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Abstract 
The Taylor microscale is a fundamental length scale in turbulent fluids, representing the end of 

fluid properties and onset of dissipative processes. The Taylor microscale can also be used to 

evaluate the Reynolds number in classical turbulence theory. Although the solar wind is weakly 

collisional, it approximately behaves as a magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) fluid at scales larger than 

the kinetic scale. As a result, classical fluid turbulence theory and formalisms are often used to 

study turbulence in the MHD range. Therefore, a Taylor microscale can be used to estimate an 

effective Reynolds number in the solar wind. NASA’s Parker Solar Probe (PSP) has reached 

progressively closer to the Sun than any other spacecraft before. The collected data have revealed 

many new findings in the near-Sun solar wind. Here, we use the PSP data to estimate the Taylor 

microscale and effective Reynolds number near the Sun. We find that the Taylor microscale and 

Reynolds number are small compared to the corresponding near-Earth values, indicating a solar 

wind that has been less processed by turbulence, with very small-scale dissipative processes near 

the Sun. 

 

1. Introduction
In a turbulent system, energy is distributed over a broad range of length scales. In the classical 

cascade scenario, the energy is transferred from large scales to small scales by non-linear processes 

(Kolmogorov 1941). Eventually this cascade reaches small scales where dissipative processes 

become dominant and dissipate the fluid motion to random individual particle motions or heat. 

This generic model holds in hydrodynamic turbulence and magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) 

turbulence for sufficiently turbulent systems. Broadband fluctuations are observed in solar wind 

measurements, such as the magnetic field, velocity, and density (Coleman 1968; Matthaeus & 

Goldstein 1982). Understanding the spatio-temporal structure of solar wind turbulence is important 

for modeling transport of electromagnetic energy, mass, and energetic particles (Breech et al. 

2008; Tessein et al. 2013 ; Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020c). Characteristic scales such as the Taylor 

microscale and correlation scale provide a foundation for this understanding by quantifying the 

turbulence in the system. 

   

The correlation scale represents the characteristic size of the largest eddies in a turbulent system. 

The Taylor microscale represents the length of the smallest structures which are dominated by 

non-linear dynamics rather than dissipative forces and defines the lower boundary of the inertial 

range (Frisch 1995). The correlation length and Taylor scale can be used to evaluate the Reynolds 

number, which measures the level of turbulence. A large Reynolds number indicates that the 

strength of the non-linear processes is much greater than the strength of the dissipative processes 

at large scales. Taylor microscale has been long studied in hydrodynamic simulations and 

laboratory fluids (e.g., Pearson et al. 2002, 2004). However, in contrast to other characteristic 

length scales, Taylor microscale has been rarely explored in space plasma turbulence, mostly due 

to instrumental limitations. Taylor microscale measurements require high-resolution data, which 

are often infeasible. In contrast, the correlation scale is easily calculated from low-resolution data, 
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allowing for strict upper limits on the size of eddies in the inertial range. The first measurement of 

Taylor scale and effective Reynolds number in the solar wind came from a study by Matthaeus et 

al. 2005. Subsequently, a series of works (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020b; Chuychai et al. 2014; 

Gurgiolo et al. 2013; Matthaeus et al. 2008; Weygand et al. 2009, 2009, 2011) refined the 

methodology and reported measurements of Taylor microscale and Reynolds number in the solar 

wind and planetary magnetospheres. Recently, the Taylor microscale and Reynolds number have 

been measured in laboratory plasmas (Cartagena-Sanchez et al. 2022). The Taylor microscale, 

correlation scale, and Reynolds number depend on solar wind conditions (Zhou et al. 2020; Zhou 

& He 2021). Therefore, it is of interest to evaluate these quantities in the previously unexplored 

regions of the heliosphere near the Sun, where the solar wind originates. 

  

Launched on August 12, 2018, NASA’s Parker Solar Probe (PSP), even in its first orbit, reached 

closer to the Sun than any previous spacecraft (Fox et al. 2016). The initial orbits of PSP have 

already returned a treasure trove of scientific data revealing new insights into the nature of solar 

wind close to the Sun (e.g., Bale et al. 2019; Kasper et al. 2019; McComas et al. 2019). 

Nevertheless, quantitative measurement of Taylor scale and Reynolds number near the Sun from 

PSP data have not yet been yet reported (although see Cuesta et al. 2022). In this paper, we use the 

high-resolution magnetic field data from PSP to evaluate single-spacecraft measurements of 

Taylor scale in the solar wind close to the Sun. The quantitative estimation of Taylor microscale, 

in turn, permits an evaluation of an effective magnetic Reynolds number under the assumption of 

a standard resistive or Ohmic dissipation function. 

 

2. Theory and Technique 
Both Taylor microscale and correlation scale are related to the two-point correlation function, here 

defined for magnetic field, as 

𝑅(𝜏) = ⟨𝒃(𝑡) ⋅ 𝒃(𝑡 + 𝜏)⟩𝑇,    (1) 

 

where, b is the fluctuating magnetic field, and ⟨… ⟩𝑇 is a time average over the total time span of 

the data. Using Taylor’s frozen-in hypothesis (𝑟 = 𝑉SW 𝜏), the temporal correlation function 

(𝑅(𝜏)) can be converted to a spatial correlation function (𝑅(𝑟) = ⟨ 𝒃(𝒙) ⋅ 𝒃(𝒙 + 𝒓)⟩). The 

correlation function at zero lag (𝜏 = 0) is the variance (𝑅(0) = ⟨𝑏2⟩), and we normalize the 

correlation function by the variance. 

  

The Taylor microscale (Eq. (2)) is the measure of the curvature of the correlation function (𝑅(𝑟)) 

at zero separation. 

 

𝜆𝑇 = √− 
𝑅(0)

𝑅′′(0)
  .  (2) 

  

For statistically homogeneous systems, R(r) = R(-r). Therefore, for small length scales r, the 

correlation function (Eq. (1)) can be expanded in Taylor series near the origin as 

 

𝑅(𝑟) = 1 −
𝑟2

2𝜆𝑇
2 + ⋯,   (3) 

 

where we have assumed isotropy and the higher order terms are ignored.   
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The correlation length (λC) is related to the characteristic size of the energy-containing eddies in a 

turbulent system (Pope 2000). Here, we compute λC from the two-point correlation function (Eq. 

(1)). We use the standard Blackman-Tukey method (Blackman & Tukey 1958; Matthaeus & 

Goldstein 1982), with subtraction of the local mean, to evaluate the correlation function from Eq. 

(1). We employ the “1/e” definition (e.g., Matthaeus & Goldstein 1982, Smith et al. 2001), namely 

 

𝑅(𝜆𝐶) =
𝑅(0)

𝑒
 .   (4) 

 

The classical Reynolds number in a turbulent fluid is defined as   

 

𝑅𝑒 =
𝑣rms 𝜆𝐶

𝜈
 ,               (5) 

 

where 𝑣rms is the root-mean square velocity fluctuation and 𝜈 is the fluid viscosity. Eq. (5) can be 

reformulated as 

 

 𝑅𝑒 = (
𝜆𝐶

𝜂
)

4/3
,  (6)  

where 𝜂 = (
𝜈3

𝜖
)

1/4

is the Kolmogorov length scale, which represents the “dissipation scale” where 

structures are critically damped, so that non-linear dynamics are negligible and dissipative 

processes are dominant. Here 𝜖 is the average rate of dissipation. In the solar wind, however, the 

viscosity 𝜈 cannot be determined because the solar wind plasma is very weakly-collisional. Some 

studies have attempted to estimate an effective Reynolds number by evaluating Eq. (6) with 

replacing 𝜂 by the ion-kinetic scales such as the ion-inertial length (di) or the ion gyro radius (𝜌𝑖) 

(Parashar et al. 2015, 2019). However, in the solar wind all of the energy is not dissipated at the 

ion scales (Alexandrova et al. 2009; Sahraoui et al. 2009) and this assumption may not always be 

accurate. Therefore, we resort to another indirect of way of estimating the Reynolds number. From 

hydrodynamic turbulence theory (Batchelor 1953; Tennekes & Lumley 1972), we can calculate an 

effective Reynolds number from the measured correlation scale (𝜆𝐶) and Taylor microscale (𝜆𝑇). 

 

𝑅𝑒 = (
𝜆𝐶

𝜆𝑇
)

2
.  (7) 

 

This method of estimating the Reynolds number bypasses the need to identify any specific 

dissipation scale, and therefore, is more generally applicable.  

 

We note that the above formulae are derived from classical hydrodynamic theory but can be 

applied to a MHD fluid under the assumption of isotropy. The solar wind plasma is weakly 

collisional, but many MHD properties are observed at large length scales (e.g., Matthaeus & 

Goldstein 1982; Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2007). Therefore, often MHD theories and formalisms are 

applied to characterize solar wind fluctuations. 

  

3. PSP Data 
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To compute the Taylor microscale, correlation length, and effective Reynolds number we use the 

SCaM data product of the FIELDS suite (Bale et al. 2016, 2019), which merges Fluxgate 

magnetometer (MAG) and search-coil magnetometer (SCM) measurements (Bowen et al. 2020). 

The SCaM dataset sufficiently resolves the ion-kinetic range well above the noise floor (signal-to-

noise ratio > 5) (Huang et al. 2021). Due to a SCM anomaly in 2019 March, the full three-

dimensional SCaM data are available only for part of the first solar encounter by PSP and are 

unavailable for all subsequent encounters. Therefore, our analysis is limited to 2018 November 4 

and November 7 for a total of about two days and 10 hours (≈ 58.5 hours) of data. We divide the 

data in this interval into 15-minute subintervals and calculate the Taylor microscale and Reynolds 

number in each of them. Radial distance from the Sun varies from a maximum of 38.03 solar radii 

(Rs) to a minimum of 35.7 Rs during the data collection period, with an average of 36.3 Rs. 

 

We obtain bulk plasma properties, including proton density (np) and velocity from the Solar Probe 

Cup (SPC) data in the SWEAP instrument suite (Case et al. 2020, 20; Kasper et al. 2016, 2019). 

The SPC plasma moments are averaged in every 15-min interval. We use the average plasma 

measurements to compute plasma variables, such as the Alfvén speed (𝑉𝐴 = |𝑩|/√𝜇o𝑚p𝑛p) for 

each interval. The ratio of average solar wind speed (VSW) to the average Alfvén speed (VA) 

remains greater than 2 for all the cases, so Taylor’s frozen-in approximation (Taylor 1938) is 

roughly valid. 

 

We note here that Eqs. (1)-(7) can be evaluated using velocity field or Elsasser field as well, and 

indeed such calculations using electron velocities have been conducted in the near-earth solar wind 

(Gurgiolo et al. 2013b). However, the PSP proton velocity field data are mostly low resolution, 

reaching the end of the inertial range (e.g., Chen et al. 2020). Even when higher resolution velocity 

data are available, the high-frequency part is likely affected by noise (Vech et al. 2020). Therefore, 

we refrain from using the velocity field and rely solely on the high cadence magnetic field data. 

 

4. Results 
For every 15-minute period we first calculate the magnetic correlation function from the PSP 

SCaM data. As an example, Fig. 1 shows the magnetic field, proton velocity, and the proton density 

data in a sub-interval covering the 15-minute period from 11:14:59 UTC to 11:29:59 UTC on 2018 

November 6. The magnetic field and proton velocity are shown in the RTN coordinate system 

(Franz & Harper 2002). The R (radial) axis is defined by the radial vector from the Sun to the 

spacecraft, directed radially away from the Sun; the T (tangential) axis is in the direction of the 

cross product of the Sun’s spin vector and the R axis, and the N (normal) axis completes the right-

handed coordinate set, taken largely from Zieger et al. 2009. 
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Figure 1: Overview of the PSP data in the 15-minute interval between 11:14:59 UTC and 11:29:59 

UTC on 2018 November 6. The data are from the FIELDS and SWEAP instrument suites onboard 

the PSP spacecraft. The panels (from top to bottom) plot the magnetic field components in RTN 

coordinate, the proton velocity in RTN coordinates, and the proton number density. 

 

In Fig. 2 we show the correlation function (R(r)), computed from the magnetic field data in this 

15-minute period on 2018 November 6. The average bulk speed in this interval is VSW = 345 km/s, 

and we use this value to convert temporal scales to spatial lags. From Eq. (3), we can estimate the 

Taylor microscale by fitting the correlation function R(r) to a parabola (𝑅 = 1 − 𝑟2/2𝜆𝑇
2  ) near 

the origin. Evidently, the quadratic approximation becomes more accurate as one asymptotically 

approaches smaller values of r, but the precision of the estimation increases with the maximum 

amount of lag r. Therefore, we estimate the Taylor microscale following the methods of Chuychai 

et al. (2014), which enable accurate and precise estimation. The technique can be summarized in 

the following way: The magnetic-field correlation function is computed for each 15-min interval. 

The Taylor scale is then estimated using a series of maximum lag approximations ranging from a 

minimum lag of 3 data points to a maximum lag of 20. Then, we fit a straight line to these estimated 

values of the Taylor scale as a function of maximum lag, and the intercept at lag = 0 is taken as 

the final estimated value of the Taylor microscale. The error is the standard deviation given by the 

fit. 
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Figure 2: One example of magnetic correlation function from PSP data (blue dots) during the time 

interval from 11:14:59 UTC to 11:29:59 UTC on 2018 November 6. The exponential fit (gray, 

dashed line) is used to estimate the correlation length, and a parabolic fit near the origin (red, 

continuous line) is used to estimate Taylor scale. Inset: Computed correlation function, exponential 

fit, and parabolic fits for small length scales. 

 

We show the PSP data-based evaluation of the correlation function using blue dots in Fig. 2. The 

quadratic fit at the origin, following the methods of Chuychai et al. (2014), is shown by the red 

curve in the enlarged inset. The quadratic curve only fits the points near the origin and begins to 

deviate at larger spatial scales (see Eq. 3). The resulting Taylor microscale value is 𝜆𝑇 = 150 ± 2 

km, where the uncertainty is the standard deviation given by the fit. We repeat the same procedure 

for all 15-minute intervals. The resulting Taylor scale values along with their respective 

uncertainties are shown in Fig. 3. The black horizontal line is the average, and the shaded region 

represents one standard deviation spread. 

 

 
Figure 3: Calculated Taylor microscale for the PSP intervals in the first encounter. The average 

and standard deviation are shown by the black horizontal line and the shaded region. 

 

From Fig. 2, at large spatial scales the correlation function exhibits an approximate exponential 

behavior, and an exponential fitting (see Eq. (4)) provides a reasonable estimate of the correlation 

length (Smith et al. 2001). Here, the estimated value of correlation length is 𝜆𝐶 = 5231 ± 7 km, 

consistent with previous reports (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2020; Parashar et al. 

2020, Cuesta et al. 2022). The error is estimated by the standard deviation between the fit and the 
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computed correlation function points. Like the Taylor microscale, we calculate the correlation 

length for every fifteen-minute interval. The correlation length estimates are plotted in Fig. 4. 

 

 
Figure 4: Correlation length estimates for the PSP first encounter. The error bars are smaller than 

the symbols, and therefore, cannot be seen here. The average and standard deviation are shown by 

the horizontal line and the shaded region. 

 

To visualize the Taylor microscale and correlation length, we compute the turbulent power 

spectrum from the magnetic field data in the 15-minute period sampled in Figs. 1 and 2. Fig. 5 

plots the magnetic-field power spectrum with the estimated Taylor microscale and correlation 

scale shown. We also show the ion-inertial length in the same figure.  

 
Figure 5: Magnetic power spectrum for the 15-min PSP data collected during 11:14:59 UTC to 

11:29:59 UTC on 2018 November 6. Both frequency (f) and Taylor-shifted wavenumber (𝑘 =
2 𝜋𝑓/𝑉SW) axes are shown. A Kolmogorov scaling (~ k-5/3) is shown for reference. Three 

characteristic length scales – the correlation scale (λC), Taylor microscale (λT), and ion-inertial 

length (di), are shown using vertical lines. 

 

From Fig. 5, the Kolmogorov scaling holds roughly within the range between the correlation scale 

and the Taylor microscale, indicating an inertial range here. Further, the “break” or “knee” in the 

spectrum is in an intermediatory position between the Taylor microscale and the ion-inertial 

length, as is expected from hydrodynamic turbulence (Matthaeus et al. 2008). 
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Equation (7) produces the Reynolds number from the ratio of the correlation and Taylor scales. 

We find the uncertainty in the Re-values by propagating forward the uncertainties from the Taylor 

and correlation scales estimates. For example, the data of Figs. 1 and 2 give a Reynolds number 

of 1211 ± 32. We show the Reynolds number estimates for all the samples in Fig. 6. There appears 

a very weak time variation with early and late intervals having generally lower Reynolds numbers 

than the central intervals. This may be related to the increase of Re-values at smaller distances. 

Nevertheless, since the radial distance variation is small here, we do not explore dependence on 

radial distance here. 

 

 
Figure 6: Estimated Reynolds number (in logarithmic scale) values. Note that we have taken the 

mean and standard deviation of the logarithm of Re-values because the Reynolds number values 

are widely distributed. 

 

The Reynolds number values are distributed over a wide range, covering more than 3 orders of 

magnitude, and the logarithm of the Re-values produced a more Gaussian distribution. Therefore, 

following Ranquist 2020, we report the statistics on the logarithm and then convert back to the 

parameter (e.g., the logarithmic average of the Re-values is 4.09, which we convert to 104.09 = 

12241). The average value and standard deviation obtained in this way are 𝑅𝑒 = 104.09 ± 0.52 =
12241−8526

+27570, as shown in Fig. 6. 

 

Figure 7 shows the distributions of the evaluated Taylor microscales, correlation lengths, and 

Reynolds numbers from all the data in the 58.5-hour period. As before, the Reynolds number 

distribution is shown and the statistics are performed in logarithmic scale, while the other two use 

a linear scale. 
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Figure 7: Distribution of (from left to right) Taylor scale, correlation length, and effective 

Reynolds number from PSP data. In each plot, the red vertical line shows the average value. The 

average value, median, and standard deviation are noted on each plot. Values to the right of a colon 

are the equivalent median, average, and standard deviation without a logarithm. Note that the 

Reynolds number histogram is plotted on a logarithmic scale in the x-axis while those for the 

correlation length and Taylor microscale are plotted on linear scales. 

 

The Taylor microscale can also be used to estimate an effective viscosity/resistivity (or turbulent 

viscosity/resistivity), using the hydrodynamic turbulence formula  

 

𝜈 =
𝜖

2𝐸

𝜆𝑇
2

3
 

where, we recall that 𝜖 is the average rate of dissipation. E is the fluctuation energy per unit mass. 

Using the Politano-Pouquet third-order law , the cascade rate in PSP first encounter was estimated 

as ~105 W/kg (Andrés et al. 2021a, 2021b; Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020a; Hernández et al. 2021). 

Including the average Taylor microscale value of 180 km and 2𝐸 = ⟨ |𝒃|2⟩ ~ 104 km2/s2, we obtain 

𝜈 ~ 100 km2s-1. This value is similar to the near-Earth estimates of solar wind viscosity 

(Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020b; Verma 1996; Verma et al. 1995), suggesting that the effective 

viscosity of the solar wind does not change very much on its journey from ~36 Rs outwards. 

 

5. Discussion and Summary
In this paper we calculate an average Taylor scale value of ≈ 180 km for the “young” solar wind 

at a heliocentric distance of ≈ 0.17 au (36 RS) from PSP data. From the same data set, the average 

correlation length is found approximately ≈ 21000 km, which is close to those reported in previous 

studies using PSP data (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2020a; Chen et al. 2020; Parashar et al. 2020).  Using 

the estimated Taylor scale and correlation length, we calculate the effective magnetic Reynolds 

number with average value of ≈ 12000. As far as we are aware, this is the first estimation of the 

Taylor microscale from solar wind data collected near the Sun. 

 

The value of Taylor scale we obtained from the PSP data in the first solar encounter is much 

smaller than the previously reported value of ~ 2500 km at 1 AU (e.g., Weygand et al. 2011). This 

indicates that the onset of dissipative processes occurs at smaller scales in the near-Sun solar wind 

compared to that near Earth.  

 

The Reynolds number values are also much smaller than the earlier published near-Earth value of 

~ 230000 (e.g., Matthaeus et al. 2005). In fact, they are considerably smaller than even Helios 1 

estimates of Re-values of ~ 106 at ≈ 0.3 au (Cuesta et al. 2022). Extrapolating from Helios 1 and 

Voyager data, one would expect Reynolds number to increase as the instrument approaches the 

Sun (Cuesta et al. 2022). The Reynolds number instead drops sharply, indicating a transition point 

between ~0.17 au and ~0.3 au where the turbulence rapidly evolves. Our Reynolds number 

estimates are close to the ones reported recently by Cuesta et al. 2022, who used a different 

formalism independent of the Taylor microscale (see Eq. 6 and the text below it) to calculate the 

Re-values for PSP encounters 1-3. The abrupt decrease in Reynolds number close to the Sun is 

possibly related to the “aging” of the turbulence (Matthaeus et al. 1998; Ruiz et al. 2011), and may 

support the driving of turbulence by shear in the region right above the Alfvén zone 

(Bandyopadhyay & McComas 2021; Ruffolo et al. 2020). However,  Ruiz et al. 2011 also showed 
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that correlation scales measured parallel to the mean magnetic field are systematically smaller than 

those measured perpendicular to the mean magnetic field and that this difference grows stronger 

closer to the Sun. Since most PSP measurements of correlation scale are parallel to the mean 

magnetic field, the small correlation scale (and therefore Reynolds number) may be in part due to 

this systematic selection effect.  

 

Finally, we note that although the obtained values of the Taylor microscale and Reynolds number 

are much smaller than those in the near-Earth solar wind, the estimated viscosity values are 

comparable. This result indicates that the evolving solar wind possibly maintains a fairly constant 

effective viscosity. Global solar wind models and space weather predicting models would benefit 

from these observations.  
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