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We study wave turbulence in systems with two special properties: a large number of fields

(large N) and a nonlinear interaction that is strongly local in momentum space. The first property

allows us to find the kinetic equation at all interaction strengths – both weak and strong, at leading

order in 1/N . The second allows us to turn the kinetic equation – an integral equation – into a

differential equation. We find stationary solutions for the occupation number as a function of wave

number, valid at all scales. As expected, on the weak coupling end the solutions asymptote to

Kolmogorov-Zakharov scaling. On the strong coupling end, they asymptote to either the widely

conjectured generalized Phillips spectrum (also known as critical balance), or a Kolmogorov-like

scaling exponent.
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1. Introduction

Wave turbulence is a ubiquitous phenomenon in which excitations are waves and energy is

transferred among scales with a constant flux [1–5]. The most well known example of wave tur-

bulence is for gravity waves on the surface of a fluid, such as the ocean. For long wavelength

waves, the interaction and dispersion relation are scale-invariant and the nonlinearity is weak, and

one can derive the scale-invariant turbulent spectrum (Kolmogorov-Zakharov scaling). For short

wavelength waves, the nonlinearity becomes strong and weak wave turbulence theory is no longer

applicable. There is reason to believe that at very short scales the spectrum is again scale-invariant,

but with a different exponent, referred to as the generalized Phillips spectrum [6]. However, there

is limited analytic understanding of strong wave turbulence.

Wave turbulence, unlike the perhaps more familiar turbulence associated with the Navier-

Stokes equation and the corresponding nonperturbative transfer of energy between eddies across

scales, is a general phenomenon in nonlinear physics. For any Hamiltonian with small nonlinearity,

exciting waves in some range of wavenumbers may trigger a cascade of energy across scales. And,

unlike the case of Navier-Stokes turbulence, the ability to take a Hamiltonian of our choosing and

to go to a regime with weak interactions, makes wave turbulence amenable to a systematic analytic

treatment [7–10].
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There is a long history in quantum field theory and statistical physics of studying theories with

a large number of fields (N ≫ 1) [11–14], and that is what we will do here. A physical example one

can keep in mind is that of spin waves, in which the spins are in vector representations of O(N). We

obtain the large N wave kinetic equation, which, unlike the standard (weak) wave kinetic equation,

is valid at arbitrarily strong nonlinearity (the case of a nonlinear interaction that is momentum

independent was studied in [15–18]). However, finding stationary solutions of this equation is

challenging, as this is an integral equation. We therefore introduce a second major simplifying

feature: we take the interactions to be concentrated about nearly equal momenta [19–23]. 1 We

refer to this as strongly local interactions, where locality is in wavenumber space. This choice of

interaction turns the integral equation into a differential equation, which is then straightforward

to study and allows us to construct stationary solutions valid at all scales.

In Sec. 2 we present the kinetic equation in the strongly local and large N limit. In Sec. 3 we

show that asymptotically, at large or small wavenumber, there are three possible scaling solutions:

the Kolmogorov-Zakharov (KZ) solution at weak nonlinearity, and either the Phillips solution,

or what we refer to as the strong turbulence solution, at strong nonlinearity. In Sec. 4 we find

stationary solutions of the kinetic equation at all scales which interpolate between these three

asymptotic scalings. We conclude in Sec. 5.

2. Large N and strongly local kinetic equation

Waves interacting with a quartic interaction have the Hamiltonian,

H =
∑
p

ωpa
∗
pap +

∑
p1,...,p4

λp1p2p3p4
a∗p1a

∗
p2
ap3ap4 , (2.1)

where ak is a complex scalar field, ωk is the dispersion relation, and λp1p2p3p4
is the interaction.

For instance, for the nonlinear Schrödinger (Gross-Pitaevskii) equation ωk ∼ k2 and λ1234 is a

constant. For surface gravity waves, after a canonical transformation to eliminate the nonresonant

cubic interaction, the leading order term in the Hamiltonian takes the form (2.1) with ωk ∼
√
k

and λp1p2p3p4
a nontrivial scale-invariant function with scaling dimension three. For spin waves,

the interaction is λp1p2p3p4
∼ p⃗1·p⃗2 + p⃗3·p⃗4.

Using this Hamiltonian, it is straightforward to show that weakly interacting waves are de-

1Something similar occurs in the context of particle scattering, in which the Boltzmann equation becomes a
differential equation for small-angle grazing collisions in plasmas, described by the Fokker-Planck/Landau kinetic
equation [24–26].
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scribed by the kinetic equation [3, 4]

∂nk

∂t
= 4π

∑
p1,...,p4

(δkp1+δkp2−δkp3−δkp4)|λp1p2p3p4
|2

4∏
i=1

ni

( 1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
δ(ωp1

+ωp2
−ωp3

−ωp4
) ,

(2.2)

where δkp1 is the Kronecker delta function, nk is the occupation number, nk = ⟨a∗kak⟩, and this

equation is valid to leading order in the interaction. This is the wave analog of the Boltzmann

equation, which governs a dilute gas of particles.

The kinetic equation is an integral equation, and challenging to study in general. It drastically

simplifies if one takes strongly local interactions: λp1p2p3p4
which is strongly peaked around mo-

menta that are nearly equal p⃗1 ≈ p⃗2 ≈ p⃗3 ≈ p⃗4. The kinetic equation then becomes a differential

equation [19],

ω
d−α
α

∂n

∂t
= λ2 ∂2

∂ω2

(
ω

2β+3d
α

+2n4 ∂2

∂ω2

1

n

)
, (2.3)

where n is a function of frequency ω and time t, d is the spatial dimension, λ2 is a dimensionful

and system specific constant (which involves integrating the square of the interaction), and ωk and

λp1p2p3p4
are assumed to be scale invariant functions: ωk ∼ kα and λp1p2p3p4

∼ pβ. This differential

approximation to the kinetic equation is simple to see: the difference of the 1/ni terms in (2.2)

vanishes at leading order if all the momenta are set equal. One must therefore Taylor expand,

to second order, which gives the factor of ∂
2

∂ω
2
1
n
. Likewise, the difference of the Kronecker delta

functions in (2.2) vanishes at leading order, and so Taylor expanding gives a second derivative.

As mentioned earlier, the kinetic equation (2.2) is only valid at leading order in the interaction.

In particular, the only process it captures is one in which waves of momenta p1 and p2 scatter

directly into p3 and p4. To go to higher order, one needs to include processes with multiple

scatterings. In general, the number of processes and the number of intermediate states is enormous,

growing exponentially with the order in λ. To have any hope of studying strongly interacting waves,

one must introduce some additional small parameter into the theory that will give preference to a

subclass of processes.

A common technique in quantum field theory and statistical physics is to consider a large N

theory [11–14]. Instead of one field, there are N fields ajp, i = 1, . . . , N , which are grouped into a

vector a⃗p. The Hamiltonian is then,

H =
∑
p

ωp a⃗
∗
p ·⃗ap +

1

N

∑
p1,...,p4

λp1p2p3p4
(⃗a ∗

p1
·⃗ap3)(⃗a

∗
p2
·⃗ap4) . (2.4)

Introducing more fields may seem like a complication, rather than a simplification. The key,

however, is to take N to be large while keeping λp1p2p3p4
finite. This is the large N limit.

At leading nontrivial order in 1/N the only processes that appear for the scattering of two
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Figure 1: With a large N number of fields, rather than one field (2.1), the process of two wave
scattering is dominated by bubble diagrams. These can be summed, allowing one to study the
theory at strong nonlinearity.

waves are the “bubble diagrams”, shown in Fig. 1, see Appendix A. Each bubble gives an additional

factor proportional to λω
d+β
α ∂n

∂ω
. Summing the geometric series of bubble diagrams gives the kinetic

equation,

ω
d−α
α

∂n

∂t
=

1

N

∂2

∂ω2

λ2ω
2β+3d

α
+2n4 ∂

2

∂ω
2
1
n∣∣∣1− c λ ω

d+β
α ∂n

∂ω

∣∣∣2
 , (2.5)

where c is a system specific constant (and generally complex. For simplicity, in what follows we

treat c as real; the more general case is done in Appendix D). This equation is valid at all λ and at

all ω. Notice that in the limit of small λ, we may drop the λ term in the denominator and recover

the weak kinetic equation (2.3).

The stationary solutions correspond to setting the left hand side of (2.5) to zero. The right

hand side must therefore be of the form of a second derivative of P −Qω, where P is the energy

flux and Q is the particle number flux, as can be seen by noticing that (2.5) is of the form of a

continuity equation, ∂n
∂t

= −∂J
∂ω
. The energy flux P should be positive (direct cascade) whereas the

number flux Q should be negative (inverse cascade). Rearranging gives,

λ2ω2 ∂2

∂ω2

1

n
= (P−Qω)ω− 3d+2β

α

(
n−2 − c λ ω

d+β
α

∂

∂ω

1

n

)2

. (2.6)

Our goal is to find solutions of this equation.

3. Three asymptotic solutions

There are three terms in (2.6). We may easily find a power law solution to the equation if we

drop any one of these three terms. We consider all three options.

Kolmogorov-Zakharov

Dropping the term proportional to λ should take us back to the weak wave turbulence

(Kolmogorov-Zakharov) solution. Indeed, doing this gives,

λ2ω
2β+3d

α
+2n4 ∂2

∂ω2

1

n
= P −Qω . (3.1)
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Setting Q = 0 (constant energy flux), and inserting n ∼ k−γ ∼ ω−γ/α gives the Kolmogorov-

Zakharov (KZ) solution for an energy cascade, while setting P = 0 (constant number flux), gives

the KZ solution for a particle number cascade:

n ∼ λ−2/3P 1/3ω−γ/α , γ = d+
2

3
β , Q = 0 (3.2)

n ∼ λ−2/3(−Q)1/3ω−γ/α , γ = d+
2

3
β − α

3
, P = 0 . (3.3)

Setting both P and Q to zero gives the thermal solution, n ∼ 1
ω+µ

where µ is a constant (chemical

potential).

Strong turbulence

We now instead drop the n−2 term in (2.6), corresponding to large λ, and leaving us with,

ω2 ∂2

∂ω2

1

n
= (P −Qω)ω− 3d+2β

α

(
c ω

d+β
α

∂

∂ω

1

n

)2

. (3.4)

Depending on if we set Q or P to zero, we obtain power law solutions [16],

n ∼ c2Pω−γ/α , γ = d+ 2α , Q = 0 (3.5)

n ∼ −c2Qω−γ/α , γ = d+ α , P = 0 . (3.6)

Phillips (Critical Balance)

The final possibility is to drop the left-hand side of (2.6). The limit in which this is justified

is large λ with n ∼ 1/λ, so that the left-hand side is of order λ3, whereas the right-hand side is

of order λ4, and therefore dominant. Note that this is only possible if c λ is real and positive.

Dropping the left-hand side leaves us with,

n−2 − c λ ω
d+β
α

∂

∂ω

1

n
= 0 , (3.7)

and hence,

n ∼ 1

c λ
ω

−γ
α , γ = d+ β − α . (3.8)

This is known as the generalized Phillips [6, 27], or critical balance, solution [28]. 2

The strength of the nonlinearity is commonly parametrized by ϵk, the ratio of the quartic to

2The possibility of obtaining the Phillips solution from summing bubble diagrams was suggested in [10].
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quadratic terms in the Hamiltonian in a state with occupation numbers nk,

ϵk =
λkkkknkk

d

ωk

∼ kβ+d−γ−α . (3.9)

For us, this is conveniently just the ratio of the second to the first term on the right side of (2.6).

The Phillips solution (3.8) corresponds to ϵk that is constant (k independent). On the other hand,

for the KZ direct cascade ϵk ∼ kβ/3−α for the energy flux solution (3.2), which means that we expect

KZ to be valid at small k if β > 3α. At large k we expect to generically have the strong turbulence

scaling (3.5) or potentially the Phillips scaling (3.8). For β < 3α the situation is reversed: we

expect KZ scaling at large k and strong turbulence or Phillips scaling at small k. We must solve

the full differential equation (2.6) to see explicitly how the transition occurs. This is what we do

next.

4. Turbulent solutions at all scales

Our task now is to find solutions of the differential equation (2.6) governing stationary solutions

of the strongly local large N model.

Energy cascade

Let us focus on energy cascades (Q = 0) for now. It is convenient to change variables,

n =

(
P

λ2

)1/3
1

ωζ

1

u
, ζ =

d+ 2
3
β

α
, τ = log

ω

ω0

, (4.1)

where ω0 is an arbitrary scale. This transforms (2.6) into,

ü+ (2ζ−1)u̇+ ζ(ζ−1)u =
(
u2 − ϵ(ζu+ u̇)

)2
, ϵ ≡ c

(
λPω

β−3α
α

)1/3

, (4.2)

where a dot denotes a derivative with respect to τ (which should not be confused with physical time

t in (2.5)). The limit of small ϵ reduces this to the weak coupling equation, and the stationary

solution is found by simply setting ü = u̇ = 0 and hence ζ(ζ−1)u = u4, which is just the KZ

solution (3.2).

As long as β ̸= 3α, the nonlinearity parameter ϵ is τ dependent, and so regardless of the

interaction strength λ and of the flux P , at either large or small τ , ϵ will become large, i.e., ϵ is

invariant under a shift of τ → τ + τ0 and a rescaling λP → λPe−
β−3α

α
τ0 . The simplest case we

may consider is for a constant ϵ, which occurs for β = 3α. The differential equation (4.2) then

has no explicit τ dependence, and finding the stationary solutions reduces to solving an algebraic

cubic equation, ζ(ζ−1) = u (u−ϵ ζ)2. In the small ϵ limit only one of the solutions is real, and is
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KZ

Phillips

Strong

(a)

KZ

Phillips

Strong

(b)

Figure 2: Stationary solutions of the kinetic equation (2.5) for the strongly local large N model.
Log-log plot of n vs ω = ω0e

τ . n is normalized by a pure Kolmogorov-Zakharov (KZ) solution
nKZ defined in (3.2). The parameters are taken to be d = 2, α=1/2 and β = 3, ϵ(τ=0)3 = 2/3 in
(a) and β = 0, ϵ(τ=0)3 = 3/2 in (b). The solutions interpolating between KZ and either strong or
Phillips behavior are shown with solid lines. In (b) there is a continuum of solutions interpolating
between Phillips and KZ (some examples shown in purple), lying between two boundary curves
(black). The dotted lines are the KZ to strong solutions for the case where λc is real and negative.

identified as the Kolmogorov-Zakharov solution. In the large ϵ limit there are three real solutions,

two of which are the Phillips solution and one of which is the strong turbulence solution (if c3λ,

and correspondingly ϵ, is positive. Otherwise, the only real solution is the strong turbulence one).

Now consider the case of general β. The differential equation (4.2) now has explicit τ dependence.

Perturbatively expanding around the three solutions in the previous section, to next-to-leading

order, and defining κ = (β
3
− α)/α gives,

u = (ζ(ζ−1))
1
3 +

2ζ2(ζ−1)

3ζ(ζ−1)− (2ζ−1)κ− κ2 ϵ+ . . . , ϵ ≪ 1 , Kolmogorov-Zakharov ,

u =
ζ−1−2κ

ζ−2κ

1

ϵ2
+

2(ζ−1−2κ)3

(ζ−2κ)2(ζ−5κ)(ζ−1+κ)

1

ϵ5
+ . . . , ϵ ≫ 1 , strong turbulence ,

u = (ζ+κ) ϵ± ζ+κ

ζ+5
2
κ

√
ζ−1+κ√

ϵ
+ . . . , ϵ ≫ 1 , Phillips , (4.3)

where we used that the τ dependence is within ϵ, i.e., ϵ̇ = κϵ.

To see the full solution for all ω we must numerically solve the differential equation (4.2);

see Appendix C for details. There are two qualitatively different cases, depending on if β/3 is

greater than or less than α, which determines if Kolmogorov-Zakharov scaling occurs at small ω

or at large ω. We solve (4.2) for a representative example of each of these two cases, see Fig. 2.

We find solutions that interpolate between Kolmogorov-Zakharov scaling at one end (large ω for

β/3<α and small ω for β/3>α) and strong turbulence scaling (3.5) or Phillips scaling (3.8) on the

7



other end. Phillips scaling can only be realized for cλ that is positive. Which scaling the solution

asymptotes to, Phillips or strong turbulence, depends on the boundary conditions.

Stationary solutions for the differential model of weak wave turbulence (the differential equa-

tion (4.2) with ϵ = 0) were studied in [29]. The generic solution is a combination of KZ scaling in

some range of ω, and then either thermal scaling at the ends, or a fall off behavior (n ∼ (ω−ω∗)
2/3

is a solution in the vicinity of some arbitrary ω∗). Likewise, in the case of nonzero ϵ one can

have solutions that follow the black lines in Fig. 2 for some range of ω and then either fall off or

asymptote to thermal behavior.

Dual cascade

So far we have considered energy cascades. The analysis for a particle number cascade is

similar. An even richer case is a dual cascade of both nonzero energy flux P and particle number

flux Q. In this case the differential equation (2.6) has unavoidable explicit ω dependence, even in

the weak coupling limit. It is convenient to use slightly different variables, v instead of u, defined

as

n =
1

c λ

1

ωξ

1

v
, ξ =

d+ β − α

α
, (4.4)

which transforms (2.6) into,

v̈ + (2ξ−1)v̇ + ξ(ξ−1)v = ϵ3
(
v2 − (ξv + v̇)

)2
, ϵ3 ≡ c3λ(P −Qω)ω

β−3α
α . (4.5)

An example of a dual cascade is shown in Fig. 3(a). All solutions interpolate between strong energy

flux scaling for small ω and KZ number flux scaling for large ω, with intermediate ranges of either

strong number flux or KZ energy flux scaling (if Qω0 is much larger than or much smaller than P ,

respectively).

A particularly interesting dual cascade occurs for β that lie in the range 2α < β < 3α. In

this case the nonlinearity parameter ϵ is large at both ends, τ → ±∞, and so asymptotically there

must be either strong or Phillips scaling, rather than Kolmogorov-Zakharov scaling. An example

is shown in Fig. 3(b). All solutions interpolate between strong energy flux scaling for small ω and

strong number flux scaling for large ω. For Qω0 ≪ P there may be intermediate regions with both

energy flux and number flux KZ scaling. Fig. 3 concerns only strong turbulence, but there may

also be Phillips scaling in the dual cascade, see Fig. 4.

Phase portrait

A phase portrait is sometimes a useful way of visualizing the solutions of a differential equation.

Treating v and v̇ as independent variables, at each (v, v̇) one draws an arrow pointing in the

direction of the τ derivative of (v, v̇). If ϵ is a constant, a phase portrait captures all of the

behavior. Since ϵ is generally τ dependent, one needs to know the phase portrait at multiple

8



Strong (P)

Strong (Q)

KZ (Q)

KZ (P)

(a)

Strong (P)

Strong (Q)

KZ (Q)

KZ (P)

(b)

Figure 3: Log-log plots of n vs ω for the dual cascade case. a) d=2, α=2, β=3. The dimen-

sionless quantity P̃ = c3ω3κ
0 λP is held fixed at 3/2 for all curves and Q is varied. From top

to bottom the values of log
(
−Q

P
ω0

)
for the curves are are 4, 2, 0,−3,−6,−9,−12,−∞. b) Val-

ues of the parameters are chosen such that there is strong coupling in both the IR and UV.
d = 2, α = 2, β = 5, P̃ = 81/50. From top to bottom the values of log

(
−Q

P
ω0

)
for the curves are

3, 0,−1,−2,−3,−6,−9,−∞.

Strong (P) Strong (Q)

PhillipsPhillips

(a)

Strong (P) Strong (Q)

PhillipsPhillips

(b)

Figure 4: Solutions interpolating between strong turbulence and Phillips in the dual cascade.
The vertical axis is normalized by the pure Phillips solution nPh in (3.8) and the parameters are
identical to Fig 3(b). a) log

(
−Q

P
ω0

)
= −3. All four combinations involving Phillips or strong

turbulence in the IR and UV are possible (black). As in Fig 2(b), there is an additional family
of solutions with Philips in the IR (e.g. blue, orange, green). b) log

(
−Q

P
ω0

)
= −1. Solutions

interpolating between strong turbulence in the IR and Phillips in the UV are no longer possible.
Phillips in the IR interpolating to strong turbulence in the UV is still possible (e.g. blue, orange,
green) but disappears for even higher flux.

9



b ac

Figure 5: Phase portrait of (4.5), with ξ = 3 and ϵ = 2, treated as a dynamical system with
variables v, v̇.

values of ϵ to capture the qualitative behavior.

A phase portrait of the system at intermediate ϵ is shown in Fig. 5, where the arrows point in

the direction of increasing τ . The running off to infinity of most trajectories at either small or large

τ corresponds to n either vanishing or diverging like a thermal spectrum with negative chemical

potential [29]. The trivial fixed point at u = 0 is shown in black (and corresponds to thermal

behavior), and the three non-trivial fixed points are shown in red and are labeled a, b, and c. The

phase plot changes qualitatively upon varying the nonlinearity parameter ϵ. As ϵ increases, we

find that the fixed points a and b approach the value corresponding to the Phillips scaling solution,

while the fixed point c corresponds to the strong scaling solution. In the opposite limit in which ϵ

decreases, points b and c merge and disappear, while a corresponds to the KZ solution.

We can explain various features of the numerical solutions by considering these fixed points.

For instance, the curve in Fig. 2(a) going from KZ scaling to Phillips scaling corresponds to a

path in phase space remaining in the vicinity of point a (which moves as τ changes). On the other

hand, the curve going from KZ scaling to strong turbulence scaling involves going from point a to

point c in phase space, and there is a visible feature on the curve when this transition takes place.

In the case of Fig. 2(b), there are additional curves interpolating between Phillips and KZ scaling

(purple) which may be understood as going from the IR attractive point b at arbitrarily small ω to

point a. In the dual cascade case of Fig. 4, the value of Qω0/P determines some minimum value

of ϵ. In Fig. 4(a) the minimum value is small enough such that the fixed point c disappears for

some intermediate value of τ . As a result, the strong energy flux to strong number flux solution

must go from c to a and then back to c. In Fig. 4(b) the minimum value of ϵ is large enough

that the upper black strong turbulence curve can stay near the fixed point c for all τ . There is an

additional Phillips solution (red) that stays near point b for all τ .
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5. Discussion

Our main result is the kinetic equation (2.5). It goes beyond the standard kinetic theory for

weak interactions, and is valid for arbitrarily strong interactions. We have found its stationary

solutions, which realize the generalized Phillips spectrum (critical balance) and a new strong wave

turbulence spectrum. There is a simple argument for the Phillips spectrum, based on the hypothesis

that the nonlinear term stops growing once it reaches the same order as the linear term [6, 28].

Likewise, the strong wave turbulence spectrum can be argued for on dimensional grounds, see

Appendix B. The challenge, however, is to have a consistent dynamical theory that achieves these

scalings. Our kinetic equation (2.5) does just that.

It will be important to study time dependent solutions [30,31] of this kinetic equation inorder

to understand the mechanism by which these turbulent cascades are dynamically formed. The

strongly local interactions we took prevent any potential divergences (i.e., dependence on the

pumping and dissipation scales), which can be physically relevant. It will therefore be important

to study wave turbulence at large N , with the assumption of strong locality relaxed. The large N

kinetic equation for general interactions is presented in Appendix A.
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A. Large N kinetic equation

The standard wave kinetic equation for the Hamiltonian (2.1) with one field was given in (2.2).

This is valid at leading order in the nonlinearity λ. The kinetic equation at next-to-leading order

in λ is: [7–9,32]

∂n1

∂t
= 16πRe

∑
p2,p3,p4

δ(ωp1p2;p3p4
)λ2

p1p2p3p4

4∏
i=1

ni

( 1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
(1 + 2L+ + 8L−) , (A.1)

where we have taken the coupling to be real, momentum conservation p1+p2 = p3+p4 is implied,

and,

L+ = 2
∑
p5

λp1p2p5p6
λp5p6p3p4

λp1p2p3p4

np5
+np6

ωp1p2;p5p6
+iϵ

, L− = 2
∑
p5

λp1p6p3p5
λp2p5p4p6

λp1p2p3p4

np6
−np5

ωp1p6;p3p5
+iϵ

, (A.2)

where, via momentum conservation, p6 = p1+p2−p5 (and the frequency is really the renormalized

frequency). The three terms correspond to the three Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 6, where

for the moment one should ignore the i, j, k indices. In principle, one can compute the kinetic
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Figure 6: (a) Tree-level and (b) one-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the kinetic equation.

equation to arbitrary order in λ [9], but the higher the order, the more terms there are and the

more unwieldy the expression.

Introducing N ≫ 1 fields, so that the Hamiltonian is given by (2.4), gives a drastic sim-

plification. The diagrams now have indices which label the fields. Since each interaction vertex

introduces a factor of 1/N , in order for a higher order diagram involving loops to not be suppressed

at large N , it must have an index sum over all fields in the loop to compensate for this factor.

For instance, Fig. 6(c) survives the large N limit (due to the sum over k) but Fig. 6(b) does not.

Likewise, at higher loop order the only diagrams are the bubble diagrams shown earlier in Fig. 1.

The sum of all bubble diagrams gives the large N kinetic equation [33],

∂n1

∂t
=

8π

N

∑
p2,p3,p4

|Λp1p2p3p4
|2

4∏
i=1

ni

( 1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
δ(ωp1

+ωp2
−ωp3

−ωp4
) , (A.3)

where the “effective coupling” Λp1p2p3p4
is given by an intuitively clear expression, representing a

geometric sum where each loop adds a factor of L,

Λ = λ(1− Lλ)−1 (A.4)

where (1 − Lλ)−1 = 1 + Lλ + LλLλ + . . ., and we should think of this as a matrix product

with indices that live in momentum space. Namely, defining q = p1−p3, the coupling λp1p2p3p4
is

represented by λ14 ≡ λp1,p4−q,p1−q,p4
, where we made use of momentum conservation, and L is a

diagonal matrix,

Lab = δab
2(na−q−na)

ωp1
−ωp3

+ωa−q−ωa+iϵ
. (A.5)

Thus, explicitly, (λLλ)14 =
∑

a,b λ1aLabλb4 = λp1p2p3p4
L−, where L− was given in (A.2). Note

that L depends on ωp1
−ωp3

and q = p1−p3, which are not part of the matrix indices. For a

general λ, one can not write Λ any more explicitly — in effect, it is given by the solution of (A.4),

which is an integral equation. In the special case that the interaction has product factorization:
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λp1p2p3p4
=

√
λp1p3

λp2p4
[10], the expression is simple,

Λp1p2p3p4
=

λp1p2p3p4

1− L−
. (A.6)

For a constant interaction, λp1p2p3p4
= λ, this reduces to the large N kinetic equation found

in [15–18].

For the strongly local interactions discussed in the main body, in the relevant one loop term

λp1p2p3p4
L− (A.2) the integral over p5 will be localized in the vicinity of p1. Taylor expanding

np6
− np5

gives ω ∂n
∂ω
. The remaining integral in the vicinity of p5 is some constant c. We assume

each loop gives the same factor, so we have a geometric sum. The result is the kinetic equation

(2.5) given in the main body. Note that L− has both a real and imaginary part, so c is in general

complex.

B. Strong wave turbulence from dimensional analysis

In this appendix we reproduce, on the basis of dimensional analysis, the strong turbulence

scaling found in Sec. 3: nk ∼ k−d−2α for an energy cascade and nk ∼ k−d−α for a particle number

cascade, where α is the scaling exponent of the frequency, ωk ∼ kα.

First, recall the famous Kolmogorov 5/3 scaling law: assuming the only dimensionful parame-

ter is the density ρ, having dimensions M/Ld, the energy flux P has dimensions of energy per unit

volume per unit time: P ∼ ρL2/T 3, while the energy density εk in k space (k = 1/L) is energy

per unit k per unit volume, εk ∼ ρL3/T 2. Matching dimensions requires εk ∼ k−5/3P 2/3ρ1/3.

In weak wave turbulence there is a second dimensionful parameter, which comes from the

dispersion relation ωk, having dimensions 1/T . For instance, for gravity waves ωk ∼
√
gk, where

g is the gravitational constant. To obtain the Kolmogorov-Zakharov spectrum one makes use of

dynamics: the weak wave kinetic equation, which gives the time scale tk: nk/tk ∼ n3
kk

2dλ2
k/ωk.

Upon inserting tk into the flux P ∼ ωknkk
d/tk ∼ k3(d−γ)+2β, and taking P to be a constant, one

recovers the KZ solution, nk ∼ k−(d+ 2
3
β). In the case of large N strong wave turbulence, one can use

the large N kinetic equation (A.3, A.4) to establish tk. Namely, for strong nonlinearity one drops

the 1 relative to Lλ in (A.4) and thus finds 1/tk ∼ ωk. Inserting tk into the flux P ∼ ωknkk
d/tk

gives nk ∼ k−(d+2α), the strong turbulence solution found in (3.5).

For strong wave turbulence more generally, we do not know the kinetic equation. However, if

the strength of the nonlinear interaction λp1p2p3p4
is taken to be arbitrarily large, then λp1p2p3p4

can

not enter into determining the spectrum. Therefore, like in Kolmogorov scaling, we are back to one

dimensionful parameter. However, now it is not density but rather g (for gravity waves) or, more

generally, a dimensionful constant g with dimension L/T 1/α for the dispersion relation ωk ∼ (kg)α.

Relating energy density εk ∼ E/Ld−1 and flux P ∼ E/(LdT ) gives εk/P ∼ LT ∼ g−αk−1−α and

hence nk ∼ εk/(k
d−1ωk) ∼ Pg−αk−d−2α. A similar argument gives the scaling for a particle flux
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Figure 7: Illustration of the shooting method at τ0 = 1. The parameters are as in Fig 2(b).
The blue curves involve initial conditions v̇(1) = 5.3432 and v(1) = 7.8374 and 7.8375 for top
and bottom, respectively. The red curves involve initial conditions v̇(1) = 5.343167 and v(1) =
7.837440, 7.837441, respectively. In black, a piecewise solution also making use of the initial values
v(−1) = 0.02809349, v̇(−1) = 0.08560496, and v(4) = 111.48895, v̇(4) = 109.18942 is shown.

cascade, with nonzero Q rather than P . This dimensional analysis argument may explain why

numerical results in [34] saw this scaling for α = 2, β = 0 for N = 1 and in [35] for α = 1, β = −2

for N = 4.

It will be interesting to study to what extent this scaling is present in physical examples of

strong wave turbulence. If this scaling is actually realized – in the sense that the assumption that

the pumping and dissipation scales don’t matter is valid – is potentially system specific.

C. Numerical method

The main numerical problem involves finding solutions of equation (4.5) that interpolate be-

tween various scaling solutions at τ = ±∞. This was done using a variant of the shooting method

for boundary value problems. The initial values v0 = v(τ0), v̇0 = v̇(τ0) for some τ0 are chosen,

and the differential equation is solved using standard methods for initial value problems. Then

the initial values v0, v̇0 are adjusted to increasingly greater precision in order to balance between

different classes of asymptotic behavior.

For example, consider the strong to KZ curve in Fig 2(b). To five digits, the initial value of

the curve at τ0 = 1 is v0 = 7.8374, v̇0 = 5.3432. The solution to this initial value problem displays

thermal behavior in the UV and log n going to positive infinity at a finite value of τ in the IR.

If the last digit of v0 is increased to 7.8375, then the asymptotic behavior changes on both sides,

with log n going to negative infinity in both the UV and IR (the blue curves in Fig. 7). At the

next step of the algorithm, an additional digit is introduced, and the solution is increased to a

new threshold at v0 = 7.83744. If upon adjusting v0 we ever reach the situation where log n goes

to negative infinity on only one side, then the initial slope v̇0 is adjusted until it once again goes
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Figure 8: Stationary solutions of the strongly local large N kinetic equation for complex values
of cλ, see (2.6) or (D.1). The parameters are as in Fig. 2(b). The strong to KZ scaling curves
for arg cλ = 0 and 0.0061π (black) are indistinguishable at this resolution. The long-lived Phillips
solution for 0.0061π is shown as a dashed line.

to negative infinity on both sides or on neither side. After adjusting the slope, the corresponding

red curves in Fig. 7 display strong and KZ scaling over an increased range.

This procedure allows us to specify the initial conditions with increasing precision, but even-

tually the solution at points distant from τ0 may be affected by numerical error in the method

for solving the initial value problem. Instead, we may find solutions over a wider range by con-

structing piecewise solutions involving multiple initial conditions, as in the black curve of Fig 7.

An important consistency check on the piecewise solutions is that the initial conditions for each

interval fall within the error range predicted by the adjacent intervals.

D. Additional cases

Complex values of c λ

We have mostly been considering the case in which the parameter c λ introduced in the strongly

local approximation is real and positive. The situation in which c λ is real and negative was shown

in the dotted line solutions of Fig. 2. As mentioned in Appendix A, c is naturally complex (λ can

be made complex too if one wishes). In general, we may write c λ = |c λ|eiϕ, and after defining v

and ϵ in terms of |c λ|, Eq. 4.5 is generalized to,

v̈ + (2ξ−1)v̇ + ξ(ξ−1)v = ϵ3
(
v4 + (ξv + v̇)2 − 2 cosϕ v2(ξv + v̇)

)
. (D.1)

The solutions interpolating between strong turbulence and KZ scaling for various values of

ϕ = arg cλ are shown in Fig. 8. Unless cosϕ = 1, it is clear that there is no true Phillips solution

at large enough ϵ, but for intermediate ϵ the situation is more subtle. For 1 > cosϕ >
√
3/2, there

is a finite range of ϵ such that there are three fixed points – like in the phase portrait of Fig. 5 –

15



Strong

Phillips

KZ

(a) (b)

Figure 9: A solution displaying long-lived Phillips behavior in the IR for ξ=0.95
(d=2, α=2, β=1.9, P̃≡c3ω3κ

0 λP=3/2). (a) is a plot of log(n/nPh) vs τ where we normalized by
the pure Phillips scaling nPh (3.8) , and (b) is a phase portrait at τ = −1. The point on the solu-
tion v(−1) = 1.30963, v̇(−1) = 0.284960 is plotted in red. As τ decreases, the solution survives as
long as it stays in the region near the parabola v̇ = v(v−ξ) plotted in gray in (b), but at τ ≈ −3.78
it falls off and diverges.

and once again points a and b are associated with Phillips scaling. However, now there is some

maximum ϵ where points a and b merge and disappear, and the Phillips solution does not extend

arbitrarily far into the strong coupling regime.

In Fig. 8 the value ϕ = 0.0061π depicted in black is chosen so that the points a and b disappear

at τ = −2. A solution interpolating between Phillips and KZ scaling for τ > −2 is shown as a

dashed line. For τ < −2, the curve abruptly decays to negative infinity, corresponding to n

vanishing just below τ = −2.07.

Phillips exponent less than thermal

So far in discussing the Phillips solution we have implicitly assumed that the exponent ξ

(defined in (4.4)) is greater than the thermal exponent of 1. For ξ < 1, there are no longer Phillips

solutions that extend arbitrarily far into the IR.3 This may be seen from the fixed point equation

arising from (4.5),

ξ(ξ − 1) = ϵ3(v − ξ)2v, (D.2)

3In this section we focus on the case where ϵ is large in the IR. If it is instead large in the UV that implies that
the strong scaling exponent d/α + 2 is less than the Phillips exponent ξ ≤ 1, which is impossible if we take the
physical conditions d, α > 0.
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Strong (Q)

Thermal

Figure 10: Solutions displaying strong scaling in the IR for ζ=2/3
(d=2, α=2, β=0, P=0, ϵ3(0)=3/2). The vertical axis is scaled by nTh ≡ (cλ)−1ω1−ξ

0 ω−1 such
that solutions with thermal scaling have zero slope. All strong scaling solutions decay in the UV,
but there can be long-lived thermal behavior.

which has no physical solution with ϵ, v > 0 if the left hand side is negative. It may also be seen

from the asymptotic Phillips solution in (4.3). When ξ = ζ + κ < 1 the correction term becomes

imaginary.

However, if ξ is slightly less than 1, there may still be long-lived solutions that display Phillips

scaling for some finite range, see Fig. 9. This is possible if the solutions stay in the vicinity of the

parabola v2− (ξv+ v̇) = 0 in phase space. This parabola is equivalent to the first-order differential

equation associated to the Phillips behavior (3.7). There is a relatively slow moving region in phase

space around this parabola, which becomes thinner as ϵ increases. As long as the solution remains

in the slow moving region near v ≈ ξ, it displays Phillips scaling. However, since for ξ < 1 there

is no fixed point to stop it, eventually in the IR the solution falls to the region of large negative v̇

and diverges.

In the special case of ξ = 1, the exponents for Phillips and thermal scaling are identical. The

fixed point equation (D.2) has an exact fixed point at v = ξ, v̇ = 0 for all ϵ, and it is possible to get

pure Phillips behavior for all τ , even in the weak regime. There is also a solution that interpolates

between Phillips and KZ scaling, much as in the ξ > 1 case. A qualitative difference from the

ξ > 1 case shown in Fig. 2(b) is that the family of additional Phillips to KZ solutions existing for

all τ shown in purple no longer exists. This may perhaps be understood from the perspective of

the fixed point equation (D.2), where fixed points a and b in Fig. 5 collapse to a single double root

at ξ = 1.

Kolmogorov-Zakharov exponent less than thermal

If, in addition, the exponent ζ (defined in (4.1)) is less than the thermal exponent of 1, there

is neither Phillips nor KZ scaling behavior. The disappearance of the KZ scaling behavior for

ζ ≤ 1 is clear from the vanishing of u at ζ = 1 in the asymptotic expression (4.3), and it has
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been discussed for the weak wave turbulence equation (3.1) in [29]. However, there may still be

strong turbulence scaling in the IR, and several such solutions are plotted in Fig. 10. The strong

turbulence solutions may interpolate to long-lived thermal behavior, but all solutions eventually

decay. Precisely at ζ = 1 the thermal exponent and KZ exponent are identical, so the long-lived

solutions may be alternatively understood as KZ solutions with logarithmic modifications [19].

We note in passing that although there are no thermal solutions extending arbitrarily far

into the UV for ζ ≤ 1, there are solutions such that n is asymptotically constant in the UV.

These asymptotically constant solutions decay in the IR, and can not be reached from the strong

scaling solution. These solutions appear already in the weak wave turbulence equation (3.1),

and are equivalent to motion along the separatrix labeled S in Fig. 6 and 9 in [29]. Although

they are more obvious in the case ζ ≤ 1, which has a dearth of solutions surviving in UV, these

asymptotically constant solutions (and the associated separatrix in a phase portrait of (3.1)) have

nothing to do with the condition ζ ≤ 1 per se, and they exist also for ζ>1.
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