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ABSTRACT

Two recent papers, P. H. Yoon and G. Choe, Phys. Plasmas 28, 082306 (2021) and Yoon et al, Phys. Plasmas 29, 112303 (2022), utilized in
the derivation of the kinetic equation for the intensity of turbulent fluctuations the assumption that the wave spectra are isotropic, that is, the
ensemble-averaged magnetic field tensorial fluctuation intensity is given by the isotropic diagonal form, (6B;0B;), = (6B?)0;;. However, it is
more appropriate to describe the incompressible magnetohydrodynamic turbulence involving shear Alfvénic waves by modeling the turbu-
lence spectrum as being anisotropic. That is, the tensorial fluctuation intensity should be different in diagonal elements across and along the
direction of the wave vector, (6B;0B;), =1 (B2 ) (0; — kik;/k*) + <5Bﬁ> «(kik;/k?). In the present paper, we thus reformulate the weak mag-
netohydrodynamic turbulence theory under the assumption of anisotropy and work out the form of nonlinear wave kinetic equation.

© 2024 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (https://
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a paper recently published, methods of the weak turbulence the-
ory developed in the context of kinetic theory have been employed to
develop a weak turbulence approach to incompressible magnetohydrody-
namics (MHD).' The formulation employed MHD equations developed
with the use of Elsasser variables, incorporating iterative solutions that
took into account contributions up to second order. In addition to the
derivation of an equation for the time evolution of the amplitudes of
magnetic fluctuations, Ref. 1 obtained an equation for the residual energy,
which is the difference between the particle and field energies.'

In another and more recent work,” the authors addressed the
problem of weak MHD turbulence theory with the use of the original
equations of MHD theory, without employing the Elsasser variables.
The iterative solution for the nonlinear momentum equation is kept
up to third-order terms, leading to an additional contribution to the
term describing the so-called nonlinear frequency shift. Despite this
additional effect, the wave kinetic equation obtained is the same as that
obtained in Ref. 1. However, the third-order nonlinear correction turns
out to be essential for calculation of the total and residual energies.”

The works developed in Refs. 1 and 2 had in common the use of
an assumption regarding the nature of turbulence, that is, the

turbulence fluctuation intensities are isotropic. Here, by isotropic, we
mean that the ensemble-averaged fluctuating magnetic field tensor
intensity is given by an isotropic diagonal form, (dB;0B;), .= (0B*) 6y,
where 0B is the fluctuating magnetic field vector, and the bracket
denotes the ensemble average. That is, the form of diagonal tensor
implicitly assumed in Refs. 1 and 2 is in a scalar matrix form, with all
the diagonal elements being equal. Thus, the notion of isotropy in this
sense implies that the turbulent fluctuation intensity has no preferred
spatial direction with respect to the wave vector. The isotropic model
is not strictly valid in a physical sense since the magnetic field pertur-
bation cannot have a component along the k vector, as the divergence-
free conditions (Gauss’ law) dictate. That is, upon writing

By = OB{ + 0B),
(k X 5Bk) x k k(k . (SBk)

k2 o
it is evident that 5B1H{ should be zero by virtue of the fact that
k- 0By =0. As a result, the proper relationship that dictates the
ensemble average of tensorial fluctuations associated with a stationary

and homogeneous turbulence should be given by an anisotropic (or
non-scalar) diagonal form,

OB} = , 51;{1 —
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kik; kik;
083~ 1 (o,

kik;
<5Bi>k (51'1' - 7;)

with (5Bﬁ)k = 0, leaving only the transverse fluctuations to remain non-
vanishing. In short, the isotropic diagonal form of the magnetic field spec-
trum, (0B;0B;), = (0B*), 0, adopted in Refs. 1 and 2 is simply incorrect.

In the literature, the notion of “isotropic” turbulence often has a
different meaning. That is, the more widely accepted definition of iso-
tropic turbulence is that the magnetic field spectrum only depends on
the modulus of wave vector, (6B ), = &(k).”® It is important to note
that even for such an isotropic spectrum, the diagonal form of the
spectral tensor should still be anisotropic (or non-scalar),
(0B;0B;), =1 &(k)(8; — kikj/Kk*). It is commonly believed that if the
mean magnetic field is weak (or even absent), then the isotropic model
of the turbulence represents an effective theory. On the other hand, in
the presence of a finite background magnetic field the incompressible
MHD turbulence is generally anisotropic in k space. Turbulence theo-
ries that emphasize the dependence of the spectrum on k; and kj,
where k; and k| are wave vector components perpendicular and par-
allel to the averaged (ambient) magnetic field vector By, are known as
the anisotropic turbulence models.”'” In short, according to this cate-
gorization, the isotropy vs anisotropy means the wave vector depen-
dence of the spectrum. References 1 and 2 belong to the latter
category, that is, these references deal with the anisotropic turbulence
in the sense of the turbulence spectrum having distinct dependence on
k1 and k|, but these works made an unjustifiable assumption of isotro-
pic diagonal spectral function, (0B;0B;), = (0B),j.

In the present work, we revisit the discussion of weak MHD tur-
bulence theory, starting from the equation of incompressible MHD
theory and proceeding with the use of an iterative approach, but avoid-
ing the use of assumption about the isotropic diagonal form of turbu-
lent fluctuation spectrum tensor. In the present paper, we will
re-derive the nonlinear wave kinetic equation of the weak incompress-
ible MHD turbulence theory under the correct anisotropic formulation.

The present paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, the equations
of weak MHD turbulence are obtained from the basic equations of
incompressible MHD theory by means of an iterative solution keeping
contributions up to third order. The correct anisotropic equation for
the time evolution of the amplitudes of the normal modes is obtained
and compared with the equation obtained in Ref. 2 under the incorrect
assumption of isotropic form of diagonal fluctuating spectral tensor.
Section 11T summarizes and concludes the present paper.

N = N =

Il. ALTERNATIVE DERIVATION OF EQUATIONS
FOR WEAK MHD TURBULENCE

We start from the equations of incompressible MHD,

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop
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are Alfvén velocity, perturbed magnetic field, and total normalized
pressure, respectively. Here, u represents the fluid momentum vector,
and we have made an assumption that the viscosity and magnetic resis-
tivity are the same, both being represented by v. Finally, the fluid mass
density, p, is assumed constant, from which follows the divergence-free
condition for u. Here, we note that Eq. (1) presupposes the presence of
a finite (and constant) ambient magnetic field vector, By. If the back-
ground field is extremely weak in comparison with the fluctuating
magnetic field b (that is, |By| < |b]), or even entirely absent, then we
may take ¢4 — 0 in Eq. (1). Such a limit is appropriate for the discus-
sion of isotropic (in wave vector space) MHD turbulence.”® We are
not concerned with such a limit. After some manipulations and per-
forming the spectral transformation, we arrive at the following equa-
tions for the spectral components of velocity and magnetic field,

(o + ikzu)uLw + k”cAwa
kikl j 1 j 1
= (5” - 7) kj Z(u]k’,w’ U K o—or — blk’,w’ hk—k’,(u—(u’)’ 3
Ko
(0 + ik*v)bi, + kjcatsc,
= Z kj(u]k',w’ b;(—k',w—w’ - u;(—k',w—w’ b]k/,w’)' (4)
Ko

Suppose that we solve the velocity equation iteratively by expand-
ing uil(v » as
o = B+ )
where the velocity field is expanded in a series with each term propor-
tional to the power of b-field,

i) o< (bi,,)" ©)
Then, from
) +-)+ k”L’Ab:(w

0

(@ + k20 () + ul

()

kik; i i2
o e

!
Ko

2
N«

I(1) 1(2)
X <u + uk—k"w—w/

k—K o—o

j !
+ ) - b:("w/bkfk’,m—m’] ’ (7)

we have order-by-order equations,

(@ + iR V), + Kjeabi,, =0, (82)
. i(2 kikl j(1 I(1
o+ w2 = (005801 S0l
Ko
- b{(,g;’ bi(fk’,mfm’)7 (Sb)

0 i kik
(5 +u- V)u = —VP, +(b-V)b+ (¢4 - V)b + vV?u, (0+ ikzu)uifii = (5,.1 — 122’) k;
0 (1) ji(2)  1(1) (1) 12)
<a +u- V)b = (b . V)u + (CA . V)u + UV2b7 X Z (u/k',a)’ uk—k',w—w/ + u/k',u)’ uk—k',w—w/)’
Ko
V:u=0=V"'b, (8¢)
where Iterative solution leads to
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. kjc )
i(1) _ €A i
uq o + ik*v bq’ (%2)
u;(z - Z ~fafa-q) q 'l (b)
; Py(k)k; m(k’)k
uq(3): - JZZ J o (l—fq”q q/,)fq ququqbq —
q q//
Pi(k — k') (k — k’)n
+ o (= fofo-gq—a M U blbl o |
(%)
where
kik kjc
q= (k7 CL)), Pll( ) = 51[ k217 fq :fk,w = % (10)

and where in the nonlinear term the small dissipative term associated
with o is ignored.

Writing the velocity up to the second order of nonlinear correc-
tions, and using it in the equation for magnetic fluctuations, we obtain

K
2 "4 i
<w+’k”‘m)bq

= " [Pa)fy (1 fyfymg) — 0alfy — fo-g)|hibLE, o (A1)
a

Considering that the dissipative term in the denominator is a small
contribution, and taking into account that for the waves of interest we
expect the solution of the form = kjc4, we can write in approximate
form the following expression:

q)b, *Zyz]lqm LA (12)
where
D(q) = o — kjcafy + 2ik’v, (13a)
1(@1a = ) =5 [Pa)ls + Py 0OKIG (0~ fofy o)
— 2 ks = 3yha) fy o). (13b)

The nonlinear coefficients satisfy the following symmetry properties:

Lin(d'la —4q) = x(qa—4q'19),

(14)
Lin(—=q| —q+4) = —ru(dlq—9)-

Up to this point, the derivation follows the same steps employed in
the derivation of the formulation presented in Ref. 2. For the sequence
of the development, in our previous work we have introduced at this
point an assumption, (b;(k, ®)b;(k, ®)) = d;(b*),,» which is not
valid. That is, we have assumed that the tensorial turbulent spectrum is
given in the form of a scalar matrix, with the diagonal elements being
identical. According to this assumption, the spectral tensor is isotropic
in any spatial orientation. The general property of homogeneous and
stationary turbulent spectrum tensor dictates that the diagonal elements
should be different along and across the local magnetic field direction.
In short, the following expression should hold:

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

kik; 1 kik;
G =B, 2 (5, )0, as)
The factor 1 relates to the fact that there are two degrees of freedom
associated with the transverse direction. Since magnetic field fluctua-
tions must satisfy the Gauss law of magnetism, we must have
b (k,w) = (b-k)/k = 0. This implies that (b} ) = (b*). Therefore,
magnetic field fluctuations should be given by an anisotropic diagonal
(that is, non-scalar) matrix form

1 kik; 1
= E (5U - 2 )<b2>k,{u = E

In the case of incompressible MHD, the velocity fluctuations satisfy
the divergence-free condition, V - u, so the velocity fluctuations also
satisfy a relationship similar to Eq. (16), with u* instead of b*.

Taking Eq. (12), multiplying by b_,, and applying the averaging
procedure, we obtain

()bb' ,) = Zyumqlq @by bl (7)

(bi(k, 0)b;(k, )) P;(k) (b%)y.,,- (16)

To this, we substitute Eq. (16), and take the projection operator,
Py(k) = 0y — kiki/k*. We then make use of the property
Py(k)P;(k) = 2 to obtain

D(q) ZPzz Vim(q1q — ) B UL, (18)

Making use of the property Pi(k) (419 — q') = 13m(q'1q — 4'), we
find that the nonlinear wave equation is given by

D(q) Zyum qlq—q) b,y b ,). (19)

This happens to be formally identical to Eq. (19) of Ref. 2, although
that equation was derived under an implicit assumption of isotropic
tensorial turbulence spectral intensity, whereas Eq. (19) was re-derived
with the anisotropic wave spectrum (16).

In order to obtain the fluctuating quantities that appear at the tri-
ple correlation on the right-hand side of Eq. (19), we utilize Eq. (12).
We consider that the magnetic fluctuations are constituted by a linear
part and a nonlinear correction, and we take into account that the lin-
ear part must satisfy the linear dispersion relation, D(q)bf,0 f=o.
From the nonlinear wave equation (12), we therefore obtain

B % S tyn(dlg — S B + (20)
7

where we have ignored higher-order corrections in the nonlinear term.
From this expression, we can obtain

Z 7]ln ‘1”|q ?’ q qH’
(0)!
q, q D Zymln q,/‘q q ) q’ bq q-q" (21)
" 1" (0)n
D*—(q); Lin(d'| —q—4 )bq” bquq”'

The triple correlation in Eq. (19) can therefore be written as follows:
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(B o b ) = (BB b0 + (b

1 n " i
q, Zyﬂ" q”lq -9 )(hq”bq —q" q q b q)
Z/{mln q |q q q )< q” q q—-q" b/ hi q)

1 .
D*—()ZXH'I (q”| —q— q”) <b;” biq—q” b;’ b;n—q’ > .
q 7
(22)

Here, for simplicity, we have dropped the superscript (0) in going
from the first to the second equality. The fourth-order correlations
appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (22) can be written in terms of
products of second-order correlations. Omitting the details of the cal-
culation, we arrive at the following:

Lo b)) =

-4 4

ﬁ [x,-zn(—q +q'1q) (bmbi) g (bibn)

+ju(—q + q’lq)(bmbn>q_q,<bib,>q]

1
D(q—4)

(4 10) biba) g (bib), |

[ (4 0) () (0ibs),

+ D%(q) [x,-zn(q’lq = 4 )(bjbi) ¢ (bmbn)y

+in(q'1q — q’)<bjbn>q/<bmbz>q,qf] : (23)

We again make use of anisotropic turbulence spectra, Eq. (16), to
express the triple correlation as follows:

(O, b ) =

q7—q

5 [Pl = KP4 o)
Pk = K)Pa(K) 75 (— + ¢ )] (07}, (82),

+ im [Pit(K) P (K) 2y (—4'19)
+ P () Pi(K) 2t (—4'19)] (62) 4 (B),
11

1D [Pit(K') Py (k — K') 31, (4’19 — q)

+P]” (k,)Pml(k - k,)xinl(qllq - q/)] <b2>q’<b2>q—q
(24)

Inserting this result in the wave equation (19), we arrive at the follow-
ing result:

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

D(g)(v*), = —Z ( [ (K — K')Pin (K) 25 (4|9 — q)
x x,-zn(*q +q|q) + Ppn(k — K') Py (K)
X i (41a — 4t (—a + 4'19) | (67 (b°),
i [P (d 10~ o)

X Lontn(—4'1q) + Pin (&) Pi(K) 133, (q'| 9 — 4')
xxmnz(*q\qK %) (0,

ey [POOP = K (d g~ )
* i (414 = ') + Pin(K) P (k — k')

< Lijm (410 — @)t (d'lq — q/)] <b2>qf<b2>q_q/> . (25)

)
)

After some simplification and reshuffling of dummy indexes, it is veri-
fied that some of the terms appearing in the expression can be com-
bined, and the wave equation becomes of the form given as follows:

Do) (b, = Z(
X g(—a+ 1)), o (),

" m By(K) 2 (41 = )i (= ) (07) (B),

Pk = K)1m(q'lg — 4')

1
+—— Py(K)Ppu(k — K )i (' lg — ¢
B (g) PPk = K) (g — )

% 119 = ) (¥ (B)_y ). (26)

Making use of the general definition for the second order-
susceptibilities—see Eq. (13b),
(ki + ko) (ki + ko),

Zijm (01192) %{ K@m - o+ ko)’ )(k1 +ko);

(ki + ky); (K +k2)
+<5‘7 T k) )““ “‘2)'"}

Xf;%ﬁrqz(l _ﬁllf‘h)
- [5im(k1 +1(2)]‘ - 6ij(k1 + kz)m] (f% 7f42)}v
(27)

and after some straightforward but relatively lengthy calculations, we
arrive at a more explicit expression for the terms on the right-hand
side of Eq. (26). For instance, for the first term within the large paren-
thesis on the right-hand side, we obtain

Pk = X)2m(4'la — 4)2j(—q + q'|a)

= Pyi(k — K )knki <1 + (l;; ,ifz) ) (I +fofy = fofa-o —Jafa-g)

= Ei . t; <1 +e )(1 ify — Ffad — o)

(28)
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Proceeding in the same way with the other two terms, we arrive at the
following form of wave equation:

D(q)(b?), = Z{l kaiz(H(l;:z))
(U +fofy — fofo-q — fafo- q)( > g

1 (kxk) - ’)
D(q—q) K? k2 k k’

x (U fofy-q = fafy = fafa-a)(0%) 4

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

ReD(q)(b?), =0, = @ — kjcafy =0 — o’ —kjc; =0.  (32)

Therefore, we write
W = oW, CL)k:k”CA7 g = i17

Z Ik — O’U)k (33)

o=*1
assuming that the magnetic fluctuations are those associated with nor-
mal modes propagating in forward (¢ =1) and backward (¢ = —1)
directions along the direction of ambient magnetic field vector.
Moreover, we can write

fo— o, fo—d, fog— (34)
. 2 | (kxK) 1+ (k- k’)z N ffoa) We consider the following:
Di(q) | k2 (k- K) ke g P
I OReD(g) [
ReD(q) = v ———, =1+—"—. (35)
(k xK)*  (kxK)’ w dw w?
- K2 k—K) falla = fa-vq) Proceeding, we evaluate D(¢q) in the proximity of the frequency of a
normal mode (neglecting the small imaginary part),
2 2 oD
X (B (b >w’}- @) D(q) = D(@)]y_pen, + (00— ow@# =0+ 2(0 — ooy).
W=0wy
We note that the term associated with the inverse of D(q’) and the (36)
same associated with the inverse of D(q — ¢') are identical if one inter- We, therefore, obtain
changes the dummy integral variables, (¢ < g — ¢’). The quantities N )
that appear within the square bracket associated with the term ~ Z Lt lim .~ 7Pk —iA
2/D*(q) can be written in symmetrical form by permutating the - O'wk2 A0 (@ — gay)” + A
dummy integral variables, (¢ < q — ¢'). This leads to
Z 5 — ka (37)
1 ) 1 1 (k-K)’ hich lead
D(g)(b*), ==Y (kxk) { <1 + which leads to )
=32 D) (kw7 R S bl — o),
< (L+ fofy = fafa-q — fafa-q ) (%) g g () e
' A qz o S _Zzé(w o' — "o ), (38)
L1 le[k.(k—k’)} D(q - q) 2
D(q — ) k* Rk~ K)* _im Z 3w — oo,).
< (Lt ffo-g — fofy — fafa-g)(07) 4 (B7)
ooy ~Sofy ~Jly-q) 1 1 Equation (30) can therefore be written as follows:
1 |1 (k-K)’
+D*_(q) %2 l+m (1 _ﬁa’frrq’) fakHcAJrsz 1/+1— Z IJo(w — o)
o=*1
1 k- (k-K)]? in (k x K')? < (k- k’)z)
— fifou == 1
+ (k ~ k,)z <1 + e (1 quqfq ) 4 %:nggtl (k — k/)z + K2k2
1 k x K
-2 (ﬁ T k/) )fq(fq qu/)} (bz)q,<b2)qq,}. x (1406’ —ad” —o'a" )1\ +(k7)
“(k—K) ,
(30) (1 + k2|k 7 2| )(1 + 06" — o0’ — d'a")JI]
At this stage, we introduce the slow-time derivative to the linear (K ( /)
response, x Kk kK
P |: B < k2(k k,) >(1 - G,O"/)
D), — Dk o+ i27) 0, = D)), + 5 20D :
1 P 0w o (ka ( (- (k Zk)))(l—ola”)
/
(1) (k k*k
2 k><k/ k><k/) (0 — ") |1717"
Taking the real part of the dispersion relation given by Eq. (30), while k2 (k—K) e KK
ignoring nonlinear terms, we obtain the angular frequency of the nor-
Iial mo%les, & quency X 8(w — owp)d(w — ' w)d(w — o — "o ). (39)
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Isolating the terms ) _., 0(w — owy), integrating over , and
replacing the useful notation _ , by the original integrals over k' and
@', and integrating over «', we obtain an equation for the time evolu-
tion of the spectral intensities of the normal modes,

oIg 5 (., (k x K')? (
—K = kI’ — = 1
ot e ‘ 4Jdk 6’;11 (k_k/)z "
x (14 60’ — ao” — J’O’")I{(’ Eik,
k x k') k-(k—K)P
GO (- K)
k Kk — K|

x (1+ 06" — g0’ — 0"0'")11‘(711‘5

(k-K)*
k2k'2

(k X kl)z (k i k,)z i
- |: k2 <1+k2(k_k/)2>(10-0)
(k X k,)z (k i (k — kl))z i
TR (1 K2k )(1*”)
(k X k/)z (k X k,)z / " o 1o
2( ¥z (k—k’)2> a(@’ —a )] K kk’}
x d(owy — 6w — " o). (40)

We proceed by taking into account all combinations of ¢’ and ¢”,
developing and rearranging the terms. This results in the following rel-

atively compact form:
oIy "
a—;( = —ZkZVIk
(k x K')? (k-K)?
_ ank’ T 71(/)2 1+ ok

X (I{: — E/)Ilsz/(s(wk — Wy + wk*k’)
)

xR (ke (k- k)P
_ank 0 1+ k2|k—k/|2

X (I = Ty ) " 0(on + oy — oy ). (41)

Equation (41) describes the time evolution of the anisotropic intensi-
ties of magnetic fluctuations associated with the normal modes, ie.,
shear Alfvénic turbulence, which can be contrasted to the following
form, which was derived based on the incorrect notion of implicit ten-
sorial turbulent fluctuations given by a scalar matrix form (with isotro-
pic diagonal elements), and published in Ref. 2:

oIy

T —2IPvI]

\2
- 4njdk’ {(k K) (1 +%)1;{ oK k]
X Ik_fkl 5((})1( — Wy + wk*k,)
[k : (k - kl)}z o a
— 4njdk/ |:[k . (k — k/)] <1 +W Ik - 2k2 k—K
X 177 §(wk + e — Oy )- (42)

Note that we may rewrite Eq. (41) in a slightly different form. In the
last line of Eq. (41), we may define k" =k — K, so dk” = —dK/, and
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then denote k” as k' again, since it is a dummy integral variable. With
such a procedure, Eq. (41) can be written more succinctly as follows:

oI _

E = —21(21/11((r
k x K'|? kK
_ Zank/ e 1+ =57
X (I = L) L% O(ox — o + o _y).- (43)

The same can be done to the previous (and erroneous) form,

o _

e —2k*VI]
k- kl 2
- Sank’ {(k k') <1 1 kalz) )Ig -2k d
X Il;jk’ 5((,0]( — Wy + wk*k/)‘ (44)

The difference between the time evolution ruled by the (correct) equa-
tion of anisotropic turbulence, either in the form of Eq. (41) or in the
form of Eq. (43), vs the incorrect isotropic version (42) or (44), has to
be evaluated by numerical methods, which is the subject of a follow-up
paper. However, some basic differences can be already seen by a simple
examination of both expressions. For instance, it can be seen from Eq.
(43) that the waves with k' nearly parallel or anti-parallel to k play
negligible role in the nonlinear dynamics, while the same cannot be
concluded from Eq. (44). The implication is that according to the cor-
rect anisotropic formalism, the nonlinear cascade along the strictly
perpendicular direction, that is, along k; (as defined with respect to
the ambient magnetic field) will be ineffective, whereas the incorrect
previous formalism does indeed allow for such a process. As a matter
of fact, the earlier paper, i.e., Ref. 1, made use of such a property to dis-
cuss the perpendicular cascade of incompressible MHD turbulence,
but we now know that such a result may not be valid.

lll. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In the present paper, we have reformulated the theory of MHD
weak turbulence theory, by revisiting the earlier theory in Refs. 1 and
2. That is, in the previous two papers, an implicit assumption of isotro-
pic turbulence spectra was made, that is, the turbulent fluctuation spec-
tral tensor was assumed to be given by a scalar matrix form, which was
not immediately evident at the time. At this point, it is useful to remi-
nisce upon the underlying cause of how the implicit assumption of
isotropy crept in during the process of theoretical development,
although such a hypothesis was not explicitly made at the outset. The
reason was as follows: During the process of taking the ensemble aver-
age of the nonlinear wave equation (12),

D(q)b, = > x(d'la — @b bE .
=

the proper procedure should have been to take the product of this

equation with the wave amplitude b’q, and take the ensemble average,

as in Eq. (17). Instead, in Refs. 1 and 2, this equation was simply multi-

plied with b’ o and the definition of wave spectral intensity given by
(byp',) = (1),

was invoked. This straightforward definition hides the fact that not all

scalar product components of the vector bf] are nonzero. In fact, only
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the transverse components of the scalar product should be nonzero,
while the longitudinal component should vanish, (bjb" ) = (b7 ),
+(b}), = (b1), = (%), wh.ere (b}), = 0. In the present paper, we
have corrected this shortcoming by means of more rigorous defini-
tions, Egs. (15) and (16). The result is the correct form of nonlinear
wave kinetic equation for weak anisotropic incompressible MHD tur-
bulence, Eq. (41) or Eq. (43), which contrasts with the incorrect form,
Eq. (42) or Eq. (44).
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