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The relation between the mean-square fluctuations of magneto-static and dynamic pressures
is derived for a turbulent fluid of ideal conductivity in an exterior magnetic field.

In turbulent fluids, stochastic magnetic fields
are generated by self-excitation, if the kinematic
viscosity is larger than the magnetic viscosity. ™2
Another possibility is the induction of a random
magnetic field by velocity fluctuations transverse
to an exterior magnetic field. The latter phenom-
enon is evidently not dependent on the self-exci-
tation process. In the following, the stationary
equilibrium between magneto-static and dynamic
turbulent pressures is analyzed for an ideally con-
ducting fluid in an exterior magnetic field.

Within the frame of the magnetohydrodynamic
approximation, the equation of motion of a unit
fluid element in a magnetic field is®

9 > = B-B 1 > -
p(—a?V+V-VV>= <P+ o >+EB'VB, (1)

where v-V=0 . (2)

The motion of a conducting fluid across an exterior
magnetic field induces an interior magnetic field
such that the resulting total magnetic field moves
with the fluid (“frozen-in field”). The correspond-
ing induction equation is®

8_t B=vx(VxB) , (3)

where V-B=0 . (4)

A component of any physical variable ¢(%, #) is
composed of its spatial average {g(¥, ¢)) and its
nonlinear fluctuation §(¥, ¢):
qF, D ={q(F, 1) +3F, 1) ,
(5)
(qF, ) = lim = fffq(r+r* tdT*
R ind 00

The fluid considered is assumed to be at rest,

J

In order to eliminate the time derivative, Eq. (1) is substituted into Eq. (2).

eration of Eqs. (6) and (7),
-V2(B4B,-B/u)=v-(pV-vV-By VB/u) .

[ =

stationary, and homogeneous in the mean, and
exposed to a constant exterior magnetic field. Ac-
cordingly,

(=0, (B)=B, (P -P,
(6)

Pr=p, (W=p.

Let the exterior magnetic field be applied in the y
direction and its intensity be large compared to the
amplitude of the stochastic magnetic field (e.g. ,
B, intensities of the order of 1 Tesla):

go:(o’Bm O)a (EOI > léﬁ:? t)" (7)

The turbulent fluid motion is nonhomogeneous
and, in general, also nonisotropic. An approprlate
collectlve of such turbulent fluid motions V={V,,
Vy, V,} is represented by®

= Vx cosaxsinBysinyz ,
= IA/y sinax cosBy sinyz , (8)

~

= Vz sinax sinfy cosyz .

NQ‘ St R<‘

The wave vector of the turbulent velocity field is
k={a, 8,7}, Eq. (8). Thus, the space occupied by
the fluid is partitioned in elementary turbulence
cells of side lengths

lx =271/a, ly =271/B, lz =2n/y.

Because of the condition of 1ncompres51b1hty [Eq.
(2)], the amplitudes Vy, Vy, and V7 of thevelocity
fluctuations are related by

aV +BV +yV =0 . (9)
So one finds upon consid-

(10)
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The corresponding manipulation of Eqs. (3) and (4) leads to no contribution because v-B=0. Since

i <af/x>2 <at7y>2 <af/z>2 <af/y aflx af?'z af}y aﬁxaﬁz)
v vwW=\5-) %)\ N\ s e e e

- g - =
and V-(B,-VB)=B,* v(v:B)=0 ,
Eq. (10) yields, upon consideration of Eq. (9) and after some rearrangements,

-v2(p +§0 ‘B/p)=Lp(a Vx)z(cos2By cos2yz — cos2ax) +%p(ﬁl;y)2(cos2 yzcos2ax - cos2py)

+%p(7f/‘z)z(cos2ax cos2fy — cos2yz) . (11)

Equation (11) is of the form of the Poisson equation and has the formal solution

- =
5 By'B _ cos2By* cos2yz* — cos2ax* * Ank o
Pe=y p(a fff [(x_x*)2+(y_y*)2+(z_Z*)z]mdx dy*dz

2 cos2yz*cos2ax* — cos2By* o
P(BV )ff [(x_x*jy_*(y_y* 2+(Z— z*)z]l/zdx dy dz

2ax* cos2By* — cos2yz*

— V 2 COs. £ 3 * *

+3 P('}’ ) ff (= Py G —y*F1 (z= ¥ 7 dx*dy*dz* | (12)
D ﬁo'g 1 5o o L B oof B

hence Py TR pVx ey cos2By cos2yz — cos2ax |+ %5 pVy v cos2yzcos2ax — cosZBy)

oo

~ "/2
()4 2( cos2ax cos2By — cos2 >
+ i ax By Yz (13)

Squaring of Eq. (13) and subsequent averaging over an elementary turbulence cell results in the following
fundamental relation ((V 2)=4V2, i=x,y,2):

((13+§0'E/u)2>:,<2.%p2<‘72>2 o

for the magneto-static turbulent pressure, [{(P+B, 'E/ 1£)2]%2, and dynamic turbulent pressure 3p{(V2),
where

{V 4[ (62“2 )2] s [2+<7£-07>2]+ v [2+ <522/_:—Bz>2]}/(‘7x2+ f/y2+ A (15)

-

In the same approximation (] ﬁol > | Bl ), one finds from E = - V'x B, [Eq. (3)] the following relation:

(3eE 9 =0-40(V ) (16)

for the electric transverse turbulent pressure (4B _L2>’ and dynamic transverse turbulent pressure (%p%f),
where

=B2/2u/3pc? . (17)
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The function k =«k(a, 8,7) [Eq. (15)] depends only weakly on the form of the perturbation, i.e., on the
wave-vector components @, 8,and y. It can be shown?® that for any combination @, 8, and y
1<k<V2 . (18)
In particular, when the turbulence is confined to cubical partitions (free turbulence in unbounded space),
Egs. (9) and (15) give
k=3V2, a=B=v. (19)

According to Eqs. (1)-(4), the initial shape of the turbulent velocity fluctuations [Eq. (8)] is not con-
served as time progresses. Nevertheless, the basic result obtained in Eq. (14) evidently is valid for any
time under conditions of stationary turbulence. The reason for this is that « is practically independent of
the spatial structure of the turbulent fluctuations [Eq. (15)]. Thus, the general conclusion can be drawn
that a balance between the magneto-static and dynamic turbulent pressures prevails in a conducting fluid to
which a strong magnetic field is applied [Eq. (14)]. The associated electric turbulent pressure is small
compared to the dynamic turbulent pressure [Eq. (16)], since 6<< 1 [Eq. (17)].

In a nonconducting fluid, the turbulent velocity fluctuations do not interact with the magnetic field. In
this case, Eq. (14) reduces to an equilibrium relation between static and dynamic turbulent pressures,
which is in agreement with experimental observations on ordinary turbulent fluids, *°

B H12=Lkp(V?). (20)

The previous theories on self-excited stochastic magnetic fields in conducting fluids assume a balance be-
tween magnetic and dynamic turbulent pressures.!”® This assumption is obviously not quite correct, since
it implies vanishing of the dynamic turbulent pressure in the limit of a nonconducting fluid. !*

The investigation was sponsored by the U. S. Office of Naval Research under the auspices of J. A.
Satkowski.
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