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Taylor’s law (TL), the scaling relationship between the mean and variance, has been observed in
various fields. However, the underlying reasons why TL is so widely observed, why the exponents
of TL are often close to 2, and the relationship between temporal and spatial TLs are not fully
understood. Here, using coupled oscillator models, we analytically and numerically demonstrate
that synchronization can induce TL. In particular, we show that strong synchronization leads to
waveform proportionality, resulting in temporal and spatial TLs with exponent 2. Our study can help
infer the existence of synchronization solely from the relationship between the mean and variance.

Introduction. Taylor’s law [1, 2] (TL) is a power law
relationship between the mean and variance:

log (variance) = logα+ β × log (mean). (1)

TL has been observed in various fields, such as popu-
lation ecology [2], biophysics [3], and complex networks
[4–6], among others [7, 8]. TL is also known as fluc-
tuation scaling in physics [7]. Especially, when β > 1,
the relationship Eq. (1) is sometimes called giant num-
ber fluctuations. It has been investigated experimentally
[9] and theoretically [10–12], and attracts significant at-
tention in the field of active matter [13–16]. TL has been
extensively analyzed via theoretical studies [3, 17–34],
and it is usually classified into two types, i.e., tempo-
ral TL and spatial TL. In temporal TL, the means and
variances are computed from data recorded at multiple
time points at a given place, whereas in spatial TL, the
means and variances are computed from data recorded
at multiple places at a given time point.
Various studies have attempted to clarify the mecha-

nisms of TL. Although theories show that TL exponent
β can take any real values [25–27], exponents close to 2
have been often observed in real data in ecosystems for
both temporal and spatial TLs [24, 28, 35]. Cohen and
Xu showed that when multiple independent random vari-
ables follow the same distribution, a correlation appears
between the mean and variance by random sampling if
the distribution is skewed [20]. While their results shed
light on the ubiquity of TL, the reason for the observed
TL exponents in ecosystems being often close to 2 re-
mained unclear because TL exponents can take arbitrary
values depending on the shape of distribution. By apply-
ing large deviations theory and finite-sample arguments,
Giometto et al. showed that, depending on the sampling
method, exponent 2 may be frequently observed in spa-
tial TL [19]. Reuman et al. showed that correlations
between random variables affect the exponent of spatial
TL [18]. In particular, spatial TL with exponent 2 is ob-
served when there exists a proportional relationship be-
tween time series [18]. As a mechanism for the emergence
of TL with exponents close to 2, the correlation between
time series is considered crucial, and synchronization is

strongly implicated as the mechanism that generates such
correlations. Moreover, studies employing numerical sim-
ulations of dynamical systems have shown that synchro-
nization affects both temporal and spatial TL exponents
[28, 30, 31]. It is noteworthy that when the degree of
correlation between time series increases, exponents of
temporal and spatial TLs approach 2 [22, 24, 36].
In this study, we showed that in a broad class of

dynamical system models, including ecosystem models,
synchronization generates a special correlation, which
we call waveform proportionality, between time series,
resulting in temporal and spatial TLs with exponent 2.

Model and results. First, we define TL for a given
time-series set xi(t) (i = 1, . . . , N). For temporal TL,
we compute the mean and variance of each site i as
E[xi(t)]t = 〈xi(t)〉t and V[xi(t)]t = 〈(xi(t)−E[xi(t)]t)

2〉t,
respectively, where 〈·〉t denotes the long-time av-
erage or average over 1 cycle when xi(t) is peri-
odic in t. A linear fitting to N data points of
(log E[xi(t)]t, logV[xi(t)]t) yields slope βt and inter-
cept logαt. For spatial TL, the mean and variance
at time t are expressed by E[xi(t)]i = 〈xi(t)〉i and
V[xi(t)]i = 〈(xi(t) − E[xi(t)]i)

2〉i, respectively, where
〈·〉i denotes the average over site i. A linear fitting
to M data points of (log E[xi(t)]i, logV[xi(t)]i), where
M is the number of sample times, yields slope βs and
intercept logαs. In either case, R2 denotes the coefficient
of determination for linear fitting.
Our results are based on the model describing a pop-

ulation of oscillators, where oscillator i (i = 1, . . . , N)
obeys:

ẋi = fx(xi, yi, zi) +Dx(X − xi), (2a)

ẏi = fy(xi, yi, zi) +Dy(Y − yi), (2b)

żi = fz(xi, yi, zi) +Dz(Z − zi). (2c)

We consider a food chain model with global coupling
as our first example. Concretely, we consider fx =
a(xi − x∗)− lxiyi, fy = −bi(yi − y∗) + lxiyi − kyizi, fz =
−c(zi − z∗) + kyizi, X = 〈xi〉i, Y = 〈yi〉i, and Z = 〈zi〉i,
where xi, yi, and zi denote the populations of the vege-
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tation, herbivores, and predators at site i, respectively;
〈wi〉i = 1

N

∑N
i=1 wi is the average of population wi

(wi = xi, yi, zi) over site i; and a, bi, c, l, k, x
∗, y∗, and

z∗ are parameters describing intrinsic dynamical proper-
ties [37–39]. Heterogeneity across sites can be expressed
by parameter bi in accordance with [37–39]. The second
terms in Eq. (2) describe diffusive coupling with strength
Dx, Dy, and Dz. We assume that inhomogeneity can
be denoted by parameter bi = b0 + µi, where b0 is the
mean 〈bi〉i and µi is the deviation from the mean. Note
that 〈µi〉i = 0; specifically, µi is selected from a uni-
form distribution between −0.1 and 0.1, and sorted in
ascending order. For convenience, we introduced a ref-
erence oscillator, i = 0, that obeys Eq. (2) with bi = b0
and Dx = Dy = Dz = 0. This model demonstrates
synchronized oscillations for a wide range of parameters
when the coupling strength is comparable or larger than
max|µi|. The upper panels of Fig. 1 illustrate the typi-
cal waveforms of xi(t). As evident in Figs. 1 (b)-(d), the
oscillators are synchronized in frequency in the presence
of sufficiently strong coupling.
Next, we verify temporal and spatial TLs in Fig. 2,

where the blue symbols represent the mean-variance re-
lations. TL with exponent close to 2 is observed when
Dy is sufficiently large. Moreover, temporal TL becomes
evident for Dy = 0.8, whereas spatial TL seems to re-
quire stronger coupling. To determine the underlying
mechanism of TL, we carefully observed the waveforms
shown in the upper panel of Fig. 1(d), which yielded well-
defined temporal and spatial TLs. All waveforms were
found to be considerably similar. Moreover, they were
approximately proportional to x0(t) (data not shown).
Thus, we hypothesized that the following relation ap-
proximately holds true for all i and t:

xi(t) = Cix0(t), (3)

where Ci is constant; this relation is hereafter referred
to as the waveform proportionality. Under such a rela-
tion, both temporal and spatial TLs are evidently valid
with exponent βt,s = 2, as shown below. First, note
that E[xi(t)]t = CiE[x0(t)]t, V[xi(t)]t = C2

i V[x0(t)]t,
E[xi(t)]i = E[Ci]x0(t), and V[xi(t)]i = V[Ci](x0(t))

2. By
eliminating Ci and x0(t) from these relations, we obtain
the following temporal and spatial TLs:

V[xi(t)]t = αtE[xi(t)]
βt

t , (4)

V[xi(t)]i = αsE[xi(t)]
βs

i , (5)

where

αt =
V[x0(t)]t
E[x0(t)] 2t

, (6a)

αs =
V[Ci]i
E[Ci] 2i

. (6b)

Here, βt = βs = 2. To verify this hypothesis, we plot the

ratio ζi(t) = xi(t)
xj(t)

, where j is a reference oscillator, as

shown in the bottom panels of Fig. 1. The choice of j may
be arbitrary; however, here, we selected j = N/2 = 50
because xN/2 is expected to be close to x0. It is now clear
that waveform proportionality approximately arises in
the waveforms in Fig. 1(d) but not in those in other pan-
els. This suggests that waveform proportionality sponta-
neously emerges in strongly synchronized oscillators. TL
with exponent βt,s = 2 then naturally occurs.

Next, we quantitatively investigate the dependence of
the synchronization level and TL exponent on the cou-
pling strength, Dy (Fig. 3). Here, the order parameter χ
for synchronization can be defined as

χ =
CV[X(t)]

max
i

{CV[xi(t)]}
, (7)

where CV represents the coefficient of variation. Namely,
χ is the coefficient of variation of the mean-field of xi(t)
normalized by the maximum coefficient of variation of
xi(t). This quantity is close to 1 when the oscillators
are completely synchronized; it is close to 0 when the
oscillators are desynchronized. The same χ is plotted
in Figs. 3(a) and (c). Moreover, logαt,s is illustrated
in Fig. S1. Depending on the value of Dy, quenching
may occur, rendering it impossible to define χ. Thus,
we judged that quenching occurred when the mean of
the variance of xi(t), 1/N

∑N
i=1〈(xi(t)− 〈xi(t)〉t)

2
〉t, was

less than a certain threshold value, and such cases were
excluded. The number of times we judged that quenching
occurred is shown in Fig. S2. We confirmed that qualita-
tively same results could be obtained for several different
threshold values. This process was applied to all systems
described later.
It can be observed in Figs. 3(a) and (b) that βt ap-

proached a value close to 2 as Dy increased. Around
Dy ≈ 0.5, R2 was sufficiently close to 1 and βt was close
to 2. Thus, temporal TL with exponent βt ≈ 2 was ob-
served around Dy = 0.5. In contrast, according to χ,
synchronization began at approximately Dy = 0.05, sig-
nificantly earlier than the onset of temporal TL. These
results suggest that in addition to synchronization, there
exists an unidentified condition responsible for the emer-
gence of temporal TL. The onset of spatial TL was sig-
nificantly slower than that of temporal TL. To identify
the cause of this phenomenon, we focused on the wave-
form of Dy = 0.8, where only temporal TL was ob-
served (Figs. 2(c) and (g)). Here, waveform proportion-
ality was not realized well (Fig. 1(c), bottom); however,
when the waveforms were shifted such that their peak
positions coincided, the ratio ζi(t) became almost con-
stant, as shown in Fig. S3(c). This indicates that the
hypothesis considered in Eq. (3) should be replaced with
xi(t) = Cix0(t − ti). We further found the shift ti to
be approximately proportional to µi and 1/Dy (Figs. S4
and S5). These results suggest that waveform propor-
tionality occurs with a lag ti, which decreases when Dy
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FIG. 1. Examples of xi(t) and ζi(t) for each coupling strength. Upper and lower panels show the time series and ratio of time
series, respectively. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly
selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Data for i = 1, 25, 50, 75, and 100 are shown.

is increased. Because Eq. (4) holds true even when
xi(t) = Cix0(t) is replaced with xi(t) = Cix0(t − ti),
temporal TL emerges at smaller Dy. In contrast, Eq. (5)
is violated in the presence of lag; thus, spatial TL may
appear only when the lag is vanishingly small, i.e., Dy

is considerably large. Accordingly, we found that spa-
tial TL is observed for a wider range of Dy upon using
shifted waveforms xi(t + ti), as shown in red symbols in
Figs. 2(g) and (h), and Fig. S6.
To theoretically clarify the mechanism responsible for

the emergence of TL, we performed a perturbative anal-
ysis. Motivated by our numerical results, we considered
the following ansatzes:

xi(t) = x0(t− εiτ) + εip(t− εiτ) + O(ε2i ), (8a)

yi(t) = y0(t− εiτ) + εiq(t− εiτ) +O(ε2i ), (8b)

zi(t) = z0(t− εiτ) + εir(t − εiτ) +O(ε2i ), (8c)

where

εi =
µi

Dy
, (9)

denotes nondimensional small parameters; τ is a con-
stant; and p(t), q(t), and r(t) are functions to be deter-
mined. We recall that x0(t) is a periodic function obey-
ing the following relation for the food chain model under
consideration:

ẋ0 = fx(x0, y0, z0) = (a− ly0)x0 − ax∗. (10)

In Eq. (8), waveform proportionality can be said to oc-
cur in variable xi(t) if p(t) ∝ x0(t) holds true in good
approximation. As shown below, this is true under some
conditions. Substituting Eq. (8) into Eq. (2a) and ex-
tracting the O(εi) terms, we obtain:

ṗ = (a− ly0 −Dx)p− lqx0. (11)

Notice that Eqs. (10) and (11) are linear in terms of x0

and p, respectively. Therefore, by assuming that other
time-dependent functions are provided, we may solve
these equations to obtain the expressions for periodic

x0(t) and p(t). As shown in Supplemental Material, we
obtain:

x0(t) =

(

κ1 − ax∗

∫ t

0

e−f̄ t′g(t′)dt′
)

ef̄ t+δF (t), (12a)

p(t) =

(

κ2 − l

∫ t

0

e−(f̄−Dx)t
′

h(t′)dt′
)

e(f̄−Dx)t+δF (t),

(12b)

where f̄ = 〈a− ly0(t)〉t, δF (t) =
∫ t

0

{

f(t′)− f̄
}

dt′, g(t) =

e−δF (t), and h(t) = q(t)x0(t)e
−δF (t). κ1 and κ2 are ar-

bitrary constants. Note that δF (t) is periodic, and thus,
g(t) and h(t) are periodic. In the integral provided in
Eq. (12a), if the oscillation period of g(t), which is ap-
proximately 2π/ω, is sufficiently smaller than 1/|f̄ |, e−f̄t′

is approximately constant during 1 oscillation period,
where ω is the oscillation frequency. Then, g(t) can be
effectively averaged, and only the average of g(t) is im-
portant. By using the Fourier series of g(t), the integral
can be directly calculated to obtain:

x0 =
ax∗

f̄

[

A+O

(

f̄

ω

)]

eδF (t), (13)

where A = 〈g(t)〉t. Similarly, we obtain:

p =
l

f̄ −Dx

[

B +O

(

f̄ −Dx

ω

)]

eδF (t), (14)

where B = 〈q(t)x0(t)e
−δF (t)〉t. Therefore, p(t) becomes

approximately proportional to x0(t) when the following
conditions are satisfied:

A ≫ O

(

f̄

ω

)

and B ≫ O

(

f̄ −Dx

ω

)

. (15)

Thus, TL with exponent βt,s = 2 should be observed in
good approximation when εi is sufficiently small. Fur-
thermore, substituting Eqs. (13) and (14) into Eqs. (4)
and (5), and omitting the O(·) terms, we obtain:

αt =
V
[

eδF (t)
]

t
(

E
[

eδF (t)
]

t

)2 , (16)

αs =

(

f̄

f̄ −Dx

lB

ax∗A

)2

V[εi]i. (17)
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FIG. 2. Examples of TL for each coupling strength. N =
100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ =
1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from
a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Temporal and
spatial TLs are shown in left and right columns, respectively.
Blue plots indicate temporal and spatial TLs for the raw data,
red plots indicate spatial TL for the shifted data, and black
lines are the reference line with slope 2.

We expect that Eq. (15) can be generally satisfied when
f̄ and Dx are sufficiently smaller than ω. In the present
example, we have ω ≈ 2.18, f̄ ≈ 0.0327, and Dx = 0,
suggesting the validity of our approximation. Indeed,
the predicted βt,s and logαt,s, shown in black lines in
Figs. 3 and S1, are in excellent agreement with the sim-
ulation results for large Dy. One might naively expect
that waveform proportionality naturally arises for oscil-
lators with strong diffusive coupling because the wave-
forms become virtually identical in the strong coupling
limit. However, note that convergence (p(t) → 0) does
not imply waveform proportionality, and the convergence
method is important. An interesting prediction, possibly
opposing the naive expectation, is that waveform pro-

FIG. 3. Dy dependence of TL parameters and synchroniza-
tion degree of the food chain model. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz =
0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and
z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribu-
tion between 4.9 and 5.1. Simulations were performed up to
t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from
t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard de-
viation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions and
bi. In (a) and (c), purple and vertical orange lines represent χ
and max{µi}, respectively. In (b) and (d), red and black lines
represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. (a)
Coefficient of determination of temporal TL (green line). (b)
Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Coefficient of determination
of spatial TL (green line). (d) Exponents of spatial TL.

portionality is violated when coupling strength Dx in
the observed variable is large because this will violate
Eq. (15). We numerically demonstrate this prediction in
Supplemental Material by considering the Dx > 0 cases
(Fig. S7). In contrast, there is no condition regarding
Dz. Indeed, as demonstrated in Fig. S8, TL is observed
for Dz > 0.
Next, we generalize our theory considering the follow-

ing situation. Suppose we have N oscillators, each of
which can be described by an M -dimensional dynami-
cal system. Let xi(t) (i = 1, . . . , N) be the observables
obeying

ẋi = si(t)x0 + ui(t), (18)

where si(t) and ui(t) are periodic with period 2π
ω . We as-

sume that si(t) = s(t)+εiδs(t) and ui(t) = u(t)+εiδu(t)
to the lowest order in εi, where s, u, δs, and δu are pe-
riodic. Then, the above analysis can similarly be
applied to this system. Accordingly, we conclude that
waveform proportionality occurs in xi(t) for small εi if
Eq. (15), wherein f̄ is replaced with 〈s(t)〉t, is satisfied.
Essentially, the equation should be linear in terms
of observables and its intrinsic dynamics should be
sufficiently slow. When these assumptions are satisfied,
the averaging approximation is effective, resulting in
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waveform proportionality. Furthermore, we note that
our theory can approximately be extended to a class
of chaotic oscillators. Suppose that si(t) and ui(t) in
Eq. (18) show chaotic oscillations with characteristic
period T . We assume that the time averages of si(t)
and ui(t) over 1 period T do not strongly fluctuate from
the long-time averages of si(t) and ui(t). Under this
assumption, the above arguments hold approximately
true. From these observations, we predict that TL
can arise in a broad class of systems, including various
types of (i) chaotic oscillators, (ii) coupling mechanisms,
and (iii) dynamical systems. Concerning (i), as shown
in Fig. 4 and Fig. S9, we demonstrate that the same
food chain model with another set of parameters that
yields chaotic oscillations approximately shows wave-
form proportionality and TL when the oscillators are
synchronized. Concerning (ii), as shown in Fig. S10, we
demonstrate that TL is observed in a pacemaker-driven
system, where Y = y0 in Eq. (2). Concerning (iii), as
an example, we consider the following Rössler system
[39–44]: fx = −(ω0 + µi)yi − zi, fy = (ω0 + µi)xi + ayi,
and fz = b + zi (xi − c) in Eq. (2), where we employ
the standard parameter values as a = 0.1, b = 0.1,
and c = 0.7, and introduce µi as a heterogeneity pa-
rameter. Following previous works [39–44], we consider
Dx = Dy = D > 0 and Dz = 0. The simulation results of
the Rössler system are shown in Fig. S11. Note that the
actual frequency, ω, is approximately ω0 in this system.
In this system, TL is expected to be observed in variable
z because Eq. (15), wherein Dx and f̄ are replaced with
0 and 〈xi(t) − c〉t, respectively, may be satisfied for any
value of D. Furthermore, we investigate ω0 dependency
in addition to D dependency because the validity of
Eq. (15) can conveniently be controlled through ω0.
We investigate ω0 dependency for fixed D = 100. As
expected, exponent βt,s approaches 2 with large coef-
ficients of determination (R2) as ω0 increases (Fig. S12).

Discussion. In this study, we showed that temporal and
spatial TLs are induced by synchronization in a broad
class of periodic and chaotic oscillators. Specifically,
we demonstrated that as the degree of synchroniza-
tion increases, the correlation between log(mean) and
log(variance) becomes stronger. Moreover, we showed
that in regions of strong synchronization, waveform
proportionality emerges, resulting in the derivation of
temporal and spatial TLs with exponent 2. In these
synchronization-induced TLs, temporal and spatial TLs
arise in the same mechanism, i.e., waveform proportion-
ality. In contrast, owing to phase lag, which is expressed
by the εiτ terms in Eq. (8), spatial TL requires stronger
coupling than temporal TL. While several studies ex-
plored the relationship between TL and synchronization
[7, 18, 22–24, 28, 30, 31, 36, 45], the details of the
relationship are not fully understood yet. Many of
these studies investigated the correlation between the

FIG. 4. Dy dependence of TL parameters and synchro-
nization degree of the food chain model in chaotic region.
N = 100, a = 1, c = 10, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.5, y∗ = 0,
and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform dis-
tribution between 0.9 and 1.1. Simulations were performed
up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series
from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard
deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions
and bi. In (a), purple and vertical orange lines represent χ
and max{µi}, respectively. In (b), red and black lines repre-
sent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. (a) Co-
efficient of determination of temporal TL (green line). (b)
Exponents of temporal TL.

exponents of TL and degree of synchronization through
numerical simulations [22, 24, 28, 30, 31, 36]. In refs.
[7, 22, 23], the authors argued that temporal TL with
exponent 2 is observed when the time series are perfectly
correlated. Reuman et al. derived the analytical rela-
tionship between spatial TL and synchronization [18].
In this study, we analytically derived both temporal and
spatial TLs with exponent 2 from the synchronization
state in a broad class of periodic and chaotic oscillators.
Although other mechanisms are known to exist for TL
with exponent 2 [3, 19, 21, 25, 27, 29, 32–34], and
the synchronization considered in this study is slightly
unusual owing to its intensity and special correlation
(waveform proportionality), we believe that our findings
provide valuable insights into the understanding of
TL from the perspective of synchronization as another
universal phenomenon in ecosystems [46]. Our study can
help in inferring the existence of synchronization solely
from the relationship between the mean and variance
[47].

Similar phenomena as waveform proportionality have
been proposed previously, including the projective syn-
chronization [48] and a type of generalized synchroniza-
tion [49]. These previously reported phenomena are ob-
served in a limited class of coupled oscillators. We showed
that waveform proportionality arises in a broad class of
coupled periodic or chaotic oscillators when the oscilla-
tors are strongly synchronized.

This study was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Number JP23KJ0830 and WINGS CFS program of The
Univ. of Tokyo to Y.M., and JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Number JP21K12056 to H.K.
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FIGURES

Fig. S1. Dy dependence of logαt,s of the food chain model. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ =
1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Simulations were
performed up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the
standard deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions and bi. In (a) and (b), blue and black lines represent
simulation and theoretical results, respectively. (a) Intercepts of temporal TL. (b) Intercepts of spatial TL.

Fig. S2. The number of times we judged that quenching occurred for each coupling strength Dy for the food chain model.
N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from
a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. We judged quenching occurred when 1/N

∑N

i=1
〈(xi(t)− 〈xi(t)〉t)

2〉t < 0.001.
Simulations were performed up to t = 3500, and the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500 were used for the calculations.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.02124v2
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Fig. S3. Examples of ζi(t) of shifted xi(t) for each coupling strength. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l =
0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Data for
i = 1, 25, 50, 75, and 100 are shown.

Fig. S4. Phase lag analysis for µi. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01.
bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. The vertical axis means the times when each xi(t)
reaches its local maximum value.

Fig. S5. Phase lag analysis for 1/Dy . N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and
z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. The vertical axis represents the slope of
the approximate straight lines of the 10 graphs shown in Fig. S4.
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Fig. S6. When TL is computed after applying phase shifts to the time series so that the peaks coincide, the onsets of temporal
and spatial TLs almost overlap. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi
was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Simulations were performed up to t = 3500, and TL
was computed using the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard deviation of 10 calculations
with different initial conditions and bi. In (a) and (d), purple and vertical orange lines represent χ and max{µi}, respectively.
In (b) and (e), red and black lines represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. In (c) and (f), blue and black
lines represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. (a) Coefficient of determination of temporal TL (green line).
(b) Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Intercepts of temporal TL. (d) Coefficient of determination of spatial TL (green line). (e)
Exponents of spatial TL. (f) Intercepts of spatial TL.

Fig. S7. Simulation results with fixed Dy(= 100) value and varying Dx. To evaluate waveform proportionality, set xi =
x0 + εi(p + w). If waveform proportionality appears, then p + w should be proportional to x0. Thus we calculated the
coefficient of variation of (p + w)/x0 = Dy/µi(xi/x0 − 1). Note that x50 was used instead of x0 in the actual calculation.
N = 100, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform
distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Error bars represent the standard deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions
and bi. (a) Coefficient of determination of temporal TL. (b) Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Coefficient of determination of
spatial TL. (d) Exponents of spatial TL. (e) Coefficient of variation of the deviation. 1

N−1

∑
i6=50

CV[Dy/µi(xi/x50 − 1)] is
plotted.
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Fig. S8. D(= Dy = Dz) dependence of TL parameters and synchronization degree of the food chain model with coupling at
yi and zi. N = 100, Dx = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a
uniform distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Simulations were performed up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time
series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions
and bi. In (a) and (d), purple and vertical orange lines represent χ and max{µi}, respectively. In (b) and (e), red and black
lines represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. In (c) and (f), blue and black lines represent simulation and
theoretical results, respectively. (a) Coefficient of determination of temporal TL (green line). (b) Exponents of temporal TL.
(c) Intercepts of temporal TL. (d) Coefficient of determination of spatial TL (green line). (e) Exponents of spatial TL. (f)
Intercepts of spatial TL.

Fig. S9. Dy dependence of logαt of the food chain model in chaotic region. N = 100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 10, k = 0.6, l =
0.1, x∗ = 1.5, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 0.9 and 1.1. Simulations
were performed up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent
the standard deviation for 10 calculations with different initial conditions and bi. Blue and black lines represent simulation and
theoretical results, respectively.
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Fig. S10. Dy dependence of TL parameters and synchronization degree of the pacemaker-driven food chain model. N =
100, Dx = 0, Dz = 0, a = 1, c = 9, k = 0.6, l = 0.1, x∗ = 1.6, y∗ = 0, and z∗ = 0.01. bi was randomly selected from a uniform
distribution between 4.9 and 5.1. Simulations were performed up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from
t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions and bi. In
(a) and (d), purple and vertical orange lines represent χ and max{µi}, respectively. In (b) and (e), red and black lines represent
simulation and theoretical results, respectively. In (c) and (f), blue and black lines represent simulation and theoretical results,
respectively. (a) Coefficient of determination of temporal TL (green line). (b) Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Intercepts of
temporal TL. (d) Coefficient of determination of spatial TL (green line). (e) Exponents of spatial TL. (f) Intercepts of spatial
TL.

Fig. S11. D(= Dx = Dy) dependence of TL parameters and synchronization degree of the Rössler system. N = 100, Dz =
0, a = 0.1, b = 0.1 and c = 0.7. ωi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between 5.4 and 5.6. Simulations were
performed up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent
the standard deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions and ωi. In (a) and (d), purple and vertical orange
lines represent χ and max{µi}, respectively. In (b) and (e), red and black lines represent simulation and theoretical results,
respectively. In (c) and (f), blue and black lines represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively. (a) Coefficient of
determination of temporal TL (green line). (b) Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Intercepts of temporal TL. (d) Coefficient of
determination of spatial TL (green line). (e) Exponents of spatial TL. (f) Intercepts of spatial TL.
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Fig. S12. ω0 dependence of TL parameters of the Rössler system. N = 100, Dx = Dy = 100, Dz = 0, a = 0.1, b = 0.1 and
c = 0.7. ωi was randomly selected from a uniform distribution between (ω0 − 0.1) and (ω0 + 0.1). Simulations were performed
up to t = 3500, and TL was computed using the time series from t = 3000 to t = 3500. Error bars represent the standard
deviation of 10 calculations with different initial conditions and ωi. In (b) and (e), red and black lines represent simulation and
theoretical results, respectively. In (c) and (f), blue and black lines represent simulation and theoretical results, respectively.
(a) Coefficient of determination of temporal TL. (b) Exponents of temporal TL. (c) Intercepts of temporal TL. (d) Coefficient
of determination of spatial TL. (e) Exponents of spatial TL. (f) Intercepts of spatial TL.
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CALCULATION DETAILS

ẋi = a(xi − x∗)− lxiyi +
Dx

N

N
∑

j=1

(xj − xi), (1)

ẏi = −bi(yi − y∗) + lxiyi − kyizi +
Dy

N

N
∑

j=1

(yj − yi), (2)

żi = −c(zi − z∗) + kyizi +
Dz

N

N
∑

j=1

(zj − zi), (3)

where,

bi = b0 + µi, (4)

〈µi〉i = 0. (5)

Assume that the solutions are as follows:

xi(t) = x0(t) +
µi

Dy
p(t), (6)

yi(t) = y0(t) +
µi

Dy
q(t), (7)

zi(t) = z0(t) +
µi

Dy
r(t), (8)

where, x0, y0, and z0 satisfy the following:

ẋ0 = a(x0 − x∗)− lx0y0, (9)

ẏ0 = −b0(y0 − y∗) + lx0y0 − ky0z0, (10)

ż0 = −c(z0 − z∗) + ky0z0. (11)

Substituting Eqs. (6) and (7) into Eq. (1), we obtain,

ẋ0 + εiṗ = ax0 + εiap− ax∗ − lx0y0 − εilqx0 − εilpy0 − ε2i lpq +Dxx0 −Dxx0 −Dxεip, (12)

∴ εiṗ = εiap− εilqx0 − εilpy0 − ε2i lpq − εiDxp, (13)

where εi = µi/Dy. Comparing both sides for εi, we obtain,

ṗ = (a− ly0 −Dx)p− lqx0. (14)

Substituting Eqs. (6), (7), and (8) into Eq. (2), we obtain,

ẏ0 + εiq̇ = − b0y0 − εib0q + b0y
∗ − µiy0 − µiεiq + µiy

∗ (15)

+ lx0y0 + εilqx0 + εilpy0 + ε2i lpq − ky0z0 − εikry0 − εikqz0 − ε2i kqr +Dyy0 −Dyy0 − εiDyq, (16)

∴ εiq̇ = −εib0q − εiDyy0 − ε2iDyq + µiy
∗ + εilqx0 + εilpy0 + ε2i lpq − εikry0 − εikqz0 − ε2i kqr − εiDyq.(17)

Comparing both sides for εi, we obtain,

q̇ = (−b0 + lx0 − kz0 −Dy)q + (−Dy + lp− kr)y0 +Dyy
∗. (18)

Substituting Eqs. (7) and (8) into Eq. (3), we obtain,

ż0 + εiṙ = −cz0 − εicr + cz∗ + ky0z0 + εikry0 + εikqz0 + ε2i kqr +Dzz0 −Dzz0 − εiDzr, (19)

∴ εiṙ = −εicr + εikry0 + εikqz0 + ε2i kqr − εiDzr. (20)
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Comparing both sides for εi, we obtain,

ṙ = (−c+ ky0 −Dz)r + kqz0. (21)

Thus, the dynamics of p, q, and r are as follows:

ṗ = (a− ly0 −Dx)p− lqx0, (22)

q̇ = (−b0 + lx0 − kz0 −Dy)q + (−Dy + lp− kr)y0 +Dyy
∗, (23)

ṙ = (−c+ ky0 −Dz)r + kqz0. (24)

By assuming that y0(t) is a given periodic function with period T and solving Eqs. (9) and (22), we are going to show
that x0(t) and p(t) are approximately proportional under a certain condition to be determined. We introduce

f(t) = a− ly0, (25)

f̄ = 〈f(t)〉t, (26)

δf(t) = f(t)− f̄ , (27)

δF (t) =

∫ t

0

δf(t′)dt′. (28)

Note that δF (t) is a periodic function with period T . The general solution x0(t) to Eq. (9) for given y0(t) is given as

x0(t) =

(

κ1 − ax∗

∫ t

0

e−f̄ t′−δF (t′)dt′
)

ef̄t+δF (t), (29)

where κ1 is an arbitrary constant. We expand e−δF (t) in the Fourier series:

e−δF (t) = A+

∞
∑

n=1

{an cos(ωnt) + bn sin(ωnt)} , (30)

where ω = 2π
T ; and A, an, and bn are Fourier coefficients. In particular, note that

A = 〈e−δF (t)〉t. (31)

Using Eq. (30), we obtain

∫ t

0

e−f̄t′−δF (t′)dt′ =e−f̄t

[

−
A

f̄
+

∞
∑

n=1

(anωn− bnf̄) sin(ωnt)− (anf̄ + bnωn) cos(ωnt)

f̄2 + (ωn)2

]

(32)

+

∞
∑

n=1

anf̄ + bnωn

f̄2 + (ωn)2
+

A

f̄
. (33)

By setting

κ̃1 = κ1 − ax∗

∞
∑

n=1

anf̄ + bnωn

f̄2 + (ωn)2
− ax∗A

f̄
, (34)

we obtain

x0(t) =

[

κ̃1 − ax∗e−f̄t

{

−
A

f̄
+

∞
∑

n=1

(anωn− bnf̄) sin(ωnt)− (anf̄ + bnωn) cos(ωnt)

f̄2 + (ωn)2

}]

ef̄t+δF (t). (35)

Since we are concerned with periodic x0(t), we set κ̃1 = 0. We assume that f̄ ≪ ω. Then, we can estimate

x0 =
ax∗

f̄

[

A+O

(

f̄

ω

)]

eδF (t). (36)
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Therefore, when

A ≫

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̄

ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (37)

x0(t) is well approximated to

x0(t) ≈
ax∗A

f̄
eδF (t). (38)

Next, by solving Eq. (22) for given periodic x0(t), y0(t) and q(t), we obtain an expression for p(t). The general
solution is given as

p(t) =

(

κ2 − l

∫ t

0

q(t′)x0(t
′)e−(f̄−Dx)t

′−δF (t′)dt′
)

e(f̄−Dx)t+δF (t). (39)

We expand

q(t)x0(t)e
−δF (t) = B +

∞
∑

n=1

{cn cos(ωnt) + dn sin(ωnt)} , (40)

where B, cn, and dn are Fourier coefficients. In particular, note that

B = 〈q(t)x0(t)e
−δF (t)〉t. (41)

Using Eq. (40), we obtain

∫ t

0

q(t′)x0(t
′)e−f̄t′+Dxt

′−δF (t′)dt′ (42)

=e(Dx−f̄)t

[

B

Dx − f̄
+

∞
∑

n=1

{

cn(Dx − f̄)− dnωn
}

cos(ωnt) +
{

cnωn+ dn(Dx − f̄)
}

sin(ωnt)

(Dx − f̄)2 + (ωn)2

]

(43)

+

∞
∑

n=1

dnωn− cn(Dx − f̄)

(Dx − f̄)2 + (ωn)2
−

B

Dx − f̄
. (44)

By setting

κ̃2 = κ2 − l

∞
∑

n=1

dnωn− cn(Dx − f̄)

(Dx − f̄)2 + (ωn)2
+

lB

Dx − f̄
, (45)

we obtain

p(t) =

[

κ̃2 − le(Dx−f̄)t

{

B

Dx − f̄
+

∞
∑

n=1

{

cn(Dx − f̄)− dnωn
}

cos(ωnt) +
{

cnωn+ dn(Dx − f̄)
}

sin(ωnt)

(Dx − f̄)2 + (ωn)2

}]

e(f̄−Dx)t+δF (t).

(46)

Since we are concerned with periodic p(t), we set κ̃2 = 0. Similarly to x0(t), we obtain

p =
l

f̄ −Dx

[

B +O

(

f̄ −Dx

ω

)]

eδF (t). (47)

We thus find that when

B ≫

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̄ −Dx

ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (48)

p(t) is well approximated to

p(t) ≈
lB

f̄ −Dx
eδF (t), (49)

which is proportional to approximate x0(t) given in Eq. (38).


