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Non-Markovian stochastic processes are ubiquitous in biology. Nevertheless, we lack a general

framework for quantifying historical dependencies.

In this Letter, we propose an information-

theoretic approach to decompose history dependence in systems with non-Markovian dynamics,
quantifying the information encoded in dependencies of each order. In minimal models of non-
Markovian dynamics, we show that this framework correctly captures the underlying historical
dependencies, even when autocorrelations do not. In prolonged recordings of fly behavior, we find
that the scaling of non-Markovian dependencies is invariant across timescales from fractions of a
second to minutes. Despite this invariance, the overall amount of non-Markovian information is
non-monotonic, suggesting a unique timescale on which historical dependencies are strongest.

Physics, as described by its fundamental laws, is
Markovian: the next state of a closed classical or quan-
tum system depends only on its current state. Biology,
however, is generally not: dynamics can depend on states
far into the past. These non-Markovian dependencies
emerge as a consequence of coarse-grained descriptions,
which are necessary to make sense of living systems with-
out complete knowledge of their physical details [1-3]. As
a result, non-Markovian dynamics characterize biological
systems across scales, from molecular dynamics [4], epige-
netic memory [5], and neural activity [6, 7] to organismal
growth [8], behavior [9-11], and communication [12, 13].

Despite the ubiquity of non-Markovian dynamics, we
lack a principled framework for quantifying the strengths
of historical dependencies. Non-Markovian processes
can be categorized based on their order—their longest
dependence—but this provides no information about the
strengths of these dependencies [14]. Meanwhile, auto-
correlations provide key insights into a wide range of bi-
ological phenomena, including neural activity [6, 7, 15],
animal behavior [9-11, 16-18], and ecology [19]. How-
ever, autocorrelations can fail to characterize the under-
lying dependencies, even qualitatively. More advanced
measures have been developed to improve upon correla-
tions [20-25], but basic questions remain: How strongly
do a system’s dynamics depend on the past, and can it
be decomposed into simpler parts?

Answering these questions is fundamentally about pre-
diction: Knowledge of the past reduces our uncertainty
about the future, with stronger dependencies leading
to larger reductions. In this Letter, we use informa-
tion theory to quantify this reduction in uncertainty,
which we refer to as dynamical information. We demon-
strate that dynamical information, which quantifies the
total strength of historical dependencies, naturally de-
composes into a term arising from the Markovian de-
pendence on the previous state, and a series of non-
negative terms contributed by each order of the non-
Markovian dynamics. In minimal non-Markovian mod-
els, this decomposition captures, quantitatively, the true
underlying dependencies. In large-scale recordings of

fruit fly behavior—which exhibits long-range correla-
tions [10, 16, 26, 27]—we discover historical dependencies
that are invariant across multiple timescales. Together,
these results present a principled framework for under-
standing the origins of non-Markovian dynamics in living
systems.

Dynamical information.—Consider a system whose dy-
namics evolve in discrete steps with state z; at time
t. The dynamics are defined by the conditional prob-
ability p(z¢|zi—1,...), which, in general, can depend on
the entire history of the system [Fig. 1(a)]. If the
current state depends only on the previous state, such
that p(x¢|zi—1,...) = p(a¢|xi—1), then the dynamics are
Markovian. If instead each state depends only on the pre-
vious N states, then p(z¢|zi—1,...) = p(Te|Ti—1, ..., Tt—N),
and the dynamics are of order N.

To quantify the strength of these dependencies, con-
sider the problem of predicting the next state z;. With
no knowledge of the past, our uncertainty is defined by
the marginal entropy

ho = Hlz¢] = —(log p(z4)), (1)
where angle brackets denote an average over
p(xy, i—1,...). By contrast, if we have access to

the entire history of the system, then our uncertainty is
defined by the entropy rate

= —(ogp(ailrir,.. ), (2)

which quantifies the inherent stochasticity of the dynam-
ics, even with full knowledge of the past [12]. Since en-
tropy can only decrease under conditioning [28], know-
ing the past can only reduce our uncertainty, such that
ho > heo. This reduction in entropy is precisely the in-
formation that the past carries about the next state,

heo = Hlx¢|2i-1,. .

Itot = hO - hooa (3)

which we refer to as the dynamical information.

The dynamical information I (distinct from predic-
tive information [29]) is equivalently the mutual infor-
mation between the next state of a system and its entire
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FIG. 1. Decomposing history dependence in simple stochas-
tic processes. (a) Non-Markovian dynamics are defined by the
conditional distribution p(z¢|x¢—1,...). (b) Increasing knowl-
edge of the past leads to a hierarchy of entropies hy. The total
dynamical information Iiot therefore decomposes into a sum
of non-negative contributions I; from different orders k. (c)
Schematic of minimal dynamics in which the binary state x:
performs a logical function on x;—; and z¢—2 with probability
of success a. (d-e) Dynamical information I normalized by
the total information Iio; (d) and autocorrelations C(k) (e)
for different logical functions at steady-state. We set o = 0.9.

history. Moreover, ;. is also the rate of growth of the
total correlation along the trajectory (see Appendix).
Between the extremes of no knowledge and full knowl-
edge of the past, one could have partial access to the
history of the system. Given the previous k states, our
uncertainty about x; is given by the conditional entropy,
hi = Hlz|zi—1, ..., T—k), (4)
which has previously been called the myopic information
rate [22] or differential entropy [30]. As k increases and
we gain more knowledge of the past, this uncertainty can
only decrease, resulting in a hierarchy of entropies,

ho>hy > > hy > > hoo > 0. (5)

To understand the origins of dynamical information, it
is natural to compare hy and hi_1. If hy = hg_1, then
the state k steps in the past is redundant in the sense
that the dynamics are entirely determined by lower-order
dependencies. By contrast, if by, < hy_1, then the k*'-
order dependence provides new information about the
future of the system. In this way, the strength of the
ktP-order dependence is quantified by the difference

Iy =hg—1 —hp >0, (6)

which we refer to as the k*-order dynamical information.
This is equivalent to the mutual information between ¢
and x;_j conditioned on the intervening history,

Iy, :I[mﬁxtfk‘$t71a~~-7xt7k+1]~ (7)

Summing over all orders, we arrive at a full decomposi-
tion of the dynamical information [Fig. 1(b)]:

Itotzfl+12+"'zsz- (8)
k=1

This is our main theoretical result, decomposing the to-
tal strength of non-Markovian dependencies into non-
negative contributions from each order k.

Finite-order dynamics—As an important case, con-
sider dynamics of finite order N. States beyond N steps
in the past do not reduce our uncertainty about z;, so
that hy = hy41 = -+ = hoo. The dynamical informa-
tion vanishes (I, = 0) for all orders £ > N, and thus
recovers the correct order of the underlying dynamics.

As a simple example, consider a minimal process in
which, at each point in time, the binary state x; is a noisy
logical function of the previous two states x;_1 and z;_o
[Fig. 1(c)]. Since these dynamics are second-order, only
I and I contribute to the dynamical information. The
simplest function copies the previous state x;_1 while ig-
noring z;_s. In this case, the second-order information
vanishes (I3 = 0), and thus the history dependence is en-
tirely Markovian (Iyor = I1) as expected [Fig. 1(d)]. For
the functions AND and OR, the dynamics are more com-
plex, with dynamical information divided almost evenly
between first and second order. Indeed, for both AND
and OR, z; tends to increase with ;1 (yielding I; > 0),
yet the full dynamics are not defined until both orders
are taken into account (yielding I > 0). Meanwhile,
XOR defines a purely irreducible dependence, with the
previous state alone providing no information. As such,
the Markovian information vanishes (I; = 0), and the
dynamics are entirely second order [l = Io; Fig. 1(d)].

By contrast, finite-order processes produce autocor-
relations C(k) = (mixi—k) — (ze)(zi—p) at all orders,
making it difficult to discern the true order of dynamics
[Fig. 1(e)]. Moreover, autocorrelations only detect pair-
wise dependencies between states, and therefore are fun-
damentally insufficient to capture complex higher-order
dependencies. For example, the XOR function produces
no correlations up to second order (where the true depen-
dencies lie) but generates spurious correlations at multi-
ples of k = 3 [Fig. 1(e)]. Thus, while autocorrelations can
obscure non-Markovian dependencies (even in relatively
simple processes), the strengths of these dependencies
can still be quantified using the dynamical information.

Quantifying long-range dependencies.—When con-
fronted with biological data, we generally expect non-
vanishing dependencies of all orders. The nature of these
dependencies can often be characterized by their scaling
with k: either exponential (reflecting short-range depen-
dencies) or power-law (long-range). It is tempting to ex-
pect the large-k scaling of autocorrelations C'(k) to match
that of the dependencies. While correct in many cases,
there are nonetheless many counterexamples that defy
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FIG. 2. Autocorrelations and dynamical information in a non-Markovian copying process. (a) At each step t, the state k steps
back is selected with probability p(k) and then copied with probability « [31]. (b) Different history dependence distributions

p(k), including binomial [p(k) = (}

“)d" (1= ¢)"F with N = 10, ¢ = 0.5], exponential [p(k) o (1 —¢)* " with ¢ = 0.7], and

power-law [p(k) o< k7° with s = 4, 1.5]. (c-d) Autocorrelations C'(k) (c) and dynamical information I}, (d) for copying processes
with different history dependencies p(k). In all panels, insets display log-log scales and dynamics are defined with o = 0.9.

this expectation. Can the dynamical information recover
the correct scaling even when autocorrelations do not?

Among the most striking examples, some Markovian
processes, which dynamical information correctly iden-
tifies as first order (Iyoy = I1), can produce power-law
autocorrelations. These include diffusion in logarithmic
potential energy landscapes [32-34] or with multiplicative
noise [35], and other exotic stochastic processes [35, 36].
As another example, Markovian processes with many de-
grees of freedom can exhibit power-law autocorrelations
near criticality [37—42]. This scenario is particularly rel-
evant for biological systems, where increasing evidence
hints at the prevalence of critical phenomena [43, 44].

Conversely, and perhaps more surprisingly, non-
Markovian processes with truly long-range dependencies
can nonetheless exhibit exponentially-decaying autocor-
relations. To gain intuition for the interplay between
history dependence, dynamical information, and auto-
correlations, we consider a class of analytically tractable
non-Markovian dynamics with dependencies that can be
tuned directly. We highlight key results here and point
the reader to our companion paper for full details [31].

Consider a discrete-time system with states x; = +1.
At each step t, the system looks into the past and selects
the state k steps back with probability p(k). The next
state x; then successfully copies x;_, with probability
a € [0,1] or fails (resulting in x; = —x—j) with prob-
ability 1 — « [Fig. 2(a)]. The distribution p(k) encodes
the strength of non-Markovian dependencies [Fig. 2(b)].
For example, if p(k) is a delta function centered at k = 1,
then we recover the copy function from Fig. 1. Alterna-
tively, if p(k) is uniform across the entire history, then we
recover the well-studied Elephant Random Walk [45-48].

For any finite-order history dependence [e.g., bino-
mial p(k) of order N = 10], the long-time autocorrela-
tions decay exponentially, as expected [Fig. 2(c)|]. Simi-
larly, exponentially-decaying dependencies p(k) produce

exponentially-decaying autocorrelations for all k. For
power-law history dependence p(k) o k~*, the picture
becomes more nuanced. For exponents 1 < s < 2, au-
tocorrelations always follow a power law. However, for
s > 2, the autocorrelations display two qualitatively dis-
tinct regimes: exponential scaling up to a threshold £*
and power-law scaling beyond this point [31]. Remark-
ably, this shows that even with power-law history de-
pendence, autocorrelations can still decay exponentially
over a range of times that can be made arbitrarily large
by the appropriate tuning of s and «. In practice, this
means that observing exponentially-decaying autocorre-
lations in finite data is insufficient to distinguish between
finite-order, exponential, and power-law history depen-
dence [Fig. 2(c)]. Table I summarizes these results.

In stark contrast, the dynamical information correctly
captures the true history dependence for all choices of
p(k) discussed above [Fig. 2(d)]. Under mild conditions
on p, the dynamical information scales asymptotically as

1
Iy ~ (20— 12k, )
thus quantitatively matching the scaling of dependen-
cies [31]. This allows us to reliably distinguish between
Markovian, finite order, and infinite-order dynamics with

exponential and power-law history dependence.

True History Dependence

> Markov Non-Markov Non-Markov Non-Markov

E > (first order) (finite order) (exponential) (power law)

S E Markov Copy process = Copy process ~ Copy process

[oa=1 i

E ] o] chains (binomial) = (exponential) (power law, s>2)
E £ Criticality, Copy process

==

<

Power Law Log potentials ERW mapping (power law, s<2)

TABLE I. Examples of dynamical processes categorized by
their history dependence (columns) and autocorrelation scal-
ing (rows) that can be observed up to arbitrarily long times.
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FIG. 3. Non-Markovian dependencies in fly behavior. (a) Autocorrelations C(7) as a function of time lag 7 = kAt. Solid
line: mean across all flies. Shaded region: one standard deviation. Dashed line: power-law fit. (b) Dynamical information Iy
versus time lag 7 for different levels of temporal coarse-graining M. (c¢) As a function of the dimensionless lag k, dynamical
information collapses onto a single curve. Dashed line: power-law fit. (d) Markovian (I1) and non-Markovian (I>1 = >, ., I,
here summed to k = 10) information versus coarse-graining factor M. Inset: For each order k, we compute the timescale 7*
at which I is maximized (Fig. 6). Gold shaded region: maximum and minimum possible 7* values. Horizontal dashed line:

mean value 7* = 7.4s.

Inferring historical dependencies in fly behavior.—As
animals move and interact with their environment, they
exhibit patterns of behavior across a wide range of time
scales [9-11, 13]|. Behavior, and that of the fly in particu-
lar, is characterized by long-range correlations [9-11, 16—
18]. In one view, these correlations emerge from short-
range interactions among the many underlying degrees of
freedom, perhaps near criticality [49]. In another, they
reflect truly long-range non-Markovian dependencies be-
tween behavioral states [9, 16]. To distinguish between
these pictures, we must quantify dependencies directly.

Experimental advances enable prolonged recordings of
animal behavior with fine temporal resolution. We con-
sider the behavior of 45 fruit flies, each recorded continu-
ously for several days with resolution At = 0.01s in prior
experiments [50]. The behavior is coarse-grained into
meaningful discrete states [9, 16, 50], which we further
coarse-grain to two states that reflect activity (z; = 1)
or inactivity (z; = 0; see Appendix). The autocorrela-
tions decay as a power law over five orders of magnitude
in time [Fig. 3(a)], with exponent ~ 0.18 consistent with
prior work [10]. Yet, as discussed above, this is insuf-
ficient to draw conclusions about the underlying depen-
dencies; for this, we turn to the dynamical information.

Due to the exponential explosion of possible trajecto-
ries with k, estimating information-theoretic quantities
like I}, from finite data is notoriously difficult [51]. How-
ever, given the significant length of the experiments, we
are able to reliably estimate the dynamical information I,
up to k =~ 20 using finite-data corrections (see Appendix).
To explore even longer-range dependencies, we coarse-
grain in time. Specifically, we partition each recording
into bins of M consecutive timepoints and randomly se-
lect one state within each bin, resulting in coarse-grained
dynamics with steps of length M At (see Appendix). The
coarse-graining factor M defines the timescale of the dy-

namics. For the largest factor M = 8192, we can reliably
estimate I out to k = 12, ultimately quantifying non-
Markovian dependencies up to 16 minutes into the past.

As a function of time 7 = kMAt, the autocorrela-
tions are invariant under this coarse-graining by defini-
tion, thus collapsing to one curve [Fig. 3(a)]. The dynam-
ical information, by contrast, varies significantly with the
level of temporal coarse-graining [Fig. 3(b)]. For fine-
grained dynamics (small M), the information I, is non-
monotonic, first decreasing dramatically before reaching
a local maximum at intermediate order k. This steep
drop in I} arises because state transitions are extremely
rare on short timescales 7, yielding fine-grained dynam-
ics that appear nearly Markovian. Coarse-graining the
dynamics (increasing M) decreases the Markovian infor-
mation /; while increasing the non-Markovian contribu-
tions Ir~1, leading to stronger historical dependencies.
Moreover, the dynamical information approaches a con-
sistent monotonic scaling [Fig. 3(b)], with dependencies
of higher order k providing less information.

To better understand this scaling, we plot the dynam-
ical information as a function of the dimensionless lag
k. Surprisingly, after only a few iterations of coarse-
graining, the information Ij, collapses onto a single curve
[Fig. 3(c)]. For over two orders of magnitude in scale
M, the dynamical information appears to follow a power
law I, ~ k=7 (with v = 2.3). Unlike the autocorrela-
tions, this collapse does not follow necessarily from the
definition of Ij. Instead, it suggests that non-Markovian
dependencies in fly behavior are self-similar, maintaining
the same functional form across timescales from fractions
of a second to minutes.

Despite this timescale invariance, one might expect the
overall strength of non-Markovian dependencies to de-
pend on the scale M. For small M the sparsity of state
transitions yields dynamics that appear nearly Marko-



vian, while in the limit of large M, coarse-grained dy-
namics must eventually lose all history dependence. This
suggests the existence of a special timescale on which
non-Markovian dependencies are strongest. To test this
hypothesis, we compare the Markovian information (1)
and total non-Markovian information (I~1 = >,.o; Ix)
over a range of coarse-graining factors M [Fig. 3(d)].
As expected, in the fine-grained limit higher-order de-
pendencies vanish (Is; ~ 0), making the dynamics
nearly Markovian (lior =~ I;). As the timescale in-
creases, the Markovian information decreases while the
non-Markovian information increases, reaching a peak at
intermediate M. Thus, temporal coarse-graining induces
non-Markovianity. After further coarse-graining, the to-
tal dynamical information I;,; decays to zero as the fu-
ture becomes decoupled from the past.

The peak in the total non-Markovian information -1
also arises at each individual order Iy [Fig. 6(a)]. Thus,
for each order k, the dynamics define a timescale 7* on
which the k*'-order dependence is strongest |[Fig. 6(b)].
Remarkably, we find that this timescale is nearly con-
stant across all orders k [Fig. 3(d), inset]. This im-
plies that there is a unique time lag at which all non-
Markovian dependencies are maximized. Notably, the
identified timescale (around 7 seconds) is similar to other
key timescales in fly behavior; namely, those of work-
ing memory and burstiness [52-54]. This suggests that
the strongest historical dependencies in behavior may be
driven by memory, which is an inherently non-Markovian
phenomenon. Together, these results indicate that long
timescales in fly behavior emerge from underlying non-
Markovian dependencies that are (i) invariant in form,
yet (ii) strongest on the scale of seconds.

Discussion.—Biology features a plethora of stochastic
processes with complex historical dependencies [4-13].
In this Letter, we show that strength of non-Markovian
dependencies can be quantified and decomposed using
tools from information theory. The past reduces one’s
uncertainty about the future by an amount I., which
we refer to as the dynamical information. Each ktP-
order dependence makes a non-negative contribution Iy
to this information, leading to a full decomposition Iio; =
I + I3 + ---. In minimal models of non-Markovian dy-
namics the dynamical information captures the underly-
ing nature of dependencies, even when autocorrelations
categorically do not (Figs. 1 and 2). Applying this frame-
work to recordings of fly behavior, we discover that the
scaling of non-Markovian dependencies is invariant across
two orders of magnitude in time [Fig. 3(c)]. The overall
strength of dependencies, however, is maximized on the
scale of seconds, thus identifying a unique timescale on
which fly behavior is least Markovian [Fig. 3(d)].

Moving forward, an important practical challenge is
quantifying long-range dependencies in biological data.
Calculating the dynamical information [ is data inten-
sive, requiring exponentially more data with larger k. As

the length and size of biological experiments continues to
grow, we anticipate that longer-range dependencies will
become accessible. Future theoretical work could also
seek to develop scalable techniques for bounding or ap-
proximating the dynamical information Iy, thereby pro-
viding a window deeper into the past.

We began this Letter with the observation that non-
Markovian dynamics fundamentally arise through coarse-
graining. In the context of fly behavior, we showed
explicitly how coarse-graining in time can increase the
strength of historical dependencies. Our framework is
general—it does not rely on model assumptions nor spe-
cific biological details—and can thus be applied directly
to other living systems across scales. This opens the door
for future investigations into how non-Markovian dynam-
ics emerge through coarse-graining in time and space.
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END MATTER

APPENDIX A: DYNAMICAL INFORMATION IS
A TOTAL CORRELATION RATE

Here we show that the dynamical information can be
written as the long-time growth rate of the total corre-
lation. Consider a discrete-state discrete-time stochastic
process that starts at time ¢ = 1 and converges towards
a steady state as t — oco. The dynamical information is
defined as

Liot = ho — hoo, (10)

for marginal entropy ho = HJ[z:] and entropy rate hoo,
which can be written as [28]

o1
hoo :thJ& EH[xt,xt,l,...,xl]. (11)

Note that since, at steady state, the marginal entropy
must converge to a time-independent value, it can also
be written as a rate in the long-time limit as

t—1
1
ho = tli}nolo ; ;H[$t_k]. (12)

Now consider the total correlation [55] between z; and
the entire history of the process,

t—1

TC[ﬂft,th_l, ...,1‘1] = ZH[Z‘t_k] — H[th,]}t_l, ...,3?1].
k=0
(13)

Dividing by t and taking the limit ¢ — oo, we see that the
dynamical information is the long-time rate of increase
of the total correlation:

t—1
1
Lot = tlggo n (I;) Hlzi_p]) — H[ze, 241, ...,xﬂ) . (14)

APPENDIX B: FLY BEHAVIOR ANALYSIS

Dataset

We explore history dependence in fly behavior using a
publicly available dataset from Ref. [50], which captured
time-courses of behavior for 47 flies over four to eight days
with a resolution of At = 0.01s. Nine distinct behavioral
states are resolved. We omit flies 7 and 45, for which
data was not available, leaving a total of 45 flies for our
analysis.

Coarse-Graining Procedures

To facilitate the estimation of dynamical information
from finite data, we coarse-grain the original nine behav-
ioral states into two states. Following Ref. [9], we map
each behavioral state to either ‘z; = 0’ (idle or unre-
solved) or ‘z; = 1’ (all other behaviors).

To investigate dependencies across different timescales,
we also coarse-grain the dynamics in time. For a given
coarse-graining factor M, we bin together M consecutive
timepoints and randomly select one state from each bin.
This coarse-graining procedure ensures that the autocor-
relations are invariant as a function of time 7 = kM At
[Fig. 3(a)], thus preserving the statistical relationships
between past and present. When plotted versus the di-
mensionless lag k, the autocorrelations separate for dif-
ferent coarse-graining factors M while maintaining the
same power-law scaling (Fig. 4).
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FIG. 4. Autocorrelation C(k) versus lag k for different levels
of temporal coarse-graining. Dashed line: power-law fit for
the fine-grained autocorrelations (M = 1).



Finite-Data Corrections

When estimating information-theoretic quantities (and
mutual information in particular), finite-data effects
must be taken into account. When computing the dy-
namical information, we correct for finite-data effects us-
ing the methodology in Ref. [51]. For each lag k and
coarse-graining factor M, we compute the dynamical in-
formation I using different fractions f of the flies in
the dataset (sampling many subsets for each f to obtain
estimates with uncertainties). We then fit a quadratic
polynomial to the estimates of Ij, versus the inverse data
fraction 1/f. The intercept of the resulting fit at 1/f =0
is our infinite-data estimate for the dynamical informa-
tion.

We also perform the same analysis after shuffling the
dynamics for each fly in time. This destroys all temporal
dependencies and therefore should yield an estimate of
I, = 0 for all k and coarse-graining factors M. For any
k and M where the shuffled I} is not within uncertainty
of zero, we consider the finite-data estimates unreliable.
For each M, this sets the upper bound on & for which we
can estimate [}.

Power-Law Fits

For the autocorrelations in Fig. 3(a), we fit a power law
to the data for 0.1s < 7 < 1000s. We obtain an exponent
of 0.178 with a standard error of 0.001 (R? = 1.00). We
also fit a power law to the dynamical information Iy as a
function of dimensionless lag & [Fig. 3(c)] by combining
all datapoints with & > 3 and coarse-graining factor M >
32. This yields an exponent of v = 2.31+0.04 (standard
error) with R? = 0.97.

Finally, we fit power laws to the dynamical information
as a function of dimensional time 7 = kM At for each
coarse-graining factor M > 4 and lag k > 3. Figure 5
shows the resulting power-law fits, with the exponents
shown in the inset. For coarse-graining factors between
128 and 2048 (inclusive), we obtain an approximately
constant scaling exponent of v =~ 2.6.

Timescale Calculations

Figure 6 shows the k*"-order dynamical information I},
for orders 2 < k < 10 as functions of the coarse-graining
factor M. Notably, each curve exhibits a maximum at an
intermediate level of coarse-graining [Fig. 6(a)]. Plotting

I as a function of time lag 7 = kM At for different M,
we find that the maxima align at a specific timescale 7*
[Fig. 6(b)]. For each order k, we plot the timescale 7*
at which Ij is maximized in the inset of Fig. 3(d), with
uncertainties arising from the finite resolution of coarse-

graining factors. Within uncertainty, these timescales all
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appear to be identical, with a mean value across all k£ of
T &= T.4s.

Data and Code Availability

All experimental data used in this Letter was obtained
in Ref. [50], and is publicly available at Ref. [56]. Our
code for analyzing this data and producing Figs. 3-6 is
publicly available at Ref. [57].



