arXiv:2004.03518v2 [physics.plasm-ph] 30 Apr 2020

Two-time energy spectrum of weak magnetohydrodynamic turbulence

Jean C. Perez, Augustus A. Azelis, and Sofiane Bourouaine Florida Institute of Technology, 150 W University Blvd, Melbourne, Florida, 32901, USA

In this work a weak-turbulence closure is used to determine the structure of the two-time power spectrum of weak magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence from the nonlinear equations describing the dynamics. The two-time energy spectrum is a fundamental quantity in turbulence theory from which most statistical properties of a homogeneous turbulent system can be derived. A closely related quantity, obtained via a spatial Fourier transform, is the two-point two-time correlation function describing the space-time correlations arising from the underlying dynamics of the turbulent fluctuations. Both quantities are central in fundamental turbulence theories as well as in the analysis of turbulence experiments and simulations. However, a first-principles derivation of these quantities has remained elusive due to the statistical closure problem, in which dynamical equations for correlations at order n depend on correlations of order n + 1. The recent launch of the Parker Solar Probe (PSP), which will explore the near-Sun region where the solar wind is born, has renewed the interest in the scientific community to understand the structure, and possible universal properties of space-time correlations. The weak MHD turbulence regime that we consider in this work allows for a natural asymptotic closure of the two-time spectrum, which may be applicable to other weak turbulence regimes found in fluids and plasmas. An integro-differential equation for the scale-dependent temporal correlation function is derived for incompressible Alfvénic fluctuations whose nonlinear dynamics is described by the reduced MHD equations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Incompressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) not only provides the simplest framework to describe plasma turbulence in magnetized plasmas, but often provides an accurate description of the low frequency nonlinear dynamics at spatial scales much larger than any plasma microscale, such as particle gyroradii [1]. MHD equations describe the dynamics of fluctuations of plasma velocity v(x,t) and magnetic field B(x,t) propagating along a background magnetic field B_0. However, MHD turbulence is best studied in terms of the socalled Elsasser variables z^± = v ± b ( ∂ ∂t − sv_A · ∇ ) z^s + ( z^{−s} · ∇ ) z^s = −∇P, (1)

where s = ±, v_A = B_0/ √ 4πρ_0 is the Alfvén velocity associated with the constant background magnetic field B_0, b = B/ √ 4πρ_0 is the fluctuating Alfvén velocity, P = (p/ρ_0 + b^2/2), p is the plasma pressure and ρ_0 is the background plasma density. Incompressibility imposes the additional condition ∇ · z^s = 0. The advantage of the Elsasser description stems from the fact that nonlinear interactions responsible for the turbulence take place only when fields z^+ and z^− spatially overlap, otherwise, z^s behave as noninteracting, nondispersive counterpropagating Alfvén waves.

Most of the recent theoretical and numerical progress in MHD turbulence so far has been concerned with understanding the spectral distribution of energy among spatial scales at a fixed time[1–14]. Moreover, solar wind turbulent signals are used to investigate the spatial properties of the turbulent solar wind by relying on Taylor’s hypothesis (TH) [15], which posits that the temporal variation of spacecraft signals is solely due to the spatial variation of frozen structures passing by the observation point. In contrast, the actual space-time structure of the turbulence has been investigated to a much lesser extent, perhaps in part because most testable theoretical predictions and models are concerned with its spatial structure, and because comparison with observations strongly relies on the

TH [16]. However, it has been recently shown that TH might not be valid in the near-sun region where the Parker Solar Probe (PSP) mission [17] will explore, and that the accurate interpretation of PSP time signals will require an understanding of how turbulent structures decorrelate in time [18, 19]. In other words, modeling the two-point two-time correlation function of MHD turbulence becomes a necessity for the interpretation of single-probe turbulent signals in the PSP era, motivating our interest in this work on the physics of temporal decorrelation of turbulent fluctuations.

Although dynamical equations governing the evolution of these space-time correlations can be formally obtained from the dynamical equations of the turbulent fluctuations, they inevitably result in an under-determined system of equations, i.e., one in which there are always more unknowns than equations. Because this so-called closure problem requires additional ad hoc assumptions about the undetermined quantities, a first-principles derivation of the space-time correlation has remained elusive even in the simpler case of incompressible Hydrodynamic turbulence. As a result, investigations of space-time correlations in MHD turbulence have been limited to numerical simulations and phenomenological modeling [20–24]. For instance, Servidio et al. [20] and Lugones et al. [21] investigated the space-time correlation of magnetic fluctuations in simulations of MHD turbulence, with and without a guide field, and suggested that the temporal decorrelation of fluctuations may be associated with hydrodynamic and magnetic sweeping and/or Alfvénic propagation depending on the degree of magnetization. Recently, a number of phenomenological models have been proposed to explain results from numerical simulations and to develop new methodologies to interpret solar wind observations beyond TH [22– 24], by extending Kraichnan’s sweeping hypothesis of hydrodynamics [25], which states that the temporal decorrelation of small-scale turbulent fluctuations is due to the random advection by large scale velocity fluctuations.

For spatial correlations (two-point one-time), a successful asymptotic closure has been accomplished in the weak turbulence (WT) regime to leading order in the turbulent amplitudes and without any ad-hoc assumptions [2]. The main objective of this work is to obtain a similar WT closure for the space-time correlation function. Although there is no evidence yet for the existence of weak MHD turbulence in the solar wind, the results of this work can potentially be used to establish the existence of such a regime from observations of current multi-spacecraft missions, such as Cluster [26] and Magnetospheric Multiscale (MMS) [27], as well as future missions currently being proposed to investigate solar wind turbulence by multipoint measurements from an array of spacecraft [28, 29].

Aside from its potential relevance for current and future solar wind missions, the WT regime allows for a systematic asymptotic closure that can shed new physical insights and/or provide new theoretical constraints on the temporal decorrelation mechanisms of MHD turbulence. Furthermore, our results may also be applicable to other regimes of fluid and plasma turbulence, such as surface gravity waves [30], compressible MHD waves [31], gravitational waves in the early universe [32], waves in rotating planetary flows [33], and non- Newtonian electrohydrodynamic flows [34].

II. BACKGROUND

A. Governing equations

For a strong background magnetic field B_0 = |B_0|ê_z, with |B_0| ≫ |b|, the universal properties of MHD turbulence can be accurately described by neglecting the field-parallel component, z^s_‖, of the fluctuating fields (the pseudo-Alfvén fluctuations) that play a sub-dominant role in the turbulence dynamics (see [10] and references therein), i.e. we can set z^s_‖ = 0 in Eq. (1) to obtain the following governing equation for the Fourier amplitudes ( ∂ ∂t − sik_‖v_A ) z^s(k,t) = −ε [( z^{−s} · ∇ ) z^s

]_{nc} k , (2)

where z^s(k,t) = (z^s_x(k,t),z^s_y(k,t),0), k_‖ is the component of the wavevector k along the background magnetic field and ε is a dimensionless ordering parameter that quantifies the strength of the fluctuation amplitudes [35]. The right-hand side of Eq. (2) represents the Fourier-transformed nonlinear terms, which have the form of a convolution of the Fourieramplitudes with the pressure properly chosen to ensure the fluctuations remain noncompressive (nc). It can be shown that this model is equivalent to the two-field reduced MHD (RMHD) model [36, 37].

By virtue of the incompressibility condition k_⊥ · z^s = 0, we can introduce two Elsasser potentials ψ^s(k,t)

z^s(k,t) = iψ^s(k,t)e^{isk‖vAt}ê_k, (3)

where ê_k ≡ k_⊥ × ê_z/k_⊥. The complex exponential in this definition is introduced as an integrating factor to account for the linear dynamics, in which case the fields ψ^s(k,t) describe the true variation of the wave amplitudes due to the nonlinear dynamics. From Eq. (2), the governing equations for the shear-Alfvén Fourier amplitudes ψ^s(k,t) become ∂ ∂t ψ^s_k (t) = ε ∫ dpdqM_{k,pq}ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t)e^{−2isq‖vAt} δ_{k,pq}, (4)

where

M_{k,pq} ≡

(k_⊥ · p_⊥)(k_⊥ × q_⊥)_‖

k_⊥ p_⊥q_⊥

, (5)

δ_{k,pq} ≡ δ (k − p − q), and ψ^s_k (t) ≡ ψ^s(k,t). (6)

B. The two-point two-time correlation

The space-time structure of MHD turbulence is investigated using the two-point two-time correlation function

C^s(x,x^′;t,t^′) = ⟨ z^s(x,t) · z^s(x^′,t^′) ⟩ , (7)

which measures the covariance between the values of each Elsasser variable z^s at two different locations separated by a distance r = x^′ − x and with a time delay (or lag) τ = t^′ − t. In Eq. (7) ⟨··· ⟩ is used to denote ensemble average over turbulence realizations. For homogeneous turbulence this correlation depends only on the relative vector r and can be written as C^s(r;t,t^′) = ∫ dkh^s(k,t,t^′)e^{−ik·r} (8)

where

h^s(k,t,t^′) ≡ ⟨ z^s(−k,t) · z^s(k,t^′) ⟩ , (9)

is the two-time power spectrum and z^s(k,t) are the Fourier amplitudes of the Elsasser fields. The two-time spectra defined in Eq. (9) are related to the two-time spectra for Elsasser potentials through the simple transformation

h^s(k,t,t^′) = h̃^s(k,t,t^′)e^{isk‖vA(t′−t)}, (10)

where

h̃^s(k,t,t^′) ≡ ⟨ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_k (t^′)⟩ . (11)

The space-time correlation function defined in Eq. (7) is not only one of the most fundamental quantities in turbulence theory but is also important in the analysis and interpretation of experimental and simulation data, such PSP measurements in the spacecraft frame in terms of space-time properties in the plasma frame when the TH is no longer applicable [22– 24]. A better understanding of the space-time dynamics of the turbulence will allow observers to maximize the information and interpretation of PSP measurements.

C. The two-time vs one-time energy spectrum

The one-time (spatial) three dimensional power spectra follows from the two-time spectra when t^′ = t,

e^s(k,t) ≡ ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_k (t) ⟩ = h^s(k,t,t), (12) which allows one to define the scale-dependent time correlation function as

h^s(k,t,t^′) = e^s(k,t)Γ^s(k,t,t^′), (13)

where by definition Γ^s_k(t,t) = 1.

It is important to point out that two-time correlations and two-time power spectra capture additional information not present in their one-time counterparts. The former provide information about the time memory of the turbulence by relating turbulence properties at two separate times, while the latter contain only spatial information at any given time during the turbulence evolution.

A better interpretation of two-time correlations is normally provided through the simple change of variables t,t^′ → t,τ = t^′ − t. The role of each of these time variables in the twotime correlations is very different. On one hand, the time t tracks the temporal evolution of the turbulence from some initial state at t = t_0, after which the turbulence can either decay in an undriven system or transition to a steady state in the driven case. On the other hand, the time variable τ simply represents a time delay introduced to investigate the time memory of the system at any given time t through temporal correlations. Because fluctuations decorrelate in a finite time, it follows that Γ^s(k,τ) → 0 when τ → ∞. Eq. (13) thus becomes

h^s(k,t,τ) = e^s(k,t)Γ^s(k,t,τ). (14)

Weak turbulent closures for one-time quantities, in both fluids and plasmas [38], provide a closed wave-kinetic equation describing the true time evolution of the energy spectrum e^s(k,t) in the variable t. The wave-kinetic equation is thus an initial value problem from which decaying or steady state solutions can be obtained.

In the steady state, the one-time spectrum e^s(k) is independent of t and two-time quantities are a function of τ only; therefore (14) becomes

h^s(k,τ) = e^s(k)Γ^s(k,τ). (15)

The two-time power spectrum can also be Fourier transformed with respect to the variable τ to define the wavevectorfrequency power spectrum

h^s(k,ω) = 1 2π ∫ h^s(k,τ)e^{iωτ} dτ, (16)

which measures the spectral distribution of energy by wavevector and frequency. Because the Fourier transform in this equation involves only τ, it follows from Eq. (15) that

h^s(k,ω) = e^s(k)Γ^s(k,ω), (17) where Γ^s(k,ω) is the Fourier transform of Γ^s(k,τ) with respect to the variable τ. The advantage of Eqs. (15) and (17) is that they allow for the separation of the purely spatial part of the correlation function, typically investigated in theory and simulations, from the scale-dependent temporal part, which is the subject of this work. The two quantities h^s(k,τ) and h^s(k,ω) are simply different representations of the correlation function C^s(r,τ), obtained via Fourier transforms and thus contain the same information as the two-point two-time correlation function.

A large body of works have been devoted to understanding the structure of the two-time power spectrum, or equivalently the scale-dependent time correlations Γ^s(k,τ) and corresponding Fourier transform Γ^s(k,ω), from analytical closures, numerical simulations, and phenomenological modeling, in both hydrodynamics and MHD turbulence [20– 24, 39, 40]. For instance, based on purely heuristic arguments Zhou et al. [39] proposed the following general form for the scale-dependent time correlation of MHD turbulence

Γ^s(k,τ) = e^{isk‖vAτ} e^{−γsnl(k)τ} e^{−[γssw(k)τ]2} . (18)

More recently phenomenological models have been proposed in the context of MHD turbulence, such as Narita [24] who extended Kraichnan’s sweeping hypothesis to MHD turbulence to obtain a model of Γ^s(k,ω) that is consistent with Eq. (18) for γ_{nl} = 0 and where the sweeping decorrelation is γ^s_{sw} ∝ z^{−s}_{rms}k_⊥, where z^s_{rms} represents the root mean square (rms) value of the z^s field at the outer scale. However, Bourouaine and Perez [18] determined from simulations of imbalanced, reflection-driven MHD turbulence that the two Elsasser fields decorrelate at a common speed consistent with the rms of velocity at the outer scale, and later developed a new model for the correlation in which the sweeping is solely attributed to hydrodynamic sweeping, and γ^s_{sw}(k) ∝ k_⊥u_0 [22, 23].

The main goal of this work is to obtain a closed equation that describes the τ dependence of the temporal correlations h^s(k,τ), when the system is in steady state with respect to t, for the WT regime. The advantage of the WT turbulence regime is that a first-principles, albeit asymptotic, closure for the correlation can be obtained and compared with other models for the scale-dependent time correlations. In the next section we will first present a brief derivation of Galtier et.al. [2] WT closure for e^s(k,t), which will later be extended to the two-time power h^s(k,τ).

III. WT CLOSURE FOR THE ONE-TIME SPECTRUM

In this section we present a concise derivation of Galtier et al. [2] WT closure for MHD turbulence with respect to the time t. For this purpose, Eqs. (4) and (12) are used to obtain the governing equation for the one-time spectrum e^s_k(t) as follows

4 ∂ ∂t e^s_k(t) = ∂ ∂t ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_k (t) ⟩ = ⟨ ∂ ∂t ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_k (t) ⟩ + ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t) ∂ ∂t ψ^s_k (t) ⟩

= ε ∫ dpdq [ M_{−k,pq} ⟨ ψ^s_k (t)ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ δ_{−k,pq} + M_{k,pq} ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ δ_{k,pq} ] e^{−2isq‖vAt} . (19)

The two terms in the last integral can be regrouped by changing p → −p and q → q in the first integral to get ∂ ∂t e^s_k(t) = 2ε ∫ dpdqM_{k,pq}Re [ Q^s_{−kp}(t)e^{−2isq‖vAt} ] δ_{k,pq},

(20)

with the third-order correlation defined as ⟨ ψ^s_k (t)ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ ≡ Q^s_{kp}(t)δ (k + p + q). (21)

Similarly, the evolution of the third-order correlation ∂ ∂t ⟨ ψ^s_k (t)ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ = = ε ∫ dldnM_{k,ln} ⟨ ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t)ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ × e^{−2isn‖vAt} δ_{k,ln} + (sk ↔ sp ↔ −sq) (22)

depends on fourth-order correlation functions. Here, (sk ↔ sp ↔ −sq) indicates two more similar terms obtained from all unique permutations of sk,sp,−sq. Fourth-order correlations can be rewritten in terms of the fourth-order cumulant, defined as { ψ^s_p(t)ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_q (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) } = ⟨ ψ^s_p(t)ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_q (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) ⟩ − ⟨ ψ^s_p(t)ψ^s_l (t) ⟩⟨ ψ^{−s}_q (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) ⟩ − ⟨ ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ ⟨ ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) ⟩ − ⟨ ψ^s_p(t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) ⟩ ⟨ ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_q (t) ⟩ . (23)

Assuming negligible correlations between ψ^s and ψ^{−s} wave amplitudes it follows ⟨ ψ^s_p(t)ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_q (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) ⟩ = e^s_p(t)e^{−s}_q (t)δ (p + l)δ (q + n) + { ψ^s_p(t)ψ^s_l (t)ψ^{−s}_q (t)ψ^{−s}_n (t) } . (24)

The WT closure becomes possible, as can be rigorously shown [2, 41], because for small ε the fourth-order cumulant evolves over two disparate timescales: a fast linear wave timescale at zero order ε^0t and a much slower nonlinear timescale at order ε^2t associated with the energy transfer between counterpropagating waves. Hence, to leading order in ε, the contribution from the fourth-order cumulant to the evolution of Q^s_{−kp} arises from the zero-order (ε^0) wave amplitudes. However, at zero order the linear dynamics irreversibly drives the wave amplitudes towards a state of joint Gaussianity, in which case the fourth-order cumulant vanishes to zeroorder in ε. As rigorously shown by Benney et al. [41] for general systems of weakly interacting waves, the zero-order wave amplitudes can then be assumed to be Gaussian random fields in Eq. (22), thereby closing the moment hierarchy. Although nonlinear wave couplings regenerate fourth order cumulants over the longer ε^2t timescale, they do not contribute to leading order in Eq. (22). Combining (21) (22) and (24) and discarding the fourth order cumulant we obtain a set of closed equations for the third-order moment ∂ ∂t Q^s_{−kp} = εM_{k,p(k−p)} ( e^s_p − e^s_k ) e^{−s}_{k−p}e^{2is(k‖−p‖)vAt} . (25)

Long time solutions of Eq. (25) can be used in Eq. (20) to obtain the wave-kinetic equation ∂ ∂t e^s_k = ε^2π v_A ∫ dpdqM^2_{k,pq} ( e^s_p − e^s_k ) e^{−s}_q δ (q_‖)δ_{k,pq}. (26)

One important consequence of this closure is the fact that turbulent energy is strictly transferred to small fieldperpendicular scales, given that three-wave interactions always involve modes with q_‖ = 0 and the resonance condition k = p + q implies k_‖ = p_‖. As a consequence, k_‖–planes evolve independently and the parallel spatial structure of the turbulence is not altered. The power spectrum can then be factored out as e^s(k) = E^s(k_⊥)g^s(k_‖), where E^s(k_⊥) is the field-perpendicular power spectrum for z^s waves defined so that

E^s = ∫ dk_⊥E^s(k_⊥) (27)

is the total energy of z^s waves. g^s(k_‖) is a nonuniversal function that determines how the energy of the waves is distributed among the field-parallel scales [42].

IV. WT CLOSURE FOR THE TWO-TIME SPECTRUM

A similar procedure is followed to obtain a closure for the two-time correlation function, defined in Eq. (11), to leading order in ε. From the governing equations of ψ^s_k(t) it follows ∂ ∂t^′ ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_k (t^′) ⟩ = ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t) ∂ ∂t^′ ψ^s_k (t^′) ⟩

= ε ∫ dpdqM_{k,pq}Q^s_{−kp}(t,t^′)e^{−2isq‖vAt′} δ_{k,pq}, (28)

where we again run into a similar problem in which the equations for second-order correlations depend on third-order ones, in this case at two different times, ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}(t)ψ^s_p(t^′)ψ^{−s}_q (t^′) ⟩ ≡ Q^s_{−kp}(t,t^′)δ (k − p − q). (29)

In turn, the evolution of the third-order correlation is ∂ ∂t^′ ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}ψ^{′s}_pψ^{′−s}_q ⟩

= ε ∫ dldnM_{p,ln} ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}ψ^{′s}_l ψ^{′−s}_n ψ^{′−s}_q ⟩ e^{−2isn‖vAt′} δ_{p,ln} + ε ∫ dldnM_{q,ln} ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}ψ^{′s}_pψ^{′−s}_l ψ^{′s}_n ⟩ e^{2isn‖vAt′} δ_{q,ln} (30)

where ψ^′ is a shorthand for amplitudes evaluated at t^′. As expected, the third-order correlation depends also on two-time fourth order correlations. Expressing the fourth order correlations in terms of second-order ones and fourth order cumulants [43] ⟨ ψ^s_{−k}ψ^{′s}_l ψ^{′−s}_n ψ^{′−s}_q ⟩ = h̃^s_k(t,t^′)h̃^{−s}_q (t^′,t^′)δ (k − l)δ (q + n) + { ψ^s_{−k}ψ^{′s}_l ψ^{′−s}_n ψ^{′−s}_q } . (31)

The fourth order cumulants in the last equation can also be discarded from Eq. (30) for long times (of order ε^2t) for the same reason they are discarded in the one-time case, namely, that the leading contribution to the right-hand side of Eq. (30) arises from zero-order wave amplitudes, which reach a state of joint Gaussianity over the linear timescale of order ε^0t. Therefore it follows from Eq. (30) that for long t ∂ ∂t^′

Q^s_{−kp}(t,t^′) = −εM_{k,pq}h̃^s_k(t,t^′)e^{−s}_q (t^′)e^{2isq‖vAt′} . (32)

Eq. (28) and (32) now become a closed set of equations for the second- and third-order correlations. Eq. (32) can be integrated between t and t^′ to obtain

Q^s_{−kp}(t,t^′) = −εM_{k,pq} ∫ t′ t dt^{′′}h̃^s_{−k}(t,t^{′′})e^{−s}_q (t^{′′})e^{2isq‖vAt′′} ,

(33)

which upon substitution in Eq. (28) leads to ∂ ∂t^′ h̃^s_k(t,t^′) = −ε^2 ∫ dpdqM^2_{k,pq}δ_{k,pq} × ∫ t′ t dt^{′′}h̃^s_k(t,t^{′′})e^{−s}_q (t^{′′})e^{−2isq‖vA(t′−t′′)}. (34)

Considering long-time and steady-state behavior (in the variable t) with t^′,t^{′′} > t, the two-time power

h̃^s_k(t,t^{′′}) = e^s_kΓ̃^s_k(t^{′′} − t), (35)

can be used in Eq. (34) to obtain ∂ ∂ τ Γ̃^s_k(τ) = −ε^2 ∫ dpdqM^2_{k,pq}δ_{k,pq}e^{−s}_q × ∫ τ 0 dτ^′Γ̃^s_k(τ^′)e^{−2isq‖vA(τ−τ′)} (36)

where the one-time spectra e^s_k factored out from the evolution in t^′. Integrating over variable p and using explicit expression for M_{k,pq}, the following equation is obtained for the correlation function Γ̃^s_k(τ) ∂ ∂ τ Γ̃^s_k(τ) = −ε^2I(k_⊥) ∫ τ 0 dτ^′Γ̃^s_k(τ^′)h^{−s}_0 (τ − τ^′) (37)

where

I^s(k_⊥) = k^2_⊥ ∫ ∞ 0 dq_⊥E^{−s}(q_⊥)G(q_⊥/k_⊥) (38)

G(ξ ) ≡ ∫ π 0 dϕ π (1 − ξ cosϕ)^2 sin^2 ϕ 1 + ξ^2 − 2ξ cosϕ

(39)

h^s_0(τ) = ∫ ∞ −∞ dk_‖g(k_‖)e^{2isq‖vAτ} (40)

Eq. (37) is an integro-differential equation describing the scale-dependent correlation for the wave amplitudes ψ^s_k (t) and is the main result of this work. Solutions to this equation, which are discussed below, can then be used to obtain the twotime energy spectrum of MHD turbulence from Eq. (10) as

h^s(k,τ) = e^s(k)Γ̃^s(k,τ)e^{ik‖vAτ} . (41)

V. DISCUSSION

The governing equation for the turbulence correlation function Γ̃^s(k,τ) is an integro-differential equation of the general form d dτ Γ(τ) = −α^2 ∫ τ 0 Γ(τ^′)h_0(τ − τ^′)dτ^′ (42)

in which Γ,α^2 and h_0(τ) play the role of Γ̃^s(k,τ), ε^2I(k_⊥) and h^{−s}_0 (τ), respectively. It can be shown that the correlation function h_0(τ) defined in (40)

h^s_0(τ) = R^s(r_‖ = 2v_Aτ) (43)

results from the substitution of r_‖ = 2v_Aτ in the spatial correlation function R^s(r_‖) between points separated a distance r_‖ in the direction of the background magnetic field B_0. It then follows that the function h^s_0(τ) can be interpreted as the spatial correlation function of z^s as seen in a frame moving with z^{−s} waves, in which case the speed is 2v_A. Therefore, the decorrelation time of h^{−s}_0 (τ) corresponds to the time it takes z^{−s} waves to propagate through z^s waves one parallel correlation length, i.e., τ_{c‖} ∼ 1/2k_‖v_A.

General solutions to equation (42) will be presented and discussed in detail in a separate publication; however, it is worth noting that a closed solution can be obtained to leading order in α ∼ ε as follows. First, by formally integrating from time lag τ^′ to τ

Γ(τ) − Γ(τ^′) = −α^2 ∫ τ τ^′ ∫ ζ 0 Γ(ξ )h(τ − ξ )dξ dζ , (44)

it is shown that the difference between Γ(τ) and Γ(τ^′) is of order ε^2. As a consequence, replacing Γ(τ^′) ≃ Γ(τ) inside the integral in Eq. (42) will result only in an ε^4 correction, and the equation becomes d dτ Γ(τ) = −α^2Γ(τ)H(τ) (45)

where H(τ) ≡ ∫ τ 0 h(τ − τ^′). This simplified form of (42) becomes a regular differential equation that can be integrated through elementary methods, subject to the initial condition Γ(0) = 1, namely

Γ(τ) = e^{−α2 ∫ τ0 H(τ′)dτ′} . (46)

A few interesting properties stand out from this solution. First, note that for short times we have to leading order

H(τ) = H(0) + H^′(0)τ + ··· = h_0(0)τ ··· , (47)

from where it follows

Γ(τ) = e^{−(ατ)2/2}. (48)

This last approximate solution has the same functional form of previous models of the correlation function in the context of strong MHD turbulence [18, 19, 22–24]. A second interesting property of the solution is that because h_0(τ) is a localized function that vanishes for times much longer than τ_{c‖}, for large τ we have

H(τ) ≈ lim_{τ→∞} H(τ) = const (49)

which leads to the asymptotic solution

Γ(τ) = e^{−α2H(∞)τ} . (50)

In summary, for short τ the solution exhibits Gaussian behavior, while for long time it exhibits exponential behavior. This might explain why exponential decay has been useful in previous analysis of spacecraft and simulation data by a number of authors; see, for instance, Refs. [21, 44].

VI. CONCLUSION

A weak turbulence closure was obtained for the first time for the two-time energy spectrum of MHD turbulence to leading order in the wave amplitudes. The resulting closure leads to an integro-differential equation for the scale-dependent correlation function Γ̃^s(k,τ) in the variable τ = t^′ − t, which describes the temporal decorrelation of waves with wavevector k. The rate of decrease of the correlation at a given scale for z^s waves is determined by the convolution of the correlation function itself with the spatial correlation of z^{−s} waves, measured along the propagation direction, as seen in the frame moving with the z^s waves. Approximate solutions were found by assuming the variation of the correlation function is small during the crossing time of counterpropagating waves, exhibiting Gaussian behavior for sufficiently small values of τ and exponential decay for long time lags τ. These results are largely consistent with similar models of the scale-dependent correlations measured in simulations and in the solar wind, and may find applications in other WT regimes in fluid and plasma turbulence. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by grant NNX16AH92G from NASA’s Living with a Star Program and NSF-SHINE grant AGS-1752827.

[1] D. Biskamp, Magnetohydrodynamic Turbulence (2003). [2] S. Galtier, S. V. Nazarenko, A. C. Newell, and A. Pouquet, Journal of Plasma Physics 63, 447 (2000).

[3] Y. Lithwick and P. Goldreich, The Astrophysical Journal 582, 1220 (2003).

[4] Y. Lithwick, P. Goldreich, and S. Sridhar, The Astrophysical Journal 655, 269 (2007).

[5] S. Boldyrev, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 626, L37 (2005). [6] S. Boldyrev, J. Mason, and F. Cattaneo, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 699, L39 (2009).

[7] J. Mason, F. Cattaneo, and S. Boldyrev, Physical Review Letters 97, 255002 (2006).

[8] J. C. Perez and S. Boldyrev, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 672, L61 (2008).

[9] J. C. Perez and S. Boldyrev, Physical review letters 102, 025003 (2009).

[10] J. C. Perez, J. Mason, S. Boldyrev, and F. Cattaneo, Physical Review X 2, 041005 (2012).

[11] B. D. G. Chandran, The Astrophysical Journal 685, 646 (2008). [12] B. D. G. Chandran, A. A. Schekochihin, and A. Mallet, The Astrophysical Journal 807, 39 (2015).

[13] A. Mallet and A. A. Schekochihin, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 466, 3918 (2017).

[14] S. Boldyrev and N. F. Loureiro,

The Astrophysical Journal 844, 125 (2017).

[15] G. I. Taylor, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London Series A 164, 476 (1938). [16] C. H. K. Chen, Journal of Plasma Physics 82, 535820602 (2016). [17] N. J. Fox, M. C. Velli, S. D. Bale, R. Decker, A. Driesman,

R. A. Howard, J. C. Kasper, J. Kinnison, M. Kusterer, D. Lario, M. K. Lockwood, D. J. McComas, N. E. Raouafi, and A. Szabo, Space Science Reviews 204, 7 (2016).

[18] S. Bourouaine and J. C. Perez, ApJL 858, L20 (2018). [19] R. Chhiber, A. V. Usmanov, W. H. Matthaeus,

T. N. Parashar, and M. L. Goldstein, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 242, 12 (2019).

[20] S. Servidio, V. Carbone, P. Dmitruk, and W. H. Matthaeus,

EPL (Europhysics Letters) 96, 55003 (2011).

[21] R. Lugones, P. Dmitruk, P. D. Mininni, M. Wan, and W. H.

Matthaeus, Physics of Plasmas 23, 112304 (2016). [22] S. Bourouaine and J. C. Perez, ApJL 879, L16 (2019). [23] S. Bourouaine and J. C. Perez, ApJL 893, L32 (2020). [24] Y. Narita, Annales Geophysicae 35, 325 (2017). [25] R. H. Kraichnan, Physics of Fluids 7, 1723 (1964). [26] A. Balogh, C. M. Carr, M. H. Acuña, M. W. Dunlop, T. J.

Beek, P. Brown, K.-H. Fornaçon, E. Georgescu, K.-H. Glassmeier, J. Harris, G. Musmann, T. Oddy, and K. Schwingenschuh, Annales Geophysicae 19, 1207 (2001).

[27] J. L. Burch, T. E. Moore, R. B. Torbert, and B. L. Giles, Space Sci Rev 199, 5 (2016).

[28] K. G. Klein, O. Alexandrova, J. Bookbinder, D. Caprioli, A. W.

Case, B. D. G. Chandran, L. J. Chen, T. Horbury, L. Jian, J. C. Kasper, O. Le Contel, B. A. Maruca, W. Matthaeus, A. Retino, O. Roberts, A. Schekochihin, R. Skoug, C. Smith, J. Steinberg, H. Spence, B. Vasquez, J. M. TenBarge, D. Verscharen, and P. Whittlesey, arXiv e-prints 1903, arXiv:1903.05740 (2019).

[29] J. M. TenBarge, O. Alexandrova, S. Boldyrev, F. Califano, S. S.

Cerri, C. H. K. Chen, G. G. Howes, T. Horbury, P. A. Isenberg, H. Ji, K. G. Klein, C. Krafft, M. Kunz, N. F. Loureiro, A. Mallet, B. A. Maruca, W. H. Matthaeus, R. Meyrand, E. Quataert, J. C. Perez, O. W. Roberts, F. Sahraoui, C. S. Salem, A. A. Schekochihin, H. Spence, J. Squire, D. Told, D. Verscharen, and R. T. Wicks, arXiv:1903.05710 [astro-ph, physics:physics] (2019), arXiv:1903.05710 [astro-ph, physics:physics].

[30] A. I. Dyachenko, A. O. Korotkevich, and V. E. Zakharov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 134501 (2004).

[31] B. D. G. Chandran, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 265004 (2005). [32] S. Galtier and S. V. Nazarenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 221101 (2017).

[33] S. Galtier, Journal of Fluid Mechanics 757, 114 (2014).

[34] F. Carbone, L. Sorriso-Valvo, C. Versace, G. Strangi, and R. Bartolino, Physical Review Letters 106, 114502 (2011).

[35] The ordering parameter ε can set to one after perturbative expansions are obtained to the desired order.

[36] B. B. Kadomtsev and O. P. Pogutse, Soviet Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics 38, 283 (1974).

[37] H. R. Strauss, Physics of Fluids 19, 134 (1976). [38] S. Nazarenko, Wave Turbulence, Lecture Notes in Physics (Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2011).

[39] Y. Zhou, W. H. Matthaeus, and P. Dmitruk, Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 1015 (2004).

[40] Y. Zhou, Physics Reports 488, 1 (2010).

[41] D. J. Benney, P. G. Saffman, and G. K. Batchelor, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences 289, 301 (1966), https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/pdf/10.1098/rspa.1966.0013.

[42] It is worth stressing that this structure remains unchanged during the nonlinear cascade, so long as the turbulence remains weak.

[43] The last term in Eq. (30) vanishes under the assumption of negligible correlations between counterpropagating fluctuations, as it was done for the WT closure of the one-time spectra.

[44] W. H. Matthaeus, S. Dasso, J. M. Weygand, M. G. Kivelson, and K. T. Osman, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 721, L10 (2010).