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1*School for Applied Mathematics, Getúlio Vargas Foundation, Praia de Botafogo, 190,
Rio de Janeiro, 22250-900, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

2Department of Physics and INFN, University of Rome, Tor Vergata, Via della Ricerca
Scientifica 1, Rome, 00133, Lazio, Italy.

*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): guilherme.goedert@fgv.br;
Contributing authors: Luca.Biferale@roma2.infn.it;

Abstract

Many out-of-equilibrium flows present non-Gaussian fluctuations in physically relevant observables,
such as energy dissipation rate. This implies extreme fluctuations that, although rarely observed,
have a significant phenomenology. Recently, path integral methods for importance sampling have
emerged from formalism initially devised for quantum field theory and are being successfully applied
to the Burgers equation and other fluid models. We proposed exploring the domain of application
of these methods using a Shell Model, a dynamical system for turbulent energy cascade which can
be numerically sampled for extreme events in an efficient manner and presents many interesting
properties. We start from a validation of the instanton-based importance sampling methodology in the
heat equation limit. We explored the limits of the method as non-linearity grows stronger, finding good
qualitative results for small values of the leading non-linear coefficient. A worst agreement between
numerical simulations of the whole systems and instanton results for estimation of the distribution’s
flatness is observed when increasing the nonlinear intensities.

Keywords: turbulence, shell models, extreme events, importance sampling, instantons

1 Introduction

Turbulent flow is a complex system where coher-
ent structures are formed in time and space and
interact on a wide range of spatial scales, as energy
is introduced in large scales (between kilometers
for atmospheric flows and centimeters for a cup of
coffee) but is dissipated only at scales many orders
of magnitude smaller. In between energy injection
and dissipation, there is a wide range of scales
where these structures, eddies, exhibit self-similar

behavior and a well-recorded power-law spectrum
for energy; this is called the inertial range [1].

Of particular interest to the investigation of
this phenomenology are shell models for turbulent
energy cascade. These models can present highly
non-trivial and intermittent behavior analogous
to fully developed turbulence [1–5]. Nevertheless,
these dynamical systems are numerically and ana-
lytically more tractable than the Navier-Stokes
equations, serving as a very interesting class of
models for testing ideas and methods in fluid
dynamics.
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In studying out-of-equilibrium micro- and
macroscopic fluids, strongly non-Gaussian and
intermittent fluctuations are frequently observed.
This implies that abrupt changes in fluid veloc-
ity occur more often and with larger effects than
would be observed if Gaussian statistics were
followed. These are often related to sparse but
intense coherent structures both at large scales
(e.g. atmospheric fronts, tornadoes) and small
scales (influencing dissipation of energy in the
atmosphere or the ocean [6, 7], or the rain forma-
tion process [8]).

However, the intrinsic rarity of these extreme
events makes their statistical assessment a great
challenge. To investigate extreme events in the
energy cascade of classical hydrodynamic turbu-
lence, we propose the employment of Instanton-
based methods for the importance sampling of
intense fluctuations and explore this methodol-
ogy in Shell Models, a class of dynamical systems
which mimic turbulent energy cascade while being
an efficient playground for sampling of extreme
event numerically.

Instanton-based methods for importance sam-
pling have been successfully tested for the Burg-
ers equations [9–12]. Furthermore, instantons as
statistically dominant field configurations have
been used to describe circulation intermittency in
Navier-Stokes [13, 14]. Here, we explore the sim-
pler but dynamically rich setting of shell models
for hydrodynamics turbulence, which have been
used also as testing ground for modeling magne-
tohydrodynamics [15–17], passive scalars [18–20]
and convective turbulence [21, 22], among others.

2 The Densniansky-Novikov
shell model

Shell models are systems of (infinitely many) cou-
pled ordinary differential equations, modeled after
the Navier-Stokes equations in Fourier space and
which preserve many of this system’s nonlinear
properties and symmetries. One can create shell
models by discretizing the Fourier space into con-
centric shells with radii arranged in a geometric
sequence (kn = k0h

n), and keeping only one vari-
able un(t) -or a few variables-representing each
shell. This is a further simplification with respect
to projecting the equation into a logarithmic lat-
tice [23], and this greatly decreases the number of

degrees of freedom required to simulate solutions
(to the order of the logarithm of the Reynolds
number, rather than a power of it).

The real-valued Desniansky-Novikov (D.N.)
shell model, generalized to extend the Obukhov
model and with a stochastic forcing, reads [5, 24]

dun

dt
= Gn[u] + fn, ⟨fn(t)fm(t′)⟩ = χnmδ(t− t′)

Gn[u] = c1(knu
2
n−1 − kn+1unun+1)

+ c2(knun−1un − kn+1u
2
n+1) − νk2nun,

(1)

where c1, c2 and ν are real constant parame-
ters, with ν ≥ 0 corresponding to the viscosity
and χnm is the correlation between the forcing
applied to different shells. Although this is an
infinite-dimensional dynamical system, in prac-
tice we need to truncate the shell space to n ∈
{0, 1, ..., N} while imposing boundary conditions
u−1 = uN+1 = 0 and choosing N large enough
to include integral, inertial, and viscous scales
[1]. This model was constructed to conserve total
energy E = 1

2

∑
n u

2
n in inviscid and unforced

settings.
Among the key similarities between Shell Mod-

els and fully developed turbulence, is the existence
of a turbulent energy cascade “à la Kolmogorov”.
An example of energy spectrum is shown in Figure
1 for the Desniansky-Novikov shell model (1)

where we verify that E(kn) = ⟨|un|2⟩ ∝ k
−2/3
n ,

which is the equivalent of the −5/3 power-law
spectrum in three dimensional isotropic turbu-
lence considering the extra factor included by the
thickness of each shell. Here and hereafter time
average is denoted with ⟨·⟩. Moreover, shell mod-
els also present highly intermittent bursts in its
energy dissipation rate ϵ = ν

∑
n k

2
nu

2
n, with many

episodes an order of magnitude or more higher
than the average value. Nonetheless, these rare
events are a lot easier to sample in Shell Models
than in the Navier-Stokes equation highlighting
the usefulness of these simpler models, specially in
the study of extreme events.

The D.N. shell model was chosen for this
study due to its simplicity as well as its different
asymptotic behaviors when changing the control
parameters c1 and c2 [5, 24]. In the absence of
stochastic forcing, the solutions of this shell model
tend to fixed-point attractors compatible with the
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Fig. 1 Mean energy values per shell E(kn) in the D.N.
Shell Model (1). Parameters c1 = 1, c2 = 0 regulate the
energy transfer between scales, while we vary the values of
viscosity ν.

power-law scaling found in the energy spectrum.
As soon as a stochastic forcing is introduced, the
system is driven out of equilibrium while still
preserving the scaling predicted by the energy
spectrum (see Figure 2). At the same time, inter-
mittent but large fluctuations appear in the high
wavenumber shells, translating into bursts in the
energy dissipation rate much larger than its aver-
age value which are analogous to those observed
in turbulent flows. Even in a weakly nonlinear set-
ting (see later Section 4.3), the distribution of the
energy dissipation rate showed heavy tails as seen
in Figure 3.

3 Instanton calculation and
importance sampling

Strong non-Gaussian and intermittent fluctua-
tions are observed in many out-of-equilibrium
micro and macroscopic fluids, implying that
abrupt changes in fluid velocity happen more often
and with larger effects than would be observed
if Gaussian statistics were followed. These large
gradients are often related to sparse but intense
coherent structures at both large scales (e.g.,
atmospheric fronts, tornadoes) and small scales
(influencing dissipation of energy in the atmo-
sphere or the ocean [6, 7], or the rain formation
process [8]).

Despite the importance of such phenomena,
their rarity leads to exceeding difficulties in their
observation, in the real world or in simulations.
Therefore, it is key to have numerical tools capable
of quantitatively assessing the statistical weight of
these coherent or quasicoherent spatio-temporal

instanton-type solutions on the statistical ensem-
ble.

Only very recently, new numerical techniques
based on constrained Monte Carlo approaches
emerging from the lattice QCD community have
been proposed to follow this strategy in sim-
ple one-dimensional stochastic partial differential
equations [10, 25–28].

3.1 Path integral formulation of
stochastic differential equations

These techniques are mainly based on path
integral Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-de Dominicis
(MSRJD) formalism [29–31]. The general set up
can be described by a differential equation for a
field u(x, t), forced by some normally distributed
random noise f which is white in time and has
some desired correlation χ,

u̇ = N [u] + f(t),

⟨f(t), f(t′)⟩ = χδ(t− t′).
(2)

In the context of shell models (1), u = [u0, u1, ...],
N [u] = [G0[u], G1[u], ...] and the stochastic forcing
f is also defined element-wise for the discrete shell
space kn as f(t) = [f0, f1, ...] with ⟨fn(t)fm(t′)⟩ =
χn,mδ(t − t′). The MSRJD formalism allows for
the direct evaluation of the mean value of a desired
observable O[u] by using a path integral written
as the Onsager-Machlup functional [32, 33]:

⟨O[u]⟩ =

∫
DuO[u]J [u]e−SL[u,u̇],

SL[u, u̇] =
1

2

∫
dt
〈
u̇−N [u], χ−1(u̇−N [u])

〉
,

(3)

where J [u] is the Jacobian for the transformation
between a noise realisation and velocity f → u, Du
is the element over which functional integration
is to be performed and SL[u, u̇] is the Lagrangian
action defined by this formalism for the system
(2).

We perform the Hubbard-Stratonovich trans-
formation [34, 35] on (3), therefore, defining new
momenta variables p(x, t) and circumventing the
dependency on the inverse correlator χ−1. The
resulting path integral is known as the MSRJD

3
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Fig. 2 Solution for the stochastically forced D.N. shell model (1) on the left and corresponding time series for the energy
dissipation rate ϵ = ν

∑
k2nu

2
n on the right; parameters used: c1 = c2 = 0.5, ν = 10−4 and χnm = k−6

n δnm.
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Fig. 3 PDF of energy dissipation rate ϵ for a large dataset
with 108 samples, in the weakly linear setting explored for
validation of our methodology (c1 = 10−3, ν = 10−2, c2 =
0 and χnm = k−6

n δnm). The average value ⟨ϵ⟩ = 0.5166,

response functional

⟨O[u]⟩ =

∫
DuDpO[u]J [u]e−SH[u,p],

SH[u, p] =

∫
dt

[
⟨p, u̇−N [u]⟩ − 1

2
⟨p, χp⟩

]
.

(4)

In the general context of shell models, of particu-
lar interest is the use of observable that constrains
certain functionals O[u(t = 0)] of the fields to
desired values

O[u] = δ(O[u(t = 0)] − a). (5)

The time at which the observable (5) is evalu-
ated is arbitrary when dealing with autonomous

systems and we adopt the convention where the
observation time is shifted to the origin and the
system is integrated over negative values of t. In
this case, the system may be rewritten in terms of
a constrained action Sλ[u, p]

⟨O[u]⟩ =

∫
DuDp

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dλe−Sλ[u,p],

Sλ[u, p] = λ (O[u] − a) + SH[u, p].

(6)

By redefining the problem from a stochastic dif-
ferential system to a path integral formulation,
one paves the way to the use of completely dif-
ferent methodological tools. Let us notice that
Hybrid Monte Carlo (HMC) [36–38] has also been
successfully implemented via modification of the
Onsager-Machlup functional to define an artifi-
cial Hamiltonian whose evolution is used to find
candidates for states in a Metropolis–Hastings
algorithm; this method is explored in [10] for the
stochastically forced Burgers equations.

3.2 Instanton equations for shell
models

Instantons are field configurations that are
extrema of the action, that is, they are the largest
contributors to the evaluation of the mean value
of an observable in the path integral formulation.
Therefore, they can be found as solutions to the
equations obtained via a saddle-point approxima-
tion. Here, we are interested to realizations where

4



a given function attains desired value. An instan-
ton is therefore found as a solution to the sys-
tem of equations derived through a saddle-point
approximation of the action in (6),

δSλ

δu
= 0,

δSλ

δp
= 0. (7)

for a system of the form (2), the conditions (7) lead
to a coupled set of equations between the original
field and the momenta:

u̇ = N [u, x] + χ ∗ p,

ṗ = − (∇uN [u])
T
p + λ∇uO[u(t)]δ(t),

(8)

where ∗ stands for the convolution product and δ
is a Dirac delta that is nonzero at the observation
time defined in (5). The idea is that we want to
observe an extreme fluctuation at this observation
time, giving it enough time to develop [12]. There-
fore, this system is defined on t ∈ (−T, 0] where
T > 0 is chosen large enough to satisfy condition
u, p → 0 as t → −∞. We observe that due to
the Dirac delta in the second equation of (8), the
term λ∇uO[u(t)] is effective only at the observa-
tion time t = 0 at the right extreme of the time
interval; this term can therefore be removed from
the equation and considered as a boundary condi-
tion. The MSRJ response functional for a generic
shell model is:

SH[u, p] =

∫
dt

(
N∑

m=0

pm(u̇m −Gm[u])

−1

2

N∑
m=0

N∑
l=0

pmχmlpl

)
.

(9)

The instanton equations then become (s being the
number of shells between the farthest interacting
neighbouring shell in the model)

u̇n = Gn[u]+

N∑
l=0

χnlpl , ṗn+

n+s∑
m=n−s

pm
∂Gm

∂un
= 0,

(10)
defined on t ∈ (−T, 0] which leads to the bound-
ary condition pn(0) = λ∇uO[u(0)]. We choose
T > 0 large enough to satisfy the condition

u, p → 0 on the left boundary. For the real-
valued Desniansky-Novikov model (1), the instan-
ton equations become

u̇n + νk2nun = c1kn
(
u2
n−1 − hunun+1

)
+ c2kn

(
un−1un − hu2

n+1

)
+

N∑
l=0

χnlpl,

ṗn − νk2npn = −c1(2kn+1unpn+1 − kn+1un+1pn

− knun−1pn−1) − c2(kn+1un+1pn+1

+ knun−1pn − 2knunpn−1),

(11)

with the extra constraints pn(0) = −iλ∇uO[u(0)]
and u, p → 0 as t → −∞.

3.3 Chernykh-Stepanov iterative
method

Though simple in nature, instanton equations gen-
erally pose an interesting numerical challenge: if
N [u] contains a linear dissipative term, as is usu-
ally the case in viscous systems, the equations
for u and p are unstable if integrated together
in the same direction of time (see the different
signs of the viscous terms in system (11)) [12, 33].
As such, we need to employ a specialized itera-
tive method that splits the dynamics of each field
and solves each along its stable direction in time,
as described in Figure 4 [9, 12, 33, 39, 40]. Note
that the dynamics (11) of one field includes a cou-
pling term with the other; in order to evaluate this
coupling, we need to solve both equations at the
same instant of time, and we use the approxima-
tions from the last iteration of the method at the
same instant to evaluate the coupling terms dur-
ing integration. Note that the term accompanying
the Dirac delta in the evolution of p can be consid-
ered a simple initial condition p(0) = −iλ∇uO[u].
Observe that the constrained value a of the func-
tional O[u] does not take part in the dynamics; the
instanton configuration for a given dynamics and
functional depends only on the parameter λ that
arises from the Fourier transform of the constraint
(5) in order to incorporate it into the action (6).
The constraint value is only used in the calcula-
tion of the action Sλ, which is used to calculate the
PDF for the observable studied up to a prefactor
as exp(−Sλ).
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Fig. 4 Graphic representation of the Chernykh-Stepanov
iterative method.

4 Solving instanton equations
in shell models

4.1 Locality of observables and
forces

Observables and forces play a key role in the for-
mulation of instanton equations and even more so
in their solution. It is the spatial correlator χ of the
forces that couple the dynamics of u to the config-
uration of the auxiliary variable p. Also, it is the
u-gradient of the constraint functional O[u] that
injects energy into the system by serving as the
initial condition for p as it is solved backward in
time. However, not all choices of force and observ-
able are compatible in order to develop non trivial
instanton solutions.

In order to initiate the Chernykh-Stepanov
iterative scheme, we begin with the fields at rest
with u(t) = p(t) = 0 everywhere except the right
boundary where λ∇uO[u(0)] is enforced for a fixed
value of λ. The system is excited by the right
boundary condition and energy it introduces is ini-
tially propagated due to the term

∑
l χnlpl. Let

us suppose that an observable local to shell no is
chosen (i.e., the observable is a function only of
the component no of u), while a different shell nf

is the only one forced. Since Gn[u] is composed by
a linear viscous term and a sum of bilinear terms
of shifts of u, it is easy to see that in the first
iteration of the Chernykh-Stepanov method, only
pno

̸= 0. However, if a force is local and no ̸= nf ,
then u̇n ≡ 0 for all n in (10) and this field remains
at rest. Looking at the equation for ṗn, either in
its generic form (10) or in its reduction to the
D.N. shell model (11), we see that all but the vis-
cous term depend linearly on shell velocities un

and will therefore cancel out if u remains at rest.
In this way, the Chernykh-Stepanov will converge
to a trivial instanton solution.

Therefore, one must take care to choose at
least global forces or observables, if not both.
Moreover, local forces present ill-conditioned
inverse correlators. To sidestep both issues, we
studied in detail how the system responds to
power law forcing correlations

χnm = kxnδnm

and choose a value of the exponent x small enough
(x ≤ −6) such as to mimic an almost local forcing
as in realistic three dimensional turbulent flows.
On the opposite, for large exponent values, the
system is fully driven by the Gaussian forcing
at all scales; this constitutes another interesting
limiting scenario for validation.

4.2 Instanton solutions

In this first work we focus on results about the
simplest linear global observable

O[u] =
∑
n

un. (12)

For each multiplier value λ, we seek a numeri-
cal approximation to the corresponding instanton
using the Chernykh-Stepanov iterative method.
To this end, we start with null fields u and p on
a uniform grid on the time interval [−T, 0]. Then,
we perform the iterative method described in
Subsection 3.3 while employing a suitable integra-
tor; here, we used the two-step Adam-Bashforth
method. Figure 5 depicts an instanton solution
obtained in this way for λ = 2, having con-
verged after 175 interations. We observe that as t
increases, more shells are excited and contribute
to the evaluation of the observable for which the
instanton was defined; this can be seen in the
evolving time slices of the energy spectrum shown
in Figure 6.

Having solved the instanton equations for a
given value of λ, we evaluate the observable and
the action mapped to this value. By collecting
these values for a sufficient range of λ’s, we can
evaluate the PDF and the mean value of the
observable using equations (6).

The validation of the methodology and imple-
mentation code was performed by observing that
in the fully linear case (c1 = c2 = 0) each equation
of the shell becomes uncoupled and becomes an

6
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Fig. 6 Squared velocities of each shell in semi-log scale for an instanton approximation as it develops over different time
slices. Parameters used: λ = 2, O =

∑
n un = 82.34; c1 = 10−3, ν = 10−2, c2 = 0 and χnm = k−6

n δnm.

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. In this setting, we
can compare the distributions of an observable
obtained from direct numerical simulation (DNS)
and instanton calculations, we also have analyt-
ical results for the average and variance of the
distributions of each shell velocity.

4.3 Tail distributions for extreme
fluctuations in the shell model

As one can see from Figure 7, instantons lead-
ing to high values of O are characterized by a
non trivial energy distribution among many shells,
supporting the idea that the system is develop-
ing non trivial multi-scale correlation to match
the constrain. The PDF for an observable is
computed up to a prefactor from evaluation of
the constrained action Sλ for a range of values

of λ as exp(−Sλ). In order to understand how
well this PDF constructed only from instantons
approximates the distribution of the observable O
originally obtained from direct numerical simula-
tion of the shell model, we systematically explore
the domain of application of the methodology,
starting with the fully linear setting we used for
validation and gradually increasing the values of
the coefficient c1.

In Figures 8 and 9 we show the PDFs of
the observable compared with the one from the
numerical simulation (DNS) both in lin-lin and
log-lin scale for two values of non-linearity c1 =
10−4 and 10−3, respectively. As one can see, the
agreement is pretty good, not only for very intense
values of the observable. By increasing the non-
linearity, the agreement deteriorate, as shown in

7
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Figure 10 by the calculation of the excess kurtosis:

F =
⟨(O − ⟨O⟩)4⟩
⟨(O − ⟨O⟩)2⟩2

− 3.

despite this, the tail of the distributions still shows
good agreement also for this relatively larger val-
ues of nonlinearities, as shown in Figure 9. By
increasing even further c1, the agreement between
the calculations based only on the contributions
from instantons and the full DNS is worsening.

5 Discussion and conclusions

We conclude that the shell models, and especially
the Desniansky-Novikov shell model, are excellent
candidates for testing the importance sampling
methodology, allowing for extensive sampling even
of rare events with relative simplicity if com-
pared for full Navier-Stokes equations or other
fluid models. Starting from the ’Heat equations’
limit provides excellent validation ground for the
new methods, as the models reduce to a sequence
of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, where analytical
and numerical results are readily available. The
MSRJD formalism was applied to Shell Models in
general, and instanton equations were successfully
defined and solved using the Chernykh-Stepanov
iterative method. We observed a good agreement
between DNS and instanton-based PDFs in the

regime of weak nonlinearity where dynamics in
all shells is still mainly dominated by dissipative
terms, even as the PDFs deviate from Gaussianity
due to ever increasing asymmetry in the distribu-
tions. However, as soon as nonlinearity becomes
relevant in the first few shells and outliers increase
in magnitude in the energy dissipation rate, we
observe a difference between DNS and instanton-
based results. Instantons predict larger kurtosis
values and heavier positive tails. We expect that
the results can be improved by enhancing the
method to take into account second-order fluctua-
tions around the instantons [41–43], here obtained
by considering only saddle-point approximations
in the functional series expansion of the action.
Improvements in similar settings have been found
by [11] for Burgers turbulence. Work in this direc-
tion will be reported elsewhere. A very important
question is also connected to the set of observ-
able used to constraint the action, and more work
must be done to explore instantons for small-scales
quantities as the gradients

∑
n knun or the energy

dissipation
∑

n k
2
nu

2
n.

Extensions to D.N. models with complex vari-
ables, which presents more interesting dynamics
with chaotic attractors, would also be of inter-
est. We note that the formalism presented here
is defined for shell models in general by sim-
ply changing the functional Gn[u] in the action
(9) and instanton equations (10). Instanton-based
importance sampling in the GOY and SABRA
shell models for hydrodynamic turbulence [24, 44,
45] as well as in shell models modeling magne-
tohydrodynamics [15–17], passive scalars [18–20]
and convective turbulence [21, 22] can also be
investigated.
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n δnm.
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