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We construct a d-dimensional Eddy Damped Quasi-Normal Markovian (EDQNM) Closure Model to study
dynamo action in arbitrary dimensions. In particular, we find lower dL and upper dU critical dimensions for
sustained dynamo action in this incompressible problem. Our model is adaptable for future studies incorporating
helicity, compressible effects and a wide range of magnetic Reynolds and Prandtl numbers.

Large magnetic fields are at the heart of almost every ob-
servation in astrophysics; indeed, they play a pivotal role in,
as well as shape the consequence of, the dynamics of phe-
nomena ranging from star formation, the interstellar medium
to the underpinnings of the solar wind [1–3]. And yet ques-
tions remain how such sustained magnetic fields arise—the
dynamo problem—in the first place [4–6]. Since astrophysi-
cal flows are also, typically, notoriously turbulent, it is natural
to look for answers to such questions within the framework
of magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence [7–11]. While a
theory for the dynamo problem rooted in the full set of equa-
tions for MHD is desirable, there are formidable challenges
to this. From the point of view of direct numerical simula-
tions (DNSs) of such systems, the parameter space accessible
to modern simulations are quite far from what is realisable in
either astrophysical systems or liquid-metal experiments [12].
For example, the Prandtl number, defined as the ratio of the
kinetic viscosity to the magnetic diffusivity Pm ≡ ν/η, range
from values as large as 1014 (interstellar medium) to those
as small as 10−5 (liquid sodium experiments). Such a range
of numbers are prohibitively expensive for DNSs; thus more
often than not, theoretical approaches based on reasonable as-
sumptions provide additional insights and a fresh perspective
in understanding the nuances of the dynamo problem.

An excellent example of such theoretical approaches, and
the deep insights they provide, is the Kazantsev model for the
fluctuation dynamo [13]. In this stochastic model, the velocity
field is Gaussian and statistically homogenous, isotropic, and
parity invariant. In addition, the correlation time is assumed to
be zero—probably the strongest simplification in this model.
By varying the features of the spatial correlations of the ve-
locity field, it is possible to study the magnetic growth as a
function of the degree of compressibility of the flow, its spatial
regularity, the space dimension, and the Prandtl and magnetic
Reynolds numbers (see, e.g., Refs. [2, 5, 6, 14, 15]). In par-
ticular, the Kazantsev model has provided the first evidence of
the existence of a maximum critical dimension for the dynamo
effect beyond which this random flow becomes unable to am-
plify a magnetic field [16, 17]. The range of dimensions where
there is dynamo shrinks as the velocity becomes less and less
regular in space, until it vanishes when the Hölder exponent
of the velocity falls below 1/2 [18]. Compressibility, however,

has the effect of widening the range of dimensions over which
the dynamo is possible in this model [19]. Interestingly, di-
mension d = 3 is the one where the least flow regularity is
required for the dynamo effect to take place, independently of
the degree of compressibility.

It is easy to appreciate why theoretical models with vari-
able roughness (of the velocity field) and compressibility have
a direct bearing on understanding real dynamos. Nevertheless
and especially given the strong parallels of this problem to
critical phenomena and phase transitions, the role of dimen-
sions in the dynamo—no-dynamo transition deserves some
attention. Taking this point of view and recalling the fun-
damental discoveries—such as dimensional regularization or
the 4− ϵ expansion [20]—made possible by going beyond the
physically obvious d = 2 or 3 dimensions, it is not unrea-
sonable to ask if there is an analogue of a lower and upper
critical dimension below and beyond which, respectively, dy-
namo action ceases to be. Indeed, such a point of view, of
going beyond physically realisable integer dimensions of two
and three, has lead to interesting results on intermittency and
energy cascades in classical fluid turbulence [21–27]. In this
paper, we simply ask if there are lower dL and upper dU criti-
cal dimension within which dynamo action is confined?

While it is desirable to overcome the assumptions of Gaus-
sianity and temporal decorrelation of the Kazantsev model
and at the same time consider the fully nonlinear regime, it
is difficult to answer the above question through DNSs in ar-
bitrary dimension d. Instead, we construct a d-dimensional
closure model for MHD turbulence, which in the absence of
a magnetic field, reduces to the well-known Eddy-Damped
Quasi-Normal Markovian (EDQNM) for fluid turbulence [21,
28–32]. We then perform detailed numerical simulations
to show that for a given magnetic (Rm) and kinetic (Re)
Reynolds number the dynamo action is constrained for dimen-
sions dL ⩽ d ⩽ dU, with the lower critical dimension dL
marginally higher than 2 and a finite upper critical dimension
dU beyond which the dynamo cannot be sustained.

The first question is of course how do we construct this
d-dimensional closure model for MHD turbulence? The-
oretically, the full MHD equations suffer from the same
closure problems—and hence analytical progress—as the
Navier-Stokes equation for fluid turbulence [33]. We recall
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that in fluid turbulence, theoretical progress in understanding
the two-point correlation function stems first from a Quasi-
Normal approximation which allows rewriting fourth-order
moments as sums of products of different second-order mo-
ments. Then, the successive use of an (phenomenological)
eddy-damping rate and Markovianization leads to a closed
equation for the fluid kinetic energy spectrum in the EDQNM
model. We follow a similar approach, beginning with the
incompressible MHD equations, to derive the corresponding
equations for the fluid Eu(k) and magnetic Eb(k) energy
spectra:

d

dt
Eu(k, t) = T

u
(s)(k) + T

u
(c)(k)− 2νk2Eu(k, t); (1a)

d

dt
Eb(k, t) = T

b
(s)(k) + T

b
(c)(k)− 2ηk2Eb(k, t). (1b)

The transfer terms are conveniently expressed in a form which
underlines the distinct contributions from the self [subscript
(s)] and coupled [subscript (c)] terms:

T
u
(s)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
u
kpq

k

pq
bkpq

[
kd−1Eu(p)− pd−1Eu(k)

]
Eu(q); (2a)

T
u
(c)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
kpq

k

pq
ckpq

[
kd−1Eb(p)− pd−1Eu(k)

]
Eb(q); (2b)

T
b
(s)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
qkp

k

pq
hkpq

[
kd−1Eb(p)− pd−1Eb(k)

]
Eu(q); (2c)

T
b
(c)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
pqk

p

kq
cpkq

[
kd−1Eu(p)− pd−1Eb(k)

]
Eb(q). (2d)

In Eqs. (1)-(2), and what follows, k, p, and q are wavenum-
bers and the superscripts (u) and (b) always denote the fluid
and magnetic fields, respectively. The integrals are over triads
∆k formed from triangles with sides k, p, q, and the time-
scales θukpq and θbkpq are a consequence of the eddy-damping
and Markovian assumption. Furthermore, the explicit role of
dimensions, which arise from the geometry of these triads in
d-dimensional space, lead to an explicitly dimensional prefac-
tor Kd, the weight of different triadic contributions Wd(∆k),
the coupling coefficients bkpq , ckpq , hkpq and cpkq . We refer
the reader to Appendices A-C for a full and complete deriva-
tion of these equations as well as the precise form of each of
the terms and prefactors.

the basic phenomenology of the primitive mhd equa-
tions are already apparent in the structure of our closure
model. the self-interaction terms ensures the transfer of en-
ergy from different wavenumbers while

∫∞
0

dkT
u
(s)(k) =∫∞

0
dkT

b
(s)(k) = 0 ensuring the conservation of energy. fur-

ther, the cross or coupling terms mediate the transfer of energy
between the fluid and magnetic fields and, again for reasons
of energy conservation, obey

∫∞
0

dk
(
T

u
(c) +T

b
(c)

)
= 0. fi-

nally, it is easy to check that, for zero magnetic field Eb = 0,
our model reduces to the d-dimensional fluid edqnm equa-
tions [31]; similarly for Eb ̸= 0 and choosing d = 2 or d = 3,
we recover the two or three-dimensional EDQNM model, re-
spectively, for MHD turbulence [34–36].

Trivially the dynamo question hinges on whether or not
the total magnetic energy Eb =

∫∞
0

dk Eb(k) grows in time

and eventually saturates to a nonzero value in the nonlinear
regime. Starting from the evolution equations, it is easy to
show that for an initial (t = 0) seed magnetic field such
that the initial energies follow Eu

0 ≫ Eb
0 (allowing for terms

quadratic in the magnetic energy to be omitted)

dEb

dt
≈
∫ ∞

0

dk
(
8Kdλ(k)− 2ηk2

)
Eb(k) (3)

with λd(k) =

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θpkq
p

kq
cpqkq

d−1Eu(p) de-

pending only on the properties of the fluid and the dimension
d. Equation (3) shows that the time behavior of Eb is the result
of two opposing effects, namely magnetic diffusion and the
amplification by the velocity field, and it depends crucially on
how kinetic energy is distributed across the Fourier modes of
the velocity.

For ideal (ν = η = 0) MHD, and with a finite num-
ber of modes (intrinsic to the MHD-EDQNM model), further
progress is possible theoretically. This is because for d > 2,
a global equipartition emerges as a thermal fixed point of the
model. This ensures that for all dimensions d > 2, the seed
magnetic field grows to asymptotically (in time) reach a state
with Eu(k) = Eb(k) ∼ kd−1. However, d = 2 is special.
Here, the conservation of magnetic potential (

∑
Eb(k)/k2),

an additional constraint on these modes ensures a lack of
global equipartition and thence Eu ≫ Eb for all times as long
as Eu

0 ≫ Eb
0. Thus, in the ideal and finite-dimensional model,

dynamo action is strictly possible for all dimensions d > 2.
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FIG. 1. A plot of R(t) vs t for several different dimensions. For
dimensions d ≲ dL ≈ 2.04 and d ≳ dU ≈ 6.5, the magnetic en-
ergy, after an increasing initially, decreases with time indicating no
sustained dynamo action. For dimensions dL ≲ d ≲ dU, the mag-
netic energy increases in time with an eventual dimension-dependent
saturation.

But what happens for real flows which are dissipative and
out-of-equilibirum? Here things are much harder to assess
theoretically and we resort to evidence from numerical simu-
lations to guide our intuition. We perform detailed numerical
simulation of our MHD-EDQNM model (Eqs. (1)–(2)) in di-
mensions 2 ≤ d ≤ 12, with ν = η = 5 × 10−4, use mini-
mum kmin = 2−3 and maximum kmax = 210 wavenumbers,
and a time-stepping δt = 2 × 10−5, allowing us to obtain a
well-resolved inertial range. Further details on the numerical
set-up and in particular how the wavenumbers are discretised
are given in Appendix D.

We set up the numerical study of the dynamo problem in
the following fashion. We first develop a statistically station-
ary state for the kinetic spectrum by keeping the magnetic
field switched off and driving the kinetic energy spectrum
through a forcing spectrum F (k) concentrated at large scales
via F (k) ∼ k2 exp

(
−k2/2k2I

)
, with kI setting the injection

scale. This injection of energy is balanced with the net viscous
dissipation rate ϵu =

∫∞
0

dk 2νk2Eu(k) to ensure a constant
net kinetic energy Eu ≡

∫∞
0

dk Eu(k) = 1.0.
The steady state is characterized by a Kolmogorov spec-

trum Eu(k) ∼ k−5/3 for d ⪆ 3 (albeit with an ever-
pronounced bottleneck effect as d increases [31]) or a k−3

spectrum (due to the inverse cascade) for d ≈ 2 cases
[21, 28, 37]. The magnetic spectrum interaction is switched
on with a initial seed of magnetic energy with Eb

0 = 10−2.
With the interaction on, the forcing is adjusted slightly to
match the net dissipation rate which now includes the mag-
netic dissipation rate ϵb. In what follows, the time when the
magnetic field is switched on is set as t = 0, and the dynamo
problem is studied at subsequent times.

To study the dynamo effect, we find it useful to define the

measure R(t) =
Eb(t)

Eu(t)
and observe its temporal behaviour for

different dimensions. In Fig. 1, we show representative plots
of R(t) versus time for several different dimensions. For two
dimensional flows and as expected [38, 39], we have no dy-
namo action as R(t), after an initial growth, decays in time.
The three-dimensional case is just as clear: R(t) increases
and eventually saturates to value slightly larger than 0.5 (not
shown) indicating dynamo action. What is interesting is the
behaviour for other dimensions. Clearly, there seems to be
dimensions d ≳ 2.0 as well dimensions much larger than
d = 3.0 where the dynamo fails. In fact in higher dimen-
sions we do see an initial rise in R(t) that becomes unsus-
tainable with time. All of this suggests that at least within
the MHD-EDQNM phenomenology there must exist a lower
critical dimension dL ≳ 2.0 and a finite upper critical dimen-
sion dU ≫ 3.0 which dictates the dynamo—no-dynamo phase
boundary.

Is it possible to have a theoretical explanation, starting
from the equations of motion, which suggests such a phase
diagram? While the short answer is, unfortunately, no, a
scrutiny of the EDQNM-MHD model suggests that in the cou-
pled set of equations, dynamo action for dL ⩽ d ⩽ dU can
only be a consequence of a predominant energy transfer from
u → b, with the transfer term acting as an effective forcing
on the magnetic field. This preferential transfer of energy (at
scales larger than those where the diffusive damping becomes
strong) leads to an increasing R(t) followed by an eventual
saturation stemming from the nonlinearity (negligible at short
times) and damping. Similarly, for d < dL or d > dU the
large-scale energy transfer ought to be, preferentially, from
b → u, even if there is a net u → b transfer at smaller scales.
This is because at small scales the magnetic dissipation term
acts as a counter to the net pumping from the fluid field.

The argument outlined above is admittedly heuristic and a
consequence of what we see in Fig. 1. The only way to make
this argument plausible is to numerically analyse the spec-
tral properties of the interaction terms in Eq. (2). In Fig. 2
we plot, scale-by-scale, Tb

(s)(k) + T
b
(c)(k) together with the

magnetic diffusion term 2ηk2Eb at (inset) short (t = 1) and
long (t = 30) times for (a) d = 2.03, (b) d = 4.0 and (c)
d = 8.0. Furthermore, we calculate and show the net transfer
Φ(k) = T

b
(s)(k) +T

b
(c)(k)− 2ηk2Eb which is a clear indica-

tion of the scales which leak (Φ(k) < 0) or pile on (Φ(k) > 0)
magnetic energy. However, as Eq. (3) suggest, the dynamo ac-
tion is essentially an outcome of the integral of Φ(k); to make
this point succinct, we also show in the same figure the cu-
mulative integral

∫ k

0
Φ(k) as a function of the wavenumber k.

Clearly, as k → ∞, this
∫ k

0
Φ(k) > 0 for dL ⩽ d ⩽ dU and∫ k

0
Φ(k) < 0 for d < dL or d > dU.

Figure 2 is then a clear illustration of our conjecture and
consistent with observations in Fig. 1. At short times, the
cumulative transfer (solid black line) is strictly forcing lead-
ing to an initial growth of the total magnetic energy. At long
times, however, the situation is more delicate as the final state
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FIG. 2. Scale-by-scale plots of T (s)
b (k)+T

(c)
b (k), the effective magnetic diffusive term 2ηk2Eb, the difference Φ(k) ≡ T

(s)
b (k)+T

(c)
b (k)−

2ηk2Eb, and the cumulative sum of the difference
∫ k

0
Φ(k) for (a) dL ≳ d = 2.0 (b) dL ≲ d = 4.0 ≲ dU and (c) dU ≲ d = 8.0 at short

t = 1.0 (inset) and long t = 30.0 times. The scale-by-scale behaviour of Φ(k) is a clear measure of the effective pumping or dissipation of
magnetic energy and the cumulative sum shows the net effect of the combined action of the transfer terms and magnetic dissipation. The insets
also underline why at short times there is always an increase in the magnetic energy; at longer times, depending on the dimension, there is a
net decrease or decrease of the same leading to a dimension-dependent dynamo—no-dynamo phase diagram.

depends on the interaction of the fluid and magnetic compo-
nents. Note that unlike kinematic models where the fluid com-
ponent (velocity field or kinetic energy spectrum) is frozen,
our MHD-EQDNM is able to go beyond the linear regime and
provide a definitive answer to the dynamo problem. The final
steady state of our MHD-EQDNM systems strongly depends
on the dimension. For d = 4.0 the net transfer is strictly
positive leading to dynamo action as seen in Fig. 1. A close
inspection of the net transfer Φ(k) and its cumulative integral
underlines this effect strongly. Furthermore, the small scales
of pumping allow for a lack of compensation from the diffu-
sive term leading to growth of the magnetic energy. Indeed,
for such dimensions dL ≲ d ≲ dU, we see (Fig. 3) that at long
times there is a scale-by-scale cancellation of the pumping and
damping leading to the saturation of magnetic energies and
dynamo action.

However, for dimensions d = 2.03 and d = 8.0 which are
clearly in the no-dynamo phase (Fig. 1), the spectral proper-
ties are more involved. At low wavenumbers (with negligible
damping), the net transfer is mainly from b → u leading to
a depletion of magnetic energy. While there is still a persis-
tent net u → b transfer for such dimensions, these happen
at large wavenumbers (unlike what is seen for d = 4.0) and
hence damped out by the magnetic diffusivity. Such a spectral
analysis thus is useful in providing not a theory, but an un-
derstanding of where the dynamo–no-dynamo transition may
happen as a function of the dimension d. In particular, and as
already suggested in Fig. 1, it clearly shows the possibility of
a lower dL and upper dU critical dimension, tied to the diffu-
sive scales, marking out the boundary between dynamo and a
no-dynamo phase.

All of this now leads us to construct the phase diagram
for the dynamo—no-dynamo transition. In Fig. 4 we show
a space-time pseudo-color plot of R(t) as a function of di-
mensions and time. Clearly at long times, R(t) → 0 for
d ≲ 2.04 ≈ dL and for d ≳ 6.5 ≈ dU. These dimensions
are indicated by the vertical broken lines in the figure and our

FIG. 3. The transfer T (s)
b (k)+T

(c)
b (k) (solid lines and symbols) and

the magnetic dissipation 2ηk2Eb (dashed lines) terms, for dimen-
sions where dynamo action is sustained, at a very long time t = 100.
The nearly indistinguishable curves for each dimension is confirma-
tion of the net balance between the u → b pumping and the mag-
netic dissipation leading to a saturation of the magnetic energy and
dynamo action.

numerical simulations of the MHD-EDQNM model predicts
dynamo action for all dimensions which lie in between these
two.

In this paper, we have focussed on showing the existence
of a dynamo—no-dynamo phase boundary, for a given point
in the magnetic Reynolds number and Prandl number land-
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FIG. 4. A space-time color plot of the fraction R(t) of magnetic
to fluid energy. The dynamo phase (with colors ranging from light
green to yellow) are indicated by thick, black vertical dashed lines
suggesting lower dL ≈ 2.04 and upper dU ≈ 6.5 critical dimensions
for dynamo action.

scape, by constructing a d-dimensional MHD-EDQNM model
(Eqs. (1) – (2)). It is important to stress that in the absence of
a theoretical estimate the precise value of dL and dU is moot;
however, the existence of such a lower dimension greater than
d = 2.0 and, more surprisingly, an upper dimension makes
this study intriguing. Furthermore, our d-dimensional model
can be used to investigate a wide range of Prandtl and mag-
netic Reynolds numbers which are currently difficult in full
MHD direct numerical simulation. In particular, in the kine-
matic regime, the form of the energy spectrum can be pre-
scribed or modified in such a way as to include a non-zero
helicity and cross-helicity [40–42], effects of compressibility
[19] or even to vary the spatial regularity of the velocity field
[43], which could, in principle, be addressed for any given d.
We hope that this model will trigger further interest in tack-
ling the important questions of dynamo from a firmer theoret-
ical standpoint with a greater emphasis on the role of triadic
interactions.
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APPENDIX

The governing MHD equations for the unit density incompressible velocity u (∇ · u = 0) and magnetic b (∇ · b = 0) fields
are

∂tu = −∇P − (u ·∇)u+ (b ·∇)b+ ν∇2u; (1a)

∂tb = ∇× (u× b) + η∇2b. (1b)

The pressure field is given by P , the kinematic fluid viscosity is ν, and the magnetic diffusivity is η. The kinetic helicity u · ω,
magnetic helicity A · b, with the magnetic potential A defined via b = ∇×A, and cross helicity u · b are all assumed to be
zero for all times.

In Appendices A-C we give a detailed derivation of the d-dimensional MHD-EDQNM equations going through the successive
approximations. A complete numerical prescription to solve these equations is found in Appendix D.
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APPENDIX A: THE QUASI-NORMAL APPROXIMATION

The derivation of the closure model follows best from the Fourier space representation of the MHD equations, expressed
conveniently in a symmetric form between the fluid and magnetic fields, written in component form with Greek indices:[

d

dt
+ νk2

]
uα(k, t) = P(k)

αργ

∫
dq

∫
dp [uρ(q)uγ(p)− bρ(q)bγ(p)]δ(p+ q− k); (A-1a)[

d

dt
+ ηk2

]
bα(k, t) = C(k)

αργ

∫
dq

∫
dp [bρ(q)uγ(p) + bρ(p)uγ(q)]δ(p+ q− k). (A-1b)

By defining P(k)
αβ = δαβ − kαkβ

k2
, we obtain

P(k)
αργ = − ι

2

(
P(k)
αρ kγ + P(k)

αγ kρ

)
; (A-2a)

C(k)
αργ = − ι

2
(δαρkγ − δαγkρ) (A-2b)

for the project and transport tensors, respectively.
The form of the generalised nth order spectral moment (for fields Xi)

S
X(1)X(2)···X(n)

α1α2···αn (k1, k2, . . . , kn−1) =

〈
X(1)

α1
(k1)X

(2)
α2

(k2) · · ·X(n−1)
αn−1

(kn−1)X
(n)
αn

(
−

n−1∑
i=1

ki

)〉
(A-3)

allows us to obtain the evolution equations for the second moments Suu and Sbb:[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
S
uu
αβ(k) =

∫
∆k

P
(−k)
βργ

[
Suuuαργ(k,−q)− Subbαργ(k,−q)

]
+ c · c

∣∣∣∣
α↔β

; (A-4a)[
d

dt
+ 2ηk2

]
S
bb
αβ(k) =

∫
∆k

C
(−k)
βργ

[
Sbbuαργ(k,−q) + Sbbuαργ(k,−p)

]
+ c · c

∣∣∣∣
α↔β

. (A-4b)

Here
∫
∆k

≡
∫

dq

∫
dp δ(q+ p− k), c · c denotes complex conjugate, and α ↔ β implies the exchange of indices.

Similarly, the evolution of the third-order moments Suuu, Subb, and Sbbu follows:[
d

dt
+ ν
(
k2 + q2 + p2

)]
Suuuαργ(k,−q) =

∫
drP(k)

αµσ

[
Suuuuργµσ(−q,−p, r)− Suubbργµσ(−q,−p, r)

]
+

∫
drP(−q)

ρµσ

[
Suuuuαγµσ(k,−p, r)− Suubbαγµσ(k,−p, r)

]
+

∫
drP(−p)

γµσ

[
Suuuuαρµσ(k,−q, r)− Suubbαρµσ(k,−q, r)

]
(A-5a)[

d

dt
+ νk2 + η

(
q2 + p2

)]
Subbαργ(k,−q) =

∫
drP(k)

αµσ

[
Sbbuuργµσ(−q,−p, r)− Sbbbbργµσ(−q,−p, r)

]
+ 2

∫
dr
[
C(−q)
ρµσ Sbbuuγµασ(−p, r, k) + C(−p)

γµσ Sbbuuρµασ(−q, r, k)
]

(A-5b)[
d

dt
+ νp2 + η

(
k2 + q2

)]
Sbbuαργ(k,−q) =

∫
drP(−p)

γµσ

[
Sbbuuαρµσ(k,−q, r)− Sbbbbαρµσ(k,−q, r)

]
+ 2

∫
dr
[
C(k)
αµσS

bbuu
ρµγσ(−q, r,−p) + C(−q)

ρµσ Sbbuuαµγσ(k, r,−p)
]

(A-5c)[
d

dt
+ νq2 + η

(
k2 + p2

)]
Sbbuαργ(k,−p) =

∫
drP(−q)

γµσ

[
Sbbuuαρµσ(k,−p, r)− Sbbbbαρµσ(k,−p, r)

]
+ 2

∫
dr
[
C(k)
αµσS

bbuu
ρµγσ(−p, r,−q) + C(−p)

ρµσ Sbbuuαµγσ(k, r,−q)
]
. (A-5d)

A comparison between Eqs. (A-4) and (A-5) underlines the closure problem inherent in such models: Solving for the nth

moment is contingent on knowing the (n + 1)th moment. Hence suitable approximations are needed to close this hierarchy
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and find, for our problem, a closed form representation of the second-order moments. One such approach is the Quasi-Normal
approximation which assumes that the statistics to be essentially Gaussian (with a vanishing cumulant) and hence

S
X(1)X(2)X(3)X(4)

αβργ (k1, k2, k3) = S
X(1)X(2)

αβ (k1)S
X(3)X(4)

ργ (k3)δ(k1 + k2) + SX
(1)X(3)

αρ (k1)S
X(2)X(4)

βγ (k2)δ(k1 + k3)

+ SX
(1)X(4)

αγ (k1)S
X(2)X(3)

βρ (k2)δ(k2 + k3). (A-6)

This form allows us (with the further assumption ⟨uα(k1)bβ(k2)⟩ = 0) to reduce Eq. (A-5) to[
d

dt
+ ν
(
k2 + p2 + q2

)]
Suuuαργ(k,−q) = 2

[
P(k)
αµσS

uu
ρµ(−q)Suuγσ(−p) + P(−q)

ρµσ Suuασ(k)S
uu
γµ(−p)

+ P(−p)
γµσ Suuαµ(k)S

uu
ρσ (−q)

]
(A-7a)[

d

dt
+ νk2 + η

(
q2 + p2

)]
Subbαργ(k,−q) = 2

[
C(−q)
ρµσ Sbbγµ(−p)Suuασ(k) + C(−p)

γµσ Sbbρµ(−q)Suuασ(k)

− P(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−q)Sbbγσ(−p)

]
(A-7b)[

d

dt
+ νp2 + η

(
k2 + q2

)]
Sbbuαργ(k,−q) = 2

[
C(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−q)Suuγσ(−p) + C(−q)

ρµσ Sbbαµ(k)S
uu
γσ(−p)

−P(−p)
γµσ Sbbαµ(k)S

bb
ρσ(−q)

]
(A-7c)[

d

dt
+ νq2 + η

(
k2 + p2

)]
Sbbuαργ(k,−p) = 2

[
C(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−p)Suuγσ(−q) + C(−p)

ρµσ Sbbαµ(k)S
uu
γσ(−q)

− P(−q)
γµσ Sbbαµ(k)S

bb
ρσ(−p)

]
. (A-7d)

This form allows us, by defining [
d

dt
+ ω

]−1

· = θ̂(ω) · =
∫ t

0

ds · e−(t−s)ω, (A-8)

to invert Eq. (A-7) and, on substitution in Eq. (A-4), obtain[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
S
uu
αβ(k) =

∫
∆k

2θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
P
(−k)
βργ

[
P(k)
αµσS

uu
ρµ(−q)Suuγσ(−p) + P(−q)

ρµσ Suuασ(k)S
uu
γµ(−p)

+P(−p)
γµσ Suuαµ(k)S

uu
ρσ (−q)

]
+ c · c

∣∣∣∣
α↔β

−
∫
∆k

2θ̂
(
ωb
kpq

)
P
(−k)
βργ

[
C(−q)
ρµσ Suuασ(k)S

bb
γµ(−p) + C(−p)

γµσ Suuασ(k)S
bb
ρµ(−q)

−P(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−q)Sbbγσ(−p)

]
+ c · c

∣∣∣∣
α↔β

(A-9a)[
d

dt
+ 2ηk2

]
S
bb
αβ(k) =

∫
∆k

2θ̂
(
ωb
pkq

)
C
(−k)
βργ

[
C(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−q)Suuγσ(−p) + C(−q)

ρµσ Sbbαµ(k)S
uu
γσ(−p)

−P(−p)
γµσ Sbbαµ(k)S

bb
ρσ(−q)

]
+

∫
∆k

2θ̂
(
ωb
qkp

)
C
(−k)
βργ

[
C(k)
αµσS

bb
ρµ(−p)Suuγσ(−q) + C(−p)

ρµσ Sbbαµ(k)S
uu
γσ(−q)

−P(−q)
γµσ Sbbαµ(k)S

bb
ρσ(−p)

]
+ c · c

∣∣∣∣
α↔β

. (A-9b)

The frequencies defined in the operators θ̂ are:

ωu
kpq = ωu

k + ωu
p + ωu

q , ωu
k = νk2,

ωb
kpq = ωu

k + ωb
p + ωb

q, ωb
k = ηk2. (A-10)
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Isotropy helps to simplify this problem further. By writing the second moment in terms of the rotationally invariant second-rank
tensors δαβ and k̂α, k̂β :

S
XX
αβ (k) =

(
c1δαβ + c2k̂αk̂β

)
(A-11)

and since, by definition, SXX
αα (k) = UX(k), we obtain for the incompressible problem c1 = 1

d−1 = −c2 Incompressibility

demands k̂αS
XX
αβ = 0, hence c1 + c2 = 0. Introducing the trace of the second moment as S

XX
αα (k) = UX(k), allows us to

rewrite Eq. A-11 as

S
XX
αβ (k) =

1

(d− 1)
P(k)
αβU

X(k). (A-12)

Furthermore, the operators within the isotropic model obey:

P(k)
αβP

(k)
αρ = P(k)

βρ ; P(k)
αβP

(k)
αβ = d− 1

P(k)
αργ = P(k)

αγρ ; C(k)
αργ = −C(k)

αγρ

P(k)
αβP

(k)
βργ = P(k)

αργ ; P(k)
αβC

(k)
βργ = C(k)

αργ (A-13)

By exploiting these symmetries, it is then a matter of algebra to show[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
Uu(k) =

4

(d− 1)
2

∫
∆k

θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
P(k)
αργ

[
−P(k)

αµσP(q)
ρµP(p)

γσU
u(q)Uu(p)

+P(q)
ρµσP(k)

ασP(p)
γµU

u(k)Uu(p) + P(p)
γµσP(k)

αµP(q)
ρσU

u(k)Uu(q)
]

− 4

(d− 1)
2

∫
∆k

θ̂
(
ωb
kpq

)
P(k)
αργ

[
P(k)
αµσP(q)

ρµP(p)
γσU

b(q)Ub(p)

+C(q)
ρµσP(k)

ασP(p)
γµU

u(k)Ub(p) + C(p)
γµσP(k)

αµP(q)
ρσU

u(k)Ub(q)
]

(A-14a)[
d

dt
+ 2ηk2

]
Ub(k) =

4

(d− 1)
2

∫
∆k

θ̂
(
ωb
pqk

)
C(k)
αργ

[
−P(p)

γµσP(k)
αµP(q)

ρσU
b(k)Ub(q)

−C(k)
αµσP(q)

ρµP(p)
γσU

b(q)Uu(p) + C(q)
ρµσP(k)

αµP(p)
γσU

b(k)Uu(p)
]

+
4

(d− 1)
2

∫
∆k

θ̂
(
ωb
qkp

)
C(k)
αργ

[
−P(q)

γµσP(k)
αµP(p)

ρσU
b(k)Ub(p)

−C(k)
αµσP(p)

ρµ P(q)
γσU

b(p)Uu(q) + C(p)
ρµσP(k)

αµP(q)
γσU

b(k)Uu(q)
]

(A-14b)

It is useful to introduce geometric coefficients

akqp = akpq = − 1

k2
P(k)
αργP

(k)
αµσP(q)

ρµP(p)
γσ (A-15a)

bkpq = − 2

k2
P(k)
µργP

(p)
γµσP(q)

ρσ (A-15b)

ckpq =
2

k2
P(k)
µργC

(p)
γµσP(q)

ρσ (A-15c)

gkqp = gkpq = − 2

k2
C(k)
αργC

(k)
αµσP(q)

ρµP(p)
γσ (A-15d)

hkpq = − 2

k2
C(k)
µργC

(p)
ρµσP(q)

γσ (A-15e)

These geometric coefficients depend on the angle of the triangle formed by k,p,q, and expressed in terms of the cosines of the
resultant angles. Specifically, for a triangle formed by sides of length k, p, q and defining the cosines of the angles opposite to
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their sides as x, y, z, the following relations hold [31, 34, 35]

x2 + y2 + z2 = 1− 2xyz

akpq =
1

2

(
1− 2y2z2 − xyz +

(d− 3)

2

[
2− y2 − z2

])
(A-16a)

bkpq =
p

k

(
z3 + xy +

(d− 3)

2
[z + xy]

)
(A-16b)

ckpq =
p

k

(
z
[
1− y2

]
+

(d− 3)

2
[z + xy]

)
(A-16c)

gkpq = 1 + xyz +
(d− 3)

2

[
2− y2 − z2

]
(A-16d)

hkpq =
p

2k
((d− 1)[z + xy]) (A-16e)

Formally, the evolution equation for the spectral energies can be written in the form[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
UX =

∫
∆k

TX(∆k), (A-17)

where TX(∆k) is the transfer integrand for the field X arising from a particular triad k,p,q. The constructed integrand depends

only on the geometry of the triad; this allows us to integrate out additional degrees of freedom in such integral
∫
∆k

.

In d-dimensions such integrals can be simplified as follows. By construction, the transfer term is a function of just the
magnitude and angle for a pair of wavevectors k and q. In d dimensions, the Cartesian coordinates, radius, and spherical angles
are related as

x1 = r cos(ϕ1)

x2 = r sin(ϕ1) cos(ϕ2)

...
...

xn−1 = r sin(ϕ1) · · · sin(ϕn−2) cos(ϕn−1)

xn = r sin(ϕ1) · · · sin(ϕn−2) sin(ϕn−1) (A-18)

We align, for convenience, our axis such that k is along x1 and denote ϕ1 = β. We now integrate out the remaining angles
ϕ2, · · · , ϕn−1 which form a d− 2 dimensional sphere yielding

∫
dd−1Ω = Sd−1 =

2πd/2

Γ(d2 )
. (A-19)

This now allows us to further evaluate the evolution equation for the spectral energies as:[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
UX =

∫
∆k

TX(∆k)

=

∫
dq dp δ(p+ q− k)TX(∆k)

=

∫
ddq TX(∆k) =

∫
dq qd−1 dd−1ΩTX(∆k)

=

∫ ∞

q=0

dq qd−1

∫ π

β=0

dβ sind−2(β)TX(∆k)

∫
dd−2Ω

=

∫ ∞

q=0

dq qd−1

∫ y=1

y=−1

dy sind−3(β)TX(∆k)Sd−2 (A-20)
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FIG. 5. Showing the area of integration in the p − q plane, for a given k, that satisfies the triangle inequality for the sides k, p, q, hence
contributing to the integral in the transfer term TX .

To further simplify Eq. (A-20), we use the sine law of triangle and following change of variables:

sin(α)

k
=

sin(β)

p∫ ∞

0

dq

∫ 1

0

dy = J

[
∂(q(q, p), y(q, p))

∂(q, p)

] ∫ ∞

0

dq

∫ |k+q|

|k−q|
dp

=

(
p

kq

)∫
∆k

dq dp (A-21)

where J

[
∂(q(q, p), y(q, p))

∂(q, p)

]
is the Jacobian for change of variables, and

∫
∆k

dq dp =

∫ ∞

0

dq

∫ |k+q|

|k−q|
dp. By using the

relation (A-21) in Eq. (A-20), we finally arrive at

[
d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
UX = Sd−2

∫
∆k

dq dp
(pq
k

)d−2(
1− x2

) (d−3)
2 TX(∆k). (A-22)

Here Sd is the solid angle of a d−dimensional sphere. Now we have to integrate Eq. (A-22) over the p− q plane that can form a
triangle with a side of length k = |k|. By using the triangle inequality, this region would involve p+ q < k < |p− q|, as shown
in Fig. 5, for every k. Isotropy implies that the energy spectrum and spectral energy are related by

UX(k) =
2EX(k)

kd−1Sd−1
(A-23)

All the geometric coefficients are not independent. In fact it is not difficult to prove the following constraints:
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2akpq = bkpq + bkqp (A-24a)

2akpq = ckpq + ckqp (A-24b)

k2bkpq = p2bpkq (A-24c)

k2hkpq = p2hpkq (A-24d)

gkpq = hkpq +
q2

k2
cqkp (A-24e)

q4c
(3)
qkp = k4c

(3)
kqp (A-24f)(

p2ckqp + q2ckpq

)
=
(
p2hkqp + q2hkpq

) (d− 2)

(d− 1)
(A-24g)

k2a
(2)
kpq = p2b

(2)
kpq + q2b

(2)
kqp (A-24h)

k2c
(2)
kqp = q2

(
h
(2)
pqk − h

(2)
qpk

)
(A-24i)

With the superscripts (2) and (3) corresponding to two and three dimensions, respectively. Finally, exploiting the symmetry
between p and q, we construct the quasi-Normal MHD equations:[

d

dt
+ 2νk2

]
Eu(k, t) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dp
[
T

uu
u (k, p, q) + T

bb
u (k, p, q) + T

ub
u (k, p, q)

]
Wd(∆k) (A-25a)[

d

dt
+ 2ηk2

]
Eb(k, t) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dp
[
T

ub
b (k, p, q) + T

bb
b (k, p, q)

]
Wd(∆k) (A-25b)

T
uu
u (k, p, q) = θ̂

(
ωu
kpq

) k
pq

bkpq

[
kd−1Eu(p)− pd−1Eu(k)

]
Eu(q) (A-25c)

T
bb
u (k, p, q) = θ̂

(
ωb
kpq

) k
pq

ckpqk
d−1Eb(p)Eb(q) (A-25d)

T
ub
u (k, p, q) = −θ̂

(
ωb
kpq

) k
pq

ckpqp
d−1Eu(k)Eb(q) (A-25e)

T
ub
b (k, p, q) = θ̂

(
ωb
qkp

) k
pq

hkpq

[
kd−1Eb(p)− pd−1Eb(k)

]
Eu(q) + θ̂

(
ωb
pqk

) p

kq
cpkqk

d−1Eu(p)Eb(q) (A-25f)

T
bb
b (k, p, q) = −θ̂

(
ωb
pqk

) p

kq
cpkqp

d−1Eb(k)Eb(q) (A-25g)

The dimensional pre-factor Kd and the triad weights Wd(∆k) are

Kd =
1

(d− 1)
2

Sd−2

Sd−1
(A-26a)

Wd(∆k) =

(
sin2 x

k2

)(d−3)/2

(A-26b)

This is a closed set of integro-differential equations, that can be solved numerically. Note that the operators θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
and

θ̂
(
ωb
kpq

)
involve time integrals, as defined in Eq. (A-8). This QN model (Eqs. (A-25)) respects the conservation laws that the

original PDE has. The sum of kinetic and magnetic energy is conserved for the ideal fluid, that is ν = η = 0. Particularly, in
two-dimensions, the net magnetic potential is conserved and for a pure kinetic model (B = 0) the enstrophy remains conserved.

APPENDIX B: THE EDDY-DAMPED QUASI-NORMAL APPROXIMATION

We now make two further approximations in the spirit of the EDQNM model [29, 33, 44, 45] for hydrodynamic turbulence.
This is because quasi Normal by itself does not ensure the positive definite nature of kinetic energy owing to divergences in the
third-order moments. This is cured by damping, which ensures a saturation of the third-order moments by introducing an inverse
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time-scale µkpq for the triad k, p, q,[
d

dt
+ ν
(
k2 + p2 + q2

)
+ µkpq

]
⟨uuu⟩ = ⟨uu⟩ ⟨uu⟩ ,

µkpq = µk + µp + µq, (B-1)

which ought to originate from the spectrum. On dimensional grounds this is simply

µk ≈
[
k3Eu(k)

] 1
2

. (B-2)

Further improvement of this

µk = αd

[∫ k

0

dp p2Eu(p)

] 1
2

(B-3)

factors in the deformation of eddies of size k−1 by larger eddies. This allows for a free parameter αd which, for fluid
turbulence, fixes the d-dimensional Kolmogorov constant Cd for the corresponding d-dimensional kinetic energy spectrum
E(k) = Cdk

−5/3ϵ2/3. For a given d, Cd is chosen from interpolating the values given in Ref. [31].
We use the same inspiration, for our closure model, to define (for the magnetic field)

µk = αd

[∫ k

0

dp p2Eb(p)

] 1
2

+

√
2

3

(∫ k

0

dpEb(p)

) 1
2

(B-4)

with the additional piece accounting for the effects of the Alfvén waves [8]; the coefficient
√
2/3 comes from an explicit

calculation of the Alfvén timescales for a Gaussian large-scale magnetic fields [34].
In summary, the final eddy-damping time-scales, acting linearly on third-order moments in our closure model, are given by:

ωu
k = νk2 + αd

[∫ k

0

dp p2EV (p)

] 1
2

;

ωb
k = ηk2 + αd

[∫ k

0

dp p2Eb(p)

] 1
2

+

√
2

3

(∫ k

0

dpEb(p)

) 1
2

. (B-5)

APPENDIX C: THE EDDY-DAMPED QUASI-NORMAL MARKOVIAN MODEL

The eddy-damping time-scales by itself does not guarantee the positive definiteness of the the energy spectrum. A final
approximation, due to Orszag [29], is Markovianization. This assumes that the third-order moments vary slowly when compared
to the exponential decay in the θ̂

(
ωu
kpq

)
operator. This separation of time-scales allows the approximation, where the time

integral in θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
is computed explicitly, leading to further simplification

θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
=

∫ t

0

ds exp
(
−ωu

kpq(t− s)
)
= dfrac1− exp

(
−ωu

kpqt
)
ωu
kpq.labeleq : markovianization (C-1)

Further, in the large t limit, θ̂
(
ωu
kpq

)
= 1/ωu

kpq ≡ θukpq and θ̂
(
ωb
kpq

)
= 1/ωb

kpq ≡ θbkpq . This establishes an instantaneous
relationship between third and second order moments and makes the process memoryless or Markovian.

We are now in a position, with all our ingredients in place, to write the final set of d-dimensional, MHD-EDQNM equations
for incompressible, magnetohydrodynamic turbulence:

d

dt
Eu(k, t) = Tu(k, t)− 2νk2Eu(k, t); (C-2a)

d

dt
Eb(k, t) = Tb(k, t)− 2ηk2Eb(k, t). (C-2b)
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It is extremely useful to study how the kinetic energy and magnetic energy spectrum interacts in the transfer terms. In order to
do that, divide the contributions to the transfer terms, as done in the main text, as self (subscript (s)) and coupled (subscript (c)):

Tu(k) = T
u
(s)(k) + T

u
(c)(k); (C-3a)

Tb(k) = T
b
(s)(k) + T

b
(c)(k); (C-3b)

where

T
u
(s)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
u
kpq

k

pq
bkpq

[
kd−1Eu(p)− pd−1Eu(k)

]
Eu(q) (C-4a)

T
u
(c)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
kpq

k

pq
ckpq

[
kd−1Eb(p)− pd−1Eu(k)

]
Eb(q) (C-4b)

T
b
(s)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
qkp

k

pq
hkpq

[
kd−1Eb(p)− pd−1Eb(k)

]
Eu(q) (C-4c)

T
b
(c)(k) = 8Kd

∫
∆k

dq dpWd(∆k)θ
b
pqk

p

kq
cpkq

[
kd−1Eu(p)− pd−1Eb(k)

]
Eb(q) (C-4d)

APPENDIX D: NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS OF THE d-DIMENSIONAL MHD-EDQNM MODEL

Given that the original EDQNM-MHD equations have infinite degrees of freedom, to numerically study them we have to
discretize the wavenumber space, say D. Since we are expecting a power-law behavior for the energy spectrum in the inertial
range, and want to achieve high Reynolds numbers (both kinetic and magnetic) in the simulation, it is easier if we discretise the
N wavenumbers {ki} in a geometric sequence as follows:

D ≡ {ki = k1λ
i−1}, i = 1, 2, · · · , N. (D-1)

The wavenumber bands are chosen as ∆ki = ki lnλ. Suppose we denote the upper k+i and lower k−i limits of the ith band by

k+i = ki +∆k+i (D-2a)

k−i = ki −∆k−i (D-2b)

∆k+i +∆k−i = ∆ki (D-2c)

Since we wish to cover the whole of the wavenumber space till kN without any gaps or overlaps, the lower limit of the (i+1)th

band should coincide with the upper limit of the ith band:

ki +∆k+i = ki+1 −∆k−i+1 (D-3a)

∆k−i+1 = ∆k−i + ki+1

(
1− 1

λ
− lnλ

λ

)
(D-3b)

= ∆k−i + k1

(
1− 1

λ
− lnλ

λ

)
λi − λ

λ− 1
(D-3c)

k+i =
∆ki
λ− 1

+
k1

λ− 1
(λ− 1− lnλ)−∆k−1 (D-3d)

k−i =
∆ki−1

λ− 1
+

k1
λ− 1

(λ− 1− lnλ)−∆k−1 (D-3e)

Now, without loss of generality, we choose ∆k−1 = k1
(λ− 1− lnλ)

λ− 1
, whence

k−i =
∆ki
λ− 1

(D-4a)

k+i =
∆ki+1

λ− 1
(D-4b)
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In this framework of discrete wavenumber bands, the integral in the transfer terms becomes:∫
∆k

dq dp
∣∣∣
k=ki

≡
N∑
j=1

lmax∑
l=lmin

(D-5a)

lmin(i, j) = [Logλ (|ki − kj |)]> + 1 (D-5b)

lmax(i, j) = Max
{
N, [Logλ (ki + kj)]< + 1

}
(D-5c)

The integration limits are chosen such that ki, kj , kl ∈ D can form a triangle. In the above equations, [x]< and [x]> correspond
to the lowest and the greatest integer function.
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