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At high energies, the dynamics of a plasma with charged fermions can be described in terms
of chiral magnetohydrodynamics. Using direct numerical simulations, we demonstrate that chiral
magnetic waves (CMWs) can produce a chiral asymmetry µ5 = µL−µR from a spatially fluctuating
(inhomogeneous) chemical potential µ = µL + µR, where µL and µR are the chemical potentials
of left- and right-handed electrically charged fermions, respectively. If the frequency of the CMW
is less than or comparable to the characteristic growth rate of the chiral dynamo instability, the
magnetic field can be amplified on small spatial scales. The growth rate of this small-scale chiral
dynamo instability is determined by the spatial maximum value of µ5 fluctuations. Therefore, the
magnetic field amplification occurs during periods when µ5 reaches temporal maxima during the
CMW. If the small-scale chiral dynamo instability leads to a magnetic field strength that exceeds
a critical value, which depends on the resistivity and the initial value of µ, magnetically dominated
turbulence is produced. Turbulence gives rise to a large-scale dynamo instability, which we find to
be caused by the magnetic alpha effect. Our results have consequences for the dynamics of certain
high-energy plasmas, such as the early Universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the Standard Model of particle physics, the chirality
of high-energy fermions can lead to macroscopic quantum
effects, which are a result of the chiral anomaly. A promi-
nent example is the chiral magnetic effect (CME) [1], which
is relevant at high energies and can lead to a magnetic-field-
aligned electric current, if there is an asymmetry between
the number density of left- and right-handed electrically
charged fermions. The emergence of the CME and other
novel quantum phenomena in nonequilibrium relativistic
quantum matter can be derived from first principles [2–
9]. However, to improve the usability of the models, lots
of effort has been put into the development of a quantum
kinetic theory for massless fermions often referred to as chi-
ral kinetic theory [10–13]. The additional electric current
caused by the CME can also be incorporated into an effec-
tive description of a relativistic plasma. Such models have
become known as chiral (or anomalous) magnetohydrody-
namics (MHD) [14–18]. This paper is based on chiral MHD
as its theoretical framework.

Chiral phenomena occur in plasmas with fermions that
are effectively massless. In the context of astrophysics and
cosmology (see [19] for a recent review), this limits the ap-
plications to high-energy plasma in which the temperature
is above 10 MeV [20]. A prime example is the hot and
dense plasma that fills the early Universe. It was first sug-
gested in Ref. [21] that the CME can lead to an instability
in the primordial magnetic field, which is now known as
the chiral plasma instability [19] or the small-scale chiral
dynamo instability [22]. If the dynamo is excited, strong
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helical magnetic fields can be generated [23], which can
drive magnetically dominated turbulence that gives rise to
mean-field dynamos [17, 24]. These primordial magnetic
fields can potentially explain the baryon asymmetry of the
Universe [25, 26], produce relic gravitational waves [27, 28],
and affect the properties of the global 21 cm signal [29] and
dwarf galaxies [30].

A second domain within astrophysics and cosmology
where the chiral anomaly becomes relevant is core-collapse
supernovae. Here, a chiral imbalance is generated through
the emission of neutrinos which are, in the Standard Model
of particle physics, only left-handed. Chiral effects have
been included in modeling the magnetic field evolution in
core-collapse supernovae [31, 32], and were suggested to
play a role in the generation of magnetars [33–36] and the
occurrence of pulsar kicks [37, 38]. These ideas have re-
cently been extended by possible implications of the chiral
anomaly in magnetospheres of pulsars [39], where the pro-
duced chiral asymmetry can be substantial. It can trigger
the small-scale chiral dynamo which, in turn, can produce
circularly polarized electromagnetic radiation in a wide
range of frequencies, spanning from radio to near-infrared.
This can affect some features of fast radio bursts.

Beyond the extreme environments in the Universe, chiral
effects can be studied more directly in heavy ion colliders
[40]. However, the existence of the CME has not yet been
confirmed in experiments conducted at the Large Hadron
Collider [41] or the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider [42].
At low energies, chiral effects can emerge in new materials
that include massless quasiparticles [43–45]. The detection
of the pseudorelativistic analogues of CME are realized by
the low-energy electron quasiparticles in Dirac and Weyl
materials [46–48], and it opens up the possibilities of novel
technological developments [e.g., in the field of quantum
computing 49].
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Chiral MHD differs from classical MHD by an additional
term in the induction equation, which describes the evolu-
tion of the magnetic field. This term stems directly from
the additional contribution to the electric current from the
CME and is proportional to the chiral chemical potential
µ5 ≡ µL − µR, where µL and µR are the chemical poten-
tials of left- and right-handed fermions, respectively. This
additional term leads to an instability in the magnetic field
on small spatial scales [21], the (small-scale) chiral dynamo
instability, if µ5 is nonzero. The amplification of magnetic
energy in the nonlinear stage of the chiral dynamo insta-
bility can cause the production of magnetically dominated
turbulence, making exact analytical treatment unfeasible.
Nevertheless, mean-field theory allows for exploring the ef-
fects of turbulence in chiral MHD. In particular, the oc-
currence of a new mean-field dynamo, i.e., the αµ dynamo,
was predicted in Ref. [17]. With direct numerical simula-
tions (DNS), it has been shown that, in the nonlinear evo-
lutionary stage, a mean-field dynamo instability can occur
[24]. In recent studies [50, 51], it has been demonstrated
that the chiral dynamo instability even occurs in a plasma
with an initial spatial fluctuating chiral chemical potential
with zero mean. A necessary condition for a chiral dy-
namo instability is that the effective correlation length of
chiral chemical potential fluctuations is larger than the cor-
responding instability length scale, which is given by the
inverse of the spatial maximum value of µ5.

The aforementioned studies have explored the role of the
CME in the evolution of magnetic fields. However, the
CME is not the only macroscopic quantum effect that re-
sults from the chiral anomaly. Another prominent example
is the chiral separation effect (CSE) [52, 53]. The CSE is
a complementary transport phenomenon to the CME in
which a nonzero chemical potential µ = µL + µR gener-
ates an axial current along an external magnetic field. A
consequence of the CSE is the possibility of exciting new
collective modes, most notably the chiral magnetic wave
(CMW) [54]. These waves imply periodic conversion be-
tween µ5 and µ, in the presence of a small background
magnetic field and nonvanishing gradients of µ5 and µ.
Chiral magnetic waves in chiral plasma have been stud-
ied in a number of publications [55–58]. Simulating the
CMW in a Cartesian domain, it has been recently shown
[59] that the chiral dynamo instability and even mean-field
dynamos can occur for vanishing initial chiral asymmetry
if initial spatial fluctuations of the chemical potential are
inhomogeneous (∇µ ̸= 0). In this study, we explore the pa-
rameter space of CMWs (for which the chemical potential
is nonuniform) and identify the conditions under which the
chiral dynamo instability and mean-field dynamos can be
excited for plasmas with vanishing initial chiral asymmetry.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
present the system of equations that describe plasma with
relativistic fermions including the CME and CSE, and dis-
cuss the initial conditions that we consider. In Sec. III the
evolution of the system is modeled phenomenologically and
we make some predictions for different scenarios. The sys-
tem of equations is solved numerically in Sec. IV, where
we compare our predictions with the numerical results. Fi-
nally, the results are discussed in Sec. V and conclusions
are drawn in Sec. VI.

II. SYSTEM OF EQUATIONS

A. Chiral MHD equations with CSE

In this paper, we study effects of relativistic fermions
applying an effective fluid description for plasma motions.
As in our previous study [59], we consider the following set
of equations which includes both the CME and the CSE
(see Appendix A):

∂B

∂t
= ∇× [U ×B + η (µ5B −∇×B)] , (1)

ρ
DU

Dt
= (∇×B)×B −∇p+∇·(2νρS), (2)

Dρ

Dt
= −ρ∇ ·U , (3)

Dµ

Dt
= −µ∇ ·U −Dµ ∇4µ− Cµ(B·∇)µ5, (4)

Dµ5

Dt
= −µ5 ∇ ·U −D5 ∇4µ5 − C5(B·∇)µ

+λ η
[
B·(∇×B)− µ5B

2
]
. (5)

Here, B and U are the magnetic field and the velocity field,
respectively, η is the microscopic magnetic diffusivity, p is
the pressure, ν is the viscosity, ρ is the mass density, S is
the trace-free strain tensor with components Sij = (∂jUi+
∂iUj)/2 − δij(∇·U)/3. In Eq. (5), λ = 3ℏc(8αem/kBT )

2

is the chiral feedback parameter, where ℏ is the reduced
Planck constant, c is the speed of light, αem ≈ 1/137 is the
fine structure constant, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and
T is the temperature. To close the system of equations,
we use an isothermal equation of state p = ρc2s , where cs
is the sound speed. For numerical stability, the evolution
equations for µ5 and µ also include (hyper)diffusion terms
with the diffusion coefficients D5 and Dµ [51]. The coupling
between µ5 and µ, the strength of which is determined by
the coupling constants C5 and Cµ, leads to CMWs [54].
When considering the coupled linearized equations (4) and
(5), the frequency of CMWs is found to be

ωCMW = ±
[
C5 Cµ(k ·Bex)

2 − 1

4

(
λη B2

ex

)2
]1/2

, (6)

where Bex is the external magnetic field and k is the wave
vector. As long as the magnetic fluctuations are smaller
than Bex, the characteristic timescale of these waves is half
of the period

PCMW =
2π

ωCMW
, (7)

since this is the timescale on which the sign of µ5 changes.
The damping rate of the CMW is

γCMW = −1

2
λη B2

ex. (8)

B. Initial conditions

We consider initial conditions where µ5(t0) = 0 and µ(t0)
are spatially random fields consisting of Gaussian noise
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with a power law spectrum, Eµ(k, t0) ∝ (k/k1)
s
, where

k1 is the minimum wave number in the system. The initial
magnetic field is weak and in the form of Gaussian noise.
Additionally, we consider an external very weak uniform
magnetic field with Bex = (Bex, 0, 0) to support CMWs,
which effectively produce the chiral asymmetry, i.e., a dif-
ference in the left- and right-handed chemical potentials.
The initial velocity field vanishes.

III. PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we discuss the evolution of a plasma with
inhomogeneous chemical potential phenomenologically. We
describe the linear phase of the production of µ5 from the
chiral separation effect in Sec. III A. Since we consider a
system with an imposed magnetic field, the produced in-
homogeneous µ5 necessarily leads to an effect that we call
“chiral tangling”, as we describe in Sec. III B. If µ5 ex-
ceeds a critical value, the small-scale dynamo instability is
excited and the magnetic field grows exponentially, as dis-
cussed in Sec. III C. The magnetic field drives turbulence
which, if the Reynolds number becomes larger than unity,
can give rise to a mean-field dynamo instability, amplify-
ing the field on large spatial scales. The physics of the
mean-field dynamo is described in Sec. III E.

A. Production of µ5

In the initial phase, a chiral asymmetry is generated via
the term involving C5 in Eq. (5). For times less than the
period of a CMW, i.e., t ≪ 2πω−1

CMW, the evolution of µ5

can be approximated as

µ5(t) ≈ −C5(Bex·∇)µ t. (9)

Assuming an initial condition where µ(t0) has a character-
istic wave number kµ,eff , we find

|µ5(t)| ≈ −C5Bexkµ,effµ(t0) t. (10)

Note that, even for t ≪ 2πω−1
CMW, µ can be a function of

time due to the dissipation term in Eq. (4).
Given that the chemical potential has a spectrum Eµ ∝

ks, we can write for its k-dependent value

µ2(k) ≈ Eµ(k)k ∝ k1+s. (11)

Inserting µ(k) ≈ k(1+s)/2 in Eq. (10), yields

µ5(k, t) ∝ C5Bexk
(3+s)/2 t (12)

The spectrum of µ5 is then

E5(k) =
µ5(k)

2

k
∝ C2

5B
2
exk

2+s t2. (13)

B. Chiral tangling

Nonuniform fluctuations of the chemical potential µ pro-
duce nonuniform fluctuations of the chiral chemical poten-
tial µ5 due to the term −C5(B·∇)µ in Eq. (5). This can

lead to a linear in time growth of magnetic fluctuations,
which is analogous to tangling of an external magnetic field
by velocity fluctuations. The relevant term in the induction
equation is

∂B

∂t
= η∇µ5 ×Bex. (14)

We call this effect “chiral tangling” and expect it to be only
relevant in early phases, or in cases where the generation
of µ5 is not efficient enough to lead to a chiral dynamo
instability.

C. Small-scale chiral dynamo instability

If µ5 exceeds a critical value, a chiral dynamo instability
amplifies the magnetic field exponentially with the maxi-
mum growth rate

γ5 =
ηµ2

5,max

4
, (15)

where µ5,max is the spatial maximum of µ5 [50, 51]. The ex-
pression given in Eq. (15) is the maximum possible growth
rate and is only reached if the instability wave number

k5 =
µ5,max

2
, (16)

is much larger than the effective correlation wave number
kµ5,eff of µ5 [50], where

k−1
µ5,eff

(t) =

∫
E5(k)k

−1 dk∫
E5(k) dk

. (17)

Note that during this phase, µ5 continues to grow simi-
lar to Eq. (10), but the external constant field Bex is being
replaced by Bex +Brms(t), once Brms(t) ≳ Bex. Therefore,
the produced chiral chemical potential µ5 depends on the
magnetic fluctuations Brms and the chiral dynamo insta-
bility becomes nonlinear.

Whether a large enough chiral asymmetry can be pro-
duced to trigger a chiral dynamo instability depends on
the initial µ as well as on the characteristic parameters of
the system. The first necessary condition for a dynamo is
that the maximum value of µ, µmax, needs to be much
larger than its effective correlation length, kµ,eff . Only
then, a large enough µ5,max can be produced such that
the dynamo instability scale, µmax/2, exceeds kµ5,eff . The
second necessary condition for the dynamo instability in
CMWs is that the chiral dynamo needs to operate on a
timescale that is less than half of the period of the CMW,
PCMW/2 = π/ωCMW. In other words, the (minimum pos-
sible) dynamo timescale

tD =
4

ηµ2
max(t0)

. (18)

needs to be shorter than PCMW/2. In Eq. (18) we assume
that, at times when µ5,max reaches its maxima, its value
corresponds to µmax(t0) [which implies that the dissipation
of µ5 and µ is insignificant] and therefore the maximum
possible growth rate γ5 is determined by µmax(t0).
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D. Maximum possible magnetic field strength
generated by the chiral dynamo

Within one period of the wave, 2π/ωCMW, the sign of
the produced µ5 oscillates between positive and negative.
Therefore a chiral dynamo instability can amplify the mag-
netic field significantly as long as the timescale on which
µ5 changes sign,

tCMW,nl ≈ π
[
C5 Cµ(kµ,effBrms)2 − 1

4 (ληB
2
rms)

2
]1/2 ,(19)

is longer than the dynamo timescale in Eq. (18). In
Eq. (19), we assume that the system is at a stage where
magnetic fluctuations are larger than the imposed field.
With increasing Brms, tCMW,nl decreases and eventually
becomes comparable with tD. This allows estimating the
maximum strength of a magnetic field produced by CMWs.
Comparing Eqs. (19) and (18) yields a maximum magnetic
field strength of

|B∗| =

√
2

ηλ

√
C5 Cµkµ,eff

[
±
(
1− ξ2

)1/2
+ 1

]1/2
(20)

with

ξ ≡ πλη2µ2
max(t0)

4C5 Cµk2µ,eff
. (21)

This expression for B∗ is based on the assumptions that (i)
a complete conversion of µ to µ5 is possible and (ii) that
there is no turbulence in the system. It is worth noting
that Eq. (20) approaches

|B−
∗ | =

πηµ2
max(t0)

4
√
C5 Cµkµ,eff

, (22)

or

|B+
∗ | =

2
√

C5 Cµkµ,eff

ηλ
, (23)

if ξ ≪ 1. The physically relevant value is |B∗| =
min(|B−

∗ |, |B+
∗ |), because as soon as the magnetic field

strength reaches the lower branch of the solutions, the sign
of µ5 changes on a timescale that is shorter than tD. In the
limit of ξ ≫ 1 Eq. (20) becomes

|B∗| =
√
π

2
√
λ

µmax(t0). (24)

However, in this limit the damping of the CMW can be
significant, see Eq. (8), and µ5,max never reaches the max-
imum possible value of µ5,max = µmax(t0). Therefore, the
expression in Eq. (24) can be considered as an upper limit.
The expression given by Eq. (20) is plotted for different
parameters in Fig. 1.

E. Production of turbulence and mean-field dynamo
instability

Magnetic fluctuations generated by the chiral dynamo
instability, produce velocity fluctuations Urms through the
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the maximum magnetic field strength
that can result from a chiral magnetic wave, B∗ as given by
Eq. (20), on the coupling constants C5 and Cµ. The different
panels indicate different combinations of the initial value of the
maximum chemical potential, µmax(t0), and the magnetic resis-
tivity, η. Colors indicate the value of the feedback parameter λ.
The horizontal black lines indicate the approximate threshold
for the production of turbulence, as estimated in Eq. (25), and
the dashed black line shows the approximate minimum value
above which the velocity of the CMW becomes supersonic; see
Appendix B. Overplotted are the values of B∗, which are ob-
tained when inserting the parameters for all the runs presented
in this paper (see Table I) into Eq. (20).

Lorentz force. This leads to an increase of the Reynolds
number ReM = Urms/(kfη), where kf is the forcing wave
number. In such magnetically driven turbulence, kf is
roughly equal to the wave number on which the magnetic
energy peaks. For a chiral dynamo instability, this corre-
sponds to kf ≈ k5 = µ5,max/2. Using the rough assumption

that
√

⟨ρ⟩Urms ≈ Brms, we can estimate the critical mag-
netic field strength Bcrit which is necessary for the produc-
tion of turbulence, i.e. for reaching a value of ReM above
unity. We find that the critical magnetic field strength is
estimated as

Bcrit ≈
√
⟨ρ⟩ ηµmax(t0)

2
. (25)

The value of Bcrit is presented as horizontal black lines
in Fig. 1. It can be used to illustrate the regions of the
parameter regime in which turbulence can be produced.

If the small-scale chiral dynamo leads to a magnetic field
that exceeds Bcrit, a mean-field dynamo instability can be
excited. The maximum growth rate of the mean-field dy-
namo is

γα =
(η⟨µ5⟩+ αM)2

4(η + ηT)
, (26)
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TABLE I. Summary of the simulations. The three reference runs are in bold. Runs A3 and A10b have been presented also in
Schober et al. [59], where they were named R1 and R2, respectively. Run R–2 is a comparison run without the CSE, which has
been presented in Schober et al. [51].

Parameters Initial conditions Phenomenology DNS results (maximum values)

Run Res. Bex η λ C5 = Cµ µmax Eµ E5
PCMW/2

tD
B∗ Bcrit µ5,max Brms ReM Lu

A1 6723 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 102 1 45 ∝ k−4 0 1400.99 0.14 0.0022 59 0.041 58 200

A3 10243 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 102 3 45 ∝ k−4 0 467.63 0.047 0.0023 68 0.12 77 440

A5 10243 1 × 10−4 1 × 10−4 4 × 102 5 45 ∝ k−4 0 280.60 0.028 0.0023 63 0.15 110 610

A5b 7203 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 104 5 48 ∝ k−4 0 338.65 0.034 0.0024 50 0.011 8.4 40

A10 7203 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 102 10 48 ∝ k−4 0 169.32 0.017 0.0024 42 0.0077 0.89 9.3

A10b 6723 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 104 10 44 ∝ k−4 0 133.03 0.013 0.0022 38 0.024 36 98

A80a 4483 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4 80 44 ∝ k−4 0 17.17 0.0017 0.0022 66 0.00043 0.054 0.45

A80 4483 1 × 10−4 1 × 10−4 4 × 102 80 44 ∝ k−4 0 17.17 0.0017 0.0022 66 0.00043 0.054 0.45

A80b 4483 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 104 80 44 ∝ k−4 0 17.17 0.0017 0.0022 66 0.00043 0.055 0.45

A80c 4323 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 106 80 41 ∝ k−4 0 15.00 0.0015 0.0021 38 0.00014 0.0077 0.47

A80d 4323 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 1010 80 41 ∝ k−4 0 − 0.00018 0.0021 6 0.0001 0.0039 0.6

A200 4483 4× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 102 2× 102 44 ∝ k−4 0 1.70 0.00068 0.0022 65 0.00044 0.023 2.2

A400 4483 4× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 102 4× 102 44 ∝ k−4 0 0.85 0.00034 0.0022 74 0.00042 0.015 1.5

A1000 4483 4 × 10−4 1 × 10−4 4 × 102 1 × 103 44 ∝ k−4 0 0.35 0.00014 0.0022 94 0.00041 0.0039 2.2

B40a 7203 1× 10−4 2× 10−4 4 40 48 ∝ k−4 0 84.77 0.0085 0.0048 45 0.0045 0.69 5

B40 7203 1× 10−4 2× 10−4 4× 102 40 48 ∝ k−4 0 84.70 0.0085 0.0048 45 0.0044 0.68 4.8

B40b 7203 1× 10−4 2× 10−4 4× 104 40 48 ∝ k−4 0 84.70 0.0085 0.0048 45 0.0037 0.61 4

B40c 7203 1× 10−4 2× 10−4 4× 106 40 48 ∝ k−4 0 84.77 0.0085 0.0048 41 0.001 0.17 0.92

B40d 7203 1× 10−4 2× 10−4 4× 108 40 48 ∝ k−4 0 85.15 0.0022 0.0048 30 0.00027 0.016 0.3

C80c 7203 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 4× 106 80 96 ∝ k−4 0 84.88 0.0085 0.0048 90 0.0015 0.24 1.2

R–2 6723 0 2× 10−4 4× 102 0 − 0 ∝ k−2 − − − 50 0.18 140 460

where ⟨µ5⟩ is the mean chiral chemical potential and αM

is the magnetic α effect [50, 51]. Here αM = 2(q − 1)/(q +
1) τc χc/⟨ρ⟩ is the magnetic α effect, which is determined by
the current helicity χc = ⟨b·(∇×b)⟩ ≈ ⟨a ·b⟩ k2f , where q is
the exponent of the magnetic energy spectrum EM ∝ k−q,
and a and b are the fluctuations of the vector potential and
the magnetic field, respectively. The correlation time of the
magnetically-driven turbulence is τc ≈ (UAkf)

−1, where

the Alfvén speed is UA =
√
⟨b2⟩/

√
⟨ρ⟩ ≈ Brms/

√
⟨ρ⟩.

The turbulent diffusion coefficient ηT is estimated as ηT =
Urms/(3kf). The characteristic wave number on which the
mean-field dynamo occurs is

kα =
|η⟨µ5⟩+ αM|
2(η + ηT)

. (27)

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we use simulations to verify the phe-
nomenology discussed above. Using DNS, the conditions
for chiral dynamo instabilities, efficient magnetic field am-
plification and, in particular, the mean-field dynamo phase
can be analyzed qualitatively.

A. Setup and analysis tools

We use the Pencil Code [60] to solve equations (1)–(5)
in a three-dimensional periodic domain of size L3 = (2π)3

with a resolution of up to 10243. This code employs a
third-order accurate time-stepping method [61] and sixth-
order explicit finite differences in space [62, 63]. The
smallest wave number covered in the numerical domain is
k1 = 2π/L = 1 which we use for normalization of length
scales. All velocities are normalized to the sound speed
cs = 1 and the mean fluid density is set to ⟨ρ⟩ = 1. Fur-
ther, the magnetic Prandtl number is 1, i.e. the magnetic
diffusivity equals the viscosity. Time is normalized either
by the diffusion time tη = (ηk21)

−1 or by the period of the
chiral magnetic wave PCMW.

The simulation parameters have been selected to cover
the three different regimes: the “chiral tangling regime”
(tD ≳ PCMW/2), the “small-scale chiral dynamo regime”
(tD ≲ PCMW/2 and B∗ ≲ Bcrit) and the “mean-field dy-
namo regime” (tD ≲ PCMW/2 and B∗ ≳ Bcrit). We also
perform a comparison with the results obtained in our pre-
vious study Ref. [50] (see Run R–2 there), where chiral
dynamo instabilities were found for an initial µ5 ̸= 0 with
zero mean but spatial fluctuations. For this comparison,
the spatial maximum value of the chemical potential at the
initial time t0, µmax, and its spectrum Eµ(k, t0) have been
chosen to eventually (before the onset of the small-scale chi-
ral instability) result in a state of the system that is compa-
rable to the initial conditions in the RunR–2. In particular,
in the Run R–2 the initial µ5,max was ≈ 50 and the initial
spectrum was E5(k, t0) ∝ k−2. We therefore choose, for
most runs of this study, µmax(t0) ≈ 50 and Eµ(k, t0) ∝ k−4

which results in the spectrum E5(k, t0) ∝ k−2 according to
Eq. (13).



6

0 0.5 1.0 1.5
t/PCMW

C
5
B

ex
k
µ eff
µ

m
a
x
(t

0
)t

li
n

ea
r

p
ro

d
u

ct
io

n
of
µ

5

µ
5

m
ax

µ
5

m
ax

Run A80
[
PCMW/2

tD
≈ 17, B∗

Bcrit
≈ 0.8

]

µrms

µmax

〈µ〉V

µ5,rms

µ5,max

0 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100
t/tη

ch
ir

al
ta

n
gl

in
g

sm
al

l-
sc

al
e

ch
ir

al
d

y
n

am
o

sm
al

l-
sc

al
e

ch
ir

al
d

y
n

am
o

∝
e
γ 5
,m

a
x
t

∝
e
γ 5
t

Bex

B∗
Brms

Urms

0 0.05 0.10
t/PCMW

C5Bexk
µ
eff
µmax(t0

)t

li
n

ea
r

p
ro

d
u

ct
io

n
of
µ

5

b
o
os

t
fr

om
B

rm
s
>
B

ex

Run A5
[
PCMW/2

tD
≈ 280, B∗

Bcrit
≈ 12

]

µrms

µmax

〈µ〉V

µ5,rms

µ5,max

0 0.05 0.10 0.15
t/tη

ch
ri

al
ta

n
gl

in
g

sm
al

l-
sc

al
e

ch
ir

al
d

y
n

am
o

α
M

d
y
n

am
o∝

e
γ 5
,m

a
x
t

Bex

B∗
Brms

Urms

〈B〉int

0 5 10 15
t/PCMW

−20

0

20

40

60

µ
an

d
µ

5
Run A1000

[
PCMW/2

tD
≈ 0.35, B∗

Bcrit
≈ 0.06

]

µrms

µmax

〈µ〉V

µ5,rms

µ5,max

0 0.01 0.02
t/tη

−6

−5

−4

−3

−2

−1

lo
g

1
0
(B

an
d
U

)

ch
ir

al
ta

n
gl

in
g

Bex

B∗
Brms

Urms

FIG. 2. Exemplary runs from the three different regimes: A high-frequency CMW with just chiral tangling (Run A1000, left panels),
inefficient small-scale chiral dynamo due to a CMW with moderate frequency (Run A80, middle panels), and a low-frequency CMW
with a small-scale chiral and mean-field dynamo (Run A5, right panels). The top panels show the time evolution of the rms and
maximum values of the chemical potential µ and the chiral chemical potential µ5, respectively, as well as the volume average of
µ. The bottom panels show the evolution of the rms values of the magnetic and the velocity fields, Brms and Urms as well as the
external field strength Bex and the maximum possible magnetic field strength B∗ if no turbulence is produced. For Run A5 the
time evolution of the mean magnetic field strength ⟨B⟩int is presented for comparison.

The range of parameters chosen for this study is also
based on numerical aspects. The parameter space that
we explore includes the regime where the magnetic field
strength becomes larger than the critical value Bcrit for
the production of turbulence and the subsequent excita-
tion of mean-field dynamos. According to the estimate in
Eq. (20), which is illustrated in Fig. 1, the maximum mag-
netic field strength B∗ is higher for lower frequencies ωCMW

of the CMW. However, for low ωCMW and therefore low
values of C5, the initial linear (in time) production of µ5

becomes very slow, as can be seen in Eq. (10). Increasing
the initial value of µ increases the initial production rate
of µ5, but this also leads to a larger value B∗, which can
cause the characteristic velocity of the CMW to become
comparable or larger than the sound speed. Additionally,
larger values of the initial µ lead to larger values of µ5 and
therefore a higher characteristic wave number of the chiral
dynamo instability. Hence sufficient spatial resolution is
required. More details on the numerical criteria are given
in Appendix B.
Due to the numerical constraints discussed above, and

also to allow for an appropriate comparison with the DNSs
presented in [50, 51], we initiate most of the simulations
with µmax(t0) ≈ 50 and use η = 10−4. We name this main
series of simulations as Series A. Series B has µmax(t0) ≈ 50
and η = 2 × 10−4 and Series C has µmax(t0) ≈ 100 and

η = 10−4. A summary of all runs of this study is given in
Table I and the values for the corresponding estimates of
B∗ is shown in Fig. 1. Comparing the estimates B∗ and
Bcrit, we can expect the occurrence of turbulence in Runs
A1, A3, A5, A5b, and potentially in Runs A10 and A10b.
All other runs are expected to result in values of B∗ that
are comparable or below Bcrit.

For runs in which turbulence develops, we perform a
mean-field analysis. To this end, an averaging of the in-
stantaneous fields needs to be performed in the DNS. Since
turbulence is driven magnetically, the forcing scale kf cor-
responds to the integral scale of the magnetic field which
we determine via the magnetic energy spectrum EM(k) as

kint ≡
[

1

EM

∫
EM(k) k−1 dk

]−1

. (28)

Magnetic energy density EM and magnetic spectrum EM(k)
are connected as

EM ≡ B2
rms

2
=

∫
EM(k) dk. (29)

To take into account that the magnetically driven turbu-
lence exists in the range of the wave numbers k ≥ kint, we
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t = 0.004 tη

= 2.610 PCMW

t = 0.008 tη

= 5.157 PCMW

t = 0.012 tη

= 7.703 PCMW

FIG. 3. Snapshots of Run A1000. The surface of the cubic domain is shown for µ (upper row), µ5 (middle row), and the x component
of the magnetic field Bz (lower row). The snapshots cover the different evolutionary phases, from the initial µ5 production phase
(t = 0.05 tη, first column), to the onset of the chiral dynamo instability (t = 0.10 tη, second column), to the early mean-field
dynamo stage (t = 0.15 tη, third column), and the end of the mean-field dynamo stage (t = 0.20 tη, forth column).

define the mean quantity X in simulations as

⟨X⟩int ≡
[∫

EX(k)f(k) dk

]1/2
, (30)

where we use the function

f(k) ≡ [1− tanh(k − kint)] /2 (31)

to filter out the scale k ≳ kint. The result of taking the av-
erage ⟨X⟩int is typically different from the volume average,
which is denoted by ⟨X⟩V.

B. Results for the reference runs

In this section, we present three reference runs that have
the same initial chemical potential, but different frequen-
cies of the CMW. Run A1000 is the run in our sample
with the highest frequency of the CMW. With a ratio of
PCMW/(2tD) ≈ 0.35, no dynamo activity is expected in
Run A1000. The second reference run is A80, which has
PCMW/(2tD) ≈ 17. Therefore, a small-scale chiral dynamo
can occur. However since the expected maximum magnetic
field strength B∗ ≈ 0.0017 is lower than the critical value
Bcrit ≈ 0.0022 that is necessary for the production of tur-
bulence, no mean-field dynamo is expected in Run A80. A
mean-field dynamo can occur in the third reference run,
Run A5, which has B∗/Bcrit ≈ 12. Run A5 is the run
with the third to the highest value of PCMW/(2tD) in our

sample. We discuss the results of the reference runs in the
following and confront them with the estimates based on
the phenomenological estimates presented in Sec. III.

The left panels of Fig. 2 show the time evolution of var-
ious parameters of Run A1000. In the top left panel, the
oscillatory behavior of µrms and µ5,rms is clearly seen and
the time evolution governs almost 20 periods of the CMW.
In systems like this, where the CMW has a very high fre-
quency and the initial chiral chemical potential is small,
the timescale of the chiral dynamo tD is much longer than
PCMW. In this case, magnetic fluctuations can only be am-
plified by chiral tangling. This phenomenon alone leads to
the production of magnetic fluctuations that are of the or-
der of the imposed magnetic field Bex. The magnetic field
evolution in Run A1000 can be seen in the lower left panel
of Fig. 2. The maximum value of Brms produced by chiral
tangling alone is approximately less than half of Bex. At
t ≳ 0.02 tη, both µrms and µ5,rms decay, and therefore Brms

decreases.

Snapshots of Run A1000 are presented in Fig. 3. While
the magnetic field is, as in all simulations of this paper,
set up as weak and random fluctuations, the magnetic fluc-
tuations quickly develop into patches that are stretched
along the x axis. At the forth snapshot shown here (at
t ≈ 7.7 PCMW), the Bx patches stretch out through the en-
tire numerical domain. The magnetic field structure pro-
duced by chiral tangling is therefore very different from
what is expected when a small-scale chiral dynamo insta-
bility is excited. In linear theory, the magnetic field insta-



8

t = 0.050 tη

= 0.040 PCMW

t = 0.100 tη

= 0.080 PCMW

t = 0.150 tη
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FIG. 4. Similar to Fig. 3 but for Run A5.

bility is expected to occur on a characteristic wave number
that is half of the value of µ5,max. This leads to the forma-
tion of isotropic patches of high absolute values of Bx on
the surface of the numerical domain, at the locations where
µ5 reaches the maximum value.

The middle panels of Fig. 2 show the time evolution of
various parameters of Run A80, where a small-scale chi-
ral dynamo instability occurs. Two oscillations between
µrms and µ5,rms are seen in the upper middle panel. The
initial production of the spatial maximum value of µ5(t),
µ5,max(t), proceeds linear in time and follows the predic-
tion given by Eq. (10) until the instant t ≈ 0.015 tη. Tem-
poral maxima of µ5,rms are reached at t ≈ 0.025 tη and
t ≈ 0.055 tη. These times coincide, as expected, with an in-
creased growth rate of the magnetic field; see the time evo-
lution of magnetic fluctuations in the lower middle panel.
However, the magnetic field fluctuations, Brms, never reach
a field strength that is much larger than the one of the im-
posed field Bex. At its maximum, the rms magnetic field
strength is approximately 0.2 B∗ in Run A80. At later
times, t ≳ 1.0PCMW, the quantities µrms, µ5,rms, and Brms

decay.

The estimated maximum value of Brms, B∗, is 16 times
higher in Run A5 than in A80. Contrary to the other refer-
ence runs, in Run A5, the maximum value B∗ of magnetic
field exceeds Bcrit, which implies that turbulence can be
produced. The time evolution of Run A5 is shown in the
right panels of Fig. 2. Due to the smaller value of ωCMW,
the production of µ5 is much slower than that in Run A80.
Here, the threshold for the small-scale chiral dynamo in-
stability is only being exceeded at t ≈ 0.08 tη. After the

magnetic field has been amplified by more than two or-
ders of magnitude through the small-scale chiral dynamo,
a mean-field dynamo instability is excited at t ≈ 0.11 tη
with a growth rate of the magnetic field that is less than
that for the small-scale chiral dynamo instability. In Run
A5, the magnetic field strength exceeds B∗ by a factor of
≈ 5.4. The analysis of the mean-field dynamo phase of Run
A5 and the other runs in which the value of the Reynolds
number eventually exceeds unity will be discussed in more
detail in Sec. IVD.

The time evolution of the simulation snapshots for Run
A5 is presented in Fig. 4. Here, the values for the quan-
tities µ, µ5, and the x component of the magnetic field,
Bx, on the surface of the cubic domain are shown for
t = 0.05 tη − 0.172 tη. The snapshots show that, as ex-
pected, µ5 grows fastest where the gradient of µ is largest.
At t = 0.05 tη, the fastest production of µ5 occurs approx-
imately in the middle of the front x-z plane (where µ5 is
produced with a positive sign) and in the middle of the
front of the x-y plane (where µ5 is produced with a nega-
tive sign). These are the two locations on the shown sur-
face of the domain, where also the magnetic field instability
kicks in the fastest. In the snapshot at time t = 0.10 tη,
the magnetic field grows approximately on the length scale
k−1
5 ≈ (µ5/2)

−1 ≈ 1/20. At t = 0.20 tη, the simulation is
at the end of the mean-field dynamo stage and the char-
acteristic length scale of the magnetic field has increased.
At late times, we also observe that both µ and µ5 develop
small-scale fluctuations, especially in locations where the
magnetic field is the strongest. These small-scale struc-
tures are symmetric in µ and µ5, but with opposite sign.
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FIG. 5. Exemplary runs from the three different regimes: A high-frequency CMW with just chiral tangling (Run A1000, left panels),
inefficient small-scale chiral dynamo due to a CMW with moderate frequency (Run A80, middle panels), and a low-frequency CMW
with small-scale chiral and mean-field dynamos (Run A5, right panels). From top to bottom, the spectrum of fluctuations of chemical
potential, Eµ(k), chiral chemical potential, E5(k), and the magnetic energy spectrum EM(k) are shown. The vertical dotted line
indicates the highest possible value of the small-scale dynamo instability scale, µmax(t0)/2, on which the magnetic field is amplified
if all of the initial µ has been converted to µ5.

For a quantitative analysis of the evolution of the char-
acteristic scales, the evolution of the energy spectra is pre-
sented in Fig. 5 for Runs A1000 (middle panels), A80 (mid-
dle panels), and A5 (right panels). In all cases, the initial
spectrum of µ5, E5(k), scales with the wave number as k−2,
as expected for an initial Eµ(k) spectrum that is propor-
tional to k−4; see Eq. (13). For Runs A1000 and A80, the
initial k−2 scaling of E5(k) is less visible due to the fast
production of µ5. At later times, the spectra E5(k) and
Eµ(k), approach a scaling of k−1, as has been reported in
[50]. The evolution of the magnetic energy spectra EM(k)
is shown in the lowest panels of Fig. 5. In the case of Run
A80, a short phase of amplification on k = µmax(t0)/2 ≈ 22
is seen, but at t ≳ 0.07 tη the magnetic energy decays and
a EM ∝ k−3 develops. The magnetic field amplification is

much more efficient in Run A5. Here the initial instabil-
ity occurs also on k = µ(t0) ≈ 22. Due to the production
of turbulence, however, the peak of the magnetic energy
spectrum moves to smaller wave numbers. Eventually, a
EM ∝ k−3 develops in Run A5 as well.

C. Exploration of the parameter space

A direct comparison between runs with different CMW
frequencies ωCMW, including Runs A5, A80, and A1000, is
presented in Fig. 6. All of the runs in Fig. 6 have the same
initial values of µ, and the same λ and η. Even though
the temporal maximum values of µ5,max is higher for runs
with higher ωCMW, the maximum value of the produced
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FIG. 8. The maximum value of Brms measured in all runs as a
function of the phenomenologically derived maximum, B∗. Col-
ors indicate (a) the value of λ and (b) the ratio of the resistive
time tη over the period PCMW of the CMW [note that Run A80d
is not shown in panel b since there is no CMW]. The size of the
symbols increases with increasing maximum Reynolds number
obtained in the individual runs.

fying the magnetic field. This stems from the small-scale
chiral dynamo being less efficient when the period of the
CMW is small.

Figure 7 shows a comparison between runs with different
chiral feedback parameter, λ. As expected from Eq. (20),
larger values of λ lead to lower magnetic field strengths.
In Fig 7a, it can be seen that µ5,max in all runs with low
λ reach a value that is comparable to (or even slightly ex-
ceeds) the initial value of µmax. This leads to three in-
stances of magnetic field amplification, see Fig 7b. In Run
A80c, which has λ = 4 × 106, lower values of µmax are
reached, which is caused by the damping of the CMW ac-
cording to Eq. (8). However, phases of magnetic field am-
plification can still be seen for Run A80c. This is different
for Run A80d, which has λ = 4 × 108. Here, no CMW
occurs since the frequency of the wave is imaginary.

The maximum magnetic field strength found in DNS
agrees well with the prediction given by Eq. (20), as is
illustrated in Fig. 8. Here, the predicted value B∗ is plot-
ted against the temporal maximum of the magnetic field
strength in all DNS of this study. The agreement between
phenomenology and DNS is better for runs with lower val-
ues of λ. This follows from the fact that Eq. (20) is based
on two assumptions: (i) the effective correlation wave num-
ber of µ, kµ,eff , stays constant until the maximum magnetic
field strength is reached, and (ii) µ5,max can reach the same
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value as µmax(t0). As can be seen in Fig 7a, the conver-
sion between µ and µ5 becomes less efficient when λ in-
creases. Even though all runs in Fig. 7 have similar values
of µmax(t0) ≈ 45, in the run A80d the temporal maximum
of µ5,max never exceeds 6.3. Therefore, in the limit of large
λ, the expression in Eq. (20) has to be considered as an up-
per limit for the maximum possible magnetic field strength.

D. DNS with mean-field dynamo activity

As can be seen in Fig. 8, the maximum magnetic field
tends to exceed the estimate from Eq. (20) for runs that
develop turbulence. This is understandable, since during
the mean-field dynamo phase, the sign of µ5 does not affect
the magnetic field amplification. Therefore, the comparison
between the timescale of the CMW and the chiral dynamo
instability that leads to the estimate given by Eq. (20), is
not applicable in the presence of turbulence. The magnetic
field can grow to higher strengths, until saturation occurs
due to nonlinear effects or the increase of turbulent mag-
netic diffusion.

In runs with low-frequency CMWs, the magnetic field
strength reaches the highest values, leading to efficient driv-
ing of magnetically dominated turbulence. In this case, a
large-scale magnetic field is generated via a mean-field dy-
namo instability, as can be seen in the snapshots of Run
A5 in Fig. 4. Out of all the runs presented here, the ones
in which ReM exceeds unity, i.e. in which turbulence devel-
ops, are Runs A1, A3, A5, A5b, and A10b. The time series
of various quantities of these runs are directly compared in
Fig. 9. After the turbulence production phase, the value
of µ5,max is comparable in Runs A1, A3, A5, and A5b. In
Run A10b, µ5,max never exceeds 40, which is due to the
higher frequency of the CMW. In all runs, the magnetic
Reynolds number exceeds unity after less than a resistive
time; see Fig. 9b. With ReM becoming larger than one,
the type of dynamo instability changes from a small-scale
chiral dynamo to a mean-field dynamo. This transition,
which is accompanied by a change in the growth rate, can
be seen in Fig. 9c, where the time evolution of the mean
magnetic field strength is presented.

The theoretically expected growth rate during the mean-
field dynamo phase is given by Eq. (26). In the simulations,
we estimate the magnetic α effect as αM,int = 2(q−1)/(q+
1) τc χc ≈ τc⟨a · b⟩int k2int, assuming that the forcing scale
is kf ≈ kint and that the exponent of the magnetic energy
spectrum q ≈ 3. The correlation time of the magnetically-
driven turbulence is τc ≈ (UAkint)

−1, where the Alfvén

speed is UA =
√

⟨b2⟩ ≈ Brms. The mean fluid density
⟨ρ⟩ entering in UA and αM is set to unity in the DNS.
The turbulent diffusion coefficient ηT is estimated as ηT =
Urms/(3kint). The time evolution of αM,int and ηT for all
turbulent runs is presented in the upper panels of Fig. 10.
The time range shown in Fig. 10 is the moment when ReM
exceeds unity up to the final time of the simulation, i.e. it
governs the turbulent phase of the simulation. Right after
the onset of turbulence, αM,int is the dominant transport
coefficient for all runs presented in Fig. 10. However, ηT
grows constantly with time.

The magnetic α effect can also be estimated from the

evolutionary equation for the magnetic helicity ⟨a · b⟩ of
the small-scale field b = ∇× a in chiral MHD [17]:

∂

∂t
⟨a·b⟩+∇ · F = 2η ⟨µ5⟩⟨b2⟩ − 2⟨E⟩ · ⟨B⟩

−2η ⟨b (∇× b)⟩, (32)

where F is the flux of ⟨a·b⟩ that is given by

F = ⟨u aj⟩ ⟨Bj⟩ − ⟨B⟩ ⟨a · u⟩ − η ⟨a× (∇× b)⟩
+ ⟨a× (u× b)⟩ , (33)

and ⟨E⟩ ≡ ⟨u×b⟩ = αM⟨B⟩ − ηT (∇ × ⟨B⟩) is the turbu-
lent electromotive force. In the steady-state, two leading
source/sink terms in Eq. (32), 2η ⟨µ5⟩⟨b2⟩−2αM⟨B⟩2, com-
pensate each other, so that the magnetic α effect reaches
[50, 51]

αsat
M = η ⟨µ5⟩

⟨b2⟩
⟨B⟩2 . (34)

The time evolution of αsat
M,int = η⟨µ5⟩intB2

rms/⟨B⟩2int is com-
pared to the one of αM,int in the upper panels of Fig. 10.
We note that the values of αsat

M,int are consistently lower
than αM,int, which could result from the fact that the di-
vergence of the magnetic helicity fluxes is ignored in the
estimate of αsat

M,int.
In the middle and lower panels of Fig. 10, the estimates

of the turbulent transport coefficients are used to calcu-
late the theoretically expected characteristic wave number
kα and growth rate γα of the mean-field dynamo, respec-
tively. The theoretical estimates, given by Eqs. (26) and
(27), are compared with the measured characteristic wave
number of the magnetic field, kint and the measured growth
rate γint of the mean magnetic field strength ⟨B⟩int. In
the middle row of Fig. 10 we compare the measured kint to
|αM,int|/ [2(η + ηT))] and |αsat

M,int|/ [2(η + ηT)], respectively,
and in the bottom row, we compare the measured γint
to |αM,int|2/ [4(η + ηT)] and |αsat

M,int|2/ [4(η + ηT)], respec-
tively. Using the αM,int to estimate kα and γα, tends to
lead to slightly higher values than the measured kint and
γint, while using αsat

M,int, leads to slightly lower values.
One issue that arises in the comparison with theory is

that while computing the mean value of ⟨µ5⟩int the infor-
mation about the sign is lost, as the averaging process is
based on the spectrum of µ2

5. This is a problem because the
expressions of kα and γα, as given in Eqs. (27) and (26),
include the sum of η⟨µ5⟩ and αM. For strong turbulence,
we expect that αM ≫ η⟨µ5⟩, and therefore we neglect the
η⟨µ5⟩int term in the estimates. But for systems with low
Reynolds numbers, the sign of ⟨µ5⟩int can be relevant in
the comparison between DNS and mean-field theory. As
can be seen in the upper row of Fig. 10, indeed, in our sim-
ulations, the contribution of η⟨µ5⟩int can be relevant as it
is not much smaller than the values of αM,int and αsat

M,int.

As αsat
M,int is proportional to ⟨µ5⟩int, for this case the sign

of ⟨µ5⟩int is irrelevant in the expression |αM + η⟨µ5⟩|, and
we can use the full expressions from Eqs. (27) and (26),
which are shown as dashed-dotted lines in the middle and
bottom rows of Fig. 10. The contribution of η⟨µ5⟩ leads
to slightly higher characteristic wave numbers and growth
rates, which generally agree better with the directly mea-
sured values of kint and γint.
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indicate the different runs (A1, A3, A5, A5b, and A10b) as indicated on the top. The time axis is reduced to the phase of the DNS,
where the Reynolds number is larger than unity up to the final time of the individual simulations. This time range is also indicated
by the color blocks in panels (a)-(c) of Fig. 9. (Upper row) Time evolution of dynamo coefficients, αM,int (dotted lines), αsat

M,int

(dashed lines), and η + ηT multiplied by the integral wave number kint (solid lines). The evolution of η⟨µ5⟩M,int (dashed-dotted
lines) is also shown, which can be relevant for the mean-field dynamo. (Middle row) Time evolution of the integral scale of the
magnetic field kint as measured in the DNS (solid lines). This evolution is compared to theoretical estimates of the mean-field
dynamo theory that is based on the turbulent transport coefficients. Different expressions for the magnetic α effect are used: αM,int

(dotted lines) and αsat
M,int (dashed lines and dashed-dotted lines). (Bottom row) Same as middle row, but for the measured growth

rate of ⟨B⟩int in DNS, γint, and different theoretical estimates.

All of the turbulent runs presented in Figs. 9 and 10
reach saturation eventually, i.e. the mean magnetic field
stops growing. This can be seen in the time evolution of

⟨B⟩int in Fig. 9 and in the bottom row of Fig. 10, where γint
vanishes towards the end of the individual runs. In case of
mean-field dynamos, the maximum magnetic field strength
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FIG. 11. Summary of the three different regimes in systems
with vanishing initial chiral asymmetry, in which µ5 is generated
through the chiral separation effect. The maximum magnetic
field strength is the lowest in the regime where just chiral tan-
gling occurs (left side of the sketch). When the small-scale chiral
dynamo instability is excited, the maximum field strength is ei-
ther given by B∗ (see Eq. (20); middle part of the sketch) or
larger if magnetically-driven turbulence is produced (right side
of the sketch).

cannot be estimated byB∗ as given by Eq. (20), because the
characteristic timescale is different from that of the small-
scale chiral dynamo. Instead, we expect that the mean-
field dynamo instability is saturated by turbulent magnetic
diffusion or by nonlinear effects. In particular, the growth
rate of this dynamo vanishes when |(η + ηT)kint| ≈ |αM +
η⟨µ5⟩| ≈ |αM|. Indeed, we find that (η + ηT)kint becomes
comparable to the different estimates of αM (see the top
row of Fig. 10) at the same time when γint vanishes (see
the bottom row of Fig. 10).

V. DISCUSSION AND APPLICATION TO THE
EARLY UNIVERSE

Depending on the parameters and the initial conditions
of the system, we have identified three different possible
evolutionary branches which are summarized in Fig. 11. If
the timescale of the small-scale chiral dynamo instability
tD [see Eq. (18), and remember that it is based on the
assumption that the total initial µ can be converted to µ5

through the CMW] is smaller than the characteristic period
of the CMW PCMW = 2π/ωCMW, the magnetic field fluc-
tuations can only be produced due to chiral tangling (see
Sec. III B). In this case, the maximum magnetic field is lim-
ited by the value of the small imposed magnetic field Bex. If
tD < PCMW, the small-scale chiral dynamo can occur and
amplify the magnetic fluctuations to values Brms > Bex.
We have estimated the maximum magnetic field strength

B∗ for a given set of initial conditions in Eq. (20), and
find that it depends on the values of the coupling parame-
ters C5 and Cµ, the initial strength and correlation length
of the chiral chemical potential, as well as on the micro-
scopic resistivity η and the chiral feedback parameter λ.
Generally, we expect more efficient magnetic field amplifi-
cation for CMWs with lower frequencies; see Fig. 1. For
systems in which B∗ > Bcrit, the Reynolds number even-
tually exceeds unity and the produced turbulence leads to
mean-field effects. Using DNS, we have shown in Sec. IVD
that a mean-field dynamo, caused by the magnetic alpha
effect, can amplify the magnetic fluctuations to Brms > B∗.
We concluded that saturation of the mean-field dynamo is
caused by an increasing turbulent diffusivity ηT in the sys-
tem.

The autonomous generation of µ5 can have consequences
for the evolution of a primordial magnetic field until the
time when chirality-flipping interactions erase any chiral
asymmetry. The role of a nonvanishing µ5 in the early
Universe has been discussed in many studies, starting
with the pioneering work on the small-scale chiral dynamo
[21]. Many works on the early Universe apply chiral MHD
[e.g., 20, 64], and the highly nonlinear effects caused by
a sufficiently amplified magnetic field were characterized
[17, 24, 65]. These studies were based on initial conditions
with a nonvanishing µ5. Production of chirality, however,
requires physics beyond the Standard Model and can, for
instance, be realized by the decay of a heavy particle [19].
In Ref. [50], it was demonstrated that chiral dynamos and
the subsequent nonlinear plasma evolution can occur, even
if, on average, there is no chiral asymmetry in the early
Universe, but only a spatially fluctuating µ5. In the cur-
rent study, we report an autonomous generation of these
fluctuations of µ5 in systems with initially vanishing chiral
asymmetry if the chemical potential is inhomogeneous and
if there is a weak uniform magnetic field.

Whether this autonomous generation of µ5 in the early
Universe is sufficient to lead to a large-scale dynamo
instability in the primordial magnetic field depends on the
characteristic parameters of the plasma. For a large-scale
dynamo, the following criteria need to be fulfilled: (i) An
initial weak magnetic field and fluctuations in the chemical
potential need to exist to produce µ5 [via the second to
last term in Eq. (5)]. (ii) A sufficient separation of scales
needs to be established for the small-scale chiral dynamo
instability to develop. The requirement is that the effec-
tive correlation wave number of µ5 is kµ5,eff ≲ 5µ5,max.
Whether this condition is realized or not depends on
the initial spectrum of µ, Eµ. The amplitude of Eµ

determines the maximum possible value of µ5,max, while
the slope of Eµ, assuming that it has a power-law shape,
determines k5,eff [remembering that during the linear (in
time) phase of µ5 production, E5 ∝ k2Eµ]. (iii) The
magnetic field produced by the small-scale chiral dynamo
instability needs to exceed Bcrit, given by Eq. (25), for the
production of turbulence. Only if all three conditions are
satisfied in the early Universe, autonomous generation of
µ5 alone [i.e. without production of µ5 via physics beyond
the Standard Model] can result in a large-scale dynamo
instability.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied a high-energy plasma with
joint action of the CME and CSE. We considered a very
weak constant initial magnetic field in the form of Gaussian
fluctuations plus a weak external magnetic field Bex. The
initial chiral chemical potential µ5 is zero, but there is a
strong initial gradient of the chemical potential fluctuations
µ. Through the CSE, CMWs generate inhomogeneous fluc-
tuations of µ5. As there is no (initial) velocity field in the
system, the only way for the magnetic field to get amplified
in this scenario is through the produced chiral asymmetry
(i.e., a nonzero µ5). The generation of the magnetic field
is caused by the second term on the right-hand side of the
induction equation (1). However, this term can only lead
to a magnetic field instability if the produced µ5 becomes
large enough.

In this paper, we have identified the parameter space
in which such an instability can occur. Depending on the
initial conditions, in particular the properties of the spa-
tial fluctuations of the chemical potential, and the charac-
teristic parameters, three different regimes were identified:
(i) a regime in which the magnetic field gets only ampli-
fied through chiral tangling, limiting the maximum field
strength to that of the imposed field, (ii) a regime in which
only the small-scale chiral dynamo occurs, (iii) a regime
in which the small-scale chiral dynamo amplifies the mag-
netic field to high values, such that it drives turbulence and
a large-scale dynamo instability occurs. We found that the
large-scale dynamo is best described by a magnetic alpha
effect, and that saturation is caused by the buildup of tur-
bulent diffusivity.

With our study, we have shown that chiral dynamo insta-
bilities and even mean-field dynamos are universal mech-
anisms for high-energy plasma, even in the absence of an
initial chiral asymmetry. Our results may have important
consequences for the plasma of the early Universe, pro-
toneutron stars, heavy ion collision experiments, and the
understanding of quantum materials.
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Appendix A: Justification of Eqs. (1)–(5)

In Sec. II A, we stated the governing equations used in
this paper. Here we provide more background regarding
their derivation. The continuity equations for the number
densities n5 = nL−nR and n = nL+nR (which are propor-

tional to the chiral chemical potential µphys
5 = µphys

L −µphys
R

and the chemical potential µphys = µphys
L + µphys

R , respec-
tively) are given by

∂n5

∂t
+∇ ·

[
n5U +

e

2π2ℏ2 c
µphysB

]
=

e2

2πℏ2 c
E ·B,

(A1)

∂n

∂t
+∇ ·

[
nU +

e

2π2ℏ2 c
µphys
5 B +

σ

e
E
]
= 0, (A2)

where nL and nR are the number densities of the left- and
right-handed electrically charged fermions, respectively,

µphys
L and µphys

R are the chemical potentials of the left- and
right-handed electrically charged fermions, e is the electric
charge, ℏ is Planck’s constant, c is the speed of light, E is
the electric field, B is the magnetic field, U is the plasma
velocity, and σ is the electric conductivity of plasma. The
second term in the squared brackets of Eq. (A1) describes
the chiral separation effect [52], while the second and third
terms in the squared brackets of Eq. (A2) determine the
chiral magnetic effect [1] and the electric charge screening
effect [56], respectively.

Equations (A1)–(A2) are written in the Heaviside-
Lorentz system of units where c = 1. In the present paper
we use Gaussian units (in accordance with most of the lit-
erature in plasma physics and astrophysics), so that the
coefficient e2/(2π2ℏ2c) should be replaced by 2e2/(πℏ2c),
where αem ≡ e2/(ℏc) ≈ 1/137 is the fine-structure con-
stant. Now we define the normalized chiral chemical po-

tential µ5 and chemical potential µ as µ5 = 4µphys
5 αem/(ℏc)

and µ = 4µphysαem/(ℏc), so that our new variables µ5 and
µ have the dimension of inverse length.

Since the main focus of the paper is the effect of the chiral
asymmetry production by inhomogeneous fluctuations of
chemical potential and since the chiral dynamo effect and
the production of turbulence studied in the present paper
develop on a timescale which is less than a half period of
the CMWs, we neglect the electric charge screening which
causes a damping of the CMWs [56]. Thus, Eqs. (A1)–(A2)
yield Eqs. (4)–(5), where for numerical stability we also
added hyperdiffusion terms with the diffusion coefficients
D5 and Dµ [51].
We consider a system which consists of a nonrelativis-

tic plasma whose electric properties are described by the
Ohmic current and the electric charge density. The nonrel-
ativistic dynamics of the plasma is governed by the Maxwell
equations and the Navier-Stokes equation relating the fluid
velocity, |U | ≪ c, to the magnetic field, B. The nonrela-
tivistic plasma interacts with highly relativistic electrically
charged fermions. The electric current, ∝ µ5B, caused by
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the relativistic plasma component, is an additional source
for the magnetic field in the Maxwell equations (see the
detailed discussions related to different plasma models in
Ref. [17]). The electric field for very small magnetic dif-
fusion η = c2/4πσ (typical for astrophysical systems with
large magnetic Reynolds numbers) is given by [17]:

E = −1

c

[
U ×B + η (µ5B −∇×B)

]
+O(η2).(A3)

The magnetic field B is normalized such that the magnetic
energy density is B2/2 without the 4π factor. MHD is
formulated as the evolution of the magnetic and velocity
fields, neglecting the Faraday displacement current in the
Maxwell equation for ∇×B. Substituting the electric field
E given by Eq. (A3) in the Maxwell equation for ∂B/∂t,
we obtain the induction equation (1) for the chiral MHD.

In the nonlinear stage of the chiral dynamo instability,
the velocity fluctuations are produced by the Lorentz force
in the Navier-Stokes equation. The plasma motions with
the bulk velocity U are described by the Navier-Stokes
equation (2) and continuity equation (3) which coincide
with corresponding equations of the classical MHD [17].

Appendix B: Numerical constraints for simulations
with CMWs

In the simulations presented in this study, two crucial
criteria need to be satisfied. As in any simulation of chiral
MHD, the resolution needs to be high enough to resolve the
small-scale chiral instability. The instability is attained on
the wave number k5 given in Eq. (16). With the minimum
wave number in the numerical domain with resolution N

being 2πN/L, the criterion for chiral MHD simulations is

2πN

L
≳

µ5

2
. (B1)

If µ5 is produced from CMWs, the approximate maximum
value of µ5 is the initial value of the chemical potential,
µ(t0), and therefore the criterion in Eq. (B1) becomes

2πN

L
≳

µ(t0)

2
. (B2)

Another constraint on the parameter space that is acces-
sible with DNS is related to the time step. As discussed in
[66], the time step contribution from the terms including
µ5 and µ is

δtchiral = cδt,chiral min(δtλ5
, δtD5

, δtCMW, δtDµ
, δtvµ)

(B3)

with

δtvµ =
δx

ηµ5
, δtCMW =

δx

|B|
√
C5Cµ

, δtλ5 =
1

ληB2
,

δtD5
=

δx4

D5
, δtDµ

=
δx4

Dµ
, (B4)

and with the scaling parameter cδt,chiral. For CMWs with
large frequencies, the contribution from δtCMW becomes
the most relevant one. With B increasing through the chi-
ral dynamo instability, the CMW frequency increases, in
other words, the characteristic velocity of the CMWs

vCMW ≈ |B|
√
C5Cµ (B5)

becomes larger. If vCMW becomes larger than the sound
speed cs = 1, shocks develop and the numerical solution
becomes unstable. Therefore, the parameters should be
chosen such that the maximum magnetic field strength B∗
generated self-consistently through CMWs [see Eq. (B5)],
is less than (C5Cµ)

−1/2.
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