arXiv:2306.07846v1 [physics.plasm-ph] 13 Jun 2023

Linking Langevin equation to scaling properties of space plasma turbulence at sub-ion scales

Simone Benella^1, Mirko Stumpo^1, Tommaso Alberti^2, Oreste Pezzi^{3,1}, Emanuele Papini^1, Emiliya Yordanova^4, Francesco Valentini^5 and Giuseppe Consolini^1 1Istituto di Astrofisica e Planetologia Spaziali, Istituto Nazionale di Astrofisica, via del Fosso del Cavaliere 100, I-00133, Rome, Italy 2Istituto Nazionale di Geofisica e Vulcanologia, Via di Vigna Murata, 605, I-00143, Rome, Italy 3Istituto per la Scienza e Tecnologia dei Plasmi, Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Via Amendola 122/D, I-70126 Bari, Italy 4Swedish Institute for Space Physics, Uppsala, Sweden 5Dipartimento di Fisica, Università della Calabria, Ponte P. Bucci, Cubo 31C, I-87036 Arcavacata di Rende (CS), Italy (Dated: June 14, 2023)

Abstract

Current understanding of the kinetic-scale turbulence in weakly-collisional plasmas still remains elusive. We employ a general framework in which the turbulent energy transfer is envisioned as a scale-to-scale Langevin process. Fluctuations in the sub-ion range show a global scale invariance, thus suggesting a homogeneous energy repartition. In this Letter, we interpret such a feature by linking the drift term of the Langevin equation to scaling properties of fluctuations. Theoretical expectations are verified on solar wind observations and numerical simulations thus giving relevance to the proposed framework for understanding kinetic-scale turbulence in space plasmas.

Space and astrophysical plasmas, such as the solar and stellar winds, the planetary magnetospheres, and the interstellar medium, often exhibit a strongly turbulent dynamics. The energy of fluctuations cross-scale transfers over a vast range of spatial and temporal scales and diverse structures, including current sheets, magnetic islands, and vortices, emerge. Since about sixty years, a large fleet of spacecraft has been providing in-situ measurements of the solar wind plasma and the interplanetary magnetic field [1, 2]. These observations have allowed us to investigate in great detail turbulence in space plasmas, whose study is of pivotal importance also for clarifying the dynamics of far astrophysical objects not accessible by in-situ spacecraft.

Owing to their weak collisionality, understanding the properties of turbulence at scales similar or smaller than the inertial ion scales, henceforth referred as sub-ion scales, is essential for clarifying the energy transfer and dissipation mechanisms in space and astrophysical plasmas. Indeed, at sub-ion scales, the solar wind dynamics is a complex puzzle composed of several intertwined plasma processes. Such processes generally manifest in the entire phase space, since inter-particle collisions are infrequent and plasmas can be far from the thermal equilibrium [3].

Historically, the investigation of plasma dynamics at sub-ion scales has aimed at identifying the plasma processes successfully explaining in-situ observations. These include kinetic-scale fluctuations (e.g., kinetic-Alfvén and whistler waves) [4–7], microinstabilities [8], magnetic reconnection [9, 10], energy transfer highlighted by pressure-strain interactions [11], Landau damping [12] etc., [see 13, for a review]. These mechanisms often depend on different plasma parameters (e.g., the plasma β) and, hence, their applicability is specialized to specific plasma conditions. Moreover, some of these mechanisms, such as kinetic-scale fluctuations, microinstabilities, and Landau damping, are often introduced within a linear or quasi-linear framework, thus possibly making their application less suitable in cases of strong turbulence, as observed in the solar wind [14].

A complementary and additional perspective proposes to interpret space plasma turbulence through a small set of macroscopic variables, whose fluctuations are not negligible but rather control the system dynamics [15]. Such a definition sets the ground for a general and interdisciplinary framework whose underlying idea is that an observed coarse-grained dynamics can be modeled as a stochastic processes. A stunning example of this approach is represented by hydrodynamic turbulence, where longitudinal velocity fluctuations at different scales can be described by means of a stochastic approach [e.g., 16–18], mostly based on the generalized Langevin equation [19–24]. From this point of view, the scale-by-scale evolution of the probability distribution functions (PDFs) of the longitudinal increments is governed by the Fokker-Planck equation (FPE). A similar description has been also applied to turbulence in space plasmas. An earlier work by Strumik and Macek [25] showed that the inertial-range cascade of the solar wind can be properly framed in this scenario. A step forward has been made by proving that this formalism applies to sub-ion scales, thanks to unprecedented high-resolution magnetic field observations [26–28]. These studies confirm that the FPE is accurate in reproducing the observed PDFs of magnetic field fluctuations, and show that PDFs outline a globally self-similar scenario [26–30].

A common way to investigate solar wind turbulence is to analyze high-order statistics of magnetic field fluctuations, viz., the structure functions S^{(q)}r = ⟨b^q_r⟩, where

b_r .= B(x + r) − B(x) (1)

are the increments of the magnetic field B(x) at the spatial scale r. Fluctuations b_r are globally scale invariant if r → λr ⇒ b_{λr} = λ^hb_r, (2) where h is a scaling exponent and λ ∈ R^+ is a dilatation/contraction parameter representing a zoom-in/out procedure through magnetic field structures. The basic idea is that each structure at a scale decays into smaller-scale structures in a scale-invariant way. Indeed, Eq. (2) implies that structure functions exhibit a power-law trend as a function of r, i.e., S^{(q)}r ∼ r^{ζq} , with the scaling exponents ζ_q. The space-time distribution of turbulent structures reflects the properties of energy dissipation rate and related underlying processes [31]. However, there are no fully deductive theories that are able to derive the scaling laws, viz., the behavior of the scaling exponents, starting from dynamic equations. For this reason, phenomenological theories, which introduce additional hypothesis based on experimental evidences, are widely used. In this context, the method described in this Letter ranks as a novel phenomenological perspective of sub-ion scale plasma turbulence.

The transformation introduced in Eq. (2) is satisfied by b_r ∼ r^h [31]. In the multifractal theory of magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence, h is the generalized Hölder exponent h(x, r) [32] and thus magnetic field fluctuations are locally scale-invariant, b_r ∼ r^{h(x,r)}. Here, h(x, r) represents a fluctuating quantity [33], hence the global scale-invariance holds only on average [31] and can be expressed in terms of the most probable Hölder exponent h_0. For a globally scale-invariant dynamics, a relation between h_0 and the spectral slope β of the Fourier power spectral density can be derived

β = 2h_0 + 1, (3)

being β ∈ (1, 3) for the non-stationary process B(x) with stationary increments b_r [34].

In terms of FPE, the scale-evolution equation of the q-th order structure function can be written as [35–37] − ∂ ∂r S^{(q)}_r = q⟨b^{q−1}_r D^{(1)}(b_r)⟩ + q(q − 1)⟨b^{q−2}_r D^{(2)}(b_r)⟩. (4)

This scale-evolution equation depends on the two Kramers-Moyal (KM) coefficients which define the stochastic process. For the solar wind, the following parameterization of the KM coefficients correctly reproduce the fluctuation statistics at sub-ion scales [26–28]:

D^{(1)}(b_r) = −γ(r) b_r D^{(2)}(b_r) = α(r) + δ(r) b^2_r. (5)

By inserting Eqs. (5) in Eq. (4), a direct relation between KM coefficient parameters and the local scaling exponent ξ_q(r) can be drawn [36, 38]:

ξ_q(r) = r S^{(q)}r ∂S^{(q)}r ∂r = rq ( γ(r) + (1 − q) ( δ(r) + S^{(q−2)}r S^{(q)}r α(r) )) . (6)

In the framework of our model, it means that the evolution in scale of the fluctuating trajectories b_r can be described according with the Langevin equation [39]: − ∂b_r ∂r = D^{(1)}(b_r, r) + √ 2D^{(2)}(b_r, r)η(r), (7)

where η(r) is a unit-variance Gaussian noise term such that ⟨η(r)η(r^′)⟩ = δ(r − r^′). Eq. (7) indicates that the dynamics of magnetic field increments as a function of the scale r is the result of the superposition of two mechanisms: the drift which models the self-similar decay of magnetic field structures from larger to smaller ones and the diffusion that accounts for the stochastic repartition of energy during the structure breakdown process.

This scenario applies in the general framework of turbulence. In the following we specialize our discussion to the sub-ion scale dynamics by considering three different data samples: super-Alfvénic solar wind observations gathered by PSP during its first perihelion [40], a

FIG. 1. Fluctuating magnetic field trajectories normalized to the standard deviation scale-by-scale from the PSP data sample (color lines). The inset shows the averaged Hölder exponent h(r) as a function of r (solid line) along with 95% confidence bounds (dashed lines) for the PSP data sample. Vertical lines indicate the ion inertial length.

high-speed stream observed by the ESA/Cluster mission in the near-Earth solar wind [41], and a data sample obtained from Eulerian Hybrid Vlasov-Maxwell (HVM) simulations of decaying plasma turbulence [42, 43]. The HVM numerical framework has been widely adopted to describe significant features of turbulence in space plasmas [44–46], including the transition to a monofractal scaling when approaching sub-ion scales [47]. The data selected for the analysis show a similar level of fluctuation b_{rms}/B_0 ∼ 0.5, being B_0 the mean magnetic field, and different values of the proton plasma beta (0.4 for PSP, 1.5 for Cluster and 2 for HVM). The analysis of spacecraft measurements is carried out by assuming the Taylor’s hypothesis: r = ⟨V ⟩τ, where τ indicates the time scale and ⟨V ⟩ the mean solar wind speed [48, 49]. Plasma turbulence in the solar wind is known to be strongly anisotropic and the energy cascade develops mostly in the transverse directions with respect to the mean local magnetic field [50–53]. Hence, we analyze fluctuations along one of the transverse magnetic field directions for each data sample considered here. For in-situ observations we compute increments along the maximum variance component b_r = b_{r,max}, while in the case of HVM simulations we consider increments along the x-component b_r = b_{r,x} since the mean field is directed along the z-direction [42].

The first step in our reasoning consists in assessing the different role played by the deterministic and the stochastic terms in Eq. (7) at different scales. To this purpose we define a set of trajectories b_r, see Eq. (1), for different starting points x. For a nearly constant value of the Hölder exponent, say h_0, the amplitude of fluctuations is expected to decrease as a power law in r. If we normalize each trajectory by the standard deviation σ_{br} , which then scales as r^{h0} , we expect to observe constant and scale-independent values of the normalized fluctuations. In this view, Figure 1 reports a few normalized trajectories which allow us to identify two different dynamical regimes: i) the sub-ion range where normalized fluctuations show a nearly constant value; ii) the lower end of the inertial range, e.g., at scales ≳ 10d_i, where trajectories exhibit stochastic fluctuations. The different level of stochasticity of the magnetic field fluctuations at different scales can be quantified by estimating the local Hölder exponent. The inset of Figure 1 reports the scale-by-scale averaged Hölder exponent h(r) (solid line) along with the 95% confidence interval bounds (dashed lines). The stochastic character of turbulent fluctuations is related to the spreading of the local Hölder exponent (i.e., spreading of the confidence bounds) when approaching the inertial range (r > 10d_i). In the context of Langevin equation, this scenario suggests that the diffusion term does not significantly contribute to the dynamics at sub-ion scales, whereas it plays an important role in the inertial range. Results of Figure 1 are derived from PSP data but, analogous considerations can be also extended to the other data samples (not shown). Based on this observation, we introduce the non-diffusive limit of the Langevin equation in order to model sub-ion scale fluctuations.

Hence, we assume that the small-scale dynamics is governed only by the first-order KM coefficient, viz., D^{(1)} ≫ D^{(2)}, which in terms of the parametrization introduced in Eqs. (5) corresponds to neglecting the parameters α(r) and δ(r). Furthermore, γ(r) follows a power-law behavior at sub-ion scales [26–28], i.e.,

γ(r) = h_0r^μ, (8)

allowing us to derive the coefficients h_0 and the exponents μ directly from data. Their values are listed in Table I. In the non-diffusive limit, Eq. (6) becomes

ξ_q(r) ∼ rq γ(r) = qh_0r^{1+μ}. (9)

For both solar wind data and numerical simulations μ ∼ −1 (see Table I), then Eq. (9)

PSP Cluster HVM h_0 0.87 ± 0.06 0.87 ± 0.03 0.88 ± 0.52 μ −1.02 ± 0.01 −1.04 ± 0.01 −1.04 ± 0.22

TABLE I. Fitted h_0 and μ parameters appearing in Eq. (8). Errors represent fit 95% confidence bounds.

reads

ζ_q ≡ ξ_q(r) = qh_0, (10)

where h_0, in this fashion, corresponds to the most probable Hölder exponent. This means that the condition D^{(1)} ≫ D^{(2)} implies a global scale-invariance. This represents the central result of this work since it establishes a direct link between the drift term at sub-ion scales and the most probable Hölder exponent of the multifractal theory. Such a connection will be now verified by exploiting both in-situ observations and numerical simulations in a two-fold sense: on a statistical level, e.g., through structure functions, and on an individual level, e.g., by considering single fluctuating trajectories.

Scaling exponents can be derived from solar wind observations through the structure function analysis within the sub-ion range.The scaling exponents obtained from the three data samples are here compared with those obtained through Eq. (10), Figure 2. An excellent agreement between observations and model predictions is found, strongly supporting the established link between the first-order KM coefficient and the Hölder exponent h_0. Concerning the spectral analysis, we can use Eq. (3) to estimate the spectral slope corresponding to the observed most probable Hölder exponent h_0 from the three data samples. By using the values estimated from the drift coefficient, reported in Table I, we obtain β ∼ [2.7, 2.8], which is in agreement with typical findings in the sub-ion range [54, 55].

The linear trend of the scaling exponents ζ_q as a function of the order of the structure function q observed from data suggests that magnetic field fluctuations should exhibit a weak stochastic behavior at sub-ion scales. In fact, the non-diffusive limit of Eq. (7) corresponds to a damping equation with a scale dependent drift term ∂b^∗_r ∂r = γ(r)b^∗_r = h_0b^∗_r r , (11)

FIG. 2. Scaling exponents ζ_q as a function of the order q of the structure functions (markers). Straight lines represent the estimation provided by Eq. (10) by using the values of Table I.

whose solution is: b^∗_r = b_0 ( r r_0 )_{h0} , (12) where b^∗_r indicates the deterministic solution and b_0 is the initial condition, i.e., a value of the fluctuation at the scale r_0. The left panel of Figure 3 shows a comparison of the power-law damping predicted by Eq. (12) with a set of fluctuating trajectories from three different data samples. This figure points out that the non-diffusive approximation is quite satisfactory for r ≪ d_i, whereas the diffusion starts to significantly affect the dynamics of the magnetic field fluctuations at r ≳ d_i. The root mean square error between the whole set of measured trajectories and the corresponding model predictions is reported in Figure 3 (right panel). This figure shows that errors decrease more rapidly when approaching sub-ion scales for all three data samples.

The proposed approach allows us to unveil connections between the global statistical features of the plasma dynamics and the peculiar characteristics of each realization of the cascading process. For instance, the Hölder exponent h_0 quantifies the regularity (i.e., the roughness) of the topology of the fluctuations associated with a dynamical process [56]: irregular bursts are characterized by h_0 → 0, whereas a field of increasingly regular fluctuations is associated with larger h_0 and leans towards an homogeneous fractal structure

FIG. 3. Comparison between three trajectories selected from different data samples (left panel) and the corresponding non-diffusive trajectories b^∗_r (black dotted lines). Root mean square error of the fluctuations b_r with respect to b^∗_r as a function of the scale (right panel). The red dotted line indicates a reference power-law trend. The scales are reported in units of d_i and the magnetic field is normalized by the mean field value B_0 for clarity of presentation.

when h_0 → 1. By looking at Figure 3 we can observe that the deterministic-like damping shown by empirical fluctuating trajectories is characterized by a weakly fluctuating trend that corresponds to a well-defined sign of the fluctuation amplitude among different scales. The high values obtained for h_0 ∼ [0.87, 0.88] represent a natural consequence of this intuitive framework.

In the case of the Langevin equation, the non-diffusive limit is achieved by simply neglecting the noise term and then reducing the stochastic equation to a deterministic one. The same procedure cannot be applied when dealing with the FPE, for which the non-diffusive limit is singular [57, 58]. In this case the correct way to perform this limit is to introduce a new variable y such that b_r = b^∗_r + ϵy, where ϵ is an arbitrarily small parameter. Hence, the non-diffusive limit corresponds to ϵ → 0 in which case the stochastic fluctuation vanishes and b_r approaches the deterministic solution b^∗_r . This approximation represents an ideal limit in which the FPE predicts weak fluctuations around the deterministic damping [58]. Such scenario seems to be fairly accurate by inspecting Figure 3, where the trajectories exhibit weak fluctuations around the asymptotic solution at small scales.

All the evidences reported in this work are consistent with a homogeneous and globally self-similar repartition of energy through the scales in the sub-ion range. As a consequence, the typical multifractal character of the non-homogeneuous energy repartition observed in the inertial range, here enclosed in the diffusion term of the Langevin equation, does not represent a major contribution at these scales. The result is an unstructured fluctuation field suggesting that typical space-time inhomogeneities associated with turbulent structures have sizes larger than d_i. This is supported by the linear scaling law of ζ_q, here derived in the nondiffusive limit, and by the fact that trajectories at sub-ion scales are captured with a single exponent h_0. In this context, our newly introduced framework constitutes a complementary view with respect to the existing phenomenological models, allowing us to recover important results of solar wind turbulence at sub-ion scales and to provide new constraints for future model developments.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by the mini-grant “The solar wind: a paradigm for complex system dynamics” financed by the National Institute for Astrophysics under the call “Fundamental Research 2022”. E.Y. work was funded by the Swedish Space Agency, grant 192/20. PSP data used in this study are available at the NASA Space Physics Data Facility (SPDF),

https://spdf.gsfc.nasa.gov/index.html. The authors acknowledge the contributions

of the FIELDS team to the Parker Solar Probe mission. The authors acknowledge the Cluster FGM and STAFF P.I.s and teams and the ESA-Cluster Science Archive for making available the data used in this work. The FGM and STAFF data were combined using the IRFU-Matlab analysis package available at https://github.com/irfu/irfu-matlab.

[1] R. Bruno and V. Carbone, Turbulence in the Solar Wind, Vol. 928 (2016). [2] A. Chasapis, W. H. Matthaeus, T. N. Parashar, S. A. Fuselier, B. A. Maruca, T. D. Phan, J. L. Burch, T. E. Moore, C. J. Pollock, D. J. Gershman, R. B. Torbert, C. T. Russell, and R. J. Strangeway, High-resolution Statistics of Solar Wind Turbulence at Kinetic Scales Using the Magnetospheric Multiscale Mission, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 844, L9 (2017).

[3] P. A. Cassak, M. H. Barbhuiya, H. Liang, and M. R. Argall, Quantifying Energy Conversion in Higher-Order Phase Space Density Moments in Plasmas, Physical Review Letters 130, 085201 (2023).

[4] O. Alexandrova, V. Carbone, P. Veltri, and L. Sorriso-Valvo, Small-Scale Energy Cascade of the Solar Wind Turbulence, Astrophysical Journal 674, 1153 (2008), arXiv:0710.0763 [astro-ph].

[5] F. Sahraoui, M. L. Goldstein, P. Robert, and Y. V. Khotyaintsev, Evidence of a Cascade and Dissipation of Solar-Wind Turbulence at the Electron Gyroscale, Physical Review Letters 102, 231102 (2009).

[6] C. H. K. Chen, T. S. Horbury, A. A. Schekochihin, R. T. Wicks, O. Alexandrova, and J. Mitchell, Anisotropy of Solar Wind Turbulence between Ion and Electron Scales, Physical Review Letters 104, 255002 (2010), arXiv:1002.2539 [physics.space-ph].

[7] C. H. K. Chen, S. Boldyrev, Q. Xia, and J. C. Perez, Nature of Subproton Scale Turbulence in the Solar Wind, Physical Review Letters 110, 225002 (2013), arXiv:1305.2950 [physics.space-ph].

[8] L. Matteini, P. Hellinger, S. Landi, P. M. Trávníček, and M. Velli, Ion Kinetics in the Solar Wind: Coupling Global Expansion to Local Microphysics, Space Science Reviews 172, 373 (2012).

[9] S. Zenitani, M. Hesse, A. Klimas, and M. Kuznetsova, New Measure of the Dissipation Region in Collisionless Magnetic Reconnection, Physical Review Letters 106, 195003 (2011), arXiv:1104.3846 [astro-ph.SR].

[10] M. Wan, W. H. Matthaeus, V. Roytershteyn, H. Karimabadi, T. Parashar, P. Wu, and M. Shay, Intermittent Dissipation and Heating in 3D Kinetic Plasma Turbulence, Physical Review Letters 114, 175002 (2015).

[11] R. Bandyopadhyay, W. H. Matthaeus, T. N. Parashar, Y. Yang, A. Chasapis, B. L. Giles, D. J.

Gershman, C. J. Pollock, C. T. Russell, R. J. Strangeway, R. B. Torbert, T. E. Moore, and J. L. Burch, Statistics of Kinetic Dissipation in the Earth’s Magnetosheath: MMS Observations, Physical Review Letters 124, 255101 (2020), arXiv:2005.09232 [physics.plasm-ph].

[12] C. H. K. Chen, K. G. Klein, and G. G. Howes, Evidence for electron Landau damping in space plasma turbulence, Nature Communications 10, 740 (2019), arXiv:1902.05785 [physics.space-ph].

[13] D. Verscharen, K. G. Klein, and B. A. Maruca, The multi-scale nature of the solar wind, Living Reviews in Solar Physics 16, 5 (2019), arXiv:1902.03448 [physics.space-ph].

[14] W. H. Matthaeus, S. Oughton, K. T. Osman, S. Servidio, M. Wan, S. P. Gary,

M. A. Shay, F. Valentini, V. Roytershteyn, H. Karimabadi, and S. C. Chapman, Nonlinear and Linear Timescales near Kinetic Scales in Solar Wind Turbulence, Astrophysical Journal 790, 155 (2014), arXiv:1404.6569 [physics.space-ph].

[15] K. Sekimoto, Stochastic Energetics, Vol. 799 (2010).

[16] D. Faranda, Y. Sato, B. Saint-Michel, C. Wiertel, V. Padilla, B. Dubrulle, and F. Daviaud, Stochastic Chaos in a Turbulent Swirling Flow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 014502 (2017), arXiv:1607.08409 [physics.flu-dyn].

[17] B. Dubrulle, Beyond Kolmogorov cascades, Journal of Fluid Mechanics 867, P1 (2019). [18] T. Alberti, F. Daviaud, R. V. Donner, B. Dubrulle, D. Faranda, and V. Lucarini, Chameleon attractors in turbulent flows, Chaos Solitons and Fractals 168, 113195 (2023).

[19] R. Friedrich and J. Peinke, Description of a Turbulent Cascade by a Fokker-Planck Equation, Physical Review Letters 78, 863 (1997).

[20] J. Davoudi and M. R. Rahimi Tabar, Theoretical Model for the Kramers- Moyal Description of Turbulence Cascades, Physical Review Letters 82, 1680 (1999), arXiv:cond-mat/9907063 [cond-mat].

[21] C. Renner, J. Peinke, and R. Friedrich, Evidence of markov properties of high frequency exchange rate data, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 298, 499 (2001).

[22] P. Milan, M. Wächter, and J. Peinke, Turbulent Character of Wind Energy, Physical Review Letters 110, 138701 (2013).

[23] D. Nickelsen and A. Engel, Probing Small-Scale Intermittency with a Fluctuation Theorem, Physical Review Letters 110, 214501 (2013), arXiv:1212.3476 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[24] A. Fuchs, C. Herbert, J. Rolland, M. Wächter, F. Bouchet, and J. Peinke, Instantons and the Path to Intermittency in Turbulent Flows, Physical Review Letters 129, 034502 (2022), arXiv:2106.08790 [physics.flu-dyn].

[25] M. Strumik and W. M. Macek, Testing for markovian character and modeling of intermittency in solar wind turbulence, Physical Review E 78, 026414 (2008).

[26] S. Benella, M. Stumpo, G. Consolini, T. Alberti, V. Carbone, and M. Laurenza, Markovian Features of the Solar Wind at Subproton Scales, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 928, L21 (2022), arXiv:2201.04864 [physics.space-ph].

[27] S. Benella, M. Stumpo, G. Consolini, T. Alberti, M. Laurenza, and E. Yordanova, Kramers-Moyal analysis of interplanetary magnetic field fluctuations at sub-ion scales, Rendiconti Lincei. Scienze Fisiche e Naturali 10.1007/s12210-022-01108-2 (2022), arXiv:2206.11498 [physics.space-ph].

[28] W. M. Macek, D. Wójcik, and J. L. Burch, Magnetospheric multiscale observations of markov

turbulence on kinetic scales, The Astrophysical Journal 943, 152 (2023).

[29] K. Kiyani, S. Chapman, Y. V. Khotyaintsev, M. Dunlop, and F. Sahraoui, Global scaleinvariant dissipation in collisionless plasma turbulence, Physical Review Letters 103, 075006 (2009).

[30] K. T. Osman, K. H. Kiyani, W. H. Matthaeus, B. Hnat, S. C. Chapman, and Y. V.

Khotyaintsev, Multi-spacecraft Measurement of Turbulence within a Magnetic Reconnection Jet, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 815, L24 (2015), arXiv:1508.04179 [physics.space-ph].

[31] U. Frisch, Turbulence. The legacy of A.N. Kolmogorov (1995).

[32] G. H. Hardy, Weierstrass’s non-differentiable function, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 17, 301 (1916). [33] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics: Course of Theoretical Physics, Vol. 6 (Elsevier, 2013).

[34] P. Flandrin, On the spectrum of fractional brownian motions, IEEE Transactions on information theory 35, 197 (1989).

[35] R. Benzi, S. Ciliberto, R. Tripiccione, C. Baudet, F. Massaioli, and S. Succi, Extended selfsimilarity in turbulent flows, Physical Review E 48, R29 (1993).

[36] C. Renner, J. Peinke, and R. Friedrich, Experimental indications for markov properties of

small-scale turbulence, Journal of Fluid Mechanics 433, 383 (2001).

[37] A. Arnèodo, R. Benzi, J. Berg, L. Biferale, E. Bodenschatz, A. Busse, E. Calzavarini,

B. Castaing, M. Cencini, L. Chevillard, R. T. Fisher, R. Grauer, H. Homann, D. Lamb, A. S. Lanotte, E. Lévèque, B. Lüthi, J. Mann, N. Mordant, W. C. Müller, S. Ott, N. T. Ouellette, J. F. Pinton, S. B. Pope, S. G. Roux, F. Toschi, H. Xu, and P. K. Yeung, Universal Intermittent Properties of Particle Trajectories in Highly Turbulent Flows, Physical Review Letters 100, 254504 (2008), arXiv:0802.3776 [nlin.CD].

[38] N. Reinke, A. Fuchs, D. Nickelsen, and J. Peinke, On universal features of the turbulent cascade

in terms of non-equilibrium thermodynamics, Journal of Fluid Mechanics 848, 117 (2018), arXiv:1702.03679 [physics.flu-dyn].

[39] H. Risken, The Fokker-Planck Equation (Springer, 1996) pp. 63–95.

[40] R. Chhiber, W. H. Matthaeus, T. A. Bowen, and S. D. Bale, Subproton-scale intermittency in near-sun solar wind turbulence observed by the parker solar probe, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 911, L7 (2021).

[41] T. Alberti, G. Consolini, V. Carbone, E. Yordanova, M. Marcucci, and P. De Michelis, Multifractal and Chaotic Properties of Solar Wind at MHD and Kinetic Domains: An Empirical Mode Decomposition Approach, Entropy 21, 320 (2019).

[42] O. Pezzi, D. Perrone, S. Servidio, F. Valentini, L. Sorriso-Valvo, and P. Veltri, Proton- Proton Collisions in the Turbulent Solar Wind: Hybrid Boltzmann-Maxwell Simulations, The Astrophysical Journal 887, 208 (2019), arXiv:1903.03398 [physics.plasm-ph].

[43] O. Pezzi, H. Liang, J. L. Juno, P. A. Cassak, C. L. Vásconez, L. Sorriso-Valvo, D. Perrone, S. Servidio, V. Roytershteyn, J. M. Ten- Barge, and W. H. Matthaeus, Dissipation measures in weakly collisional plasmas, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 505, 4857 (2021), arXiv:2101.00722 [physics.plasm-ph].

[44] S. Servidio, F. Valentini, D. Perrone, A. Greco, F. Califano, W. H. Matthaeus, and P. Veltri, A kinetic model of plasma turbulence, Journal of Plasma Physics 81, 325810107 (2015).

[45] S. S. Cerri, S. Servidio, and F. Califano, Kinetic cascade in solar-wind turbulence: 3d3v hybrid-kinetic simulations with electron inertia, The Astrophysical Journal 846, L18 (2017).

[46] L. Franci, S. Landi, A. Verdini, L. Matteini, and P. Hellinger, Solar wind turbulent cascade from MHD to sub-ion scales: Large-size 3d hybrid particle-in-cell simulations, The Astrophysical Journal 853, 26 (2018).

[47] E. Leonardis, L. Sorriso-Valvo, F. Valentini, S. Servidio, F. Carbone, and P. Veltri, Multifractal scaling and intermittency in hybrid Vlasov-Maxwell simulations of plasma turbulence, Physics of Plasmas 23, 022307 (2016).

[48] Y. Narita, K. H. Glassmeier, U. Motschmann, and M. Wilczek, Doppler shift and broadening in solar wind turbulence, Earth, Planets and Space 65, e5 (2013).

[49] R. Chhiber, A. V. Usmanov, W. H. Matthaeus, T. N. Parashar, and M. L.

Goldstein, Contextual Predictions for Parker Solar Probe. II. Turbulence Properties and Taylor Hypothesis, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 242, 12 (2019), arXiv:1902.03340 [astro-ph.SR].

[50] J. V. Shebalin, W. H. Matthaeus, and D. Montgomery, Anisotropy in mhd turbulence due to a mean magnetic field, Journal of Plasma Physics 29, 525–547 (1983).

[51] W. H. Matthaeus, S. Ghosh, S. Oughton, and D. A. Roberts, Anisotropic three-dimensional mhd turbulence, Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics 101, 7619 (1996).

[52] M. K. Verma, Statistical theory of magnetohydrodynamic turbulence: recent results, Physics Reports 401, 229 (2004), arXiv:nlin/0404043 [nlin.CD].

[53] W. H. Matthaeus, S. Servidio, P. Dmitruk, V. Carbone, S. Oughton, M. Wan, and K. T. Osman, Local Anisotropy, Higher Order Statistics, and Turbulence Spectra, The Astrophysical Journal 750, 103 (2012), arXiv:1201.4127 [physics.space-ph].

[54] F. Sahraoui, S. Y. Huang, G. Belmont, M. L. Goldstein, A. Rétino, P. Robert, and J. De Patoul, Scaling of the Electron Dissipation Range of Solar Wind Turbulence, The Astrophysical Journal 777, 15 (2013), arXiv:1303.7394 [astro-ph.SR].

[55] V. Carbone, D. Telloni, F. Lepreti, and A. Vecchio, High-frequency Magnetic Fluctuations in Space Plasmas and the Role of Electron Landau Damping, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 924, L26 (2022).

[56] F. Nguyen, J.-P. Laval, and B. Dubrulle, Characterizing most irregular small-scale structures in turbulence using local hölder exponents, Phys. Rev. E 102, 063105 (2020).

[57] C. W. Gardiner et al., Handbook of stochastic methods, Vol. 3 (springer Berlin, 1985). [58] N. G. van Kampen, Stochastic Processes in Physics and Chemistry (1992).