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Diverse implicit structures of fluids are discovered lately, providing opportunities to study the
physics of fluids applying network analysis. Although considerable works devote to identifying in-
formative network structures of fluids, we are limited to a primary stage of understanding what
kinds of information can these identified networks convey about fluids. An essential question is how
the mechanical properties of fluids are embodied in the topological properties of networks or vice
versa. Here, we tackle this question by revealing a set of fluid-network relations that quantify the in-
teractions between fundamental fluid properties (e.g., kinetic energy and enstrophy decay laws) and
defining network characteristics (e.g., spatial self-similarity, scale-invariance, and control scaling).
We first analyze spatial self-similarity in its classic and generalized definitions, which respectively
reflect whether vortical interactions or their spatial imbalance extents are self-similar in fluid flows.
The deviation extents of networks from self-similar states exhibit power-law scaling behaviours with
respect to fluid properties, suggesting the diversity among vortex as an indispensable basis of self-
similar fluid flows. Then, the same paradigm is adopted to investigate scale-invariance using renor-
malization groups, which reveals that the breaking extents of scale-invariance in networks, similar
to those of spatial self-similarity, follow power-law scaling with respect to fluid properties. Finally,
we define a control problem on networks to study the propagation of perturbations through vortical
interactions over different ranges. The minimum cost of controlling vortical networks exponentially
scales with range diameters (i.e., control distances), whose growth rates experiences temporal de-
cays. We show that this temporal decay speed is fully determined by fluid properties in power-law
scaling behaviours. In sum, all these discovered fluid-network relations sketch a picture where we
can study the implicit structures of fluids and quantify their interactions with fluid dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Most of our knowledge about fluids over decades can
be summarized as the understanding of their dynamics
[1] rather than structures (e.g., consider those in solids).
This is because fluids do not inherently form explicit
structures. It is only in the last few years that scien-
tists have started to comprehend the implicit structures
of fluids (i.e., specific observable relations among fluid
elements that constrain dynamics) [2, 3]. These latent
structures, characterized by complex networks, provide
opportunities to study the physics of vortical flows and
turbulence using network analysis [4].
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Although complex networks naturally occur in differ-
ent fields [5], identifying informative network structures
for fluids is crucial and non-trivial. To date, extensive
mappings from fluids to networks have been explored
from the Eulerian [2, 3, 6–14], the Lagrangian [2, 3, 8–
10, 15–19], and the time series [4, 20–22] perspectives,
revealing diverse possibilities to analyze the dynamic cou-
plings among fluid elements. In Appendix A, we present
a comprehensive summary of these network identifica-
tion techniques. Among these methods, we choose to
extract the network structures of vortical interactions,
which serves as a mainstream approach in the Eulerian
view and enables us to trace the chaotic motions of vortex
to underlying networks [2, 3].

In this work, we take a step further to explore what
kinds of information can these extracted networks con-
vey about the nature of fluids. In pioneer studies, this
question has only been tackled in a primary stage. For
instance, the vortical networks of isotropy turbulence in
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an Eulerian view are shown as scale-free, implying that
isotropy turbulence lacks a characteristic vortical scale
and features a self-similar spatial distribution of vortex
[3]. The decay of turbulence kinetic energy across time,
i.e., the vanishing of small vortex, can be reflected by the
breaking of spatial self-similarity. From a network science
perspective, the above finding suggests that the vorti-
cal distribution of isotropy turbulence is robust against
random perturbations and such robustness fades away
with kinetic energy decay [3]. Isotropy turbulence with
strong robustness cannot be significantly disturbed un-
less targeted perturbations accurately act on the hubs
[23] of vortical networks [3], which enlightens flow con-
trol engineering and attracts a series of works on fast
network extraction [24] and influential hub identification
[25, 26]. Other inspiring findings can be seen in jets [27–
29], plumes [30–33], wakes [34–36], vortical flows [15, 37],
and wall turbulence [9, 17]. The main challenge faced by
these pioneer works, as discussed in Refs. [3, 4], is the
elusive relation between fluid properties and their net-
work counterparts.

In response to this challenge, we aim at discovering
the statistical physics correspondence relations between
fluids and their network representations, which are re-
ferred to as fluid networks for convenience. Our works
are summarized as the following:

(1) As a continuation of the work in Ref. [3], we first
analyze the statistical correspondence between the
decay laws (e.g., kinetic energy and enstrophy de-
cays) of turbulent flows and the breaking of spatial
self-similarity in fluid networks in Sec. III.

(2) Apart from the classic definition of spatial self-
similarity rooted in degree distributions, we extend
our analysis into the generalized self-similarity es-
tablished on the degree–degree distance [38, 39] in
Sec. IV. The distance distribution enables us to
study how the structure imbalance of fluid net-
works exhibits spatial self-similarity and how this
self-similarity is regulated by fluid decay laws.

(3) Beyond the self-similar property, we further explore
how fluid decay laws regulate the scale-invariance
property of fluid networks in Sec. V. Note that
scale-invariance is not equivalent to spatial self-
similarity for complex networks. The former refers
to the strict symmetry under scale transformations
[40, 41] while the latter corresponds to the similar-
ity between a local region and its sub-regions on a
given scale (see Appendix B for details). By inves-
tigating scale-invariance, we can relate the fluctua-
tions of turbulent flows across multiple scales.

(4) Parallel to the analysis of scale-invariance, we also
explore the correspondence relations between other
kinds of network scaling and the decay laws of tur-
bulence properties in Sec. VI. Specifically, we show
how these decay laws are reflected by the scaling of

network control costs (i.e., the energy cost of con-
trolling a certain set of units) [42, 43].

We uniformly refer to the statistical connections dis-
covered in these four aspects as fluid-network relations.
These relations quantify how the decay laws of fluids
(e.g., kinetic energy and enstrophy decays) are reflected
by the statistical physics characteristics of fluid networks
or vice versa. Although we primarily implement our anal-
ysis on decaying and forced turbulent flows under differ-
ent viscosity and velocity conditions, the same idea can
be readily generalized to other kinds of fluids to study
these fluid-network relations.

II. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK

In our work, we generate freely decaying and forced
turbulent flows (i.e., Kolmogorov flows) under different
conditions of viscosity, ν, and velocity bound, um. All the
computational details of fluid generation are presented in
Appendix C to ensure the reproducibility. There are 18
combinations of (ν, um) implemented in our experiments,
each of which corresponds to a realization of decaying
turbulence and a realization of forced turbulence during
a time interval of [0, 125]. After sampling 50 time frames
from each realization, we utilize the pipeline introduced
in Appendix D to extract fluid networks from the fluid
data in these time frames. Each extracted fluid network
characterizes vortical interactions in the flow field at a
certain moment, where units are fluid elements and edge
weights denote the induced velocities. We have filtered
edges to exclude weak vortical interactions and control
the effects of noises (see Appendix D for details).
After generating fluid flows and their network repre-

sentations, we can simultaneously study their mechanics
and network properties. On the one hand, we analyze the
power-law decays of kinetic energy, E, and enstrophy, Ω
in decaying turbulence [1, 44]

E ∝ t−γ , Ω ∝ t−ϕ, (1)

where these physics quantities are calculated following
Appendix E and fitted following Appendix H. Note that
these power-law form decay laws do not apply to forced
turbulence, where kinetic energy and enstrophy exhibit
more sharp decays across time (see Fig. 8 in Appendix H
for instances). These decay processes convey information
on how important fluid mechanics properties (e.g., the
scales of energy change and fluid motion) evolve across
time [1, 44].
On the other hand, we study spatial self-similarity

[3, 38, 39], scale-invariance [40, 41], and control scaling
[42, 43]. For spatial self-similarity, we analyze it in its
classic [3] and generalized forms [38, 39], which manifest
as the power-law probability distributions of weighted
degree, deg, and degree-degree distance, η, respectively
(see Appendix F for definitions). As demonstrated in
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Appendix I, these power-law behaviours can be equiva-
lently and more efficiently verified by the power-law rank
scaling of deg and η

degr ∝ r−σ, ηr ∝ r−χ, (2)

where r denotes the rank after we sort these network
quantities in a decreasing order (e.g., the r-th largest
value among all samples is ηr). Compared with estimat-
ing power-law probability densities on empirical data, an-
alyzing rank scaling is easier and more robust (i.e., one
only need to sort the data). When necessary, we can also
transform rank scaling exponents, σ and χ, to the power-
law exponents of probability distributions via the simple
algebra shown in Appendix I. Exponent σ determines
how the spatial patterns of vortical interactions (i.e., the
induced velocities of vortex) are self-similar. Exponent
χ describes how the structure imbalance of vortical in-
teractions (i.e., a kind of generalized gradient of induced
velocities) exhibits self-similarity.

For scale-invariance, we use a renormalization group
(RG) approach [41] introduced in Appendix G to re-
alize the scale transformation of fluid networks. This
framework, termed as random renormalization group, is
a model-free RG developed for fast renormalizing the
structure and dynamics of ultra-large systems [41]. By
transforming fluid networks from fine-grained scales to

FIG. 1. Main pipeline of fluid data processing. Given a
sequence of vortical fields across time (t), we extract their
corresponding fluid networks and renormalize these fluid net-
works for multiple iterations (l). The colors of units in each
network are determined using weighted degrees.

coarse-grained scales, we analyze whether the macro-
scopic observables of fluid systems maintain invariant
across scales. Specifically, we generate a renormaliza-
tion flow,

(
X(1), . . . , X(T )

)
, for each fluid network, where

X(1) denotes the state of this network on the initial scale
and X(l) is the transformed state on the l-th scale. As
shown in Appendix J, the macroscopic observable of fluid
network on the l-th scale can be defined as either the
re-scaled ranked degree, ¯deg

(l)
r̄ , or the re-scaled ranked

degree-degree distance, η̄
(l)
r̄ . The evolution intensity of

this macroscopic observable across scales can be mea-
sured as

∆ =
〈
ξ̄
(l)
r̄

〉
r̄, l
, (3)

where we define ξ̄
(l)
r̄ =

∣∣∣ ¯deg
(l)
r̄ − ¯deg

(1)
r̄

∣∣∣ or ξ̄(l)r̄ =
∣∣∣η̄(l)r̄ −

η̄
(1)
r̄

∣∣∣ to quantify the deviations of the macroscopic ob-

servable on the l-th scale from its initial state on the
original scale. Notion ⟨·⟩r̄, l denotes the averaging across
all r̄ and l. By measuring the evolution of network prop-
erties across scales, the value of ∆ determines whether
the fluid network satisfies scale-invariance.
For control scaling, we consider a control problem with

single input and single control target on fluid networks in
Appendix F. This problem, as shown in Appendix F, re-
quires a minimum cost, Ec, to realize a non-trivial control
(here a trivial control refers to the control process with-
out any effect) [42, 43]. Applying the infinite path net-
work approximation, we can approximate Ec as a func-
tion of ℓ, the distance between input and control target
in a fluid network, following Ref. [43]. In Appendix K,
we show an exponential scaling of the approximated min-
imum control cost

Ec ∝ exp (κℓ) , (4)

which describes how the control cost experiences explo-
sive increase as the control path in a given fluid network
elongates.
After quantifying all these mechanics and network

properties, we can explore their joint relations.

III. DECAY LAWS AND CLASSIC SPATIAL
SELF-SIMILARITY

In this section, we explore how the decays of kinetic en-
ergy and enstrophy affect the classic spatial self-similarity
property [3] of fluid networks. After measuring the rank
scaling exponent of weighted degrees, σ, across different
conditions of (ν, um) and different time frames, we first
calculate the means and standard deviations of σ across
all combinations of (ν, um) at each moment t. As shown
in Fig. 2(a), compared with forced turbulence, decaying
turbulence has a more variable power-law exponent σ
across different conditions of (ν, um) because there exist
larger standard deviations of σ in all time frames. Plac-
ing this observation in the context of fluid mechanics, we
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FIG. 2. Decay laws meet with classic spatial self-similarity. (a) illustrates the observations of the rank scaling exponent of
weighted degrees, σ, in decaying and forced turbulence. In (a), scatters denote the mean value averaged across all combinations
of (ν, um) and color areas represent the associated standard deviations. (b-d) respectively show how the time-averaged rank
scaling exponent of weighted degrees, ⟨σ⟩t, exhibits power-law scaling behaviours with respect to the time-averaged Reynolds
number ⟨Re⟩t, the inverse of kinetic energy decaying rate 1

γ
, and the inverse of enstrophy decaying rate 1

ϕ
. (e-g) respectively

illustrate how the local ⟨σ⟩t experiences bifurcations with respect to ⟨Re⟩t, 1
γ
, and 1

ϕ
. (h-j) respectively show the power-law

scaling of ⟨|σl − σs|⟩t with respect to ⟨Re⟩t, 1
γ
, and 1

ϕ
. Scatters in (b-j) denote empirical data. Dashed lines in (b-d) and (h-j)

represent fitted models while those in (e-g) stand for interpolated results.

can know that the absence of external forces (e.g., the
classic Kolmogorov forcing [45]) provides opportunities
for fluid properties (e.g., viscosity and velocity bound)
to freely regulate the characteristics of fluid networks.

Specifically, the regulation effects on the classic spa-
tial self-similarity of the fluid networks associated with
decaying turbulence are summarized in Figs. 2(b-j). To
focus on the static relations between fluid properties and
network characteristics, we exclude the time dimension
by considering the time-averaged rank scaling exponent
of weighted degrees, ⟨σ⟩t, the time-averaged Reynolds
number, ⟨Re⟩t, the kinetic energy decaying rate, γ, and

the enstrophy decaying rate, ϕ, in our analysis. A direct
observation in Figs. 2(b-d) is that ⟨σ⟩t approximately ex-
hibits power-law scaling behaviours with respect to fluid

properties or their inverse values, i.e., ⟨σ⟩t ∝ ⟨Re⟩−ζσ
t ,

⟨σ⟩t ∝ (1/γ)
−ασ , and ⟨σ⟩t ∝ (1/ϕ)

−βσ . The internal
consistency among these scaling behaviours is compre-
hensible since γ and ϕ, as suggested in Appendix H,
are negatively correlated with the Reynolds number [46].
The actual values of power-law exponents, ζσ, ασ, and
βσ, should be treated carefully because we observe non-
negligible errors in model fitting in Figs. 2(b-d) (i.e.,
with an acceptable but not sufficiently high accuracy of
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R2 ∈ [0.4, 0.6]).
How do these errors arise? The suspicion of the power-

law exponent σ of weighted degrees can not be eliminated
because there is no theoretical guarantee that weighted
degrees must exhibit power-law rank scaling (i.e., errors
may occur in σ when we estimate a power-law model from
non-power-law data). This idea motivates us to verify
whether fluid networks deviate from spatially self-similar
states (i.e., the power-law rank scaling breaks down). Be-
cause ⟨Re⟩t, γ, and ϕ are related to the vanishing rate
of small vortex in turbulence, we decide to subdivide Eq.
(2) into two sub-intervals, which respectively correspond
to large and small vortex

degr ∝ r−σl , r < 0.5M, (5)

degr ∝ r−σs , r ≥ 0.5M. (6)

Here σl and σs denote the local power-law exponents as-
sociated with large and small vortex. If the weighted de-
grees of a fluid network truly exhibits the power-law rank
scaling, we expect to see σl ≃ σs (i.e., all parts of a power-
law model share a common slope in the log-log plot). As
shown in Figs. 2(e-g), two local power-law exponents,
σl and σs, gradually converge to each other as ⟨Re⟩t in-
creases (or equivalently, as γ and ϕ decrease). In other
words, as the fluid flow becomes increasingly turbulent
and the decays of kinetic energy and enstrophy become
much slower, small vortex become more enduring in the
flow to maintain the classic spatial self-similarity. In an
opposite direction (i.e., ⟨Re⟩t decreases), the accelerated
vanishing of small vortex contributes to the bifurcations
of σl and σs in Figs. 2(e-g) as well as the breaking of the
classic spatial self-similarity.

In Figs. 2(h-j), we can observe the power-law scaling
of the absolute difference between σl and σs with respect
to fluid properties or their inverse values

⟨|σl − σs|⟩t ∝ ⟨Re⟩−ζε
σ

t , (7)

⟨|σl − σs|⟩t ∝
(
1

γ

)−αε
σ

, (8)

⟨|σl − σs|⟩t ∝
(
1

ϕ

)−βε
σ

. (9)

These power-law scaling behaviours hold with a high ac-
curacy, indicating how the fluid properties of decaying
turbulence determine the existence of classic spatial self-
similarity in fluid networks.

IV. DECAY LAWS AND GENERALIZED
SPATIAL SELF-SIMILARITY

The analysis paradigm presented above can be directly
extended to the generalized spatial self-similarity, i.e., the
spatial self-similarity behaviours of connectivity imbal-
ance [38, 39] in fluid networks.

As shown in Fig. 3(a), the power-law exponent χ
of degree-degree distances, similar to exponent σ, has
higher variability across different conditions of (ν, um)
in decaying turbulence. The absence of external forces
lays the key foundation for the generalized spatial self-
similarity to be regulated by fluid properties, motivating
us to primarily focus on decaying turbulence.
In Figs. 3(b-d), we observe clear power-law scaling

behaviours of the time-averaged scaling exponent of con-
nectivity imbalance, ⟨χ⟩t, with respect to fluid proper-

ties or their inverse values, i.e., ⟨χ⟩t ∝ (1/⟨Re⟩t)−ζχ ,
⟨χ⟩t ∝ γ−αχ , and ⟨χ⟩t ∝ ϕ−βχ . We discover that ⟨χ⟩t
evolves in an opposite direction of ⟨σ⟩t. Then, we verify
whether degree-degree distances truly exhibit power-law
rank scaling under different conditions of fluid proper-
ties, where we analyze the numerical convergence of χl

and χs, two local power-law exponents respectively as-
sociated with large and small vortex. As Figs. 3(e-g)
suggest, exponents ⟨χl⟩t and ⟨χs⟩t tend to converge to
each other when ⟨Re⟩t decreases (or equivalently, when
γ and ϕ increase). The convergence can be characterized
by the following power-law scaling relations

⟨|χl − χs|⟩t ∝
(

1

⟨Re⟩t

)−ζε
χ

, (10)

⟨|χl − χs|⟩t ∝ γ−αε
χ , (11)

⟨|χl − χs|⟩t ∝ ϕ−βε
χ , (12)

which are shown in Figs. 3(h-j) with high accuracy.
Taken together, what we can conclude from Figs. 3(b-

j) is the indispensable role of turbulent extent in main-
taining the spatial self-similarity of connectivity imbal-
ance. In the case where freely decaying fluid flows are
less turbulent (i.e., when ⟨Re⟩t is small), larger vortex are
possible to emerge and small vortex vanish with higher
decay rates, creating larger variability in the connectivity
imbalance of vortical interactions and making it possible
for connectivity imbalance to exhibit spatial self-similar
behaviours. When freely decaying fluid flows become
more turbulent, fluid quantity decays become slower and
there lacks a sufficient driving factor to ensure the vari-
ability of connectivity imbalance (in our analysis, we ob-
serve that the time-averaged coefficient of variation [47]
of η decreases from 1.825 to 0.924 as ⟨Re⟩t increases),
leading to the breaking of spatial self-similarity in con-
nectivity imbalance. Please note that Eqs. (10-12) do not
conflict with Eqs. (7-9) because the imbalance of vortical
interactions characterized by η, a kind of discrete gradi-
ent of interaction strengths, does not necessarily evolve
with interaction strengths in the same direction.

V. DECAY LAWS AND SCALE-INVARIANCE

Our analysis can be further utilized to explore how
fluid properties interact with the scale-invariance of
fluid networks. The key difference between spatial
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FIG. 3. Decay laws meet with generalized spatial self-similarity. (a) illustrates the observations of the rank scaling exponent of
degree-degree distances, χ, in decaying and forced turbulence. Scatters denote the mean value averaged across all combinations
of (ν, um) and color areas represent the associated standard deviations. (b-d) respectively show how the time-averaged rank
scaling exponent of degree-degree distance, ⟨χ⟩t, exhibits power-law scaling behaviours with respect to the inverse of time-
averaged Reynolds number 1

⟨Re⟩t , the kinetic energy decaying rate γ, and the enstrophy decaying rate ϕ. (e-g) respectively

illustrate how the local ⟨χ⟩t experiences bifurcations with respect to 1
⟨Re⟩t , γ, and ϕ. (h-j) respectively show the power-law

scaling of ⟨|χl − χs|⟩t with respect to 1
⟨Re⟩t , γ, and ϕ. Scatters in (b-j) denote empirical data. Dashed lines in (b-d) and (h-j)

represent fitted models while those in (e-g) stand for interpolated results.

self-similarity and scale-invariance is that spatial self-
similarity refers to the similar pattern shared by different
local regions (e.g., shared by a region and its sub-region)
of fluid networks on a given scale while scale-invariance
refers to the invariant property of fluid networks across
different scales (see Appendix B for details).

Similar to the situations in Figs. 2-3, the freely de-
caying condition without any external disturbance en-
ables fluid properties to regulate the scale-invariance of
fluid networks effectively (see Fig. 4(a)). If we ana-
lyze weighted degrees across scales, the power-law scal-
ing behaviours of their time-averaged evolution intensity

can be observed in Figs. 4(b-d), i.e., ⟨∆⟩t ∝ ⟨Re⟩−ζ∆
t ,

⟨∆⟩t ∝ (1/γ)
−α∆ , ⟨∆⟩t ∝ (1/ϕ)

−β∆ . These scaling be-
haviours suggest that vortical interactions tend to be
scale-invariant as decaying turbulence becomes more tur-
bulent. If we study degree-degree distance across scales,
we can also observe the power-law scaling of the time-
averaged evolution intensity in Figs. 4(e-g), i.e., ⟨∆⟩t ∝
(1/⟨Re⟩t)−ζ∆ , ⟨∆⟩t ∝ γ−α∆ , ⟨∆⟩t ∝ ϕ−β∆ , suggesting
that the imbalance of vortical interactions becomes more
scale-invariant when the flow is less turbulent. These
two types of scaling behaviours consistently imply that
the variability of macroscopic observables regulated by
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FIG. 4. Decay laws meet with scale-invariance. (a) illustrates ∆, the evolution intensities of different macroscopic observables,
across time, where scatters denote the mean value averaged across all combinations of (ν, um) and color areas represent the
associated standard deviations. (b-d) respectively show the power-law scaling of the time-averaged evolution intensity, ⟨∆⟩t,
of weighted degrees with respect to the time-averaged Reynolds number ⟨Re⟩t, the inverse of kinetic energy decaying rate 1

γ
,

and the inverse of enstrophy decaying rate 1
ϕ
. (e-g) respectively illustrate the power-law scaling of the time-averaged evolution

intensity, ⟨∆⟩t, of degree-degree distances with respect to the inverse of time-averaged Reynolds number 1
⟨Re⟩t , the kinetic

energy decaying rate γ, and the enstrophy decaying rate ϕ. In (b-g), scatters denote empirical data while dashed lines represent
fitted models.

fluid decay laws is indispensable in guaranteeing scale-
invariance. The variability of vortical interactions in-
creases with the diversities of vortex and favours slower
kinetic energy and enstrophy decays (the time-averaged
coefficient of variation [47] of deg increases from 0.779
to 1.738 as ⟨Re⟩t enlarges). The variability of the im-
balance of vortical interactions depends on the decays
of fluid quantities and favours significant decays (as we
have reported previously, the time-averaged coefficient of
variation [47] of η changes from 0.924 to 1.825 as ⟨Re⟩t
decreases). Combining our observations in Figs. 4(b-g)
with Eqs. (7-12), what we can further derive is

log⟨∆⟩t ∝ log⟨|σl − σs|⟩t (13)

or

log⟨∆⟩t ∝ log⟨|χl − χs|⟩t. (14)

These two relations indicate that vortical interactions,
or their connectivity imbalance distributions, in decaying
turbulence tend to be scale-invariant when they become
spatially self-similar on the original scale.

Moreover, Eqs. (13-14) also relate between scale-
transformation and box-covering in the fluid networks
of decaying turbulence. Because scale-transformation in
our work is realized by coarse graining the vortical el-
ements with strong correlations into macro-units (see
Appendix G), we can treat each macro-unit as a box
whose size equals the number of contained vortical ele-
ments. When scale-transformation and box-covering be-
come consistent, their direct corollaries make fluid net-
works satisfy two properties simultaneously: (1) the av-
erage size of macro-units approaches to the dh-th root
of macro-unit number when a fluid network become spa-
tially self-similar, where dh denotes the Hausdorff dimen-
sion [48] of this fluid network; (2) the network of boxes
share similar topological properties with the original fluid
network. Although we do not focus on these two prop-
erties in this study, they might be useful in the network
analysis of fluids in future works.
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FIG. 5. Decay laws meet with control scaling. (a-b) respectively show the control scaling exponents, κ, of decaying and
forced turbulence across different conditions of (ν, um), where the colors of scatters, changing from blue to red, denote the
increase of time steps, t. (c-d) respectively illustrate the control scaling exponents, κ, of decaying and forced turbulence across
time, where line colors, changing from blue to red, represent different combinations of (ν, um). It can be seen that κ exhibits
power-law scaling with respect to time t in decaying turbulence, where the scaling exponent is denoted by ικ in our analysis.
(e-g) respectively show the power-law scaling of ικ with respect to the time-averaged Reynolds number ⟨Re⟩t, the inverse of
kinetic energy decaying rate 1

γ
, and the inverse of enstrophy decaying rate 1

ϕ
.

VI. DECAY LAWS AND CONTROL SCALING

Finally, we explore the effects of fluid decay laws on
control scaling [42, 43]. In our analysis, we focus on the
exponential scaling behaviour, Ec ∝ exp (κℓ), of the min-
imum control cost, Ec, with respect to the distance be-
tween input and control target in a fluid network, ℓ.

In Figs. 5(a-b), we show the evolution of scaling ex-
ponent, κ, across different time frames and conditions of
(ν, um). Different from the irregular situations in forced
turbulence (Fig. 5(b)), exponent κ experiences clear re-
ductions across time in the decaying turbulence defined
with every combination of (ν, um) (Fig. 5(a)). Such kind
of temporal reduction is presented in Figs. 5(c-d), where
we can observe the power-law scaling behaviours of κ
with respect to time t in decaying turbulence (Fig. 5(c))

κ ∝ t−ικ . (15)

According to Eq. (15), the growth speed of control cost
Ec with respect to control distance ℓ decreases with time.
Driven by kinetic energy and enstrophy decays, control-
ling decaying turbulence becomes more economic as time
passes (i.e., the growth of Ec becomes slower). A similar
phenomenon can be seen in forced turbulence except that
the temporal reduction of κ does not follow a power-law
model (Fig. 5(d)). Consequently, we primarily focus on
decaying turbulence in the subsequent analysis.

What are the roles of fluid properties in regulating the
temporal reduction of κ? In Figs. 5(e-g), we observe the
power-law scaling behaviours of exponent ικ with respect

to fluid properties or their inverse values

ικ ∝ ⟨Re⟩−ζε
κ

t , (16)

ικ ∝
(
1

γ

)−αε
κ

, (17)

ικ ∝
(
1

ϕ

)−βε
κ

. (18)

As suggested by these scaling behaviours, the temporal
reduction rate of exponent κ decreases when the fluid
flow becomes increasingly turbulent. When ⟨Re⟩t is suf-
ficiently large, the temporal reduction of κ becomes negli-
gible and the minimum cost of controlling fluid networks
is generally time-invariant.

How are these findings related to fluid mechanics? In
fact, although the above analysis is implemented using
the terminology of controlling, a control action can also
be understand as an interaction, i.e., how do the pertur-
bations on one vortical element affect another vortical
element separated by a given distance? The minimum
control cost reflects the minimum perturbation strength
required for realizing a non-negligible propagation of per-
turbation effects. Therefore, the regulations on control
scaling by fluid properties can also be interpreted as the
decisive effects of fluid properties on vortical interactions
over different spatial ranges.
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VII. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we have revealed four kinds of fluid-
network relations in this work, which quantify how funda-
mental fluid properties, including kinetic energy and en-
strophy decay laws [1, 44], interact with defining network
characteristics, such as spatial self-similarity [3, 38, 39],
scale-invariance [40, 41], and control scaling [42, 43]. Al-
though these concepts seem to be irrelevant and lack clear
connections, we suggest the existences of robust power-
law scaling relations among them, which quantify how
fluid properties are reflected in network characteristics
or vice versa. For a brief summary, we list our main
findings below.

(1) The existence of classic spatial self-similarity [3]
in fluid networks critically relays on the slow de-
cays of fluid quantities. When fluid flows are in-
creasingly turbulent and there is no external force,
vortex become more enduring to ensure a higher
diversity among vortex (i.e., large vortex coexist
with small vortex) and enable vortical interactions
to exhibit power-law behaviours on the spatial do-
main. Quantitatively, the deviation degrees of
fluid networks from classic self-similar states satisfy
power-law scaling relations with the time-averaged
Reynolds number, the inverse of kinetic energy de-
caying rate, and the inverse of enstrophy decaying
rate in Eqs. (7-9), which serve as the first group of
fluid-network relations.

(2) As described by the second group of fluid-network
relations in Eqs. (10-12), the generalized spa-
tial self-similarity [38, 39] of fluid networks more
favours the non-negligible decays of fluid quanti-
ties. As freely decaying fluid flows become less tur-
bulent, the decays of kinetic energy and enstrophy
are observable on small time scales, which imply
higher variability of the spatial imbalance extents
of vortical interactions to enable them self-organize
to spatially self-similar states.

(3) The third group of fluid-network relations suggest
that the departure degrees of fluid networks from
being scale-invariant [40, 41] share similar power-
law scaling behaviours with the deviation degrees
of spatial self-similarity. Fluid properties can be
used as intermediary variables to obtain the propor-
tional relation between scale-invariance and spatial
self-similarity in fluid networks (see Eqs. (13-14)
for details). At least for vortical interactions and
their spatial imbalance, being invariant across dif-
ferent scales is closely related to being spatially self-
similar on each scale.

(4) In the fourth group of fluid-network relations, Eqs.
(15-18), the minimum cost [42, 43] of controlling
fluid networks over a given range has a growth rate
κ, which exhibits power-law decays across time just

like kinetic energy and enstrophy. The temporal
decay speed of κ follows power-law scaling rela-
tions with fluid properties. As fluid flows get more
turbulent, the temporal decay speed of κ become
sufficiently small such that the minimum control
cost tends to be time-invariant. In other words,
the energy required to affect one vortical element
by perturbing another vortical element over a given
distance does not change across time in sufficiently
turbulent fluid flows.

Hopefully, these discovered fluid-network relations may
serve as quantitative bridges between fluid mechanics
[1, 44] and complex network theories [5]. Because our
analysis is mainly implemented on two-dimensional tur-
bulent flows (i.e., freely decaying and forced turbulence),
we suggest the necessity to verify or generalize these re-
lations in other kinds of fluid flows of higher dimensions.
Meanwhile, we propose to explore the theoretical founda-
tions of our results since the present fluid-network rela-
tions are derived statistically. Why is such an exploration
worthwhile? Perhaps one of the appropriate reasons is
that fluid systems with heterogeneous internal interac-
tions are highly non-trivial in the aspect of mechanics
while network theories are essentially effective in analyz-
ing heterogeneity. Although the anisotropy of fluid flows
[49] is not included in our present research, studying it
using network analysis will be one of the ultimate objec-
tives in future works.
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Appendix A: Mini review of network structure
identification

To make our analysis comprehensible for interdisci-
plinary researchers, we present a focused review on the
common techniques for identifying the implicit network
structures of fluids, which establish mappings from fluids
to networks.
Eulerian perspective. From an Eulerian perspective,

a representative method is to define units as vortical el-
ements and characterize edges according to induced vor-
ticities [2, 3]. The vorticity field in this method can also
be replaced by the acoustic power field to analyze turbu-
lent combustors [6, 7]. Another practical approach is to
extract networks from the similarities (e.g., correlations)
among physical quantities (e.g., kinetic energies and ve-
locities) on different locations. Similarities are filtered
via a threshold such that only strong correlations can
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remain and define edges to represent inter-subsystem in-
teractions [8–10]. This approach is also popular outside
the field of fluid mechanics [11–13]. As an alternative,
the third way is to construct weighted Gabriel networks
based on proximity strengths, which sports to classify
vortical flows [14].

Lagrangian perspective. Apart from the Eulerian per-
spective, one can also build networks using particle tra-
jectories from a Lagrangian viewpoint. For instance, vor-
tical networks [2, 3] can be generalized into a Lagrangian
form by tracking the movement of vortical community
centroids [15], similarity networks [8–10] can be defined
on particle trajectories (i.e., tracers) [16], and proximity
networks can be constructed on fluid particles to quan-
tify the wall-normal turbulent mixing intensity [17, 18]
or the effects of the Reynolds number [19].

Time series view. Furthermore, one can choose to ex-
tract visibility [20, 21] and transition [22] networks purely
from the time series of fluid data [4], which serves as an
independent way different from the Eulerian and the La-
grangian setups.

Appendix B: Concept clarification

Because our work attempts to bridge between network
science and fluid mechanics, we inevitably deal with some
concepts with multiple meanings in these two fields. To
avoid confusions, we clarify the definitions of these con-
cepts used in our analysis.

Spatial self-similarity. The spatial self-similarity of
complex networks is characterized by the power-law be-
haviours of degree distributions or other related macro-
scopic observables. Such kind of self-similarity is embod-
ied in the consistent topological properties shared by a
complex network and its sub-networks on a given scale
[50].

Scale-invariance. We denote scale-invariance as the
strictly invariant properties of networks under the scale
transformation (e.g., by renormalization groups). Al-
though scale-invariance and spatial self-similarity coin-
cide with each other on occasions, many scale-invariant
structures (e.g., lattices where all units share the same
degree) do not exhibit power-law behaviours and many
self-similar structures (e.g., the Barabási-Albert network
[51]) are conditionally invariant under scale transforma-
tions (e.g., feature two or more invariant scale regions)
[40, 41]. Moreover, a coarse graining procedure does not
necessarily transform a network into its sub-networks,
making the analyses of scale-invariance and spatial self-
similarity non-equivalent in some situations.

Scaling behaviours. Scaling behaviours are closely re-
lated to scale transformations [52]. A network exhibits
scaling behaviours if one of its macroscopic observable
follows a deterministic function of scales characterized
by fixed scaling exponents. Common scaling behaviours
include exponential and power-law scaling.

Decay laws. Although decay laws are widespread in
diverse systems, here we only use decay laws to denote
the decreasing trends of fluid properties (e.g., kinetic en-
ergy and enstrophy) with time, spatial distance, or other
control parameters [53].

Appendix C: Generation of turbulent flows

In our work, we utilize the JAX-CFD [54, 55], a
computational fluid dynamics framework in JAX [56],
to simulate two-dimensional turbulent flows. Specif-
ically, we define three viscosity conditions, ν ∈
{10−2, 10−3, 10−4}, and six velocity bound conditions,
um ∈ {4, 6, . . . , 12, 14}, to simulate decaying and forced
turbulence on a spatial domain D = [0, 2π]× [0, 2π] dur-
ing an interval of 125 seconds. Domain D is discretized
into 256× 256 Arakawa grids [57].
The corresponding incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-

tions are

∂tu+ u · ∇u+∇p = ν∇2u− au+ f , (C1)

∇ · u = 0, (C2)

where the components of velocity u are bounded by um,
notion p stands for the pressure, function f denotes the
external forcing, and a denotes the drag coefficient [44].
For freely decaying turbulence, there is no forcing effect,
i.e., f ≡ 0. For forced turbulence, we define f as the
classic Kolmogorov forcing with 4 forcing waves [45]. In
all simulations, we set a = 0.1.
By defining a scalar vorticity field

ω = ∇× u (C3)

and a stream function ψ such that

u = (∂xψ,−∂yψ) , (C4)

we can reformulate Eqs. (C1-C4) as [44]

∂tω + u · ∇ω = ν∇2ω − aω +∇× f . (C5)

We set a periodic boundary condition for Eq. (C5)
and solve it applying the Fourier pseudo-spectral method
[58, 59]. The time advancement is realized by a
Crank-Nicolson Runge-Kutta method of order 4 and the
time resolution is automatically optimized following the
Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy condition to ensure numerical
stability [54, 55]. See Fig. 6 for instances.

After generating vorticity trajectories under each con-
dition of (ν, µm), we sample 50 equally spaced time steps
and save the corresponding vorticity fields into data.
Meanwhile, we can combine Eq. (C4) and the Fourier
transform of

∇2ψ = −ω (C6)

to map a vorticity field to its associated velocity field if
necessary (see instances in Fig. 6).
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FIG. 6. Two instances of fluid and network generation. (a) The generated sequences of vorticity fields are illustrated, where
we visualize the first ten time frames as examples. (b) The associated velocity fields (first component) are presented. (c) The
associated velocity fields (second component) are illustrated. (d) The fluid networks extracted from vorticity fields are shown,
where node colors are defined according to weighted degrees. All results in (a-d) are extracted from a decaying turbulent flow
with ν = 10−3 and um = 4. (e-h) Meanwhile, the results derived from a forced turbulent flow with ν = 10−3 and um = 4 are
shown for comparison.

Appendix D: Generation of fluid networks

In our work, we define fluid networks based on vor-
ticity fields to keep consistency with Refs. [2, 3] (i.e.,
vortical networks). Given a scalar field ω at specific mo-
ment (i.e., a 256 × 256 matrix), we first down-sample it
into a spatial resolution of 64 × 64. The down-sampling
is implemented in a naive manner, where we subdivide
the original 256 × 256 matrix into 64 × 64 patches and
average vorticity values within each patch to derive a
mean vorticity value representing this patch. The ob-
tained 64 × 64 scalar field is used to define a complete
graph of 642 units, where each pair of units share an
edge weighted according to the induced velocity (i.e., the

iterations among fluid elements) [2, 3]. Specifically, we
apply a symmetric weight assignment scheme, i.e., the
un-directed edge between units i and j is weighted as

Wij =
1

2

(
|ωij |

2π|xi − xj |
+

|ωji|
2π|xj − xi|

)
, (D1)

where ωij denotes the (i, j)-th element of matrix ω and
each xi ∈ D denotes the spatial coordinate of patch i.
Then, we filter out those edges whose weights are blow
κ, a percentile of 0.8 (i.e., smaller than 80% of weights).
The filtering leads to the final adjacency matrix of fluid
network

Aij = (1− δk (i, j))Θ (Wij − κ)Wij , (D2)
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where δk (·, ·) stands for the Kronecker delta function and
Θ (·) denotes the unit step function.
There are 3 × 6 × 50 = 900 networks corresponding

to each kind of fluid flow, which are used for subsequent
analysis. One can see examples in Fig. 6.

Appendix E: Measurement of fluid properties

In our work, we use kinetic energy and enstrophy to
characterize fluid properties [1].

Kinetic energy. Given a velocity field u, we can mea-
sure its kinetic energy as

E =
1

2

∫
D

ux · uxdx. (E1)

Enstrophy. Meanwhile, we can measure the enstro-
phy of the corresponding vorticity field ω

Ω =
1

2

∫
D

ωxωxdx. (E2)

Apart from kinetic energy and enstrophy, there are sev-
eral auxiliary variables used in our fluid analysis, whose
definitions are presented below.

Integral length scale. To characterize the largest pos-
sible motions of a fluid flow, we can calculate the intergral
length scale [1, 44]

L =
u∗

ω∗ , (E3)

where u∗ denotes the root mean square velocity (i.e., a
single scalar)

u∗ =

√
1

4π2

∫
D

ux · uxdx (E4)

and u∗ is the root mean square vorticity

ω∗ =

√
1

4π2

∫
D

ωxωxdx. (E5)

In Eqs. (E4-E5), the area of domain D is measured as
4π2.
Reynolds number. To reflect the dynamic ratio be-

tween dissipation and fluid gradient growth, we can con-
sider the Reynolds number

Re =
u∗L

ν
, (E6)

where ν is the viscosity defined before.
Note that all these fluid properties are measured in

the original velocity and vorticity fields rather than their
down-sampled counterparts.

Appendix F: Measurement of fluid network
properties

The macroscopic observables used for characterizing
fluid networks are selected as weighted degree distribu-
tion [3], degree-degree distance distribution [38, 39], and
network control cost [42, 43].
Weighted degree distribution. The weighted degree

distribution is defined as [3]

P (deg = n) =
1

N

∑
i

δ (Aij − n) , (F1)

where deg denotes the weighted degree, notion N mea-
sures the number of units, and δ (·) is the Dirac delta
function.
Degree-degree distance distribution. Similarly, the

degree-degree distance distribution is defined as [38, 39]

P (η = n) =
1

M

∑
i

δ (η − n) , (F2)

η (i, j) = exp

(∣∣∣∣∣ log deg (i)

deg (j)

∣∣∣∣∣
)
, ∀ (i, j) ∈ Edges,

(F3)

where η (i, j) reflects the connectivity imbalance between
the two endpoints of an edge (i, j) and M measures the
number of edges.
Control cost. To measure the cost of controlling a

fluid network, we follow Refs. [42, 43] to consider the
linear controller problem widespread in engineering prac-
tices. Specifically, we analyze the following linear invari-
ant dynamic system

∂ts (t) = As (t) +Bi (t) , (F4)

o (t) = Cs (t) , (F5)

where s (t) ∈ RN denotes the state vector of N units
affected by a control input vector i (t) ∈ RN . Vector
o (t) ∈ RN is the output vector, i.e., control target. No-

tion A ∈ (0,∞)
N×N

denotes the adjacency matrix de-
fined in Eq. (D2), notion B ∈ {0, 1}N×m is the injection
matrix of input signals, and C ∈ {0, 1}p×N is the out-
put matrix of control targets. Same as Ref. [42], we
consider a case where each column of B and C contains
only a single non-zero element (i.e., each signal compo-
nent is processed by one input unit and transmitted to
one target unit). If a system described by Eqs. (F4-F5)
is controllable during an interval of [0, t′], there exists

an optimal input î (t) that can drive the system from an
initial condition, s (0), to a desired output, o (t′), with a

minimum cost (see Refs. [42, 43] for the expression of î (t)
in details). The minimum cost is measured as [42, 43]

Ec = J⊤ (CF (t′)C⊤)−1
J, (F6)

where J quantifies the control action

J = o (t′)− C exp (At′) s (0) (F7)
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FIG. 7. Two instances of the renormalization flows of fluid networks. (a-b) respectively show the renormalization flows of the
decaying (a) and forced (b) turbulence defined in Fig. 6. Initial fluid networks are generated at moment t = 0.

and F (t′) denotes the controllability Gramian

F (t′) =

∫ t′

0

exp (A (t′ − τ))BB⊤ exp
(
A⊤ (t′ − τ)

)
dτ.

(F8)

The control action defined by Eq. (F7) reflects the effec-
tive difference between o (t′) and the zero-input output
at moment t′. Eq. (F6) quantifies the minimum cost of
realizing such a control action [42, 43]. In the case with
single input and single control target, i.e., m = p = 1,
matrices B and C reduce to two vectors with single non-
zero elements, respectively. The corresponding minimum
cost has a simple upper bound when the infinite path net-
work approximation is applied (see details in Ref. [43])

Ec ≃ J2
ℓ

[∫ ∞

0

exp (−2qτ) I2ℓ (2fτ) dτ

]−1

, (F9)

where ℓ denotes the location of the non-zero element in
vector C, notion Jℓ stands for the ℓ-th element of J ,
parameter f assigns the weights of edges during control,
and q quantifies self-regulation effects [42]. Function Iℓ (·)
is the modified Bessel function of the first Kind of integer
order

Iℓ (z) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

exp (z cos (θ)) cos (ℓθ) dθ. (F10)

In our work, Eq. (F9) is implemented to measure the
control costs of fluid networks. Without loss of general-
ity, we assume that the non-zero element of B is always
located at the 1-st component. Thus, index ℓ also repre-
sents the distance between control target (i.e., the unit
who generates system output) and input (i.e., the unit
who receives signal input) under the infinite path net-
work approximation [43]. Meanwhile, we set f = 1 for
convenience and define q = λmax + 1 following Ref. [43],
where λmax denotes the largest eigenvalue of fluid net-
work adjacency matrix, A (here q = λmax + 1 actually
makes the largest eigenvalue of matrix A− qE equal −1
and prevents the control action from being diverge, in
which E denotes an identity matrix [43]).

Appendix G: Renormalization group

To analyze the scaling behaviours of fluid networks,
we apply the random renormalization group (RRG) pro-
posed in our earlier work [41]. The RRG is a general
framework established on random projections, hashing
techniques, and kernel representations, which supports
fast unfolding of ultra-large systems (e.g., with millions
of units) within minutes. Different from classic model-
based renormalization flows used in turbulence analysis
[60–62], the RRG enables us to renormalize the struc-
tures (e.g., networks) and dynamics of complex systems
in a unified and model-free manner. Therefore, the RRG
naturally fits in with our demands of processing a large
set of fluid networks.
The theoretical and technical details of the RRG can

be seen in Ref. [41] and the code implementation is of-
fered in Ref. [63]. Below, we sketch the key steps and
parameter settings of the RRG pipeline for fluid network
renormalization.
Given a fluid network, X, consisting of N units, we set

it as the input of the RRG, i.e., X(1) = X. In each l-th
iteration (l ≥ 1), we progressively realize the following
procedures:

(1) We define a feature representation, Y (l), of X(l)

such that every unit X
(l)
i corresponds to a feature

vector Y
(l)
i . Specifically, we let W

(l)
i be the set of

unit X
(l)
i and all its adjacent units. Then, we apply

the MinHash method [64, 65] to hash W
(l)
i as Y

(l)
i

such that Y
(l)
i captures the local adjacency proper-

ties of unit X
(l)
i in a space of desired dimension.

(2) We use the signed Cauchy projection [66] to hash
Y (l) into a binary form Z(l) such that the correla-

tion distance between Y
(l)
i and Y

(l)
j in the Cauchy

kernel space can be approximated by the Hamming

distance between Z
(l)
i and Z

(l)
j . In the analysis,

each Z
(l)
i is set to have a dimension of 20.

(3) We implement an approximate nearest neighbor
search on Z(l) to identify the nearest neighbor of

every unit X
(l)
i . These nearest neighbor relations

are included in space U (l).
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FIG. 8. Basic results of fluid analysis. (a) The decay trends of kinetic energy of freely decaying and forced turbulent flows are
shown. The dashed line denotes the case with an extremely large Reynolds number, where energy remains essentially constant
[46]. The doted line denotes the normal case where energy decreases following t−1 [46]. (b) The decay trends of enstrophy
of decaying and forced turbulence are illustrated. The dashed line corresponds to an extremely large Reynolds number case,
where enstrophy follows t−0.8 [46]. The doted line denotes the normal case where enstrophy usually behaves as t−2 [46]. (c)
The decay law exponents, γ and ϕ, of kinetic energy and enstrophy in decaying turbulence are shown as the functions of the
initial Reynolds number, Re (0) (i.e., the Reynolds number at moment 0), respectively.

(4) We generate a null network, G(l), of all units and
gradually add edges into it. Specifically, an edge
is added between each pair of nearest neighbors in
U (l) only if they are adjacent in network X(l) as
well. After adding all possible edges, every con-

nected cluster, C
(l)
k , is made up by the units with

strong correlations.

(5) Finally, we renormalize all the units in each con-

nected cluster C
(l)
k into a macro-unit X

(l+1)
k . Two

macro-units are defined with an edge in X(l+1) if
the units aggregated into them have at least one
edge in X(l).

By iterating these five steps, the RRG progressively
generates a renormalization flow,

(
X(1), . . . , X(T )

)
, of the

fluid network, where T denotes the iteration number. In
our experiment, we set T = 15. See Fig. 7 for the in-
stances of fluid network renormalization.

One thing to note is how we define edge weights dur-

ing renormalization. If two macro-units, X
(l)
i and X

(l)
j ,

share an edge, then the weight of this edge is averaged
across all the edge weights leading from the initial units

recursively aggregated into X
(l)
i to the initial units re-

cursively aggregated into X
(l)
j . Here initial units refer to

the original units contained in X(1) [63].

Appendix H: Analysis of fluid decay laws

In this work, we consider a power-law form decay of
the kinetic energy across time

E ∝ t−γ , (H1)

where γ approaches to 0 when the Reynolds number is
extremely large [46]. In most normal cases, we expect to
see γ = 1 [46].
Meanwhile, we consider a similar decay of the enstro-

phy

Ω ∝ t−ϕ, (H2)

where ϕ = 0.8 frequently occurs given an extremely large
Reynolds number [46]. In other normal cases, we usually
observe ϕ = 2 [46].
Note that the exponents of these decay laws are esti-

mated directly using the least square method in a log-log
space rather than the approach introduced in Sec. G
because the latter only applies to power-law probability
distributions [67, 68]. The derived results in our experi-
ments are presented in Fig. 8.

Appendix I: Analysis of spatial self-similarity and its
generalization

To verify the existences of classic and generalized spa-
tial self-similarity, we need to statistically test if prob-
ability distributions P (deg = n) and P (η = n) in Eqs.
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FIG. 9. Two instances of spatial self-similarity analysis. (a-b) The estimations of power-law exponents, σ and χ, are shown on
the decaying turbulence data generated in Figs. 6(a-d). (c-d) The same analysis is implemented on the forced turbulence data
generated in Figs. 6(e-h). Note that estimation accuracy is quantified by the R square value, R2. Scatters denote empirical
observations and dashed lines denote fitted models.

(F1-F3) exhibit power-law behaviours. In previous stud-
ies [67, 68], this task has been solved by a combination
of maximum likelihood estimation and semi-parametric
bootstrap test. However, the high computational and
sample complexities of this approach essentially limit its
applicability to our ultra-large and non-smooth data sets
(e.g., there are 1679579 sparsely distributed samples of
η in each single case). As an alternative solution, here
we suggest a new way to verify these power-law proba-
bility distributions. Below, we summarize its key ideas
by taking P (η = n) as an instance.
Our method is rooted a simple fact about the power-

law probability distribution. If P (η = n) exhibits power-
law behaviours

P (η = n) = V η−e, (I1)

where V stands for a proper normalization term and e is
the power-law exponent, we can reformulate Eq. (I1) as

1

M

∫ ∞

0

δ (η − g (r)) dr ≃ V η−e (I2)

by assuming the continuity. In Eq. (I2), parameter M
measures the sample number of η as mentioned in Eq.
(F2). Function g (·) is a mapping from a rank number to
η, i.e., sample ηr = g (r) is the r-th largest value among
all samples. In practice, we can directly sort the sample
set to derive g (·) numerically.

For convenience, we define h (η, r) = η−g (r) and rη =
g−1 (η). Because the Dirac delta function satisfies

δ (h (η, r)) =
δ (r − rη)

|∂rh (η, rη) |
, (I3)

we can transform Eq. (I2) into

1

M

1

|∂rh (η, rη) |

∫ ∞

1

δ (r − rη) dr ≃ V η−e, (I4)

1

M

1

|∂rh (η, rη) |
≃ V η−e. (I5)

Meanwhile, we know ∂rh (η, r) = −∂rg (r) and h (η, r) is
a monotone increasing function whose zero point is rη.
Therefore, Eq. (I5) is equivalent to

− 1

M

1

∂rg (rη)
≃ V g (rη)

−e
. (I6)

Solving Eq. (I6), we can know

g (r) = (xr + y)
1

1−e , (I7)

ηr ∝ r
1

1−e , (I8)

where x and y are specific constants. As shown in Eq.
(I8), the power-law behaviours of probability distribution
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FIG. 10. Two instances of scale-invariance analysis. (a-b) The renormalization flows of the decaying turbulence data
generated in Figs. 6(a-d) are shown, where the selected macroscopic observables are weighted degree and degree-degree distance,
respectively. The color of scatters, changing from red to blue, represents the enlarging iteration number of renormalization.
(c-d) The same analysis is implemented on the forced turbulence data in Figs. 6(e-h). (e-f). The measured evolution intensities
of the renormalization flows shown in (a-d) change across time.

P (η = n) create a power-law rank scaling phenomenon
of η, i.e., ηr ∝ r−χ with χ = 1

e−1 . In fact, it is easy
follow a similar idea to prove that the power-law rank
scaling of η also implies a power-law probability distri-
bution P (η = n).

Consequently, we can analyze the rank scaling of sam-
ples to indirectly verify the power-law probability distri-
bution of the concerned random variable. In our work,
the power-law exponent χ of degree-degree distances is
estimated using a least square method, where the fitting
region is determined as r ∈ [0.01M, 0.99M ] (i.e., cover-
ing 98% samples) to control the effects of extreme values.
Meanwhile, the same approach is also applied to degrees
to derive their power-law exponent θ, i.e., degr ∝ r−σ.
One can see Fig. 9 for instances of estimated results.

Appendix J: Analysis of scale-invariance

To verify the scale-invariance property, we first choose
a macroscopic observable as the analysis target. For fluid
networks, either weighted degree [3] or degree-degree dis-
tance [38, 39] can be selected. A fluid network is scale-
invariant if the chosen macroscopic observable, after be-
ing re-scaled, remains invariant during renormalization
(i.e., the system is born at the fix point of renormaliza-
tion flow). Here re-scaling is implemented to control the
order of magnitude of the macroscopic observable via lin-
ear transformations. Taking degree-degree distance as an
instance, we suggest to consider a re-scaling mapping

(r, ηr) 7→ (r̄, η̄r̄) :=

(
r

rm
,

ηr
maxr ηr

)
∈ [0, 1]

2
, (J1)



17

FIG. 11. Two instances of control scaling analysis. (a-b) The control costs of the decaying (a) and forced turbulent flows (b)
generated in Fig. 6 exhibit exponential scaling behaviours with respect to ℓ, the distance between input and control target. (c)
The control costs associated with different ℓ are shown as the functions of time. (d) The control scaling exponent, κ, is shown
as a function of time.

where rm denotes the maximum rank. It is easy to verify
that the original power-law rank scaling still holds

η̄r̄ ∝ r̄−χ. (J2)

Therefore, the re-scaling mapping in Eq. (J1) does not
change data trends. For convenience, we denote (r̄, η̄r̄)
as the re-scaled macroscopic observable in subsequent
derivations.

After excluding the effects of data magnitudes, we can
measure the evolution intensity of the macroscopic ob-
servable during renormalization as

∆ =
〈
∆(l, 1)

〉
l
, (J3)

where ⟨·⟩l denotes the averaging across l ∈ {1, . . . , T}
and ∆ (l, 1) measures the departure of the macroscopic
observable in the l-th iteration from the one in the 1-th
iteration

∆ (l, 1) =
〈∣∣∣η̄(l)r̄ − η̄

(1)
r̄

∣∣∣〉
r̄
. (J4)

In Eq. (J4), we refer to
(
r̄(l), η̄

(l)
r̄

)
as the re-scaled macro-

scopic observable derived using X(l), the fluid network in
the l-th iteration of the renormalization flow. Eq. (J4)

calculate the average absolute difference between η̄
(l)
r̄ and

η̄
(1)
r̄ across all possible values of r̄ to quantify the depar-
ture intensity. Given a scale-invariant system, the value

of ∆ in Eq. (J3) is expected to approach to 0. Other-
wise, the value of ∆ increases to 1. The above approach
can be directly applied on weighted degrees [3] as well.
Please see Fig. 10 for examples.
Certainly, one can also consider other kinds of scale-

invariance tests (e.g., a two-sided Kolmogorov–Smirnov
test [69, 70] between the distributions of macroscopic
observable across different iterations of renormalization
[41]). Eqs. (J1-J4) only serve as practical ways to evalu-
ate scale-invariance property on large-scale data sets.

Appendix K: Analysis of control scaling

As shown in Ref. [43], the minimum control cost under
the infinite path network approximation scales following
an exponential function of ℓ

Ec ∝ exp (κℓ) , (K1)

where ℓ, as we mentioned before, represents the distance
between signal input and control target [43] and κ is
the scaling exponent estimated using the least square
method.
In Fig. 11, we present two instances of control scal-

ing analysis. As shown in these results, the control costs
of decaying turbulence associated with different ℓ gradu-
ally decrease across time while the control costs of forced
turbulence generally maintain robust.
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