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ABSTRACT

A novel multispacecraft technique applied to Magnetospheric Multiscale (MMS) mission data col-

lected in the Earth’s magnetosheath enables evaluation of the energy cascade rate solving the full

Yaglom’s equation in a turbulent space plasma. The method differs from existing approaches in that

(i) it is inherently three-dimensional; (ii) it provides a statistically significant number of estimates from

a single data stream; and (iii) it allows for a direct visualization of energy flux in turbulent plasmas.

This new technique will ultimately provide a realistic, comprehensive picture of the turbulence process

in plasmas.

Keywords: Suggested keywords

1. INTRODUCTION

A long-standing and central problem in turbulence is

how energy is transferred across scales from large-scale

reservoirs to small-scale dissipation. The problem re-

lates to fluids and plasmas throughout the universe, but

until recent decades was studied almost exclusively in

the hydrodynamic context. Experimental study of en-

ergy transfer has always been crucial in the develop-

ment of the subject (Monin & Yaglom 1971, 1975; Pope

2000)but until now a full three-dimensional evaluation

of the Yaglom cascade rate has not been available in tur-

bulent plasmas. We present such an evaluation below,

using high-resolution data from the Magnetosphere Mul-

tiscale (MMS) mission in the terrestrial magnetosheath.

Initial efforts by de Karman & Howarth (1938) pro-

vided monumental results that describe turbulence in

terms of double and triple correlations of a fluctuat-

ing velocity field, indicating a balance between time de-

pendence, nonlinear transfer, and dissipation. Based

on the von Kárman-Howarth (vKH) equations, Kol-

mogorov (1941) derived an exact relation between the

third-order structure function and the rate at which en-

ergy is “cascaded” through scales. A few years later,
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Yaglom (1949) derived a similar expression for a pas-

sive scalar (temperature) in a turbulent flow, which dif-

fers from Kolmogorov’s exact law in that the third-order

structure function is mixed, involving both the velocity

and the temperature. All the above results were derived

for homogeneous isotropic incompressible hydrodynamic

flows.

Politano & Pouquet (1998a,b) generalized the hydro-

dynamic results to incompressible magnetohydrodynam-

ics, a model often adopted as a good description of space

plasma (Barnes 1979). They extend the vKH equation

to include the properties of a magnetized fluid described

by the Elsässer fields z± = v ± b, where v is the veloc-

ity and b the magnetic field in Alfvén units. The vKH

equation in MHD reads:

∂

∂t
⟨|δz±|2⟩ = −∇ℓ · ⟨δz∓|δz±|2⟩+ 2ν∇2

ℓ⟨|δz±|2⟩ − 4ϵ±

(1)

where δz±(ℓ) = z±(x) − z±(x + ℓ) are increments of

the Elsässer fields at a certain vector lag ℓ, derivatives

∇ℓ are taken in the lag (increment) space and ϵ± is the

energy dissipation (or cascade) rate. The inertia term

on the left side of Eq.1 usually dominates at very large

scales, the nonlinear term peaks at separations that fall

into the inertial range, while the dissipative term be-

comes important at very small scales. The sum of these
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three terms gives (four times) the mean dissipation rate.

In a system that is sufficiently well-separated in scales,

each of the different terms of Eq.1 becomes dominant

in magnitude in a range of scales in which the other

terms are negligible. This condition is usually associ-

ated with high Reynolds numbers or a very large sys-

tem. When the system has a lower Reynolds number

(e.g. in simulations), this separation of scales is not

pristine, and different contributions “leak” into neigh-

boring scale ranges. In this case, the evaluation of each

term will give a partial cascade rate estimate as it will

be missing the contribution from the other terms that

became relevant at those scales.

When applying this theory to space data, the time

derivative term is usually inaccessible given that the

spacecraft does not follow the plasma flow (Taylor 1938).

The dissipative term on the other hand requires the

knowledge of or assumptions about the viscosity, which

itself is a separate problem, especially for plasma (Pezzi

et al. 2021). Usually one focuses on the nonlinear term,

assuming good scale separation. The remaining rela-

tionship is

∇ℓ · ⟨δz∓|δz±|2⟩ = −4ϵ± (2)

that involves a mixed third-order structure function and,

in analogy with Yaglom (1949), ⟨δz∓|δz±|2⟩ = Y is

generally called Yaglom flux, and the above equation

Yaglom’s law ∇ℓ · Y ± = −4ϵ±. The total dissipation

rate is ϵ = (ϵ+ + ϵ−)/2. This equation can be applied

to anisotropic systems since vKH equation is derived

without isotropy assumption. When the system is not

well-separated in scales or available lags are not in the

inertial range, Eq. 2 provides a partial answer, and the

result is interpreted as the contribution to the total en-

ergy cascade rate from the nonlinear term.

Currently, our capability of measuring (partial) cas-

cade rates in space plasmas has been limited to di-

rectional averages (Osman et al. 2011; Bandyopadhyay

et al. 2018) or, assuming isotropy, the 1D version of

Eq. 2 (Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2007; MacBride et al. 2008;

Carbone et al. 2009; Hadid et al. 2017; Bandyopadhyay

et al. 2020; Andrés, N. et al. 2022). Recent numerical

studies (Wang et al. 2022; Jiang et al. 2022) showed that

the directional dependence of Yaglom’s equation is not

negligible and therefore isotropy is not a good assump-

tion, and instead, one requires measurements in several

directions in 3D lag space.

Below we will describe a technique that enables the

full divergence of Eq. 2 to be calculated in lag space

and obtain several estimates through which a statistical

evaluation of the cascade rate will be possible.

2. DATA

We use data from MMS (Burch et al. 2016) for the

magnetic field from the Fluxgate magnetometers (FGM,

Russell et al. 2016), and ion density and velocity from

the Fast Plasma Investigation (FPI, Pollock et al. 2016).

Measurements are available in burst mode at cadences of

128 Hz and 150 ms respectively. For velocities, spintone

has been removed. We use electron density, as it gen-

erally is more accurately determined, and assume quasi

neutrality. Density signals have been checked not to

have values larger than 50 cm−3 that can be polluted

by instrumental inaccuracies. All data have been re-

sampled to the lowest common cadence of 150 ms. We

analyzed several intervals from (Yang et al. 2023) dur-

ing which MMS was in the magnetosheath. Properties

of these intervals are listed in Table 1, including their

measured mean turbulence cascade rates.

3. TECHNIQUE

We implemented the novel technique described in

(Pecora et al. 2023) through which it is possible to have

several estimates of the cascade rate using Yaglom’s law,

Eq. 2. The method also accommodates arbitrary rota-

tional symmetries of the fluctuations. This technique

was applied to Helioswarm-like trajectories in simula-

tions, and the number of possible estimates was of the

order of 58000. Here we will add another variation that

affords a larger pool of estimates. This is particularly

useful with MMS, as the number of estimates will not

be as large. Nevertheless, the technique provides a sta-

tistically significant sample.

The technique is based on the fact that derivatives

have to be computed in the lag space to evaluate Ya-

glom’s equation. Indeed, it is well known that 4 space-

craft in real space are connected by 6 baselines. Since we

need to compute increments such as δzij(rij) = zi(ri)−
zj(rj), ℓ = rij , it means that we will have 6 possible val-

ues of δz(rij) in lag space where i, j = 1, . . . 4, i < j

represent each possible pair of spacecraft, with space-

craft i at position ri. Here is the additional step of

the technique: Since the choice of the order of the pair

is arbitrary, we can have another 6 points in lag space

by just reverting the pairs. It means that we will have

a total of 12 points in lag space with δzji = −δzij . Of

course, these additional points will not give independent

information but will be valuable in the construction of

tetrahedra as we will describe below.

Since we want to use algorithms that have been well-

tested using MMS data in the past, we examine only

tetrahedral configurations; that is, we rearrange our

points in lag space in sets of 4. The number of non-

repeating partitions of K elements out of N total ele-

ments is given by
(
N
K

)
= N !

K!(N−K)! . If we were to use
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Date (UTC) δb/B δρ/ρ β τc(s) λc(km) di(km) ⟨ϵ⟩ (106 J kg−1 s−1)

I 2017 Sep 28 06:31:33 – 07:01:43 0.51 0.19 5.9 81.0 41229 46 −1.5± 0.8

II 2017 Nov 10 22:35:43 – 22:52:03 3.17 0.43 8.3 2.9 1377 74 22.5± 9.5

III 2017 Dec 21 07:21:54 – 07:48:01 1.92 0.31 4.7 6.1 652 50 24.8± 13.4

IV 2017 Dec 26 06:12:43 – 06:52:23 0.82 0.21 4.5 16.3 3712 48 1.6± 0.4

V 2018 Apr 19 05:10:23 – 05:41:53 2.99 0.29 15.0 5.1 1168 36 1.9± 0.7

Table 1. Reported are the dates of the analyzed intervals, magnetic and density fluctuation levels, plasma beta (ratio between
kinetic and magnetic pressure), correlation time, ion inertial length, and the mean energy cascade rate with associated uncer-
tainties calculated as the width of the respective histograms.

the 6 points in lag space that come from δzij(rij), we

would have
(
6
4

)
= 15 possible tetrahedra. When we add

δzji(rji), our available points become 12, with a total of(
12
4

)
= 660 tetrahedra. Evidently, not all configurations

are independent, indeed half of them will give duplicated

results leaving 330 independent estimates of Eq. 2.

We will need to run one additional check for the qual-

ity of tetrahedra. Indeed, well-behaved real-space con-

figurations do not necessarily translate into well-behaved

lag-space tetrahedra. For the quality check of the 330

tetrahedra in lag space, we make use of the elongation-

planarity parameters described in Paschmann & Daly

(1998) and we briefly recall here. We compute the vol-

umetric tensor in lag space Ljk = 1
N

∑N
α=1(ℓαjℓαk −

ℓbjℓbk) where ℓαj is the j-th component of the vertex

α, ℓbj = ⟨ℓαj⟩α is the j-th component of the mesocen-

ter, and we use N = 4. If we call λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3 the

three eigenvalues of the volumetric tensor, we can fi-

nally define elongation (E) and planarity (P) parameters

as E = 1 −
√

λ2/λ1 and P = 1 −
√
λ3/λ2 respectively.

We will consider suitable for our analysis all tetrahedra

that in the EP plane lie no further than 0.85 from the

origin as shown in Fig. 1. This rejects tetrahedra that

are nearly planar or colinear as these would give unrea-

sonable results to Eq. 2. Employing this procedure, we

generally obtain more than 100 cascade rate estimates

from a single sample of MMS data.

4. RESULTS

We compute the Yaglom flux Y using the 12 avail-

able baselines of MMS as described in the previous sec-

tion. Finally, we evaluate the divergence by arranging

the 12 points four at a time in all the possible 330 in-

dependent sets. This procedure has been applied to all

intervals listed in Table 1. Since the results are quali-

tatively similar, here we show those pertaining to inter-

val IV (2017 Dec 26). For each tetrahedron, we com-

pute the elongation and planarity parameters in order

to later retain only those that are well-behaved that is,

those that have a distance from the origin in the EP

plane dEP =
√
E2 + P 2 ≤ 0.85 (Paschmann & Daly

1998). We also verified that the result is not affected

by this threshold. Even when selecting only those tetra-

hedra such that dEP ≤ 0.6, we obtain the same value

for the cascade rate. However, the number of estimates

dropped from 134 to 27 and therefore we decided to keep

the larger number of available points for statistical pur-

poses. In Fig. 1, we report the elongation and planarity

values for the lag-space tetrahedra, together with the

chosen threshold d∗EP = 0.85. Tetrahedra in lag space

give a rather uniform coverage of the EP plane, with a

few points at P = 1 indicating flat geometries.

Figure 1. Quality check for tetrahedra. The dashed line
indicates the threshold d∗EP =

√
E2 + P 2 = 0.85. Tetrahe-

dra with dEP ≤ d∗EP are used for further analysis, and the
others are discarded.

In solving Yaglom’s equation, each estimated value of

the cascade rate is assigned to the increment correspond-

ing to the mesocenter of the tetrahedron that is used to

compute the divergence. The scatter plot of the values

of the cascade rate as a function of the position of the

mesocenter in lag space is shown in Fig. 2. A visualiza-

tion of some tetrahedra used to compute the divergence

is given in Fig. 3A.

From the average, the value that we obtain for the

cascade rate ⟨ϵ⟩ = (1.6±0.4) 106 J kg−1 s−1. The width

of the distribution suggests an uncertainty of 25%. The

obtained values for the cascade rates are comparable to

those present in literature (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2018).
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However, they are more robust since we do not need

to assume isotropy (Wang et al. 2022), and the large

number of estimates per interval allows considering the

signed value (Hadid et al. 2018). For estimation of un-

certainties in simulations, see Pecora et al. (2023). In

general, the errors become much smaller when the num-

ber of available observation positions is increased, as will

be the case in future multispacecraft missions.

Figure 2. Scatter plot of the cascade rate as a function of
lag. On the side, the histogram of the results is reported.
The horizontal black dashed line indicates the average of
the histogram, and the blue shaded region represents the
uncertainty around the mean.

The other quantity that might be of interest is the

Yaglom flux itself Y as it could be imagined as the flux

that nonlinearly transfers energy across scales. For a

homogeneous, isotropic system, one expects the Yaglom

flux to have magnitudes proportional to the distance

from the origin, and radially pointing toward it.

Previous numerical studies (Verdini et al. 2015) pro-

vided a picture of how the Yaglom flux behaves in lag

space. In particular, it was confirmed that it is larger in

magnitude going far away from the origin, and, when the

system is anisotropic, it shows some deflections from the

radial trend. In space plasmas, it has not been possible

to visualize the behavior of the Yaglom flux prior to the

development of this technique. From the present results,

we know the flux vector at 6 (12) points in the lag space

and can examine its behavior, as shown in Fig. 3B. This

visualization of the Yaglom flux using space data con-

firms the basic features that were expected. The arrows’

lengths in the Figure are proportional to the magnitude

of the Yaglom flux, and we notice that they become

smaller as they approach the origin of the system where

dissipation will eventually deal with the energy that has

been transferred there. Moreover, we observe a swirling

of the arrows around the origin instead of radially point-

ing toward it as it would if the turbulence was isotropic.

Figure 3. (A) Yaglom flux vectors in lag space with some
tetrahedra, over which Yaglom’s law is solved (shaded vol-
umes). (B) same plot without highlighted tetrahedra. It is
possible to appreciate the swirling motion of the Yaglom flux
pointing toward the origin (indicated by the black sphere).

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have applied a novel multispacecraft technique

that was developed by Pecora et al. (2023) to MMS

measurements in the magnetosheath to evaluate the tur-

bulence cascade rate due to the Yaglom term in the

vkH equation. The technique is extended by exploit-

ing the symmetry properties of the mixed third-order

structure function. This provides a statistically signifi-

cant (> 100) number of estimates of the cascade rate by

computing the full divergence in Eq. 2.

Previously cascade rate estimation in space plasmas

has been limited to one value per interval and mostly

employing a 1D version of Yaglom’s equation (e.g.

Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2007). That approximation, how-

ever, assumes isotropy of the system, as well as the usage

of the Taylor hypothesis that convolves space and time
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correlations. This major advancement allows having a

distribution of values for the (partial) cascade rate and,

possibly, a value closer to the real one. Moreover, we are

also able to visualize for the first time in space plasmas

the Yaglom flux that is responsible for transferring en-

ergy toward smaller scales from the inertial range. We

indeed see that the Yaglom flux magnitudes in the mag-

netosheath become smaller when approaching smaller

and smaller scales where energy will eventually be dis-

sipated. The swirling of the flux vectors, a departure

from the often-assumed radial convergence is possibly

due to the anisotropy of the system, uncertainty in the

data, and possibly other unknown causes that need to

be further investigated.

This is the first milestone in the employment of multi-

spacecraft techniques to measure the anisotropic cascade

rate in space plasma. The current limitations such as

restrictions to the magnetosheath and to scales smaller

than the inertial range will be overcome once the next

generation of multiscale multispacecraft missions such

as HelioSwarm (Spence 2019) and Plasma Observatory

(Retinò et al. 2022) appear in the solar wind.
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