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A systematic study has been carried out to obtain the fundamental units of triad interaction in Hall magnetohydro-
dynamic turbulence. Instead of finding the elementary building blocks of non-unique mode-to-mode transfer rates,
we have investigated the fundamental units for uniquely defined combined transfers and convincingly showed that the
mode-to-mode transfers can act as a practical base element for the same. In addition to the conventional field-specific
mode-to-mode transfers, here we have introduced the idea of mode-specific transfers which is found to be important for
the turbulent cascade and the turbulent relaxed states. Whereas the Hall transfer is found to associate mode-to-mode
transfers for mode-specific interactions (with a three-member basis), it presents a mixture of typical mode-to-mode (also
with a three-member basis) and non mode-to-mode (with a five-member basis) transfers for the field-specific interac-
tions. The non mode-to-mode transfers are shown to satisfy the triad conservation differently from the mode-to-mode
transfers. However, they also possess an inherent non-uniqueness and hence cannot be determined unambiguously
unlike the combined transfer rates.

I. INTRODUCTION

Turbulence is a complex flow regime dominated by
nonlinearities1–3. For neutral fluids, this nonlinearity is rep-
resented by the velocity advection term (u×ω) where u is
the fluid velocity and ω = ∇× u4–6. In case of a magne-
tohydrodynamic (MHD) fluid, the nonlinearity in momen-
tum equation is represented by both (u×ω) and the Lorentz
force term (J×B), where B is the magnetic field and J =

µ
−1
0 (∇×B) is the current density with µ0 being the free-

space permeability7,8. In case of ordinary MHD turbulence,
the induction equation takes the form

∂B
∂ t

=∇× (u×B)+η∇
2B, (1)

where the first term on the right hand side represents the non-
linear contribution and the second term represents the dif-
fusion, η being the magnetic diffusivity. However, the or-
dinary MHD model breaks down when one tries to probe
length scales comparable to the ion inertial length scale di.
The simplest mono-fluid model to study such a plasma is
given by Hall magnetohydrodynamics (HHMD). The Hall ef-
fect is modelled in the induction equation by adding a non-
linear term −∇× (J×B)/ne where n and e are the number
density of the electrons or ions and the electronic charge re-
spectively. In terms of b (= B/√µ0ρ with ρ being the mass
density of MHD fluid), and j = ∇× b, the induction equa-
tion simply gives the evolution of b and corresponding Hall
term can be written as −di∇× (j×b). Similar to MHD, the
total energy E =

∫
(u2 + b2)/2 dτ is a quadratic inviscid in-

variant in HMHD thereby leading to a nonlinear cascade of
energy in the inertial range9. Evidently, the nonlinear terms
in both momentum and induction equations are responsible
for the effective nonlinear transfer of the corresponding en-
ergy cascade5,10–13. In particular, such transfers can be shown
to occur due to the interaction of wave vector triads (k,p,q),

such that k+p+q = 0 and the wave vectors are of compara-
ble size14–18. Interestingly, for each triad, the conservation of
energy also implies

S(k|p,q)+S(p|q,k)+S(q|k,p) = 0 (2)

where S(k|p,q) is interpreted as the combined transfer rate
of energy to the k-th mode jointly from p and q-th mode.
Such triads practically constitute the fundamental units of en-
ergy conservation in spectral space. Such triadic conserva-
tions are found to exist both in incompressible hydrodynamic
(HD) and MHD turbulence with and without rotation19–21.
The combined transfer rate S(k|p,q) can further be decom-
posed as a sum of two mode-to-mode (M2M hereafter) trans-
fers S(k|p|q) and S(k|q|p), where S(k|p|q) represents the en-
ergy flux rate to the k-th mode from p-th mode with q-th
mode as the mediator and S(k|q|p) represents the energy flux
rate from the q-th mode with p-th mode as the mediator15,22.
S(k|p|q), by definition, is anti-symmetric under the giver-
receiver permutation in a triad i.e., S(k|p|q) = −S(p|k|q) and
can only be determined up to an arbitrary circulation function
∆(k|p|q) such that ∆(k|p|q)+∆(k|q|p) = 023,24. Despite being
nonunique, M2M transfer rates are believed to be the build-
ing blocks of triadic interactions and a knowledge of M2M
transfer rates computationally facilitates the study of turbulent
transfers. For example, in dynamo action, the M2M transfer
rates are used to calculate the scale-specific fluxes responsi-
ble for large-scale magnetic field growth both in MHD and
HMHD turbulence25–27.

In a recent work, Plunian, Stepanov, and Verma 24 inves-
tigated the uniqueness of M2M transfers for both incom-
pressible HD and MHD turbulence. For each M2M transfer
and the corresponding circulation transfer, they defined a ba-
sis consisting of scalar triple products of Fourier amplitudes
of field variables (velocity, vorticity, magnetic field, current
etc.). Using that specific form of basis they showed that, un-
like pure hydrodynamics, the M2M transfer rates associated
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with the magnetic field can be uniquely determined if one
decomposes the nonlinear term in the induction equation as
∇× (u× b) = −(u ·∇)b+ (b ·∇)u and respectively asso-
ciate them with the advection and the stretching from physical
consideration.

In this paper, we argue that such uniqueness of M2M trans-
fer rates in MHD is not mathematically justified and appears
only due to the improper choice of basis. In fact, by con-
struction, all the M2M transfers of MHD are non-unique up
to a circulation function and hence the unambiguous determi-
nation of the number of the base functions is impossible. It
is rather meaningful to define a set of base functions for the
combined transfer rates which are uniquely defined in a triad.
For HD and MHD, we obtain two types of bases depending on
whether the combined transfer rates are expressed in a ‘mode-
specific’ or in a ‘field-specific’ manner. Finally, we implement
our methodology to find the base functions of different non-
linear transfers due to the Hall term in HMHD turbulence and
provide a plausible phenomenological picture corresponding
to it. Our work, for the first time, provides the complete set of
base functions which constitute the family of building blocks
for the nonlinear transfers in HMHD.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS AND NONLINEAR
TRANSFERS

To systematically analyse the nonlinear transfers, we start
with the equations of incompressible HMHD:

∂tu−ν∇
2u =−(ω×u)+(j×b)−∇P+ f , (3)

∂tb−η∇
2b =∇× (u×b)−di∇× (j×b) , (4)

∇ ·u = 0, ∇ ·b = 0, (5)

where P (= p+ u2/2) is the total pressure, f is an external
force, ν and η denote the kinematic viscosity and the mag-
netic diffusivity respectively. As mentioned earlier, the last
term on the right hand side of Eq. (4) corresponds to the
Hall term8,28. Note that, for incompressible turbulence, all
the above nonlinear terms can be written in various ways-

ω×u = (u ·∇)u−∇
(

u2

2

)
=∇ · (u⊗u) , (6)

j×b = (b ·∇)b−∇
(

b2

2

)
=∇ · (b⊗b) , (7)

∇× (u×b) = (b ·∇)u− (u ·∇)b =∇ · (b⊗u−u⊗b) ,
(8)

∇× (j×b) = (b ·∇)j− (j ·∇)b =∇ · (b⊗ j− j⊗b) . (9)

All the gradient terms can be absorbed in the pressure term
and do not finally contribute to the total flux of energy E =∫
(u2 + b2)/2 dτ29–31. As we shall see, different expressions

can be associated with different nature of modal transfers of
energy. For the cascade of total energy, the inertial range

modal energy density (for k-th mode) evolves as

∂t

(
Eu

k +Eb
k

)
(10)

=
1
2

∫
k+p+q=0

[
SK (k|p,q)+SM (k|p,q)+diSH (k|p,q)

]
dp,

where Eu
k =

(
uk ·u∗

k
)
/2, Eb

k = (bk ·b∗k)/2,

SK (k|p,q) = ℜ{uk · (up ×ωq)+uk · (uq ×ωp)}, (11)

SM (k|p,q) = ℜ{uk ·
(
jp ×bq

)
+uk ·

(
jq ×bp

)
+ jk · (up ×bq)+ jk · (uq ×bp)}, (12)

SH (k|p,q) = ℜ{jk · (bq × jp)+ jk · (bp × jq)}, (13)

ℜ denotes the real part of a complex number and for any quan-
tity ψ , ψk ≡ ψ

∧
(k).

III. MODE-SPECIFIC M2M TRANSFER RATES

By definition, SK (k|p,q), SM (k|p,q) and SH (k|p,q) are
symmetric in (p,q) and denote the combined transfer rates of
energy to the k-th mode involving the velocity modes only, in-
volving both velocity and magnetic modes and due to the Hall
term respectively. After a careful consideration of Eqs. (11)-
(13) and the basic properties of M2M transfers (as mentioned
before), one can effectively write the corresponding M2M
transfers (choosing the circulation functions to be identically
zero) as

SK(k|p|q) = ℜ{uk · (up ×ωq)}, (14)

SM(k|p|q) = ℜ{uk ·
(
jp ×bq

)
+ jk · (up ×bq)}, (15)

SH(k|p|q) = ℜ{jk · (bq × jp)}, (16)

and similarly obtains the other M2M transfers. Now we
show that, [ℜ{uk · (up ×ωq)}, ℜ{up · (uq ×ωk)} and ℜ{uq ·
(uk ×ωp)}] form a set of basis for the set of all kinetic com-
bined transfers [SK(k|p,q), SK(p|q,k) and SK(q|k,p)] in a
triad (k,p,q). The completeness of the base functions is read-
ily proved as

SK(k|p,q) = ℜ{uk · (up ×ωq)−uq · (uk ×ωp)}, (17)

SK(p|q,k) = ℜ{up · (uq ×ωk)−uk · (up ×ωq)}, (18)

SK(q|k,p) = ℜ{uq · (uk ×ωp)−up · (uq ×ωk)}. (19)

To explicitly show their independence, we have to show

A ℜ{uk · (up ×ωq)}+B ℜ{up · (uq ×ωk)}
+C ℜ{uq · (uk ×ωp)}= 0, (20)

only if A = B = C = 0, where A, B and C are constants.
To show that, without any loss of generality, we assume
uq = αuk = βωk within a triad, where α and β are real
constants. Using these conditions in above equation one ob-
tains, ℜ{up · (uq ×ωk)}= ℜ{uq · (uk ×ωp)}= 0 and ℜ{uk ·
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(up ×ωq)} ≠ 0 (in general) leading to A = 0. Similarly,
for uk = αup = βωp and up = αuq = βωq, we can show
B = 0 and C = 0 respectively. Similarly, one can show
that [ℜ{uk ·

(
jp ×bq

)
+ jk · (up ×bq)}, ℜ{up ·

(
jq ×bk

)
+ jp ·

(uq ×bk)} and ℜ{uq · (jk ×bp)+ jq · (uk ×bp)}] form a basis
for [SM(k|p,q), SM(p|q,k) and SM(q|k,p)] and their complete-
ness can be shown in a way similar to Eqs. (17)-(19) and their
independence can shown by consecutively choosing (i) bp =
αuq = β jq along with bk = αup = β jp, (ii) bq = αuk = β jk
along with bp = αuq = β jq and (iii) bq = αuk = β jk along
with bk = αup = β jp. Finally for the Hall term one can show
that, [ℜ{jk · (bq × jp)}, ℜ{jp · (bk × jq)} and ℜ{jq · (bp × jk)}]
constitute a set of basis functions for [SH(k|p,q), SH(p|q,k)
and SH(q|k,p)] with a similar proof of completeness shown
in Eqs. (17)-(19) and the independence can be obtained with
the consecutive choices (i) bp =αjq = β jp, (ii) bq =αjk = β jq
and (iii) bk = αjp = β jk.

Note that, the aforementioned choices assumed u-ω, u-j
and b-j alignments for certain modes in a triad. However,
such alignments are not true for all the three modes in a triad
and hence does not correspond to the alignment at each point
in real space. The above analysis clearly shows that each
of the combined transfers rates SK , SM and SH can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of three base functions. In
case of a Beltrami state, the aligned condition is true for ev-
ery mode in a triad and all the combined transfer rates identi-
cally vanish. However, the M2M transfer rates still may sur-
vive with S(k|p|q) = −S(k|q|p) ̸= 0 thus characterising the
aligned state. As mentioned previously, due to the particular
structure of Eqs. (17)-(19), the choice of base functions is not
unique and an equivalent basis can always be obtained if all
the base functions are added to an arbitrary circulation func-
tion ∆. Nevertheless, unlike Plunian, Stepanov, and Verma 24 ,
here we can meaningfully determine the dimension of the ba-
sis corresponding to the combined transfer rates which are
uniquely defined. By construction, one can effectively define
a single combined transfer rate ST = SK +SM +diSH with the
base functions [ST (k|p|q), ST (p|q|k) and ST (q|k|p)] where

ST (k|p|q) = SK(k|p|q)+SM(k|p|q)+diSH(k|p|q). (21)

Proceeding similar to Eqs. (17)-(19), one can show the com-
pleteness whereas the independence is obtained by succes-
sively choosing, (i) ωk = αuk = βuq = γbp = δ jq = κbk, (ii)
ωp = αup = βuk = γbq = δ jk = κbp and (iii) ωq = αuq =
βup = γbk = δ jp = κbq. By definition, ST (k|p|q) can be
thought to be the M2M transfer rate including all types of in-
teractions owing to the energy transfer and can be called a
‘mode-specific’ M2M transfer.

Mode-specific M2M transfer rates are necessary for obtain-
ing the total energy transfer rate from one mode to the other
inside the inertial zone. Such a knowledge is also important
for the understanding of turbulent relaxation. According to the
recently proposed31 principle of vanishing nonlinear transfer
(PVNLT), a turbulent relaxed state is characterized by a halt
in the nonlinear energy cascade which, in turn, leads to the
vanishing of the total mode-specific combined transfer rates

in the inertial zone. One thus expects∫
k+p+q=0

[
uk · (up ×ωq +uq ×ωp + jp ×bq + jq ×bp)

+jk · {(up −dijp)×bq +(uq −dijq)×bp}
]

dp = 0 (22)

at all scales inside the inertial zone. In the most general case,
for non-zero uk and jk, the above equation trivially vanishes if

up ×ωq +uq ×ωp + jp ×bq + jq ×bp = ikφk, (23)

(up −dijp)×bq +(uq −dijq)×bp = ikψk (24)

where φk and ψk are arbitrary scalar functions and both k ·uk
and k · jk are zero in incompressible HMHD. In the real space,
the corresponding relaxed states are given by the Fourier
transforms of the aforesaid equations as

u×ω+ j×b =∇φ , and (u−dij)×b =∇ψ. (25)

The obtained relaxed states are exactly identical to those ob-
tained in Eqs. (26) and (27) of Ref.31.

IV. FIELD-SPECIFIC M2M TRANSFER RATES

Despite aforementioned importance, mode-specific M2M
transfers do not allow us to probe into individual contribu-
tions of diverse interactions between modal field variables uk,
bk etc. in the cascade of energy and one therefore has to in-
vestigate the field-specific M2M transfers.

In ordinary MHD, there are four types of possible
interactions- (i) u-to-u (Suu), (ii) b-to-u (Sub), (iii) u-to-b (Sbu)
and (iv) b-to-b (Sbb). By careful observation, one can in fact
recognise that

SK (k|p,q) = Suu (k|p,q) , (26)

SM (k|p,q) = Sub (k|p,q)+Sbu (k|p,q)+Sbb (k|p,q) , (27)

where

Suu(k|p,q) = ℜ[iuk · {k · (uq ⊗up)}+ iuk · {k · (up ⊗uq)}]
= ℜ{i(k ·uq)(up ·uk)+ i(k ·up)(uq ·uk)}, (28)

Sub(k|p,q) = ℜ[−iuk · {k · (bq ⊗bp)}− iuk · {k · (bp ⊗bq)}]
= ℜ{−i(k ·bq)(bp ·uk)− i(k ·bp)(bq ·uk)}, (29)

Sbu(k|p,q) = ℜ[−ibk · {k · (bq ⊗up)}− ibk · {k · (bp ⊗uq)}]
= ℜ{−i(k ·bq)(up ·bk)− i(k ·bp)(uq ·bk)}, (30)

Sbb(k|p,q) = ℜ[ibk · {k · (uq ⊗bp)}+ ibk · {k · (up ⊗bq)}]
= ℜ{i(k ·uq)(bp ·bk)+ i(k ·up)(bq ·bk)}. (31)

At this point we deliberately omit the similar expression for
the Hall term SH (k|p,q) which will be discussed later. From
Eqs. (28)-(31), it is easy to see that Suu and Sbb individually
follow a triadic conservation whereas Sub and Sbu together sat-
isfy a triadic conservation. In accordance with the definitions

Sxy(k|p|q) =−Syx(p|k|q) and (32)
Sxy(k|p,q) = Sxy(k|p|q)+Sxy(k|q|p), (33)
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it is rather straightforward to write (omitting the circulation
transfers) the corresponding M2M transfers rates as15,23,24

Suu(k|p|q)
= ℜ[iuk · {k · (uq ⊗up)}] = ℜ{i(k ·uq)(up ·uk)}, (34)

Sub(k|p|q)
= ℜ[−iuk · {k · (bq ⊗bp)}] = ℜ{−i(k ·bq)(bp ·uk))}, (35)

Sbu(k|p|q)
= ℜ[−ibk · {k · (bq ⊗up)}] = ℜ{−i(k ·bq)(up ·bk))}, (36)

Sbb(k|p|q)
= ℜ[ibk · {k · (uq ⊗bp)}] = ℜ{i(k ·uq)(bp ·bk))}. (37)

In contrast with mode-specific M2M transfer rates, here both
the tensorial and vectorial formulation give us an opportunity
to unambiguously determine the giver, receiver and mediator
fields. For example, the generic M2M transfer Sxy(k|p|q) =
ℜ[ixk · {k · (zq ⊗ yp)}] = ℜ{i(k · zq)(yp · xk)} can be associ-
ated to the transfer rate of energy from yp to xk with zq as a
mediator. It is therefore reasonable to call Sxy(k|p|q) a ‘field-
specific’ M2M transfer rate. Contrary to Eq. (14), here one
needs to explicitly use the incompressibility condition to sat-
isfy the giver-receiver antisymmetry in Eq. (32) as

Sxy(k|p|q)+Syx(p|k|q)
= ℜ{i(k · zq)(yp ·xk)}+ℜ{i(p · zq)(xk · yp)} (38)

= ℜ{i((k+p) · zq)(yp ·xk)}=−ℜ{i(q · zq)(yp ·xk)}= 0.

This is simply because the tensor formulation, unlike the pre-
vious formulation, lacks the giver-receiver antisymmetry.

A natural question that comes up at this point is whether the
above mentioned field-specific M2M transfer rates also con-
stitute a basis for the corresponding combined transfer rates.
For Suu, we need to show

A ℜ{i(k ·uq)(up ·uk)}+B ℜ{i(q ·up)(uk ·uq)}
+C ℜ{i(p ·uk)(uq ·up)}= 0, (39)

only if A = B =C = 0. The completeness of the basis can be
easily shown using the expression for combined transfer rates
following Eq. (28) and their independence can be shown by
assuming, without losing generality, that uk ·uq = uq ·up = 0.
Using this fact in Eq. (39), one gets ℜ{i(q · up)(uk · uq)} =
ℜ{i(p ·uk)(uq ·up)}= 0 and ℜ{i(k ·uq)(up ·uk)} ̸= 0 leading
to A = 0. Similarly one can show B = 0 and C = 0. Again for
Sbb, one can show that [ℜ{i(k ·uq)(bp · bk)}, ℜ{i(q ·up)(bk ·
bq)} and ℜ{i(p · uk)(bq · bp)}] form a basis. The complete-
ness can be shown using Eq. (31) and to prove their indepen-
dence one assumes the pairwise vanishing of (bk ·bq), (bp ·bq)

and (bk · bp) respectively. Since Sub and Sbu together satisfy
a triadic conservation, it is reasonable to define a basis for
the combined transfer Sub + Sbu. One can indeed show that
[ℜ{i(k · bq)(bp · uk + up · bk)}, ℜ{i(q · bp)(bk · uq + uk · bq)}
and ℜ{i(p · bk)(bq ·up +uq · bp)}] form a basis for Sub + Sbu.
The completeness of the basis is proved following Eqs. (29)
and (30) and their independence is obtained by consecutively
assuming (i) up =αuk and bp = βbk along with bq ·up = 0 and

bp ·uq = 0, (ii) uq = αuk and bq = βbk along with uq ·bp = 0
and up · bk = 0 and (iii) up = αuq and bp = βbq along with
up ·bk = 0 and bp ·uk = 0.

V. FUNDAMENTAL UNITS OF NONLINEAR
TRANSFERS DUE TO THE HALL TERM

Unlike mode-specific transfer rates, obtaining field-specific
transfer rates for the Hall term is tricky. Several previous stud-
ies did not distinguish between b and j-fields and the Hall
transfer was simply interpreted as a transfer between differ-
ent modes of the b-field32–34. However, b and j-field are
independent and in Fourier space they are related as jk =
ik× bk

27,35. It is thus logical to decompose the Hall term as
−∇× (j×b) =−(b ·∇) j+(j ·∇)b. In the magnetic energy
transfer rate, the first term on the right is responsible for j-
to-b transfer and the latter is responsible for b-to-b transfer.
The role of such a decomposition in HMHD dynamo action
has been studied recently, where the small-scale current fields
are found to be the primary contributors to the generation of
large-scale magnetic fields27. By construction, the Hall term
does not include the back transfer corresponding to the j-to-b
transfer. Following Eqs. (26) and (27), one can write

SH (k|p,q) = Σ
b j (k|p,q)+Σ

bb (k|p,q) , (40)

where

Σ
b j(k|p,q) = ℜ[ibk · {k · (bq ⊗ jp)}+ ibk · {k · (bp ⊗ jq)}]

= ℜ{i(k ·bq)(jp ·bk)+ i(k ·bp)(jq ·bk)}, (41)

Σ
bb(k|p,q) = ℜ[−ibk · {k · (jq ⊗bp)}− ibk · {k · (jp ⊗bq)}]

= ℜ{−i(k · jq)(bp ·bk)− i(k · jp)(bq ·bk)}. (42)

Similar to Sbb above, one can show that [ℜ{i(k · jq)(bp ·bk)},
ℜ{i(q · jp)(bk · bq)} and ℜ{i(p · jk)(bq · bp)}] form a basis
for Σbb and their completeness and independence can also
be proven similarly. For Σb j, obtaining such a basis is not
straightforward as the Hall term does not allow Σ jb transfers
thereby making condition (32) invalid. Following Eq. (41),
the combined transfer rate for the p and q-th mode can be
written as

Σ
b j(p|q,k) = ℜ{i(p ·bq)(jk ·bp)+ i(p ·bk)(jq ·bp)}, (43)

Σ
b j(q|k,p) = ℜ{i(q ·bk)(jp ·bq)+ i(q ·bp)(jk ·bq)}. (44)

In contrast to the previous cases, due to the lack of giver-
receiver antisymmetry, here one cannot simply define a three
member basis. Instead, using the triadic conservation prop-
erty of Σb j, one can define a five component basis consisting
of any five of six M2M transfer rates present in Eqs. (41),
(43) and (44). To that end, we chose [ℜ{i(k · bq)(jp · bk)},
ℜ{i(k · bp)(jq · bk)}, ℜ{i(p · bq)(jk · bp)}, ℜ{i(p · bk)(jq · bp)}
and ℜ{i(q · bk)(jp · bq)}] as our basis. The completeness of
such a basis is again proved using Eqs. (41), (43) and (44)
and the independence is proven by consecutively choosing (i)
bk · jq = bp · jk = bp · jq = bq · jp = 0, (ii) bk · jp = bp · jk =
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FIG. 1. Fundamental units of transfer in Σbb.

FIG. 2. Fundamental units of transfer in Σb j.

bp · jq = bq · jp = 0, (iii) bk · jp = bk · jq = bp · jq = bq · jp = 0, (iv)
bk · jp = bk · jq = bp · jk = bq · jp = 0 and (v) bk · jp = bk · jq =
bp · jk = bp · jq = 0.

The dimensionality of the basis for Σbb and Σb j can be
understood by means of simple figures provided in Figs. 1
and 2. The three blue bi-directional arrows in Fig. 1 consti-
tute six possible M2M transfer rates for Σbb. This reduces to
three due to the giver-receiver antisymmetry. Switching off
any two of the three aforementioned transfers does not imply
the vanishing of the third thus justifying the independence of
the three fundamental (non-unique) transfers of Σbb. For Σb j,
one can similarly find six possible transfer rates (denoted by
red uni-directional arrows in Fig. 2). Although independent,
the modification of bk also modifies jk and vice versa. The
green dashed lines in Fig. 2 denote such modifications and
not the nonlinear mode-to-mode transfers. Unlike Σbb, these
six transfers do not reduce to three due to the absence of b-
to-j back transfers. However, the sum of these six transfers
vanishes satisfying a triadic conservation (see appendix A).
If any five of them are independently chosen to be zero, then
remaining one identically vanishes due to the detailed triadic
conservation indicating that not all six of them are indepen-
dent. Similarly, if any four of them are switched off then the
sum of the remaining two becomes zero making them equal
and opposite to each other. Both of these facts indicate that
five independent transfer rates are necessary to constitute Σb j

interactions.

Although the fundamental units of interaction for Σb j do not
obey the giver-receiver anti-symmetry, they also possess an in-
herent non-uniqueness. For example, if we define a new set of
fundamental units as [ℜ{i(k ·bq)(jp ·bk)}+∆1, ℜ{i(k ·bp)(jq ·

bk)}−∆1, ℜ{i(p ·bq)(jk ·bp)}+∆2, ℜ{i(p ·bk)(jq ·bp)}−∆2
and ℜ{i(q ·bk)(jp ·bq)}+∆3, ℜ{i(q ·bp)(jk ·bq)}−∆3], then
the combined transfer rates in Eqs. (41), (43) and (44) as well
as the triadic conservation remain unchanged. The nature of
non-uniqueness is visibly different than that for M2M trans-
fers. However, in the force-free situation, where we have a j-b
alignment for every mode in the triad i.e. jk = αbk, jp = αbp
and jq = αbq, the j-b transfers practically become b-b transfer
and the corresponding non-uniqueness becomes of Kraichnan
type.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have suggested a rigorous framework to
search for the fundamental units of triad interaction in fully
developed turbulence. While the combined transfers can al-
ways be uniquely determined, the M2M transfers are non-
unique by definition. Here, we have investigated the funda-
mental units of the combined transfers in HMHD turbulence.
This current work provides a straightforward rectification over
the approach provided in Ref.24, where the basis elements for
non-unique M2M transfers were investigated. Further as it is
shown here, the fundamental units of triadic interactions can
be constructed in both mode-specific and field-specific ways
which have their own importance. Whereas the mode-specific
transfer rates are pivotal to calculate the scale-specific contri-
bution to the energy cascade and to characterize the turbulent
relaxed states, the field-specific transfer rates become particu-
larly useful for calculating and comparing the individual con-
tributions of the interacting modal fields in the study of energy
cascade and turbulent dynamos25–27. For HMHD turbulence,
we have obtained the basis for all the combined transfers in
a triad by proving their completeness and independence. In
mode-specific case, all the combined transfers are found to
be constituted by corresponding M2M transfers which are in-
herently non-unique. For the field-specific case, all the com-
bined transfers of MHD consist of non-unique M2M trans-
fers. The Hall contribution can be decomposed into b-b and
j-b interactions. Whereas the first one consists of non-unique
M2M transfers and is associated with a three-member basis,
the second one does not contain M2M transfers due to the
absence of b-j back transfer and the corresponding combined
transfers can be constituted by a five-member basis where the
fundamental units of transfer are associated with a different
kind of non-uniqueness which does not come out of giver-
receiver anti-symmetry. Despite the inherent non-uniqueness
of the fundamental units of transfers, a precise knowledge
of their number is crucial both for phenomenological under-
standing and computational purpose, especially for making
the numerical schemes more cost effective. Our formalism
can be used for more complex turbulent fluid flows e.g. fer-
rofluids, binary fluids etc, where universal energy cascades are
also studied36,37.
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VII. APPENDIXES

Appendix A: Triadic conservation of Σb j

From Eqs. (41), (43) and (44), the combined transfer rates
are given by

Σ
b j(k|p,q) = ℜ{i(k ·bq)(jp ·bk)+ i(k ·bp)(jq ·bk)}, (A1)

Σ
b j(p|q,k) = ℜ{i(p ·bq)(jk ·bp)+ i(p ·bk)(jq ·bp)}, (A2)

Σ
b j(q|k,p) = ℜ{i(q ·bp)(jk ·bq)+ i(q ·bk)(jp ·bq)}. (A3)

Using the relations jk = ik×bk, jp = ip×bp and jq = iq×bq
in the above equations and rearranging one gets

Σ
b j(k|p,q)
= ℜ[(k ·bq){p · (bk ×bp)}+(k ·bp){q · (bk ×bq)}], (A4)

Σ
b j(p|q,k)
= ℜ[(p ·bq){k · (bp ×bk)}+(p ·bk){q · (bp ×bq)}], (A5)

Σ
b j(q|k,p)
= ℜ[(q ·bp){k · (bq ×bk)}+(q ·bk){p · (bq ×bp)}]. (A6)

Adding Eqs. (A4)-(A6) and using imcompressibilty condition,
one obtains

Σ
b j(k|p,q)+Σ

b j(p|q,k)+Σ
b j(q|k,p)

=ℜ[(k ·bq){p · (bk ×bp)−k · (bp ×bk)}
+(q ·bp){k · (bq ×bk)−q · (bk ×bq)}
+(p ·bk){q · (bp ×bq)−p · (bq ×bp)}]. (A7)

Using (A×B) =−(B×A) and the triadic constraint k+p+
q = 0, one can write

Σ
b j(k|p,q)+Σ

b j(p|q,k)+Σ
b j(q|k,p)

= ℜ[(k ·bq){q · (bp ×bk)}+(q ·bp){p · (bk ×bq)}
+(p ·bk){k · (bq ×bp)}]. (A8)

Using the relation (A×B) · (C×D) = (A ·C)(B ·D)− (B ·
C)(A ·D), the above equation reduces to

Σ
b j(k|p,q)+Σ

b j(p|q,k)+Σ
b j(q|k,p) (A9)

= ℜ[(k×q) · {bq × (bp ×bk)+bk × (bq ×bp)+bp × (bk ×bq)}].

The r.h.s. of the above equation vanishes due to the Jacobi
identity, leading to

Σ
b j(k|p,q)+Σ

b j(p|q,k)+Σ
b j(q|k,p) = 0. (A10)
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