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The excess work required to drive a stochastic system out of thermodynamic equilibrium through a
time-dependent external perturbation is directly related to the amount of entropy produced during
the driving process, allowing excess work and entropy production to be used interchangeably to
quantify dissipation. Given the common intuition of biological molecular machines as internally
communicating work between components, it is tempting to extend this correspondence to the
driving of one component of an autonomous system by another; however, no such relation between
the internal excess work and entropy production exists. Here we introduce the ‘transduced additional
free-energy rate’ between strongly coupled subsystems of an autonomous system, which is analogous
to the excess power in systems driven by an external control parameter that receives no feedback
from the system. We prove that this is a relevant measure of dissipation—in that it equals the steady-
state entropy production rate due to the downstream subsystem—and demonstrate its advantages

with a simple model system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past 25 years, the development of stochas-
tic thermodynamics has generalized the classical laws
of macroscopic thermodynamics to strongly fluctuating
microscopic systems [1-3]. The theoretical framework
of stochastic thermodynamics provides a method to as-
sign physical quantities—such as work, heat, and entropy—
to fluctuating systems in contact with thermodynamic
reservoirs, even far from equilibrium. These physical
quantities can be identified along a single stochastic tra-
jectory, or at the level of probability distributions, allow-
ing for a diverse set of methods to understand the physics
of thermodynamic systems across all scales [4].

In parallel with the formulation of stochastic thermo-
dynamics, a variety of experimental techniques have been
developed that directly test and verify its predictions
through passive observation, or direct manipulation of
an external control parameter [5]. For instance, measure-
ments of heat and work fluctuations have been made in
microscopic systems like an AFM cantilever [6], a torsion
pendulum [7], or an electrical resistor [8]. Additionally,
the widespread utilization of optical tweezers for single-
molecule force spectroscopy has allowed for the direct
verification of theoretical predictions in biological sys-
tems, such as a DNA hairpin [9, 10].

Within this experimental paradigm, where a stochas-
tic system is manipulated using an external device, there
is a convenient correspondence between the excess work
done on the system and the total entropy production [11].
Specifically, the entropy production fluctuation theo-
rem [12] and the Crooks fluctuation theorem [13] are
equivalent for a stochastic system—initially at thermo-
dynamic equilibrium—driven by an external control pa-
rameter that receives no feedback from the system [11].
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Here, the excess work and entropy production can be
used interchangeably when referring to dissipation. This
correspondence is a powerful tool, granting the freedom
to quantify dissipation either through work done in ex-
cess of free-energy changes, or system entropy changes
not compensated by heat flows. However, the same such
correspondence does not hold in more complex coupled
systems [14].

While initial experimental tests of stochastic thermo-
dynamics focused primarily on verifying the so-called
fluctuation theorems [5], the use of stochastic thermody-
namics in ever-more complex systems has become com-
monplace. In fact, a central motivation for the field
of stochastic thermodynamics has been to better under-
stand the complex molecular machines in biological sys-
tems [2]. These nanoscale machines consist of strongly
interacting protein complexes, which interconvert be-
tween different forms of energy to perform useful func-
tions within the cell [15]. For instance, the rotary ma-
chine F,F; ATP synthase makes use of a proton gradient
across the mitochondrial membrane to catalyze the pro-
duction of the chemical energy currency ATP [16, 17],
while the transport motor kinesin utilizes the energy
stored in ATP to directionally transport cargoes through-
out the cell [18].

Entropy production represents a fundamental loss in
the operation of a machine: low-entropy states of a sys-
tem (all gas molecules confined to one half of a cylinder,
a fully extended polymer) or of thermal baths (baths
at different temperatures) can be harnessed to do use-
ful work (push a piston during expansion, exert a force
during compaction, drive a heat engine during heat flow),
whereas high-entropy states have reduced capacity to do
o0 [19]. Thus in biophysical molecular machines, entropy
production serves as an important performance measure.

Although such machines operate autonomously, there
are many natural comparisons between controlled sys-
tems and molecular machines. For instance, it is concep-
tually straightforward to view the chemical hydrolysis of
ATP as driving the processive motion of the molecular
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motor kinesin [20], or the F, component of ATP syn-
thase as mechanically driving the rotation of a central
crankshaft, inducing the F; component to catalyze the
production of ATP [16]. Thus there is a natural appeal
to quantifying the work (and the excess work) done by
one component of an autonomous biomolecular machine
on another. Indeed, such internal energy flows have been
used to aid in the identification of reaction coordinates
in biomolecular dynamics [21].

Given the biophysical importance of entropy produc-
tion, and the mathematical constraints imposed on it
by fluctuation theorems and second-law-like inequali-
ties, it is tempting to use the correspondence between
excess work and entropy production in systems driven
by an external control parameter to aid in the concep-
tual and quantitative understanding of biomolecular ma-
chines [22-24]. However, while it is still possible to define
excess work internal to such systems as an energy flow,
it has no direct relationship to the entropy production.

In this article, we investigate excess work and entropy
production in strongly coupled autonomous systems, and
present an alternative measure of dissipation—the trans-
duced additional free-energy rate—which plays the same
thermodynamic role in autonomous systems as excess
power does in externally driven systems. Specifically, the
steady-state transduced additional free energy rate (dif-
fering from the excess power by an information rate that
captures the effects of inter-system coupling) equals an
entropy production rate. We then illustrate our results in
a simple model of a cyclic mechanochemical motor, where
a mechanical system is driven via its strong coupling to
a stochastic nonequilibrium chemical reaction.

II. STRONGLY COUPLED
MULTI-COMPONENT SYSTEMS

Throughout this article, we consider a bipartite sys-
tem described by two coordinates X and Y, with states
x and y, respectively. The system’s joint dynamics are
described by a discrete-state master equation [14, 25]

dtpwy = Z R;;’pz’y’ ) (1)
‘/Elyyl

where p;, is the joint probability of state (z,y),
d; = d/dt is the time derivative, and R;";f,/ is the tran-
sition rate matrix element quantifying the rate of the
transition (z/,y’) — (z,y).

The assumption of bipartite dynamics restricts the en-
tries of the transition rate matrix [14, 25]:

Ry, if y#£y,z=2a
- Ry it y=y,z#2
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—- Y R - R, i y=y z=2
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Thus, for the ensemble average Axy = ny Daylay
of the fluctuating quantity a,, that depends on the
joint state (x,y), the time rate of change d;Axy =
Dty Rzgfpm/y/ (@zy — agryr) can be decomposed into
contributions due to the individual dynamics of each sub-
system:

diAxy = Z RZI px’y(a:cy - ax/y)

z,x’,y
+ Z R?gjy’pzy’(azy — Qgy) (3a)
z,y,y’
= AX + AY . (3b)

The overdot indicates that—unlike the time derivative
d¢Axy—the individual rates (AX and AY) cannot be
written as the time derivative of a function. Upper-case
letters indicate ensemble-averaged quantities.

A. Entropy production

The entropy production rate (for unitless entropy) of
the joint system is [14]
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The total entropy production can be conveniently split
into separate contributions arising from the respective

transitions among subsystems Y and X:
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Each RHS entropy production rate obeys a second-law-
like inequality,

YX =dySx +SX —1¥ >0 (6a)
Y =dSy +8Y —1V>0. (6b)

d¢Sx (dSy) is the rate of change of the entropy of sub-
system X (V). SX (SY) is the rate of entropy flow
from the system to the heat reservoir due to X (Y) dy-
namics, which for a thermodynamic system coupled to
a heat bath (all systems considered here) equals —39%
(—BQY), the negative rate of heat flow into the system—
and hence entropy increase in the heat reservoir—due to
X (Y) dynamics. (By convention, positive work and heat
correspond to energy flow into the system.)
The information rates are
Py|x
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for conditional probability p,|, = pay/ D, Pey of state x

given state y. Ix (I Y) represents the rate of change of
mutual information between subsystems X and Y due to
transitions in X (Y7) [14, 25]. Thus, a positive (negative)
information rate IX implies that, on average, dynamics
of X increase (decrease) the mutual information between
the two subsystems.

At steady state, the joint-system entropy is unchanging
(d¢Sxy = 0), as are the entropies of each subsystem
(d¢Sx = d¢Sy = 0). Thus, the combined effect of X and
Y dynamics leaves the mutual information unchanged,
so the information rates are opposite (I = —IY) and
cancel when summing the entropy production rates nX
and %Y of each subsystem [Eq. (6)] [14]. Therefore, the
total steady-state entropy production is the sum of each
subsystem’s heat flows:

¥ =-8Q" - pO¥. (8)
However, unlike the entropy productions of each subsys-
tem in Eq. (6), neither RHS term is lower bounded by
Zero.

B. Excess work

To quantify the energy flow in such a system, we now
treat subsystem Y as a work source for subsystem X, so
that the average rate of work (the average power) done
by Y on X is

ﬁWY%X = Z ﬁ(ﬁzy - Ezy/) R%/Pmy’ ) (9)

z,y,y’

for energy e, of state (z,y). Throughout this article we
exclusively deal with average power and average work, so
for the remainder we omit explicit mention of averages.

For fixed y, the conditional equilibrium distribution of
X is )y = exp(—Pegy + BFx|y), for conditional equilib-
rium free energy Fx|, = —kpTIn}_ exp(—fBeyy). Thus,
the energy can be expressed in terms of the conditional
equilibrium distribution and free energy as

€xy = kaTlnﬂﬂy + FX|y . (10)

The power done on X is the sum of the reversible power
and the excess power,

BWyx = BWE, x + BWE, x (11a)
=B Z ng’pwy' (Fx|y — Fxy)
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The excess power quantifies the rate of energy flow from
subsystem Y into subsystem X which exceeds the rate of
change of the conditional equilibrium free energy of X.

The excess power can be simplified by separating the
X and Y summations,

RI /p. ’ Tr. ’

}: 2: yy' Prly zly
Y—)X - Vyy/py V.., In
vy

T
z zly

= Z Viy oy BWyyr -
vy’

(12a)

(12b)

Here p, = >, P2y is the marginal distribution of state
y, and the X-summation is simply the excess work on X
during transition 3y’ — y. The coarse-grained rate

Vyy = RY Doy (13)

is the rate of 4y’ — y, averaged over the conditional dis-
tribution of X [26]. V,,, normalizes the switching-state

distribution
swie — Ly Pty (14)
yy V'

the conditional distribution of X during a y’ — y transi-
tion.

The excess work per y' — y transition can be expressed
using Eq. (14) as the difference between the relative en-
tropies of the switching-state distribution with the re-
spective conditional equilibrium distributions after (m,, )
and before (m,,/) the transition:

W =D (o |l magy ) = D (3 | T ) -~ (15)

The relative entropy is defined as

Zw Dz 111(%/%) [27]'
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III. CLASSES OF UPSTREAM DYNAMICS
A. External control parameter

Insofar as it relates to entropy production, the excess
power is a quantity of interest in many systems driven
by an external control parameter. Many experimental
manipulations of machines drive the system according
to dynamics of an experimental apparatus that do not
depend on the system response, i.e., with no feedback.
This corresponds to the special case of the above frame-
work where the Y dynamics are independent of the cur-
rent state of X. Here, we consider stochastic Y dynam-
ics [22-24]; however, in general they could alternatively
be deterministic [28-31].

Since such independent Y dynamics ensure the con-
ditional independence of the target state y and the
current mechanical state x (conditioned on the source
state y'), the data-processing inequality [27] requires
that the Y dynamics reduce the mutual information be-
tween subsystems: IY < 0. Mathematically, for inde-
pendent Y dynamics the information rate I [Eq. (7b)]



can be written as a negative relative entropy, Iy =
—Zy’y, Viyyr py/D(pm|y/||pz|y) < 0, and thus is neces-
sarily non-positive. Therefore, at steady state (where
I= 0), X > 0, and the form of the second law BQX <0
holds for the heat flow QX due to X dynamics [32].

For independent Y dynamics, the switching-state dis-
tribution is the conditional distribution p,,, of x given
the source state y’, independent of the target state y, and
the excess work for transition y’ — y is

(pwly’ I ”w\y> -D (pzly’ I Ww\y’) . (16)

In the timescale-separated limit [26], where the X dy-
namics are much faster than the Y dynamics, the con-
ditional distribution over X equilibrates between each
Y transition, so the second RHS term is zero, reducing
Eq. (16) to the infinite-time excess work [28],

B ;;;/ =D (ﬂ-x\y’HWﬂy) Z 0. (17)

This excess work is non-negative for any transition, and
thus the excess power [Eq. (12)] is positive, even for no
net Y flux, Vi py = Vyypy (App. A gives details) [33].

W =D

B. Thermodynamically complete system

In autonomous systems (such as molecular machines
consisting of multiple strongly interacting components)
not subject to temporal variation of an external control
parameter, thermodynamic consistency requlres that the
entries of the transition rate matrix Ry satisfy local
detailed balance [3, 4, 34],
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where Ae + Aty is the change in thermodynamic
potential durlng the transition (2/,y') — (z
the change Aeyy, = €3y — €7y i System energy during
transitions in X and Y and the change A,/ in chemical
potential during transitions of subsystem Y (satisfying
Apyy = —Apyy and hence Apy, = 0). Despite the
particular form of thermodynamic potential implied by
the RHS, the theoretical framework we present is more
broadly applicable so long as the dynamics of subsystem
X are detailed balanced.

We call systems thermodynamically complete when all
rates satisfy local detailed balance [Eq. (18)]. Conversely,
we call systems (such as the independent Y dynamics in
Sec. IIT A) thermodynamically incomplete when the tran-
sition rates violate Eq. (18), as some external influences
are required to ensure thermodynamic consistency. Thus,
thermodynamically complete systems are those which in
the absence of driving relax to equilibrium, though with
driving present (our case here) they need not.

In detailed-balanced dynamics—or any dynamics
where subsystem Y receives feedback from X—the excess

,Y), involving

4

work [Eq. (15)] associated with a particular Y transition
is not lower bounded by zero, and can be negative.

We present the transduced additional free energy rate
or TAFER (the name will become clear),

B =W x + 17, (19)

as a measure of dissipation between strongly coupled sub-
systems that is analogous to the excess power [Eq. (12)]
in systems driven by an external control parameter. Ap-
pendix B gives a detailed derivation.

Unlike the excess power, however, at steady state
TAFER is lower bounded by zero: ﬂ = = —pOX
(see App. C) and IY = —IX so Eq. (19) coincides with

Eq. (6a). In terms of the underlying probability distri-
butions,
a SW,T $ pw
YCEX = Z Viy Dy [Zpyy In ¥ ly] . (20)
- Tz|yPaly’

TAFER modifies the excess power in Eq. (12) by the ad-
ditional average of the log-ratio of nonequilibrium condi-
tional distributions over the switching-state distribution
Py, - This form clarifies that TAFER vanishes for all
transitions ¥’ — ¥ in the timescale-separated limit, where
Paly =7 Ta|y-

TAFER can also be written as (see App. D)

Fpldy = ﬁF)rﬁ?/’ — BdiFxpy (21)

where F;T%— is the change of conditional nonequilibrium

free energy [35] due to the Y dynamics, and d; Fix|y is the
change in equilibrium free energy of X given Y. Thus,
the transduced additional free energy rate is indeed the
rate of change due to the Y dynamics of the additional
free energy in X [35] (above the equilibrium free energy)

FYV = FYY — Fxpy - (22)

This clarifies that TAFER quantifies how much the Y
dynamics contribute to X being out of conditional equi-
librium.

IV. MODEL SYSTEM

We now illustrate our theory in a minimal model of a
mechanochemical molecular machine. Figure 1 shows a
schematic.

The chemical coordinate Y evolves on a three-state
cycle, (y1,y2,y3) = (1/6, 1/2, 5/6), increasing in the
clockwise direction, while the mechanical coordinate X
contains N discrete states, (x1,z3,...,z,) where x; =
(k — %)/N, evolving on a periodic energy landscape im-
posed by the current value of Y. Subsystems X and
Y have transitions only between nearest-neighbor states,
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the model mechanochemical sys-
tem. (a) Three-state chemical reaction network representing
Y dynamics. (b) The imposed energy landscape on the me-
chanical coordinate X (with equidistant discrete states) for
Y = y2 and N = 3 mechanical states (Sec. IV A). Each spe-
cific chemical state y imposes on X a periodic energy land-
scape, with either (c) a single minimum (Sec. IV A) or (d) two
local minima (Sec. IV B).

and obey periodic boundary conditions. The instanta-
neous transition rates for X and Y—satisfying local de-
tailed balance [Eq. (18)]—are

Ry, = enem €xp {_% (Auyy' + Aeijy’) }
RZ“”/ = I'nech €Xp {—%ﬁAe’ym/} ,

where I'chem and I'yeen are kinetic prefactors for the
chemical and mechanical rates, quantifying the bare rates
of each process in the absence of any differences AE;Z: =
€xy — €7y iN state energies €, or differences Apy, in
chemical potentials [36]. Thus chemical transitions—
indicated by changes in chemical potential—and energy
changes fully determine the transition-rate asymmetries.
Here, the thermodynamic potential is a function of the
state of the system and the chemical reservoirs (the
‘super-system’), thus while a single cycle of the chem-
ical (V) subsystem (y1 — y2 — y3 — y1 in Fig. 1la)
returns the chemical coordinate Y to the same state, the
chemical reservoirs are in a different state due to a net
transfer of particles. However, since each transition in the
Y subsystem is associated with a known change in the
reservoirs Ap,,s, we can nevertheless specify a thermo-
dynamically complete dynamics of the XY system that
is out of equilibrium without explicitly tracking the state
of the chemical reservoirs [3].

We further assume identical chemical potential differ-
ences (Afly,, .y = =Dy, yon = Ap <0, for i + 1 taken
modulo 3) for each chemical transition, and (without
loss of generality) that negative Ap induces net clock-
wise rotation of the chemical coordinate. Physically,
the chemical potential differences are generated by out-
of-equilibrium concentrations of products and reactants,
such as ATP and ADP for many molecular machines.

A. Excess power does not equal entropy production

First, we consider a periodic monostable potential,
€oy = 3B  cos2m (xz —y) | (24)

with barrier height E* (see Fig. 1b,c). Figure 2 shows
numerical calculations (App. E presents details) of the
steady-state excess power WX, ., transduced addi-
tional free energy rate BF{}‘E x, and mechanical entropy
production rate X%, as functions of the chemical driving
strength Ap. For N = 3 mechanical states, across all
barrier heights the excess power is less than the entropy
production rate, while for N = 12, the excess power is
greater. Thus, even for the simple case of N = 3 and X
tracking the current state of Y, the excess power SW¢*,
can significantly differ from the entropy production rate.
In contrast, the transduced additional free energy rate
[Eq. (19)] equals (as expected) the entropy production
rate % by the mechanical system’s dynamics, for all en-
ergy barriers BE* and numbers N of mechanical states.

B. Excess power can become negative

At steady state, the excess power equals the negative
heat flow —30% due to X dynamics, and is therefore not
lower bounded by zero (see App. C). To illustrate this,
we consider the periodic bistable potential (see Fig. 1d)

Bery " = (25)
—1In [eféﬁEi cos 2m(z—y) + eféﬁEg cos 27r(1:7y7d>)+BAE:| )

the potential of mean force [37] of two offset sinusoidal
potentials. ¢ and AE represent, respectively, the relative
phase shift and energy offset.

Figure 3 shows the steady-state transduced additional
free energy rate SF3dd. | excess power WX, i, and en-
tropy production rate ¥X due to X dynamics, as a func-
tion of (a) chemical potential difference and (b) the ra-
ti0 T'mech /T chem Of bare mechanical and chemical transi-
tion rates. Once again, TAFER equals the entropy pro-
duction. The excess power is negative for intermediate
chemical potential differences and for large rate ratios:
1—‘mech/l—‘chem % 103

Physically, the excess power drops below zero because

the switching-state distribution pj.:* for clockwise Y



N=3 N =12
BWP,

15 e =
- X &

0 I
o

—15

I

[e )

15
‘v
bS] 7
o 0

91 = ¢

o

5 10
—BAp

(==}

5 10
—BAu

FIG. 2. At steady state, transduced additional free
energy rate equals entropy production rate, but ex-
cess power need not. The excess power SW*, - (green),
transduced additional free energy rate BE244  (blue), and en-
tropy production rate X (red dashed) due to X dynamics,
each as a function of the chemical driving strength —SAp,
for a range of barrier heights SE* = 4,816 (rows) and
numbers N = 3,12 of mechanical states (columns). For
all panels, the system is at steady state for potential (24),
T'mech/Tchem = 100, and rates are nondimensionalized by the
chemical bare rate: Rate® = Rate/I'chem-

transitions is dominated by mechanical states x that lose
energy during the transition. As a result, the excess
power required to drive the system via Y dynamics be-
comes negative.

Thus even though the mathematical forms of the trans-
duced additional free energy rate and the entropy produc-
tion rate of the mechanical system are quite different—
one involving a summation over Y transitions at fixed
mechanical state x, the other involving a summation over
X transitions at fixed chemical state y—they are equal
at steady state. The excess power BWgE, by itself
is not lower bounded by zero and can become negative
(Fig. 3). This reinforces the mathematical demonstration
(Sec. IIIB) that TAFER is the thermodynamic general-
ization of excess power to autonomous systems.

V. DISCUSSION

Autonomous stochastic systems are models for many
molecular machines, where strong coupling between mul-
tiple stochastic coordinates is central to their functioning.
It is intuitively appealing to view the interacting compo-
nents of a molecular machine as driving one another.

For (non-autonomous) systems where the driver—
subsystem Y in Sec. IV-receives no feedback from the
driven subsystem (X), the excess power flowing from Y

V=1dd
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FIG. 3. Steady-state excess power can become neg-
ative. Excess power SWyS,y (green), transduced addi-
tional free energy rate SF3%d, (blue), and entropy produc-
tion rate ¥ (red dashed), as a function (a) of chemical po-
tential difference —BAp at fixed ratio I'meeh/Ichem = 10*
of bare chemical and mechanical transition rates, and (b) of
the ratio I'mech/Ichem for fixed chemical potential difference
BAp = 5. Different rows show SE* = 4,8,16. All calcula-
tions are at steady state for potential (25) and use N = 12,
E* = EY/E} =1, ¢ = 1/3, and AE/E* = 3/8. Rates
are nondimensionalized by the chemical bare rate: Rate™ =
Rate/Ichem. Dotted gray vertical lines indicate in (a) the
chemical potential used in (b), and in (b) the bare rate ratio
used in (a).

to X equals the entropy produced by the driven subsys-
tem’s dynamics, relating upstream energy flows (excess
power) to downstream entropy production. It is tempting
to make use of this correspondence between excess power
and entropy production, but excess power does not play
the same role in coupled, thermodynamically complete,
autonomous systems and has no simple relationship with
entropy production.

We introduced here the transduced additional free en-
ergy rate BF249 as a measure of dissipation in strongly
coupled stochastic systems that plays the same thermo-
dynamic role as the excess power in systems driven by
an external control parameter. In particular, BF{}dj x
equals the steady-state entropy production rate during
subsystem X’s dynamics, but is an explicit function of
the dynamics of Y, which may be more easily observable
in particular contexts [38, 39]. Furthermore, our investi-
gation of the transduced additional free energy rate pro-
vides a convenient generalization beyond the reversible
limit of the work associated with stochastic driving pro-
tocols [40], and an analysis of the trade-offs between
control work and mutual information complementary to
Ref. [41].

We expect that these insights will be useful for on-



going research in stochastic thermodynamics, extend-
ing theoretical results for systems driven by an exter-
nal control parameter [23, 28-31] to autonomous models
of molecular machines. A better understanding of dis-
sipation in thermodynamically complete systems—where
inter-system feedback satisfies local detailed balance—
will clarify the functional capabilities and limitations of
molecular machines. By consistently incorporating feed-
back into the control schema, we can further elucidate
the rich physics in strongly coupled systems.
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Appendix A: Entropy production in
thermodynamically complete or incomplete systems

Here we show how the entropy production of a subsys-
tem differs under dynamics that are detailed balanced
compared to dynamics that are not. In particular, for
the model system in Sec. IV A we show that the entropy
production rate only vanishes at zero driving when the
system is thermodynamically complete. To start, we gen-

eralize the Y transition rates,
Ry, = Uchem €xp {—%6 (A,uyy/ + « [Ae?jy,])} (A1)

where the feedback parameter « € [0, 1] interpolates the
chemical dynamics between detailed balanced (o = 1,
Sec. IIIB) and feedback-free (« = 0, Sec IITA). For
all @ # 1 the system is thermodynamically incomplete,
breaking local detailed balance (18), and for decreasing
« the feedback from the mechanical subsystem X to the
chemical dynamics decreases.

Figure 4 shows the entropy production rate due to sub-
system X dynamics as a function of the chemical driv-
ing strength SAp, for energy barriers BEY = 4,8,16.
As BAp — 0, for a thermodynamically complete system
(a = 1) the entropy production rate X% vanishes, while
for a thermodynamically incomplete system (o # 0), 2X
approaches a nonzero asymptotic value. The asymptotic
value monotonically increases with decreasing «, and is
largest for & = 0, when Y dynamics receive no feedback
from X.

BET =4 BE* =16
a=0 e

BEY =8

b)) X /Fchun
=
L
Nl
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101 10* 107! 10 1071 10!
—BAp

FIG. 4. Dynamics that break detailed balance pro-
duce nonzero steady-state entropy production, even
at BAp = 0. Across all energy barriers SE* = 4, 8,16, only
detailed-balanced joint dynamics (o = 1, orange curves) pro-
duce vanishing entropy production rate % as —8Ap — 0.
For all other a (blue and gray curves), the entropy produc-
tion rate approaches a nonzero value as —fAp — 0. Y tran-
sitions that are independent of X (o = 0, blue) have the
greatest asymptotic value, while increasing feedback param-
eter o monotonically decreases the asymptotic entropy pro-
duction rate. For all panels, the number of mechanical states
is N = 12, and the entropy production rate is nondimension-
alized by the bare chemical transition rate: »X /T chem-

Appendix B: Detailed derivation of transduced
additional free energy rate

At steady state, the rate of change of internal energy
Exvy is zero, thus

0= thXY (Bla)
= Z Bleay = €xy ) RyyDay (B1b)
Y.y’
+ Z Blewy — €ary) Ry Pary -
z,x’y
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Substituting this into the entropy production due to X
dynamics [Eq. (5)], we separate the energetic contribu-
tion:

ZX = 5 Z joy’pmy’ (ny - E:cy/) - 5thXY

Y.y’
+ 3 R poryn Y (B2)
o2y Pzxly

We identify the first RHS term as the power defined in
Eq. (9), while the second and third RHS terms can only
be combined to a derivative of free energy if we include
IV, capturing the change in mutual information due to
the Y dynamics:

’ p ’
ﬁthXY — Z R;I px’y ln i |y
z,2' )y Pzly
=pdiExy — Z R pyy In Patly (B3a)
z,z’ Y,y Paly
Day’
—+ Z R;y/pg;y/ ln
z,y,y’ Pzly
= BdFyy — 17 . (B3b)

Here, we used the definition [Eq. (7b)] of the information
rate due to Y dynamics, and introduced the conditional
nonequilibrium free energy [35],

5F§C‘§1/ = BExy — Sx|y - (B4)
Exy = ny €xyDzy and conditional entropy SX‘Y =

— Zm.y Pzy In py, represent averages of the stochastic en-
ergy and conditional stochastic entropy, over the joint
distribution p,.
Consequently, we find:

SX =Wy x = BAFYY +17 >0, (B)
The transduced additional free energy rate is then defined
using the conditional equilibrium free energy Fx|y (the
average over Y of Fy|,) instead of its nonequilibrium
counterpart:

5151}3}(1;1}( :6WY—)X —ﬂthx|y+jY .

We can now more fully appreciate the similarity be-
tween transduced additional free energy rate and en-
tropy production rate: For processes starting and end-
ing in equilibrium, integrating the entropy production
rate and the excess power give the same result. For
steady-state systems, both measures agree because both
the equilibrium and nonequilibrium free energy are un-
changing. Furthermore, using the equilibrium free energy
in Eq. (B6) results in an expression for the transduced
additional free energy rate which is independent of X dy-
namics, while the same is not true if the nonequilibrium
free energy F;(el?/ [Eq. (B4)] is used, as its rate of change
depends on the X dynamics through the conditional en-

tropy Sx|y-

(B6)

Appendix C: At steady state, excess power equals
heat flow

Here we derive—for detailed-balanced dynamics—the
equality of the entropy production in the reservoir (heat
flow) due to the dynamics of subsystem X, and the excess
power done on subsystem X by subsystem Y. We use
Eq. (B1) to rewrite the excess power [Eq. (9)] as

ﬂW}efx—>X = Z Bl€xy — ery’)ng/Pwy’ (Cla)
z,y,y’
== > Blewy —€ry)Ry"prry  (ClD)
z,x’ Yy
ot R
= Z Ry pm/ylnm (Clc)
’ Yy
T, xr',Yy
= —BO~ . (C1d)

In Eq. (Clc) we use local detailed balance of the micro-
scopic rates [Eq. (18)] along with the fact that there are
no changes in chemical potential during X transitions. In
Eq. (C1d) we substitute the definition of heat flow from
Ref. [14].

Appendix D: Transduced additional free energy rate
and nonequilibrium free energy

Substituting Eq. (14) and Eq. (10) into Eq. (20), the
transduced additional free energy rate can be written as

. e P
ﬁF)%(EX = Z Rzy’pwy’ In ﬂ_x|y Zly (D1)
z,y,y 3flypx‘y/
- Z Ry Dy [5 (Ery —Fxy — €y + FX\y’)
z,y,y’
+Inpy, — lnpw‘y/] . (D2)

We now define a stochastic nonequilibrium free energy

Bfred = Bezy +Inpyy ,

zly —

(D3)

which is the specific quantity that, when averaged over
the joint distribution p,,, gives the conditional nonequi-
librium free energy [Eq. (B4)].

This definition allows us to rewrite Eq. (D2) as

Hadd T neq neq
Y—=X Z Ryy'p‘”y/ {fﬂy - f;c|y/ - (FX|y - FX|y')}
z,y,y’

_ pmeqY
*Fx‘y *thX\Y7

(D4)
where F;el?,ly is the change of conditional nonequilibrium
free energy that is due to the Y dynamics. Here, we uti-
lized the splitting of rates of change introduced in Eq. (3).
Finally, note that X dynamics don’t modify the average
equilibrium free energy Fx|y, thus d;Fx|y is due only to
Y dynamics.



Appendix E: Simulation details

With rates given by Egs. (23), for a given (fixed) chem-
ical driving Apu, we calculate the steady-state distribu-
tion by solving for the unique right eigenvector p3, .,
corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of the rate matrix

10
Rz [46]:

Ryypy,y =0. (E1)
We use the eigenvalue solver in the scipy.linalg python
package to numerically calculate the steady-state dis-
tribution at each chemical driving strength. From this
steady-state distribution, we directly calculate all the dis-

sipation measures: XX, W, o, and BFRd
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