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Abstract

Tools of quantum and statistical field theories have ben successfully ported to
turbulence. Here, we review the key results of turbulence field theory. Thermalized
spectrally-truncated Euler equation is described by equilibrium field theory, in
which the equipartitioned Fourier modes generate zero energy flux. In contrast,
modelling of hydrodynamic turbulence (HDT), which has small viscosity, requires
nonequilibrium field theory. In HDT, the viscosity is renormalized using field
theory that leads to wavenumber-dependent viscosity and energy spectrum. Field
theory calculations also yields nonzero energy flux for HDT. These field theory
computations have been generalized to other systems, e.g., passive scalar and
magnetohydrodynamics. In this review, we cover these aspects, along with a brief
coverage of weak turbulence and intermittency.

Keywords: Hydrodynamic Turbulence, Field theory, Renormalization Group, Energy
Transfers and Flux, Weak Turbulence

1 Introduction

Classical and quantum field theories are critical pillars of modern physics, and they
successfully explain complex many-body systems in high-energy, condensed-matter,
and statistical physics [1–3]. Some of the prime applications are the running cou-
pling constants in quantum electrodynamics (QED) and quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) [1]; universality in second-order phase transition [4]; quantum Hall effect; and
turbulence, a topic of the present review.

Early applications of quantum field theories were for equilibrium systems, e.g.,
Ising Hamiltonian, free-electron theory, ϕ4 theory, and Hubbard model. Here, the fields
are in equilibrium, and hence the energy spectrum [E(k)] in d dimension is O(kd−1).
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Analogous equilibrium system in hydrodynamics is truncated Euler equation, whose
asymptotic E(k) ∼ kd−1.

Note, however, that many physical systems, including turbulence, are out of equi-
librium. Such systems are often forced and dissipative, leading to uneven energy dis-
tribution across scales. For example, the energy spectrum for three-dimensional (3D)
hydrodynamic turbulence (HDT) is k−5/3, not equilibrium kd−1. In addition, nonequi-
librium systems often exhibit multiscale energy cascade, which is absent in equilibrium
systems. In this review, we will contrast the equilibrium and nonequilibrium properties
of turbulent flows.

Another common feature among field theory calculations is Perturbative expan-
sion [1, 2]. Here, the nonlinear or interaction term is treated as a perturbation over the
linear term, and its contributions are treated as corrections. The relative strength of
the interaction term over the linear term is called the coupling constant of the theory.
QED, conventional superconductors, weakly interacting Bose gases, and many other
quantum systems have small coupling constants. Hence, perturbation expansion is jus-
tified for such systems. In contrast, the coupling constant in QCD is larger than unity,
and perturbative expansion is questionable here. Interestingly, the coupling constant
of Navier-Stokes equation is of the order of unity. Yet, perturbative turbulence field
theory yields reasonable results, which will be discussed in this review.

Nonequilibrium or dynamic nature of turbulence makes its field theory interesting,
as well as challenging, with several unsolved issues. In this paper, we will review
important developments in field theory of turbulence. There are many books [5–8]
and in review articles [9–14] on this topic. Hence, this review attempts to bring in
some new perspectives and presents a couple of new results. For example, I contrast
turbulence field theory with equilibrium field theories; provide historical perspectives
of the field; and introduce new and unpublished field-theoretic calculations on passive
scalar and magnetohydrodynamic turbulence based on Craya-Herring basis.

After these introductory remarks, we introduce some key results of turbulence field
theory. The starting point of turbulence field theory is incompressible Navier-Stokes
equation, which is

∂u

∂t
− ν∇2u = −λu · ∇u−∇p+ f , (1)

∇ · u = 0, (2)

where u, p are the velocity and pressure fields respectively; λ is the coupling constant;
ν is the kinematic viscosity; and f is the coloured noise with the following correlations:

⟨fl(x, t)fl(x′, t′)⟩ ∼ |x− x′|y−d−zg(t− t′) (3)

where d is the space dimension; y is the noise correlation exponent; and z is
the dynamic exponent (ω ∼ kz, where ω and k are frequency and wavenumber
respectively); and g(t− t′) is the temporal correlation of the force field.

Equations (1, 2) does not a have general mathematical solution. In fact, it is not
yet known if Eqs. (1, 2) admits a smooth solution for small viscosity [15]. Fortunately,
stalwarts like Taylor, Batchelor, Kolmogorov, Chandrasekhar, and others solved for the
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Green’s and correlation functions under the assumption of homogeneity and isotropy.
For brevity, we present only the Kolmogorov’s K41 theory, according to which, for
large-scale forcing with ν → 0, under the assumption of homogeneity and isotropy,
the third-order structure function is [15–17]

S3(l) =
〈
|(u(x+ l)− u(x)) · l̂|3

〉
= −4

5
Πl, (4)

where l̂ is unit vector along l, and Π is the energy flux in the inertial range. Using
Eq. (4), it is easy to derive the energy spectrum for HDT as k−5/3. We may call K41
theory as a field theory, with Eq. (4) as an exact field-theoretic relation. However, this
calculation differs from ones using standard perturbative method. Kraichnan pioneered
this field, starting with his influential paper on direct interaction approximation.

Kraichnan [18] employed direct interaction approximation, a first-order perturba-
tive field theory, and derived equations for the Green’s and correlations functions. The
integral for the Green’s function (self-energy integral) diverges at small wavenumbers.
This is called infrared divergence problem following the convention of field-theory. To
cure this problem, Kraichnan [18] introduced a infrared cutoff for the integral. But, this
trick leads to k−3/2 energy spectrum, which contradicts Kolmogorov’s k−5/3 energy
spectrum. We will discuss Kraichnan’s formalism in Section 3. Later, Kraichnan per-
formed more complex field theory computations, which includes Lagrangian-History
Closure Approximation [19], Test Field Model [20], to derive k−5/3 energy spectrum for
HDT. Another important field theory work on turbulence is by Wyld [21] who wrote
Feynman diagrams to several orders. Unfortunately, he did not close the equations to
predict the Green’s and correlation functions for HDT.

Renormalization groups (RG) provides an important way to resolve the infrared
divergence. Yakhot and Orszag [22] and Forster et al. [23] applied RG to hydrody-
namic turbulence and derived interesting results. For example, Yakhot and Orszag
[22] obtained Kolmogorov’s k−5/3 energy spectrum for y = d [see Eq. (3)]. McComb
[6], McComb and Watt [24], and Zhou et al. [25] employed recursive self-consistent
RG and showed that the renormalized viscosity scales as k−4/3, and that the energy
spectrum scales as k−5/3. We will discuss these theories in Sections 4.1 and 4.2.

Kraichnan [18], Yakhot and Orszag [22], Forster et al. [23], McComb and Watt
[24], and Zhou et al. [25] employed perturbative expansion to the differential equation
(NS equation). This is in contrast to standard QFT practice of using Hamiltonian,
Lagrangian, or generating functions. However, using colored noise or forcing [Eq. (3)],
DeDominicis and Martin [26] and Martin et al. [27] constructed a generating function
for HDT. DeDominicis and Martin [26] derived a relationship between the Green’s
function and correlation function using Callan-Symanzik equation. In addition, they
also derived Kolmogorov’s spectrum for HDT for a special case of forcing.

Field-theoretic computations are quite tedious with complex tensorial algebra.
Recently, Verma [28] employed Craya-Herring basis that simplified the calculations
tremendously. In this framework, pressure is eliminated automatically. More impor-
tantly, the Craya-Herring components have different renormalization parameters. We
will cover these results in Section 4.3. Turbulence is a dynamic phenomena with
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nonzero multiscale energy transfers. Fortunately, the energy transfers have been com-
puted using first-order perturbative computation, starting from Kraichnan [18]. We
will discuss these computations in Section 5.

Homogeneity and isotropy simplify field-theoretic computations significantly. How-
ever, many real flows involve gravitational field, or magnetic field, or some other
external fields that make the flow anisotropic. Anisotropic field theories are quite com-
plex and they are beyond the scope of this review. However, I will discuss field theory
of scalar and magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence, still assuming homogeneity
and isotropy (see Sections 6 and 7). Here, we show how Craya-Herring basis simplifies
these computations significantly and yield interesting results.

The works described above deal with the two-point correlation and Green’s func-
tions. However, researchers have attempted to derive multipoint correlation functions
from first principles using field theory. For example, L’vov and Procaccia [29] employed
fusion rules to compute higher-order correlations and intermittency corrections. In
another important work, intermittency exponents have been computed exactly for a
passive scalar advected by Kraichnan flow [30]. In another front, weak turbulence the-
ory employs field-theoretic tools with nonlinear term as a small perturbation over the
linear term. In this review, we will discuss these issues very briefly in Sections 8 and
9. In Section 10, we compare and contrast various field theories including turbulence.

The present review employs many symbols. Hence, we tabulate them in Table 1
for convenience of the reader. In the following section 2, we will introduce the basic
equations used in this review.

2 Governing Equations

Field-theoretic methods often employ spatial and temporal averaging, which is sensi-
ble for homogeneous and isotropic systems. In addition, the system is assumed to be
steady that leads to two-point temporal correlations and Green’s functions being inde-
pendent of absolute time. This framework has been adopted in turbulence field theory.
Most field-theoretic works on turbulence are for incompressible hydrodynamics, which
is described using incompressible Navier-Stokes (NS) equation [Eqs. (1, 2)]. In the
following discussion, we present the equations employed in field-theoretic calculations.

2.1 Incompressible Navier-Stokes Equation

Field-theoretic calculations are often performed in Fourier space, where the equations
for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations are [31, 32]

(∂t + νk2)u(k, t) = −iλ
∫

dp

(2π)d
{k · u(q, t)}u(p, t)− ikp(k, t) + f(k, t), (5)

k · u(k, t) = 0. (6)

Here, k = p+ q; λ is the coupling constant; d is the space dimension; and ν is kine-
matic viscosity. The transformations from real space to Fourier space and vice versa
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Table 1 Abbreviation and symbols used in this review.

Symbol Stands for Symbol Stands for

CH Craya-Herring HDT Hydrodynamic turbulence
KE Kinetic energy ME Magnetic energy
RG Renormalization group c = kn+1/kn wavenumber binning parameter
r space coordinate k wavenumber
u velocity field u1 CH 1st component
d space dimension u2 CH 2nd component
f force field to u ψ Scalar field
b magnetic field z± = u± b Elsässer variables
E(k) 1D KE spectrum E(k) = 1

2
|u(k)|2 Modal KE spectrum

|u1(k)|2 C1(k) |u2(k)|2 C2(k)
C1(k) = C2(k) C(k) (isotropy) G(k) Green’s function for u
G1(k) Green’s function for u1 G2(k) Green’s function for u2
|ψ(k)|2 Cψ(k) for scalar Gψ(k) Green’s function for ψ
C̄1(k, t− t′) two-time correlation for u C̄ψ(k, t− t′) two-time correlation for ψ

C̄±
1,2(k, t− t′) two-time correlation for z±1,2 G±

1,2(k, t− t′) Green’s function for z±1,2
KKo Kolmogorov constant Kψ Obukhov-Corrsion constant
K± Kolmogorov constant for z±

ν Kinematic viscosity ν1 viscosity for u1
ν2 viscosity for u2 ν1,2∗ RG constant for ν1,2
κ Scalar diffusivity κ∗ RG constant for κ
η magnetic diffusivity η± (ν ± η)/2
η1,2 diffusivities for z± η1,2∗ RG constants for η1,2
Π Energy flux for u Πψ Energy flux for ψ
Πu1 Energy flux of u1 Πu2 Energy flux of u2
Πz1 Energy flux of z1 Πz2 Energy flux of z2 (E+ = E−)

are as follows [1]:

u(r, t) =

∫
dk

(2π)d
u(k, t) exp(ik · r); u(k, t) =

∫
dr[u(r, t) exp(−ik · r)], (7)

and the pressure field is determined using the following equation [31]

p(k, t) = − λ

k2

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · u(q, t)}{k · u(p, t)}}, (8)

with k · f(k, t) = 0. Equations (5, 8) yield a tensorial equation for the velocity field.
Galilean invariance of NS equation leads to λ = 1 [23]; this result plays a critical role
in turbulence field theory.

Many field-theoretic calculations have been performed in frequency and wavenum-
ber space, where the NS equations are [5, 18]

(
−iω + νk2

)
ul(k̂) = −iλ

2
Plmn(k)

∫
p̂+q̂=k̂

dp̂ [um(q̂)un(p̂)] + fl(k̂), (9)

klul(k̂) = 0, (10)
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p
q

α

βγ

n̂

ê1(p)

ê1(q
)

ê 1
(k
’)

ê2(k’) = ê2(p) = ê2(q) = −n̂
Fig. 1 Craya-Herring basis vectors for the wavenumbers in an interacting wavenumber triad
(k′,p,q). From Verma [32], Reprinted with permission from Verma.

with k̂ = (k, ω), p̂+ q̂ = k̂, and

Plmn(k) = kmPlm(k) + knPlm(k), (11)

Plm(k) = δlm − klkm
k2

, (12)

dp̂ =
1

(2π)d+1
dpdωp. (13)

Field-theoretic computations are quite complex. However, Craya-Herring (CH)
basis [8, 33, 34] simplifies these computations considerably [28, 35]. In 3D, the CH
basis vectors in 3D are:

ê0(k) = k̂; ê1(k) =
k̂ × n̂

|k̂ × n̂|
; ê2(k) = ê0(k)× ê1(k), (14)

where the unit vector k̂ is along the wavenumber k, and the unit vector n̂ is chosen
along any direction. Incompressible fluid flow has components u1(k) and u2(k) along
the unit vectors ê1(k) and ê2(k), respectively. We consider an interacting wavenumber
triad (k′,p,q) with k′ + p+ q = 0, and k′ = −k. We choose n̂ = (q× p)/|q× p| [32,
36]. The Craya-Herring basis vectors for the interacting wavenumbers are illustrated
in Fig. 1. Note that α, β, γ are the angles in front of k, p, q respectively. Verma [32]
derived the following equations for the Craya-Herring components u1 and u2 shown
in Fig. 1:

(∂t + νk2)u1(k
′, t) = ik′ sin(β − γ)u∗1(p, t)u

∗
1(q, t) + f1(k

′, t), (15)
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(∂t + νk2)u1(p, t) = ip sin(γ − α)u∗1(q, t)u
∗
1(k

′, t) + f1(p, t), (16)

(∂t + νk2)u1(q, t) = iq sin(α− β)u∗1(p, t)u
∗
1(k

′, t) + f1(q, t), (17)

(∂t + νk2)u2(k
′, t) = ik′{sin γu∗1(p, t)u∗2(q, t)− sinβu∗1(q, t)u

∗
2(p, t)}+ f2(k

′, t),

(18)

(∂t + νk2)u2(p, t) = ip{sinαu∗1(q, t)u∗2(k′, t)− sin γu∗1(k
′, t)u∗2(q, t)}+ f2(p, t),

(19)

(∂t + νk2)u2(q, t) = iq{sinβu∗1(k′, t)u∗2(p, t)− sinαu∗1(p, t)u
∗
2(k

′, t)}+ f2(q, t),

(20)

where f1 and f2 are force components along ê1 and ê2 respectively. We need to
integrate over all possible triads for the evolution of u(k, t).

For hydrodynamic turbulence, the modal energy for wavenumber k is

E(k) =
1

2
|u(k)|2 =

{
1
2 |u1(k)|

2 for 2D
1
2 |u1(k)|

2 + 1
2 |u2(k)|

2 for 3D.
(21)

For an isotropic flow, the energies of CH components ui(k) are equal1:〈
|ui(k)|2

〉
≡ C(k) = C(k) (22)

for all i’s. That is,
〈
|ui(k)|2

〉
depends only on the magnitude of k, which is denoted

by k. The total kinetic energy of the flow is〈
u2

〉
2

=

∫
E(k)dk =

1

2

∫
dk

(2π)d
(d− 1)C(k) =

1

2

Sd
(2π)d

(d− 1)

∫
dkkd−1C(k), (23)

where E(k) is the one-dimensional (1D) shell spectrum, and Sd = 2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is
the surface area of the d-dimensional sphere. The above equation yields the following
relationship between the modal energy and 1D energy spectrum [5, 18, 37]:

E(k) =
(d− 1)

2

Sdk
d−1

(2π)d
C(k). (24)

In Kolmogorov’s theory of turbulence [16, 17], 1D energy spectrum is

E(k) = KKoΠ
2/3k−5/3, (25)

where KKo is Kolmogorov’s constant, and Π is the inertial-range kinetic energy flux
or the kinetic energy dissipation rate. Note, however, that the thermalized Euler

1In this paper, we denote |u1(k)|2 = C1(k) and |u2(k)|2 = C2(k).
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Fig. 2 Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of effective viscosity and Green’s function
using direct interaction approximation (DIA).

turbulence (with ν = 0) admits equilibrium solution, for which

E(k) ∼ kd−1. (26)

This equilibrium solution has zero energy flux.
In Section 3, I present how Kraichnan [18] computed the Green’s function and

renormalized viscosity using Direct Interaction Approximation (DIA).

3 Direct Interaction Approximation (DIA)

The presentation in this section is a minor modification of Kraichnan [18]’s original
calculation. Kraichnan [18] started with Eq. (9) and λ = 1 due to Galilean invariance.
The bare Green’s function for the linearized NS equation is

G(k̂) =
1

−iω + νk2
. (27)

Kraichnan [18] treated the nonlinear term of the NS equation as perturbation. In
addition, the velocity field is assumed to be homogeneous and quasi-gaussian, which
leads to

⟨um(q̂)un(p̂)⟩ = C(q̂)Pmn(q)δ(p+ q)δ(ωp + ωq), (28)

where p̂ = (ωp,p) and q̂ = (ωq,q). Under quasi-gaussian approximation, the third-
order correlation ⟨um(q̂)un(p̂)us(p̂)⟩ is nonzero, and it is computed by expanding the
velocity field perturbatively, and then reducing the fourth-order correlations to a sum
of products of two second-order correlations.

To zeroth order, the ensemble averaged value of the nonlinear term of Eq. (9) is

Plmn(k) ⟨um(q̂)un(p̂)⟩ = 0 (29)

because of Eq. (28) and Plmn(k = 0) = 0 [5, 18, 23]. Hence, Kraichnan [18] went to
the next order, which is represented using the Feynman diagram of Fig. 2. To the first
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order, the transformed equation for the velocity field is [18]

(
−iω + νk2

)
ul(k̂) = −uβ(k̂)

∫
dq̂ [G(p̂)C(q̂)Alβ(k,p,q)] + fl(k̂), (30)

where

Alβ(k,p,q) = Plmn(k)Pnαβ(p)Pmα(q) (31)

with the effective or dressed Green’s function as

G(k̂) =
1

−iω + ν(k)k2
, (32)

and dressed correlation function as〈
u∗i (k̂)uj(k̂)

〉
=

1

−iω + ν(k)k2
C(k)Pij(k). (33)

In terms of the time variable,

G(k, t− t′) = θ(t− t′) exp[−ν(k)k2(t− t′)], (34)

C̄(k, t− t′) = C(k) exp[−ν(k)k2(t− t′)]. (35)

That is, the two-time Green’s function and correlations function decay with a time
scale of (ν(k)k2)−1, where ν(k) is the effective or dressed viscosity. This is an important
assumption, employed in almost all turbulence calculations [5, 18, 31], is an extrapo-
lation of fluctuation-dissipation theorem for systems far from equilibrium (see Section
10).

The nonlinear term of Eq. (30) is proportional to the velocity field, but the veloc-
ity components in the left-hand side and right-hand side are unequal (ul and uβ ,
respectively). Therefore, the viscosity correction arising due to the nonlinear term is
a second-rank tensor:

νlβ(k) =

∫
dq̂G(p̂)C(q̂)Alβ(k,p,q). (36)

This feature appear surprising for an isotropic flow, but this is reasonable because
the renormalized parameter in the plane of the triad (k,p,q) may differ from that
perpendicular to this plane2. However, Kraichnan [18] and many other researchers
have assumed the dressed viscosity to be an isotropic tensor, i.e.,

νlβ(k̂) = ν(k̂)Plβ(k). (37)

2Recently Verma [28] observed such behaviour in his calculations based on Craya-Herring basis
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Hence,

ν(k̂) =
1

(d− 1)k2

∫
dp̂Q(k, p, q)G(p̂)C(q̂), (38)

where

Q(k, p, q) = Plmn(k)Pnαβ(p)Pmα(q)Plβ(k) = pk[(d− 3)z + 2z3 + (d− 1)xy].(39)

Using Eqs. (30, 37, 38), Eq. (9) is rewritten in terms of dressed viscosity as(
−iω + νk2 + ν(k)k2

)
ul(k̂) = fl(k̂) (40)

with

ν(k) =
1

(d− 1)k2

∫
dq

(2π)d
Q(k, p, q)C(q)

ν(p)p2 + ν(q)q2
(41)

under the long time scales (ω → 0) [5, 18]. Kraichnan [18] attempted the self-
consistent solution using C(k) of Eq. (24) and the following formula for ν(k) (based
on Kolmogorov’s spectrum):

ν(k) = ν∗
√
KKoΠ

2/3
u k−4/3, (42)

where ν∗ is a nondimensional constant. Further, we nondimensionalize Eq. (41) using
p = kp′ and q = kq′ that yields

ν2∗ =
2Sd−1

Sd(d− 1)2

∫ ∞

0

dq′q′d−1

∫ 1

−1

dy(1− y2)(d−3)/2Q(1, p′, q′)q′−2/3−d

p′2/3 + q′2/3
, (43)

where y = cosβ with β being the angle between k and q (see Fig. 1).
Unfortunately, the integral of Eq. (43) has infrared divergence near p′ = 0. Kraich-

nan [18] tried to cure this divergence by introducing a lower or infrared cutoff for
p′, but this trick leads to k−3/2 energy spectrum that contradicts the popular Kol-
mogorov’s theory. Leslie [5] attempted a k-dependent lower cutoff for p′, i.e., p′ ≥ ck
(c is a constant) that leads to Kolmogorov’s spectrum. Inspired by the infinity can-
cellations employed in quantum electrodynamics [1], Leslie [5] suggested splitting the
integral of Eq. (43) into singular and nonsingular parts. Unfortunately, this idea has
not been implemented for HDT till date.

Renormalization-Group (RG) is employed to solve the above divergence prob-
lem [1]. In Section 4, we describe viscosity renormalization based Wilson’s wavenumber
RG scheme.

4 Renormalization Group Analysis of
Hydrodynamic Turbulence

In this section, we will cover prominent HDT RG schemes, mainly that of Yakhot and
Orszag (YO) [22], McComb [6], Zhou et al. [25], DeDominicis and Martin [26], and

10



kn+1knkn−2 kn−1kn−3kn−4

< >

k0

Coarse-grain

Fig. 3 In wavenumber renormalization, the modes in the wavenumber band (kn, kn+1), denoted by
>, are coarse-grained. The coarse-graining leads to enhancement of effective viscosity for wavenumbers
k < kn, denoted by <. From Verma [28], Reprinted with permission from APS.

Verma et al. [38]. Following Wilson’s wavenumber renormalization, the wavenumber
space is logarithmic-binned with km = k0c

m and c > 1. For the wavenumber up to
kn+1 shown in Fig. 3, Eq. (9) is rewritten as(
−iω + ν(n+1)k2

)
u<l (k̂) = fl(k̂)− i

λ

2
Plmn(k)

∫
p̂+q̂+k̂

dp̂
[
u<m(q̂)u<n (p̂) + u>m(q̂)u>n (p̂)

+ u<m(q̂)u>n (p̂) + u>m(q̂)u<n (p̂)
]

(44)

with q̂ = k̂ − p̂. The convolutions in the above equation involves four sums with
wavenumbers p and q belonging to < or > regions of Fig. 3. Now, we ensemble-average

or coarse-grain the fluctuations in wavenumber band (kn, kn+1), after which ν
(n)
1 is

the viscosity for the wavenumbers (k0, kn).
For the coarse-graining process, it is assumed that u>(k, t) is time-stationary,

homogeneous, isotropic, and Gaussian with zero mean, and that u<(k, t) is unaffected
by coarse-graining [4, 6, 12]. In turbulence computations, another assumption is that
the correlation between < and > modes is weak. Hence,〈

u>l (k, t)
〉
= 0, (45)〈

u<l (k, t)
〉
= u<1 (k, t), (46)〈

u∗<l (p, t)u∗<m (q, t)
〉
= u∗<l (p, t)u∗<m (q, t), (47)〈

u∗<l (p, t)u∗>m (q, t)
〉
= u∗<l (p, t)

〈
u∗>m (q, t)

〉
= 0, (48)〈

u∗>l (p, t)u∗<m (q, t)
〉
=

〈
u∗>l (p, t)

〉
u∗<m (q, t) = 0. (49)

11



Substitution of the above relations in Eq. (44) yields(
−iω + ν(n)k2

)
u<l (k̂) = fl(k̂)− i

λ

2
Plmn(k)

∫
p̂+q̂+k̂

dp̂
[
u<m(q̂)u<n (p̂)

]
, (50)

where

ν(n) = ν(n+1) + i
λ

2k2
Plmn(k)

∫ ∆

dp̂
〈
u>m(q̂)u>n (p̂)

〉
= ν(n+1) + δν(n), (51)

with the integral performed over the coarse-grained region (∆). This integral provides
the viscosity correction (δν(n)).

At this point, we pause HDT and discuss Euler turbulence. The velocity
field of thermalized spectrally-truncated Euler equation is δ-correlated. Hence,
⟨u>m(q̂)u>n (p̂)⟩ = 0 leading to δν(n) = 0. Thus, the viscosity of Euler equation remains
unchanged; this is the result of equilibrium field theory.

Under the quasi-gaussian approximation, the integral of Eq. (51) vanishes to the
zeroth order. Hence, the integral is expanded to the first-order. Researchers have
adopted various tactics to compute δν(n). In the following subsections, we will describe
the schemes adopted by Yakhot and Orszag [22], McComb and Shanmugasundaram
[39], Zhou et al. [25], Verma [28], Martin et al. [27], and DeDominicis and Martin [26].
We start with Yakhot and Orszag [22]’s scheme.

4.1 RG scheme of Yakhot and Orszag

Yakhot and Orszag [22] (YO) employed dynamical RG framework that includes renor-
malization of viscosity, vertex, and forcing amplitude. For NS equation, the vertex
correction is absent due to the Galilean invariance. Therefore, Yakhot and Orszag [22]
computed the corrections to viscosity and forcing amplitude.

Following statistical field theory, Yakhot and Orszag [22] employed random force
given below, whose real space description is given by Eq. (3),

⟨fl(k, ω)fm(k′, ω′)⟩ = 2Dk−yPlm(k)δ(k+ k′)δ(ω + ω′). (52)

The velocity field in terms of Green’s function is

ul(k̂) = G(k̂)fl(k̂), or ul(k, ω) = G(k, ω)fl(k, ω). (53)

Yakhot and Orszag [22] adopted Wilson’s framework [4] that involves parameter cor-
rections using coarse-graining and then system rescaling so as to get back to the
original size. We brief these two steps in the following discussion.

4.1.1 Coarse-graining

In Eq. (51), to zeroth order δν(n) = 0 because of the same reasons given in Section 3
[refer to Eq. (29)]. Therefore, Yakhot and Orszag [22] computed the viscosity correction

12



Fig. 4 Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of renormalized viscosity by Yakhot and
Orszag [22].

to the next order, which is represented by the Feynman diagram of Fig. 4. The formula
for the viscosity correction is

δν(k) = λ2
∫

dqdωq
(2π)d+1

Q(k, p, q)G(p̂)G(q̂)G(−q̂)2Dq−y

=
λ2

2ν2

∫
dqQ(k, p, q)D

q−y−2

p2 + q2

=
λ2

2ν2
Sd

∫ Λc

Λ

qd−1dq

∫ 1

−1

dz(1− z2)(d−3)/2Q(k, p, q)D
q−y−2

p2 + q2
,

= νλ̄2Ad
eϵl − 1

ϵ
, (54)

where c = el, z = cos γ (see Fig. 1), and

ϵ = 4 + y − d, (55)

λ̄2 =
λ2D

ν3.Λϵ
, (56)

Ad =
1

2

d2 − d− ϵ

d(d+ 2)

Sd
(2π)d

. (57)

Note that λ̄ is the nondimensional coupling constant for HDT.
In Eq. (51), Yakhot and Orszag replaced ν(n+1) with ν, and set kn → Λ and

kn+1 → Λc. Here, we have skipped some factors in Eq. (54), which have been absorbed
in Ad. With δν(k), the revised viscosity ν< [ν(n) of Eq. (51)] is

ν< = ν

[
1 + λ̄2Ad

eϵl − 1

ϵ

]
. (58)
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The other two parameters to be renormalized are λ and D. Galilean invariance
leads to constancy of λ, which is

λ< = λ. (59)

Yakhot and Orszag [22] argued that D too remains unrenormalized, or

D< = D. (60)

Equation (60) is consistent with Kolmogorov’s theory of turbulence where forcing,
applied at large scales, is absent in the inertial range. Hence, the forcing amplitude is
not renormalized.

4.1.2 Rescaling

Under coarse-graining, the wavenumber range (k0, kn+1) shrinks to (k0, kn) (by a
factor c−1). Following Wilson [4], to rescale the system to its original size, we perform
k → k′ = kc that corresponds to x = x′c. We rescale t, u, and f as follows:

x = x′c; t = t′cz; u = u′cχ; f = c
y−d−z

2 f ′. (61)

where z and χ are constants that are determined using the RG analysis. Note that f
scaling follows from Eq. (3). Therefore, under rescaling, the NS equation transforms to

∂u′

∂t′
− ν<cz−2∇2u = −λcχ+z−1[u′ · ∇′u′ −∇′p′] + c

z+y−d
2 −χf ′. (62)

Hence, a combination of coarse-graining and rescaling yields [Eqs. (58, 59, 60, 62)]

ν′ = ν<cz−2 (63)

λ′ = λ<cχ+z−1 (64)

D′ = D<c
z+y−d

2 −χ (65)

Using c = el and taking the limit l → 0, we obtain

dν

dl
= ν

[
z − 2 +Adλ̄

2
]

(66)

dλ

dl
= λ [χ+ z − 1] (67)

dD

dl
= D

[
z + y − d

2
− χ

]
(68)

Equations (66, 67, 68) has a trivial fixed point, (ν = 0, λ = 0, D = 0), and the
following nontrivial fixed point

z = 2− ϵ

3
, (69)
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χ =
ϵ

3
− 1, (70)

where ϵ = 4+ y−d [see Eq. (60)]. We take derivative of λ̄ [Eq. (56)] near the unstable
fixed point [Eqs. (69, 70)] that yields

dλ̄

dl
=
λ̄

2
(ϵ− 3Adλ̄

2). (71)

Hence, for ϵ < 0, λ̄ → 0 to a trivial fixed point (ν = 0, λ = 0, D = 0), for which the
coupling constant vanishes. This corresponds to decoupled thermalized Fourier modes,
similar to the Gaussian fixed point of ϕ4 theory [4]. However, when ϵ > 0, λ̄ moves to

λ̄ =

√
ϵ

3Ad
, (72)

thus making the nonlinear term relevant. The above calculation yields the RG fixed
point for the nonequilibrium solution, as in ϕ4 theory [4]. Note that Eqs. (69, 70, 72)
describe the unstable RG fixed point. Also, λ̄ = O(1) for the unstable fixed point.

Using this unstable RG fixed point, we derive the energy spectrum as follow. Using
Eq. (61) we derive

u

u′
= cχ =

(
k

k′

)−χ

=⇒ uk ∝ k−χ. (73)

Hence,

E(k) ∼ u2k/k ∼ k−2χ−1 ∼ k−2ϵ/3+1. (74)

We recover Kolmogorov’s k−5/3 spectrum when ϵ = 4, or y = d. For this case, the
forcing spectrum is k−d, which is dominantly at large scales, as in Kolmogorov’s theory
of turbulence. Hence, YO’s RG results are consistent with Kolmogorov’s theory of
turbulence.

In addition, for the Kolmogorov’s spectrum,

z = 2− ϵ

3
=

2

3
=⇒ ω = kz = k2/3 (75)

leading to the dynamic exponent to be 2/3. Also, the renormalized viscosity (without
rescaling) is

ν< = ν(k) ∼ ν′b2−z ∼ k−4/3 (76)

because ν′ is a constant.
Another interesting result of YO theory is the injection of a constant energy flux

by the external force for y = d:

Π(k) = 2D0

∫ k

k0

k′−ydk′

15



= 2SdD0

∫ k

k0

k′−y+d−1dk′

= 2SdD0 ln
k

k0
, (77)

which is a slowly varying logarithmic function of k, and it can be assumed to a constant.
Note that y = d is a condition for the constant energy flux, which is an important
ingredient for Kolmogorov’s theory of turbulence.

In an earlier work, Forster et al. [23] employed similar RG analysis for different
forcing functions. We do not present those results here.

4.2 McComb and Zhou

McComb, Zhou, and coworkers [25, 39] constructed self-consistent recursive RG to
compute the renormalized viscosity. They assumed the forcing to be at large scales,
hence noise renormalization is not required for the inertial range, where power-law
solution is attempted for the renormalized viscosity.

In the absence of noise, the Feynman diagrams for the McComb and Zhou’s RG
procedure are same as that employed for DIA. McComb and Zhou performed only
coarse-graining, and not rescaling. Hence, the renormalized viscosity increases with
coarse-graining as

ν(n)(k) = ν(n+1)(k) + δν(n)(k). (78)

For ν(n)(k), McComb and Zhou employed power-law solution along with a universal
function ν∗(n)(k

′):

ν(n)(knk
′) = (KKo)

1/2Π1/3k−4/3
n ν(n)∗(k′). (79)

Substitution of Eqs. (78, 79) in Eq. (51) yields

δν(n)∗(k′) =
1

(d− 1)

∫ ∆

dp′ 2

(d− 1)Sd

E(q′)

q′d−1
[Q(k′, p′, q′)

1

ν(n)∗(hp′)p′2 + ν(n)∗(hq′)q′2
]

(80)

ν(n+1)∗(k′) = h4/3ν(n)∗(hk′) + h−4/3δν(n)∗(k′), (81)

where p′ + q′ = k′, h = 1/c, where c = kn+1/kn is the coarse-graining parameter.
The dp′ integral of Eq. (80) is computed in the wavenumber band kn ≤ p < kn+1

and kn ≤ q < kn+1. McComb, Zhou, and coworkers solved the above equations numer-
ically that yields ν∗(n)(k

′) shown in Fig. 5. For small k′, the renormalized parameter

ν∗(n)(k
′) → 0.4 for Zhou et al. [25] and ν∗(n)(k

′) → 0.37 McComb and Shanmugasun-

daram [39]. Zhou et al. [25] argued that the exclusion of triple nonlinearity u<u<u<

alters ν∗(n)(k
′) marginally (see Fig.5). However, this issue is beyond the scope of this

paper.
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Fig. 5 Plot of ν∗
(n)

(k′) vs. k′ computed numerically by Zhou et al. [25] (solid line with squares).

The figure also exhibits McComb’s results (chained line) and Zhou et al. [25]’s predictions with
nonlinearity (solid line with triangles). From Zhou et al. [25]. Reprinted with permission from APS.

4.3 RG Analysis in Craya-Herring Basis

RG analysis is quite complex involving intricate tensor algebra and integrals. Recently,
Verma [28] showed that the Craya-Herring (CH) basis simplifies field-theoretical alge-
bra significantly. In addition, the similarities between hydrodynamic, scalar, and
magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence becomes apparent in CH basis. We will
discuss these similarities in Sections 6 and 7.

Verma [28] focussed on the triadic interactions in the CH basis. Here, the u1
component for each wavenumbers resides in the plane of the triad, whereas the u2
component is perpendicular to the plane (see Fig. 1). Verma [28] showed that the
renormalization of the u1 and u2 components are different, which has many important
implications. For example, this feature leads to a conclusion that d = 6 is the critical
upper dimension for HDT [28].

In this subsection, we briefly describe the renormalization of the viscosities ν1 and
ν2 that correspond to u1 and u2, respectively, as done in Verma [28]. We start with
Eqs. (15, 18) and compute the viscosity corrections arising due to the nonlinear terms.
The Feynman diagrams for the ν1 and ν2 corrections are illustrated in Fig. 6 and
Fig. 7 respectively.
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Fig. 6 Feynman diagrams associated with the renormalization of ν1 for the u1 component. From
Verma [28]. Reprinted with permission from APS.

ν
(n)
1 k2 = ν

(n+1)
1 k2 − Integrals corresponding to Fig. 6. (82)

ν
(n)
2 k2 = ν

(n+1)
2 k2 − Integrals corresponding to Fig. 7. (83)

or

ν
(n)
1 k2 = ν

(n+1)
1 k2 −

∫
∆

dp

(2π)d
k sin(β − γ)

ν1(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2
[pC1(q) sin(γ − α) + qC1(p) sin(α− β)],

(84)

ν
(n)
2 k2 = ν

(n+1)
2 k2 −

∫
∆

dp

(2π)d

[
kqC1(p) sin γ sinα

ν1(p)p2 + ν2(q)q2
+
kpC1(q) sinβ sinα

ν2(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2

]
. (85)

Following Kolmogorov’s theory of turbulence, we model ν
(n)
1 and ν

(n)
2 as follows:

ν
(n)
1 = ν1∗

√
KKoΠ

1/3
u k−4/3

n , (86)

ν
(n)
2 = ν2∗

√
KKoΠ

1/3
u k−4/3

n . (87)

Substitution of Eqs. (86, 87) and Kolmogorov’s energy spectrum in Eqs. (84, 85) yields

ν1∗(1− b−4/3) = − 2Sd−1

(d− 1)Sd

1

ν1∗

∫ b

1

p′d−1dp′
∫ p′/2

(p′2+1−b2)/(2p′)
dz(1− z2)

d−3
2 (F1 + F2),

(88)
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Fig. 7 Feynman diagrams associated with the renormalization of ν2 for the u2 component. Modified
version of Fig. 7 of Verma [28]. Reprinted with permission from APS.

ν2∗(1− b−4/3) =
2Sd−1

(d− 1)Sd

∫ b

1

p′d−1dp′
∫ p′/2

(p′2+1−b2)/(2p′)
dz(1− z2)

d−3
2 F3(p

′, z), (89)

where

F1(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)(p′ − 2z)(2p′z − 1)p′q′−8/3−d

p′2/3 + q′2/3
, (90)

F2(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)(1− p′2)(2p′z − 1)p′−2/3−dq′−2

p′2/3 + q′2/3
, (91)

F3(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)p′−2/3−d

ν1∗p′2/3 + ν2∗q′2/3
+

(1− z2)p′2q′−8/3−d

ν2∗p′2/3 + ν1∗q′2/3
. (92)

See Verma [28] for details.
Verma [28] computed the integrals numerically for c = 1.5 and observed that

ν1∗ = 0.098 and ν2∗ = 0.50 for 2D HDT, and that ν1∗ = 0.070 and ν2∗ = 0.50 for
3D HDT. These constants are reasonably close to those reported by McComb [6] and
Zhou et al. [25]. Verma [28] also showed that ν1∗ vanishes for d = 6, which leads to
the upper critical dimension for HDT to be 6. That is, the velocity field is Gaussian
for d ≥ 6 [28].

4.4 Functional RG

In statistical field theory, partition function is computed using functional integral of
order parameter. Similarly, computation of action in quantum field theory employs
functional integral. Note however that the above computations are for the fields in
equilibrium, which is not the case for turbulence. Interestingly, functional integral has
been applied to turbulence with some modification [26, 40].
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DeDominicis and Martin [26] started with the following equations:

∂tuα = ν0∇2uα + λ0ταβ(u · ∇)uβ + fα, (93)

ταβ = δαβ − kαkβ
k2

, (94)

for which the generating functional was proposed as

Ẑ(l) =

∫
DuDû exp(L[u, û]) +

∫
dtd4xlα(x, t)uα(x, t) (95)

with the Lagrangian as

L =

∫
dtd4

[
−iûα(∂t − ν0∇2)uα − iûαλ0ταβ(u · ∇)uβ + iûα ⟨fαfβ⟩ ûβ

]
. (96)

Here, û is the auxiliary function to u.
DeDominicis and Martin [26] showed that the unperturbed propagators are

⟨iûαuβ⟩ =
1

−iω + ν0k2
δαβ , (97)

⟨uαuβ⟩ =
2D0k

4−d

| − iω + ν0k2|2
(m2

0 + k2)−y/2ταβ(k). (98)

After some algebra, the relationship between the correlation and Green’s functions
was derived as

⟨uαuβ⟩ = C(k, ω) =
D0

ν20
G

(
ω

iν0
, k, g0,Λ,m0

)
(99)

with
λ20D0

ν30
= g0Λ

y. (100)

Using Callan-Symanzik equation, DeDominicis and Martin [26] derived that

E(k) ∼ k−y+1+ην−ηD . (101)

DeDominicis and Martin [26] showed that for small y and d > 2, ηD = 0 and ην = y/3.
For y = 4, E(k) ∼ k−5/3.

We end this section with a summary of RG application to HDT. The RG fixes
the infrared divergence of DIA. In addition, it predicts both the equilibrium solution
(kd−1 spectrum) and nonequilibrium solution (k−5/3 spectrum) for HDT. Note that
RG analysis yields Kolmogorov’s spectrum for HDT even though the coupling constant
is O(1).

In Section 5, we will describe field-theoretic calculations for the energy transfers
and flux in HDT.
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5 Energy Transfers and Flux

In this section, we will compute the energy fluxes in HDT, both in 2D and 3D. Here,
nonzero fluxes arise due to the nonequilibrium nature of the flow.

5.1 Basic Formulas

The dynamical equation for the modal energy E(k) = |u(k)|2/2 is [5, 18]

(∂t + 2νk2)E(k, t) =
1

2

∑
p,q

Suu(k|p,q) + ℜ[Fu(k, t) · u∗(k, t)], (102)

where

Suu(k|p,q) = ℑ [{k · u(q, t)}{u(p, t) · u∗(k, t)}}+ {k · u(p, t)}{u(q, t) · u∗(k, t)}}]
(103)

is the cumulative energy transfer from u(q) and u(p) to u(k) [18]. The energy flux
Π(R) for a wavenumber sphere of radius R is the net nonlinear energy transfer rate
from all the modes residing inside the sphere to the modes outside the sphere. Using
S(k|p,q), Kraichnan [18] derived the following energy flux [5]:

Π(R) =
1

2

∫ ∞

R

dk′
∫ ∫ ∆

dpdqS(k′|p,q)− 1

2

∫ R

0

dk′
∫ ∫ ∆

dpdqS(k′|p,q) (104)

where k = p+ q, and ∆ represents a range of p,q consistent with the definition of
energy flux [5, 18].

Dar et al. [41] and Verma [32, 37] showed that

Suu(k|p|q) = ℑ [{k · u(q, t)}{u(p, t) · u∗(k, t)}}] (105)

is the mode-to-mode energy transfer rate from the giver mode u(p) to the receiver
mode u(k) with the mediation of mode u(q). The combined energy transfer to k from
p and q is a sum of Suu(k|p|q) and Suu(k|q|p). Interestingly, Π(R) computation
using Suu(k|p|q) is much easier than that using Suu(k|p,q). In terms of Suu(k|p|q),
the formula for Π(R) is

Π(R) =

∫ ∞

R

dk′

(2π)d

∫ R

0

dp

(2π)d
Suu(k′|p|q). (106)

In Eq. (106), the giver modes are within the sphere, whereas the receiver modes are
outside the sphere. In contrast, Kraichnan [18]’s derivation of Eq. (104) is longer and
more complex. In the Craya-Herring basis [28, 32],

Suu(k′|p|q) = Su1u1(k′|p|q) + Su2u2(k′|p|q), (107)
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where

Su1u1(k′|p|q) = k′ sinβ cos γℑ{u1(q, t)u1(p, t)u1(k′, t)}, (108)

Su2u2(k′|p|q) = −k′ sinβℑ{u1(q, t)u2(p, t)u2(k′, t)}. (109)

Hence, there are independent energy transfers along u1 and u2 channels, with no cross
transfers between u1 and u2.

5.2 Field-theoretic Computation of Energy Flux

Experiments and numerical simulations reveal that ⟨Suu(k′|p|q)⟩ ≠ 0 for HDT. Non-
vanishing triple correlation in Suu(k′|p|q) indicate nongaussian and nonequilibrium
nature of a turbulent flow. Interestingly, quasi-normal approximation for the triple
correlation yields constant energy flux in the inertial range of HDT [5, 9, 18]. I briefly
present this derivation in this section.

Under the quasi-normal approximation, the triple correlation of Suu(k′|p|q) van-
ishes to the zeroth order. However, the first-order expansion of the triple correlation
yields a sum of fourth-order correlations, which are expanded as respective sums
of products of two second-order correlations (under gaussian approximation). Kol-
mogorov’s energy spectrum and the renormalized viscosity are employed to compute
the flux integrals.

Kraichnan [18] (also see Leslie [5]) was first to compute the turbulence flux using
the above framework. By expanding Eq. (104) to first order, he obtained the following
formula for 3D HDT:

1 =
⟨Π(R)⟩
ϵu

=
1

K
3/2
Ko

∫ 1

0

dv[ln(1/v)]

∫ 1+v

v∗
dvΣ(v, w), (110)

where v∗ = max(v, |1− v|) and

Σ(v, w) = vw
{b(1, v, w)w−11/3(v−11/3 − 1) + b(1, w, v)v−11/3(w−11/3 − 1)}

1 + v2/3 + w2/3
(111)

with
b(1, v, w) =

p

k
(xy + z3) (112)

for 3D. The above derivation employs the following transformation [5, 18]

k =
R

u
; p =

Rv

u
; q =

Rw

u
. (113)

Kraichnan [18] and Leslie [5] computed the above integral numerically and reported
the Kolmogorov’s constant for 3D HDT to be near 1.6. Refer to Leslie [5] for details.
Verma [37] and Verma [42] performed similar computations using the mode-to-mode
energy transfers [37].

Yakhot and Orszag [22] and Forster et al. [23] computed the energy flux using the
forcing spectrum. As shown in Eq. (77), the forcing spectrum k−y = k−d yields a
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Fig. 8 Feynman diagrams associated with the energy transfers between the u1 components. From
Verma [28]. Reprinted with permission from APS.

nearly constant energy flux in the inertial range. However, the forcing function and
energy injection rate in Forster et al. [23] differ from those of Yakhot and Orszag [22].

In the following discussion we present the energy flux computations in the Craya-
Herring basis [28]. Starting from Eq. (108), Verma [28] derived the following equation
for the u1 component:

⟨Su1u1(k′|p|q)⟩ =
numr1

ν1(k)k2 + ν1(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2
, (114)

where

numr1 = 2[k′ sin(β − γ)C1(p)C1(q) + p sin(γ − α)C1(k
′)C1(q) + q sin(α− β)C1(k

′)C1(p)]

×k′ sinβ cos γ. (115)

The three terms of ⟨Su1u1(k′|p|q)⟩ correspond to the three Feynman diagrams of
Fig. 8. For 3D and two-dimension three-component (2D3C), the energy transfers
along the u2 channel is

⟨Su2u2(k′|p|q)⟩ = (k sinβ)2
C1(q)[C2(p)− C2(k

′)]

ν2(k)k2 + ν2(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2
. (116)

The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 9.
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Fig. 9 Feynman diagrams associated with the energy transfers between the u2 components. Modified
version of Fig. 9 of Verma [28]. Reprinted with permission from APS.

Using Eqs. (114, 116), we derive the corresponding energy fluxes:

〈
Πuj (R)

〉
=

∫ ∞

R

dk′

(2π)d

∫ R

0

dp

(2π)d
⟨Sujuj (k′|p|q)⟩ (117)

where j takes values 1 or 2. Using the transformations of Eq. (113), Verma [28] derived
the following nondimensionalized equation for

〈
Πuj

(R)
〉
:〈

Πuj
(R)

〉
ϵu

= A

∫ 1

0

dv[log(1/v)]vd−1

∫ 1

−1

dz(1− z2)
d−3
2 ⟨Sujuj (v, z)⟩ , (118)

where

A = K
3/2
Ko

4

(d− 1)2
Sd−1

Sd
. (119)

For 2D, the energy flux is Πu1
(R), whereas in 2D and 2D3C, the total energy flux is

Π(R) = Πu1
(R) + Πu2

(R). (120)

See Verma [28] for details.
Verma [28] computed the energy fluxes for 2D and 3D turbulence. For 2D, using

Πu1
(R) = −ϵu and ν1∗ = 0.098, Verma deduced thatKKo = 1.19, which is inconsistent

with numerical simulations and experiments, according to which KKo ≈ 6. This is
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possibly due to the inability of the recursive RG schemes to capture the nonlocal

interactions. Verma [28] proposed a workaround by changing
∫ 1

0
dv of Eq. (118) to∫ 1

0.22
dv that yields KKo = 4.46.

For 3D HDT, ν1∗ and ν2∗ appear in the denominator of Eq. (116). Since ν1∗ ≪ ν2∗,
the negative energy flux Πu1 dominates positive Πu2 leading to Π(R) < 0, which is
inconsistent with the experimental and numerical observations. Fortunately, this issue

is easily resolved by employing
∫ 1

0.22
dv for Πu1(R) of Eq. (118) that yields KKo =

1.64, which is in good agreement with earlier field-theoretic computations, as well as
numerical and experimental results [28].

The above nonzero energy flux (nonequilibrium) breaks detailed balance; the small
wavenumber modes give energy to the large wavenumber modes, which is directional.
In contrast, the equilibrium solution, delta-correlated velocity field of spectrally-
truncated Euler equation, respects detailed balance because the energy flux vanishes
for this case. Note that the triple correlations of Eqs. (105, 114, 116) vanish follow-
ing the Gaussian property of the random u of Euler turbulence [28, 32]. In addition,
⟨Sujuj (k′|p|q)⟩ of Eqs. (114, 116) vanish for equipartitioned C1(k) and C2(k). Thus,
field theory yields energy transfers for the equilibrium flows (Euler turbulence) and
nonequilibrium flows (HDT).

Many realistic flows are accompanied by scalars (e.g., pollutants, temperature
field), vectors (e.g.,magnetic field), and tensors (e.g., polymers). Field-theoretic treat-
ment of such fields have yielded interesting results [43]. This topic is extensive, hence
we briefly describe two cases: passive scalars advected by the velocity field, and a
specific case of magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence.

6 Field-theoretic Treatment of Passive Scalar

In this section, we discuss a field-theoretic calculation of passive-scalar turbulence. In
this framework, the momentum equation is not coupled to the scalar field. Hence, the
equation for the velocity field is same as Eq. (1). But, the scalar field ψ is advected
by the velocity field [5, 31]:

∂ψ

∂t
+ (u · ∇)ψ = κ∇2ψ + fψ, (121)

where fψ is the large-scale force on ψ, and κ is the scalar diffusion coefficient.
Equation (121) is transformed to Fourier space. In the CH basis, the evolution

equation for ψ(k′) is [32](
∂

∂t
+ κk2

)
ψ(k′) = ik′

∫
dp

(2π)d
{sin γu∗1(p)ψ∗(q)− sinβu∗1(q)ψ

∗(p)}+ fψ(k
′),

(122)

where k′ + p+ q = 0. Since Eq. (122) is similar to that for u2(k), we expect the
RG and the energy-transfer equations for the scalar field to be similar to that for u2.
This observation provides very useful insights. The modal energy for the scalar field
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at wavenumber k is

Cψ(k) =
1

2
|ψ(k)|2, (123)

and the total scalar energy is〈
ψ2

〉
2

=

∫
Eψ(k)dk =

1

2

∫
dk

(2π)d
Cψ(k) =

1

2

Sd
(2π)d

∫
dkkd−1Cψ(k), (124)

where Eψ(k) is the one-dimensional (1D) shell spectrum. Using the above equation
we derive

Eψ(k) =
1

2

Sdk
d−1

(2π)d
Cψ(k). (125)

The above Eψ(k) differs from 1D kinetic energy spectrum of Eq. (24) by a factor of
1/(d− 1), which has important implications, as we show below.

For large Reynolds number UL/ν ≫ 1, the kinetic energy spectrum E(k) is given
by Eq. (25). In contrast, the passive scalar spectrum depends on the strength of the
nonlinear term u · ∇ψ, which is quantified using Péclet number, UL/κ≫ 1. For large
Reynolds and Péclet numbers, Oboukhov [44] and Corrsin [45] proposed that the
passive scalar spectrum is

Eψ(k) = KψΠψΠ
−1/3k−5/3, (126)

where Πψ is the scalar energy flux, and Kψ is Obukhov-Corrsin constant. Using
atmospheric boundary layer data, Champagne et al. [46] showed that Kψ ≈ 0.64.
Sreenivasan [47] summarized many past results and argued that Kψ ≈ 0.4.

There are a number of papers on field theory of passive scalar turbulence. We
review only a couple of them for d = 3. Yakhot and Orszag [22] extended their RG
computation (Section 4.1) to passive scalar and reported that Kψ = 1.16. Zhou and
Vahala [48] employed recursive RG [see Section 4.2] to the scalar field, and reported
that turbulent Prandtl number (ν(k)/κ(k)) is near 0.7. McComb et al. [49] employed
local energy transfer (LET) theory (similar to recursive RG) and obtained KKo = 2.5
andKψ = 1.1. Verma [50] adopted similar method and reported that turbulent Prandtl
number is 0.42, and Kψ = 1.25.

The CH basis brings out the connections between the HDT and passive scalar
turbulence quite nicely, which is briefly described here. Since the scalar field does

not affect the velocity, ν
(n)
1 follows the same equation as Eq. (86). We derive the

renormalized diffusivity following the same procedure as that for u2 (see Section 4.3).
Figure 10 depicts the Feynman diagrams associated with the first-order perturbation
of Eq. (122). The RG analysis yields

κ(n)k2 = κ(n+1)k2 − Integrals corresponding to Fig. 10. (127)

or,

κ(n)k2 = κ(n+1)k2 −
∫ ∆ dp

(2π)d

[
kqC1(p) sin γ sinα

ν1(p)p2 + κ(q)q2
+
kpC1(q) sinβ sinα

κ(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2

]
,
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Fig. 10 Passive scalar turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of renormal-
ized diffusivity (κ). Here, Gψ(k) is the Green’s function of the scalar field.

(128)

where C1(p) is the modal energy for the u1 component. Note that Eq. (128) has the
same form as Eq. (85) for the u2 component.

The time scale for the scalar field (τψk ) is proportional to (kuk)
−1. Therefore, we

model κ(n) as [31, 50]

κ(n) = κ∗
√
KKoΠ

1/3k−4/3
n , (129)

which has the same form as Eq. (87), but with ν2(k) → κ(k). Substitution of the above
functions in the RG equation (128) yields

κ∗(1− b−4/3) =
2Sd−1

(d− 1)Sd

∫ b

1

p′d−1dp′
∫ p′/2

(p′2+1−b2)/(2p′)
dz(1− z2)

d−3
2 F4(p

′, z),

(130)

with

F4(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)p′−2/3−d

ν1∗p′2/3 + κ∗q′2/3
+

(1− z2)p′2q′−8/3−d

κ∗p′2/3 + ν1∗q′2/3
. (131)

A comparison of Eq. (89) and Eq. (131) yields

κ∗ = ν2∗. (132)
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Fig. 11 Passive scalar turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of mode-to-
mode energy transfer (

〈
Sψψ(k′|p|q)

〉
).

Hence, the renormalized κ and renormalized ν2 are equal, both for 2D and 3D. Conse-
quently, the turbulent Prandtl number ν2/κ = 1. Interestingly, the temporal evolution
of passive scalar in 2D and uz (velocity component perpendicular to the plane) in
2D3C are identical [see Eqs. (18, 122)]. Hence, their field theories are identical too.

Now, we compute the scalar energy flux using field theory. The mode-to-mode
energy transfer from ψ(p) to ψ(k′) with the mediation of u(q) is [50]〈

Sψψ(k′|p|q)
〉
= −ℑ [⟨{k′ · u(q)}{ψ(p)ψ(k′)}⟩] , (133)

where k′ + p = q = 0. We compute the above triple correlation under quasi-Gaussian
assumption. The Feynman diagram for the first-order perturbation, shown in Fig. 11,
is similar to that for u2 component in HDT (see Fig. 9). Following the computation
procedure outlined in Section 5, we derive the following expression for

〈
Sψψ(k′|p|q)

〉
:

〈
Sψψ(k′|p|q)

〉
= (k sinβ)2

C1(q)[C
ψ(p)− Cψ(k′)]

κ(k)k2 + κ(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2
, (134)

or

〈
Sψψ(v, z)

〉
=
v2w−8/3−d(v−2/3−d − 1)(1− z2)

κ2∗(1 + v2/3) + ν1∗w2/3
, (135)

where v, w are defined in Eq. (113).
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Using the above mode-to-mode formula, we derive the corresponding scalar energy
flux:

⟨Πψ(R)⟩ =
∫ ∞

R

dk′

(2π)d

∫ R

0

dp

(2π)d
〈
Sψψ(k′|p|q)

〉
, (136)

whose nondimensionalized version is

⟨Πψ(R)⟩
Πψ

= Aψ

∫ 1

0

dv[log(1/v)]vd−1

∫ 1

−1

dz(1− z2)
d−3
2

〈
Sψψ(v, z)

〉
, (137)

where

Aψ = KψK
1/2
Ko

4

(d− 1)

Sd−1

Sd
. (138)

For j = 2, Eq. (118) has a similar form as Eq. (137) with A → Aψ [see Eq. (119)].
Also note that ⟨Πψ(R)⟩ = Πψ. Based on these observations, we derive that

Kψ =
KKo

d− 1
(139)

The factor d − 1 in Kψ arises because Eψ(k) in Eq. (125) lacks the factor d − 1
in comparison to the Eq. (24). Equation (139) reveals that Kψ = KKo/2 ≈ 0.8 in
3D, which is consistent with Champagne et al. [46]’s conclusion that Kψ ≈ 0.64,
but inconsistent with Sreenivasan [51]’s results. Interestingly, in 2D, the integral of
Eq. (137) is positive, thus indicating a positive scalar energy flux despite inverse
cascade of kinetic energy. Also, Kψ = KKo in 2D. Theses predictions need to be tested
in future numerical simulations.

The above calculations demonstrate the usefulness of CH basis in field theory. It
provides a unified and transparent framework for HDT and passive scalar turbulence.
In the next section, we employ field theory to MHD turbulence.

7 Field-theoretic Treatment of MHD Turbulence

Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) is a description of quasi-neutral magnetized plasma
at the continuum level [52]. In Fourier space, the MHD equations are [37, 52]

d

dt
u(k) + i

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · u(q)}u(p) = −ikp(k) + i

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · b(q)}b(p)

−νk2u(k) + f(k), (140)

d

dt
b(k) + i

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · u(q)}b(p) = i

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · b(q)}u(p)− ηk2b(k), (141)

k · u(k) = 0, (142)

k · b(k) = 0, (143)

where u, b, and p are velocity, magnetic, and pressure fields respectively; ν and η are
the kinematic viscosity and magnetic diffusivity respectively; and the external force f
is employed to the velocity field to maintain a steady state. In this review, we assume
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the mean magnetic field to be absent, which enables us to assume the flow to be
isotropic. We perform field-theoretic analysis in terms of Elsässer variables

z± = u± b, (144)

in terms of which the abve MHD equations are

d

dt
z±(k) + i

∫
dp

(2π)d
{k · z∓(q)}z±(p) = −ikp(k) + ν+k

2z±(k) + ν−k
2z∓(k) + f(k),

(145)

k · z±(k) = 0, (146)

where k = p+ q and ν± = (ν ± η)/2.
Turbulence in MHD turbulence is more involved than in HDT because of the

coupling between the u and b fields via four nonlinear terms. There are several models
of MHD turbulence, including anisotropic ones [32, 37, 53]. In this review, we describe
two competing MHD turbulence phenomenologies that have 3/2 and 5/3 spectral
indices. Kraichnan [54], Iroshnikov [55], and Dobrowolny et al. [56] argued that the
energy spectra for the velocity and magnetic fields are equipartitioned, and they are

E(k) = Eb(k) = KKr(ΠtotB0)
1/2k−3/2, (147)

where Πtot is the total energy flux (sum of kinetic and energy fluxes); KKr is Kraich-
nan’s constant; and B0 is the mean magnetic field or the amplitude of the large-scale
magnetic field. For MHD turbulence, Kolmogorov-like turbulence phenomenology was
first proposed by Marsch [57], in which the energy spectra E±(k) for z± are (also see
[37, 58])

E±(k) = K± (Π±)4/3

(Π∓)2/3
k−5/3, (148)

where Π± are the energy fluxes for z±, and K± are their respective constants. The
spectral exponents 5/3 and 3/2 are quite close, and they are not easily differentiable
in numerical simulations. Various authors [58–61] report one exponent or the other,
thus making this issue inconclusive from the numerical perspective. In this section,
we do not consider field theory of Kraichnan-Iroshnikov theory3. Instead, we focus on
field theory of Kolmogorov-like spectrum.

There are several field-theoretic works on MHD turbulence. Fournier et al. [62]
generalized the framework of Forster et al. [23] to MHD turbulence, and predicted
various scaling regimes as a function of space dimension d and the ratio of kinetic
energy and magnetic energy. Goldreich and Sridhar [63] analyzed anisotropic MHD

turbulence under strong turbulence limit, and showed that E(k⊥) ∼ k
−5/3
⊥ , and

that k⊥zk⊥ ∼ k∥B0, where k⊥, k∥ are the wavenumber components perpendicular
and parallel to the mean magnetic field. The latter relation is called critical bal-
ance. Verma [37, 64–67] performed RG analysis of ν, η, and B0 (mean magnetic field

3It is discussed briefly in Section 8 in the framework of weak turbulence.
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renormalization) as well as energy flux calculations for MHD turbulence. These calcu-
lations favor Kolmogorov-like turbulence phenomenology over Kraichnan-Iroshnikov
phenomenology. The readers may refer to reviews [37, 68].

In the following discussion, we illustrate RG and energy flux computations for a
simplified version of MHD turbulence. Here, we work with z± variables and assume
that 〈

E+(k)
〉
=

〈
E−(k)

〉
, (149)

ℜ
〈[
z+(k) · z−∗(k)

]〉
= Eu(k)− Eb(k) = 0 (150)

that simplifies the algebra considerably. For this special case, the total energy (a sum
of kinetic and magnetic energies) spectrum Etot(k) = E+(k) = E−(k), and

Etot(k) = KΠ
2/3
tot k

−5/3, (151)

where K = K+ = K− and Πtot = Π+ = Π−. Using τ±k ∼ (kz∓k )
−1, we derive the

respective renormalized diffusion coefficients as

η±(k) = η±∗
√
K∓ (Π∓)2/3

(Π±)1/3
k−4/3. (152)

For the special case discussed above, Π+ = Π− and η+(k) = η−(k).
As in HDT and passive scalar turbulence, CH basis simplifies the field-theoretic

computations significantly. In the CH basis, the equations for z±1 (k′) and z±2 (k′) are
given below:(
∂

∂t
+ η1k

2

)
z±1 (k′) = ik′

∫
dp

(2π)d
[sinβ cos γz∓∗

1 (q)z±∗
1 (p)− sin γ cosβz∓∗

1 (p)z±∗
1 (q)]

+f1(k
′), (153)(

∂

∂t
+ η2k

2

)
z±2 (k′) = ik′

∫
dp

(2π)d
{sin γz∓∗

1 (p)z±∗
2 (q)− sinβz∓∗

1 (q)z±∗
2 (p)}+ f2(k

′).

(154)

As in HDT, we assume different diffusive coefficients for z1 and z2 components.
Since ⟨E+(k)⟩ = ⟨E−(k)⟩, the diffusive coefficients are equal for z+ and z−. That is,

η1+ = η1− = η1, (155)

η2+ = η2− = η2. (156)

To compute the renormalized η1,2, we expand the nonlinear terms of Eqs. (153, 154)
to first order. The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in Figs. 12 and 13 that
yield the following recurrence relations for the renormalized η1 and η2:

η
(n)
1 k2 = η

(n+1)
1 k2 +

∫
∆

dp

(2π)d
1

ν1(p)p2 + ν1(q)q2
[kp sinβ sinα cos2 γC−

1 (q)
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Fig. 12 MHD turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of renormalized
diffusivity η1.

Fig. 13 MHD turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of renormalized
diffusivity η2.

+kq sinβ sin γ cos2 βC−
1 (p)], (157)

η
(n)
2 k2 = η

(n+1)
2 k2 +

∫
∆

dp

(2π)d

[
kqC−

1 (p) sin γ sinα

η1(p)p2 + η2(q)q2
+
kpC−

1 (q) sinβ sinα

η2(p)p2 + η1(q)q2

]
.(158)

Note that C+
1 = C−

1 = C1 because of Eq. (149). Also, the vanishing of the cross terms
in Eq. (150) help remove some other terms. Thus, Eqs. (149, 150) simplify the RG
equations considerably.
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Following similar steps as that for HDT (Section 4.3), we derive that

η(1,2)∗(1− b−4/3) =
2Sd−1

(d− 1)Sd

∫ b

1

p′d−1dp′
∫ p′/2

(p′2+1−b2)/(2p′)
dz(1− z2)

d−3
2 F(5,6)(p

′, z),

(159)

where

F5(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)z2p′2q′−8/3−d

η1∗p′2/3 + η1∗q′2/3
+

(1− z2)(1− p′z)2p′−8/3−d/w2

η1∗p′2/3 + η1∗q′2/3
, (160)

F6(p
′, z) =

(1− z2)p′−2/3−d

η1∗p′2/3 + η2∗q′2/3
+

(1− z2)p′2q′−8/3−d

η2∗p′2/3 + η1∗q′2/3
. (161)

The integrals of Eq. (159) converge for both 2D and 3D. For the RG parameter c = 1.5,
η1∗ = 0.22 and η2∗ = 0.50 for 2D, and η1∗ = 0.19 and η2∗ = 0.48 for 3D.

After this, we compute the energy fluxes for z± using the following formulae:

Sz1z1(k′|p|q) = k′ sinβ cos γℑ{z−1 (q)z+1 (p)z
+
1 (k

′)}, (162)

Sz2z2(k′|p|q) = −k′ sinβℑ{z−1 (q)z+2 (p)z
+
2 (k

′)}. (163)

Note that z+ and z− have the same energy transfers statistically because ⟨E+(k)⟩ =
⟨E−(k)⟩. The above energy transfers vanish to the zeroth order. Hence, we expand
Sz1z1(k′|p|q) and Sz2z2(k′|p|q) to first order that yields Feynman diagrams shown in
Figs. 14 and 15 and the following formulas:

⟨Sz1z1(k′|p|q)⟩ = (k sinβ)2(cos γ)2
C−

1 (q)[C−
1 (p)− C−

1 (k′)]

η1(k)k2 + η1(p)p2 + η1(q)q2
, (164)

⟨Sz2z2(k′|p|q)⟩ = (k sinβ)2
C−

1 (q)[C−
2 (p)− C−

2 (k′)]

η2(k)k2 + η2(p)p2 + η1(q)q2
. (165)

For 2D, the energy flux Π(R) is

⟨Π(R)⟩ =
〈
Π+(R)

〉
=

〈
Π−(R)

〉
=

∫ ∞

R

dk′

(2π)d

∫ R

0

dp

(2π)d
⟨Sz1z1(k′|p|q)⟩ (166)

Following similar steps as in Sec. 5.2, we derive the constant K+ = K− = K = 0.85
for 2D MHD turbulence. The above relation also indicates that the energy cascades
for z± are positive in 2D, consistent with the absolute equilibrium theory for MHD
turbulence [10, 69]. This is in contrast to 2D HDT that exhibits inverse energy cascade.
For 3D MHD turbulence,

⟨Π(R)⟩ =
〈
Π+(R)

〉
=

〈
Π−(R)

〉
=

∫ ∞

R

dk′

(2π)d

∫ R

0

dp

(2π)d
[⟨Sz1z1(k′|p|q)⟩+ ⟨Sz2z2(k′|p|q)⟩] .

(167)
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Fig. 14 MHD turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of mode-to-mode
energy transfer via z1z1 channel (⟨Sz1z1 (k′|p|q)⟩).

Fig. 15 MHD turbulence: Feynman diagrams associated with the computation of mode-to-mode
energy transfer via z2z2 channel (⟨Sz2z2 (k′|p|q)⟩).
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After the integral computation, we obtain K+ = K− = K = 0.96. These results are
somewhat consistent with earlier field-theoretic computations [37, 66].

In MHD turbulence, we can vary various parameters: E+(k)/E−(k), E(k)/Eb(k),
and ℜ[u(k) · b∗(k)]. The turbulence properties, e.g., K± and Π±, vary considerably
when we vary these parameters. The results derived in this section are for a specific case
when ⟨E+(k)⟩ = ⟨E−(k)⟩ and ⟨E(k)⟩ = ⟨Eb(k)⟩. The Kolmogorov’s constants derived
here differ from numerical results. For example, for ⟨E+(k)⟩ = ⟨E−(k)⟩, Verma [37]
reported that K+ ≈ k− ≈ 1.5 for 3D. Note, however, that ⟨E(k)/Eb(k)⟩ ≈ 0.7 for 3D,
which differs from field-theoretic assumption that ⟨E(k)⟩ = ⟨Eb(k)⟩. Another result
is by Beresnyak [61] who reported that the Kolmogorov’s constant lies between 3.2
to 4.2 depending on Alfvénicity. We need to carefully compare the field-theoretic and
numerical results for various cases, some of which is covered in Verma [37]. However,
we do not delve into these details in this review.

In Section 8 we discuss field theory of weak turbulence.

8 Field Theory of Weak Turbulence

In HDT, scalar turbulence, and MHD turbulence, we renormalize diffusive parameters,
as well as compute the multiscale energy transfers. Note that the nonlinearity is signif-
icant in such flows. However, the nonlinear term is much weaker than the linear term
in some systems, for example, weakly nonlinear water waves, strongly rotating flow,
MHD with strong B0, etc. For such flows, we do not renormalize the parameter(s),
but compute the energy transfers and fluxes. The energy spectrum is deduced using
the energy flux formula. Such a framework is called weak turbulence [70, 71]. In this
section, we will briefly illustrate this framework and apply it to advection equation.

8.1 Weak turbulence framework

Zakharov et al. [70] extended the formalism of quantum field theory to weak
turbulence. We illustrate this framework starting with Schrödinger equation:

i∂tψ = (H0 +H1)ψ, (168)

where ψ is the wavefunction, and H0 and H1 are the bare (unperturbed) and per-
turbed parts of the Hamiltonian, respectively. Here, we set the Planck constant ℏ = 1.
Zakharov assumed H1 to be a nonlinear function of ψ. As an example, we consider

H0ψ(k) = ℏω(k)ψ(k); H1ψ = −∇2ψ3. (169)

In Fourier space, Eq. (168) transforms to the following:

i∂tψ(k, t) = ω(k)ψ(k, t) + k2
∫

dp

(2π)d
dq

(2π)d
ψ(p, t)ψ(q, t)ψ(s, t), (170)

where s = k− p− q. Here, the nonlinearity is cubic, but it may of different order.
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Using Eq. (170) we derive the following equation for the particle density |ψ(k, t)|2:

∂t
1

2
|ψ(k, t)|2 = k2ℑ

[∫
dp

(2π)d
dq

(2π)d
ψ(p, t)ψ(q, t)ψ(s, t)ψ∗(k, t)

]
= TN (k, t), (171)

where TN (k, t) is the nonlinear particle transfer term4. Note that the linear term
vanishes in Eq. (171). Following the discussion of Sec. 5.2, we deduce the following
formula for the particle flux ΠN (R) for a wavenumber sphere of radius R:

ΠN (R) = −
∫

dk′

(2π)d
TN (k′); (172)

ΠN (R) is interpreted as the rate of particle transfer for a wavenumber of radius R.
Similar formula can be constructed for the energy flux.

In a conservative framework (e.g., in quantum mechanics), the total number of
particles [

∫
dk|ψ(k, t)|2] is conserved. A wavenumber sphere of radius R of an isolated

system contains a finite number of particles. Therefore, we cannot have a steady
particle flux from this sphere because it will deplete the particles in the sphere in a
finite time. Finite ΠN (R) is possible only in the presence of particle injection into the
system, which is a nonequilibrium and open framework. Weak turbulence framework
assumes energy/particle injection by an external source (e.g., electromagnetic and
mechanical forcing for Bose-Einstein condensate [72]) and dissipation at small scales.
We will illustrate a detailed calculation of weak turbulence in the next section. It
is important to point out that a typical isolated or conservative system thermalizes
or reaches equilibrium asymptotically. That is, the energy and particles are evenly
distributed among all the Fourier modes. Quantum systems may approach Fermi-Dirac
or Bose-Einstein statistics asymptotically depending on particles nature.

Next, we apply wave turbulence theory to advection equation.

8.2 Application of Weak Turbulence to Advection Equation

The advection equation for a scalar field ϕ is

∂tϕ+ V ∂xϕ = −∂x
ϕ2

2
, (173)

where V is the advection speed. Here, we assume that the advection term dominates
the nonlinear term −∂xϕ2/2. The equation for the modal energy is

∂t
1

2
|ϕ(k, t)|2 = T (k, t) =

kx
2

∫
dp

(2π)d
ℑ[ϕ(p, t)ϕ(q, t)ϕ∗(k, t)], (174)

where k = p+ q, and T (k, t) is the transfer term for the scalar energy. Note the
advection term is cancelled out in Eq. (174). In addition, the Green’s function and the

4A typical weak turbulence calculation employs ψ(k, t) = a(k, t) exp(−iω(k)t), as in the interaction
picture of quantum mechanics. We avoid this extra step in our derivation.
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unequal-time correlation function for the unperturbed advection equation are

G(k, t− t′) = θ(t− t′) exp[−ikxV (t− t′)], (175)

C̄(k, t− t′) = C(k) exp[−ikxV (t− t′)], (176)

where C(k) is the equal-time correlation function (assumed to be a steady function).
Note that V is not renormalized because the nonlinear term is much weaker than
advection term.

In this review, we compute T (k, t) using the procedure of Sec. 5.2. An expansion of
Eq. (174) to first-order yields Feynman diagrams similar to Fig. 8. The energy transfer
term corresponding to the first Feynman diagram of Fig. 8 is

T1k, t) = ℑ
{
ik2x
4

∫
dp

(2π)d

∫ t

0

dt′G(k, t− t′)C̄(p, t− t′)C̄(q, t− t′)

}
= ℑ

{
ik2x
4

∫
dp

(2π)d
C(p)C(q)

−iV (kx − px − qx) + ϵ

}
=
πk2x
4V

∫
dp

(2π)d
δ(kx − px − qx)C(p)C(q), (177)

where ϵ is a small parameter that induces dissipation at small scales [70]. In the last
step, we employed Cauchy principal value theorem:

1

x+ iϵ
= P

(
1

x

)
− iπδ(x), (178)

where P (1/x) is the Cauchy principal value. Following similar steps for the other two
Feynman diagrams, we obtain

T (k, t) =
πkx
4V

∫
dp

(2π)d
δ(kx − px − qx) [kxC(p)C(q)− pxC(q)C(k)− qxC(p)C(k)] .

(179)
The next task is to compute the inertial-range energy flux, which is

Π(k) = −
∫ k

0

dk′

(2π)d
T (k′, t). (180)

The above integral is quite complex with significant anisotropy. Zakharov trans-
form [70] is often used to simplify the flux integration. In this short review, I avoid
detailed computation. Instead, I simplify the calculation by assuming isotropy, px → p,
and C(p) ∼ E(p)/pd−1. In addition, as is customary in weak turbulence, I assume
locality, according to which wavenumbers with near magnitudes interact, leading to
E(k′) ≈ E(p) ≈ E(q). Therefore,

Π(k) =
k2

V
kdkd−1

(
E(k)

kd−1

)2

. (181)
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Therefore, for a constant Π(k) = Π,

E(k) ∼ (ΠV )1/2k−3/2. (182)

Thus, the scalar energy spectrum for the advection equation is k−3/2 (not k−5/3).
Interestingly, for MHD turbulence, Kraichnan [54] and Iroshnikov [55] argued that

the advection of Alfvén waves by B0 via B0 · ∇z± dominates the nonlinear terms,
where z± are the amplitudes of the Alfvén waves in terms of Elsässer variables. For
B0 = B0x̂,

B0 · ∇z± = B0∂xz
±, (183)

which has a similar form as the advection term in Eq. (173). Note, however, that the
framework of weak MHD turbulence is more complex because of the multiple fields
(z±) and different resonant conditions. Still, following the derivation is similar to that
outlined in this section, we can derive that E(k) ∼ k−3/2 [55, 71]. A more sophisticated

derivation by Galtier et al. [73] yields E(k⊥) ∼ k
−3/2
⊥ . This derivation, however, is

beyond the scope of this review.

8.3 Sweeping Effect and k−3/2 Spectrum

The derivation outlined in Section 8.2 is a gist of Kraichnan’s arguments for the k−3/2

spectrum for HDT [74]. Note, however, that Kraichnan [74] assumed the advection
speed V to be random, which leads to

G(k, t− t′) = θ(t− t′) ⟨exp[−ik ·V(t− t′)]⟩ = θ(t− t′) exp[−i1
2
V 2k2(t− t′)],

(184)

C̄(k, t− t′) = C(k) ⟨exp[−ik ·V(t− t′)]⟩ = C(k) exp[−i1
2
V 2k2(t− t′)], (185)

substitution of which in Eq. (177) yields Eq. (182), albeit with a slightly more complex
dt′ integral in Eq. (177). Here, an advection of fluctuations by V (mean flow or large-
scale eddies) yields k−3/2 spectrum in Eulerian framework, which is inconsistent with
the experimental observations of k−5/3 spectrum. Based on this result, Kraichnan [74]
argued that Eulerian approach is inappropriate for the field-theoretic treatment of
HDT. Later, Kraichnan went on to create Lagrangian-based field theory, e.g., Mixed
Lagrangian-Eulerian approach [75], Lagrangian-History Closure Approximation [19],
Test Field Model [20], etc., to derive k−5/3 energy spectrum for HDT. These theories,
however, are beyond the scope of this review. We refer the reader to Kraichnan’s
original papers and Leslie [5].

In spite of above warnings by Kraichnan, Eulerian framework has been successfully
adopted in a large number of field theory works on HDT, scalars, and magnetohydro-
dynamics. So, how do we reconcile Kraichnan’s objections with the success of Eulerian
field theory? Our viewpoint in this topic is as follows. Verma et al. [76] performed RG
analysis of the following equation:

∂u

∂t
− ν∇2u = −U0 · ∇u− u · ∇u−∇p+ f , (186)
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∇ · u = 0, (187)

where U0 is the mean velocity field. The steps of the RG computations remain the
same as in those in Sec. 4, except that the small frequency is replaced with Doppler-
shifted frequency ωD = ω − U0 · k. Replacement of ωD → 0 yields k−5/3 energy
spectrum and the same renormalized viscosity as in Sec. 4. Thus, Verma et al. [76]
showed that the renormalized parameters and energy spectrum remain unchanged with
U0. However, random fluctuations at large scales do affect the correlations [76–78], as
we describe below.

The sweeping effect is apparent in numerical C̄(k, t− t′). Using numerical data of
isotropic HDT, Verma et al. [76] showed that C̄(k, t− t′) follows the following form:

C̄(k, t− t′)

C(k)
= exp[−ν(k)k2(t− t′)] exp[−ickŨ0(t− t′)] exp[−iU0 · k(t− t′)], (188)

with the last two oscillating terms arising due to the sweeping effect. Also, see He
et al. [77] and Wilczek and Narita [78]. In Eq. (188), exp[−iU0 · k(t − t′)] is the
trivial advection term that is related to Taylor’s frozen-in hypothesis [79], whereas
exp[−ickŨ0(t − t′)] represents sweeping effect by random large-scale velocity. Verma
et al. [76] argued that kŨ0 ∼ k2/3 that will yield k−5/3 energy spectrum even in the
presence of random sweeping effect; this hypothesis however needs to be tested. Thus,
sweeping effect remains an enigma even after 60 years of research.

Weak turbulence theory has been applied to many other systems, including
anisotropic ones. However, we do not discuss this topic any further due to lack of
space. Next, we will briefly discuss field theory of intermittency.

9 Field theory for intermittency

In equilibrium field theory, n-th order correlation functions are same as the Green’s
functions, and they have been computed for various systems the past [1–3]. However,
the Green’s function and the correlation function are different in nonequilibrium field
theory, turbulence being one of them. In turbulence field theory, the second-order and
triple-order correlations have been computed by many researchers.

Kolmogorov [16, 17] derived the exact third-order structure function under the
assumption of homogeneity and isotropy [see Eq. (4)]. Note that Eqs. (4, 106) yield
average energy flux Π. However, the fluctuations in Π have not been computed from
the first principle. Similarly, no one has been able to derive higher-order correlations
for HDT from the first principle.

The q-th order structure function is defined as

Sq(l) =
〈
|(u(x+ l)− u(x)) · l̂|q

〉
. (189)

Phenomenologically,

Sq(l) =
〈
Π
q/3
l

〉
lq/3, (190)
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where Πl denotes the fluctuating energy flux at length scale l. Note that

⟨Πl⟩ = Π, but ⟨Πql ⟩ ≠ Πq (191)

because of the nontrivial probability distribution of Πl. In literature, the fluctuations
in Πl has been modelled as

⟨Πql ⟩ = Aq ⟨Π⟩q
(
l

L

)τq
, (192)

where Aq is constant, and τq is an exponent related to the energy flux. Substitution
of Eq. (192) in Eq. (190) yields

Sq(l) = Aq/3 ⟨Π⟩q/3 lq/3+τq/3L−τq/3 = Aq/3 ⟨Π⟩q/3 lζqL−τq/3 (193)

In the above formula, the exponent

ζq = q/3 + τq/3 (194)

is called the intermittency exponent. A simple generalized model of Kolmogorov’s
theory yields ζq = q/3, which is inconsistent with the numerical and experimen-
tal observations [15]. Researchers have constructed various phenomenological models,
e.g., fractal model [80], lognormal model [81], multifractal model [82], She-Leveque
model [83]. Among them, She-Leveque model [83] provides the best fit to the numer-
ical and experimental observations. Note, however, that the above models are not
first-principle computations from the NS equation.

In the following, we briefly describe several field-theoretic attempts to compute
intermittency exponents.

1. Belinicher et al. [84] developed a field-theoretic procedure to compute the intermit-
tency exponent ζq. In a series of follow-up papers, L’vov and Procaccia [85, 86, 87]
derived scaling relations among the intermittency exponents using exact resum-
mation of all the Feynman diagrams. These computations are divergence-free in
infrared and ultraviolet regimes. The above scaling relations, referred to as fusion
rules [29, 88], are in good agreement with the experimental results of atmospheric
turbulence.

2. Onsager [89], Frisch [15], and Eyink and Sreenivasan [14] discussed Euler singularity
and dissipative anomaly. Note that infinitesimal ν yields a finite energy dissipation
or flux, whereas zero viscosity in truncated Euler turbulence leads to an equilib-
rium solution with no energy flux. This issue have been partially addressed by
mathematicians [90] and field theorists [91], but final word is not yet out.

3. Functional renormalization and generating functions have been employed to com-
pute correlations functions to all orders, both in equilibrium [1] and nonequilibrium
settings [26, 40]. The equilibrium computations have been quite successful, but the
intermittency exponents computed using nonequilibrium framework differ from the
experimental and numerical results. These computations are quite complex, and
they are beyond the scope of this paper.
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4. Das and Bhattacharjee [92] employed mode coupling method to compute the
second-order correlation for the energy flux, ⟨Π(x)Π(x+ l)⟩. A generalization of
the above computation to higher orders can yield fluctuations in Πl, which is a
crucial parameter in intermittency modelling.

5. Intermittency exponents have been computed exactly for passive scalar with the
advective velocity field given by Kraichnan model, which is correlated in space
and delta-correlated in time [30]. These calculations, based on semi-Lagrangian
field-theoretic approach, are quite complex; the reader may refer to the original
papers and the review article [30]. There have been attempts to generalize these
calculations to HDT, but they have not been successful so far.

We summarize in the next section.

10 Comparing Turbulence with Other Field
Theories & and General Remarks

In terms of dynamics, field theories are broadly classified into the following three
categories. Here, we will compare turbulence field theory works with some past ones.

1. Equilibrium field theories describe systems in equilibrium with heat bath (in classi-
cal field theory) or with quantum noise (in quantum field theory). Some important
examples of such fields are Ising Hamiltonian, Wilson’s ϕ4 theory, and Hubbard
model. Here, the fields are Gaussian or quasi-gaussianand they respect detailed
balance. The Green’s and correlation functions are the same in these field theories.

Truncated Euler turbulence (ν = 0) and Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation with
zero potential are isolated systems that thermalize asymptotically [93, 94]. These
systems exhibit equipartition among the available Fourier modes and zero energy
flux. In Sections 4 and 5 contains field-theoretic treatment of Euler turbulence.
Note, however, that 2D Euler turbulence does not thermalize for some ordered
initial condition; this phenomena is related to multiple conserved quantities in 2D
Euler equation [95].

At present, thermalization has become an important research topic. It is
conjectured that many body systems, both classical and quantum, thermal-
ize asymptotically [96]. Researchers have invoked several mechanisms, including
Berry’s conjecture, to explain thermalization. Note that thermalization in trun-
cated Euler equation and GP equation occurs due to forward energy flux from
large scales to small scales. Verma [97] has argued that energy flux may work as a
thermalization mechanism in conservative systems.

It is known that several quantum systems do not thermalize, with prime exam-
ples being many body localization [98] and time crystal [99]. For many body
localization, emergent integrability and multiple conserved quantities are believed
to be key reasons for nonthermalization [98]; these common features appear in 2D
Euler turbulence and many body localization. This issue needs further exploration.

2. Near-equilibrium systems are out of equilibrium, but they are quite close to equilib-
rium. For example, directional heat transport in thermal conduction breaks detailed
balance. Systems near equilibrium obey fluctuation-dissipation theorem [100]. For
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diffusion equation,
∂tϕ(k, t) = −κk2ϕ(k, t) + fϕ(k, t), (195)

where fϕ is the white noise. For this system, the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
yields

|ϕ(k, ω)|2 = C(k, ω) =
kBT

ω
ℑ[G(k, ω)], (196)

or
C(k, t− t′) = C(k) exp[−κk2(t− t′)], (197)

where
C(k) = |fϕ(k, t)|2 = kBT. (198)

3. Nonequilibrium field theories describe systems that are far from equilibrium,
typically via external driving and dissipation. Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ )
equation [101], turbulence [31], active matter [102], coarsening systems [103, 104],
and driven quantum turbulence, e.g., in superfluids [105] are prominent examples
of such systems. These systems exhibit directional energy transfers, e.g., forward
energy transfers in 3D turbulence. Nonequilibrium fields are nongaussian and time-
dependent. Hence, the corresponding Green’s function and correlation function are
frequency dependent, and they are not the same.

Field theory frameworks for nonequilibrium systems are quite similar. Most cal-
culations involve RG flow equations for the diffusive parameter, coupling constant,
and forcing amplitude (see [22, 23, 101]). In HDT, the renormalized viscosity has
been computed using Yakhot-Orszag’s (YO) formalism, recursive RG, and func-
tional RG. Note, however, that coupling constant of HDT remains unchanged under
RG due to Galilean symmetry, whereas the assumption of large-scaling forcing keeps
the forcing amplitude unchanged. The energy flux for HDT too has been computed
using perturbative field theory. Interestingly, energy transfers in field theory is not
a popular topic, with only a handful of works, primarily, Bratanov et al. [106] for
active turbulence, and Verma et al. [104] and Yadav et al. [107] for coarsening
systems.

Another interesting observation, Eq. (197), which was derived following the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem, has been generalized for HDT as [Eq. (35)]

C(k, t− t′) = C(k) exp[−κ(k)k2(t− t′)], (199)

where κ(k) is the renormalized or effective diffusive parameters, and C(k) is
derived from other means, e.g., dimensional analysis. Such connections between
near-equilibrium systems and nonequilibrium systems needs further exploration.

The above connections among multidisciplinary field theoretic works are encour-
aging. Also, as illustrated via turbulence field theory, existence of Hamiltonian or
Lagrangian is not mandatory for field theory application. We can employ field the-
ory to driven dissipation systems, that too using their governing partial differential
equations.

We conclude the review in the next section.
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11 Discussions and Summary

First principle calculations remain a challenge in turbulence. Fortunately, in addition
to exact results by Kolmogorov, there are several analytical results based on field
theory. In this review, we cover past works on viscosity renormalization and energy
flux computations. Starting with Kraichnan’s direct interaction approximation (DIA),
we discuss Yakhot-Orszag’s (YO) RG formalism, recursive RG by McComb and Zhou,
and functional RG. We compare the limitations and benefits of these models. For
example, infrared divergence in DIA is cured in all the RG schemes. The recursive RG
scheme of McComb and Zhou is self-consistent, whereas the energy spectrum in YO’s
scheme depends on the forcing function. Another perturbative field theory calculation
yields the energy flux and Kolmogorov’s constant, These results are consistent with
numerical and experimental observations.

Note that truncated Euler equation (ν = 0) is an isolated system that yields a
very different solution. In thermalized Euler turbulence, the available Fourier modes
have equal energy that yields zero energy flux [93]. However, Verma and Chatterjee
[95] showed that 2D Euler turbulence does not thermalize for some ordered initial
condition.

The field-theoretic calculations of HDT have been extended to other flows, e.g.,
passive scalar turbulence and MHD turbulence. Note, however, that field-theoretic
computation of anisotropic turbulence still remains a challenge. For example, we do not
have successful field-theoretic calculations for stably stratified turbulence, turbulent
convection, rotating turbulence, and anisotropic MHD turbulence (in the presence of
a mean magnetic field). Interestingly, computation of anisotropic energy flux in weak
turbulence framework is reasonably well developed [70, 71].

Field theory of turbulence share similarities with other nonequilibrium field the-
ories, including Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation [101], coarsening systems [103],
and active turbulence [106]. All these computations invoke external noise, which
may be thermal or nonthermal. I believe that a detailed comparison between these
computations would yield interesting insights.

Phenomenologies of compressible and incompressible turbulence have significant
differences. For example, shock-dominated compressible flows exhibit k−2 energy spec-
trum, rather than k−5/3 spectrum. Interestingly, superfluid turbulence has a strong
connection with compressible turbulence. Unfortunately, there are only a limited num-
ber of field-theoretic works on compressible and superfluid turbulence [108]. It is hoped
that this topic will investigated deeply in future.
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