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Abstract

We study large—scale dynamo action due to turbulence inrgsepce of a linear shear flow. Our treat-
ment is quasilinear and equivalent to the standard ‘firstiosdhoothing approximation’. However it is non
perturbative in the shear strength. We first derive an iotedjfferential equation for the evolution of the
mean magnetic field, by systematic use of the shearing cmrdiransformation and the Galilean invari-
ance of the linear shear flow. We show that, for non helic&iuience, the time evolution of the cross—shear
components of the mean field do not depend on any other comfsoaercepting themselves; this is valid
for any Galilean—invariant velocity field, independenttsfdynamics. Hence, to all orders in the shear pa-
rameter, there is no shear—current type effect for nondielicbulence in a linear shear flow, in quasilinear
theory in the limit of zero resistivity. We then develop ateysatic approximation of the integro—differential
equation for the case when the mean magnetic field variedystawnpared to the turbulence correlation
time. For non-helical turbulence, the resulting partidfiedential equations can again be solved by making
a shearing coordinate transformation in Fourier space. ré&sgting solutions are in the form of shearing
waves, labeled by the wavenumber in the sheared coordingttese shearing waves can grow at early and

intermediate times but are expected to decay in the longltimte
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I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of large—scale magnetic fields in astrophysigateans from stars to galaxies is
an issue of considerable interest. The standard paradigmives dynamo amplification of seed
magnetic fields due to turbulent flows which have helicity bamed with shear. Shear flows and
turbulence are ubiquitous in astrophysical systems afthdbe turbulence in general may not
be helical. However the presence of shear by itself may opgnpathways to the operation of
large—scale dynamos, even if the turbulence lacks a cohleeéaity [1-5]. The evidence for such
large—scale dynamo action under the combined action of rtoah turbulence and background
shear flow comes mainly from several direct numerical sitmia [1,/2]. How such a dynamo
works is not yet clear. One possibility is the shear—curedfgct [4], in which extra components
of the mean electromotive force (EMF) arise due to shearchvbouple components of the mean
magnetic field parallel and perpendicular to the shear floawétver there is no convergence yet
on whether the sign of the relevant coupling term is such agbtain a dynamo; some analytic
calculations![6, 7] and numerical experiments [1] find theg sign of the shear—current term is
unfavorable for dynamo action.

In an earlier paper [8] (Paper 1), we had outlined briefly asijugear theory of dynamo action
in a linear shear flow of an incompressible fluid which has camdelocity fluctuations due either
to freely decaying turbulence or generated through extéonging. Our analysis did not put any
restrictions on the strength of the shear, unlike earliahdit work which treated shear as a small
perturbation. We arrived at an integro—differential egurafor the evolution of the mean magnetic
field and argued that the shear-current assisted dynameastely absent in quasilinear theory
in the limit of zero resistivity. In the present paper we giketailed derivations of the main results
of Paper |. We also extend our work further by deriving deigial equations for the mean field,
in the limit when the correlation time of the turbulence isanismaller than the time-scale over
which the mean field varies. This allows us to solve for the migald evolution in terms of
the velocity correlation functions. We can draw some gdraaclusions on the shear dynamo
independent of the exact velocity dynamics. In particulamate that the shear dynamo can lead
to transient growth of large-scale fields in the form of shrepwaves, but these waves ultimately
decay, even in the absence of microscopic diffusion.

In the section Il we formulate the shear dynamo problem. @eoty is ‘local’ in character: In

the laboratory frame we consider a background shear flow etelecity is unidirectional (along



the X, axis) and varies linearly in an orthogonal direction (tkie axis). Section Il outlines a
guasilinear theory of the shear dynamo. Systematic useea$hlibaring transformation allows us
to develop a theory that is non perturbative in the strengtth@® background shear. However,
we ignore the complications associated with nonlinearautsons, hence magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) turbulence and the small-scale dynamo; so our theoguasilinear in nature, equivalent
to the “first order smoothing approximation’ (FOSA) [9, 10The linear shear flow has a basic
symmetry relating to measurements made by a special sueskbbservers, who may be called
comoving observers. This symmetry is the invariance of tngagons with respect to a group
of transformations that is a subgroup of the full Galileaougr. It may be referred to as ‘shear—
restricted Galilean invariance’, or Galilean invarian@d)( It should be noted that the laboratory
frame and its set of comoving observers need not be ineraahds; in fact one of the main
applications of Gl is to thshearing sheethich is a rotating frame. We introduce and explore
the consequences of Gl velocity fluctuations in section D¢iBvelocity fluctuations are not only
compatible with the underlying symmetry of the problem, ety are expected to arise naturally.
This has profound consequences for dynamo action, becaesensport coefficients that define
the mean EMF become spatially homogeneous in spite of ther $losv. The derivation of an
integro-differential equation for the mean magnetic fisldiven in section V. We discuss a number
of ways of approximating this equation in section VI, fonglp varying mean fields, all of which
lead to the same set of partial differential equations ferrttean-field. The mean field dynamics
is further studied in section VII, and section VIl preseatdiscussion of the main results and the

conclusions.

IIl. THE SHEAR DYNAMO PROBLEM

Let (ey, es, e3) be the unit vectors of a Cartesian coordinate system in thardaory frame,
X = (Xj, Xy, X3) the position vector, andthe time. The fluid velocity is given bf-2AX; e, +
v), whereA is the shear parameter (Oort’s first constant) acX , 7) is a randomly fluctuating

velocity field. The total magnetic field3’ (X, 7), obeys the induction equation:

0 0 / / _ / 2 o/
(E - 2AX18—X2)B + 24Ble; = VX (vxB') + nV’B (1)

Theshear dynamo problemay be stated as follows: given some statistics of veloaittdiations,



what can be said about the magnetic field? More specific quesstnay be posed: does the
combined action of the background shear and random vededitiad to the growth of a large—
scale component of the magnetic field (i.etuebulent dynamy® In particular, is there turbulent
dynamo action when the velocity fluctuations possess misgonmetry (i.e. when the velocity
fluctuations areon helica)?

A common approach to the problem is through the theomedn—field electrodynamicsere,
the action of zero—mean velocity fluctuatios = 0) on some seed magnetic field is assumed

to produce a total magnetic field with a well-defimadan—field B) and afluctuating—field b):

B =B+b, (B)=B, (b=0 )

where( ) denotes ensemble averaging in the sense of Reynolds. ApgfReynolds averaging to
the induction equatio{1), we obtain the following equasigoverning the dynamics of the mean

and fluctuating magnetic fields:

) ) ,

9] s, 5
(5 — 2AX18—X2)b + 2Abhe; = VX (vXB) + VX (vxb—&) + nV-b

(4)

where€ = (v xb) is the mean EMF. The first step toward solving the problem rsaloulate€
and obtain a closed equation for the mean—fi@dX , 7). In the general case, it is necessary to

specify the dynamics af which could be influenced by Lorentz forces due to bBtlandb.

. QUASILINEAR THEORY

To calculate the mean EMF we make some simplifying assumgtid/e first make thquasi-
linear approximation in solving equatiohl(4) férby dropping terms that that are quadratic in the
fluctuations. Note that the dynamicsw®is not prescribed; it does not imply absence of velocity
dynamics. For instance, the fluid can be acted upon by Lofentes due to the magnetic field,
Coriolis force as in the case of tlsbearing sheebr buoyancy in a convective flow. In this paper

we will not specify any particular dynamics for the veloditgid. We also drop the resistive term
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in the interests of simplicity of presentation. Settipng- 0 may seem like a drastic step, but we
would like to assure the reader that the theory can be rewdariibout this limitation and that our
main conclusions carry through, even fpg£ 0. In particular we recover the results of this paper
in the limitn» — 0. We note that the limity — 0 is also compatible with the physical situation
in which the correlation times are small compared to the @ddy-over timescale; so our theory
is applicable when the ‘first—order—smoothing—approxiomt{FOSA) is valid. The fluctuating
velocity field is assumed be incompressip¥- v = 0). This restriction is not crucial and may
be lifted without much difficulty.

The quasilinear approximation is equivalent to neglecthng effects of magnetohydrodynamic
turbulence and small-scale dynamo action, for the detextioim of £. With these assumptions,

the equation fob we will solve is

0 0
(E — 2AX18—AXV2) b + 2Ab1€2 = VX (’UXB)

= (B-V)v — (v-V)B (5)

A. The shearing coordinate transformation

Equation[(b) is inhomogeneous in the coordin&te It is convenient to exchange spatial inho-
mogeneity for temporal inhomogeneity, so we get rid of {Red/0.X,) term through a shearing

transformation to new spacetime variables:

.’171:X1, I2:X2+2ATX1, .’173:X3, t=r71 (6)

Then partial derivatives transform as

P 9 9 9 o 8 8 9 9
ox, o T A%, T on ax, om o _a PMug, O

We also define new variables, which are component—wise éqtia old variables:

H(z,t) = B(X,71), h(xz,t) = b(X,7), u(z,t) = v(X,7) (8)

It is important to note that, just like the old variables, thew variables are expanded in the

fixed Cartesian basis of the laboratory franfeor example H = H,e, + Hses + Hzes, where
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H;(x,t) = B;(X,7), and similarly for the other variables. In the new variableguation [(b)

becomes,

oh 0 0 0 0

Equation[(9) forh(x,t) does not contain spatial derivativestafso it can be integrated directly.
We are interested in the particular solution which vanisites= 0. The solutions foh, (x, t) and

hs(x,t) are:
¢ t
= / dt' uyy [H] + 2A1 6, H]) — / dit’ [uj + 2At'6u7] Hy, (10)
0 0

. ¢
hy = / dt' uy [H] + 2At' 0, Hy] — / dt’ Juj + 2At'0pu)] Hy (11)
0 0

where primes denote evaluation at spacetime pint’). We have also used notation, =
(8um/8a:l) andel = (8Hm/8xl)

The equation foh,(x, t) involvesh, (x, t); the solution is

t t t
hy — / dt by [H + 2A¢ S Hl] — / A [u] + 24t Sl H}y, — 24 / W (12)
0 0 0

We need to evaluate the integral

t t t t t/
/ dt' b, = / dt’ / dt” uy, [H{'+2At”512Hf} - / dt’ / dt’ [u2/+2Atuélguﬂ Hy,
0 0 0 0 0
(13)
where the double—primes denote evaluation at spacetinmé (@git” ). We now note that, for any

function f(x, t), the double—time integral

t t t t t
/dt’/ dt’ f(z,t") = / dt”f(m,t”)/ dt' = / dt" (t—t") f(x,t")
0 0 0 " 0

= /Ot dt’ (t —t") f(z,t)

reduces to a single—time integral, where in the last equait have merely replaced the dummy

integration variable” by ¢'. Then



t t t
/dt’h’1 = / dt’ (t — t")yul, [H] + 2At' 60 H;| — / dt' (t —t') [u; + 2At 0u’| Hy,  (14)
0 0 0

can be used in equation (12) to get an explicit solution/fgee, ¢). Combining equations$ (10),

(A1) and [IR) we can writk(x, ¢) in component form as

t
ho(x,t) = / dt' [ul,, — 2A(t —t)ome uy)) [H + 2At'6, Hy]
0

t
_ / dt Tul + 2485l [H, — 2A(t — )50 H. | (15)
0

B. The mean EMF

The expression in equatidn (15) fhrshould be substituted i = (v xb) = (uxh). Follow-
ing standard procedure, we allgw) to act only on the velocity variables but not the mean field,;
symbolically, it is assumed thauuH) = (uu) H. Interchanging the dummy indicés m) in

the last term of equation (1L5), the mean EMF is given in conepbform as

El(w,t) = €ijm <U]hm>

= / dt’ ozll @, 1) — 2A(t —t)Bulw, t,t')| [H] + 246, H!)
0

/ dt’ [Dimi(x, t, 1) + 2A 02 iy (2, ¢, t)] [H),, — 2A(t —t")0i2 Hy,,]
0
(16)

where theransport coefficientg @, 3, 1), are defined in terms of thewu velocity correlators by

ail(watat,) = €ijm (u](a:,t) uml(mvt/»
B\il(wa tt') = eijo(uj(x,t) uy(x,t'))
Nimi(x, 1, ) = €1 (uj(@, 1) up (2, 1)) (17)
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To obtain more specific expressions for the transport coexfiis, we need to provide information
on theuw velocity correlators. However, it is physically more trpasent to consider velocity
statistics in terms obv velocity correlators, because this is referred to the latooy frame instead

of the sheared coordinates. By definition (é¢gn. 8),

(@) = vp(X (2, 1), 1) (18)

where

X1 = I, X2 = .TQ—QAt.Tl, Xg = I3, T =1 (19)

is the inverse of the shearing transformation given in éqod@). Using

0 0 0
— = — — 2A701 =—— 2
8xl 8Xl T5l1 8X2 ( O)

the velocity gradient,,,; can be written as

0 0
Uml = (8—)(1 — 2147'511 8—)(2) Um = Uml — 2147—511 Um2 (21)

wherev,,, = (0v,,/0X;). Then the transport coefficients are given in terms ofuhevelocity

correlators by

an(z, t,t") = €ym [(0;( X, ) vy (X' 1)) — 248 01 (0j( X, 1) V2 (X', 1))
@l(w,t,t’) = o [(;( X, t) vy (X' ) — 24t 61 (v (X, t) via( X', 1))
Nt (2, 1,17) = €40 (v;(X, 1) v (X', 1)) (22)
whereX and X' are shorthand for
X = (wy,m9 — 2Atxy ,23) , X' = (w1,79 — 2AU 7y, 13) (23)

Equation[(IB), together with (1L7) dr(22), gives the mean EMgeneral form.X and X' can
be thought of as the coordinates of the origin, at timesdt’ respectively, of an observeomoving
with the background shear flow. Therefore the transportficbexits depend only on the velocity
correlators measured by such an observer at the origin @edoedinate system. This fact will have

profound consequences for dynamo action, when we considiew&iant velocity correlators in
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the next section. Before discussing the Galilean invagasfdhe linear shear flow, we derive the

form of the mean EMF for a special case, when the velocity feefdelta—correlated—in—time”.

C. delta—correlated—in—time velocity correlator

Although somewhat artificial, it is not uncommon to study agro action due to velocity fields
whose correlation times are supposed so small that the wuat-gorrelator taken between space-

time points(R, ) and(R/', 7’) is assumed to be

(v;(R,T)v;(R, 7)) = 6(r—7)T;;(R,R,7) (24)

Incompressiblility implies that

oTy; oT;;
OR; 0; 8R} 0 (25)
We define
aT.,
Tij(R,7) = ( - ) (26)
’ OR] ) R-R

The delta—function ensures th&t and X’ defined in equatioi(23) are equal to each other. Then

the velocity correlators

<Ui<X7 t) Uj(le t/)> = 5(t - t/) Tij(X7 X, t)
(i(X, 1) vp( X 1)) = 6(t =) Tijn( X, 1) (27)

Substitute equation (27) in equatidni22) for the transpoefficients;

Aa(x, t, 1) = 0(t — 1) €ijom [Tjmi — 2At 51 Tjpo]
B@l(w,t,t/) = 0t —t) ey [Tju — 2At 0, Tjrol
Dt (2, 1,8) = 6(t — 1) €1 Tjm (28)

and use these expressions in equafioh (16). The deltaidareisures that the integrals over time

can all be performed explicitly, so the mean EMF is
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Ei = €ijm [ Tjmu — 2400 Tjo| [Hy + 2At 01 H1] — €51 [Tjm + 2At6me Tj1) Hie  (29)

It is useful to write the EMF in terms of the original variablend laboratory frame coordinates.

To this end we transform

o 0
Hy, = <@ — 2A7 0 8—)(2) By = B — 2AT 6y Bz (30)

whereB,,, = (0B,/0X,,). Then the explicit dependence &fon the shear parametdrcancels

out, and the mean EMF assumes the simple form,

gi = €ijm Eml Bl — €l Em Blm (31)

which is identical to the familiar expression in the absen€®ackground shearTherefore we
conclude that, to obtain non trivial effects due to the sHieav, it is necessary to consider velocity
correlators with non zero correlation times. Hencefortrstvall consider the general case of finite

velocity correlation times.

IV. GALILEAN INVARIANCE

The linear shear flow has a basic symmetry relating to measnts made by a special subset
of all observers. We define a comoving observer as one whadseityawith respect to the labora-
tory frame is equal to the velocity of the background sheay,famd whose Cartesian coordinate
axes are aligned with those of the laboratory frame. A compwbserver can be labeled by the
coordinatesg = (&1, &2, &3) with respect to the laboratory frame, of her origin at time= 0.
Different labels identify different comoving observersiarice versa. As the labels run over all
possible values, they exhaust the set of all comoving oles&rl he origin of the coordinate axes
of a comoving observer translates with uniform velocitg;pbsition with respect to the origin of

the laboratory frame is given by

X (1) = (&,& — 24716, 63) (32)

An event with spacetime coordinatéX', 7) in the laboratory frame has spacetime coordinates

(X ,7) with respect to the comoving observer, given by

X =X - X. 1), T =T—19 (33)
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where the arbitrary constanf allows for translation in time as well.
Let |B'(X,7),B(X,7),b(X,7) ,13(5(,%)] denote the total, the mean, the fluctuating mag-
netic fields and the fluctuating velocity field, respectiyaly measured by the comoving observer.

These are all equal to the respective quantities measutbd laboratory frame:

B'(X,7),B(X,7),b(X,7),9(X,7)| = [B(X,7),B(X,7),b(X,7),v(X,7)] (34)
That this must be true may be understood as follows. Magrfegids are invariant un-
der non-relativistic boosts, so the total, mean and fluictgamagnetic fields must be the
same in both frames. To see that the fluctuating velocity dieldist be the same, we note
that the total fluid velocity measured by the comoving obserg, by definition, equal to
(—QAXlez + @(X,%)). This must be equal to the difference between the velocithénlab-
oratory frame,(—2AX e, +v(X, 7)), and(—2A¢& ez), which is the velocity of the comoving
observer with respect to the laboratory frame. Ustheg- X —¢;, we see thab (X, 7) = v(X, 7).

The Galilean coordinate transformatiogiven in equation(33) implies that partial derivatives
are related through

0 0 0 0 0

X~ ox’  or o T HNGR (35)

Note that the combinatiof®/0r — 24X,0/0X,) = (6/8% — 2AX16/8X2) is invariant in form.
The other partial derivatives occurring in equatidds (3),and [(4) are spatial derivatives which,
by the second of equatiorls {35), are the same in both framlestefore equation§](1),/(3) and
(@) are invariant under the simultaneous transformationsngin equations[(33) and_(84). We
note that this symmetry property is actually invariancearma subset of the full ten—parameter
Galilean group, parametrized by the five quantities &., &, 70, A); for brevity we will refer to
this restricted symmetry as Galilean invariance, or singuly

There is a fundamental difference between the coordinatestormations associated with
Galilean invariance (equatidnI33) and the shearing tramsfton (equatiofnl6). The former re-
lates different comoving observers, whereas the lattardes a time—dependent distortion of the
coordinates axes of one observer. Comparing equdtidn (86)(#), we note that the relation-
ship between old and new variables is homogeneous for thke@atransformation, whereas it is

inhomogeneous for the shearing transformation.
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It is important to note that the laboratory frame and its $&toonoving observers need not be
inertial frames. Indeed, one of the main applications oftbeory is to theshearing sheeathich
is a rotating frame providing a local description of a diffietially rotating disc; in addition to
other forces, the velocity field is affected by the Coriobsce. The only requirement is that the

magnetic field satisfies the induction equation (1).

A. Galilean—invariant velocity correlators

Naturally occurring velocity fields are Galilean—invatiagand this has a strong impact on the
velocity statistics. We consider the-point velocity correlator measured by the observer indbe |
oratory frame. Let this observer correlate at spacetime locatiofR,, 7 ), with v;, at spacetime
location (R, 7»), and so on upte;, at spacetime locatiofiR,,, 7,,). Now consider a comoving
observer, the position vector of whose origin is given¥y(7) of equation[(3R). An identical ex-
periment performed by this observer must yield the samdtseglie measurements now made at
the spacetime points denoted @, + X .(71),71) ; (Ro + X (72),72) ;... ; (R + X o(T0), Tn)-

If the velocity statistics is Gl, the—point velocity correlator must satisfy the condition

(Vj, (R1,711) .. 0, (R, 7)) = (v, (R + Xce(m), 1) ... 0, (R + X (1), 7)) (36)

forall (Ry,...R,;7,...7,;&). In quasilinear theory we require only the two—point vetpci

correlators, for which

(vi(R,7)v;(R, 7)) = (ui(R+ X(7),7) v;(R + X(7'), 7)) (37)

for all (R, R',7,7',£). We also need to work out the correlation between velocéies their

gradients:

<Ui(R> T) Ujl(Rla Tl)) = apr <Ui(Rv 7_) Uj(Rlv 7_/)>

= — <1}Z~(R+ XC(T),T) Uj(R/ + Xc(T/)aT/)>

= (u(R+ X.(7),7)vu(R + X.(7), 7)) (38)

12



If we now set

R = R, = 07 T = ta T/ = t/7 (£17£27€3) = (371,372,]73) (39)

we will have

X (1) = (21,19 — 2Atz1 , 23) | X (7)) = (1,19 — 2At 1, 73) (40)

Comparing equation_(40) with equatidn {23), we see Katr) and X .(v') are equal taX and
X', which are quantities that enter as arguments in the vglacitrelators of equation§ (22)
defining the transport coefficients. Hence, reading egnat{@7) and[(38) from right to left,

the velocity correlators,

<Ui<X7 t) Uj (le t/)> = <UZ'(07 t) Uj<07 t/)> = Rij (tv t/>
<Ui(X7 t) Ujl(le t/)> = <Ui(07 t) Ujl(oa t,)> = ijl(tv t/) (41)

are independent of space, and are given by the functi®pé;,, t') and S, (¢, t'). Symmetry and
incompressiblity imply thak;;(¢,t") = R;;(¢', t) andS;;;(¢,¢') = 0. Note that the turbulence will,
in general, be affected by the background shear and theityetmerelators will not be isotropic.

In particular,R;;(¢, ') will not be proportional to the unit tensay,,.

B. Galilean—invariant mean EMF

The transport coefficients are completely determined byfah@ of the velocity correlator.

Using equationd (41) in equations{22), we can see that the@dport coefficients,

Qu(t,t) = €ijm [Sjm(t, 1) — 2At 611 Sjma(t, t')]
Balt,t) = ejn[Siut,t) — 2At 6y St )]
Nimi(t, 1) = € Rim(t, 1) (42)

are independent of space. Galilean invariance is the fuedtahreason that the velocity corre-

lators, hence the transport coefficients, are independespace. The derivation given above is
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purely mathematical, relying on the basic freedom of chofggarameters made in equatign](39),
but we can also understand the results more physicXllgnd X', as given by equatiofi(23), can
be thought of as the location of the origin of a comoving obseat times: andt’, respectively.
Thus when the observer correlates velocitieXat X .(t) and X' = X .(¢'), it will be the same
as correlating the velocities at her origin, but at differe@mes. Then Gl implies that the velocity
correlators must be equal to those measurearycomoving observer at her origin at times
andt’. In particular, this must be true for the observer in the tabary frame, which explains
equations[(41), consequently equatidns (42).

We can derive an expression for the G—invariant mean EMF mgesquations[(42) for the

transport coefficients in equatidn (16). The integrandsbeasimplified as follows:

Qu(t, t") [H] + 2A 00 H{] = €ijm [Sjm(t,t') — 2At 011 Sjma(t, )] [H] + 2At 619 H{]
= eiijjml(tat/)Hl/
Bu(t,t') [H + 2At'6,H]] = €ij2 [Sju(t,t') — 2At 0py Sjia(t, )] [H] + 2At 610 HY )

= EijQSjll(ta t/)Hl,

[Tt (6, 8) + 2A8 62 iy (6, ) HY,, = €1 [Rjm (8, 8) + 2At 6,0 Rj1 (8, 1)] Hy,,
[Dima (6, 1) + 2A 8,02 M2 (t, 1) Hi,, = €ij2 00 [Rjm(t,t) + 2A¢0m9 R (¢, )] H,,
Define
Cim(t,t") = Sjm(t,t") — 2A(t — )02 Sju(t,t')
Dim(t,t) = Rjm(t,t') + 2A 69 Rj1(t, 1) (43)

The mean EMF can now be written compactly as

t t
Ei(x,t) = e,jm/ dt’ Cip(t, t")H] — / dt' [e;1 — 2A(t — t")one€ijo] Djm(t, t')H,, (44)
0 0

where ther dependence of comes about only through the mean fiel{x, ¢), and its spatial

gradients, because the G—invariant transport coefficemetgndependent af .
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V. MEAN-FIELD INDUCTION EQUATION

Applying the shearing transformation given in equatiagsaied [T) to the mean—field equa-

tion (3), we see that the mean—fieM,(x, t), obeys

0H;

where
0 0 0
= = — 2A — 46
V), 0X, oz, N t(spl&m (46)

It may be verified that equatioh (45) preserves the condRierHd = 0:

0H,
X,
We now use equations (44) and|46) to evall&te £.

V-H =

— H,, + 2AtH;, = 0 (47)

(VXE), = %y _ (i + 2At5p1i) &,

gy T i\ 012
p p
t
= €ipgCaim /0 dt' Cpu(t,t') [Hy, + 2At 6,1 Hj, |

t
_/ dt' Djm(t, t') [€ipg€qn — 2A(t — t/)(sll@pqeqﬂ] [Hl/mp + 2At 5p1HlIm2}
0

Expandinge;, eqim = (9ij Omp — dim J;,), the contribution from the' term is

t
(VxE)C = / 0t (Copt — Coul [Hly + 2A15, )] (48)
0

Evaluating theD term is a bit more involved. Again, we begin by expandinge,; =

(045 01p — 651 65,). Then we get

— 2A(t — t')6; [H}

1pm

+ 2At6,1 Hyy, | }

2m

t
(VxE)Y = /0 dt' Dy, { H},, + 2At6, H,

t
- / dt' Dy, [H),, + 2AY HY,,, ] (49)
0
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The second integral vanishes because the factpr imultiplying D;,,, is zero: to see this, dif-
ferentiate the divergence—free condition of equation (i) respect tor,,. Gathering together
equations[(48) and (49), we have

t
(VXE), = / 4 [Comi — Conat] [l + 2At5, Hly] +
0

t
+ / dt' D, {H;jm + 2At6;1 H}y,,, — 2A(t — )00 [H{jm
0

+ 2At5;,H1,,,] } (50)

Thus the mean field (x, t) satisfies the mean—field induction equation,

H; t
0

1jm + 2At6j1H{2m} } (51)

t
+ / dt' Dy { H},\, + 2At6;, Hly,, — 2A(E — /)65 [H]
0

Equation [(5]1) gives a closed set of integro—differentialatgpns governing the dynamics of

the mean—fieldH (x, t), valid for arbitrary values ofl. Some of its important properties are:

1. Only the part of”;,,,; (¢, ') that is antisymmetric in the indic€s m) contributes.

2. TheD,,,(t,t') terms are such thaVv x &), involves onlyH, for i = 1 andi = 3, whereas
(VxE), depends on botlt/, and H;. This means that the mean—field induction equa-
tions (51) determining the time evolution éf; (x,¢) and H3(x, t) are closed, whereas the
equation forH,(x,t) involves bothHy(x,t) and Hy(x,t). Thus Hy(x,t) (or Hs(x,1))
can be computed by using only the initial ddia(x,0) (or H3(x,0)). The equation for
H, involves bothH, and H;, and can then be solved. The implications for the origi-
nal field, B(X, 7), can be read off, because it is equalAb(x,t) component—-wise (i.e
B,(X,7) = H;(z,t)). Thus, theD,,,(t,t') terms do not couple eithds; or B; with any
other components, excepting themselves. In demonstrétisgwe have not assumed that
either the shear is small, or thBE(x, ¢) is such a slow function of time that it can be pulled

out the time integral in equation (50).

3. When the turbulence is non helicél,,,;(t,t') = 0, butD;,,(¢,t') # 0. In this case, there
is no shear—current type effect, in quasilinear theory aliimit of zero resistivity. This

result should be compared with earlier work discussed!i®[#,], where there is explicit
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coupling of B, and B, in the evolution equation foB;. A generalization of equation (b1)
to the case of non zero resistivity has been worked out in [t1$ interesting to note that
the corresponding generalization @f,,, that appears in this case need not vanish for non
helical turbulence. However, it is expected to vanish infdrenal limit of zero resistivity,

consistent with our result given above.

VI. THE INDUCTION EQUATION FOR A SLOWLY VARYING MEAN-FIELD
A. Mean EMF

The mean EMF given in equation_(44) idunctionalof H; and H;,,. When the mean—field
is slowly varying compared to velocity correlation timesg wxpect to be able to approximate
& as afunctionof H, and H,,,. In this case, the mean—field induction equation would reduc
to a set of coupled partial differential equations, insteithe more formidable set of coupled
integro—differential equations given by (45) and](50). &kd coordinates are useful — perhaps
indispensable — for calculations, but physical intergretais simplest in the laboratory frame.
Hence we derive an expression for the mean EMF in terms tgeativariables3, andB;,,,. The

result may be stated simply:

0B,
0Xm

E = au(t) Bi(X,T) — Niu(7)
ay(t) = eijm/ dr" [Cimu (T, ") + 2A(1 — 77)01 Clma (7, 7')]
0

t(7) = € /0 A [Ron(1.7) — 2A(r — 7)0ma 1 (7, 7)) (52)

which is derived below by two different methods.

1. Method I: use of a perturbative solution f&f (x,t’)

Consider the mean—field equatidn(45) wh#&rcan be considered small. We introduce an
ordering parameter < 1 and conside€ to beO(e). Then a perturbative solution of equatiénl(45)

inthen — 0 limitis
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Hi(x,t') = Hj(x,t) + 2A(t —t")oppHi(x,t) + O(e) (53)

We can also consider perturbative solutions with non zgtaut using them in equatioh_(44) for

&€ would not be correct, because equatibnl (44) was derivededittit » — 0. We now use

equation[(5B) in[(44):

t t
Ei(x,t) = H, eijm/ dt' Cim(t,t') + 2AH, eijm/ dt' (t — t')Cjma(t, t')
0 0

t
— Hip e / 4t Dy (1) + O(2) (54)
0

Transform to the original field variables, usiify = B; and H;,,, = By, — 2Atd,,1 Bj2, Which is
given in equation(30). Thé' terms remain unaltered and can be seen to combine to egsal

Work out theD term using the expression far;,,, given in equation(43):

t t
H;,, / dt' Djp = [Bim — 2At0,1 Bya)] / dt' [Rjm + 2A 0o Rj1]
0 0

t t
— B, / dt Ry — 2AB / dt’ (t —t')R;
0 0

Using the above result, and ignorinyc?) terms in equatior (34), we obtain the result stated in

equation[(BR).

2. Method II: Taylor expansion dB (X', 7/ = t)

This is the standard approach, although not as short as thegigan above. We express
H(z,t) = B(X',7 = t') and Taylor expandB inside the integral in equatio (44). As in
equation[(2B),

X = (x1,79 — 2Atxy , 13) ; X' = (1,19 — 2At 21, 23)

Writing X' = X + 2A(t — t')x, e, we Taylor—expand:
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Hl/ = Hl(w,t’) = Bl(Xl,t/) = Bl<X+2A(t—t/)ZC1€2,t/)

0B
= B(X,t) + 2A(t —t)x1Bp — (t_t')a_tl +o

We now use the mean—field induction equation (3) to eval(@ats/0t). As earlier we drop the

contributions from'V x £) and the term and get

0B,

W = 2145613[2 - 21451281 + ... (55)

Then

Hl/ = BI(X, t) —+ 2A(t — t/).I‘lBlQ — (t - t/) [214561812 - 214(5[281] + ...

= B; + 2A(t —t")0pB1 + ... (56)

Note that the inhomogeneous terms proportionattanutually cancel. It is clear, on physi-
cal grounds that they must, because the mean EMF given byieqyd4) is Gl, and any valid
approximation of a Gl expression must preserve this synymeitr particular, this implies that
transport coefficients cannot dependagn We now use equatiof (b6) inside the time integrals of
(44). B, = B(X,t) is a function of(x, t) and can be pulled out of the integrals oveiWork out

theC and D terms separately:

t
EC = eijm/ dt' Cjpu(t,t')VH]
0
t
. / 4 Cio [Bi + 2A(t — #)52B1]
0

t

= €ijm / dt' [Cim B + 2A(t — t')Cjpa B
0

= a; B

To calculate theD terms, we note thall;,, = (0H,/0x,,). Since the integral ovef is performed

at constante, the (0/90z,,) can be pulled out of the integral:

gL — 9

’ 0T,

t
/ dt/ [Eijl — 2A(t - t/)(sllq‘jz] Djm(t, t/>HlI
0
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Work out

[eijl - 2A(t - t')élleijg] Hl, = [eijl - 2A(t - t/)dlleijg] [Bl + 2A(t - t,)(slgBl]

= Eilel(X,t)
Then
B t
EP = —emL / dt' D, (t, 1)
0% Jo
The quantity
0B, 0 0
— = — — 24 — | B = By, — 2A B
8.Tm (8Xm t(smlaXQ) l im t(sml 2

can be regarded as a function(dX , ¢) (or equivalently(x, t)), and we are free to takeiitsidethe

t" integral. When this is done and the expressionfgy, given in equation(43) is used, we have

7

t
EP = —e / Q" (B — 2415, Bi) [Rim + 2416, ;1]
0

t
= _€ilelm / dt/ [ij — 2A(t - t’)éngﬂ]
0

= —Nimi Blm (57)

B. Calculation of V&

We need to calculat® x £ for the mean EMF of equation (52). Work out theandr terms

separately.
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(ng)? = e’ipqa’ilBlp = Blpeipqeqjm/ dT/ [ijl+2A(T—7,)5nC]‘m2]
0

= Blm / dT, [Ciml + 214(7’ — 7")5110%2]
0

— Blj / dr’ [Cju + QA(T — T/)5l10jz‘2]
0

= B, / dr' {Ciml - sz‘l + 214(7 - 7'/)5!1 [Cim2 - sz‘2]} (58)
0

Note that only the part of’;,,,; that is antisymmetric in the indic€s m) contributes.

(VX‘E)? = —€ipgNgmiBipm = Blpmeipqeqjl/ dr’ [Rj _2A(7_7/)5m2Rj1]
0

= Bz’jm / dT/ [R]m — 214(7' — T/)(szle] (59)
0

where we have useB; = V- B = 0. We note that equations_(58) and|(59) can also be derived
directly from the expression fd¥ x £, given in equation(30). This is an interesting exercise as
it allows us to formulate an alternate criteria on when thegral equation folB can be approxi-

mated by differential equations. We examine such an appraton further below.

C. Approximating the integral equation directly

It is convenient to work with the Fourier transform Bf(x, t):

H(k,t) = /d?’xH(m,t)eXp(—ik-m) (60)

We also define the vectdK (k,t) = (ki + 2At ky, ko, k3) and K? = |K|> = (ky + 2Atky)* +
k2 4+ k2: note thatK - X = k - . The magnetic field in the original variableB,( X, ), can

be recovered by using the shearing transformation, equép to write (x,t) in terms of the
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laboratory frame coordinatésX, 7):

B(X,7) = H(z,t) = /%I:I(k,t)exp(ik-w)

= / (;lj;];?) H(k,7)exp (iK (k, 1) X) (61)

From equation(51), the Fourier transformed induction égndecomes

H, 8 . t N 5
8{%2 + 2A6H, = —nK*H; + z/ dt' [Cimi — Coit] [Hl’km+2At5m1Hl’k2
0

t
- / At Dy { Wkl + 241051 Hl Kk |
0
t ~ ~
v / dt' D;, {2A(t — )5 [H;kjkm + 2At6]—1H{k2km] } (62)
0
Let us again simplify the integrals corresponding to héerm, say7’“ and D term, sayT”?,

separately. Using the definition & (k, ¢), theC term simplifies to

t

T = iK,(k,t) / dt' [Cimi — Crit) H] (63)
0

We now assume that the mean field is slowly varying comparedeaorrelation time-,. of the

turbulence and Taylor exparf?z]l(k, t') aboutt (this assumption can later be checked for its self-

consistency). We get

. . oH
H(k,t) = Hk,t) — (t—t’)a—tl T
] / 3 / 8I~{l ]
- [Hl(k,t)wA(t—t)(smHl} —(t—t) | S+ 240 | + .. (64)

where in the second line we have added and subtracted a&téfim- t’)élgﬁl. Substituting this

expansion in equatiofn (63), tlie-term becomes

)

t
T¢ = iK,(k, t)ﬁ[l/ dt' {Cimi — Crnit + 2A(t — )01 [Cimz — Criz] }
0

o, -
— K, (K, t) 8—tl + 2401, / dt'(t — 1) [Cimt — Crid] (65)
0
Now consider theD-terms. Again using the definition ok (k,t) and D;,,, = Rj, +
2At'5,,2R;1, we can simplify this to
t
TP = —Kij/ dt' [H] — 2A(t — )0 H})[Rjm — 2A(t — t')0maRj1] (66)
0
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Again assume that the mean field is slowly varying compareithéocorrelation timer, of the

turbulence and Taylor exparid (k, t') aboutt. To first order in(t — t'), we have

. . . H. .
[H —2A(t —t)0,H]] = H; — (t—1) 66; +2A6pH | + ...
Substituting this expansion in equatién](66) gives
t
TP = K Knf, / 0t [y — 2A(t ~ )62 Ry
0
aﬁl e t / / /
0

The expressions fdfl“ and 7" given in equationg(65) an@ (67) can be simplified. In both
equations, the second terms are proportional to the LHSeafidtuction equationi (62). As before
we ignore microscopic diffusion and write

o,
ot
Then equations (65) and (67) can be written as,

—+ 214(5@2]?1 ~ Tic + ED

t
TC = ik, (K, ¢)H, / dt' {Choi — Comit + 2A(t — )01 [Coma — Coa]}

0

t
— iK,(k,t) [I° +T"] / dt'(t — t")[Cimi — Crmit]
0

t
TP — KK, / 0t (R — 2A(t — )5, R;1]
0

t
+ K; K, [Tf + TP / dt' (t — ) [Rjm — 2A(t — t')5maRj1] (68)
0

When these equations are added together, they result iratbeee coupled linear equations for
the unknown quantitie§T” + 7], [T¥ + 7] and [T¥’ + T}7] . Itis straightforward to solve
this system of equations, but the solutions assume a forrohwkineedlessly complicated for our
purposes. We are interested in the limit of short velocityreations timesry. . In this case both
TE andT” are well approximated by their respective first terms:

t
TS = iK,,(k,t)H, / dt' {Cipni — Crpit + 2A(t — )01 [Cimz — Cria}

0
t
TD — —Kijflz-/ dt' [Rjm — 2A(t — ') ma Rj1] (69)
0
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These are exactly the Fourier transforms of equafioh (58)Yox £)¢, and equation[(59) for
(VX&)

We now state the conditions under which the approximatidrengn equationd (69) are valid.
Let us define the quantitites, and 1, as typical values of the time integrals of the velocity
correlatorsS;,,; and R;,,,, respectively (for homogeneous and isotropic turbuleagés of order
the magnitude of the usuateffect, andy,,;, would be comparable to the magnitude of the usual
turbulent diffusion coefficient). For any wavenumh&r,we can define time scales, = (Kag) !

andt,, = (K?nu,) ', associated witlyy andr,,. Whenr. is small enough such that
To L to,ty; Ar, < 1
AT? L to oty At. > 1 (70)

then both7T” and TP are well approximated by their respective first terms, agmin equa-
tions [€9). The time scales, = (Kap) ' andt, = (K?n..b) ', depend on the spatial scale,
K~1, which is a time—dependent quantity foy # 0; at late timesK ~ |2Atk,| and this makes
the quantities,, andt, decreasing functions of time. With this fact taken into asuo the in-
equalities given in equatioh (I70) translate into uppertéron the time over which the expressions

in equation[(6P) serve as good approximationgtoand 7.

D. Mean-field induction equation

We gather together here the results obtained in this seciidinen the mean—field is slowly

varying, it satisfies the following partial differential @agion:

0B, 0*B;

' > T 2p.
ox, & "ﬂm(T)anaXm + VB (71)

0 0 ~
<E — 2AX18—&> Bi + 21451231 - aimj(T)

where
&imj(T) = / dT/ {sz] — Cmij + 214(’7' — T/)(Sj [sz2 — lez]}
0

~ 1 T ! !
ﬁjm(T) = 5 /; dr {ij + ij — 214(’7' — T ) [5m2Rj1 + 5j2Rm1]} (72)
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In the above integralS;,,,; = Ciy; (7, 7'), Rjn = Rjn (7, 7') €tc. Some comments:

1. Note thaty,,,; is antisymmetric in the indicg$, m), whereas;,, is symmetric in the indices

(4, m).

2. 1;m terms do not lead to coupling of any componenfith any other component.

VII. MEAN-FIELD DYNAMICS FOR NON HELICAL VELOCITY STATISTI CS

When the velocity fluctuations are non helicél,,;(r, 7") = 0, so that bothC;,,,;(7, 7") and
&, (1) vanish (in specific models of the velocity dynamics we find the generated velocity
fluctuations are indeed non-helical, if the forcing is nolida¢even in the presence of shear). Then
the evolution of the mean—field, (over times when the inatjaalof equations 70 are satisfied), is
determined by

2
B
(g — QAXli) Bi + 21452231 = ﬁjm(T) 0 . + HVQBi (73)

or 0X, aXJTXm
Note thaty;,, depends on the nature of the stirring and will, in generah henction of time; this
will be the case, say, for decaying turbulence. Howeverstatistically stationary stirringj;,
will become time—independent, after an initial transiemtietion.
Equation[(7B) is inhomogeneous in the spatial coordinaieasbefore, we find it convenient

to work with the new variableH («, ¢), and transform equatiof (73) to the shearing coordinates
(x,t):

OH, N 0%H; 5
5 + 2A6;0H, = 77jm(7->m + nV°H, (74)
where (see eqfh. 46)
) ) ) ) d\°
= — + 24t6—; 2= [ =— + 24t — 75
ox, oz, © e (axp * 5plax2) (75)

Equation [[7#) is homogeneous inbut not in¢, so we take a spatial Fourier transform defined
earlier in equatior{80). TheHl (k, t) satisfies

OH,
ot

+ 240pH, = — [ijm(t) K;K,, + nK?*] H; (76)
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where the vectoK (k,t) = (ki + 2At ky, ko, k3) andK? = |K|* = (ky + 2Atky)* + k2 + k2,
as before. It may be verified that this equation preserve$theier version of the divergence
condition of equatior({47), nameli{- H (k,t) = 0. The solution is

Hy(k,t) = Hy(k,0)G(k,t)

Hy(k,t) = |Hy(k,0) — 2At Hy(k,0)| G(k,1)

Hs(k,t) = Hs(k,0)G(k,1) (77)
whereH (k, 0) are given initial conditions satisfyinks H (k,0) = 0, ensuring thak - H (k. t) =

0. The Green'’s functiong(k, t), is zero fort < 0 and is defined fot > 0 by

t
G(k,t) = exp {—/ ds (ﬁjm(s)Kij+nK2) (78)
0
In the integrandK; = k; + 2Asd;1k, should be regarded as a functionfofand s, and thes—

integral performed at fixed. ThenG(k, t) can be written as the product ofr@icroscopicGreen’s
function, G, (k, t), and aturbulentGreen’s functiong; (k. t) :

g(kvt) = gn(kat) ’ gt(kat)
G,(k,t) = exp [—?7 (k2 t+2Akiky t* + %A%g t‘”ﬂ

gt(kvt) = eXp [_Qjm(t)kjkm] (79)

where the time—dependent symmetric madpix, (¢) is given by

Qjm(t) = /0 ds {Mjm(s) + 2As [62 Tm(5) + Om2 Tj1(s)] + 44202 6ma s* 1 (s)}  (80)

in terms of time integrals of;,,,(7), which are assumed to be known functions depending on the
velocity correlatorsR;,, (7, 7'), as given in equation (72).
The solution in the original variabled3(X, 7), can be recovered by using the shearing trans-

formation, equation (6), to writér, t) in terms of the laboratory frame coordinateX, 7) (see
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equatiori 611):

B(X,7) = H(x,t) = / (;lﬁljg H (k,t) exp (ik- x)

= / (Z:;g H(k,7)exp (iK (k, 1) X) (81)

Equivalently, the solution is given in component form as

Bi(X,1) = /%Bl(k,o)g(k,r) exp (1K (k,7)- X)
Bo(X,7) = /% [Bg(k,o)—2ATf31(k,0) Gk, 7) exp (iK (k,7) X)
Bs(X,7) = / (;l:;?’ Bs(k,0)G(k,7) exp (iK (k,7)- X) (82)

where we have written the initial conditioBf (k, 0) = B(k, 0), with k- B(k,0) = 0.

Some comments:

1. The above solution foB(X, 7) is a linear superposition cfhearing wavesof the form
exp (iK(k,7)- X) = exp [i(k; + 2A7k2) X1 + iko X5 + ik3X3], indexed by the triplet of
numbergky, ko, k3).

2. Whether the waves grow or decay depends on the time depemdéthe Green’s function,
G(k,7) =G,(k,7) -Gk, 7). The first termg,, is known explicitly and describes the ulti-

mately decay of the shearing waves (on the long resistivestoale), although these could be

transiently amplified. The second teréh, depends on the properties of the time—dependent

symmetric matrix@);,(7). Shearing waves can growdj;,,(7) has at least one negative
eigenvalue of large enough magnitude. To translate thisiregent into an explicit state-
ment on dynamo action requires developing a dynamical yhefothe velocity correlators,

R;n(1,7"), becausé);,,(T) depends on time integrals ovEt,,, (7, 7’).

In specific cases it is possible that the velocity dynamissich thatj;,,, () becomes indepen-

dent ofr, in the long time limit (this is generic when steady forcirgrpetes with dissipation).
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Taking the zero of time to be after this stationary state leghlveached, we can do thentegrals

in equation[(8D) explicitly and write

. . 4 N
Qim()kjkm = t (jmkikm) + 248 (imkmks) + §A2t3 (1k3) (83)

We can now make further statements on the dynamo growth esjogtion[(88). Note that the
linear shear of the form that we have adopted is likely to leanon-zeraj,,, but is not expected

to couple theX; component with other components, and thus we expgct 7,3 = 0. Then

. . . . . . 4 .
— Qjmkjkm = —1 [7’/11]{3% + 7722143% + 27’]12]{31]{?2 + 7733]{3?2’)] — 2At2 [7’]11]{?1]{?2 + 7’]12]{?%} - §At3 7711]{3;
(84)
The term linear irt will dominate at early times while the term proportionalttowill dominate

eventually. Thus at early times we need one of the eigensaiithe matrix

7711 7712 0
7712 7722 0
0 0 s
to be negative for dynamo growth. These eigenvalues are

1/2

i) | i — i )
NP /2 1 el 211 PRI 1€ N =i (85)

2 2 (M1 — 722)?

Nonzero values ofj;; or negative values of the diagonal elements of the turbulidfinision tensor
favour growth at early times. Preliminary work on simple ralzdof velocity dynamics that we
are exploring suggests that, can become negative biit; andrj;3 remain positive; this happens
because the turbulence is strongly affected by the backgrehear and the velocity correlators
are not isotropic. Thus a non-zetgseems to be required for growth initially.

At intermediate times, when thé term dominates we can always choose shearing waves with
an appropriate sign and magnitudekgk, such thaR At?(7,, ki ks + 712k3) is negative, and there
is growth of the mean field. On the other hand, all shearingeaavith non-zera: will eventually
decay, in the long time limit — oo, if 77;; > 0, as then the® term is negative definite. Thus it
seems likely that the shear dynamo can have shearing wavioss which grow for some time
if they have non-zerd(, dependence, but which will eventually decay. As already leasjzed
above, one needs to develop a dynamical theory of the vglooitrelators, for deriving more

explicit results on dynamo action, due to non-helical tlgboe and shear. It is, in general, not
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an easy task to make analytical progress on a dynamicalthidowever, in the limit of low fluid
Reynolds numbers, a perturbative analysis is possiblerewtiocity correlators can be computed
explicitly. Such an analysis has been undertaken by SinghSainhar, and preliminary results
for non—helical forcing indicate that the turbulent diffus coefficients,, can indeed become
negative. Also our conclusions are based on the differeatjaation approximation, which is
valid for a finite period and thus we need to solve the integgalation for the mean field evolution

directly, to firm up the above results.

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied here large—scale dynamo action due to &mtilin the presence of a linear
shear flow. Systematic use of the shearing coordinate tranation and the Galilean invariance
of a linear shear flow allows us to develop a quasilinear thebthe shear dynamo which, we
emphasize, is non perturbative in the shear parameter.eBd is an integro—differential equation
for the evolution of the mean magnetic field. We showed udingyéquation that for non helical
turbulence, the time evolution of the cross—shear compgsnainthe mean field do not depend
on any other components excepting themselves. This imgiiasthere is essentially no shear—
current type effect in quasilinear theory in the limit of aeesistivity. Our result is valid for any
Galilean—invariant velocity field, independent of its dgmes.

We then derived differential equations for the mean-fiel@von, by developing a systematic
approximation to the integro-differential equation, assg the mean field varies on time scales
much longer than the correlation times of the turbulencer rfem-helical velocity correlators,
these equations can be solved in terms of shearing wavese Mmves can grow transiently at
early and intermediate times. However it is likely that thely eventually decay at asymptotically
late times. More explicit statements about the behaviouhefshearing wave solutions requires
developing a dynamical theory of velocity correlators ieathflows. It is also important to directly
solve the integral equation for the mean field as the diffemkrquation approximation is valid
only for a limited period.

Growth of large—scale magnetic fields in the presence ofrsrehnon—helical turbulence has
been reported in some direct numerical simulations![1, 2heWer we can understand these nu-
merical results through our quasilinear theory dependéierxistence (or otherwise) of growing

solutions to the integral equation {51) for the mean fieldisTi turn relies on the form of the
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velocity correlators, which will be strongly affected byesin and highly anisotropic; hence it is
difficult to guess their tensorial formespriori, and it is necessary to develop a dynamical theory
of velocity correlators. We cannot discount the possipilitat effects we have ignored may also
play a role. Perhaps the initial growth of the shearing wavthe mean field, for large enough
shear, is sustained by an effect which breaks one of our gggum. One possibility is that he-
licity fluxes arising due to shear, turbulence and an inhagnegus mean magnetic field [10] 12]
induce a nonlinear alpha effect when the Lorentz forces finecstrong. Another is the possible
presence of an incoherent alpha-shear dynamo [1, 13] ie tiewilations. A third possibility is
that if even transient growth makes non—axisymmetric mesdatsfistrong enough, they themselves
might drive motions which could lead to sustained dynammagthis seems remniscent of some
of the subcritical dynamos discussed by [14]. Clearly fertstudies of various aspects of the

shear dynamo, particularly incorporating velocity dynesrean only be more fruitful.
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