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Understanding the origin and structure of mean magnetic fields in astrophysical conditions is a
major challenge. Shear flows often coexist in such astrophysical conditions and the role of flow shear
on dynamo mechanism is only beginning to be investigated. Here, we present a direct numerical
simulation (DNS) study of the effect of flow shear on dynamo instability for a variety of base flows
with controllable mirror symmetry (i.e, fluid helicity). Our observations suggest that for helical
base flow, the effect of shear is to suppress the small scale dynamo (SSD) action, i.e, shear helps
the large scale magnetic field to manifest itself by suppressing SSD action. For non-helical base
flows, flow shear has the opposite effect of amplifying the small-scale dynamo action. The magnetic
energy growth rate (γ) for non-helical base flows are found to follow an algebraic nature of the form,

γ = −aS+ bS
2
3 , where a, b > 0 are real constants and S is the shear flow strength and γ is found to

be independent of scale of flow shear. Studies with different shear profiles and shear scale lengths
for non-helical base flows have been performed to test the universality of our finding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Predicting the generation of multi-scale magnetic
fields, in many astrophysical bodies, has been a long-
standing theoretical question in astrophysical plasmas.
Different theories have been proposed to account for the
origin of these multi-scale magnetic fields. For example,
invoking magnetic induction due to the motion of con-
ducting fluids,1,2 suggested these multi-scale magnetic
fields are generated via a hydromagnetic dynamo process
and maintained against resistive losses.

Depending on the length scales involved, dynamos may
be classified into two broad categories : Small Scale or
fluctuation Dynamo (SSD) and Large Scale or mean field
Dynamo (LSD). Unlike SSD, for LSDs a lack of reflec-
tional symmetry is widely believed to be a necessary
condition3. Depending on the time scales, dynamos may
also be categorized as Fast dynamos (growth rate remain
finite in the range Rm → ∞) and Slow dynamos (mag-
netic diffusion plays a significant role)3,4. Fast dynamos
are further classified into two sub-categories as, ‘quick’
dynamo and ‘pedestrian’ dynamo5. For a ‘quick’ dynamo
magnetic energy growth rate achieves its maximum value
quickly as a function of magnetic Reynolds number Rm,
where as for a ‘pedestrian’ dynamo the growth rate very
weakly depends on Rm

5. Depending on the feedback
strength of the magnetic field on to the flow field, dy-
namos are regarded as linear or non-linear. For example,
a linear dynamo is one in which the magnetic field dy-
namics does not “back react” with the velocity field and
the velocity field is either given or it obeys the Navier-
Stokes equation3. A nonlinear dynamo or self-consistent
dynamo is when the nonlinear effects start to change the
flow (once the magnetic field is large enough) to stop fur-
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ther magnetic field growth , that is, the flow and B-field
“back react” on each other, typically leading to nonlinear
saturation3.
SSDs may also be defined as systems which sustain

B-field fluctuations at scales smaller than the forcing
scale6–11. The fluctuating magnetic fields found in galax-
ies and clusters, as well as in the solar photosphere may
be regarded as due to SSDs. Oftentimes, the gener-
ated magnetic fields are also observed to be correlated
on scales larger than the driving scale, resulting in LSD
action3,12. For instance, the solar magnetic field pos-
sesses a large-scale dipole component which is mostly
aligned with the Sun’s rotation axis and a wave of mag-
netic activity that traverses from mid-latitudes to the
equator on an 11-year time scale is clearly visible in the
solar butterfly diagram13. Large-scale dynamo activity
can also be explained by the well-known α effect2,3,14,
provided the system has some mirror-symmetry break-
ing (i.e, when kinetic or fluid helicity is non-zero).
Not only by the nature of turbulence, but, dynamos are

also affected by factors such as density lamination (for
example, density variation along the direction of grav-
ity), rotation, kinetic helicity (mirror symmetry break-
ing), and flow shear. Out of these factors, flow shear is
ubiquitous in astrophysical systems - appearing in inter-
stellar medium, galaxies, accretion disks, and in liquid-
metal laboratory dynamo15 experiments. The paradigm
of investigation of the exponential growth of magnetic
field caused by the interaction of small-scale velocity fluc-
tuations and a large-scale velocity shear; is commonly
referred to as the “shear dynamo problem”. For exam-
ple, presence of a large-scale velocity shear, in associa-
tion with turbulent rotating convection (turbulent con-
vective motion under the influence of rotation), is seen
to actually increase the dynamo growth rate at larger
scales16–19. Furthermore, it is also found that a highly
helical flow pattern may only result in a SSD action when
the rotational convention is sufficiently strong20.
For conditions where rotational effects are negligible,
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an integro-differential equation has been proposed based
on a quasi-linear model to address the limit of weak con-
vective flow21,22. In order to further investigate the shear
dynamo problem, several other analytical frameworks
have been reported23–25. Along with these analytical at-
tempts, it has been reported, based on direct numerical
simulation that a driven small-scale, purely non-helical
turbulence enhances the exponential growth of large scale
magnetic energy in the presence of non-rotating linear
shear flows26–28. For example, it is found that27,28, the
LSD growth rate scales linearly with the S (where S is
the shear flow strength). On the other hand, using a
kinematic dynamo model, it has been shown that, unlike
a linear relationship, the dynamo growth rate scales as
S

2
3 29.

It is clear from the preceding discussion that theo-
retical and computational efforts are being put to un-
derstand the origin of large-scale dynamo action. Nu-
merical studies have also been carried out on the shear
dynamo action for large scale velocity shear and helical
forced turbulence30 and provide an effective explanation
for large-scale dynamo action using a propagating wave-
like dynamo solution30. The primary difficulty lies in
controlling the fluctuations on a small scale, as the small
scale magnetic fields are regarded to be harmful to the
dynamo action on a larger scale31. In the presence of
large-scale velocity shear and non-helical flows, recent
work provides an evidence of large-scale magnetic field
generation from small-scale dynamos31,32. This intrigu-
ing numerical observation has been explained using the
concept of “magnetic shear current effect”31–34. The gen-
eration of large-scale magnetic fields is the primary focus
of all of these studies.

An alternate school of thought for LSD is to decrease
the efficiency of small scales rather than trying to increase
the activity of large-scale dynamos35–37. Kinematic dy-
namo model has been used to examine shear dynamo
activity with superimposed large-scale shear flow and
small-scale helical base flow35,36. For the numerical ex-
periment, a well-known time-dependent 2.5-dimensional
GP flow38 has been considered. The presence of symme-
try along one spatial dimension in GP flow38 allows one
to effectively transform the three-dimensional (3D) kine-
matic dynamo problem into a two-dimensional (2D) one.
The results of numerical simulation led to the conclu-
sion that the interaction between large-scale shear flow
and small-scale helical flow does not boost the induc-
tion process. Instead, it slows down the small-scale dy-
namo growth rate, which in turn makes it possible for
the large-scale dynamo action to become apparent35–37.
This idea is sometimes referred to as the “suppression
principle”. In addition, propagating dynamo waves1 have
been observed, which is a hallmark of large-scale dynamo
activity35–37. By taking magnetic feed back into consid-
eration (non-linear dynamo action) this issue has been
revisited39–41.

Recently, the shear-dynamo activity in the non-helical
limit has been investigated numerically using both the

kinematic and self-consistent (with magnetic feed back)
dynamo models42. In addition to a linear shear, the
model also incorporates a random non-helical white-noise
as a body force. This model has also been used to
explain why existence of large-scale velocity shear is a
favourable condition for small-scale dynamos. The tur-
bulence caused by flow shear provides an explanation for
the enhancement of small-scale dynamo42.

In the context of shear dynamo problem, the effect of
flow shear on non-helical base flow is studies sparsely. In
this present work, we have investigated the shear dynamo
action using a kinematic dynamo model. In our model,
the velocity field is not simulated using the Navier-Stokes
equation; instead, it is given and remains unchanged
throughout the simulation. As a flow drive for our sim-
ulation, we have considered a recently reported three-
dimensional Yoshida-Morrison flow (or YM flow43 in
short). One of the interesting features of YM flow is that,
its mirror symmetry (kinetic helicity) can be controlled
by varying the magnitude of certain flow parameter44. In
the maximal helicity limit, YM flow resembles the well-
known Arnold-Beltrami-Childress (ABC) flow, while in
the non-helical limit, it is known as EPI2D flow43. The
ABC flow, but not the EPI2D flow, is a well-known can-
didate for fast dynamo action. Here, we investigate the
effect of flow shear on dynamo instability. For a heli-
cal base flow, such as ABC flow, the inductive process is
known to result in an exponential increase in magnetic
energy in the absence of shear flows. Our spectral anal-
ysis supports the notion that this dynamo operates on a
relatively small scales. We have also identified that, for
this helical base flow (ABC flow), the presence of flow
shear effectively suppresses small-scale dynamo activity
over a broad range of the magnetic Reynolds number
Rm. Several authors35–37 have reported this suppression
mechanism using a quasi-2D helical base flow (GP flow)38

with a large scale shear. Here, we have observed similar
suppression activity using a full 3D helical ABC flow.

The above said picture changes dramatically when
EPI2D flow is considered as the base flow. We find
that the EPI2D flow is unable to induce exponential am-
plification of magnetic energy in the absence of shear
flows. Interestingly, when the shear flow is considered,
the small scale EPI2D flow is found to generate expo-
nentially growing magnetic energy with time. In other
words, our numerical analysis suggests that, in the pres-
ence of shear flow, an otherwise non-dynamo producing
non-helical base flow (EPI2D flow) can effectively gener-
ate fast dynamo activity. We also observe, through nu-
merical simulation, that the strength of shear flows has a
significant impact on the amount of small-scale dynamo
activity. We have obtained a generalized algebraic (com-
bination of linear and non-linear) scaling, for the growth
rate of magnetic energy with shear flow strength S as
γ = −aS+bS

2
3 , where a and b are positive real constants.

It is observed that, our numerical finding of depending
of γ on S is in agreement with several earlier analytical
works29,45 while generalizing the same. The robustness
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of our numerical finding is tested using shear flows with
varying shear length scales, in addition, for a number of
different small-scale base flows. Accretion discs, galax-
ies, jets, stellar convective zones, and so on all include
hydrodynamic flows that are characterized by significant
flow shear, suggesting that the dynamo mechanisms un-
der consideration may play a key role in the creation of
magnetic fields in these astrophysical scenarios.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II
we present about the dynamic equations. Our numerical
solver and simulation details are described in Sec. III.
The initial conditions, parameter details are shown in
Sec. IV. Section V is dedicated to the simulation results
on induction dynamo action that we obtained from our
code and finally the summary and conclusions are listed
in Sec. VI.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

The governing equations to study kinematic fast dy-
namo action for the single fluid MHD plasma are as fol-
lows,

∂B⃗

∂t
+ ∇⃗ ·

(
u⃗⊗ B⃗ − B⃗ ⊗ u⃗

)
=

1

Rm
∇2B⃗ (1)

∇⃗ · B⃗ = 0 (2)

where, u⃗, B⃗ and Rm represent the velocity, magnetic
fields and magnetic Reynolds number respectively. The
magnetic Reynolds number (Rm) is defined as, Rm =
u0L
η , where η is magnetic diffusivity and u0 is a typical

velocity scale. Time is normalized to Alfven times (i.e,
time taken for an Alfven wave to traverse the simula-
tion domain) and length to a typical characteristic length
scale L (here it is the length of simulation domain). The
symbol “⊗” represents the dyadic between two vector
quantities.

For solving the above set of equations at high grid res-
olution, we have developed a suite of GPU codes namely
GMHD3D, which is briefly described in the following Sec-
tion.

III. SIMULATION DETAILS: GMHD3D SOLVER

In this Section, we discuss the details of the numer-
ical solver along with the benchmarking of the solver
carried out by us. In order to study the plasma dy-
namics governed by MHD equations described above, we
have recently upgraded an already existing well bench-
marked single GPU MHD solver46, developed in house
at Institute For Plasma Research to multi-node, multi-
card (multi-GPU) architecture for better performance47.
This newly upgraded GPU based magnetohydrodynamic
solver (GMHD3D) is now capable of handling very large
grid sizes. GMHD3D is a multi-node, multi-card, three
dimensional (3D), weakly compressible, pseudo-spectral,

visco-resistive solver47. This suite (GMHD3D) includes
both 2-dimensional and 3-dimensional HydroDynamic
(HD) and MagnetoHydrodynamic (MHD) solvers. It
uses pseudo-spectral technique to simulate the dynamics
of 3D magnetohydrodynamic plasma in a cartesian box
with periodic boundary condition. By this technique one
calculates the spatial derivative to evaluate non-linear
term in governing equations with a standard 2

3 de-aliasing

rule48. OpenACC FFT library (AccFFT library49) is
used to perform Fourier transform and Adams-bashforth
time solver, for time integration. For 3D iso-surface vi-
sualization, an open source Python based data converter
to VTK (Visualization Tool kit) by “PyEVTK”50 is de-
veloped, which converts ASCII data to VTK binary for-
mat. After dumping the state data files to VTK, an
open source visualization softwares, VisIt 3.1.251 and
Paraview52 is used to visualize the data. For this present
work, the new solver’s accuracy with the single GPU
solver has been cross-checked and it is verified that the
results match upto machine precision. Further, several
other benchmarking studies have been performed such
as, the 3D kinematic dynamo effect53–56, have been re-
produced with ABC flow at grid resolution 643. Details of
these are presented in Appendix A. As will be discussed
in the coming Section, numerical simulations reported
here are performed in 2563 grid size.
As discussed in the Introduction, to study the kine-

matic fast dynamo action, an accurate selection of
“drive” velocity field is crucial, which we discuss in the
Section to follow.

IV. INITIAL CONDITION

Recently Yoshida and Morrison43 (YM) proposed a
new intermediate class of flow, which may be regarded
as a topological bridge between quasi-2D and 3D flow
classes. The flow is formulated as follows:

u⃗b = u0αu⃗+ + u0βu⃗− (3)

with

u⃗+ =

Bsin(k0y)− Ccos(k0z)
0

Asin(k0x)

 (4)

and

u⃗− =

 0
Csin(k0z)−Acos(k0x)

−Bcos(k0y)

 (5)

so that,

ux = αu0[B sin(k0y)− C cos(k0z)]

uy = βu0[C sin(k0z)−A cos(k0x)]

uz = u0[αA sin(k0x)− βB cos(k0y)]

(6)

where k0, α, β, A, B and C are arbitrary real constants.
For the present study, we consider the value of u0, α, A,
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B and C to be unity. In the present work, we consider
Eq. 3 as our base flow u⃗b. The variation of β value in
YM flow leads to new classes of base flows.

For example, for β = 0, Yoshida et al.43 classify this
flow as EPI-2D flow which is given by :

ux = [sin(k0y)− cos(k0z)]

uy = 0

uz = [sin(k0x)]

(7)

This flow (i.e, Eq. 7) is dependent on all the 3 spatial co-
ordinates (i.e, x, y, z), whereas only two flow components
are nonzero. Thus EPI-2D flow is quasi-2D in nature.

As can be expected, for β = 1 Eq. 6 becomes the well
known Arnold–Beltrami–Childress flow [ABC] like flow,

ux = [sin(k0y)− cos(k0z)]

uy = [sin(k0z)− cos(k0x)]

uz = [sin(k0x)− cos(k0y)]

(8)

As β is varied from 0 to 1.0, a whole set of intermediate
class of flows emerge, such that a normalized fluid helicity
is exactly 0.0 for β = 0 and is maximum for β = 1.0 (i.e,
ABC-like flows)44. The variation of β value clearly leads
to two distinguishable class viz helical (β > 0) and non-
helical (β = 0) class of base flows44.

In the following, we begin our investigation by focusing
on the most well-known type of helical flow such as ABC-
like base flow with k0 = 8 and β = 1 (See Fig. 1a). In
order to investigate the role of shear flows in the context
of dynamo action, we introduce a periodic, large-scale
shear flow (Eq. 9) (See Fig. 1b) of the form

u⃗s = (0, S cos(ksx), 0) (9)

where S is shear flow strength and ks is the length scale
of shear flow such that ks < k0. Hence we refer to the
base flow i.e, the β = 1 ABC flow with mode number
k0 as small-scale flow and the flow with ks < k0 as large
scale shear flow.

A recent work44 has shown that a purely non-helical
quasi-2-dimensional EPI2D flow alone is incapable of pro-
ducing fast dynamo action due to insufficient stretching
capability. In the context of dynamo activity, it is inter-
esting to examine the effect of large-scale shear flows on
non-helical base flows i.e, EPI2D flow. Hence, we con-
sider a small scale (k0 = 8) EPI2D flow along with a
periodic large scale (ks = 1) shear flow (Eq. 9) as our
starting point (See Fig. 1c) to explore the shear dynamo
action. In order to examine the robustness of our numer-
ical findings, we have also considered a broken jet (two
jets with opposed directions i.e., broken jets whose width
is π

16 in a system of length 2π, placed alternately one af-

ter the other.) flow shear profile57–59 instead of a peri-
odic shear profile (ks → ∞) (See Fig. 1d) to investigate
the shear dynamo activity. Few additional studies with
smaller scales (k0 = 16) base flow have been performed

[Details of which are added in Supplementary informa-
tion].
An initial value problem involving the induction

equation for B⃗ is solved for the prescribed flows
u⃗ = u⃗b + u⃗s (See Eq. 3 & 9). We have considered a
random perturbation as a seed initial magnetic field for
our numerical experiments. We have also performed
numerical experiments with a periodic initial magnetic
field4 and a uniform magnetic field, and we find that the
characteristics of the dynamo are largely insensitive to
the initial conditions in both cases. For the rest of the
discussion, we present results from random perturbations
as initial magnetic field.

A. Parameter Details

We evolve the set of equations discussed in Section
II, for class of YM flow profile, in a triply periodic
box of length Lx = Ly = Lz = 2π with time steeping
(dt) = 10−4 and grid resolution 2563. We have also
conducted grid size and time step size scaling studies
(not shown) and find that values indicated above are
adequate. With these initial conditions and parameter
spaces we present our numerical simulation results.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The helical nature, chaotic property, and stretching
ability of the ABC-like flow are known to be the primary
causes for the generation of dynamo action44,53–56.
In this study, we use a kinematic dynamo model and

begin with a small scale (k0 = 8.0) ABC-like flow (or YM
flow with β = 1.0) to initiate our numerical experiment
(See Fig. 1a). We perform our numerical runs for a wide
range of magnetic Reynolds number Rm and compute
the growth rate (γ = d

dt (lnEB(t))) of magnetic energy

(EB = 1
2

∫
V
(B2

x + B2
y + B2

z )dxdydz) at late times (eg.
t ∼ 80 to 90). For sufficiently large values of the magnetic
Reynolds number Rm, it is clear from Fig. 2a that the
growth rate of magnetic energy does not saturate with
Rm, a hallmark of fast dynamo action. It is well-known
that magnetic field lines can stretch, twist, and fold (ab-
breviated as STF)4 in a kinematic dynamo model with
ABC-like as the base flow. It can be seen that the mag-
netic energy is concentrated on smaller scales, which can
be compared to the length scale of the flow that is driv-
ing it (See Fig. 2b). We have computed the magnetic

energy spectral density |B̂(k)| (such that
∫
|B̂(k, t)|2dk

is the total energy at time t and k =
√
k2x + k2y + k2z).

From our spectral analysis, we observe that the major-
ity of the power is concentrated in higher modes (i.e., on
smaller length scales) (See fig. 2c). To put it another
way, the dynamo is essentially a small scale or fluctua-
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 1: Initial velocity (u =
√
u2
x + u2

y + u2
z) profile in X − Y plane for (a) small scale (k0 = 8) helical ABC flow (b)

superposition of small scale (k0 = 8) helical ABC flow and large scale (ks = 1.0) periodic shear (c) superposition of
small scale (k0 = 8) non-helical EPI2D flow and large scale (ks = 1) periodic shear (d) superposition of small scale

(k0 = 8) non-helical EPI2D flow and broken jet (i.e ks → ∞) flow shear57–59 profile.

tion dynamo (SSD). Investigating the effect of flow shear
on this highly helical and chaotic 3D ABC-like flow is an
interesting line of inquiry.

Several authors30,35,36,60,61 have addressed the impact
of large-scale shear on helical base flows in the context
of dynamo action. In some of the earlier works have
considered a circularly polarized, time dependent 2.5-
dimensional base flow namely GP flow38 as a driver for
dynamo simulation. In essence, the time dependency of
GP flow introduces the chaoticity and stretching property
into the system, both of which are necessary for dynamo
activity. Another important property of GP flow is that,

one can control its reflectional symmetry (helicity distri-
bution) by varying certain physical parameter35 similar
to our β parameter in YM flow43,44.

Here, using a kinematic dynamo model, we examine
the impact of large scale (ks = 1) flow shear (Eq. 9) on
small-scale (k0 = 8) 3-dimensional YM flow with β = 1
(i.e, ABC-like flow) (Eq. 8) (See Fig. 3). As part of
our study, we have conducted numerical simulations with
varying shear flow strengths S. As can be seen in Fig. 3,
the small-scale dynamo action is suppressed by the large-
scale (ks = 1) shear flow. The magnetic energy growth
rate is found to decrease over a broad range of magnetic
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2: (a) Magnetic energy (EB = 1
2

∫
V
(B2

x +B2
y +B2

z )dxdydz) growth rate (γ = d
dt (lnEB(t))) at late times (eg.

t ∼ 80 to 90) for small scale helical ABC-like flow in the absence of shear flow (S = 0). (b) Magnetic energy
iso-surface in the absence of shear flow, S = 0 (magnetic energy is effectively dominated by small scales, hence a

small scale dynamo (SSD)) [See Movie1.mp4]. (c) Calculation of magnetic energy spectral density (for S = 0 & 5)

|B̂(k)| (such that
∫
|B̂(k, t)|2dk is the total energy at time t (inset view: in linear scale). Simulation details: grid

resolution 2563.

Reynolds numbers Rm. The interaction between heli-
cal base flows and large scale shear effectively limits the
growth of small scales (i.e, fluctuations). A possible rea-
son could that in a fully chaotic system, two neighbor-
ing fluid element would diverge exponentially in time.
If one includes a regulating flow (shear flow), the two
neighboring fluid elements will diverge, but algebraically
- which implies less chaotic flow and hence reduced dy-
namo growth36. The primary function of flow shear is
to diminish the efficacy of fast dynamo action at small

scales, which in turn may be interpreted as the flow shear
is effectively helping to boost the activity of dynamos at
larger scales, or the mean field. This possibility is also
reported by a number of authors35–37,62 in the past, for
2.5 dimensional helical GP flow. Hence our findings in
β = 1 limit of YM flow which corroborate with earlier
work on helical flows, may be regarded as a benchmark
for GMHD3D solver. In light of this background, a rea-
sonable question to ask is the following: what kind of
effect does shear flows have on a small-scale base flow
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that is not helical and does the scale of flow shear matter
at all?

To address this, we employ direct numerical simulation
(DNS) to examine the effect of a superposition of large-
scale shear and purely non-helical short-scale EPI2D flow
(See Fig. 1c). When there is no flow shear present, the
dynamo effect is absent for an EPI2D flow. The mag-
netic energy growth rate (γ = d

dt (lnEB(t))) for small
scale EPI2D flow in the absence of flow shear, is negative
over a wide range of magnetic Reynolds numbers Rm
(See Fig. 4a for S = 0). This is an obvious indication of
non-dynamo activity. However, Zeldovich’s classic anti-
dynamo theorem provides an alternative explanation for
this3,63. When this small-scale, non-dynamo-producing,
EPI2D flow is superposed with a large-scale flow shear,
the dynamics is found to undergo an interesting transfor-
mation. We have carried out our numerical experiments
across a broad range of shear flow strengths (S) and mag-
netic Reynolds numbers (Rm) (See Fig. 4a for S = 1 to
20). In the presence of a non-zero shear flow strength,
as shown in Fig. 4a, magnetic energy growth is clearly
visible. At sufficiently high magnetic Reynolds numbers
Rm, the growth rate of magnetic energy (γ) continues
to vary significantly and is found not to saturate with
Rm, verifying one of the defining feature of fast dynamo
action4,56. We have calculated dγ

dRm
as a function of Rm

and find that the value of dγ
dRm

to be slowly varying, even

at the maximum magnetic Reynolds number [See Fig.
4b].

We have visualized the iso-surfaces of the magnetic
fields (Iso-B surfaces) in three dimensions and find that
the magnetic energy is concentrated in two bands near
the segments with strong velocity gradients (See Fig. 5).
Magnetic energy iso-surfaces are dominated by small-
scale structures (compared to the length scale of the
flow), as is evident from Fig. 5. We have computed

the magnetic energy spectral density |B̂(k)| (such that∫
|B̂(k, t)|2dk is the total energy at time t and k =√
k2x + k2y + k2z) to verify our findings. It is seen from

Fig. 4c that the most of the magnetic energy is at the
higher mode numbers (shorter length scales). To fur-
ther illustrate our point, we have plotted the magnetic
energy spectral density over time for each of the modes
(eg. |B̂(k = 1), t|, |B̂(k = 20), t|, |B̂(k = 30), t|, |B̂(k =

50), t|, |B̂(k = 70), t| etc.). It is easy to see from Fig.
4d that the higher modes (shorter length scales) contain
higher energies; this is a primary characteristic of SSD.

In addition, we plot the rate of increase in magnetic
energy (γ) as a function of the shear flow strength (S)
for non-helical base flow. Figure 6 demonstrates unam-
biguously that as the amplitude of the shear flow in-
creases, the rate of growth of magnetic energy also in-
creases. Spectral analysis confirms the SSD-like structure
for a given value of shear flow strength (S) (See Fig. 4c).
Based on the evidence presented in Fig. 6, we conclude
that the effect of large-scale shear flows in this instance
is not to suppress the SSD activity, but rather to amplify

it. Additionally, we obtain a generalized algebraic (com-
bination of linear and non-linear) scaling (based on χ2

minimization) for the rate of increase of magnetic energy

(γ) in the form γ(S) = −aS + bS
2
3 (See Fig. 6), where

a & b are real fit coefficients. Our numerical finding of
dependency of γ on S is found to be in close agreement
with analytic predictions29,45. It is observed that, for a
given random smooth velocity field, large-scale shear can
support an small scale dynamo (SSD) with a scaling of

S
2
3 45, which is consistent with an upper bound for growth

rates anticipated afterward29.
It has been recently proposed42 that, a random non-

helically driven, dissipative model can enhance SSD ac-
tion. This work reports on amplification of SSD us-
ing a kinematic dynamo model which solves a Navier-
Stokes equation for the fluid flow, along with a lin-
ear background shear and a random non-helical white
noise drive42. In yet another model, the shear is self-
consistently driven by the presence of an in-plane tem-
perature gradient resulting in SSD64.
In contrast to these earlier studies, in our model we

have imposed a driven shear velocity field with a three-
dimensional flow field (the helicity of which can be con-
trolled) and studied the growth of magnetic energy by
only evolving the induction equation for magnetic fields
in a triply periodic three-dimensional box (i.e, the ve-
locity field is not evolved using the Navier-Stokes equa-
tion; rather, it is given and remains static throughout the
simulation.). Using this configuration, we have demon-
strated unambiguously how flow shears enhance small
scale dynamo (SSD) activity for non-helical base flows.
A natural question is whether the dynamo property

found here is associated to the scale of the shear flow
profile. To answer this question, we have conducted nu-
merical experiments using broken jet flow shear as an
extreme case (i.e, ks → ∞ or, ks ∼ kmax numerically
speaking) (See Fig. 1d). This shear profile appears fre-
quently in hydrodynamics studies, especially those used
to investigate Navier-Stokes turbulence57–59. EPI2D flow
is shown to generate magnetic energy (EB = 1

2

∫
V
(B2

x +

B2
y + B2

z )dxdydz) in an exponential fashion in the pres-
ence of broken jet flow (with ks ∼ kmax) shear. Further-
more, from Fig. 7a, it is clear that with increase in mag-
netic Reynolds number Rm, the growth rate of magnetic
energy (γ = d

dt (lnEB(t))) is found not to reach a satura-
tion point in line with what is expected for a fast dynamo
action. With the help of an iso-surface representation of
magnetic energy (See Fig.8), we are able to determine
that the generated magnetic energy is mostly contained
in smaller scales (compared to the length scale of the
flow that is driving it), making the dynamo a small-scale
dynamo (SSD). In addition, we have estimated the mag-
netic energy spectral density associated with each mode,
such as |B̂(k = 1), t|, |B̂(k = 20), t|, |B̂(k = 30), t| etc.,
and monitor its time-dependent evolution. As was the
case in the previous example, it is found that the energy
is concentrated in higher modes or shorter length scales
(See Fig. 7b); consequently, the dynamo can be thought
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FIG. 3: Magnetic energy (EB = 1
2

∫
V
(B2

x +B2
y +B2

z )dxdydz) growth rate (γ = d
dt (lnEB(t))) as function of shear

flow strength (S) for a helical base flow (ABC-like (i.e, β = 1.0) flow). As the shear strength (S) increases, small
scale magnetic energy growth rate decreases. The profile of magnetic energy iso-surface (for S = 0) and magnetic

energy spectral density (for S = 0 & S = 5) are shown in Fig. 2

of as a small-scale dynamo (SSD). We also plot the mag-
netic energy growth rate (γ = d

dt (lnEB(t))) as a function
of shear flow strength (S), and we obtain the same gen-

eralized algebraic scaling γ(S) = −aS + bS
2
3 (based on

χ2 minimization) , where a & b are real fit coefficients as
obtained for broken jet shear flow (See Fig. 7c). Hence,
in the presence of broken jet flow shear57–59 as well, our
numerical observation unambiguously demonstrates that
there is an onset and increase in the activity of small
scale dynamo (SSD). As the effect is found to be robust
at largest and smallest shear scale lengths, we conclude
that the scaling of γ(S) vs S appears to be independent
of shear flow scale (except that the real coefficients a and
b are to be determined accordingly) and robust.

To further convince ourselves regarding the generality
of our finding, we have considered yet another non-helical
flow namely Taylor-Green (TG) flow and investigate the
effect of flow shear on the dynamo activity with TG flow
as the base flow. It is found that the fundamental obser-
vations remain unaltered (See Supplementary informa-
tion for details).

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we have performed direct numerical
simulations (DNS) of kinematic dynamos using a 3-
dimensional magnetohydrodynamic model at modest
grid resolutions. By considering a simple kinematic
dynamo model, we are able to demonstrate that the
small-scale helical YM flow with β = 1.0 (ABC-like flow)
generates rapid dynamo action over a broad range of
magnetic Reynolds number. The results of our spectral

calculation demonstrate without a doubt that the fully
developed dynamo is, in effect, a small scale dynamo
(SSD). In addition, it has been shown that the presence
of a flow shear reduces the efficiency of small-scale
dynamo action. This is interesting finding appears to
be consistent with several earlier works reported for a
2.5-dimensional GP flow, which may also be considered
as a good benchmark for GMHD3D solver.

Our major findings are:

• A non-dynamo producing, small scale non-helical
EPI2D flow shows fast SSD activity when flow shear is in-
troduced. More importantly, unlike fully helical flows, it
has been observed that, for EPI2D non-helical flows, the
small-scale dynamo action (SSD) increases as the shear
flow strength (S) increases. The spectral diagnostics also
are found to be in agreement with the observation.

• A generalized algebraic scaling for the magnetic en-
ergy growth rate (γ) as a function of the shear flow
strength (S) has been obtained. Our numerical obser-
vation is supported by a number of recent analytical
works29,45.

• We have performed our numerical experiments using
broken jet flow (ks → ∞. i.e, ks ∼ kmax numerically
speaking) shear profile, and we have found that the pri-
mary findings are unaffected. The mechanism of onset
of dynamo from non-helical base flows in the presence
of shear flows is found to be independent of the scale of
shear flows.

• The scaling of γ(S) = −aS+bS
2
3 , where a& b are real

fit coefficients is found be to robust and not dependent
on shear flow length scale ks.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4: (a) Magnetic energy (EB = 1
2

∫
V
(B2

x +B2
y +B2

z )dxdydz) growth rate (γ = d
dt (lnEB(t))) at late times (eg.

t ∼ 80 to 90) as a function of magnetic Reynolds number Rm for small scale (k0 = 8) non-helical EPI2D flow and for

various values of S, the large scale (ks = 1) periodic shear flow strength. (b) Calculation of dγ
dRm

as a function of

magnetic Reynolds number (Rm) for different values of shear flow strength S. (c) Calculation of magnetic energy

spectral density |B̂(k)| (such that
∫
|B̂(k, t)|2dk is the total energy at time t for two different values of shear flow

strength S, namely S = 5 and S = 10 (inset view: in linear scale). (d) Time evolution of magnetic energy spectral
density contained in each mode. The higher mode numbers (shorter length scales) contain higher energies at all

later times shown; which is a primary characteristic of small scale dynamo (SSD).

• We have also carried out the same analysis for a dif-
ferent well-known non-helical base flow, known as the
Taylor-Green flow, and found that our results remain
valid (See Supplementary information for details). Our
numerical findings are basically found to be robust.

To conclude, we have investigated the effect of shear
flows on the onset of dynamo instability on non-helical

base flows, using a modest resolution and a wide range
of magnetic Reynolds numbers and for flow shear scale
lengths. Our numerical analysis reveals that the small-
scale dynamo action is suppressed by flow shear for
base helical flows, but is amplified for base non-helical
flows. We also believe these dynamos should play an
important role in a wide variety of astrophysical ob-
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(a) Time = 0.0 (b) Time = 0.5

(c) Time = 10.0 (d) Time = 50.0

FIG. 5: Time evolution of 3-dimensional magnetic field iso-surfaces (Iso-B surfaces) for a given small scale (k0 = 8)
EPI2D flow and large scale (ks = 1) periodic shear. Dominant magnetic energies are mostly confined in two regimes

restricted near the segments (z = π
2 and z = 3π

2 ) where the velocity gradients are strongest. The structures are

mostly dominated by small scale structures (SSD) [Movie2.mp4]. Simulation details: grid resolution 2563, shear
flow strength S = 5.0, magnetic Reynolds number Rm = 200.0. Visualization in log scale.

jects, especially in highly symmetric regions like the mid
plane of accretion disks where flow shear is known to be
substantial65,66. However, it may be argued that in ac-
tual astrophysical conditions, the magnetic back reaction
on the velocity field cannot be disregarded. Unlike the
scenario presented above, velocity fields in such situa-
tions are not predetermined. We hope to address several
of these issues in a future communication.
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FIG. 6: Magnetic energy (EB = 1
2

∫
V
(B2

x +B2
y +B2

z )dxdydz) growth rate (γ = d
dt (lnEB(t))) as function of shear

flow strength (S) for small scale (k0 = 8) non-helical EPI2D flow and large scale (ks = 1) periodic shear flow. As the
shear strength (S) increases, small scale magnetic energy growth rate also increases following an algebraic scaling of

the form −aS + bS
2
3 with a = 0.94126, b = 4.26843.
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6, 2417 (1994), https://doi.org/10.1063/1.868189, URL
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.868189.

[59] S. Biswas and R. Ganesh, Physics of Fluids 34, 065101
(2022), https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0092212, URL https:

//doi.org/10.1063/5.0092212.
[60] A. Brandenburg, A. Bigazzi, and K. Subramanian,

Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 325,
685 (2001).

[61] N. Leprovost and E.-j. Kim, The Astrophysical Journal
696, L125 (2009).

[62] A. Courvoisier and E.-j. Kim, Phys. Rev. E 80,
046308 (2009), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevE.80.046308.
[63] Y. B. Zeldovich, Sov. Phys. JETP 4, 460 (1957).
[64] L. K. Currie and S. M. Tobias, Geophysical &

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.80.066315
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.80.066315
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1981
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.83.056309
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.83.056309
https://dx.doi.org/10.1086/527373
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.184501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.184501
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/asna.200811018
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/asna.200811018
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/699/2/1059
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/699/2/1059
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.175003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.175003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/1/52
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/1/52
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.68.036301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.68.036301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.70.046310
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.70.046310
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/789/1/70
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/789/1/70
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slw190
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slw190
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/825/1/23
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw490
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw490
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx421
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx421
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa96a1
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.244501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.244501
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.12362
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.12362
https://www.nvidia.com/en-us/on-demand/session/gtcspring22-s41199/
https://www.nvidia.com/en-us/on-demand/session/gtcspring22-s41199/
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.1693365
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.1693365
https://github.com/paulo-herrera/PyEVTK
https://github.com/paulo-herrera/PyEVTK
https://wci.llnl.gov/simulation/computer-codes/visit
https://wci.llnl.gov/simulation/computer-codes/visit
https://www.paraview.org/
https://doi.org/10.1080/03091928608208797
https://doi.org/10.1238/physica.regular.061a00717
https://doi.org/10.1238/physica.regular.061a00717
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021568
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021568
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4795546
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4795546
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.868189
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0092212
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0092212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.80.046308
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.80.046308


15

Astrophysical Fluid Dynamics 113, 131 (2019),
https://doi.org/10.1080/03091929.2018.1517210, URL
https://doi.org/10.1080/03091929.2018.1517210.

[65] S. A. Balbus and J. F. Hawley, Rev. Mod. Phys. 70,
1 (1998), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

RevModPhys.70.1.
[66] J.-F. Donati, F. Paletou, J. Bouvier, and J. Ferreira, na-

ture 438, 466 (2005), URL https://doi.org/10.1038/

nature04253.

Appendix A: Benchmarking of GMHD3D solver

We have looked into the kinematic dynamo problem for a class of ABC flow at different magnetic Reynolds numbers.
The velocity profile for ABC flow is given by,

ux = [A sin(y)− C cos(z)]

uy = [B sin(z)−A cos(x)]

uz = [C sin(x)−B cos(y)]

(A1)

where the choice of A,B,C values are 1. When we use this initial condition, we obtain the identical exponential
growth in magnetic energy like Galloway and Frisch [53]. The three-dimensional visualization of the magnetic energy
iso-surface reveals “cigar-like” structures, which represent the fastest-growing growth mode [See Fig. 9].

(a) (b)

FIG. 9: (a) Time evolution of magnetic energy (EB) for different values of magnetic Reynolds numbers. (b)
Magnetic energy iso-surface visualization leads to concentrated “cigar like” structures. The identical observation was

reported by Galloway and Frisch [53].

We have also used ABC flow to study the properties of kinematic dynamos, but with a slightly distinct topology.
We have investigated the case where A,B,C is 5, 2, 2 and found that in the latter instance, the magnetic field is
amplified exponentially, with the growth rate increasing with Rm. However, in the 5, 2, 1 scenario, it is discovered
that the growth rate of magnetic energy reaches a maximum at a value of 0.67. Archontis et al55 also found something
very close to this. The “cigar-like” structures that form in the classical A = B = C = 1 case are substituted with
“ribbon-like” structures [See Fig. 10].
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(a) (b)

FIG. 10: (a) Magnetic energy growth rate (γ) versus the magnetic Reynolds number (Rm) for the 5 : 2 : 1 & 5 : 2 : 2
flow. (b) The magnetic energy iso-surface looks like ribbons when A : B : C = 5 : 2 : 2. This observation is identical

to Archontis et al55.
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