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The energetics of strongly magnetized turbulence has so far resisted all attempts to understand them. Numerical simulations of compressible turbulence reveal that kinetic energy can
be orders of magnitude larger than fluctuating magnetic energy. We solve this lack-of-balance
puzzle by calculating the energetics of compressible and sub-Alfvénic turbulence based on the
dynamics of coherent cylindrical fluid parcels. Using a Lagrangian formulation, we prove
analytically that the bulk of the magnetic energy transferred to kinetic is the energy stored in
the coupling between the initial and fluctuating magnetic field. The analytical relations are in
striking agreement with numerical data, up to second order terms.

I. Introduction
Magnetohydronamic (MHD) turbulence is involved in a plethora of physical phenomena [1–5]. The interplay
between kinetic and magnetic energy is important for understanding such processes [6–14]. The energetics of MHD
turbulence depend on the initial magnetization of the fluid [15–19], which can be quantified in terms of the Alfvén
Mach number (M A , the ratio between turbulent velocities over the characteristic propagation speed 𝑉 𝐴 of magnetized
fluctuations). Here we focus on sub-Alfvénic turbulence (M 𝐴 . 1), which is encountered in systems such as tokamaks
[20–22], in the interstellar medium [23–27], and the Sun [28–31].
® is smaller than 𝐵®0 , hence magnetic
In sub-Alfvénic turbulence, the amplitude of magnetic perturbations (𝛿 𝐵)
® direct numerical simulations suggest that a
fluctuations are rapidly suppressed [32]. Despite the rapid suppression of 𝛿 𝐵,
fluid, which is constantly perturbed (forced), can maintain large amounts of kinetic energy, such that 𝜌h𝑢 2 i/2  h𝛿𝐵2 i/8𝜋
[19, 33–36]. Furthermore, numerical results show that the ratio between kinetic (Ekinetic ) and fluctuating magnetic
(Eb,harmonic ) energy depends on the strength of 𝐵®0 [15–19].
The discrepancy between Ekinetic , and Eb,harmonic has been phenomenologically attributed to the coupling between
® which should store most of the magnetic energy [35–38]; the coupling potential is realizable
𝐵®0 and 𝛿 𝐵® (i.e., 𝐵®0 · 𝛿 𝐵),
only in compressible fluids [39–42]. Thus, the magnetic coupling seems to hold the key for exploring turbulence
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energetics in sub-Alfvénic turbulence. However, there is yet lack of first-principles understanding of the role of 𝐵®0 · 𝛿 𝐵®
in turbulence dynamics and energetics.
We present an analytical theory of the role of the coupling potential in the energy exchange of sub-Alfvénic, and
compressible turbulence. We use a Lagrangian formulation of coherent [43] flux tube segments. The motion of coherent
tubes is the net effect of magnetic and velocity perturbations propagating through the surface of the tube. We calculate
the energy exchange between kinetic and magnetic forms as a function of M A , and find remarkable agreement with
MHD numerical simulations.

II. Setup
Statistical properties of strongly magnetized turbulence are axially symmetric, with 𝐵®0 being the axis of symmetry
[44, 45]. For this reason, we consider a fluid consisting of coherent flux tube segments (or fluid parcels) with coordinates
(𝑟 (𝑡), 𝜙(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)). We assume the following initial conditions: 1) uniform temperature; 2) uniform density (𝜌); 3) no
bulk velocity; 4) uniform static magnetic field ( 𝐵®0 = 𝐵0 𝑧ˆ). We ignore gravity.
® which applies to sub-Alfvénic
We perturb the magnetic field of a coherent fluid parcel by 𝛿 𝐵® such that | 𝐵®0 |  |𝛿 𝐵|,
turbulence. Magnetic perturbations tend to redistribute the magnetic flux within a fluid. For ideal-MHD (flux-freezing)
conditions, the magnetic flux is preserved. Thus, the perturbed volume’s surface 𝑆® follows the magnetic field lines. The
® can be either parallel or perpendicular to 𝐵®0 : 1) squeezing and stretching of 𝑆®
motion of the field lines, and hence of 𝑆,
along 𝐵®0 leads to parallel motions, 𝑧¤ ≠ 0; 2) fluctuations of 𝑟 lead to perpendicular motions, 𝑟¤ ≠ 0; 3) twisting of the
perturbed volume leads to rotational motions, 𝜙¤ ≠ 0. The motion of 𝑆® is coherent, which means that the ensemble of
® This naturally defines 𝑧, and 𝑟 as the
sub-volumes embedded within the perturbation volume moves on average as 𝑆.
coherence lengths of the perturbed volume parallel and perpendicular to 𝐵®0 respectively. We invoke as a boundary
condition the presence of a local environment beyond the coherence length of the fluid parcel (“pressure wall”).
The flux freezing theorem can be expressed as,
𝑑 𝐵® ®
𝑑 𝑆®
· 𝑆 = − 𝐵® ·
.
𝑑𝑡
𝑑𝑡

(1)

The cross sections of the perturbed volume perpendicular and parallel to the initial field 𝐵®0 are 𝑆®⊥ = 2𝜋𝑟𝑧𝑟,
ˆ and
ˆ The total magnetic field
𝑆®k = 𝜋𝑟 2 𝑧ˆ respectively. The cross section related to the rotational motion is 𝑆®𝜙 = 𝑧𝑟 𝜙.

in cylindrical coordinates can be expressed as 𝐵® = 𝛿𝐵𝑟 𝑟ˆ + 𝛿𝐵 𝜙 𝜙ˆ + 𝐵0 + 𝛿𝐵 k 𝑧ˆ. From Eq. 1 we obtain that when
® magnetic perturbations along 𝑆®k are associated with a movement such that,
| 𝐵®0 |  |𝛿 𝐵|,

𝑟¤ (𝑡) = −

𝛿 𝐵¤ k (𝑡)
𝛿 𝐵¤ k (𝑡)
𝑟 (𝑡) ≈ −
𝑟0,
2𝐵0 + 𝛿𝐵 k
2𝐵0

2

(2)

where we have considered that the initial dimension of the perturbed volume 𝑟 0 is much larger than its perturbations.
Along 𝑆®⊥ we find that,

𝛿 𝐵¤ 𝑟 (𝑡) 𝛿 𝐵¤ k (𝑡)
𝛿 𝐵¤ 𝑟 (𝑡)
𝑧¤ (𝑡) = −
−
𝑧(𝑡) ≈ −
𝑧(𝑡),
𝛿𝐵𝑟 (𝑡)
2𝐵0
𝛿𝐵𝑟 (𝑡)


(3)

while the azimuthal velocity along 𝑆®𝜙 is,


𝛿 𝐵¤ 𝑟 (𝑡) 𝛿 𝐵¤ 𝜙 (𝑡)
¤
𝑟 (𝑡).
𝑢 𝜙 ≡ 𝜙(𝑡)𝑟 (𝑡) ≈ −
−
𝛿𝐵𝑟 (𝑡) 𝛿𝐵 𝜙 (𝑡)

(4)

® which implies that parallel and perpendicular
In the approximate expressions we have employed that | 𝐵®0 |  |𝛿 𝐵|,
®
motions are independent. The coupling of parallel and perpendicular motions becomes inevitable when | 𝐵®0 | ∼ |𝛿 𝐵|
(Eq. 3).
We henceforth use the following notation: 𝑧 = 𝐿 k , and 𝑟 = 𝐿 ⊥ . From Eqs. 2, and 3 we derive,

𝛿𝐵 k (𝑡) ∝ −𝐵0 log 𝐿 ⊥ (𝑡),

(5)

𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡) ∝ 𝐿 −1
k (𝑡).

(6)

The difference in the scaling is due to the Lorenz force by 𝐵®0 , which affects perpendicular motions, while it has no
effect on parallel motions.

III. Lagrangian formulation
We employ the Lagrangian of the perturbed volume. We place the reference frame at the center of mass of the
target volume, hence there is no bulk velocity term in the Lagrangian. Therefore, all the velocity components are due to
internal motions induced by magnetic perturbations. We focus on low plasma-beta fluids where thermal pressure is
subdominant.
When M 𝐴  1, magnetic tension dominates over magnetic pressure [32]. The large tension rapidly suppresses
transverse oscillations and induces large restoring torques. Thus, twisting would have minimum contribution to the
dynamics [e.g., 46] and motions would be mostly longitudinal (𝜙¤ , 𝛿𝐵 𝜙 ≈ 0). Since 𝑢 𝜙 → 0 then, due to Eqs. 3, and 4,
𝐿 k  𝐿 ⊥ . This implies that untwisted coherent structures are stretched towards the 𝐵®0 axis, which is consistent with the
anisotropic properties of sub-Alfvénic turbulence [9, 15, 44, 47–54].
The local perturbed Lagrangian [55, 56] of the fluid parcel can be split into parallel (k) and perpendicular (⊥) terms
to 𝐵®0 as:
𝛿 Lk

𝛿L

⊥
}|
{
z
}|
{ z
!


2
2
1 2 𝛿𝐵⊥
1 2 𝐵0 𝛿𝐵 k 𝛿𝐵 k
𝛿L =
𝜌𝑢 −
+ 𝜌𝑢 ⊥ −
−
.
2 k
8𝜋
2
4𝜋
8𝜋

3

(7)

For untwisted fluid parcels, 𝛿L is independent of 𝛿𝐵 𝜙 , hence 𝛿𝐵⊥ = 𝛿𝐵𝑟 . Quantities 𝑢 k and 𝑢 ⊥ are the parallel and
perpendicular velocity components, which correspond to the motion of 𝐿 k and 𝐿 ⊥ respectively, 𝑢 k = 𝐿¤ ⊥ , 𝑢 ⊥ = 𝐿¤ k . Then,
due to Eqs. 2, and 3, 𝛿𝐵 k , and 𝛿𝐵⊥ are generalized coordinates of 𝛿L. From Eq. 6, we obtain that 𝐿 k (𝑡) = 𝐶/𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡),
where 𝐶 is a constant determined from the initial conditions. With this expression we eliminate 𝐿 k from the Lagrangian,
which up to second order terms, is:
2
 1
𝛿 𝐵¤ 2
𝛿𝐵⊥
,
𝛿L⊥ 𝛿𝐵⊥ , 𝛿 𝐵¤ ⊥ ≈ 𝜌𝐶 2 ⊥
−
4
2
8𝜋
𝛿𝐵⊥
2
2
 1 𝛿 𝐵¤ k 2
𝐵0 𝛿𝐵 k 𝛿𝐵 k
−
,
𝛿L k 𝛿𝐵 k , 𝛿 𝐵¤ k ≈ 𝜌 2 𝐿 ⊥,0
−
8 𝐵0
4𝜋
8𝜋

(8)
(9)

where 𝐿 ⊥ (𝑡 = 0) = 𝐿 ⊥,0 . 𝐿 k and 𝐿 ⊥ are unconstrained, hence the dynamics of the untwisted perturbed volume are
self-similar, and 𝐿 k  𝐿 ⊥ . Below we solve the Euler-Lagrange equations for 𝛿L k and 𝛿L⊥ .

IV. Solutions of 𝛿L k
From the Euler-Lagrange equation of 𝛿L k we obtain:
𝛿 𝐵¥ k (𝑡) = − 𝛿𝐵 k (𝑡) + 𝐵0

 4𝑉 𝐴2
2
𝐿 ⊥,0

,

(10)

√︁
where 𝑉 𝐴 = 𝐵0 / 4𝜋𝜌 is the Alfvénic speed.
Initially we compress the perturbed volume perpendicularly to 𝐵®0 , then release it and let the compression propagate
(initial conditions: 𝑢 ⊥ (𝑡 = 0) = 0, 𝛿𝐵 k (𝑡 = 0) = 𝛿𝐵 k,max ). Solutions of Eq. 10 are harmonic, but are valid only in the
linear regime. From the jump conditions, we obtain analytically that when the sonic Mach number (M 𝑠 ) is M 𝑠  1, an
isothermal shock, perpendicular to 𝐵®0 forms when:

𝛿𝐵 k .


𝐵0  2
M𝐴 − 1
2

(11)

Thus, in sub-Alfvénic turbulence, M A < 1, magnetized shocks form when 𝛿𝐵 k < 0. This means that 𝛿𝐵 k will never
perform a full harmonic cycle, hence solutions of Eq. 10 are valid only at early times when perturbations are quasi-linear.
Keeping the dominant term of the expansion of the harmonic solutions we derive that,

𝛿𝐵 k (𝑡) ≈ 𝛿𝐵 k,max − 2𝐵0

𝑉 𝐴2
2
𝐿 ⊥,0

𝑡2.

(12)

The above solution, through Eq. 2 yields,
𝑢 ⊥ (𝑡) ≈

4

2𝑉 𝐴2
𝑡.
𝐿 ⊥,0

(13)

From Eqs. 12, and 13 we obtain that as the magnetic field of the perturbed volume decompresses, 𝑢 ⊥ increases. When
the shock is formed, the perturbed volume instantaneously bounces off its environment, which acts as a pressure wall
[57]. At the post-shock phase the motion is reversed and the perturbed volume will start contracting until +𝛿𝐵 k,max, 𝑝 .
The post-shock solutions are obtained from Eq. 10 with initial conditions: 𝑢 𝑝 (𝑡 = 0) > 0, and 𝛿𝐵 k, 𝑝 (𝑡 = 0) < 0, where
the subscript 𝑝 denotes post-shock quantities; acceleration in the post-shock phase is negative.
At the post-shock phase, the magnetic field increases until +𝛿𝐵 k,max, 𝑝 , which is smaller than the initial magnetic
field increase (+𝛿𝐵 k,max ) of the pre-shock phase, because energy has been dissipated by the shock [58, 59]. When the
perturbed volume reaches +𝛿𝐵 k,max, 𝑝 , velocity is zero, and the motion is reversed. Then, the volume starts expanding
until it forms a shock again. Overall, the perturbed volume would perform damped oscillations until all the energy is
dissipated [57, 60].
Fluids in nature are commonly assumed to be constantly perturbed until turbulence reaches a steady state [61–63].
Various driving mechanisms could maintain turbulent energy in nature [64–74]. In our model, turbulent driving is
equivalent to adding externally kinetic energy to the perturbed volume, such that the initial velocity at the post-shock
phase is sufficient to compress the perturbed volume until 𝛿𝐵 k,max, 𝑝 ≈ +𝛿𝐵max, k .
We consider the presence of an external driver, which ensures that 𝛿𝐵 k fluctuations, and hence energy, are maintained
in a quasi-static state. In addition, we consider that the fluid is ergodic [75, 76]. For ergodic fluids, 𝛿𝐵 k would oscillate
√︁
ballistically, 𝛿𝐵 k ∝ 𝑡 2 , between +𝛿𝐵 k,max and −𝛿𝐵 k,max , as we argue below, with period 𝑇𝑏 = 4𝐿 ⊥,0𝑉 𝐴−1 𝛿𝐵 k,max /2𝐵0 .
When we initially compress the magnetic field of the perturbed volume along 𝐵®0 , then due to Eq. 5, 𝐿 ⊥ decreases.
This forces the surface of the environment of the perturbed volume to increase by equal amounts. Thus, the +𝛿𝐵 k,max
initial increase of the magnetic field of the perturbed volume, causes the magnetic field of the environment to decrease
by −𝛿𝐵 k,max , due to flux freezing. If the fluid is ergodic, then different fluid parcels correspond to different oscillation
phases of the target fluid parcel [75, 76]. Therefore, the −𝛿𝐵 k,max of the environment, corresponds to the maximum
decrease of the magnetic field strength of the target volume. Non-linear effects can break the symmetry between
+𝛿𝐵 k,max and −𝛿𝐵 k,max , but ergodicity is only weakly broken when 𝐵®0 ≠ 0 [77].
The perturbed volume would spend most of its time in the compressed state, since there the velocity is minimum.
On the other hand, the velocity of the fluid parcel is maximum when 𝛿𝐵 k < 0, and hence the fluid parcel would spend
minimum time there. As a result, due to ergodicity, the majority of fluid parcels at a given time would be compressed
(𝛿𝐵 k > 0), which is verified by numerical simulations [36].

V. Solutions of 𝛿L⊥
From the Euler-Lagrange equation of 𝛿L⊥ we obtain,
2
𝛿 𝐵¥ ⊥ (𝑡)𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡) − 2𝛿 𝐵¤ ⊥
(𝑡) +

5

6 (𝑡)
𝛿𝐵⊥
= 0.
4𝜋𝜌𝐶 2

(14)

® the sixth-order term above can be neglected, and then the solutions are straightforward. The total
For | 𝐵®0 |  |𝛿 𝐵|,
2
pressure of the fluid exerted by 𝛿𝐵⊥ is transferred to parallel motions (Eq. 3), hence 𝜌𝑢 2k,max /2 = 𝛿𝐵⊥,max
/(8𝜋). We

derive the following solutions:
𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡) ≈

𝑓 𝐵0
, 𝑢 k (𝑡) ≈ ± 𝑓 𝑉 𝐴,
1 ± 𝑓 𝑉 𝐴 𝐿 −1
𝑡
k,0

(15)

where 𝐿 k (𝑡 = 0) = 𝐿 k,0 , and 𝑓 = 𝛿𝐵⊥,max /𝐵0  1. In the above equations signs depend on the initial conditions.
Initially we consider that 𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡 = 0) = 𝛿𝐵⊥,max , and 𝑢 k (𝑡 = 0) = 𝑢 ⊥,max , which leads to positive signs.
If the initial velocity along 𝐵®0 is zero, then both 𝑢 k and 𝛿𝐵⊥ would remain static. The coupling of parallel and
perpendicular motions (Eq. 3) would induce parallel motions when 𝛿 𝐵¤ k ≠ 0, even if 𝑢 k (0) = 0. However, since we have
neglected the coupling of motions, we initiate 𝑢 k from the initial conditions.
From Eq. 6 we obtain that the free streaming of the perturbed volume causes 𝐿 k to expand as:

𝐿 k (𝑡) ≈ 𝐿 k,0

𝑓 𝑉𝐴
𝑡
1+
𝐿 k,0


(16)

As the target fluid parcel expands, its environment along the 𝐵®0 axis contracts, provided that the fluid has fixed
boundaries. Due to the expansion of the target volume, the initial velocity of the environment would be −𝑢 k,max , which
results to negative sign in the denominator of Eq. 15, and hence 𝛿𝐵⊥ increases in the environment. On the other hand,
𝛿𝐵⊥ in the target volume stops increasing when 𝑡 𝑐 = 𝐿 k,0 /( 𝑓 𝑉 𝐴), because 𝛿𝐵⊥ in the environment becomes infinite.
In sub-Alfvénic flows | 𝐵®0 |  |𝛿 𝐵®⊥ |, so this infinity should be treated as an asymptotic behaviour of 𝛿𝐵⊥ : there is a
physical limit above which 𝛿𝐵⊥ cannot grow. After 𝑡 𝑐 , the motion is reversed and the environment starts expanding
along 𝐵®0 , causing the target volume to contract with 𝛿𝐵⊥ growing as 𝛿𝐵⊥ (𝑡) ≈ 𝑓 𝐵0 /(2 − 𝑓 𝑉 𝐴 𝐿 −1
𝑡) ∗ until it reaches
k,0
𝛿𝐵⊥,max . If the interaction between the target fluid parcel and its environment were elastic, then the target volume
would oscillate periodically, since there would be no energy losses † , between 𝛿𝐵⊥,max and 𝛿𝐵⊥,max /2 with period
𝑇 k = 2𝐿 k,0 /( 𝑓 𝑉 𝐴).

VI. Energetics
For an ergodic fluid [75, 76], the volume-averaged energetics (h 𝑓 i V ) at a given time are equivalent to the timeaveraged energetics (h 𝑓 i𝑡 ) of a fluid parcel. We next compute analytically the h 𝑓 i𝑡 energy contribution of each
Lagrangian term (Eq. 7) and their relative ratios. We compare the energy ratios against the h 𝑓 i V numerical values.
The numerical data correspond to simulations of ideal, isothermal MHD turbulence without self-gravity; turbulence is
forced and maintained in a quasi-static state.
∗ This solution is obtained by considering that the initial conditions in the reversed motion of the fluid parcel are: 𝛿 𝐵 (0) = 𝛿 𝐵
⊥
⊥,max /2,
𝑢k (0) = −𝑢k,max , and 𝐿 k (0) = 2𝐿 k,0 . These values correspond to the solutions of Eqs. 15, and 16 for 𝑡 = 𝑡𝑐 .
† Shocks can form in parallel motions and diffuse energy. External driving can maintain the maximum amplitude of fluctuations constant.
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A. Kinetic energy
The averaged total kinetic energy (Ekinetic ) of the fluid parcel is,
2
 𝐵0 𝛿𝐵
𝛿𝐵⊥,max
1  2
k,max
𝜌 h𝑢 ⊥ i + h𝑢 2k i ≈
+
,
2
6𝜋
8𝜋

(17)

where brackets denote averaging over a single period. The kinetic energy is dominated, to first order, by 𝑢 ⊥ . Thus, the
average Alfvénic Mach number is, to first order,

MA

h𝑣 2 i 1/2
≡
≈
𝑉𝐴

√︄

4𝛿𝐵 k,max
.
3𝐵0

(18)

B. Harmonic potential
2 i = 𝛿𝐵2
From Eqs. 12, and 15 we find that h𝛿𝐵2k i = 7𝛿𝐵2k,max /15, and h𝛿𝐵⊥
⊥,max /2. The total average harmonic

potential energy (Eharmonic ) density is equal to,


2
2 i
𝛿𝐵max,
h𝛿𝐵tot
7
𝜁 2 (M 𝐴)
k
≈
+
,
8𝜋
8𝜋
15
2

(19)

where 𝜁 = 𝛿𝐵⊥,max /𝛿𝐵 k,max . Sub-Alfvénic turbulence is anisotropic [15, 44, 47, 48], with the anisotropy between 𝛿𝐵⊥
and 𝛿𝐵 k depending on M A [78]. To account for this property we assume that 𝜁 is a function of M A . When M A → 0,
𝐵®0 suppresses any bending of the magnetic field lines with the amplitude of 𝛿𝐵 k being larger than that of 𝛿𝐵⊥ [78],
√
hence 𝜁 → 0. For M A → 1, fluctuations tend to become more isotropic, and hence 𝜁 → 2. These limiting behaviors
are consistent with numerical simulations [36, 78].
C. Coupling potential
According to Eq. 17, 𝐵®0 · 𝛿 𝐵® contributes to Ekinetic as,
𝐵0 𝛿𝐵 k,max
=
6𝜋

√︂

2 1/2
𝐵0 h𝛿𝐵2k i 1/2
15 𝐵0 h𝛿𝐵 k i
≈
.
7
6𝜋
4𝜋

(20)

This equation demonstrates that the energy stored in the coupling potential (Ecoupling ) is in equipartition with the average
kinetic energy, when turbulence is sub-Alfvénic.
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Fig. 1 Comparison between analytical and numerical results. Solid and dashed thick black
√ lines correspond
to the Eharmonic /Ecoupling ratio obtained analytically for M A → 0 (𝜁 = 0) and M A → 1 (𝜁 = 2) respectively. Numerical data are shown with colored dots. The blue line corresponds to the analytically-obtained Ekinetic /Ecoupling
ratio, while colored triangles show the same quantities calculated from numerical data. Red boxes correspond
to Ekinetic /Em,total . The thin green line shows energy terms in equipartition. The colorbar shows the sonic Mach
number (M 𝑠 ) of the simulations.
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D. Energetics ratios
We compute the Ekinetic /Ecoupling ratio:
2𝜋𝜌h𝑢 2tot i
9
Ekinetic
≈ 1 + M 2𝐴 𝜁 2 (M A ).
=
2
1/2
Ecoupling 𝐵0 h𝛿𝐵 k i
16

(21)

For M A → 0, Ecoupling ≈ Ekinetic , while for M A → 1, Ekinetic & Ecoupling . Ekinetic becomes larger than Ecoupling , since 𝑢 k
√
contributes more in Ekinetic as M A increases. When M A → 1, 𝜁 ≈ 2 so the Ekinetic /Ecoupling ratio in trans-Alfvénic
turbulence scales as:
9
Ekinetic
≈ 1 + MA 2.
Ecoupling
8

(22)

For M 𝐴 → 0, Ekinetic ≈ Ecoupling .
Regarding the Eharmonic /Ecoupling ratio we find that,
2
𝛿𝐵tot
3
D
E 1/2 = 8
2𝐵0 𝛿𝐵2k

√︂



𝜁 2 (M A )
15 2 7
MA
+
,
7
15
2

(23)

which, for the two limiting cases of 𝜁, becomes,




0.25 M 2A , M A → 0







Eharmonic
.
≈

Ecoupling






 0.80 M 2A , M A → 1


(24)

E. Numerical simulations
In the figure, we compare the analytically-calculated energy ratios against numerical results from the literature
[36]. Lines correspond to the analytical relations for Eharmonic /Ecoupling (Eq. 24), and Ekinetic /Eharmonic (Eq. 22), while
colored markers correspond to the numerical values. The numerical data behave as predicted by the analytical relations.
Accounting for the contribution from both 𝐵®0 · 𝛿 𝐵® and 𝛿𝐵2 , the total energy stored (Em,total = Ecoupling + Eharmonic ) in
magnetic fluctuations is very close to equipartition with kinetic energy, as shown by the red boxes.

VII. Summary
This work presents a Lagrangian description of the energy transfer between kinetic and magnetic fluctuations of
compressible and sub-Alfvénic fluids. From the flux-freezing theorem, we showed that 𝛿𝐵 k and 𝛿𝐵⊥ are generalized
coordinates of the local perturbed Lagrangian. We derived analytically the relations which connect kinetic and magnetic
energy of sub-Alfvénic and compressible fluids, as a function of M A . We conclude that when M A ≤ 1, the total
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√︃
magnetic energy density transferred to kinetic is equal to 2𝐵0 h𝛿𝐵2k i + h𝛿𝐵2 i /8𝜋. The consistency between our
analytical relations and numerical data is remarkable and for this reason we believe that the formalism presented here
could offer new insights into MHD turbulence.
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