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The dynamo mechanism is a process of magnetic field self-excitation in a moving electrically con-
ducting fluid. One of the most interesting applications of this mechanism related to the astrophysical
systems is the case of a random motion of plasma. For the very first stage of the process, the gov-
erning dynamo equation can be reduced to a system of first order ordinary differential equations.
For this case we suggest a regular method to calculate the growth rate of magnetic energy. Based on
this method we calculate the growth rate for random flow with finite memory time and anisotropic
statistical distribution of the stretching matrix and compare the results with corresponding ones for
isotropic case and for short-correlated approximation. We find that for moderate Strouhal numbers
and moderate anisotropy the analytical results reproduce the numerically estimated growth rates
reasonably well, while for larger governing parameters the quantitative difference becomes substan-
tial. In particular, analytical approximation is applicable for the Strouhal numbers s < 0.6 and we
find some numerical models and observational examples for which this region might be relevant.
Rather unexpectedly, we find that the mirror asymmetry does not contribute to the growth rates
obtained, although the mirror asymmetry effects are known to be crucial for later stages of dynamo
action.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic field in various celestial bodies is believed
to be excited by hydromagnetic dynamo, i.e. by the
transformation of kinetic energy of electrically conduct-
ing medium to magnetic field energy due to electromag-
netic induction (e.g. [1, 2]). In last two decades the dy-
namo mechanism could be realized even in laboratory ex-
periments (e.g. [3]). Contemporary abilities of numerical
simulations are sufficient to reproduce dynamo action at
least for appropriate range of dynamo governing param-
eters, which are however sometimes quite remote from
realistic ones for particular celestial bodies. Thus analyt-
ical or quasi-analytical (asymptotical) results in dynamo
studies remain important for extrapolation of numerical
results in the extended parametric domain as well as in
case where our knowledge about details of inner structure
of a celestial body is very limited (e.g. [4]).

The bulk of analytical results accumulated in dynamo
studies during the half a century of intensive investiga-
tions is obviously limited by various simplifications used.
In particular, consideration of statistically isotropic and
homogeneous random flows (convection and/or turbu-
lence) and/or short-correlated (in time) approximation
are usual limitations of the approach (e.g. [5]) and an
intention to remove these limitations at least to some ex-
tent looks in our opinion attractive. A development in
this direction is the aim of our paper.

To be specific, we focus our attention on a certain stage
of dynamo instability, which happens to be the very first
stage of magnetic field evolution. Provided the seed mag-

netic field, which is involved in the dynamo action is a
large-scale one, the Ohmic losses can be neglected at the
initial stage of magnetic field evolution t� t∗. Using La-
grangian coordinates one can reduce the governing equa-
tion for magnetic field to an ordinary differential equa-
tion. We investigate only this particular stage and stress
that the approach becomes irrelevant in later stages of
magnetic field evolution. In addition, we suppose that
the seed magnetic field is weak enough to be dynamically
unimportant for t < t∗ as well as we admit that the mem-
ory time τ of velocity field is much smaller than t∗. Con-
sideration of different combination of these timescales is
obviously interesting, however, such an approach requires
specific methods for elaboration.

One other point is that we investigate systematically
just one quantity associated with dynamo, i.e. mag-
netic energy averaged over turbulent (convective) pul-
sations, and leave aside such important quantities as
the mean magnetic field and etc., for further studies.
This approach has its origins in the so-called Kazantsev–
Kraichnan model [6, 7], which is suggested for short-
correlated statistically isotropic and homogeneous ran-
dom flows. For the initial stage of magnetic field evolu-
tion we develop the results for finite correlation time and
statistically anisotropic random flows.

We relate the results for the finite correlation time and
statistically anisotropic flows to corresponding ones for
short-correlated (in time) statistically isotropic flows to
separate effects of memory and anisotropy. We would like
to stress once again that our present research is adequate
for only the initial stage of magnetic field evolution.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First,
we describe how to calculate growth rate of the second
statistical moment of a vector field in the flow models
with finite memory time τ . This method is not only
limited to magnetic fields and can actually be considered
as a generic one. Then we consider different velocity
fields in 2D and 3D spaces (isotropic and anisotropic) and
derive the growth rates for magnetic energy. In Appendix
A we demonstrate that an alternative approach, which is
applicable to isotropic models only, provides the same
growth rate approximation. Finally, in Appendix B we
discuss the limiting case τ → 0 and its relation to the
short-correlated approximation.

II. GROWTH RATE OF HIGHER STATISTICAL
MOMENTS OF A VECTOR FIELD

In this section we describe a generic approach for the
calculation of growth rates of higher statistical moments
of vector fields in the flow models with finite memory
time. We will use the following notations:

1. bold letters denote vectors (e.g. H, x)

2. capital letters denote matrices (e.g. A, B)

3. calligraphic capital letters denote extended matri-
ces (will be defined later, e.g. A, E)

4. hat symbol denotes realization of a random process
on time intervals between renovation instants (will

be defined later, e.g. Âi, Âi)

Let H = (H1, ...,Hk)T be a k-dimensional vector field
and its evolution is defined by the equation

dH

dt
= A(t)H (1)

with the initial condition H(0) = H0 (all variables are
unitless). Note that the dimensionality given by k is not
fixed in advance (e.g. k = 3) because the model can be
similarly generalized to higher dimensions.

We assume that the k × k matrix denoted by A(t) de-
scribes a piece-wise temporally constant random process.
Now by specifying some arbitrary positive τ and consid-
ering the following time instants τ , 2τ , 3τ , ... , which
are called as the renovation instants, we have on each
such time interval of the form [nτ, (n + 1)τ), the con-
dition that the matrix A(t) is independent of time and
on other different intervals and therefore these matrices
are statistically independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.). Such a model is called the renovation model.

Let Âi denotes a renovation instant of the matrix A(t)
on the i-th time interval. Solution of Eq. (1) at time
instants nτ can then be expressed in terms of the product
of matrix exponentials:

H(nτ) = exp(Ânτ) exp(Ân−1τ)... exp(Â1τ)H0 . (2)

Averaging Eq. (2) and using the i.i.d. property of matri-
ces Ai, we arrive at the following equation

〈H〉(nτ) = 〈exp(Âτ)〉nH0 , (3)

where Â denotes a random matrix with the same distri-
bution as any of the matrices Âi. Now the Eq. (3) implies
that growth rate of any component of the mean vector
field 〈H〉 is given by the leading eigenvalue of the mean

matrix exponential 〈exp(Âτ)〉.
Now we recall the definition of growth rates γp for the

higher statistical moment of a vector field:

γp = lim
n→∞

1

2pnτ
ln〈‖H(nτ)‖p〉 . (4)

Here an integer p denotes the order of the statistical mo-
ment and τ is the renewal time (which is twice the mem-
ory time). Growth rate of the mean energy therefore
corresponds to p = 2.

In order to obtain growth rate of higher statistical mo-
ments of the vector field, e.g. of the second moment
〈‖H‖2〉, it is desired to have a differential equation for
‖H‖2. In some exceptional cases (e.g. if the distribu-
tion of matrices Ai is isotropic) one can omit this step as
we discuss in Appendix A. However, in any case such a
deviation from the isotropic one makes the method inap-
plicable.

An equation for ‖H‖2 (as well as for higher mo-
ments after appropriate modification) can be obtained
as follows. Consider a quantity with double index
given by Zij = HiHj and arrange the vector Z =
(Z11, Z12, ..., Zkk)T of length k2. Now applying the Leib-
niz’s rule for calculating ∂Zij/∂t = ∂(HiHj)/∂t and
Eq. (1), we obtain an equation for Z:

dZ

dt
= A(t)Z . (5)

Here A(t) is a k2 × k2 matrix and its elements can be
easily expressed in terms of the matrix A(t) as follows:

Ak(i−1)+j,k(l−1)+m = Ailδjm +Ajmδil . (6)

We refer to the Eq. (5) as the extended equation and use

calligraphic script (e.g. A, Â) to denote the associated
matrices and naturally name them as the extended ma-
trices. Obviously, Eq. (6) holds also for matrices with
a hat symbol (i.e. realization of the process on a spe-
cific renovation interval). Repeating arguments used in
Eq. (2) and (3) we obtain that the growth rate of the
mean vector 〈Z〉 is defined by the leading eigenvalue of

the mean matrix exponential 〈exp(Âτ)〉. It remains to
note that all of 〈H2

i 〉 are within the components of the
vector 〈Z〉, thus the growth rate of 〈Z〉 gives the growth
rate of 〈‖H‖2〉.

An exact relation between leading eigenvalue (denoted

λ) of the mean matrix exponential 〈exp(Âτ)〉 and γ2 can
be derived as follows. By definition of γ2, it follows that
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〈‖H‖2〉 grows as exp(4γ2nτ) for large n. At the same
time, each H2

i = Zii grows as λn for large n. It follows
that γ2 = (1/4τ) lnλ.

Now we summarize the steps for calculation of the
growth rate γ2 in the context of the renovation model:

1. Proceed from the initial Eq. (1) to the extended
Eq. (5);

2. Find the leading eigenvalue λ of the mean matrix
exponential 〈exp(Âτ)〉;

3. Finally γ2 = (1/4τ) lnλ.

The described method for computation of the growth
rate of the second moment can be naturally extended
to higher-order moments. E.g. for the moment of or-
der 3 one has to consider quantities with a triple index
Zijl = HiHjHl. This idea is quite standard in the turbu-
lence studies and was exploited in particular by Kazant-
sev [8]. Another point is that the method does not re-

quire a particular distribution for matrices Âi (e.g. an
isotropic one). Thus it can be applied in the anisotropic
case as well.

The most challenging step in the above algorithm is
averaging of the matrix exponential. It can be computed
explicitly in rare cases only. In practical cases, one has
to consider τ as a small parameter and approximate the
matrix exponential with the Taylor series. Below we elab-
orate it in a greater details.

Suppose the matrix Â has a multivariate Gaussian dis-
tribution with zero mean and some covariance matrix B
of size k2 × k2 defined as follows:

Bk(i−1)+j,k(l−1)+m = 〈ÂijÂlm〉 . (7)

This assumption has two reasons. First, it is common
to define statistical properties of a random flow via the
correlation tensor. Thus it is convenient to suppose the
Gaussian distribution which is completely defined by this
tensor. Second, for numerical experiments it is also con-
venient to simulate Gaussian distribution given the cor-
relation tensor.

Once the distribution of matrix Â is specified, it is
also specified for the distribution of the extended matrix
Â according to Eq. (6). Now one can approximate the
mean matrix exponential as follows:

〈exp(Âτ)〉 = I + 〈Â〉τ +
1

2
〈Â

2
〉τ2 + ... (8)

In the Gaussian case, calculation of 〈Â
n
〉 for any n can

be performed as follows. The idea is to represent com-
ponents of the matrix Â (and, hence, of the matrix Â)
as a linear combination of independent standard random

normal variables. The benefit is that averaging Â
n

we
only need to count degrees and coefficients for these vari-
ables. This is a routine algorithmic procedure that can
be implemented in a computer program.

Here we recall a standard way to represent a multi-
variate Gaussian vector in terms of independent standard

random normal variables. Given a covariance matrix B
(with a full rank for simplicity) we decompose it into
a product B = LLT (e.g. using the the Cholesky de-
composition [9]). Now let η be a vector of independent
standard random normal variables (i.e. with a unit co-
variance matrix), then the vector Lη has the covariance

matrix B̂.
In the next sections we consider application of the

method to 2D and 3D induction equations and obtain
an approximation for growth rate γ2 assuming Gaussian
distribution for derivatives of the velocity field.

III. BASIC EQUATIONS

We start out from the induction equation that reads

∂H

∂t
+ (v∇H) = (H∇)v − η curl curlH , (9)

where H is magnetic field strength, v is velocity, η is
magnetic diffusivity considered as a space independent
scalar quantity. According to our aims we neglect the
the Ohmic losses and use Lagrangian approach to obtain
from Eq. (9)

dH

dt
= AH , (10)

where A is a matrix of derivatives of the velocity field, i.e.
Aij = ∂vi/∂xj and derivatives are taken at appropriate
points of a given Lagrangian trajectory.

We consider Âij as representative of random processes
with the renovations at time instants τ , 2τ , 3τ and so
on. Generalization based on more realistic models of the
memory decay is also possible. In particular, one can ad-
mit that Âij between the renovation times are random
processes with specific memory times τ∗ independent on
τ , as well as suggest that the renovation instants are ran-
dom and can be considered as a Poisson process [10].

Spatial structure of the random velocity field v will be
defined via the two-point correlation tensor Rij(x− y) =
〈vi(x)vj(y)〉. We also assume 〈v〉 = 0, however, non-
vanishing mean velocity can be included in consideration
as well following [11]. Further details depend on the par-
ticular form of the correlation tensor and are specific for
3D and 2D cases.

IV. THERE-DIMENSIONAL ISOTROPIC
MODEL

For statistically homogeneous and isotropic velocity
field Rij reads (e.g. [12], [13])

Rij(r) = f(r)δij +
r

2
f ′(r)

(
δij −

rirj
r2

)
+ γ(r)εijkrk ,

(11)
where r = x − y, r = ‖r‖ and f is the longitudinal
correlation function. It is common to consider the mirror-
symmetric model, which implies γ(r) = 0. Here we do
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not rely on this assumption but show that the term γ(r)
does not affect the correlation tensor of derivatives of the
velocity field v.

Following [14] we normalize (for small r) the correla-
tion function in a way that 〈vi(x)vi(y)〉 ∼ v2(1− (r/l)2),
where l defines the scale of random vortexes, v is the the
rms velocity of the flow. To be specific, we use below
f(r) = (v2/3) exp(−3r2/5l2). In other words, we do not
include the turbulent cascade in our model.

To obtain the correlation tensor of velocity derivatives
∂vi/∂xj we compute second order partial derivatives
∂2/∂xm∂yn of velocity field correlations 〈vi(x)vj(y)〉 =
Rij(r) and let r → 0. Using the notation introduced in
Eq. (7) we obtain after neglecting the scale factor v2/5l2,
the following the correlation matrix B:

B =



2 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1
0 4 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 4 0 0 0 −1 0 0
0 −1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0 4 0 −1 0
0 0 −1 0 0 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 4 0
−1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 2


. (12)

Computing B we note that γ(r) disappears in the cor-
relation tensor of velocity derivatives. Indeed, taking par-
tial derivatives we obtain

∂2

∂xm∂yn
εijkrkγ = εijk

∂

∂xm

(
−δknγ + rk

∂

∂yn
γ

)
=

= εijk

(
−δkn

∂

∂xm
γ + δkm

∂

∂yn
γ + rk

∂2

∂xm∂yn
γ

)
.

(13)

Bearing in mind that for any smooth function γ(r) first
derivatives ∂/∂xm and ∂/∂yn vanish at r = 0, we see
that γ vanishes in the correlations under discussion.

In other words, the mirror asymmetry does not con-
tribute to the evolution of the frozen-in magnetic field.
This conclusion looks quite unexpected because effects of
mirror asymmetry of the flow are known to play a crucial
role at the subsequent stages of the dynamo action [15].

An explicit form of the Gaussian matrix Â that corre-
sponds to the correlation matrix B is as follows:

Â =
v√
5l


√

2η1 2η2 2η3
−η2+

√
15η4

2
−η1+

√
3η5√

2
2η6

−η3+
√
15η7

2
−η6+

√
15η8

2
−η1−

√
3η5√

2

 . (14)

Here η1, ..., η8 are independent standard random normal
variables. Note that only 8 variables are required to de-
fine the matrix Â. Due to the incompressibility condition
i.e., divv = 0, the matrix B has an incomplete rank of 8.

Using Eq. (6) and (14) we completely specify the ex-

tended matrix Â. To estimate the leading eigenvalue of

the mean matrix exponential consider the following char-
acteristic equation

det(〈exp(Âτ)〉 − λI) = 0 . (15)

Approximating the matrix exponential with a Taylor se-

ries for small τ and taking into account that 〈Â
n
〉 = 0

for any odd n, we obtain

det

(
I(1− λ) +

1

2
〈Â

2
〉τ2 +

1

4!
〈Â

4
〉τ4 + ...

)
= 0 . (16)

At this point we recall that the matrix Â has the scale
factor v/l. Thus the Taylor series can be naturally writ-
ten in terms of the Strouhal number s = τv/l. Note
that canonically one denotes the Strouhal number as St,
in this work we use s to simplify analytical expressions.
Note also that the Strouhal number is often defined as
St−1. With the consideration of these remarks and by
solving the characteristic equation we obtain an O(s8)
approximation for eigenvalues:

λ1 = 1 + 2s2 +
9

10
s4 +

149

500
s6 +O(s8) ,

λ2,...,7 = 1− 2

5
s2 +

1

2
s4 − 187

7500
s6 +O(s8) ,

λ8, 9 = 1 +
1

15
s4 +

8

9000
s6 +O(s8) .

(17)

In order to obtain the growth rate γ2, one should take
the logarithm of the leading eigenvalue λ1 with a factor
1/4τ . This yields

γ2 =
1

2
s− 11

40
s3 +

1747

6000
s5 +O(s7) (18)

up to a scale factor of v/l. It is possible to get several
higher order approximations, however, we do not show
them due to large coefficients. Of course, we recover the
first-order estimation γ2 = 1/2[v/l] found in [14] (see
Appendix A for more details).

In Fig. 1 the above analytical result is compared with
numerical estimation of the matrix exponential and cor-
responding value of γ2 for various Strouhal numbers
s = τv/l. Specifically, for each s we generate 105 realiza-

tions of random matrices Â, evaluate matrix exponential
exp(Âτ) and obtain sample averaged matrix exponen-

tial 〈exp(Âτ)〉. Then we numerically derive the lead-

ing eigenvalue λ of 〈exp(Âτ)〉 and obtain γ2 = (1/4s)λ.
Fig. 1 shows that for small s (s < 0.6) analytical approx-
imation (18) and numerical estimation of γ2 are in good
agreement.

One can also note in Fig. 1 that two successive approx-
imations, O(s7) and O(s9), give opposite behaviour for
s→ +∞. This is due to the fact that the coefficients in
(18) have alternating signs.

V. TWO-DIMENSIONAL ISOTROPIC MODEL

Here we consider the 2D case that allows explicit cal-
culation of matrix exponents and a bit deeper analytical
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FIG. 1. Numerical and analytical approximation of γ2 for
small Strouhal numbers in the isotropic 3D flow model.

investigation. Correlation tensor for 2D isotropic flow
reads

Rij(r) = f(r)δij + rf ′(r)
(
δij −

rirj
r2

)
. (19)

Note that the mirror asymmetry effects can not be in-
cluded in this model because the definition of anti-
symmetric tensor εijk presumes 3D. Normalization con-
dition 〈vi(x)vi(y)〉 ∼ v2(1 − (r/l)2) implies f(r) =
(v2/2) exp(−r2/2l2). Thus a correlation matrix for
∂vi/∂xj is

B =
v2

2l2

 1 0 0 −1
0 3 −1 0
0 −1 3 0
−1 0 0 1

 . (20)

Corresponding Gaussian matrix Â is

Â =
v

l

(
η1/
√

2
√

3η2/
√

2

−η2/
√

6 + 2η3/
√

3 −η1/
√

2

)
(21)

where η1, η2, η3 are independent standard random nor-
mal variables. Taking into account that Â11 = −Â22, the
extended matrix Â reads

Â =


2Â11 Â12 Â12 0

Â21 0 0 Â12

Â21 0 0 Â12

0 Â21 Â21 −2Â11

 . (22)

Matrix exponential Ê = exp Âτ can be computed ex-
plicitly. For simplicity, let τ = 1 and denote ϕ = det Â =

−Â2
11−Â12Â21. A straightforward calculation then yields

Ê11 = cos2
√
ϕ+

Â2
11

ϕ
sin2√ϕ+

Â11√
ϕ

sin 2
√
ϕ ,

Ê12 = Ê13 =
Â11Â12

ϕ
sin2√ϕ+

Â12

2
√
ϕ

sin 2
√
ϕ ,

Ê14 =
Â

2

12

ϕ
sin2√ϕ ,

Ê21 = Ê31 =
Â11Â21

ϕ
sin2√ϕ+

Â21

2
√
ϕ

sin 2
√
ϕ ,

Ê23 = Ê32 =
Â12Â21

ϕ
sin2√ϕ ,

Ê22 = Ê33 = 1 + Ê23 ,

Ê24 = Ê34 = − Â11Â12

ϕ
sin2√ϕ+

Â12

2
√
ϕ

sin 2
√
ϕ ,

Ê41 =
Â

2

21

ϕ
sin2√ϕ ,

Ê42 = Ê43 = − Â11Â21

ϕ
sin2√ϕ+

Â21

2
√
ϕ

sin 2
√
ϕ ,

Ê44 = cos2
√
ϕ+

Â2
11

ϕ
sin2√ϕ− Â11√

ϕ
sin 2
√
ϕ .

(23)

Averaging Ê and using symmetry of probability distri-
butions we obtain

〈Ê12〉 = 〈Ê13〉 = 〈Ê21〉 = 〈Ê31〉 =

= 〈Ê24〉 = 〈Ê34〉 = 〈Ê42〉 = 〈Ê43〉 = 0 .
(24)

In matrix terms, this means that only the following ma-
trix elements denoted by the star symbol can be nonzero:

〈Ê〉 =

∗ 0 0 ∗
0 ∗ ∗ 0
0 ∗ ∗ 0
∗ 0 0 ∗

 . (25)

In terms of the vector 〈Z〉, this means that we can sep-
arate a closed equation for the vector (〈Z11〉, 〈Z22〉) =
(〈H2

1 〉, 〈H2
2 〉). It remains to note that due to the symme-

try of probability distributions 〈(Â11/
√
ϕ) sin 2

√
ϕ〉 = 0

we obtain 〈Ê11〉 = 〈Ê44〉 as well as 〈Ê14〉 = 〈Ê41〉. Then,
denoting

λ = 〈Ê11 + Ê14〉 = 〈cos2
√
ϕ+

Â2
11 + Â2

12

ϕ
sin2√ϕ〉 , (26)

we arrive at a closed equation for magnetic energy

〈H2
1 +H2

2 〉((n+ 1)τ) = λ〈H2
1 +H2

2 〉(nτ) . (27)

An approximation of (26) for small s reads

λ = 1 + 2s2 +
2

3
s4 +

4

9
s6 +O(s8) . (28)
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Corresponding growth rate is (omitting scale factor v/l)

γ2 =
1

4τ
lnλ =

1

2
s− 1

3
s3 +

4

9
s5 +O(s7) . (29)

In Fig. 2 we compare the analytical and numerical ap-
proximation of γ2 for small Strouhal numbers s following
the scheme introduced in the 3D case.
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Analytical approximation O(s21)

FIG. 2. Numerical and analytical approximation of γ2 for
small Strouhal numbers in the isotropic 2D flow model.

We observe in Fig. 2 that the 2D model reproduces
the features of the 3D model noted in Fig. 1. Also in
agreement with 3D case, the coefficients in analytical ap-
proximation (29) have alternating signs.

VI. ANISOTROPIC FLOW

A. Three-dimensional axisymmetric model

In order to introduce some anisotropy in the model
we consider axisymmetric turbulence model developed by
Chandrasekhar [16]. In particular, we consider the first
axis as an axis of symmetry (or a preferred direction) and
a correlation tensor of the form

Rij = εjkm
∂qim
∂rk

, (30)

where qim is a skew axisymmetric tensor defined as

qim = rk(εimkQ1 + εi1k(δ1mQ2 + rmQ3)) . (31)

Due to the symmetry and zero divergence of the corre-
lation tensor, the functions Qi are not independent. In
particular,

Q3 =

(
∂

∂r1
− r1
r3

∂

∂r3

)
Q1 . (32)

This implies that only two functions, Q1 and Q2, should
be specified.

Of course, the isotropic case considered earlier in this
paper should be a special case of axisymmetric one. To
be specific, we follow the model proposed by Khavaran

[17] that allows such a generalization. In particular, we
assume

Q1 = −1

2
v21 exp

[
−3

5

(
r21
l21

+
r22 + r23
l22

)]
,

Q2 = −(v22 − v21) exp

[
−3

5

(
r21
l21

+
r22 + r23
l22

)]
.

(33)

Here v1 and l1 are mean velocity and length scale along
the first direction (which is the axis of symmetry), while
v2 and l2 are corresponding values in the orthogonal
plane. Let’s define u = v22/v

2
1 and L = l22/l

2
1 that can

be considered as the power and wavevector anisotropy.
Then

Q1 = −1

2
v21 exp

[
− 3

5l21

(
r21 +

r22 + r23
L

)]
,

Q2 = (1− u)v21 exp

[
− 3

5l21

(
r21 +

r22 + r23
L

)]
.

(34)

Note that u = L = 1 results in the isotropic model (19).

A correlation matrix for ∂vi/∂xj has the same struc-
ture (i.e. positions of nonzero elements) as matrix B in
the isotropic model (see Eq. (12)). Omitting a common
multiplier 3v21/5l

2
1, the nonzero elements are:

B11 = 2 ,

B22 = B33 =
4

L
,

B44 = B77 = 2u+ 4− 2

L
,

B55 = B99 =
2u

L
,

B66 = B88 =
2(3u− L)

L
,

B42 = B51 = B73 = B91 = −1 ,

B24 = B15 = B37 = B19 = −1 ,

B68 = B86 = B59 = B95 =
L− 2u

L
.

(35)

Note again that u = L = 1 results in the correlation
matrix (12). Also v2 = 3v21 and l2 = l21 in the isotropic
model.

A straightforward calculation shows that up to a
scale factor

√
3v1/
√

5l1, components of the corresponding
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Gaussian matrix Â are

Â11 =
√

2η1 ,

Â12 =
2√
L
η2 ,

Â13 =
2√
L
η3 ,

Â21 =
−
√
L

2
η2 +

√
2u+ 4− 2

L
− L

4
η4 ,

Â22 = − 1√
2
η1 +

√
4u− L

2L
η5 ,

Â23 =

√
2(3u− L)

L
η6 ,

Â31 =
−
√
L

2
η3 +

√
2u+ 4− 2

L
− L

4
η7 ,

Â32 =
L− 2u√

2L(3u− L)
η6 +

√
(8u− 3L)(4u− L)

2L(3u− L)
η8 ,

Â33 = − 1√
2
η1 −

√
4u− L

2L
η5 .

(36)

Note that it is not possible to have any arbitrary pos-
itive L and u as the arguments under the radical signs
should be real and positive. Considering the expressions
under the square roots in (36), we conclude that

2u+ 4− 2

L
− L

4
> 0 ,

4u− L > 0 ,

3u− L > 0 ,

8u− 3L > 0 .

(37)

The next step includes consideration of extended sys-
tem and computation of eigenvalues. After some alge-
bra we obtain O(s8, u2, L2) approximation of the leading
eigenvalue:

λ1 = 1 + 2

(
1 +

2ε

3

)
s2+

+
9

10

(
1 +

4ε

3

)
s4 +

149

500
(1 + 2ε) s6 ,

(38)

where ε = u− L, s =
√

3v1τ/l1. Note that the Strouhal
number s depends on v1 and quantities in (33) and (34)
are also normalized to v1. Thus the contribution of the
anisotropy parameters u and L and the rms velocity to
the growth rate are separated. Note also that for u = L
we obtain the same result as for u = L = 1 (isotropic
model). This looks reasonable because similar change of
velocity and length does not change the Strouhal number,
which is responsible for the growth rate.

Rewriting the eigenvalue (38) in terms of growth rate

we obtain:

γ2 =
1

2

(
1 +

2ε

3

)
s+

− 11

40

(
1 +

4ε

3

)
s3 +

1747

6000
(1 + 2ε) s5 .

(39)

To demonstrate (Fig. 3) the role of the anisotropy pa-
rameters we simulate 105 realizations of random matrix
Â for various u and L following (36), compute numeri-
cally the leading eigenvalue of the sample-averaged ex-
tended matrix 〈exp Âτ〉 and derive the corresponding
growth rate γ2. In these simulations the Strouhal num-
ber s remains fixed. We note in Fig. 3 that the growth
rate depends on the ratio u/L rather than on particular
values of u and L.

4 2 0 2 4
ln u

4

2

0

2

4

ln
L

11
.46

73.2
181.2

430.5
760.2

820.1
430.098

FIG. 3. Contour plot of the growth rate γ2 distribution in
the axisymmetric 3D flow model for fixed value s = 0.3 and
various anisotropy parameters u, L. Note the log scale of both
axes. Black dot corresponds to the isotropic case u = L = 1,
green dot corresponds to the case u = 1.4, L = 0.8 shown
in Fig. 4. Gray area shows forbidden u and L values for 3D
model. Red line corresponds to the first inequality in (37),
blue line corresponds to the last inequality in (37).

In contrast, in Fig. 4 we show results of similar nu-
merical simulation against analytical approximation of
the growth rate for various Strouhal numbers s and fixed
anisotropy parameters u and L. In particular, we com-
pare u = L = 1 (isotropic model) against the anisotripic
model with slightly perturbed values u and L. Similar
to the isotropic case, we conclude that the analytical ap-
proximation is accurate for small s (s < 0.6) only.
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s (Strouhal number)

0.0

0.2
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Numerical simulation u = 1.4, L = 0.8
Analytical approximation O(s7, u2, L2)
Numerical simulation u = L = 1
Analytical approximation O(s7)

FIG. 4. Growth rate for the isotropic 3D flow model u = L =
1 (black line) in comparison to the anisotropy case u = 1.4,
L = 0.8 (green line) for various Strouhal numbers s. Dashed
lines show corresponding analytical approximations. Vertical
line shows a case s = 0.3 given in Fig. 3.

B. Two-dimensional axisymmetric model

Now we consider a 2D space. Our goal is to define
a correlation tensor that could be compatible, at least
conceptually, with the 3D axisymmetric model of Chan-
drasekhar [16].

We start with R11 component. In 3D axisymmetric
case following (30) and (31) we have

R11 = −∂(r2Q1)

∂r2
− ∂(r3Q1)

∂r3
. (40)

It is natural to let

R11 = −∂(r2Q1)

∂r2
, (41)

in 2D case, where Q1, as in the case of (33), is given by

Q1 = −v21 exp

[
−1

2

(
r21
l21

+
r22
l22

)]
. (42)

Now the incompressibility condition reads

∂R11

∂r1
+
∂R21

∂r2
= 0 . (43)

This implies that

R21 = −
∫
∂R11

∂r1
dr2 . (44)

Taking into account (41) we obtain:

R21 =
∂(r2Q1)

∂r1
+ C(r1) . (45)

Due to the symmetry of correlation tensor, R21 = R12.
Note that in 3D case, according to (30) and (31), we

have

R21 = R12 = −∂(r2Q1)

∂r1
. (46)

Thus we assume C(r1) = 0 in 2D case.
In order to reconstruct the last component, R22, we

consider again the incompressibility condition:

∂R12

∂r1
+
∂R22

∂r2
= 0 . (47)

It implies that

R22 = −
∫
∂R12

∂r1
dr2 . (48)

Using (45) and (42) we obtain:

R22 =
l22
l21

(
r21
l21
− 1

)
Q1 + C̃(r1) . (49)

To specify the function C̃(r1) we note that R22(0) = v22 ,
while Q1(0) = −v21 . Thus we assume

C̃(r1) =

(
v22 − v21

l22
l21

)
exp

(
− r21

2l21

)
. (50)

The anisotropy parameters are again v22/v
2
1 = u and

l22/l
2
1 = L. A correlation matrix for ∂vi/∂xj is

B =
v21
l21

 1 0 0 −1
0 3

L −1 0
0 −1 u+ 2L 0
−1 0 0 1

 . (51)

In particular, isotropic case corresponds to u = L = 1,
v2 = 2v21 , l2 = l21 and the matrix B takes the form (20).

Gaussian matrix Â that corresponds to the correlation
matrix B consists of the following elements with common
multiplier v1/l1:

Â11 = −Â22 = η1 ,

Â12 =

√
3

L
η2 ,

Â21 = −
√
L

3
η2 +

√
3u+ 5L

3
η3 .

(52)

Note that in contrast to 3D case, all positive u and L are
possible.

Note that distributions of Â12 and Â21 become differ-
ent in contrast to the isotropic case. It implies 〈Ê14〉 6=
〈Ê41〉 and instead of (27) we obtain

λ1,2 = 〈Ê11〉 ±
√
〈Ê14〉〈Ê41〉 . (53)

Let u ∼ 1, L ∼ 1. We then obtain O(s8, u2, L2) ap-
proximation of the leading eigenvalue

λ1 = 1 + 2
(

1 +
ε

8

)
s2 +

2

3

(
1 +

ε

4

)
s4 +

4

9

(
1 +

3ε

8

)
s6 ,

(54)

where s =
√

2v1τ/l1, ε = u − L. Note again that the
Strouhal number s is normalized to v1 as well as Q1 that
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allows a separation of the anisotropy and the rms value
contributions.

Correspondingly, an O(s7, u2, L2) approximation of

the growth rate is (omitting a scale factor of
√

2v1/l1)

γ2 =
1

2

(
1 +

ε

8

)
s− 1

3

(
1 +

ε

4

)
s3+

4

9

(
1 +

3ε

8

)
s5 . (55)

Note that to a first approximation the anisotropy param-
eters u and L contribute to the expression obtained only
via the difference ε = u − L as we previously observed
in 3D model. Of course, (54) and then (55) can be ob-
tained as well from Taylor approximation of the matrix
exponential Ê = exp Âτ .

Fig. 5 shows a numerical estimation of the growth rate
according to (53). We find that plotting in log-log coor-
dinates, the growth rate depends only on the difference
of lnu− lnL, or, equivalently, on the ratio of anisotropy
parameters u/L. For u ∼ 1, L ∼ 1 the ratio is approxi-
mated by ε = u− L that is in agreement with (55).

4 2 0 2 4
ln u

4

2

0

2

4

ln
L

0.1
25

0.1
27

0.1
33 0.1

42

0.1
60

0.2
670.1

98

0.4
14

0.7
89

FIG. 5. Contour plot of the growth rate γ2 distribution in
the axisymmetric 2D flow model for fixed value s = 0.3 and
various anisotropy parameters u, L. Note the log scale of both
axes. Black dot corresponds to the isotropic case u = L = 1,
green dot corresponds to the case u = 1.4, L = 0.8 shown in
Fig. 6.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We presented the generic approach to calculation of
growth rate of higher statistical moments of a vector
field in the framework of the renovation model of ran-
dom flow. Then we applied this approach to investigate

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
s (Strouhal number)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

Gr
ow

th
 ra

te
 

2

Numerical simulation u = 1.4, L = 0.8
Analytical approximation O(s7, u2, L2)
Numerical simulation u = L = 1
Analytical approximation O(s7)

FIG. 6. Growth rate for the isotropic 2D flow model u = L =
1 (black line) in comparison to the asymmetric case u = 1.4,
L = 0.8 (green line) for various Strouhal numbers s. Dashed
lines show corresponding analytical approximations. Vertical
line shows a case s = 0.3 given in Fig. 5.

the magnetic energy growth rate in various models where
magnetic diffusion is neglected (in particular, at the ini-
tial stage of dynamo action).

Let us summarize the quantitative results and discuss
its limits of applicability. We demonstrated that ana-
lytical approximations of the growth rate γ2 are reason-
able for quite moderate Strouhal numbers only (up to
s = 0.6). For larger Strouhal numbers the analytical re-
sults deviate substantially from numerical ones and be-
come inapplicable. However, practically relevant range of
Strouhal numbers is rather uncertain and remains a mat-
ter of discussion. For example, some numerical experi-
ments give the Strouhal numbers of the order of 0.1 to 0.4
for stellar convection zones (see [18]). At the same time,
rough observational estimations from the solar granula-
tion give s ≈ 1 [19]. Even higher estimates were derived
from radio observations of particular star formation re-
gions (s−1 ≈ 0.3, [20]) and observations of plasma flows
in the solar corona (s−1 ≈ 0.2, [21]). Note the inverse
definition of the Strouhal number used is some papers.

Similar conclusions are obtained for the anisotropy
effects, investigated in the framework of the Chan-
drasekhar’s model of random flow with axisymmetric cor-
relations. As expected, the energy growth rate turns
out to depend on the details of anisotropic distribution.
However, the dependence obtained is not very dramatic
and extrapolation of isotropic results also gives at least
qualitative understanding of the situation. This looks
instructive for astrophysical applications. For example,
interstellar turbulence in discs of spiral galaxies might
be substantially anisotropic because the spatial scale of
random motions is only few times smaller than the galac-
tic disc thickness [22]. On the other hand, it would be
too ambitious to insist that we know fine details of this
anisotropy to use them in pragmatic dynamo models in
particular galaxies. Our result looks as a justification of
conventional usage of isotropic models in such cases.

We obtained two more or less unexpected results that
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can be summarized as follows.
Firstly, the growth rates obtained do not depend on

the mirror asymmetry of correlation tensor of turbulent
velocities, while the basic idea of most important dy-
namo models (solar, stellar, galactic dynamos) are based
on mirror asymmetry (e.g. [23]). It means that the ef-
fects of mirror asymmetry become important on later
stages of dynamo action only. Post factum, this sounds
reasonable. Indeed, mirror asymmetry becomes impor-
tant to avoid magnetic field cancellation of two oppo-
sitely directed parts of magnetic loop stretched by the
flow. It requires a weak however finite Ohmic losses and
can not be included in our consideration. Similar effects
are known for the illustrative example of dynamo action
in a stochastic flow in a Riemannian space [24].

Further the effects of mirror asymmetry are crucial for
large-scale magnetic field excitation, while we investigate
magnetic energy which can be presented as a small-scale
magnetic field only. Effects of mirror asymmetry also
present in small-scale dynamo but are much less crucial
in comparison to large-scale ones [25]. In any case, the
result obtained implies that the statement that dynamo
is a process in which the kinetic energy of the electrically
conductive fluid is transformed into magnetic energy re-
quires substantial clarification.

Secondly, the magnetic energy growth in 2D is quite
similar to that one in 3D. In contrast, the well-known
antidynamo theorem [26] claims that 2D dynamo is im-
possible. Again, Zeldovich antidynamo theorem assumes
small however finite Ohmic losses and is not relevant for
the dynamo stage under consideration. Nevertheless, for
this stage the exponential magnetic energy growth was
suspected in previous studies of turbulent dynamo [27]
and now we are able to demonstrate it quantitatively.

It should be also noted that Zeldovich antidynamo the-
orem supposes that the flow as well as magnetic field are
localized in space and have finite total energy, while we
consider spatially homogeneous situation. The difference
between these two statements of problem was investi-
gated in [28].

The presented results are applicable at the initial stage
of dynamo action only and do not allow a straightforward
extrapolation to the later stages of dynamo action. In
order to illustrate the specific conditions of the initial
stage consider the example given in [29].

A smooth velocity field v allows a linear approximation
nearby a given point. Consider as a particular example
the following velocity field:

vx = cx, vy = −cy, vz = 0 (56)

with c > 0 and seed magnetic field Hx = H0, Hy = Hz =
0. A straightforward calculation shows that Hx grows
with growth rate c. Note that this formal result also
does not contradict the antidynamo theorem [26]. The
formal reason is that in [26] the flow and seed magnetic
field have finite energy, while here both energies formally
diverge. Moreover, [26] assumes small but nonzero mag-
netic diffusivity that is neglected here.

Physically, the magnetic field growth obtained in the
above example can not continue infinitely. The point
is that magnetic loops of any real 2D magnetic field are
closed and somewhere there is an oppositely directed part
of the magnetic loop. Sooner or later this part will meet
the part under consideration and magnetic field cancel-
lation will stop the magnetic field growth. It is the most
important limitation for the first stage of dynamo.

At the later stages of dynamo action, however, other
fundamental effects become important and start to con-
tribute to magnetic field growth. For example, mirror
asymmetry of the flow helps to avoid magnetic field can-
cellation and allows mean magnetic field growth.

The above example demonstrates that straightforward
extrapolation of the results obtained under the specific
conditions of the initial stage to the later stages of dy-
namo action can be misleading.

One more limitation of the model is the consideration
of the Lagrangian approach only. Extrapolation of the
results to the Eulerian approach is not trivial and we
leave it outside the scope of this work. We refer to [30]
for more details.

Our feeling, however, is that the method of extended
matrices is a reasonable generalization of Kasantsev [8]
method for investigation of finite memory effects in tur-
bulent dynamos. In order to perform this generaliza-
tion one has to consider magnetic field transport for a
small yet finite magnetic diffusion, e.g. by considering
the random trajectories, which include Wiener diffusion
process added to the the conventional Lagrangian trajec-
tories following an approach elaborated in [30]. To reveal
a link between the finite- and short-correlated approach
we provide an Appendix B, where the limiting case is
considered.

Another possible application of the proposed approach
is the study of passive scalar transport in the linear ve-
locity field [31, 32].

Appendix A: Isotropic model

In this appendix we demonstrate that the method of
energy growth rate estimation, developed in [14] for the
isotropic model, results in the same estimates as we ob-
tain using the method of extended matrix. It should be
noted that once the isotropic condition is not satisfied,
the method proposed in [14] becomes inapplicable.

The isotropy assumption implies that the distribution
of exp(Âτ)w does not depend on the unit vector w. Then
the growth rate of the p-th statistical moment can be
expressed in a finite form ([14]):

γp =
1

2pτ
ln〈‖ exp(Âτ)w‖p〉 , (A1)

where w is an arbitrary unit vector. Let us demonstrate
that for small τ approximation of the matrix exponent
exp(Âτ) with a Taylor series leads to the same estimation
of γ2 as in the method of extended matrices.
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1. Growth rates for the isotropic 3D case

For small τ we obtain an approximation in terms of
the Strouhal number s = τv/l:

〈‖ exp(Âτ)w‖2〉 = 1+2s2+
9

10
s4+

149

500
s6+O(s8) . (A2)

The vector w can be eliminated from the right hand side
of the equation due to the rotation-invariant distribution
of matrix Â and as the vector w is a unit vector, we arrive
at (17).

2. Growth rates for the isotropic 2D case

More substantial simplifications can be obtained for
the 2D case, where the matrix exponential exp Â can be
obtained explicitly. Let again ϕ = −Â2

11 − Â12Â21 =

det Â (recall that Â11 = −Â22), then

exp Â =

(
cos
√
ϕ+ Â11√

ϕ sin
√
ϕ Â12√

ϕ sin
√
ϕ

Â21√
ϕ sin

√
ϕ cos

√
ϕ− Â11√

ϕ sin
√
ϕ

)
.

(A3)

By averaging ‖ exp Âw‖2 and noting the symme-

try of distributions of Âij , along with the facts that

〈(Â2
12/ϕ) sin2√ϕ〉 = 〈(Â2

21/ϕ) sin2√ϕ〉 and ‖w‖ = 1, we
obtain

λ = 〈‖ exp Âw‖2〉 = 〈cos2
√
ϕ+

Â2
11 + Â2

12

ϕ
sin2√ϕ〉 .

(A4)
This is the same result as in (26).

Appendix B: Short-correlated approximation

A natural comparison for the finite memory effects can
be done using the corresponding results for the short-
correlated (also known as delta-correlated) approxima-
tion that are summarized in this appendix. While expo-
nential growth of magnetic energy in 2D at the first stage
of dynamo action was already mentioned in [27], here we
obtain this result in a rather straightforward way. Of
course, magnetic energy decays at later stages of dynamo
action when Ohmic losses become important.

Consider the extended equation for Zij = HiHj . Vec-
tors Z(t + τ) and Z(t) are linked via the fundamental
matrix:

Z(t+ τ) = exp(Âτ)Z(t) = (I + Âτ +
1

2
Â

2
τ2 + ...)Z(t) .

(B1)
Rewriting and averaging we obtain:

〈Z〉(t+ τ)− 〈Z〉(t)
τ

=
1

2
〈Â

2
〉τ〈Z〉(t) + o(τ) . (B2)

Now we assume that τv/l has finite limit s as τ → 0,
while τkvk/lk → 0 for k > 1. In 2D case we obtain:

d

dt
〈Z〉 =

vs

2l

1 0 0 3
0 −1 −1 0
0 −1 −1 0
3 0 0 1

 〈Z〉 . (B3)

From Eq. (B3) we can separate a closed equation for the
first and the last components of the vector 〈Z〉. Denoting
H2 = (H2

1 , H
2
2 ) = (Z11, Z22) we obtain

d

dt
〈H2〉 =

vs

2l

(
1 3
3 1

)
〈H2〉 . (B4)

This results in the following equation for mean energy
〈‖H‖2〉:

d

dt
〈‖H‖2〉 =

2vs

l
〈‖H‖2〉 . (B5)

The (non-normalized) growth rate is obviously 2vs/l.
Similarly, in 3D case denoting H2 = (H2

1 , H
2
2 , H

2
3 ) we

obtain:

d

dt
〈H2〉 =

2vs

5l

1 2 2
2 1 2
2 2 1

 〈H2〉 . (B6)

As a consequence, mean energy 〈‖H‖2〉 follows the equa-
tion

d

dt
〈‖H‖2〉 =

2vs

l
〈‖H‖2〉 . (B7)

The non-normalized growth rate is obviously λ = 2vs/l.
Appropriate normalization for the second moment (the

factor 1/4) then results in the following normalized
growth rate (omitting v/l)

γ2 =
1

2
s , (B8)

which is exactly the same result as we got for finite τ .
Note that if we additionally assume τkvk/lk → sk for

e.g. k = 3 and 5, and τkvk/lk → 0 for k > 5, we obtain
instead of (B5) an extended equation given by

d

dt
〈‖H‖2〉 =

v

l

(
2s+

2

3
s3 +

4

9
s5
)
〈‖H‖2〉 , (B9)

which is analogous to (28). Now let’s assume τkvk/lk →
sk for all k. Also let’s rewrite λ(s) in (27) as λ(s) =
1 + ω(s) to obtain

d

dt
〈‖H‖2〉 =

v

l

ω(s)

s
〈‖H‖2〉 . (B10)

For comparison, an equation (27) implies

〈‖H‖2〉(t+ τ)− 〈‖H‖2〉(t)
τ

=
ω(vτ/l)

τ
〈‖H‖2〉(t) .

(B11)
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We find that (B10) is a limit of (B11) as τ → 0 if

lim
τ→0

ω(vτ/l)

vτ/l
=
ω(s)

s
. (B12)

Similarly, we find that the growth rate according to
(B10) (that is ω(s)/s[v/l]) is a limit of the the growth
rate according to (B11) (that is (1/τ) ln(1 +ω(vτ/l))) as
τ → 0 if

lim
τ→0

1

vτ/l
ln(1 + ω(vτ/l)) =

ω(s)

s
, (B13)

or, denoting δ = vτ/l, we obtain

lim
δ→s

1

δ
ln(1 + ω(δ)) =

ω(s)

s
. (B14)

In the axisymmetric 2D model for u ∼ 1, L ∼ 1 the
short-correlated approximation is

d

dt
〈H2〉 =

√
2v1s

2l1

(
1 u+ 2L

6− 3L 1

)
〈H2〉 . (B15)

Up to a scale factor of
√

2v1/l1, approximation of the

leading eigenvalue is

λ1 = 2s

(
1 +

u− L
8

)
+O(s3, u2, L2) . (B16)

Corresponding normalized growth rate is γ2 = (1/4)λ1.
In the axisymmetric 3D case we have

d

dt
〈H2〉 = α

 1 u+ L u+ L
4− 2L 1 + u− L 2 + 3(u− L)
4− 2L 2 + 3(u− L) 1 + u− L

 〈H2〉 ,

(B17)

where α = 2
√

3v1s/5l1.

Up to a scale factor of
√

3v1/l1, approximation of the
leading eigenvalue is given by

λ1 = 2s

(
1 +

2(u− L)

3

)
+O(s3, u2, L2) . (B18)

and the corresponding normalized growth rate is given
by γ2 = (1/4)λ1.
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