r2b; (1)

where� isthem agneticviscosity.Thevelocity �eld isgoverned by theNavier-Stokesequation [23](in theabsenceof

the Lorentzforce)

@u

@t
+ u:r u = �

r p

�
+ �r2

u + f: (2)

Here � isthe 
uid viscosity,f an externalforcing function,p the pressure and � the density ofthe 
uid. W e take f

to be a zero m ean,G aussian stochasticforcewith a speci�ed variance(see below).

In a two-scale[1]approach onecan then writean e�ectiveequation forB ,thelong-wavelength partofthem agnetic

�elds[1]:

@B

@t
= r � (U � B )+ r � E + �r2B ; (3)

where the Electrom otive force E = hu � bi. U is the large scale com ponent ofthe velocity �eld u. An Operator

ProductExpansion (O PE)isshown to hold [21]which providesa gradientexpansion in term sofB forthe product

E = hu � bi[1]

E i = �ijB j + �ijk
@B j

@xk
+ :::: (4)

Forhom ogenousand isotropic
ows(�ij = ��ij)Eq.(4)gives,

@B

@t
= r � (U � B )+ �r � B + �r2B ; (5)

which isthestandard turbulentdynam o equation.Here� now isthee�ectivem agneticviscosity which includesboth

the m icroscopic m agnetic viscosity and the turbulent di�usion,represented by �ijk in Eq.(4). � depends upon the

statistics ofthe velocity �eld (or,equivalently,the correlationsoff). Retaining only the � -term and dropping all

othersfrom the RHS ofEq.(5),the equationsforthe cartesian com ponentsofB becom e (we neglectthe dissipative

term sproportionalto k2 aswe areinterested only in the long wavelength properties)

d

dt

0

@

B x(k;t)

B y(k;t)

B z(k;t)

1

A = i�

0

@

0 � kz ky

kz 0 � kx

� ky kx 0

1

A

0

@

B x(k;t)

B y(k;t)

B z(k;t)

1

A :

Theeigenvaluesofthem atrix is� = � ik;0.Thusdepending on thesign oftheproduct�k,onem odegrowsand the

otherdecays.The third m ode isunphysical,becausethe corresponding eigenfunction isproportionalto k and hence

in con
ictwith r � B = 0. Since growth rate isproportionalto jkjand dissipation isproportionalto k2,large scale

�eldscontinueto grow leading to long wavelength instability.Thusin thelong tim elim ite�ectively only thegrowing

m ode rem ains.G rowth rate � isa pseudo-scalarquantity,i.e.,underparity transform ation r! � r,� ! � � [1,21].

Since� dependsupon thestatisticalpropertiesofthevelocity �eld,itsstatisticsshould notbeparity invariant.This

can happen in a rotating fram e,wherethe angularvelocity explicitly breaksre
ection invariance.

3



III.FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E D Y N A M O P R O B LEM IN A R O TA T IN G FR A M E

TheNavier-Stokes(NS)(including theLorentzforce)and theInduction equation in an inertialfram ein (k;t)space

takethe form

@ui(k;t)

@t
+
1

2
Pijp(k)

X

q

uj(q;t)up(k � q;t)=
1

2
Pijp(k)

X

q

bj(q;t)bp(k � q;t)� �k
2
ui+ fi(k;t); (6)

and

@bi(k;t)

@t
= ~Pijp(k)

X

q

uj(q;t)bp(k � q;t)� �k
2
bi: (7)

Here, ui(k;t) and bi(k;t) are the fourier transform s of ui(r;t) and bi(r;t) respectively, Pijp(k) = Pij(k)kp +

Pip(k)kj; ~Pijp(k) = Pij(k)kp � Pip(k)kj;Pij is the projection operator,which appears due to the divergence-free

conditions on the velocity and m agnetic �elds (we consider incom pressible 
uid for sim plicity). Equations (6) and

(7) have to be supplem ented by appropriate correlationsoffi and initialconditions on bi. W e choose fi(k;t) and

bi(k;t= 0)to havezero m ean and to be G aussian distributed with the following variances:

hfi(k;t)fj(� k;0)i= 2PijD 1(k)�(t); (8)

hbi(k;t= 0)bj(� k;t= 0)i= 2PijD 2(k); (9)

whereD 1 and D 2 aresom efunctionsofk (to be speci�ed later).

In a rotating fram e with a rotation velocity 
 = 
̂z the Eq.(6)takesthe form

@ui(k;t)

@t
+ 2(
 � u)i+

1

2
Pijp(k)

X

q

uj(q;t)up(k � q;t)=
1

2
Pijp(k)

X

q

bj(q;t)bp(k � q;t)+ �r2ui+ fi(k;t); (10)

whereasEq.(7)hasthesam eform in therotating fram e.
 � u isthecoriolisforce.Thecentrifugalforce
 � (
 � r)

isa partofthe e�ective pressure= p+ 1

2
j
 � rj2 which doesnotcontribute to the dynam icsofincom pressible 
ows.

The barepropagatorG u (obtained from the linearized version ofEq.(10))ofui

G u =

0

B
@

i!+ �k
2

(i!+ �k2)2+ 4
 2 � 2


(i!+ �k2)2+ 4
 2 0

2


(i!+ �k2)2+ 4
 2

i!+ �k
2

(i!+ �k2)2+ 4
 2 0

0 0 1

i!+ �k2

1

C
A

such thatu = G u f whereu isthe colum n vector

u =

0

@

ux

uy

uz

1

A :

O necan verifythatwith theform ofthebarepropagatorgiven above,an odd-paritypartin thevelocityauto-correlator

hui(k;t)uj(� k;0)i appearswhich is proprotionalto the rotation 
. Notice thatG zz
u is di�erentfrom G xx;yy

u -this

isjustthe consequence ofthe factthat
 distinguishesthe z-direction asa preferred direction in space,m aking the

system anisotropic. Howeverforfrequencies! > > 
 orlength scalesk z > > 
 (here z isthe dynam icalexponent)

isotropy isrestored.In thatregim e,to O (
)theroleoftheglobalrotation isto introducea non-zero odd-parity part

in huiujiproportionalto 
.Thiscan be also seen by noting thatin the inertialfram ethe correlation hu i(k)uj(� k)i

is ofthe form Pij(k)A(k) [cf. Eq.(8)]where A(k) is a scalar function ofk and hence in the rotating fram e the

correlatorisproportionalto RPijR
T where R’sare appropriate rotation m atrices(we have suppressed the indices).

Sim ilarly,initialm agnetic �eld correlations,given by Eq.(9) transform s accordingly in the rotating fram e. Since

rotation m atricesacton hui(k)uj(� k)iand Eq.(9)in the sam eway,m agnetic�eld auto-correlatorhbi(k;t)bj(� k;0)i

has an odd parity part in the rotating fram e with the sam e sign as the odd parity part in the velocity correlator.
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Thusthee�ectsofrotation can be m odeled (to thelowestorder)by introducing parity breaking partsin Eqs.(8)and

(9)[1]

hfi(k;t)fj(� k;0)i= 2PijD 1(k)�(t)+ 2i�ijpkp ~D 1(k)�(t);

hbi(k;t= 0)bj(� k;t= 0)i= 2PijD 2(k)�(t)+ 2i�ijpkp ~D 2(k); (11)

in conjunction with the Eqs.(6)and (7),where �ijp isthe totally antisym m etric tensorin 3d. Thisway ofm odeling

rotation e�ects is,ofcourse,only approxim ate,but su�ces for our purposes as this explicitly incorporates parity

breaking. O ne can,however,construct experim entalset ups [1]which are described correctly by Eqs.(11). The

parity breaking partsin the noise correlationsorinitialconditionsensure thatthe velocity and the initialm agnetic

�eld correlatorshave non-zero odd parity parts,aswould happen in a rotating fram e. An im portantdim ensionless

num beristheEkm an num berM = �L
2

2

which can berelated to ~D 1 by equatingtheparity brakingpartsofthevelocity

correlatorcalculated from (linearized)Eq.(10)and Eq.(8)with thatfrom Eqs.(6)and (11).Thisgives ~D 1 = 2M �1 D 1.

Now,onem ay ask whatistherelativesign between ~D 1 and ~D 2? Sincetheparity breaking partsofthecorrelatorsof

thevelocity and them agnetic�eldshavesam esign and areproportionalto ~D 1 and ~D 2 respectively, ~D 1 and ~D 2 m ust

havesam esign.Asalready noted,introduction ofparity breaking term sin theforce/initialcorrelationsiswell-known

in theliterature,we,nevertheless,givetheanalysisin detailsin ordertoem phasiseon thefactthat
uid and m agnetic

helicitiesm usthave the sam e sign. Furtherm ore,fora com plete description ofthe e�ectsofrotation,in addition to

the coriolisforce,a forcing with a preferred direction isalso required. W e,however,do notinclude allthese details

asintroduction ofparity-breaking correlationsissu�cientforourpurposes. In thissense,thiscan be thoughtofas

a reduced ora m inim alm odelfordynam o. O ne m ay note thata nonzero kinetic helicity isrequired forthe �-e�ect

asthe �-coe�cientisproportionalto the kinetic helocity.Even though a globalrotation explicity breaksthe parity

invarianceofthesystem underspacereversal,rotation aloneisnotenough to yield anon-zerohelicity.Thisisbecause

the helicity ispseudo-scalarand,therefore,can be constructed only outofan axialvector(here,rotation 
 )and a

polarvector.In typicalastrophysicalsettings,thelatteronecould beprovided by,say,a density inhom ogeneity.Even

though thisisnotcontained in Eq.(6),ourm inim alm odel,nevertheless,producesa �nite helicity dueto the helical

nature ofthe forcing function.Thus,ourm inim alm odelisable to capture both the breakdown ofparity due to the

rotation and the generation ofhelicity due to the rotation and any otherpreferred direction.

A .T he � in the kinem atic approxim ation: D ependences on background velocity and initialm agnetic �eld

spectra

In the kinem atic approxim ation,which neglects the Lorentz force term ofthe Navier-Stokes equation,the tim e

evolution ofthe m agnetic �elds followsfrom the linearInduction Equation (1). W e assum e,forthe convenience of

calculations,thatthe velocity �eld (u)hasreached a statisticalsteady state. Thisisacceptable aslong asthe loss

due to the transferofkinetic energy to the m agnetic m odesby the dynam o processiscom pensated by the external

drive. In the kinem atic (i.e.,linear)approxim ation,we work with the Eqs.(6)(without the Lorentz force)and (7).

W e choosefl(k;t)to be a zero-m ean,G aussian random �eld with correlations

hfl(k;t)fm (k;0)i= 2Plm D 1(k)�(t)+ 2i�lm nkn ~D 1(k)�(t): (12)

O urinitialconditionsforthe m agnetic�eldsare

hb�(k;t= 0)b�(� k;t= 0)i= 2P��D 2(k)+ 2i���
k
 ~D 2(k); (13)

Since we are interested to investigate the dynam o process with arbitrary statistics for the velocity and m agnetic

�elds we work with arbitrary D 1(k);~D 1(k);D 2(k) and ~D 2(k). For K 41-type spectra, we require [24] D 1(k) =

D 1k
�3 ;~D 1(k) = ~D 1k

�4 ;D 2(k) = D 2k
�5=3 and ~D 2(k) = k�8=3 . These choices ensure that under spatialrescaling

x ! lx,u;b ! l1=3fu;bg which isthe K olm ogorov scaling [24].Note thatboth the force correlationsin the Eq.(6)

and theinitialconditionson Eq.(7)havepartsthatareparity breaking,in conform ity with ourpreviousdiscussions.

W e now calculate the �-term . W e use an iterative perturbative m ethod which is very sim ilar to and discussed in

detailsin Ref.[19].In thism ethod,term sin each orderofthe perturbation seriescan be represented by appropriate

Feynm an diagram s [19]. Even though,for sim plicity,we con�ne ourselves to the lowest order in the perturbation

theory (represented by the tree leveldiagram s),which is su�cient for our purposes,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 �

5



in the kinem atic approxim ation (which we callthe ‘direct’term -responsible forgrowth)in the lowestorderofthe

perturbation theory (seeFig.1a):

h(u � b)�iD = h

Z

q;q1

���
u�(q;t)b
(k � q;t)i= h

Z

q

���
u�(q;t)�
��i(k � q)�u�(q1;t1)b�(k � q � q1;t1)G
b
0(k � q;t� t1)i

(14)

from which onecan read the �-term :

�D B �(k;t)=

Z

q

i~D 1(q)

�q2
����q����
(� i)q�b�(k;t= 0)[

1

q2(� + �)
+
exp(� 2t�q2)

q2(� � �)
] (15)

giving �D = 2S3

3

1

�(�+ �)

R

q
2

~D (q)

(�+ �)q2
forlarget.Thesu�x D refersto growth orthedirectterm ,asopposed to feedback

which wediscussin thenextSec.IIIB.Thegrowth term isproportionalto jkjand di�usivedecay proportionalto k2.

The angularbracketsrepresentaveraging overthe noiseand initial-condition ensem bles.

D
~

1(a) D
~

2

(b)

FIG .1. Tree leveldiagram s for < u(q)� b(k � q) > . (a)Contribution to growth term �D : A solid line indicates a bare

m agnetic �eld response function,a broken line indicates a bare velocity response function,a ’o’joined by two broken lines

indicates a bare velocity correlation function (proportionalto ~D 1),a wavy line indicates a m agnetic �eld,a solid triangle

indicatesa ub vertex.(b)Contribution to feedback term �F :A solid line indicatesa bare m agnetic �eld response function,a

broken lineindicatesa barevelocity responsefuntion,a ’o’joined by two broken linesindicatesa barem agnetic�eld correlation

function (proportionalto ~D 2),a wavy line indicatesa m agnetic �eld,a solid triangle indicatesa ub vertex.

D2
~

D2

k

B (k)
i

(a)

D2
~

k

B (k)
i

D
1

(b)

FIG .2. Two one-loop diagram scontributing to �F .There are totalsix diagram saltogether.
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B .Suppression ofgrow th rate: N onlinear feedback

W hen the m agnetic �eldsbecom e strong,itisno longerjusti�ed to neglectthe feedback ofthe m agnetic �eldsin

the form ofthe Lorentz force. So we need to work with the fullEqs.(6)and (7). The ideas ofO PE as elucidated

in Sec.IIare stillvalid for the fullnon-linear problem . But the value of� is expected to change from its value in

the linearproblem . In presence ofthe Lorentz force there is an additionalcontribution to � (Fig.1b). To evaluate

that,wefollow a diagram m aticperturbation approach sim ilarto thatdescribed in thepreviousSection.Herealso we

restrictourselvesto the lowestorderonly (i.e.,the tree leveldiagram s)though extension to higherordersisstraight

forward.W e obtain

h(u � bi)F i= h

Z

q

�ijpuj(q;t)bp(k � q;t)i (16)

= h
i

2
�ijp

Z

q

Pjm n(q)G
u
o(q;t� t1) bm (q1;t1)bn(q � q1;t1)G

b
o(k� q;t)bp(k � q;t= 0)i (17)

which gives(F refersto feedback)

�F B i(k;t)= i�ijp

Z

q

Pjm n(q)e
2� D jqjt�2�q

2
t
bn(k;t)

� 2i~D 2(q)�m psqs

2�D jqj� 2�q2
; (18)

which,aftersom esim pli�cations,yields,

�F (t)=
2S3

3

4

15

Z

q

~D 2(q;t)q
2

�D jqj� 2�q2
; (19)

where ~D 2(q;t)= exp[2�D jqjt� 2�q2t]~D 2(q)isa growing function oftim e forsm allwavenum bers.Asbefore,angular

bracketsreferto averaging overnoiseand initial-condition ensem bles.Thus�F growsin tim e.

Since,atany �nite tim e t,when the non-linearfeedback on the velocity �eld due to the Lorentz force isnolonger

negligible,both �D and �F arenon-zero and we get

�D = �
2S3

3

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 1(q)

�[j(�D + �F )qj� (� + �)q2]
;

�F =
2S3

3

4

15

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 2(q;t)q
2

j(�D + �F )qj� 2�q2
; (20)

with

~D 2(q;t)= exp[2(�D � �F (t))jqjt� 2�q2t]~D 2(q): (21)

Equations(20)and (21)aretobesolved self-consistently[17].Thusthenetgrowth rateisproportionaltoj(�D + �F )kj

forthem odeB i(k;t).Theexpressions(20)haveapparentdivergencesat�nite q;so in perturbativecalculationsone

should treatthe�-term sasperturbationswhich rem ovethesedivergences.Thisproblem isakin to thatin K uram oto-

Shivashinsky equation for
am e frontpropagation [25].So the expressionsfor�D and �F are

�D =
2S3

3

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 1(q)

�(� + �)q2
; (22)

�F = �
2S3

3

4

15

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 2(q;t)

2�q2
; (23)

which donothaveany�nitewavevectorsingularity.Expressions(23)areobtained,asm entioned before,by truncating

the perturbation series atthe tree level. Extensionsto higher ordersare straightforward. Illustrative exam plesof

higherorderdiagram shavebeen shown in Fig.2.

Letusnow considervariousk dependencesof ~D 1(k)and ~D 2(k).W hen thebackground velocity �eld isdriven by the

Navier-Stokesequation with a conserved noise (therm alnoise)one requiresthatD 1(k)= D 1k
2; ~D 1 = ~D 1jkj,giving

hui(k;t)ui(� k;t)i= constant. Ifwe assum e sim ilar k-dependences for hbi(k;0)bi(� k;0)i then we require D2(k) �

constantand ~D 2(k)=
~D 2

jkj
.Thesechoicesyield
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�D =
2S3

3

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 1jqj

�(� + �)q2
;

�F = �
2S3

3

4

15

Z
d3q

(2�)3

exp[2(�D � �F )jqjt]

2�jqj
; (24)

which rem ain �nite even ifthe system size diverges.

A fully developed turbulentstate,characterised by K 41 energy spectra,isgenerated by D 1(k)� k�3 and ~D 1(k)=
~D 1k

�4 .In addition ifweassum ethattheinitialm agnetic�eldscorrelation also haveK 41 scaling then D 2(k)� k�5=3

and ~D 2(k)= ~D 2k
�8=3 .Ifone startswith a K 41-type initialcorrelationsforthe m agnetic �elds,then ata latertim e

the scaledependence forthe m agnetic�eld correlationsarelikely to rem ain sam e;only the am plitudesgrow.Notice

thatthespectra divergeaswavevectork ! 0,i.e.,asthesystem sizediverges.Thisisa typicalcharacteristicoffully

developed turbulence.Forsuch a system we�nd

�D =
2S3

3

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 1q
�4

�(� + �)q2
=
2S3

3

Z
d3q

(2�)3

2M �1 D 1

�2(1+ Pm )q
6
;

�F = �
2S3

3

4

15

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 2(t)q
�8=3

2�
= �

2S3

3

4

15

Z
d3q

(2�)3

~D 2(t)q
�8=3

2Pm �
: (25)

Thenotabledi�erencebetween theexpressionsEqs.(24)and (25)forthe� coe�cientsisthatthe� coe�cientsdiverge

with the system size ifthe energy spectra are singularin the infra red lim it (as in for fully developed turbulence).

These divergences are rem iniscent ofthe divergences that appear in criticaldynam ics [18]which are handled by

renorm alisation group m ethods.

In general,atearly tim es (sm all�F ),�F increasesexponentially in tim e. The growth rate of�F decreaseswith

tim e.Since�D and �F havedi�erentsigns,j(�D + �F )j! 0astim etincreases.Thusthenetgrowth ratecom esdown

to zero. Hence,Eq.(24)and Eq.(25)suggestthatthe early-tim e growth and late tim e saturation ofm agnetic �elds

take place for di�erent types ofbackground velocity correlations and initialm agnetic �eld correlations. Therefore

dynam o instability and itssaturation are ratherintrinsic propertiesofthe 3dM HD equationswith broken re
ection

invariance. O ne m ay also note that for K 41-type ofcorrelations (singular in the infrared lim it) one has forward

cascade ofkinetic energy [24]:Thisisbecause energy isfed into the system m ostly in the large scale (i.e.,forsm all

k)whereas,dissipation actsprim arily in the sm allscales(largek),resulting into a cascadeofenergy from the large-

to sm all-scales. O n the otherhand,forcorrelationssm ooth in the infra red lim it,there isno such cascade. These

resultsindicate thatthe existence ofthe dynam o m echanism doesnotrequire any specialbackground velocity �eld

spectrum ,though the value ofthe �-coe�cientdepends upon it. O urresultsalso suggestthatthese processesm ay

take place forvarying m agnetic Prandtlnum berPm = �=�. The above analysiscrucially depends on the factthat

�F and �D have opposite signs,which,in turn,im ply that ~D 1 and ~D 2 have sam e signs. W e have already seen that

in a physically realisablesituation whereparity isbroken entirely dueto the globalrotation, ~D 1 and ~D 2 indeed have

the sam esign.

In the�rstordersm oothing approxim ation [1,26]in thekinem aticlim it,to calculatehu � bioneconsidersonly the

Induction equation asu issupposed to be given.Howeverwhen one goesbeyond the kinem atic approxim ation,one

hasto considerthe Navier-Stokesequation aswell. Thusin the �rst-ordersm oothing approxim ation one writesthe

equationsforthe 
uctuationsu and b as(to the �rstorder)

@b

@t
� r � (u � B )+ r � (U � b); (26)

and

@u

@t
� :::+ (B :r )b; (27)

wherethe ellipsisreferto allotherterm sin theNavier-Stokesequation and B and U arethelargescale(m ean �eld)

partofthe velocity and m agnetic�elds[1,26].W ith thesewe can write

hu � bii = h�ijpujbpi= h�ijpujB m

@

@xm
upi+ h�ijpbpB m

@

@xm
bji� �im B m + ::: (28)

Here the ellipsis refer to non-� term s in the expansion ofhu � bi (see Eq.(4)). Thus for isotropic situations � =
�

3
[� hu:(r � u)i+ hb:(r � b)i]where � is a correlation tim e. Thus � is proportionalto the di�erence in the 
uid
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and m agnetic torsalities[4],(
uid helicity being the sam e as
uid torsality and m agnetic helicity being proportional

to m agnetic torsality)a resultobtained in [4,7]using otherm ethodsand approxim ations. Note thatEqs. (21)and

(23)arevery sim ilarto butnotexactly theonethatwereobtained in [7](in ournotations ~D 1 isproportionalto 
uid

torsality (or
uid helicity)and ~D 2 isproportionalto m agnetic torsality). W e ascribe thisdi�erence to the essential

di�erencebetween a two-scaleapproach and ourdirgram m aticperturbation theory which,webelieveism oresuitable

forhandling continuouskinetic and m agneticspectra.

IV .H Y D R O D Y N A M IC LIM IT O F D Y N A M O G R O W T H

W e have seen that in Eqs.(25) the �-coe�cients diverge in the hydrodynam ic (k ! 0) lim it which calls for a

renorm alisation group (RG )analysisasa naturalextension ofourdiagram m atic perturbative calculations. In fully

developed 3dM HD,in thesteady state,correlation and responsefunctionsexhibitdynam icalscalingwith thedynam ic

exponentz = 2=3 [27,28](fora di�erentapproach see [29]),which m eansrenorm alised viscosities(kinetic aswellas

m agnetic)diverge� k�4=3 fora wavenum berk belonging to the inertialrange.Even fordecaying M HD with initial

K 41-type correlations this turns out to be true [30]where equaltim e correlations exhibit dynam icalscaling with

z = 2=3.Thequestion is,whatitisin theinitialtransientofdynam o growth (t� saturation tim e).W eexam inethis

in a renorm alization group fram ework.Since weareinterested in the early growth,we neglectthe Lorentzforceand

work with Eq.(7)inconjunction with theinitialm agnetic�eld correlationsand noisecorrelation given by Eq.(11).As

before,weassum ea statisticalsteady stateforthevelocity �eld.Itiswell-known thatcorrelationshui(k;t)uj(� k;0)i

exhibitscaling form k�d�2� h(tkz)where � and z are the spatialscaling and dynam icalexponentsrespectively [24]

whereh isa scaling function.TheG alilean invarianceoftheM HD equationsconstraintstheseexponentsto obey the

relation � + z = 1 [24,28,33]. In addition to that,forfully developed turbulence due to non-renorm alization ofthe

noise-correlators[cf. Eq.(8)]the exponents are fully determ ined: z = 2=3;� = 1=3,which m eansthe renorm alised


uid viscosity diverges as k�4=3 in the lim it wavevector k ! 0. During early growth,equal-tim e m agnetic �eld

correlationshbi(k;t)bj(� k;t)iareexpected to exhibita scaling form k�d�2� bm (tkz
b
)(t� saturation tim e)where �b

and zb are the m agnetic spatialscaling and dynam icalexponentsrespectively,and m isa scaling function. Sim ilar

conditionsarisingfrom theG alilean invarianceand non-renorm alization oftheinitialK 41-likem agnetic�eld spectrum

determ inesz = zb = 2=3 and � = �b = 1=3. W e perform a renorm alization group analysisfollowing [19,24,30]. As

m entioned earlier,the�-term istreated asa perturbation.In a renorm alisation-group transform ation,oneintegrates

outa shellofm odes�e�l < q < �,and and sim ultaneously rescaleslength scales,tim e intervalsand �eldsthrough

x ! elx;t! elzt;u ! el�u;b ! el�b.Thishasthee�ectthatthenonlinearitiesarea�ected only by naiverescaling

(this,a consequence ofthe G alilean invariance ofthe 3dM HD equations,essentially im plies that the diagram m atic

corrections to the nonlinearties vanish in the long wavelength lim it). The variances Eq.(8),which diverge at low

wavenum bersrem ain unrenorm alised and thusa�ected only by rescaling.Therearehowever
uctuationscorrections

to � and �D which we evaluate atthe lowestorder. The resulting RG 
ow equationsfor� and �D ,obtained in a

one-loop calculation are

d�

dl
= �[zb � 2+ A1

D 1

�2(� + �)�4
]; (29)

d�D

dl
= �D [zb � 1+ A2

~D 1

�D �(� + �)�3
]; (30)

whereA 1;A 2 arenum ericalconstants.Equations(30)and (30)aresim ilartothosepresented in Ref.[32][Eqs.(10.13)

and (10.14)]butnotexactly sam e. The di�erencesarise m ainly (apartfrom som e detailtechnicaldi�erencesin the

perturbation theoriesinvoled)from the fact thatin Ref.[32]the expressionsfor the �-coe�cients were derived for

a given variance ofthe velocity �eld. In contrast,we use the Navier-Stokes equation,driven by a stochastic force

ofgiven variance,in place ofa given velocity variance. By substituting the value ofthe exponentsin Eqs.(30)and

(30)we�nd renorm alized (i.e.,wavevectordependent)�D (k)� �D k
�1=3 ;�(k)� k�4=3 in thehydrodynam ic(k ! 0)

lim it.Thusin thatlim it,the e�ective dynam o equation takesthe form

@bi

@t
= (�D � �)k2=3bi+ :::: (31)

wherethe ellipsisreferto non-linearterm sand irefersto thegrowing m ode.Thus,in the hydrodynam iclim it,there

is growth ofthe m agnetic �elds only if�D � � > 0. This can happen only ifthe renorm alised m agnetic viscosity

is less than a criticalvalue,set by �D ,i.e.,the kinetic helicity. In term s ofthe Ekm an num ber M this condition
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m eansM
>
� 1=2 forantidynam o,i.e.,no growth,equivalently M <

� 1=2 forgrowth ofthe m agnetic �elds. Thiscan

be achieved in two ways,nam ely by increasing rotation,keeping the m agnetic viscosity (or the m agnetic Reynolds

num ber)constant,ordecreasingthem agneticviscosity (i.e.,increasingthem agenticReynoldsnum ber)fora constant

rotation.Thisconclusionsarein good agreem entwith thenum ericalresultsofRef.[14].Sincerenorm alised m agnetic

viscosity increases with its bare (m icroscopic) value,it suggests that bare m agnetic viscosity m ust be less than a

criticalvalue forgrowth to be possible. ThusourRG results qualitatively explain the num ericalresultsofK ida et

al[31]who they found thatunlessm agnetichyperviscosity waslessthan a criticalvalue therewasno growth (itcan

be easily argued thata hyperm agneticviscosity givesrise to a m agneticviscosity in the longerscaleand hence their

resultin e�ectim posesa criticalvalue ofthe m agnetic viscosity). In ourm odel�-e�ectisproportionalto ~D which

in turn isproportionalto the globalrotation frequency.Henceourresultssuggestthat�-e�ectislikely to grow with

increasing rotationalspeed which isin agreem entwith the resultsofRef.[9].O n the otherhand,ifthe background

velocity and theinitialm agnetic�eld correlatorsdo nothavean infra red singularity (i.e.,when thecorrelators� k2)

there is no 
uctuation correction to the m agnetic viscosity and to the �-coe�cient resulting in the fact that the

growth term (/ k)dom inatesoverthedissipation (/ k2)forsu�ciently sm allwavenum berk,leading to growth even

forarbitrarily largem agneticviscosity.Therefore,thereisno criticalR m .Thusthee�ectsoftheinfrared divergences

thatappearin the expressionsforthe �-coe�cients[Eq.(25)]are quite signi�cant:They indicate,asforthe driven

di�usive nonequilibrium system swith diverging kinetic coe�cientsin the hydrodynam ic lim it[19,24],divergence of

tim e-scalesin the hydrodynam iclim it.Since,the �-term in Eq.(7)isproportionalto wavenum berk,the tim e-scale

ofgrowth ofthe m ode with wavenum ber k is O (�k). This rem ains true,even in the hydrodynam ic lim it,for the

case when there is no divergence in the �-coe�cients. In contrast,when the �-coe�cient diverge in the infra red

lim it,the growth rate changesqualitatively from itslineardependence on wavenum berk in the hydrodynam iclim it.

For exam ple,with the the background velocity correlationsand the initialm agnetic �eld correlationsgiven by Eq.

(8),the � coe�cientsdiverge ask �1=3 in the long wavelength lim it. Hence,the e�ective growth rate ischanged to

�(k)k � k2=3.A fullself-consistentcalculation (when feedback due to the Lorentzforcecannotbe neglected)forthe

�-coe�cientsrequiresim ultaneoussolutionsoftheself-consistentexpressionsform agneticPrandtlnum ber,m agnetic-

to kinetic-energy ratio and the�-coe�cientswhich can behandled in ourschem eofcalculations.Theself-consistent

solutions are expected to be in
uenced by the degree ofcrosscorrelationsbetween the velocity and m agnetic �elds

[33].

So far,we have assum ed that both D 1(k) and ~D 1(k) have the sam e infra red singularity (D 1(k) � k�5=3 and
~D 1(k) � k�5=3 ). This need not be the case always. However,if ~D 1(k) is non-singular then �D does not diverge.

As a result,the growth rate is just �D k even in the hydrodynam ic (long wavelength) lim it. E�ective dissipation,

however,willstillbe � k2=3 and thusitwilldom inate overO (k)growth. Therefore,there willbe no growth in the

hydrodynam ic lim it. Thus,ouranalysessuggestthatin any fully developed turbulentsystem with �-e�ect,helicity

spectrum (given by ~D 1(k))should be assingularasthe kinetic energy spectrum (given by D 1(k)).

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusions,we have calculated expressions for the �-coe�cients in a diagram m atic perturbation theory on

a m inim alm odelfor arbitrary background velocity and initialm agnetic �eld correlations,and 
uid and m agnetic

viscosities.W e show thatthe parity breaking partsofthe velocity and m agnetic �eld variancesm usthavethe sam e

sign,which isthe case in any physicalsystem . W e explicitly show thatthe processesofearly growth and late-tim e

saturationsm ay take place independentofany specialvelocity and initialm agnetic �eld correlations. Even though

our explicit calculations were done by using sim ple initialconditions for the calculationalconvenience,the results

thatweobtain aregeneralenough and itisapparentthatthefeedback m echanism isqualitatively independentofthe

detailsoftheinitialconditionsand forcecorrelations.onem ay notethatforoneoftheforce/initialcorrelationsthere

isno kineticenergy cascadein theconventionalsensebutwestill�nd dynam o action.Itisquitereasonableto expect

that our results should be valid for m ore realistic initialconditions also. In e�ect we have explicitly dem onstrated

the robustness and generality ofthe dynam o m echanism and that the dynam o m echanism is an intrinsic property

ofthe 3dM HD equations. W e have also shown,within ourRG analysis,that the m agnetic viscosity should be less

than a criticalvalueforgrowth ofm agnetic�eldsa resultwhich waspreviouly observed in num ericalsim ulations.W e

conclude the existence ofa criticalEkm an num berforK 41-type correlations:W e �nd growth only when M <
� 1=2,

con�rm ing recent num ericalresults. This is easily understood in our fram ework. The issue ofdivergent e�ective

viscositiesin theinertialrangeassum esim portanceasitm ay help to overcom esom eofthe non-linearrestrictionsas

discussed by Vainshtein and Cattaneo [6]. A system ofm agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence in a rotating fram e,after

the saturation tim e (i.e.,afterwhich there isno netgrowth ofthe m agnetic �elds)belongsto the universality class
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ofusualthree-dim ensionalm agnetohydrodynam icturbulencein a laboratory.Thiscan beseen easily in both thelab

and the rotating fram es;the criticalexponentscharacterising the correlation functionscan be calculated exactly by

using theG alilean invarianceand noise-nonrenorm alisation conditions[24,28].An im portantquestion,which rem ains

open forfurtherinvestigations,isthem ultiscaling propertiesofthevelocity and them agnetic�eld structurefunctions

atvariousstagesofthe growth ofthe m agnetic �elds. In whatconcernsan experim entalobservation ofourresults,

oneshould add thateven though itisnoteasy to verify ourresultsin an experim entalsetup,num ericalsim ulations

ofEqs.(6)and (7)with the variances(11)with di�erentk-dependencescan be perform ed to check theseresults.
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