arXiv:1212.4141v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 16 Mar 2013

Anomalous scaling in statistical models of passively advected vector fields

N. V. Antonov and N. M. Gulitskiy

Department of Theoretical Physics, St. Petersburg University, Uljanovskaja 1, St. Petersburg, Petrodvorez, 198504 Russia

E-mail: nikolai.antonov@pobox.spbu.ru, ngulitskiy@gmail.com

Abstract. The field theoretic renormalization group and the operator product expansion are applied to the stochastic model of passively advected vector field with the most general form of the nonlinear term allowed by the Galilean symmetry. The advecting turbulent velocity field is governed by the stochastic Navier–Stokes equation. It is shown that the correlation functions of the passive vector field in the inertial range exhibit anomalous scaling behaviour. The corresponding anomalous exponents are determined by the critical dimensions of tensor composite fields (operators) built solely of the passive vector field. They are calculated (including the anisotropic sectors) in the leading order of the expansion in y, the exponent entering the correlator of the stirring force in the Navier–Stokes equation (one-loop approximation of the renormalization group). The anomalous exponents exhibit an hierarchy related to the degree of anisotropy: the less is the rank of the tensor operator, the less is its dimension. Thus the leading terms, determined by scalar operators, are the same as in the isotropic case, in agreement with the Kolmogorov’s hypothesis of the local isotropy restoration.

1. Introduction

In the past two decades, much attention has been attracted by turbulent advection of passive scalar fields; see the review paper [1] and references therein. Being of practical importance in itself, the problem of passive advection can be viewed as a starting point for studying intermittency and anomalous scaling in the fluid turbulence on the whole [2]. Most progress was achieved for the so-called Kraichnan’s rapid-change model: for the first time, the anomalous exponents were derived on the basis of a microscopic model and within controlled approximations [3]. In Kraichnan’s model the advecting velocity field v_i(x) with x = {t, x} is modelled by a Gaussian statistics with vanishing correlation time and prescribed correlation function ⟨vv⟩ ∝ δ(t − t^′)k^{−d−ξ}, where k is the wave number, d is the dimension of space and ξ is an arbitrary exponent with the most realistic (Kolmogorov) value ξ = 4/3.

The “zero-mode approach,” developed in [3], is based on the fact that, due to the temporal decorrelation of the Kraichnan’s velocity field, some closed differential equations can be derived for the equal-time correlation functions of the passive fields.

In this sense, the model is equivalent to a certain quantum-mechanical problem and appears “exactly solvable.” Although such equations cannot be explicitly solved, the anomalous exponents can be extracted from the analysis of their infrared (IR) asymptotic behaviour; see [1] for a detailed review and the references.

In [4] and subsequent papers, the field theoretic renormalization group (RG) and the operator product expansion (OPE) were applied to Kraichnan’s model; see [5] for a review and the references. In that approach, the anomalous scaling emerges as a consequence of the existence in the corresponding OPE of certain composite fields (“operators” in the quantum-field terminology) with negative dimensions, which are identified with the anomalous exponents. This allows one to construct a systematic perturbation expansion for the anomalous exponents and to calculate them up to the order ξ^2 [4] and ξ^3 [6]. Besides the calculational efficiency, an important advantage of the RG+OPE approach is its relative universality: it can also be applied to the case of finite correlation time or non-Gaussian advecting fields.

For passively advected vector fields, any calculation of the exponents for higherorder correlations calls for the RG techniques already in the O(ξ) approximation.

Owing to the presence of a new stretching term in the dynamic equation, the behavior of the passive vector field appears much richer than that of the scalar field: “...there is considerably more life in the large-scale transport of vector quantities” (p. 232 of Ref. [2]). Indeed, passive vector fields reveal anomalous scaling already on the level of the pair correlation function [7, 8, 9]. They also exhibit interesting large-scale instabilities that can be interpreted as manifestation of the dynamo effect [7, 10, 11]. Some special case (A = 0, see below) reveals a close formal resemblance to the NS turbulence [12, 13, 14]. From the physics viewpoints, passive vector fields can have different physical meaning: magnetic field, weak perturbation of the prescribed background flow, concentration or density of the impurity particles with an internal structure.

In this paper, we study anomalous scaling of a passive vector quantity, advected by a non-Gaussian velocity field with finite correlation time, governed by the stirred Navier–Stokes (NS) equation.

The plan of the paper is the following. In sec. 2 we give detailed description of the stochastic problem and explain the motivation of our study and its relation to previous work. In sec. 3 we give the field theoretic formulation of the model. In sec. 4 we establish its renormalizability, derive the corresponding RG equations and present the explicit one-loop results for the renormalization constants and RG functions. Possible IR attractive fixed points are discussed in sec. 5. In sec. 6 the operator product expansion is employed to establish the anomalous scaling of the correlation functions in the inertial-range. The corresponding anomalous exponents are determined by the critical dimensions of tensor composite operators built solely of the passive field. The practical calculation is performed in the leading (one-loop) approximation; the results are presented in sec. 7. Section 8 is reserved for a brief conclusion; in particular, we mention an hierarchy demonstrated by the anisotropic contributions.

2. Description of the model

We confine ourselves with the case of transverse (divergence-free) passive θ_i(x) and advecting v_i(x) vector fields. Then the general advection-diffusion equation has the form ∇_tθ_i − A_0(θ_k∂_k)v_i + ∂_iP = κ_0∂^2θ_i + η_i, ∇_t ≡ ∂_t + (v_k∂_k), (2.1) where ∇_t is the Lagrangian (Galilean covariant) derivative, P(x) is the pressure, κ_0 is the diffusivity, ∂^2 is the Laplace operator and η_i(x) is a transverse Gaussian stirring force with zero mean and covariance ⟨η_i(x)η_k(x^′)⟩ = δ(t − t^′) C_{ik}(r/L). (2.2) The parameter L is an integral scale related to the stirring, and C_{ik} is a dimensionless function with the condition ∂_iC_{ik} = 0, finite at r = 0 and rapidly decaying for r → ∞; its precise form is unessential. Due to the transversality conditions ∂_iθ_i = 0, ∂_iv_i = 0, the pressure can be expressed as the solution of the Poisson equation: ∂^2P = (A_0 − 1) ∂_iv_k∂_kθ_i. (2.3) Thus the pressure term makes the dynamics (2.1) consistent with the transversality. The amplitude factor A_0 in front of the “stretching term” (θ_k∂_k)v_i is not fixed by the Galilean symmetry and thus can be arbitrary. Such general “A model” was introduced and studied in refs. [15]–[17]; it can be naturally justified within the so-called multiscale techniques.

From the physics viewpoints most interesting is the special case A_0 = 1, where the pressure term disappears: it corresponds to magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence [18]. It was studied earlier in numerous papers; see e.g. refs. [7, 8, 9, 19, 20] and references therein.

In earlier studies, the velocity field in (2.1) was usually described by the Kraichnan’s rapid-change model: Gaussian statistics with vanishing correlation time and prescribed power-like correlation function. In this paper, we employ the stochastic NS equation: ∇_tv_i = ν_0∂^2v_i − ∂_i℘ + f_i, (2.4) where ∇_t is the same Lagrangian derivative, ℘ and f_i are the pressure and the transverse random force per unit mass. We assume for f a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and correlation function

⟨f_i(x)f_j (x^′)⟩ = δ(t − t^′) (2π)^d ∫ k≥m dk P_{ij}(k) d_f (k) exp [ik (x − x^′) ], (2.5)

where P_{ij}(k) = δ_{ij} −k_ik_j/k^2 is the transverse projector, d_f (k) is some function of k ≡ |k| and model parameters. The momentum m = 1/L, the reciprocal of the integral scale L related to the velocity, provides IR regularization. For simplicity, we do not distinguish it from the integral scale related to the scalar noise in (2.2).

The standard RG formalism is applicable to the problem (2.4), (2.5) if the correlation function of the random force is chosen in the power form [21] d_f (k) = D_0 k^{4−d−y}, (2.6) where D_0 > 0 is the positive amplitude factor and the exponent 0 < y ≤ 4 plays the role of the RG expansion parameter. The most realistic value of the exponent is y = 4: with an appropriate choice of the amplitude, the function (2.6) for y → 4 turns to the delta function, d_f (k) ∝ δ(k), which corresponds to the injection of energy to the system owing to interaction with the largest turbulent eddies; for a more detailed justification see e.g. [22, 23].

3. Field theoretic formulation

According to the general theorem (see e.g. [22]), the full-scale stochastic problem (2.1)– (2.6) is equivalent to the field theoretic model of the doubled set of fields Φ = {v, v^′, θ, θ^′} with the action functional

S(Φ) = S_v(v^′, v) + θ^′D_θθ^′/2 + θ^′ { −∇_t − A_0(θ_k∂_k)v_i + κ_0∂^2 } θ, (3.1)

where D_θ is the correlation function (2.2) of the random force η_i in (2.1) and S_v is the action for the problem (2.4)–(2.6):

S_v(v^′, v) = v^′D_vv^′/2 + v^′ { −∇_t + ν_0∂^2 } v, (3.2)

where D_v is the correlation function (2.5) of the random force f_i. All the integrations over x = {t, x} and summations over the vector indices are understood. The auxiliary vector fields v^′, θ^′ are also transverse, ∂_iv^′_i = ∂_iθ^′_i = 0, which allows to omit the pressure terms on the right-hand sides of expressions (3.1), (3.2), as becomes evident after the integration by parts. For example, ∫ dt ∫ dx v^′_i∂_i℘ = − ∫ dt ∫ dx ℘(∂_iv^′_i) = 0.

Of course, this does not mean that the pressure contributions are unimportant: the fields v^′, θ^′ act as transverse projectors and select the transverse parts of the expressions to which they are contracted.

The part of the coupling constants is played by the three parameters g_0 ≡ D_0/ν^3_0 , A_0 and u_0 = κ_0/ν_0, the analog of the inverse Prandtl number in the scalar case. By dimension,

g_0 ∝ Λ^y, A_0 and u_0 ∝ Λ^0, (3.3)

where Λ is the characteristic ultraviolet (UV) momentum scale. Thus the model (3.1), (3.2) becomes logarithmic (all the coupling constants become dimensionless) at y = 0, and the UV divergences manifest themselves as poles in y.

4. Renormalization and RG equations

The renormalization and RG analysis of the model (3.1), (3.2) are similar to that of the scalar advection by the NS velocity field [24], and here we discuss them only briefly. Dimensional analysis shows that superficial UV divergences can be present only in the 1-irreducible Green functions ⟨v^′v⟩, ⟨v^′vv⟩, ⟨θ^′θ⟩ and ⟨θ^′vθ⟩. The corresponding counterterms reduce to the forms v^′∂_tv, v^′∂^2v, v^′(v∂)v, θ^′∂_tθ, θ^′∂^2θ, θ^′(θ∂)v and θ^′(v∂)θ.

The spatial derivative ∂ at the vertices v^′(v∂)v, θ^′(θ∂)v and θ^′(v∂)θ in (3.1) can be moved, using the integration by parts, onto the auxiliary fields v^′ and θ^′. Thus any counterterm must include one spatial derivative per each auxiliary field. This excludes the counterterms v^′∂_tv and θ^′∂_tθ without a spatial derivative. Then the Galilean symmetry excludes the structures v^′(v∂)v and θ^′(v∂)θ because they must enter the counterterms only in the form of Galilean invariant combinations v^′∇_tv and θ^′∇_tθ.

The remaining three counterterms v^′∂^2v, θ^′∂^2θ and θ^′(θ∂)v can be reproduced by multiplicative renormalization of the parameters ν_0 = νZ_ν , κ_0 = κZ_κ, A_0 = AZ_A, g_0 = gμ^yZ_g, Z_g = Z^{−3}_ν ; (4.1) no renormalization of the fields Φ = {v, v^′, θ, θ^′} and the IR scale m is needed. Here ν, g, κ and A are renormalized analogs of the bare parameters ν_0, g_0, κ_0 and A_0, while the reference scale μ is an additional parameter of the renormalized theory. The last relation in (4.1) follows from the absence of renormalization of the amplitude D_0 = g_0ν^3_0 = gμ^yν^3 in the first term of the action S_{vR}. The renormalization constants Z_i = Z_i(g, u, A, d, y) absorb all the UV divergences, so that the Green functions are UV finite (that is, finite at y = 0) when expressed in renormalized parameters.

The corresponding renormalized action has the form

S_R(Φ) = S_{vR}(v^′, v) + θ^′D_θθ^′/2 + θ^′ { −∇_t − AZ_A(θ_k∂_k)v_i + κZ_κ∂^2 } θ, S_{vR}(v^′, v) = v^′D_vv^′/2 + v^′ { −∇_t + νZ_ν ∂^2 } v, (4.2) where D_v is expressed in renormalized parameters using (4.1). It differs from the original (unrenormalized) action (3.1), (3.2) only by the choice of parameters, S_R(Φ, e, μ) = S_0(Φ, e_0), where e_0 is the full set of bare parameters and e are their renormalized counterparts. Thus the original G = ⟨Φ . . . Φ⟩ and the renormalized G_R Green functions are also related as G(e_0, . . .) = G_R(e, μ, . . .); the ellipsis stands for the other arguments (times/frequencies and coordinates/momenta). We use ~D_μ to denote the differential operation μ∂_μ at fixed bare parameters e_0 and operate on both sides of the last relation with it. This gives the basic RG differential equation:

{D_μ − γ_ν D_ν + β_g∂_g + β_u∂_u + β_A∂_A} G_R = 0. (4.3) Here u = κ/ν and D_s = s∂_s for any variable s. The RG functions (the β functions and the anomalous dimensions γ) are defined as γ_F = ~D_μ ln Z_F (4.4) for any quantity F and β_g = ~D_μg = g[−y + 3γ_ν], β_u = ~D_μu = u[γ_ν − γ_κ], β_A = ~D_μA = −Aγ_A (4.5) for completely dimensionless variables (coupling constants). Here ~D_μ is the operation D_μ at fixed bare parameters and the second relations in (4.5) follow from the definitions and the relations (4.1). It remains to note that the differential operator in (4.3) is nothing other than ~D_μ expressed in renormalized variables.

The one-loop calculation gives:

Z_ν = 1 − gS̄_d

(d − 1) 4(d + 2) 1 y + O(g^2), Z_A = 1 + O(g^2),

Z_κ = 1 − gS̄_d u(u + 1)^2 Q 2d(d + 2) 1 y + O(g^2), (4.6)

where Q = (u + 1)(3A^2 + Ad − 2A + d^2 − 3) − 2A(A − 1), (4.7) S̄_d ≡ S_d/(2π)d and S_d = 2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is the surface area of the unit sphere in ddimensional space. Of course, due to the passivity of the field θ, the constant Z_ν is the same as in the model (3.2); it does not depend on the parameters u and A related to the passive field. It is noteworthy that the expression (4.7) for Q simplifies for the aforementioned special values of A:

Q = (u + 1)(d − 1)(d + 2) for A = 1, Q = (u + 1)(d^2 − 3) for A = 0. (4.8) From (4.6) we obtain the following explicit one-loop expressions for the anomalous dimensions: γ_ν = gS̄_d (d − 1) 4(d + 2)

+ O(g^2), γ_A = O(g^2),

γ_κ = gS̄_d u(u + 1)^2 Q 2d(d + 2)

+ O(g^2). (4.9)

In the rapid-change version of our model [15], Z_A = 1 and γ_A = 0 identically because all nontrivial Feynman diagrams of the 1-irreducible Green function ⟨θ^′vθ⟩ contain closed circuits of retarded propagators and therefore vanish. In the present case, the absence of the O(g) term in Z_A and γ_A is a result of the cancellation of the (nontrivial!) contributions from the three one-loop diagrams in the 1-irreducible Green function ⟨θ^′vθ⟩. For the counterterm θ^′(v∂)θ such a cancellation is guaranteed by the Galilean symmetry (to all orders in g; see the discussion above). For θ^′(θ∂)v the cancellation looks accidental and can be explained by a rather simple form of the one-loop diagrams: the structures corresponding to the counterterm θ^′(v∂)θ cancel each other due to the Galilean symmetry, while the structures corresponding to θ^′(θ∂)v enter all the one-loop diagrams with the same coefficients and cancel out into the bargain. This mechanism is not expected to work beyound the one-loop approximation; thus nontrivial contributions of the order g^2 and higher in Z_A and γ_A are not forbidden.

5. Fixed points

It is well known that IR asymptotic behaviour of a multiplicatively renormalizable field theory is governed by IR attractive fixed points of the corresponding RG equations.

Their coordinates are found from the requirement that all the β functions vanish, β_i(g_∗) = 0, while the type of the point is determined by the matrix Ω = {Ω_{ik} = ∂β_i/∂g_k|_{g=g∗} }: for an IR attractive fixed points it is positive, that is, the real parts of all its eigenvalues are positive. Here g = {g_i} is the full set of couplings and β_i is the full set of the corresponding β functions.

From the explicit expressions (4.5) and (4.9) for β_g it follows that the model (3.2) has a nontrivial fixed point

g_∗S̄_d = y

4(d + 2) 3(d − 1)

+ O(y^2), (5.1)

which is positive and IR attractive (∂_gβ_g > 0) for y > 0 (of course, this fact is well known, see e.g. [22, 23]). Substituting (5.1) into the equation β_u = 0 and using the explicit expressions (4.5) and (4.9) gives

2Q = u(u + 1)^2d(d − 1), (5.2)

with Q from (4.7) and corrections of order O(y).

The last equation is β_A = 0. From eqns. (4.5) and (4.9) one finds that it is satisfied automatically up to the order O(g). Thus there are two possibilities that cannot be distinguished within the one-loop approximation:

The first one is that Z_A = 1 to all orders in g, as it happens in the rapid-change version of our model [15]. Then the equation β_A = 0 becomes an identity and imposes no restriction on the coordinates of the fixed points. Then eq. (5.2) determines the coordinate u_∗ as a function of the remaining free parameter A.

In particular, for the most interesting physical case d = 3, the simple numerical analysis shows that the positive solution u_∗ of eq. (5.2) is unique and exists for all A. As a function of A, it achieves a minimum u_∗ ≃ 0.94 for A ≃ −0.5 and grows as u_∗ = |A| + O(1) for A → ±∞. Some special values are u_∗ ≃ 1.393 for A = 1 in agreement with the kinematic fixed point of the full-scale MHD problem [25], u_∗ = 1 for A = 0 in agreement with [13] and u_∗ = 1 for A = −1. The simple inspection shows that this fixed point is IR attractive: ∂_uβ_u > 0, ∂_Aβ_A = ∂_uβ_A = 0.

A very similar behaviour of the solution u_∗(A) takes place for all d > 2. As a function of d, it decreases monotonically and tends to unity as d tends to infinity. The explicit analytic solution of the cubic equation (5.2) for general d looks rather cumbersome and we do not present it here. For d ≤ 2 our results become inapplicable because the renormalization of the NS model (3.2) itself must be revisited [23].

Another possibility is that the function β_A has a nonvanishing contribution of order g^2 or higher. Then the equations β_u = β_A = 0 determine the possible values of the coordinates u_∗ and A_∗. To find all their values, the two-loop calculation of Z_A is needed. However, it is clear without any calculation that A_∗ = 0 and A_∗ = 1 are among the possible fixed-point values of A to all orders in g: the first case possesses additional symmetry with respect to the shift θ → θ + const (only derivatives of θ enter the stochastic equation (2.1)), while for the second case the nonlinearity V_i = (v_k∂_k)θ_i − (θ_k∂_k)v_i = ∂_k(v_kθ_i − θ_kv_i) in (2.1) is transverse: ∂_iV_i = 0, so that the nonlocal pressure term (2.3) vanishes. The both properties are preserved by the renormalization procedure.

Existence of the fixed points different from A_∗ = 0 and 1 and their stability cannot be established without the explicit two-loop calculation. This issue lies beyound the scope of the present paper; here we only can say that for the passive vector field advected by the compressible Kraichnan’s ensemble such points do exist; see [16].

6. Inertial-range anomalous scaling of the correlation functions, composite fields and operator product expansion

The key role in the following is played by the critical dimensions Δ_{n,l} associated with the irreducible tensor composite fields (“local composite operators” in the field theoretic terminology) built solely of the fields θ at a single space-time point x = (t, x). They have the forms

F_{n,l} ≡ θ_{i1} (x) · · · θ_{il} (x) (θ_i(x)θ_i(x))^p + . . . , (6.1)

where l ≤ n is the number of the free vector indices and n = l + 2p is the total number of the fields θ entering into the operator; the tensor indices and the argument x of the symbol F_{n,l} are omitted. The ellipsis stands for the appropriate subtractions involving the Kronecker delta symbols, which ensure that the resulting expressions are traceless with respect to contraction of any given pair of indices, for example, θ_iθ_j − δ_{ij} (θ_kθ_k/d) and so on.

The quantities of interest are, in particular, the equal-time pair correlation functions of the operators (6.1). For these, solving the corresponding RG equations gives the following asymptotic expression ⟨F_{n,l}(t, x)F_{k,j}(t, x^′)⟩ ≃ r^{−Δn,l−Δk,j} ζ_{n,l;k,j}(mr) (6.2) with r = |x − x^′| and certain scaling functions ζ(mr). To simplify the notation, here and below in similar expressions we omit the tensor indices and the labels of the scaling functions; the IR irrelevant parameters (like Λ or ν_0) are also not shown.

The last expression in (6.2) is valid for Λr ≫ 1 and arbitrary values of mr. The inertial-convective range corresponds to the additional condition that mr ≪ 1. The forms of the functions ζ(mr) are not determined by the RG equations themselves; their behavior for mr → 0 is studied using Wilson’s OPE.

According to the OPE, the equal-time product F_1(x)F_2(x^′) of two renormalized composite operators at x = (x + x^′)/2 = const and r = x − x^′ → 0 can be represented in the form

F_1(x)F_2(x^′) ≃ ∑ F C_F (r)F (t, x), (6.3)

where the functions C_F are the Wilson coefficients, regular in m^2, and F are, in general, all possible renormalized local composite operators allowed by symmetry. More precisely, the operators entering the OPE are those which appear in the corresponding Taylor expansions, and also all possible operators that admix to them in renormalization. If these operators have additional vector indices, they are contracted with the corresponding indices of the coefficients C_F .

It can always be assumed that the expansion in Eq. (6.3) is made in operators with definite critical dimensions Δ_F . The correlation functions (6.2) are obtained by averaging equation of the type (6.3) with the weight exp S, where S is the action functional (4.2); the quantities ⟨F ⟩ appear on the right hand sides. Their asymptotic behavior for m → 0 is found from the corresponding RG equations and has the form ⟨F ⟩ ∝ m^{ΔF} . From the expansion (6.3) we therefore find the following asymptotic expression for the scaling function ζ(mr) in the representation (6.2) for mr ≪ 1: ζ(mr) ≃ ∑ F A_F (mr)^{ΔF} , (6.4)

where the coefficients A_F = A_F (mr) are regular in (mr)^2.

7. Anomalous scaling and the exponents in the one-loop approximation

The feature specific of the models of turbulence is the existence of composite operators with negative critical dimensions. Such operators are termed “dangerous,” because their contributions to the OPE diverge at mr → 0 [22, 23].

Obviously, most dangerous are the operators (6.1) with the critical dimensions Δ_{n,l} = −n+O(y). Like in the Kraichnan’s case, the analysis shows that their anomalous dimensions can be calculated in the simplified model without the random forcing in the stochastic equation (2.1) because the correlator (2.2) does not enter the relevant Feynman diagrams [9]. Then those operators become multiplicatively renormalizable, F_{n,l} = Z_{n,l}F^R_{n,l}. The practical one-loop calculation of the renormalization constants Z_{n,l} is similar to the case of Kraichnan’s velocity field, discussed in [9, 16] in detail, so that here we give only the result: Z_{n,l} = 1 − gS̄_d u(u + 1) A^2Q_{nl} 4d(d + 2) 1 y + O(g^2), (7.1)

where Q_{n,l} = 2n(n − 1) − (d + 1)(n − l)(d + n + l − 2) = = − (d − 1)(n − l)(d + n + l) + 2l(l − 1) (7.2) and S̄_d is defined below equation (4.7). Note that the same polynomial Q_{n,l} arises in the scalar case [26] and in Kraichnan’s MHD model [9].

The corresponding anomalous dimension is γ_{n,l} = gS̄_d u(u + 1) A^2Q_{nl} 4d(d + 2)

+ O(g^2). (7.3)

Substituting the fixed-point value (5.1) gives γ_{n,l} = A^2 u(u + 1) Q_{n,l} 3d(d − 1) y + O(y^2). (7.4)

If the function β_A vanishes identically, the solution u_∗(A) of the equation (5.2) should be substituted into (7.4); then the dependence on the free parameter A persists in γ_{n,l}. Otherwise, the fixed-point values u_∗, A_∗ should be used; see discussion in section 5. In particular, for A_∗ = 1 the fixed-point value of u_∗ is the positive solution of the quadratic equation u(u + 1) = 2(d + 2)/d. Then eq. (7.4) becomes γ_{n,l} = Q_{n,l} 6(d − 1)(d + 2) y + O(y^2), (7.5)

which agrees with the result derived in [20] for the MHD case. Note that (7.5) coincides with its analog in the Kraichnan’s case [9] up to the substitution ξ → y/3.

For A = 0, the anomalous dimensions γ_{n,l} vanish to all orders in y, because the operators F_{n,l} become UV finite and are not renormalized. In that case, interesting quantities are structure functions (rather than plain correlation functions); their inertialrange behaviour is determined by the operators built of the derivatives of the fields θ; see [12, 13].

With this exception, the amplitude A^2/u(u + 1) in (7.4) is positive for any physical fixed point. Thus the dimension γ_{n,l} is negative for the most interesting case of the scalar operator with l = 0 and increases monotonically with l (for a fixed n).

From the relation Δ_{n,l} = −n + O(y) it follows that the critical dimensions satisfy the same hierarchy relations: Δ_{n,l} > Δ_{n,l}′ if l > l^′, which are conveniently expressed as inequalities ∂Δ_{n,l}/∂l > 0.

This fact, first established in [8] for the Kraichnan’s MHD model, has a deep physical meaning: in the presence of large-scale anisotropy, the leading contribution in the inertial-range behavior mr → 0 of the correlation function like (6.2) is given by the isotropic “shell” (l = 0). The corresponding anomalous exponent is the same as for the purely isotropic case. The anisotropic contributions give only corrections which vanish for mr → 0, the faster the higher the degree of anisotropy l is. This effect gives some quantitative support for Kolmogorov’s hypothesis of the local isotropy restoration and appears rather robust, being observed for the real fluid turbulence [27] and the passive scalar model [26].

8. Conclusion

We have studied a model of a divergence-free (transverse) vector quantity θ, passively advected by a random non-Gaussian velocity field with finite correlation time, governed by the stochastic NS equation. The model is described by an advection-diffusion equation with a random large-scale stirring force, nonlocal pressure term and the most general form of the inertial nonlinearity, “controlled” by the parameter A ∝ A_0.

We have shown that, in the inertial range of scales, the correlation functions of the field θ exhibit anomalous scaling behaviour. The corresponding anomalous exponents are determined by the critical dimensions of tensor composite fields (6.1) built solely of the passive vector field. They are calculated (including the anisotropic sectors) to the leading order of the expansion in y, the exponent entering the correlation function of the stirring force in the NS equation (the one-loop approximation in the RG terminology).

Like in the special MHD case A = A_0 = 1, the exponents exhibit a kind of hierarchy related to the degree of anisotropy: the less is the rank of the tensor operator, the less is the dimension and, consequently, the more important is the contribution to the inertialrange behaviour. Thus in the presence of large-scale anisotropy the leading terms, determined by the scalar operators, remain the same as in the purely isotropic case, in agreement with the phenomenological hypothesis of the local isotropy restoration.

The question that remains open is whether the amplitude A in front of the “stretching term” (θ∂)v in the advection-diffusion equation tends to some fixed-point values, or it remains a free parameter which the anomalous exponents depend upon. The analysis of that alternative lies beyound the scope of the one-loop approximation. We plan to perform it in the nearest future.

Acknowledgments

The authors are indebted to Loran Adzhemyan, Michal Hnatich and Juha Honkonen for discussion. The authors thank the Organizers of the IV International Conference “Models in Quantum Field Theory” dedicated to A. N. Vasiliev (St. Petersburg– Petrodvorez, 24–27 September 2012) for the possibility to present the results of this work. The work was supported in part by the Russian Foundation for Fundamental Research (project 12-02-00874-a).

References

[1] G. Falkovich, K. Gawȩdzki, M. Vergassola, Rev. Mod. Phys., 73 (2001) 913. [2] U. Frisch, Turbulence: The Legacy of A N Kolmogorov, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.

[3] K. Gawȩdzki, A. Kupiainen, Phys. Rev. Lett., 75 (1995) 3834;

D. Bernard, K. Gawȩdzki, A. Kupiainen, Phys. Rev. E, 54 (1996) 2564; M. Chertkov, G. Falkovich, I. Kolokolov, V. Lebedev, Phys. Rev. E, 52 (1995) 4924; M. Chertkov, G. Falkovich, Phys. Rev. Lett., 76 (1996) 2706.

[4] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, A.N. Vasil’ev, Phys. Rev. E, 58 (1998) 1823. [5] N.V. Antonov, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 39 (2006) 7825.

[6] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, V.A. Barinov, Yu.S. Kabrits, A.N. Vasil’ev, Phys. Rev. E, 64 (2001) 056306.

[7] M. Vergassola, Phys. Rev. E, 53 (1996) R3021;

I. Rogachevskii, N. Kleeorin, Phys. Rev. E, 56 (1997) 417 I. Arad, L. Biferale, I. Procaccia, Phys. Rev. E, 61 (2000) 2654 [8] A. Lanotte, A. Mazzino, Phys. Rev. E, 60 (1999) R3483 [9] N.V. Antonov, A. Lanotte, A. Mazzino, Phys. Rev. E, 61 (2000) 6586;

M. Hnatich, M. Jurčišin, A. Mazzino, S. Šprinc, Acta Phys. Slovaca, 52 (2002) 559; M. Hnatich, J. Honkonen, M. Jurčišin, A. Mazzino, S. Šprinc, Phys. Rev. E, 71 (2005) 066312.

[10] A.P. Kazantzev, JETP, 26 (1968) 1031.

[11] D. Vincenzi, J. Stat. Phys., 106 (2002) 1073; H. Arponen, P. Horvai, J. Stat. Phys., 129 (2007) 205; H. Arponen H., Phys. Rev. E, 81 (2010) 036325.

Anomalous scaling of passively advected vector fields 12

[12] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, A.V. Runov, Phys. Rev. E, 64 (2001) 046310; L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, P.B. Gol’din, M.V. Kompaniets, Vestnik SPbU, Ser. 4: Phys. Chem., 1 (2009) 56. [13] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, P.B. Gol’din, M.V. Kompaniets, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46 (2013) 135002; arXiv:1212.3941[cond-mat.stat-mech].

[14] E. Jurčišinova, M. Jurčišin, R. Remecký, M. Scholtz, Phys. Particles Nuclei Lett. 5 (2008) 219. [15] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, A. Mazzino, P. Muratore-Ginanneschi, A.V. Runov, Europhys.

Lett., 55 (2001) 801.

[16] N.V. Antonov, M. Hnatich, J. Honkonen, M. Jurčišin, Phys. Rev. E, 68 (2003), 046306. [17] H. Arponen Phys. Rev. E, 79 (2009) 056303.

[18] Yu.V. Novozhilov, Yu.A. Yappa, Electrodynamics, Mir, Moscow, 1981;

Ya.B. Zeldovich, A.A. Ruzmaikin, D.D. Sokoloff, Magnetic fields in Astrophysics, Gordon & Breach, New York, 1983.

[19] N.V. Antonov, N.M. Gulitskiy, Lecture Notes in Comp. Science, 7125/2012 (2012) 128;

N.V. Antonov, N.M. Gulitskiy, Phys. Rev. E, 85 (2012) 065301(R); E. Jurčišinova, M. Jurčišin, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 45 (2012) 485501.

[20] E. Jurčišinova, M. Jurčišin, R. Remecký, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 42 (2009) 275501. [21] C. De Dominicis, P.C. Martin, Phys. Rev. A, 19 (1979) 419;

P.L. Sulem, J.-D. Fournier, U. Frisch, Lecture Notes in Physics, 104 (1979) 321; J.-D. Fournier, U. Frisch, Phys. Rev. A, 28 (1983) 1000;

L.Ts. Adzhemyan, A.N. Vasil’ev, Yu.M. Pis’mak, Theor. Math. Phys., 57 (1983) 1131. [22] A.N. Vasiliev, The Field Theoretic Renormalization Group in Critical Behavior Theory and Stochastic Dynamics, Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, 2004.

[23] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, A.N. Vasiliev The Field Theoretic Renormalization Group in Fully Developed Turbulence, Gordon & Breach, London, 1999.

[24] L.Ts. Adzhemyan, N.V. Antonov, J. Honkonen, T.L. Kim, Phys. Rev. E, 71 (2005) 016303. [25] J.D. Fournier, P.L. Sulem, A. Pouquet, J. Phys. A, 15 (1982) 1393;

L.Ts. Adzhemyan, A.N. Vasil’ev, M. Gnatich, Theor. Math. Phys., 64 (1985) 777. [26] N.V. Antonov, Phys. Rev. E, 60 (1999) 6691.

[27] V. Borue and S. A. Orszag, J. Fluid Mech. 306, 293 (1994); I. Arad, B. Dhruva, S. Kurien, V. S.

L’vov, I. Procaccia, and K. R. Sreenivasan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5330 (1998).