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Turbulence exhibits various phenomena such as energy cascade and chaos synchronization, which
suggest the existence of information transfer across scales. Here, we investigate the nature of infor-
mation flow in turbulence from an information thermodynamic viewpoint. For the shell model with
thermal noise, we show that large-scale eddies transfer energy to small-scale eddies while consum-
ing information about them; in contrast, small-scale eddies receive energy from large-scale eddies
while gaining information about them. Furthermore, our numerical simulations suggest that the
rate of information transfer is characterized by the large-eddy turnover time. Our results imply that
information flow manifests the characteristics of turbulence dynamics.

Introduction.—Behind the emergence of many inter-
esting phenomena lies complicated interactions between
large numbers of degrees of freedom. In interacting sys-
tems where the dynamics of one system is controlled by
feedback from other systems, information transfer be-
tween these subsystems manifests the intrinsic charac-
teristics of their dynamics [1]. For mesoscopic systems
where thermal fluctuations are significant, the nature of
such information flow is described by information ther-
modynamics [2]. Information thermodynamics is essen-
tially stochastic thermodynamics for subsystems [3, 4]
and provides constraints that are consistent with ther-
modynamics on the exchange of heat and information
between subsystems. Recently, it has been applied to
information processing at the cellular level in biological
systems [5–9] and even to deterministic chemical reaction
networks [10].

Turbulence is a phenomenon that emerges from ex-
tremely complicated interactions. In fully developed tur-
bulence, kinetic energy is transferred conservatively from
large to small scales [11]. This energy cascade phe-
nomenon can be described intuitively as the successive
generation of smaller vortices by the stretching of larger
vortices. Along with the energy cascade, fluctuations of
small-scale quantities (e.g., the energy dissipation rate)
follow those of large-scale quantities (e.g., the energy in-
jection rate) with a time delay that corresponds to the
large-eddy turnover time [12–14]. In addition, several
studies have revealed the existence of chaos synchroniza-
tion, in which the small-scale velocity field is synchro-
nized with the large-scale velocity field [15–19]. In other
words, the small-scale velocity field can be reconstructed
from only the information of the large-scale velocity field.
These phenomena suggest that, even in turbulence, infor-
mation flow manifests the intrinsic characteristics of its
dynamics.

These observations motivate us to explore the nature
of the information transfer across scales associated with
turbulent cascade. Revealing the details of the informa-
tion transfer process in turbulence may not only provide

insights into the mechanism underlying various phenom-
ena that characterize turbulence dynamics, but also allow
comparative studies with other information processing
systems. While turbulence has been studied in various
contexts from such an information-theoretic viewpoint
over recent decades [20–28], the nature of the informa-
tion flow associated with turbulent cascade has not yet
been elucidated. In particular, no previous studies have
considered the effects of the thermal fluctuations that are
inherent in fluids on information transfer, even though
the thermal fluctuations affect the turbulence dynamics
significantly [29–34]. In this regard, information ther-
modynamics may enable us to obtain fundamental con-
straints on information flow while taking the effects of
thermal fluctuations into account.

Here, we aim to reveal the laws that govern informa-
tion flow in fully developed three-dimensional fluid tur-
bulence using information thermodynamics. To this end,
we employ fluctuating hydrodynamics to explicitly take
into account thermal fluctuations that are inherent in
fluids [35, 36]. Specifically, we use the stochastic Sabra
shell model, which is a simplified caricature of the fluc-
tuating Navier-Stokes equations in wave number space.
This model has recently been used to investigate the ef-
fects of thermal noise on turbulence [30, 31].

In this Letter, we show that large-scale eddies trans-
fer kinetic energy to small-scale eddies while consuming
information about them; in contrast, the small-scale ed-
dies receive the kinetic energy from the large-scale eddies
while gaining information about them. We numerically
illustrate our findings and show that the corresponding
information-thermodynamic efficiency is quite low. Fur-
thermore, our numerical simulations suggest that the rate
of information transfer is characterized by the large-eddy
turnover time.
Setup.—We consider the Sabra shell model with ther-

mal noise [30, 31, 37]. Let un(t) ∈ C be the “veloc-
ity” at time t with the wave number kn = k02n (n =
0, 1, · · · , N). The time evolution of the complex shell
variables u := {un} is given by the following Langevin

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

11
16

3v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

2 
Ju

n 
20

22



2

equation:

u̇n = Bn(u, u∗)− νk2nun +

√
2νk2nkBT

ρ
ξn + fn (1)

with the scale-local nonlinear interactions given by

Bn(u, u∗) := i

(
kn+1un+2u

∗
n+1

− 1

2
knun+1u

∗
n−1 +

1

2
kn−1un−1un−2

)
. (2)

Here, ν > 0 represents the kinematic viscosity, fn ∈ C
denotes the external body force that acts only at large
scales n ≤ nf < N , and ξn ∈ C is the zero-mean white
Gaussian noise that satisfies

〈ξn(t)ξ∗n′(t′)〉 = 2δnn′δ(t− t′). (3)

The specific form of the thermal noise term satisfies the
fluctuation-dissipation relation of the second kind, where
T denotes the absolute temperature, kB the Boltzmann
constant, and ρ the mass “density”.
Basic properties.—The nonlinear term Bn(u, u∗) sat-

isfies the following relation:

N∑

n=0

(Bn(u, u∗)u∗n +B∗n(u, u∗)un) = 0. (4)

Hence, the energy balance equation reads

d

dt

N∑

n=0

1

2
〈|un|2〉 = −

N∑

n=0

νk2n〈|un|2〉+
N∑

n=0

2νk2nkBT

ρ
+ ε,

(5)

where ε :=
∑nf

n=0〈unf∗n + u∗nfn〉/2 denotes the energy
injection rate. In the steady state, the energy injection
rate balances the dissipation rate as follows:

ε '
N∑

n=0

νk2n〈|un|2〉ss. (6)

Here, we have ignored the energy injection due to the
thermal noise by noting that the kinetic energy is much
larger than the thermal energy over a wide range of scales
in turbulence [30, 31].

Shell models are known to exhibit rich temporal and
multiscale statistics that are similar to those observed in
real turbulent flow [38]. Most importantly, the model
exhibits energy cascade. To see this, we consider the
time evolution of the large-scale energy at the scales kn ≤
K := knK

with nK ∈ {nf , · · · , N},

d

dt

nK∑

n=0

1

2
〈|un|2〉 = −〈ΠK〉+ ε

−
nK∑

n=0

νk2n〈|un|2〉+

nK∑

n=0

2νk2nkBT

ρ
,

(7)

where ΠK denotes the scale-to-scale energy flux from the
large scales kn ≤ K to the small scales kn > K:

ΠK := −1

2

nK∑

n=0

(Bn(u, u∗)u∗n +B∗n(u, u∗)un). (8)

Because the viscous dissipation is negligible at scales
much larger than the Kolmogorov dissipation scale η ≡
k−1ν := ν3/4ε−1/4, the last two terms on the right-
hand side of (7) can be ignored within the inertial range
kf � K � kν , where kf := knf

. Hence, in the steady
state, we obtain

〈ΠK〉ss = ε for kf � K � kν . (9)

The energy is thus transferred conservatively from large
to small scales within the inertial range. Note that while
the condition kf < K instead of kf � K is sufficient, we
use the conventional definition for the inertial range.
Information-theoretic quantities.—Here, we introduce

important quantities that characterize the information
transfer among the shell variables. To quantify the in-
formation transfer across scales, we define the large-scale
and small-scale shell variables asU<

K := {un, u∗n|n ≤ nK}
and U>

K := {u, u∗} \ U<
K , respectively. The strength of

the correlation between U<
K and U>

K is quantified by the
mutual information (MI) [39]:

I[U<
K : U>

K ] :=

〈
ln

pt(U
<
K ,U

>
K )

p<t (U<
K )p>t (U>

K )

〉
, (10)

where 〈·〉 denotes the average with respect to the joint
probability distribution pt(U

<
K ,U

>
K ), and p<t (U<

K ) and
p>t (U>

K ) are the marginal distributions. The MI is non-
negative and is equal to zero if and only if U<

K and U>
K

are independent.
Because the MI is symmetric between the two vari-

ables, it cannot quantify the directional information flow
from one variable to the other. The directional infor-
mation flow can be quantified, e.g., using the learn-
ing rate (LR), which is also called the information
flow [5, 8, 40, 41]. The LR that characterizes the rate at
which U<

K acquires information about U>
K is defined as

l<K :=
I[U<

K (t+ dt) : U>
K (t)]− I[U<

K (t) : U>
K (t)]

dt
, (11)

where the limit dt → 0 is assumed. Similarly, the LR
associated with U>

K is defined by

l>K :=
I[U<

K (t) : U>
K (t+ dt)]− I[U<

K (t) : U>
K (t)]

dt
. (12)

It follows from these definitions that dtI[U<
K : U>

K ] =
l<K + l>K . Note that the LR can be either positive or neg-
ative. If l<K > 0 at time t, for example, then U<

K acquires
information about the instantaneous state U>

K (t). In this
sense, U<

K is “learning” about or measuring U>
K . In con-

trast, if l<K < 0, then the correlation between U<
K (t) and

U>
K (t) is destroyed or consumed. In particular, in the

steady state, if l<K is positive, then l>K is negative because
l<K + l>K = 0.
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"learning"

feedback

Energy cascade

FIG. 1. (color online). Schematic of information flow in the
energy cascade.

Main result.—In the steady state, for anyK within the
inertial range kf � K � kν , the LRs l<K and l>K satisfy
the following inequalities:

0 ≥ l<K ≥ −
ρε

kBT
, (13)

ρε

kBT
≥ l>K ≥ 0. (14)

These inequalities are the main result of this Letter,
which will be derived later. The inequality (13) im-
plies that the large-scale shell variables U<

K are consum-
ing information about the small-scale variables U>

K while
transferring kinetic energy to small scales. In contrast,
(14) states that the small-scale shell variables U>

K are
“learning” about U<

K while receiving the kinetic energy
from large scales. In other words, the small-scale ed-
dies measure the state of the large-scale eddies, while the
large-scale eddies are feedback-controlled by the small-
scale eddies (see Fig. 1). In particular, the maximum LR
is given by ρε/kBT .
Numerical simulation.—We here numerically illustrate

the main result by estimating the LR. To investigate the
Reynolds number (Re) dependence of the LR, we per-
form numerical simulations for N = 19 and 22. In both
cases, we set nf = 1 to ensure that the external force
acts only on the first two shells of the total 20 and 23
shells, respectively. The values of the external force and
the other parameters are chosen following [30, 31] so that
the achieved Reynolds number and the ratio of the ther-
mal energy to the kinetic energy at the Kolmogorov dis-
sipation scale are both comparable to the typical values
in the atmospheric boundary layer, i.e., Re ∼ 105 and
106 with kBT/ρu2η ∼ 10−8, where uη := (εν)1/4 denotes
the characteristic velocity at the Kolmogorov dissipation
scale. Further details of the numerical simulation are
given in [42].

Figure 2(a) shows the energy spectrum En :=
〈|un|2〉ss/2 at the steady state. The achieved Reynolds
numbers are Re ' 9.25 × 104 and 1.46 × 106 for the
two cases N = 19 and 22, respectively. Here, in both
cases, the average is taken over Nsamp = 3×105 samples.
From this figure, we can see that the spectrum is consis-
tent with the Kolmogorov spectrum in the inertial range,
En ∝ k−2/3n , while it exhibits the equipartition of energy
in the dissipation range, En = kBT/ρ.

We now estimate the LR defined by (11) and (12).
To this end, we first estimate the MI. Note that the
naive binning approach is not feasible in this case be-
cause it requires estimation of the 2(N + 1)-dimensional
probability density pt(U

<
K ,U

>
K ). Instead, we use the

so-called Kraskov-Stögbauer-Grassberger (KSG) estima-
tor [43–46], which has the advantage that it does not
require estimation of the underlying probability density.
The KSG estimator uses the distances to the k-th near-
est neighbors of the sample points in the data to detect
the structures of the underlying probability distribution.
While we set k = 4 here, following [43], essentially the
same result can be obtained for other values of k. Because
the KSG estimator is based on the local uniformity as-
sumption of the probability density, the estimated value
approaches the true value as Nsamp → ∞ when this as-
sumption is satisfied.
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FIG. 2. (color online). (a) Scale dependence of the energy
spectrum En = 〈|un|2〉ss/2. The dash-dotted line represents
ε2/3k

−2/3
n . The solid line represents the thermal equiparti-

tion value kBT/ρ. (b) Scale dependence of the estimated MI
Î
(k)
KSG[U

<
K (t) : U>

K (t)] with k = 4. The error bars are within
the marker size. (c) Scale dependence of the estimated LR
l̂<K . In all panels, the dotted and dashed lines represent the
Kolmogorov dissipation scale kν = 1/η and injection scale kf ,
respectively.
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Figure 2(b) shows the estimated MI Î(k)KSG[U<
K (t) :

U>
K (t)]. Its standard deviation is also estimated to be
∼ 10−3 by subsampling [45, 46], which lies within the
marker size. Notably, the MI is almost independent of K
in the inertial range, while it takes relatively large and
small values in the injection and dissipation scales, re-
spectively. This result may reflect the dynamics that is
nearly scale-invariant in the inertial range while affected
by external forces and thermal fluctuations in the injec-
tion and dissipation scales.

The LR can be estimated by substituting Î
(k)
KSG into

(11) or (12). Note that this procedure requires high ac-
curacy in the estimation of the MI because the LR is
defined through increments in the MI. Because it is not
feasible to increase the number of samples, we instead
take the approach of using the largest possible time in-
crement ∆t. Correspondingly, we focus only on l<K , be-
cause l>K is defined through increments in the small-scale
shell variables U>

K , which are fast variables relative to
U<
K . We therefore estimate l<K , as defined by (11), using

l̂<K :=
Î
(k)
KSG[U<

K (t+ ∆t) : U>
K (t)]− Î(k)KSG[U<

K (t) : U>
K (t)]

∆t
.

(15)

Because we are interested in K within the inertial range,
we choose ∆t such that it is smaller than the smallest
time scale in the inertial range. Therefore, we set ∆t =
0.1τη, where τη := η/uη denotes the typical time scale at
the Kolmogorov dissipation scale.

In Fig. 2(c), we show the estimated LR l̂<K in units
of the inverse of the large-eddy turnover time τL :=

1/k0urms, where u2rms :=
∑N
n=0〈|un|2〉ss. For Re ' 105,

we find that τL ' 181τη, while for Re ' 106, we find
that τL ' 734τη. From this figure, we can see that
the LR takes negative values for K within the inertial
range, which is consistent with the theoretical prediction
(13). Furthermore, the magnitudes of l̂<KτL are com-
parable for the two cases Re ' 105 and Re ' 106 in
the inertial range. This result suggests that the LR is
characterized by the large-eddy turnover time. In other
words, the rate of information transfer from large to small
scales depends on the characteristic time scale for the
largest eddies to collapse into smaller eddies. Because
(ρε/kBT )τL ' 7.79 × 109 for Re ' 105 and 3.15 × 1010

for Re ' 106, the lower bound of (13) is a loose bound.
By noting that l<K = −l>K in the steady state, this result
states that the information-thermodynamic efficiency de-
fined as l>KkBT/ρε is quite low [47]. In other words, the
small-scale eddies acquire information about the large-
scale eddies at a relatively high thermodynamic cost.
This property is in contrast to other information pro-
cessing systems such as Maxwell’s demon [8, 41, 47] and
thus characterizes turbulence dynamics.
Derivation of the main result.—The derivation of the

main result is based on the second law of information
thermodynamics for bipartite systems [47]. Specifically,
we first formulate the second law of information thermo-

dynamics for (1) by dividing the shell variables {u, u∗}
into the two groups U<

K and U>
K , and then we take the

inviscid limit ν → 0.
Let S[U<

K ] be the Shannon entropy of the large-
scale shell variables, which is defined by S[U<

K ] :=
−
∫
dU<

Kp
<
t (U<

K ) log p<t (U<
K ). The entropy increase in

the heat bath associated with U<
K is given by the sum of

the contributions of each shell [48–50]:

Ṡ<env =

nK∑

n=0

ρ

2kBT
〈u∗n ◦ (Bn(u, u∗) + fn − u̇n) + c.c.〉,

(16)

where ◦ denotes the multiplication in the sense of
Stratonovich [51]. Similarly, let S[U>

K ] and Ṡ>env be the
Shannon entropy and entropy increase in the heat bath
associated with the small-scale shell variables U>

K , re-
spectively. The second law of information thermodynam-
ics is then given by [50]

d

dt
S[U<

K ] + Ṡ<env ≥ l<K , (17)

d

dt
S[U>

K ] + Ṡ>env ≥ l>K . (18)

If U<
K and U>

K are independent, then l<K = l>K = 0 and
the standard second law of thermodynamics follows. In
contrast, if they are correlated, then l<K and l>K can be
either positive or negative.

We now assume that the system is in the steady state
and set K to be within the inertial range kf � K � kν .
Then, Ṡ<env and Ṡ>env can be expressed in terms of the
energy flux (8) as

Ṡ<env =
ρ

kBT
(ε− 〈ΠK〉ss) , (19)

Ṡ>env =
ρ

kBT
〈ΠK〉ss, (20)

where we have used ΠkN = 0, which follows from (4).
By substituting these expressions into (17) and (18), we
obtain

ρ

kBT
(ε− 〈ΠK〉ss) ≥ l<K , (21)

ρ

kBT
〈ΠK〉ss ≥ l>K . (22)

By noting that 〈ΠK〉ss → ε as K/kν → 0 and l<K+ l>K = 0
in the steady state, we arrive at the main result (13) and
(14).
Concluding remarks.—We have investigated the nature

of information flow in turbulence from an information
thermodynamic viewpoint. Because thermal fluctuations
have a significant effect on the turbulence dynamics [29–
34], we expect the universal constraints on the informa-
tion flow found here to be intrinsic in real fluid turbu-
lence. In contrast, because the LR is characterized by
the large-eddy turnover time, we conjecture that the in-
formation flow itself is mainly governed by the inertial
dynamics rather than by the thermal fluctuations.
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We now provide some technical remarks on estima-
tion of the LR. Although the KSG estimator used here
is asymptotically unbiased for Nsamp → ∞, there are a
sample-size-dependent bias and a k-dependent bias for
a finite Nsamp in general [45, 46]. In our case, we have
found that the magnitude of Î(k)KSG[U<

K : U>
K ] depends on

k [46]. This may be because the probability distribution
pt(U

<
K ,U

>
K ) is skewed and has heavy tails, thus violat-

ing the local uniformity condition [45]. Nevertheless, we
have confirmed that the sign of l̂<K does not depend on
the choice of k [46]. It should also be noted that the
number of samples Nsamp used here is not sufficient for
high accurate estimation of the LR because the standard
deviation of the estimated MI is comparable to its incre-
ment. It is therefore desirable to perform the numerical
calculations with higher accuracy while taking the bias

into account.
Although we have focused on the Sabra shell model,

similar results to those presented here would hold
for other turbulence models, including the fluctuating
Navier-Stokes equations [35, 36]. Because turbulent cas-
cade is a ubiquitous phenomenon found in quantum flu-
ids [52–55], supercritical fluids near a critical point [56],
elastic bodies [57, 58], and even spin systems [59–61], it
would be interesting to investigate the nature of the in-
formation flow in these various systems.
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S1. DERIVATION OF THE SECOND LAW OF INFORMATION THERMODYNAMICS

In this section, we explain the derivation of the second law of information thermodynamics for the stochastic Sabra
shell model.

A. Formulation of the second law of thermodynamics

First, we formulate the standard second law of thermodynamics. Let S[u, u∗] := −
∫
dudu∗pt(u, u∗) ln pt(u, u

∗) be
the system entropy, where dudu∗ :=

∏
n dRe[un]dIm[un], and pt(u, u∗) denotes the probability distribution function.

Here, we use the notation S[u, u∗] to indicate the relevant random variables (u, u∗) although S[u, u∗] is not a function
of (u, u∗). The time evolution of pt(u, u∗) is governed by the following Fokker-Planck equation [1]:

∂tpt(u, u
∗) =

N∑

n=0

[
− ∂

∂un
(An(u, u∗)pt(u, u

∗))− ∂

∂u∗n
(A∗n(u, u∗)pt(u, u

∗)) +
4νk2nkBT

ρ

∂2

∂un∂u∗n
pt(u, u

∗)

]

=
N∑

n=0

[
− ∂

∂un
Jn(u, u∗)− ∂

∂u∗n
J∗n(u, u∗)

]
, (S1)

where

An(u, u∗) := Bn(u, u∗)− νk2nun + fn, (S2)

and Jn(u, u∗) denotes the probability current,

Jn(u, u∗) := An(u, u∗)pt(u, u
∗)− 2νk2nkBT

ρ

∂

∂u∗n
pt(u, u

∗). (S3)

Therefore, the average rate of change of the system entropy is given by

d

dt
S[u, u∗] = − d

dt

∫
dudu∗pt(u, u

∗) ln pt(u, u
∗)

=
N∑

n=0

Ṡn[u, u∗]. (S4)

In the second line, we have introduced Ṡn[u, u∗], which is given by

Ṡn[u, u∗] := −
∫
dudu∗

[
Jn(u, u∗)

∂

∂un
ln pt(u, u

∗) + J∗n(u, u∗)
∂

∂u∗n
ln pt(u, u

∗)

]
, (S5)

where the over-dot denotes the rates of change of observables that are not a time derivative of a state function.
Let ∆senv be the stochastic medium entropy production in an infinitesimal time interval [t, t + dt]. To identify

∆senv, we impose the local detailed balance condition [2, 3]:

∆senv = ln
p(u′, u′∗, t+ dt|u, u∗, t)

p(−u,−u∗, t+ dt| − u′,−u′∗, t) . (S6)
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Here, the transition probability density p(u′, u′∗, t+ dt|u, u∗, t) is given by, in the Ito scheme, [1]

p(u′, u′∗, t+ dt|u, u∗, t) =
N∏

n=0

ρ

4πνk2nkBTdt
exp

(
− ρ

4νk2nkBTdt
|dun −An(u, u∗)dt|2

)
, (S7)

where du := u′ − u with u(t) = u and u(t+ dt) = u′. Similarly, p(−u,−u∗, t+ dt| − u′,−u′∗, t) is given by

p(−u,−u∗, t+ dt| − u′,−u′∗, t) =

N∏

n=0

ρ

4πνk2nkBTdt
exp

(
− ρ

4νk2nkBTdt

∣∣dun −
[
−Air

n(u, u∗) +Arev
n (u, u∗)

]
dt
∣∣2

−
[
∂

∂un
Air
n(u, u∗) +

∂

∂u∗n
Air∗
n (u, u∗)− ∂

∂un
Arev
n (u, u∗)− ∂

∂u∗n
Arev∗
n (u, u∗)

]
dt

)
,

(S8)

where Air
n(u, u∗) and Arev

n (u, u∗) denote the irreversible and reversible parts of An(u, u∗), respectively:

Air
n(u, u∗) :=

1

2
[An(u, u∗)−An(−u,−u∗)]

= −νk2nun, (S9)

Arev
n (u, u∗) :=

1

2
[An(u, u∗) +An(−u,−u∗)]

= Bn(u, u∗) + fn. (S10)

By substituting (S7) and (S8) into (S6), we obtain

∆senv =
N∑

n=0

∆senvn , (S11)

where

∆senvn :=
ρ

2νk2nkBT

[
Air
n(u, u∗)du∗n −Air

n(u, u∗)Arev∗
n (u, u∗)dt

]
+

[
∂

∂un
Air
n(u, u∗)− ∂

∂un
Arev
n (u, u∗)

]
dt+ c.c.. (S12)

Note that, by using the Stratonovich product [4], this expression can be simply rewritten as

∆senvn =
ρ

2kBT

{
u∗n ◦

[
(Bn(u, u∗) + fn)dt− dun

]
+ un ◦

[
(B∗n(u, u∗) + f∗n)dt− du∗n

]}
. (S13)

The average medium entropy production can be calculated as

〈∆senv〉 =

∫
dudu∗pt(u, u

∗)〈∆senv|u, u∗〉, (S14)

where the conditional average 〈∆senv|u, u∗〉 can be evaluated by replacing dun (resp. du∗n) with An(u, u∗)dt (resp.
A∗n(u, u∗)dt) in ∆senv. Then, the medium entropy production rate reads

〈∆senv〉
dt

=
N∑

n=0

Ṡenv
n , (S15)

where Ṡenv
n denotes the contribution from the n-th shell:

Ṡenv
n :=

〈∆senvn 〉
dt

=

∫
dudu∗pt(u, u

∗)

{
ρ

νk2nkBT
|Air
n(u, u∗)|2 +

[
∂

∂un
Air
n(u, u∗)− ∂

∂un
Arev
n (u, u∗) + c.c.

]}
(S16)

By combining (S4) and (S15), the second law of thermodynamics can be expressed as

d

dt
S[u, u∗] +

〈∆senv〉
dt

=

N∑

n=0

∫
dudu∗

ρ

νk2nkBT

|J ir
n (u, u∗)|2
pt(u, u∗)

≥ 0, (S17)
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where J ir
n (u, u∗) denotes the irreversible current given by

J ir
n (u, u∗) =

1

2
[Jn(u, u∗)− Jn(−u,−u∗)]

= Air
n(u, u∗)pt(u, u

∗)− 2νk2nkBT

ρ

∂

∂u∗n
pt(u, u

∗). (S18)

Furthermore, since the total system {u, u∗} can be considered as a N +1 multipartite systems, i.e., each shell variable
(un, u

∗
n) experiences independent noise, it follows that the second law holds for each shell variable individually [5]:

Ṡn[u, u∗] + Ṡenv
n =

∫
dudu∗

ρ

νk2nkBT

|J ir
n (u, u∗)|2
pt(u, u∗)

≥ 0. (S19)

B. Derivation of the second law of information thermodynamics

We now derive the second law of information thermodynamics for the bipartite systems U<
K and U>

K [5, 6]. First,
we rewrite Ṡn[u, u∗] for n ≤ nK as

Ṡn[u, u∗] = −
∫
dudu∗

[
Jn(u, u∗)

∂

∂un
ln pt(U

<
K |U>

K ) + J∗n(u, u∗)
∂

∂u∗n
ln pt(U

<
K |U>

K )

]

= Ṡn[U<
K |U>

K ], (S20)

where we have used pt(u, u
∗) = pt(U

<
K ,U

>
K ) and ∂pt(U

>
K )/∂un = ∂pt(U

>
K )/∂u∗n = 0 for n ≤ nK . Note that

Ṡn[U<
K |U>

K ] is related to the learning rate through the following relation:

l<K :=
I[U<

K (t+ dt) : U>
K (t)]− I[U<

K (t) : U>
K (t)]

dt

=
1

dt

(
S[U<

K (t+ dt)]− S[U<
K (t+ dt)|U>

K (t)]− S[U<
K (t)] + S[U<

K (t)|U>
K (t)]

)

=
d

dt
S[U<

K ]−
nK∑

n=0

Ṡn[U<
K |U>

K ]. (S21)

From (S19)-(S21), we obtain the second law of information thermodynamics for U<
K ,

d

dt
S[U<

K ] + Ṡ<env ≥ l<K , (S22)

where

Ṡ<env :=

nK∑

n=0

Ṡenv
n . (S23)

Similarly, we can derive the second law of information thermodynamics for U>
K :

d

dt
S[U>

K ] + Ṡ>env ≥ l>K , (S24)

where

Ṡ>env :=
N∑

n=nK+1

Ṡenv
n . (S25)

S2. DETAILS OF THE NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In this section, we explain the details of the numerical simulation. After describing the setup, the details of the
KSG estimator are explained. In particular, we provide a detailed explanation of the method used to estimate the
variance and bias of the KSG estimator.
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A. Setup

To evaluate the inertial range straightforwardly, we first nondimensionalize the equation (1) with the Kolmogorov
dissipation scale η and the velocity scale uη := (εν)1/4 by setting

ûn := un/uη, k̂n := ηkn, t̂ := t/τη, ξ̂n := (uη/η)−1/2ξn, f̂n := fn/F, (S26)

where τη := η/uη denotes the typical time scale at the Kolmogorov dissipation scale, and F denotes the typical
magnitude of the force per mass. The nondimensionalized equation (1) reads

˙̂un = B̂n(û, û∗)− k̂2nûn + (2θη)1/2k̂nξ̂n + Fη f̂n, (S27)

where

B̂n(û, û∗) := i

(
k̂n+1ûn+2û

∗
n+1 −

1

2
k̂nûn+1û

∗
n−1 +

1

2
k̂n−1ûn−1ûn−2

)
. (S28)

Here, θη := kBT/ρu
2
η denotes the ratio of the thermal energy to the kinetic energy at the Kolmogorov dissipation scale,

and Fη := Fη/u2η denotes the nondimensionalized magnitude of the force. Correspondingly, we set the shell index
to be n = M, · · · , R with M = −[(3/4) log2(Re)] and R = N −M , so that k0 = 1 corresponds to the Kolmogorov
dissipation scale.

We use a slaved 3/2-strong-order Ito-Taylor scheme [7] with the time-step ∆t̂ := 10−5, which is smaller than the
viscous time scale at the highest wavenumber t̂vis := 1/k̂2R ∼ 10−4. The parameter values are set to the same values
used in [8, 9], which are consistent with the typical values in the atmospheric boundary layer (ABL). Specifically, the
range of shell numbers is chosen as n = −15, · · · , 7 so that the achieved Reynolds number is comparable to the typical
value in the ABL of Re ∼ 106. To investigate the Re dependence of the LR, we also perform the numerical simulation
for Re ∼ 105 by setting n = −12, · · · , 7. In both cases, the dimensionless temperature is chosen as θη := 2.328×10−8,
and the external force acts only on the first two shells, i.e., nf = −14 for Re ∼ 106 and −11 for Re ∼ 105. The values

of the external forces are adjusted such that ûrms :=
√∑R

n=M 〈|ûn|2〉 ∼ 102 and ε̂ :=
∑R
n=M k̂2n〈|ûn|2〉 ' 1 [8, 9]: for

Re ∼ 106,

Fη f̂−15 = −0.008900918232183095− 0.0305497603210104i,

Fη f̂−14 = 0.005116337459331228− 0.018175040700335127i, (S29)

while for Re ∼ 105,

Fη f̂−12 = −0.017415685046854878− 0.05977417049893835i,

Fη f̂−11 = 0.010010711194151034− 0.03556158772544649i. (S30)

In the averaging of the energy spectrum and the estimation of the MI, we use Nsamp = 3 × 105 samples. These
samples are generated by sampling 100 snapshots at t̂ = 1000i for Re ∼ 106 and at 500i for Re ∼ 105 (i = 1, 2, · · · , 100)
for each of the 3000 noise realizations. The time interval 1000 (resp. 500) is chosen to be larger than one large-eddy
turnover time τL/τη ' 734 (resp. 181).

B. The KSG estimator

The KSG estimator for the mutual information I[X : Y ] (either or both of the random variables X and Y can be
multidimensional) is defined as follows [10]:

Î
(k)
KSG[X : Y ] := ψ(k)− 1/k + ψ(Nsamp)− 1

Nsamp

Nsamp∑

i=1

[ψ(nx(i)) + ψ(ny(i))] , (S31)

where k ∈ N denotes the parameter of the KSG estimator, ψ is the digamma function, Nsamp denotes the total number
of samples, and n(k)α (i) (α = x, y) is the number of samples such that ‖αj − αi‖ ≤ ε(k)α (i)/2. Here, ε(k)α (i) denotes the
α extent of the smallest hyper-rectangle in the (x, y) space centered at the i-th sample (xi, yi) that contains k of its
neighboring samples. While any norms can be used for ‖αj − αi‖, we use the standard Euclidean norm here.

Note that k is the only free parameter of the KSG estimator. By varying k, we can detect the structure of the
underlying probability distribution in different spatial resolutions. To choose the optimal k (if it exists), we must
estimate both the standard deviation and the bias of the KSG estimator [11].
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C. Estimation of the variance of the KSG estimator

In this section, we explain the method used to estimate of the variance of the KSG estimator based on the subsam-
pling approach proposed by Holmes and Nemenman [11]. This method is based on the fact that the variance of any
function that is an average of N i.i.d. random variables scales as 1/N . Therefore, we write the variance of the KSG
estimator as

VarNsamp
[Î

(k)
KSG] =

B(k)

Nsamp
. (S32)

We estimate B(k) via a subsampling approach. Specifically, we first partition the Nsamp = N samples into n nonover-
lapping subsets of equal size as much as possible. Let Î(k)KSG,i(N/n) be the i-th realization of Î(k)KSG[X : Y ] with

Nsamp = N/n (i = 1, 2, · · · , n). Then, we calculate the unbiased sample variance of these n values of Î(k)KSG,i(N/n):

σ2
k,N/n :=

1

n− 1

n∑

i=1

(
Î
(k)
KSG,i(N/n)− 1

n

n∑

i=1

Î
(k)
KSG,i(N/n)

)2

. (S33)

This is our estimate of VarN/n[Î
(k)
KSG] = nB(k)/N . Finally, we estimate B(k) by using maximum likelihood esti-

mation. In doing so, we first calculate σ2
k,N/n`

for various n` (` = 1, 2, · · · , L). Then, from Cochran’s theorem,

(n` − 1)σ2
k,N/n`

/VarN/n`
[Î

(k)
KSG] follows the χ2-distribution with n` − 1 degrees of freedom:

P
(χ2)
n`−1(x) :=

1

2(n`−1)/2Γ(n`−1
2 )

x
n`−1

2 −1e−x/2. (S34)

By assuming independence of {σ2
k,N/n`

}L`=1, a likelihood function for B(k) is

L∏

`=1

P
(χ2)
n`−1

(
N(n` − 1)σ2

k,N/n`

B(k)n`

)
. (S35)

We then obtain the maximum likelihood estimator:

B̂(k) := arg max
B(k)

L∏

`=1

P
(χ2)
n`−1

(
N(n` − 1)σ2

k,N/n`

B(k)n`

)

=

∑L
`=1

n`−1
n`

Nσ2
k,N/n`∑L

`=1(n` − 3)
. (S36)

By combining (S32) and (S36), we can estimate the variance of the KSG estimator to be B̂(k)/Nsamp.

D. Estimation bias of the KSG estimator

Although the KSG estimator is asymptotically unbiased for sufficiently regular probability distributions as Nsamp →
∞, both sample-size-dependent bias and k-dependent bias generally exist for a finite Nsamp [11]. The sample-size-
dependent (resp. k-dependent) bias can be detected by comparing the sample-size-dependence (resp. k-dependence)
of the estimated MI with its standard deviation. If the sample-size-dependence (resp. k-dependence) of the estimated
MI is much larger than its standard deviation, then a sample-size-dependent (resp. k-dependent) bias may be present.

Note that k is related to the spatial resolution in detecting the structure of the underlying probability distribution.
For large k, because the fine structure of the probability distribution cannot be detected, we would expect the MI to
be underestimated. At the same time, because nx(i) and ny(i) both increase with increasing k, the standard deviation
of the estimated MI will be smaller for large k. If there is no k-dependent bias, we can choose the optimal k such that
there is no sample-size-dependence compared to the standard deviation and the standard deviation is the smallest.

Figure S1 shows bias of the KSG estimator Î(k)KSG[U<
K (t) : U>

K (t)] as a function of 1/Nsamp = n/N with N = 105 in
the case of Re ∼ 106. Here, we use n = 2, 3, · · · , 10, following [11]. The wave number K is within the inertial range,
K = k10 (left), and at the Kolmogorov dissipation scale, K = k15 (right). The error bars are estimated by using the
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Î
(k

)
K

S
G

[U
< K

(t
)

:
U

> K
(t

)]
k = 10

k = 20

0.00002 0.00004 0.00006 0.00008 0.00010

n/N

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

Î
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FIG. S1. (color online). Bias of the KSG estimator Î(k)KSG[U
<
K (t) : U>

K (t)] as a function of 1/Nsamp = n/N with n = 2, 3, · · · , 10
and N = 105. K = k10 (left) and K = k15 (right).
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FIG. S2. (color online). Scale dependences of the estimated MI Î(k)KSG[U
<
K (t) : U>

K (t)] (left) and LR l̂<K (right).

unbiased sample variance (S33). From (S32) and (S36), the standard deviation of Î(k)KSG[U<
K (t) : U>

K (t)] is estimated
to be ∼ 10−3 for Nsamp ∼ 105. It can be seen from Fig. S1 that, while there is no significant sample-size-dependent
bias, a k-dependent bias does exist. In particular, the estimated MI is underestimated as k is increased.

Figure S2 shows the scale dependences of the estimated MI and LR for k = 4, 10, 20, 50 with Nsamp = 2 × 105 in
the case of Re ∼ 106. Here, k = 4 is chosen because k = 2, 3, 4 are recommended in [10]. This results clearly show
that the estimated MI and LR are underestimated as k is increased. Therefore, it is difficult to choose the optimal k
in this case. The important point here is that the estimated LR is negative for K within the inertial range for all k.
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