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Abstract

The objective of the present paper is to investigate the constancy of the topological
invariant denoted non-barotropic generalized cross helicity in the case of non-ideal
magnetohydrodynamic (MHD). Existing work considers only ideal barotropic MHD and
ideal non-barotropic MHD. The non-ideal MHD case was not explored probably because
of its mathematical complexity. Here we consider dissipative processes in the form of
thermal conduction, finite electrical conductivity and viscosity and the effect of these
processes on the cross helicity conservation. Analytical approach has been adopted to
obtain the mathematical expressions for the time derivative of cross helicity. Obtained
results show, that the generalized cross helicity is not conserved in the non-ideal MHD
limit and indicate which processes affect the helicity and which do not. Furthermore, we
indicate the configurations in which this topological constant is conserved despite the
dissipative processes.

Keywords— Magnetohydrodynamics, Topological Constants of Motion

1 Introduction

Topological invariants have always been useful for several decades, and there are such invariants in
MHD flows. For example, the importance of two helicities i.e., magnetic helicity and cross-helicity
have long been discussed in relation to the controlled nuclear fusion problem and in numerous
astrophysical scenarios. Earlier work (Yahalom & Lynden-Bell, 2008; Yahalom, 2013, 1995) have
studied the relations between the helicities and symmetries of ideal MHD. MHD connects Maxwell’s
equations with hydrodynamics of highly conductive flows to explain the macroscopic behaviour of
conducting fluid such as plasma. However ideal MHD does not describe precisely the behaviour of real
plasmas and this is the main motivation to study non-ideal MHD. Some important realistic processes
are missing in the ideal description such as resistive heating, heat conduction and viscous effects.
Viscosity plays an important role on dissipation scale while investigating the plasma turbulence
in solar wind and elsewhere. Similarly magnetic diffusivity is one of the reasons for the magnetic
reconnection phenomena. Thermal conductivity is also a substantial process to study the real picture
of plasmas. It causes the perturbations of physical variables spread out through a plasmas. These
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essential properties of all three dissipative processes are the stimulus for the authors to make this
current analysis.

The mathematical expression for cross helicity (correlation between the velocity and magnetic-
field) is given by (Woltjer, 1958b, 1958a):

HC =
∫
~B ·~v d 3x (1.1)

in which the integral is taken over the entire flow domain. Here HC is conserved for barotropic or
incompressible MHD (but not for non-barotropic MHD) and is given a topological interpretation in
terms of the knottiness of magnetic and flow field lines. A generalization for non-barotropic MHD of
this quantity was given by (Webb, Dasgupta, McKenzie, Hu, & Zank, 2014b, 2014a). This resembles the
generalization of barotropic fluid dynamics conserved quantities including helicity to non barotropic
flows including topological constants of motion derived by (Mobbs, 1981). Conservation law of cross
helicity for non barotropic MHD has been discussed by (Webb, McKenzie, & Zank, 2015) in a multi-
symplectic formulation of MHD. A potential vorticity conservation equation for non-barotropic MHD
was derived by (Webb & Mace, 2015) by using Noether’s second theorem.

Recently the non-barotropic cross-helicity was generalized using additional label translation sym-
metry groups (χ and η translations) (Yahalom, 2019), this led to additional topological conservation
laws, the χ and η cross-helicities. The functions χ and η are sometimes denoted ‘Euler potentials’,
‘Clebsch variables’ and also ‘flux representation functions’ (Hazeltine & Meiss, 2003).

Cross helicity is expected to play an important role in several MHD plasma phenomena such as
global magnetic-field generation, turbulence suppression, etc. It provides a measure of the degree of
linkage of the vortex tubes of the velocity field with the flux tubes of the magnetic field. Cross helicity
plays an important role in turbulent dynamo (Yokoi, 2013). The cross helicity density conservation
law for barotropic flows is important in MHD turbulence theory (Zhou & Matthaeus, 1990b, 1990a;
Zank et al., 2011). (M. K. Verma, 2004) has discussed MHD turbulence in his review paper in detail. He
has examined the Alfvénic MHD turbulence with zero and non-zero helicities. Plasma velocity and
magnetic field measurements from the Voyager 2 mission are used to study solar wind turbulence in
the slow solar wind (Iovieno et al., 2016) and characterize its cross helicity. The energy fluxes of MHD
turbulence provide a measure for transfers of energy among velocity and magnetic fields (M. Verma,
Sharma, Chatterjee, & Alam, 2021; M. K. Verma, 2019).

Magnetic helicity characterizes the topological features of magnetic field lines(Woltjer, 1958b;
H. K. Moffatt, 1969, 1978; Webb et al., 2014b, 2014a; H. K. Moffatt & Ricca, 1995). Numerous visible
features of magnetic field structures can be computed by magnetic helicity. The integral of magnetic
helicity is developed by (Berger & Field, 1984; Finn & Antonsen Jr, 1985). In other words, it can be
described as flux surface quantity and believe to be conserved in ideal MHD. (Faraco & Lindberg,
2020) has already shown the conservation of magnetic helicity in turbulent flows. However when flux
tubes diffuse through one another on resistive time scales, magnetic helicity dissipates(Barnes et al.,
1986).(Webb & Anco, 2017) has attempted to understand the role of gauge symmetry responsible for
the conservation of magnetic helicity. (Candelaresi & Del Sordo, 2021) has studied the role of magnetic
helicity in plasma stabilization in detail by doing series of experiments and numerical simulations.
Further, its important role in determining the structures, dynamics and heating of the solar corona
has been well explained by (Knizhnik, Antiochos, Klimchuk, & DeVore, 2019).

Here we give a complete mathematical analysis for generalized cross helicity conservation and
show this is affected by non ideal processes.

The structure of this paper is as follows: The second section deals with the basic equations for non-
ideal non-barotropic MHD. In the section that follows we introduce the modified entropy equation for
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the present case and finally cross helicity conservation is discussed in the last part.

2 Standard Formulation of Non-ideal Non-barotropic MHD

The standard set of equations solved for non-ideal non-barotropic MHD is given below (Here we use
EMU system of units):

ρ
d~v

d t
= ρ

[
∂~v

∂t
+ (~v ·~∇)~v

]
=−~∇p +~J ×~B −ρ~∇φ+ ∂σ′

i k

∂xk
=−~∇p + (~∇×~B)×~B

4π
−ρ~∇φ+ ∂σ′

i k

∂xk
(2.1)

∂ρ

∂t
+~∇· (ρ~v) = 0 (2.2)

~∇·~B = 0 (2.3)

∂~B

∂t
=~∇× (~v × ~B)+ η

4π
∇2~B (2.4)

The following notations are utilized: ∂
∂t is the partial temporal derivative. d

d t = ∂
∂t +~v ·~∇ is the temporal

material derivative or Lagrangian time derivative. ~∇ has its standard meaning in vector calculus. ρ
is the fluid density,~v is the velocity of fluid, φ is a gravitational potential and p is the pressure which
depends through the equation of state on the density and entropy (the non-barotropic case). The
stress tensor is defined as:

σ′
i k =µ(

∂vi

∂xk
+ ∂vk

∂xi
− 2

3
δi k

∂vl

∂xl
) (2.5)

in which µ is a coefficient of kinematic viscosity. Notice that we take coefficient of second viscosity
(or volume viscosity) is zero for the sake of simplicity. According to classical kinetic theory, viscosity
arises from collisions between particles. The current density~J and the magnetic field are related by
Ampere’s law:

~∇×~B = 4π~J (2.6)

Note that Maxwell’s displacement current is often be neglected due to its smallness in MHD dynamics
in non-relativistic regime. The magnetic diffusivity η originates from Ohm’s law:

~E +~v ×~B = η~J (2.7)

of non-ideal MHD, where ~E is the electric field. Ohm’s law is another manifestation of collisions in the
plasma. Combining Ohm’s equation with Faraday’s equation:

∂~B

∂t
=−~∇×~E (2.8)

and Ampere’s law will yield equation (2.4). In this form η resembles a diffusion coefficient describing
the diffusion of the magnetic field through a conducting medium of finite conductivity. The justifica-
tion for those equations and the conditions under which they apply can be found in standard books
on MHD (see for example (Batchelor, 1967; Sturrock, 1994; Landau & Lifshitz, 1987; Kundu, Cohen,
& Dowling, 2015; Ogilvie, 2016)). Let us now introduce the energy equation in the case of non-ideal
MHD.
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2.1 Energy Equation for non-ideal MHD

we construct the total energy equation piece by piece. Similar formalism has been adopted by (Ogilvie,
2016) in ideal MHD.

2.1.1 Kinetic Energy

ρ
d

d t
(

1

2
v2) = ρ~v · d~v

d t
=−ρ~v ·~∇φ−~v ·~∇p + 1

4π
~v · [(~∇×~B)×~B ]+ vi ·

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
(2.9)

substituted the value of d~v
d t from momentum equation (2.1).

2.1.2 Potential energy

Let us assume that φ has no explicit dependence on t :

ρ
dφ

d t
= ρ~v ·~∇φ (2.10)

Here φ is a potential which can be due to gravity or electric conservative forces.

2.1.3 Internal (thermal) energy

Using the fundamental thermodynamic identity for the specific energy density: dε= T d s −pdV or
dε = T d s + p

ρ2 dρ as per unit mass the specific volume is V = 1
ρ . Here s is entropy per unit mass or

specific entropy, T is temperature. After taking the time derivative and multiplying with the ρ, we
obtain:

ρ
dε

d t
= ρT

d s

d t
+ p

ρ

dρ

d t
(2.11)

Now substitute the value of dρ
d t from continuity equation equation (2.2) (i.e., dρ

d t +ρ~∇·~v = 0)

ρ
dε

d t
= ρT

d s

d t
−p~∇·~v (2.12)

Next, if the temperature of the fluid is not constant throughout its volume, there will be a transfer of
heat known as thermal conduction. Thermal conduction heat flux density ~q (Landau & Lifshitz, 1987)
is given by:

~q =−k~∇T (2.13)

where k is thermal conductivity. Heat flow can be represented by adding and subtracting the diver-
gence of a heat flux to the energy equation. So, the sum of these three terms:

ρ
d

d t
(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε) =−~∇· (p~v)+ρT

d s

d t
+ vi ·

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+~∇· (k~∇T )+ 1

4π
~v · [(~∇×~B)×~B ]−~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.14)

The second last term can be rewritten using equation (2.7) as:

1

4π
~v · [(~∇×~B)×~B ] = 1

4π
(~∇×~B) · (−~v ×~B) = 1

4π
(~∇×~B) · (~E −η~J ) (2.15)

After using mass conservation, we obtain:

∂

∂t
[ρ(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε)]+~∇· [ρ~v(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε)+p~v −k~∇T ]

= ρT
d s

d t
+ vi ·

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ 1

4π
(~∇×~B) ·~E − 1

4π
(~∇×~B) ·η~J −~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.16)
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2.1.4 Magnetic Energy

The temporal derivative of the magnetic field energy is derived using equation (2.8):

∂

∂t
(

B 2

8π
) = 1

4π
~B · ∂

~B

∂t
=− 1

4π
~B ·~∇×~E (2.17)

2.1.5 Total energy

Now using the vector identity:
~∇· (~E ×~B) = ~B ·~∇×~E −~E ·~∇×~B (2.18)

and equation (2.17) in equation (2.16) we arrive at the following form:

∂

∂t
[ρ(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε)+ B 2

8π
]+~∇· [ρ~v(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε+ p

ρ
)−k~∇T + 1

4π
~E ×~B ]

= ρT
d s

d t
+ vi ·

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
− 1

4π
(~∇×~B) ·η~J −~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.19)

here w = ε+ p
ρ is specific enthalpy and 1

4π
~E ×~B is Poynting vector. We can write:

vi ·
∂σ′

i k

∂xk
=~∇· (~v ·σ′)−σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
(2.20)

notice that as ~v is a vector and σ′ is a tensor it follows that viσ
′
i k is a vector. Therefore the total energy

equation is:

∂

∂t
[ρ(

1

2
v2 +φ+ε)+ B 2

8π
]+~∇· [ρ~v(

1

2
v2 +φ+w)−~v ·σ′−k~∇T + 1

4π
~E ×~B ]

= ρT
d s

d t
−σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
− 1

4π
(~∇×~B) ·η~J −~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.21)

Energy conservation requires that the change of energy in any given infinitesimal volume is equal
to the net energy flux incoming and outgoing into the said volume. Hence, the two terms in the left
hand side of the equation must add up to zero, since one describes the temporal change of energy and
the other all possible processes that contribute to the energy flux (convection, heat conduction and
radiation). Thus (Landau & Lifshitz, 1987; Ogilvie, 2016), the right hand side of the equation should
also be zero. Therefore:

ρT
d s

d t
=σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ 1

4π
(~∇×~B) ·η~J +~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.22)

Therefore:

ρT
d s

d t
=σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ηJ 2 +~∇· (k~∇T ) (2.23)

This is the equation for rate of change of entropy in non-ideal MHD case which is not conserved. If
there is no magnetic field in the system, it is exactly the equation of heat transfer given by (Landau &
Lifshitz, 1987). Non conservation of entropy depends on the all dissipative and non ideal processes
present in the system. If we put µ, η and k equal to zero, we will recover the ideal case i.e., d s

d t = 0. Also
notice (Landau & Lifshitz, 1987) that the total entropy of the system cannot decrease as the terms in
the right hand side will lead only to an increase of the total entropy.

At this point we have set of basic equations (2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4) and (2.23) in non-ideal MHD and are
ready to study the conservation of cross helicity.
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3 Cross Helicity for Non-Ideal Non-Barotropic MHD

In this section, we derive the time derivative of non barotropic cross helicity using the aforementioned
equations.

3.1 A brief explanation of the topological velocity and non barotropic cross
helicity

The mathematical expression for cross helicity of non-barotropic fluids is given by (Webb et al., 2014b;
Yahalom, 2017a, 2017b):

HC N B =
∫

d 3x~vt ·~B . (3.1)

Here the topological velocity field is defined as ~vt = ~v −σ~∇s (Yahalom & Qin, 2021), σ is auxiliary
variable, which depends on the Lagrangian time integral of the temperature i.e.:

dσ

d t
= T. (3.2)

Notice that in non-barotropic MHD one can calculate the temporal derivative of the cross helicity
equation (1.1) using the standard equations and obtain:

d HC

d t
=

∫
T~∇s ·~B d 3x (3.3)

So, generically cross helicity is not conserved. A clue on how to define cross helicity for nonbarotropic
MHD can be obtained from the variational analysis described in (Yahalom, 2016) which is valid for
magnetic field lines at the intersection of two comoving surfaces χ, η0 (Euler potentials). Following
(Sakurai, 1979) the magnetic field takes the form:

~B =~∇χ×~∇η0 (3.4)

And the generalized Clebsch representation of the velocity (Yahalom, 2016) is:

~v =~∇ν+α~∇χ+β~∇η0 +σ~∇s (3.5)

in the above α,β and ν are Lagrange multipliers appearing in the said action (Yahalom, 2016). Let us
now write the cross helicity given in equation (1.1) in terms of equation (3.4) and equation (3.5), this
will take the form:

HC =
∫

dΦ[ν]+
∫

dΦ
∮
σd s (3.6)

in which dΦ= ~B ·d~S is the magnetic flux, and [ν] is the discontinuity of the non single valued potential
ν (Yahalom, 2017a). Now as for ideal MHD, the magnetic field lines move with the flow, it follows that
the magnetic flux dΦ is conserved. It is also shown in (Yahalom, 2017a) that the material derivative of
[ν] must vanish. Thus the first term in the right hand side of equation (3.6) is conserved. This suggests
the following definition for the non-barotropic cross helicity HC N B :

HC N B =
∫

dΦ[ν] = HC −
∫

dΦ
∮
σd s (3.7)

The conventional form of the same expression is given in equation (3.1). Please refer to (Yahalom,
2017a) for the detailed justification for the definition, and form of non-barotropic cross helicity and a
proof of its constancy.
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3.2 The temporal derivative of non barotropic cross helicity

Next we study the temporal derivative of the non-barotropic cross-helicity:

d HC N B

d t
=

∫
d 3x (~vt · ∂

~B

∂t
+~B · ∂~vt

∂t
). (3.8)

Now we calculate first term on RHS with the help of equation (2.4):

~vt · ∂
~B

∂t
=~vt · {~∇× (~v ×~B)+ η

4π
∇2~B} (3.9)

~vt · ∂
~B

∂t
=~∇· {(~v × ~B)×~vt }+ (~v × ~B) ·~ωt +~vt · η

4π
∇2~B (3.10)

where we define the topological vorticity of the topological flow field as:

~ωt ≡~∇×~vt (3.11)

Next we calculate second term on RHS:

~B · ∂~vt

∂t
= ~B · ∂(~v −σ~∇ s)

∂t
= ~B · (

∂~v

∂t
− ∂σ

∂t
~∇s −σ~∇∂s

∂t
) (3.12)

Now we simplify right hand side of equation (3.12) in three steps: The first term is calculated with the
help of equation (2.1):

∂~v

∂ t
= −(~v ·~∇)~v −

~∇p

ρ
+ (~∇× ~B)× ~B

4πρ
−~∇φ+ 1

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk

= (~v ×~ω)+ (~∇× ~B)× ~B

4πρ
−~∇(

v2

2
)−~∇w +T~∇s −~∇φ+ 1

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
(3.13)

in which the vorticity is:
~ω≡~∇×~v (3.14)

and we have used the thermodynamical identity:

d w = dε+d(
p

ρ
) = T d s + 1

ρ
d p ⇒~∇w = T~∇s + 1

ρ
~∇p. (3.15)

Thus:

~B · ∂~v
∂ t

= ~B ·
{

(~v ×~ω)−~∇(
v2

2
+w +φ)+T~∇s

}
+ Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
. (3.16)

In the second term we use equation (3.2) to obtain:

−∂σ
∂t
~∇s = (~v ·~∇σ−T )~∇s. (3.17)

In the third term we use equation (2.23) to derive:

−σ~∇∂s

∂t
=σ~∇[~v ·~∇s − 1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
− η

ρT
J 2 − 1

ρT
~∇· (k~∇T )] (3.18)
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Combining the above expressions, we have:

~B · ∂~vt

∂ t
= ~B ·

[
(~v ×~ω)−~∇(

v2

2
+w +φ)+ (~v ·~∇σ)~∇s +σ~∇(~v ·~∇s)

+ σ~∇{− 1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
− η

ρT
J 2 − 1

ρT
~∇· (k~∇T )}

]
+ Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
. (3.19)

Notice that:
~∇{σ(~v ·~∇s)} =σ~∇(~v ·~∇s)+ (~v ·~∇s)~∇σ, (3.20)

and also that:

~v ×~ωt =~v ×(~ω−~∇σ×~∇s) =~v ×~ω+(~v ·~∇σ)~∇s−(~v ·~∇s)~∇σ=~v ×~ω+(~v ·~∇σ)~∇s−~∇((~v ·~∇s)σ)+σ~∇(~v ·~∇s)
(3.21)

or that:
~v ×~ωt +~∇((~v ·~∇s)σ) =~v ×~ω+ (~v ·~∇σ)~∇s +σ~∇(~v ·~∇s) (3.22)

Thus we obtain:

~B · ∂~vt

∂ t
= ~B ·

[
(~v ×~ωt )+~∇{σ(~v ·~∇s)− v2

2
−w −φ}−σ~∇{

1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + 1

ρT
~∇· (k~∇T )}

]
+ Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
(3.23)

Combining equation (3.10) and equation (3.23) and taking into account that:

~B · (~v ×~ωt ) =−(~v ×~B) ·~ωt (3.24)

we obtain:

~vt · ∂
~B

∂t
+ ∂~vt

∂t
·~B =~∇· {(~v × ~B)×~vt }+ η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B +~B ·~∇{σ(~v ·~∇s)− v2

2
−w −φ}

+ Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
−σ~B ·~∇

{
1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T

}
= ~∇·

[
{(~v × ~B)×~vt }+~B{σ(~v ·~∇s)− v2

2
−w −φ}−σ~B{

1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T }

]
+ η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B + Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ (~B ·~∇σ)

[
1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T

]
(3.25)

Now substituting equation (3.25) into equation (3.8), we obtain:

d HC N B

d t
=∫

~∇·
[

{(~v × ~B)×~vt }+~B{σ(~v ·~∇s)− v2

2
−w −φ}−σ~B{

1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T }

]
d 3x +∫ {

η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B + Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ (~B ·~∇σ)

[
1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T

]}
d 3x (3.26)

using Gauss divergence theorem, we obtain:

d HC N B

d t
=∮ [

{(~v × ~B)×~vt }+~B{σ(~v ·~∇s)− v2

2
−w −φ}−σ~B{

1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T }

]
·d~S +∫ {

η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B + Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ (~B ·~∇σ)

[
1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T

]}
d 3x (3.27)
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Here, the surface integral encapsulates the volume for which the cross helicity is calculated. If the
surface is taken at infinity the magnetic fields vanish and thus in a generic case the entire surface term.
Hence the time derivative of cross helicity can be written as:

d HC N B

d t
=

∫ {
η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B + Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ (~B ·~∇σ)

[
1

ρT
σ′

i k

∂vi

∂xk
+ η

ρT
J 2 + k

ρT
∇2T

]}
d 3x (3.28)

Thus, time derivative of cross helicity depends generically on the stress tensor i.e., viscosity of the
fluid and coefficient of magnetic diffusivity, and also heat conduction but not on heat convection.
By putting all non ideal terms to zero, we obtain the ideal MHD condition and conservation of non
barotropic cross helicity takes place. In the special case that the magnetic field lies on σ surfaces and
thus is orthogonal to~∇σ, the cross helicity change will not depend of thermal conductivity:

d HC N B

d t
=

∫ {
η

4π
~vt ·∇2~B + Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk

}
d 3x (3.29)

The same will be true for a high density and high temperature plasma, and a plasma of small tempera-
ture gradients (plasma in global thermal equilibrium). Of course even if heat conduction does not
affect the non barotropic cross helicity, other non ideal processes do, those include friction and ohmic
losses.

To conclude this subsection we shall partition the time derivative of the non barotropic cross
helicity in accordance with the non ideal process that contributes to its modification:

d HC N B

d t
=

∫ {
η

[
~vt ·∇2~B

4π
+ J 2

ρT
(~B ·~∇σ)

]

+ k(~B ·~∇σ)
∇2T

ρT
+ Bi

ρ

∂σ′
i k

∂xk
+ (~B ·~∇σ)

σ′
i k

ρT

∂vi

∂xk

}
d 3x (3.30)

Let us introduce the dimensionless Reynolds number and magnetic Reynolds number:

Re ≡ ρ̄U L

µ
, Rm ≡ U L

η
(3.31)

where L is a characteristic length, ρ̄ is a typical density and U a characteristic speed of the system.
We may now inquire how does the value of those numbers affect the conservation of non barotropic

cross helicity. To do this we write each physical variable g as a multiplication of a characteristic value
ḡ and a dimensionless variable g ′ in the form:

g = ḡ g ′ ⇒ ~x = L~x ′, ~v =U~v ′, t = t̄ t ′ (3.32)

the above equation suggest the following choice of t̄ :

t̄ ≡ L

U
. (3.33)

Similarly we write:
ρ = ρ̄ρ′, T = T̄ T ′, σ= σ̄σ′, ~B = B̄~B ′, ~J = J̄~J ′ (3.34)

Equation (3.2) suggests the following definition of σ̄:

σ̄≡ T̄ t̄ = T̄ L

U
. (3.35)
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and equation (2.6) suggests the following definition of J̄ :

J̄ ≡ B̄

L
. (3.36)

For the viscosity tensor we use a double prime notation (as we already used a single prime notation to
distinguish the viscosity tensor from the σ scalar). Thus:

σ
′
i k = σ̄′σ

′′
i k , σ

′′
i k ≡ ∂v ′

i

∂x ′
k

+ ∂v ′
k

∂x ′
i

− 2

3
δi k

∂v ′
l

∂x ′
l

. (3.37)

It follows from equation (2.5) that:

σ̄′ = µU

L
= ρ̄U 2

Re
. (3.38)

We will also need the magnetic and kinetic energy expressions in dimensionless form:

Ek = 1

2

∫
ρ~v2d 3x = ρ̄U 2L3E ′

k , E ′
k ≡ 1

2

∫
ρ′~v ′2d 3x ′

Em = 1

8π

∫
~B 2d 3x = B̄ 2L3E ′

m , E ′
m ≡ 1

8π

∫
~B ′2d 3x ′. (3.39)

Finally we shall look at the amount of heat Qc that is conducted into the volume (which is not equal
to the total change in heat in the volume as heat may be produced by viscosity and ohmic losses see
equation (2.22)). We may write the heat flux density given in equation (2.13) as:

~q = q̄~q ′, ~q ′ ≡ ~∇′T ′, q̄ ≡ k
T̄

L
. (3.40)

Thus the rate of change of Qc is (in dimensional and dimensionless form):

dQc

d t
=−

∮
~q ·d~S =−L2q̄

∮
~q ′ ·d~S′,

dQ ′
c

d t ′
=−

∮
~q ′ ·d~S′ (3.41)

where we integrate over a surface encapsulating the flow. Writing as usual:

Q̄c = Qc

Q ′
c
= q̄

L3

U
= kT̄

L2

U
(3.42)

Having defined the above quantities we may write the non barotropic cross helicity as:

HC N B = H̄C N B H ′
C N B , H̄C N B ≡ L3U B̄ , H ′

C N B ≡
∫

d 3x ′~v ′
t · ~B ′. (3.43)

Thus:
d HC N B

d t
= L2U 2B̄

d H ′
C N B

d t ′
⇒ d H ′

C N B

d t ′
= 1

L2U 2B̄

d HC N B

d t
. (3.44)

It follows that equation (3.30) can be written in the form:

d H ′
C N B

d t ′
= 1

L2U 2B̄

d HC N B

d t
=

∫ {
1

Rm

[
~v ′

t ·∇′2~B ′

4π
+ J ′2

ρ′T ′ ~B
′ ·~∇′σ′ E ′

k

E ′
m

Em

Ek

]

+ E ′
k

Q ′
c

Qc

Ek
(~B ′ ·~∇′σ′)

∇′2T ′

ρ′T ′ + 1

Re

[
B ′

i

ρ′
∂σ

′′
i k

∂x ′
k

+ (~B ′ ·~∇′σ′)
σ

′′
i k

ρ′T ′
∂v ′

i

∂x ′
k

]}
d 3x ′ (3.45)
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thus generally speaking, non barotropic cross helicity will change slowly for flows with both high
Reynolds and high magnetic Reynolds numbers in which the heat conducted is small with respect to
the kinetic energy of the flow. Indeed "Increasing cross helicity with fixed fluctuation energy increases
the time required for energy to cascade to smaller scales, reduces the cascade power, and increases
the anisotropy of the small-scale fluctuations" (Chandran, 2008). This has implications for the solar
wind and solar corona (Chandran, 2008).

Similarly if we have a look on magnetic helicity in brief, it is defined as:

HM ≡
∫
~A ·~B d 3x, (3.46)

where ~A is the magnetic vector potential, defined such that:

~B =~∇×~A. (3.47)

For an illustration of specific helical magnetic fields see (Yahalom & Lynden-Bell, 2008). After taking
the temporal derivative of the magnetic helicity and simplifying the expressions, we obtain the well
known relation:

d HM

d t
=−2η

∫
~J ·~B d 3x. (3.48)

The above relation has been verified by many authors (Biskamp, 1997; Priest, 2014; Akhmet’ev,
Kunakovskaya, & Kutvitskii, 2009; M. K. Verma, 2019, 2021). It is clear from equation (3.48) that
generally speaking the magnetic diffusivity leads to the non conservation of magnetic helicity in
non-ideal MHD. On the other hand nor viscosity nor heat conductivity affect the conservation of
magnetic helicity. We can easily recover the ideal MHD condition by putting magnetic diffusivity to
zero, in which case it is evident that the magnetic helicity is conserved. Furthermore, the above result
also shows that magnetic helicity is conserved even in non ideal flows if the currents are orthogonal to
the magnetic field i.e.,~J ·~B = 0. In this case:

d HM

d t
= 0. (3.49)

If the magnetic field and magnetic current density are not strictly orthogonal then the magnetic
helicity is only approximately conserved.

The above result can also be expressed in a dimensionless form in which we write the vector
potential as:

~A = Ā~A′, Ā = B̄L. (3.50)

And thus:

HM = H̄M H ′
M , H ′

M ≡
∫
~A′ · ~B ′ d 3x ′, H̄M ≡ B̄ 2L4. (3.51)

It is straightforward to see that:
d H ′

M

d t ′
=− 2

Rm

∫
~J ′ · ~B ′ d 3x ′. (3.52)

It follows that an approximate conservation of magnetic helicity is achievable at high magnetic
Reynolds number and is independent on the values of the Reynolds number and total conducted heat.
Thus the effect of magnetic helicity conservation is much more general.
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4 An Application

We shall deal with the application in two stages, in the first we describe an ideal MHD flow following
(Yahalom & Qin, 2021) then we assume a small magnetic diffusivity η (high magnetic Reynolds number)
and discuss the implications on the flow. Finally we calculate the magnetic and cross helicities and
discuss their relative rate of change.

4.1 The ideal case

We introduce a set of standard cylindrical coordinates R,φ, z, R̂, φ̂, ẑ are the corresponding unit vectors.
We further assume an MHD flow of uniform density ρ confined between an internal ai n and external a
radii: ai n < R < a. Furthermore assume that the flow contains a helical stratified stationary magnetic
field:

~B =
{

2B⊥(1− R
a )φ̂+Bz0 ẑ ai n < R < a

0 otherwise
(4.1)

in which Bz0,B⊥ are constants. The magnetic field is contained in a cylinder of Radius a and is
independent of z. Furthermore, we assume that the planes z = 0 and z = L can be identified such that
a topological torus is created. In such a scenario the only field lines that will be closed will satisfy the
relation:

n

m
= B⊥
πRBz0

(
1− R

a

)
L, n,m integers (4.2)

while lines not satisfying this relation will be surface filling.
In (Yahalom & Qin, 2021) we derive a stationary velocity field ~v that satisfy the stationary ideal

versions of equation (2.4) and equation (2.2) :

~∇× (~v ×~B) = 0 (4.3)

~∇· (ρ~v) = 0 (4.4)

There we arrived at the simple expression:

~v = v0
R

a
φ̂, (4.5)

v0 is a constant with dimensions of velocity. The ideal stationary version of equation (2.1) is given by:

ρ(~v ·~∇)~v =−~∇p + (~∇×~B)×~B
4π

(4.6)

This can be solved by the pressure function:

p(R) = B 2
⊥
π

(
3

R

a
− R2

a2 − ln(
R

a
)−2

)
+ 1

2
ρv2

0

(
R2

a2 −1

)
, p(a) = 0. (4.7)

of course p(ai n) 6= 0 and thus one will need a rigid internal cylinder of radius ai n that can support
such a pressure. We now can calculate the cross Helicity using equation (3.1) in which we assume
uniform specific entropy such that ~vt =~v . Inserting equation (4.5) and equation (4.1) into equation
(3.1) we arrive at the expression:

HC N B I = π

3
v0B⊥

L

a2

[
a4 −a3

i n(4a −3ai n)
]

. (4.8)
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In order to calculate the magnetic helicity, one need to calculate a vector potential, one possibility is
given by:

~A =
{ 1

2 Bz0Rφ̂−2B⊥R(1− R
2a )ẑ ai n < R < a

0 otherwise
(4.9)

Inserting equation (4.1) and equation (4.9) into equation (3.46) we arrive at the result:

HM I =−2

3
πLBz0B⊥(a −ai n)

[
a2 +ai n a +a2

i n

]
. (4.10)

Obviously both magnetic helicity and magnetic cross helicity do not change in time. The situation,
however, is quite different when one considers non-ideal processes such as magnetic diffusion.

4.2 The non-ideal case

Let us assume a non-ideal magnetic diffusion, the magnetic field ~BT will obviously be different from ~B
and we may write it in the following form:

~BT = ~B +η~B1 (4.11)

In the above ~B is given in equation (4.1) and is thus a stationary solution of an ideal MHD configuration.
If we take the typical scale to be a and the typical velocity to be v0 we can write the magnetic Reynolds
number in the form:

Rm = v0a

η
, ⇒ η= v0a

Rm
(4.12)

Thus if we take the typical size of the magnetic fields ~BT and ~B to be B̄T = B̄ = Bz0 and the typical size
of ~B1 to be B̄1 = Bz0

v0a we may write:

~B ′
T = ~B ′+ 1

Rm

~B ′
1 (4.13)

We shall assume that the magnetic Reynolds number is large, such that the non-ideal correction is
small. Now ~BT must satisfy equation (2.4):

∂ ~BT

∂t
=~∇× (~v × ~BT )+ η

4π
∇2 ~BT (4.14)

assuming that the velocity field is given by equation (4.5), and taking int account that ~B is stationary
we arrive at:

η
∂~B1

∂t
= η~∇× (~v × ~B1)+ η

4π
∇2(~B +η~B1) (4.15)

Thus η can be cancelled out and we obtain:

∂~B1

∂t
=~∇× (~v × ~B1)+ 1

4π
∇2(~B +η~B1) (4.16)

the term η~B1 = Bz0
Rm
~B ′

1 hence for high magnetic Reynolds numbers it can be neglected. Thus we arrive
at the equation:

∂~B1

∂t
=~∇× (~v × ~B1)+ 1

4π
∇2~B (4.17)
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the source terms of the above equation is according to equation (4.1):

1

4π
∇2~B =− B⊥

2πR2 φ̂ (4.18)

for every point R < a. Moreover, it is easy to show that if at a specified time t = 0 we have ~B1(~x,0) = 0 it
follows that B1R (~x, t ) = B1z (~x, t ) = 0 for any time t . The equation for B1φ is thus:

∂B1φ

∂t
=− B⊥

2πR2 (4.19)

which can be trivially integrated:

B1φ =− B⊥
2πR2 t (4.20)

Thus the total magnetic field is:

~BT =
{

2B⊥(1− R
a − η

4πR2 t )φ̂+Bz0 ẑ ai n < R < a
0 otherwise

(4.21)

And thus current density can be calculated using equation (2.6) to be:

~JT =
{ B⊥

2πR

(
1− 2R

a + η

4πR2 t
)

ẑ ai n < R < a
0 otherwise

(4.22)

Thus one can calculate the time dependent pressure using equation (2.1):

p(R, t ) = B 2
⊥
π

(
3

R

a
− R2

a2 − ln(
R

a
)−2+ ηt

4πa
(

1

R
− 1

a
)− η2t 2

96π2 (
1

R6 − 1

a6 )

)
+ 1

2
ρv2

0

(
R2

a2 −1

)
, p(a, t ) = 0.

(4.23)
Thus the internal cylinder must sustain the above time dependent pressure.

Now to calculate the magnetic helicity we need a vector potential, this can be similarly obtained
as in the ideal case in the form:

~AT =
{ 1

2 Bz0Rφ̂−2B⊥R(1− R
2a + ηt

4πR2 )ẑ ai n < R < a
0 otherwise

(4.24)

Inserting equation (4.21) and equation (4.24) into equation (3.46) will result in a time dependent
magnetic helicity:

HMT =−2

3
πLBz0B⊥(a −ai n)

[
a2 +ai n a +a2

i n + 9ηt

4π

]
. (4.25)

The time derivative of the above magnetic helicity is:

d HMT

d t
=−3

2
LBz0B⊥(a −ai n)η. (4.26)

Similarly, by inserting equation (4.21) and equation (4.5) into equation (3.1) will result in a time
dependent cross helicity:

HC N BT = 4πv0B⊥
L

a

[
1

3
(a3 −a3

i n)− 1

4a
(a4 −a4

i n)− ηt

4π
(a −ai n)

]
. (4.27)

with a time derivative of:
d HC N BT

d t
=−v0B⊥

L

a
(a −ai n)η. (4.28)
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Figure 1: Comparison
∣∣∣ 1

HM I

d HMT
d t ′

∣∣∣ and
∣∣∣ 1

HC N B I

d HC N BT
d t ′

∣∣∣ for Rm = 1

It is interesting to compare which of the topological quantities is better preserved given some high
Reynolds number (and neglecting viscosity and heat conduction) to this end we compare:∣∣∣∣ 1

HM I

d HMT

d t ′

∣∣∣∣= 9

4πRm(1+a′
i n +a′2

i n)
, a′

i n ≡ ai n

a
, t ′ = t

v0

a
(4.29)

with: ∣∣∣∣ 1

HC N B I

d HC N BT

d t ′

∣∣∣∣= 3(1−a′
i n)

πRm
[
1−a′3

i n(4−3a′
i n)

] . (4.30)

Both the above quantities are inversely proportional to the magnetic Reynolds number Rm . The result
for Rm = 1 are depicted in figure 1 which illustrates that the relative rate of change of both quantities
is about the same with a slight advantage to magnetic helicity depending on the particular geometry
of the configuration.

5 Summary and Concluding Remarks

The conservation of topological constants of motion such as the non-barotropic cross helicity and
magnetic helicity imposes constraints on the MHD flow and thus affect its stability (Yahalom, 2017b).
In his important review paper "Physics of magnetically confined plasmas" A. H. Boozer (Boozer, 2005)
states that: "A spiky current profile causes a rapid dissipation of energy relative to magnetic helicity.
If the evolution of a magnetic field is rapid, then it must be at constant helicity." Recently (Faraco &
Lindberg, 2020) have given a proof of Taylor’s conjecture on magnetic helicity conservation, This, and
other work, shows that magnetic helicity is well conserved, in turbulent flows, despite the presence of
weak diffusion.

The application of the "Magnetic Aharonov-Bohm effect" is expected to be important in un-
derstanding the dynamics of magnetically confined plasmas and the problem of controlled fusion.
Usually topological conservation laws are used in order to deduce lower bounds on the "energy" of
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the flow. Those bounds are only approximate in non ideal flows but due to their topological nature
simulations show that they are approximately conserved even when the "energy" is not.

For example, (H. Moffatt, 1992) shows that the "energy" is bounded from below by the magnetic
helicity using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

HM =
∫
~B ·~Ad 3x ≤

√∫
~A2d 3x

√∫
~B 2d 3x, (5.1)

In addition it what shown by (Yahalom, 2017a)

HM =
∫
~B ·~Ad 3x ≤ 1

2

∫ (
~B 2 +~A2)d 3x, (5.2)

A similar analysis can be done for non-barotropic cross helicity. It is easy to show that the "energy"
is bounded from below by the cross helicity as follows:

HC N B =
∫
~B · ~vt d 3x ≤ 1

2

∫ (
~B 2 + ~vt

2)d 3x, (5.3)

HC N B =
∫
~B · ~vt d 3x ≤

√∫
~vt

2d 3x

√∫
~B 2d 3x, (5.4)

In this sense a configuration with a highly complicated topology is more stable since its energy is
bounded from below.

The current paper highlights on the constancy of topological invariants when MHD flow is not
ideal. To summarize, we have analytically examined the constancy of cross helicity for non-ideal
compressible MHD by taking resistive heating, heat conduction and viscous effects into account. For
achieving aforementioned aim, first we have derived a specific entropy equation which is valid in
non-ideal MHD flow with the help of energy equation. After that, using the basic MHD equations
and the definition of non barotropic cross helicity, we have derived the rate of change of generalized
cross helicity with time. We have showed that the helicities are not conserved in non-ideal MHD flow
and their time derivatives depends only on non ideal processes. One can easily recover ideal MHD
conditions by putting all the non ideal constants to zero.

Magnetic and non barotropic cross helicities differ, however, in that magnetic helicity is only
affected by magnetic diffusivity while non barotropic cross helicities is dependent on viscosity and
heat conduction as well (except for special cases) making it more susceptible to change over time. A
dimensional analysis shows that for magnetic helicity "slow change" one needs only a high magnetic
Reynolds number but this will not suffice for a "slow change" of non barotropic cross helicity. The
later case requires in addition a high Reynolds number (non magnetic) as well as limitations to the
amount of heat conducted with respect to the flows kinetic energy.

Applications of both topological invariants are widely known in solar plasma. Cross helicity and
magnetic helicity are used to characterize the turbulence phenomena specially in astrophysics. Non-
zero cross helicity has an important consequences related to transport and (Heinonen, Diamond, Katz,
& Ronimo, 2021) has showed the close relation between momentum transfer and cross helicity. (Perez
& Boldyrev, 2009) has discussed its role in MHD turbulence by high resolution direct numerical simula-
tions. Cross helicity is proportional to the correlation between velocity and magnetic field fluctuation
and measures the relative importance of Alfvén waves in global fluctuation and (Goldreich & Sridhar,
1995) have predicted the generation of interstellar turbulence caused by nonlinear interactions among
Shear Alfvén waves. Many studies in the literature have shown that cross helicity is correlated to the
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self production of turbulence. Non-zero magnetic helicity may help to explain the presence of large
scale magnetic structures in the universe. It is believed that it may induce the formation of magnetic
structures at larger scales from smaller scale ones and this process can be referred as inverse cascading.
(Biskamp, 2003) has presented decay law for MHD turbulence with the help of conservation law for
magnetic helicity. Variation in energy flux is also adopted by (M. K. Verma, 2004) to study decay law
in MHD turbulence. (Mizeva, Stepanov, & Frik, 2009) has discussed the effect of cross helicity on
the cascade process in MHD turbulence. They showed from numerical results that "cross helicity
blocks the spectral energy transfer in MHD turbulence and results in energy accumulation in the
system. This accumulation proceeds until the vortex intensification compensates the decreasing
efficiency of nonlinear interactions". The importance of cross helicity is also discussed by many
other authors. (Smith, Stawarz, Vasquez, Forman, & MacBride, 2009) have adopted third-moment
techniques to study the scale of energy cascading in the solar wind at 1 AU with the assumption of
isotropic turbulence. They find that "when the correlation between magnetic and velocity fluctuations
is large there is a back transfer of energy within the spatial scales normally attributed to the inertial
range where energy is moved from small to large scales in such a way as to reinforce the cross-field
correlation. This may help to explain solar wind observations with large correlations indicative of
outward-propagating fluctuations". Impact of non zero cross helicity on MHD turbulence is unparal-
leled and affects the global dynamics. (Briard & Gomez, 2018) examined the effect of cross helicity on
the decay of isotropic MHD turbulence and concluded that an initial non zero cross helicity makes
imbalanced MHD turbulence. The subtle anisotropic effect of cross helicity can be the caused of this.

For better insight of possible applications in the case of non conservation for topological invariants,
authors plan to develop variational principles for non ideal MHD in the future. Our aim is to use them
for the analysis of the stability of non-ideal MHD configurations. As for designing efficient numerical
schemes for integrating the equations of fluid dynamics and MHD, one may follow the approach
described in (Yahalom, 2003). Analyzing the dynamics of the new generalized non-barotropic χ and η
cross helicities recently developed by (Yahalom & Qin, 2021) in the non ideal case will also be the part
of future work as well as attention to the local forms of magnetic and cross helicities.
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