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Ehrenfest urns with interaction that are connected in a ring is considered as a paradigm model
for non-equilibrium thermodynamics and is shown to exhibit two distinct non-equilibrium steady
states (NESS) of uniform and non-uniform particle distributions. As the inter-particle attraction
varies, a first order non-equilibrium phase transition occurs between these two NESSs characterized
by a coexistence regime. The phase boundaries, the NESS particle distributions near saddle points
and the associated particle fluxes, average urn population fractions, and the relaxational dynamics
to the NESSs are obtained analytically and verified numerically. A generalized non-equilibrium
thermodynamics law is also obtained, which explicitly identifies the heat, work, energy and entropy

of the system.

PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION

The classic Ehrenfest model ﬂ] was introduced to solve
the reversal and Poincare recurrence paradox E, ] It
describes a total of NV particles in two urns that can ran-
domly jump from one urn to the other with equal prob-
ability. The system has a Poincare cycle time of 2V @],
providing a fundamental link between reversible micro-
scopic dynamics and irreversible thermodynamics.

Later on, a directional jumping rate between urns was
introduced ﬂﬂ, ], and extensions to multi-urns ﬂ@] were
made. Although there are various modifications mf
] of the classic Ehrenfest model, or even extensions
by incorporating non-linear contribution |, parti-
cles do not interact or the interaction is merely phe-
nomenological. In fact, pairwise particle interaction in
the same urn has been considered recently in the two-
urn model [26]. The interacting two-urn Ehrenfest model
can exhibit phase transitions by varying the interac-
tion strength and directional jumping rate from which
the relaxation time and Poincaré cycle can be derived.
The multi-urn system with interaction and unbiased di-
rectional jumping will evolve to equilibrium and has
been shown to exhibit different levels of non-uniformity
emerge with the coexistence of uniform and non-uniform
phases Hﬂ] Contrary to the better understood equilib-
rium cases, non-equilibrium statistical physics remains
challenging, partly due to the lack of well-characterised
states. Even for non-equilibrium steady states (NESS), it
is difficult to describe non-equilibrium phase transitions
between different NESS and their relationship to some
microscopic models. For example, selection rules, such as
maximal or minimal entropy production principles @7
@] have been proposed to determine the non-equilibrium
states. Yet, universal guiding principles are still lacking.

In this manuscript, we consider urns with intra-urn
interactions connected in a one-dimensional ring with di-

rectional jumping rates. We will show that the system
has non-equilibrium steady states in uniform and non-
uniform phases that can coexist. For high directional
jumping rates with appropriate interaction strengths, the
steady states become unstable. The phase diagram will
be obtained analytically, and the relaxation dynamics to
the NESS will be studied. The relationship between non-
equilibrium thermodynamical variables, such as the in-
ternal entropy production rate, the rate of work done
applied to the system, will be shown to obey a general-
ized thermodynamic law. Finally, we will demonstrate
that, in the coexistence region, the internal entropy pro-
duction rate fails to select the favorable steady state.

II. EHRENFEST URNS IN A RING

We consider three urns as illustrated in Fig[Ilas this al-
ready captures the non-equilibrium physics. The state of
the system is labeled by @ = (n1,n2,n3) where n; is the
number of particles in the ¢-th urn with ny +no+ns = N,
the fixed total particle number. Similar to previous mod-
els [26, 27], we include a pairwise attractive (repulsive)
interaction with negative (positive) energy J for particles
in the same urn. Particles in different urns do not inter-
act. A particle in the i-th urn (initial state 7) jumps to
the j-th urn (final state mi) with corresponding transition
probability

1

Tan = Fw-m-1 T (1)

where m; =n; —1 and m; =n; +1. g = NJJ where g
is the inverse of effective temperature. Without interac-
tion (¢ = 0), we have Ty 7 = % Next, a jumping rate
is introduced such that the probability of anticlockwise
(clockwise) direction is p (¢). For the sake of convenience,
p+q = 1is imposed for which only changes the time scale.
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the model. Three urns with
particle numbers n1, n2, and ng are connected in a ring. The
direct jumping rate in anticlockwise (clockwise) direction is p
(¢). Ki—; represents net particle flow rate from the i-th to
the j-th urn.

After s steps from the initial state, the probability of
the state 7 is denoted by p(ii, s). The master equation
from the s-th to the (s + 1)-th time step can be written
as

p(ii, s+ 1) = p(ii, ) = > (Wi mp(i, s) — W p(7i, 5))(2)

where
Uz

NPT* 7 (3)

holds if the particle jumps from the i-th to the j-th urn
is anticlockwise, i.e., (i,7) = (1,2),(2,3),(3,1), and

Wi =

i
Wi = = 0Tma 4
= xdln, (4)
if (4,7) = (2,1),(1,3),(3,2), which represents clockwise
jumps.

Finally, the net particle flow rate from the i-th to the
j-th urn (see Fig[ for illustration) is given by

=N2W

1, mj = n; +1, and m, = n; + 1,

z—)g m,n W ﬁ)p(ﬁu 8) (5)
where m; = n; —

[— PR
mi = n; 1.

III. EQUILIBRIUM STATES

If limsyo p(7i,s) exists, it defines the steady state
p® (). Taking the limit s — oo in Eq.([@) would lead
to an equation in which p*(7) satisfies. No closed form

exists in general. But for the case of p = ¢ = %, an
analytic expression for p* can be obtained
|
P() = — o e (©)

7’L1!7’L2!n3!

up to a normalization constant. This steady state is also
the equilibrium state, because it satisfies the condition of
detailed balance

Wi, ap™ (1) = Wiz p™ (111) (7)

which can be verified by direct substitution. Results for
the general case of M urns at equilibrium can be found
in Ref. m] For the three urns case here with the con-
straint n; + ny + ng = N, one can define the popula-
tion fraction with x; = n;/N and rewrite p** in terms
of ¥ = (x1,22) (two independent variables), p**(Z) =

exp{N f(Z) — & log[(2nN)?z122(1 — 21 — 22)] + O(N 1)}
in large N limit, where
f(@) = —z1Inzy —zoInay
—(1 =1 —x2)In(l — 1 — 29)
L@+t l-n-2))  ®)

The saddle point approximation @] gives asymptotic
form

P (F) o NFEIHF T 05 @) @ima )@= ()
where 7°P is the saddle point(s) satisfying 01 f = 02 f = 0,
811f < 0, and 611f622f (812]‘)2 > (. This condition
leads to

xipegmip = xzpe‘”;p = x;pegmgp (10)
The solutions at different coupling constant g are shown
in the data of p = 0.5 in Fig.2(a). The steady net particle
flow at equilibrium from Eq. () reads

Kss xbpegz7L _ wbpeqlﬂ
= - +0@1/N) (1)
N 2(egxi —}-eng )

which gives K5°,, = K5°. . = K5, = 0 from Eq.(I0),
in large N limit. At equilibrium, there is no net particle
flow between any two urns. In addition, it is also easy to
see from Egs.([) and (@) that for p = ¢ = 3, all fluxes
K:*,; = 0 at equilibrium. On the other hand, or the non-
equilibrium case of p # ¢, there can be non-vanishing
circulating fluxes as in other general NESS systems @7

34).

IV. UNIFORM AND NON-UNIFORM
NON-EQUILIBRIUM STEADY STATES

So far, the recurrence relation in Eq.([2) cannot be
solved analytically even for NESS. In this section, we
will transform Eq.([2) into the Fokker-Planck equation.
Let the (physical) time ¢ = Tts, where 71 is the time
scale of each single step from s to s+ 1. Replace p(7, s +



1) — p(ii, s) by p(ii,t + %) — p(ii, t) = L+ O((3)?).
Eq.(@) can be rewritten as
71 9p(i, t)
N 0Ot

= Z(Wﬁ7mp(m, t) - Wrﬁ,ﬁp(ﬁu t)) (12)

Substituting Eqs.( ), @)-@) into Eq.([I2)) gives

3

which is known as the Kramers-Moyal expansion m, @]
From now on, we take 7 = 1 for convenience.

If we further keep terms up to O(1/N?), Eq.([I3) be-
comes the Fokker-Planck equation

- 2
71 Op(Z,t) Ip(Z,t) _ 9 A () o5
= 1 o 9\" 7 B 2 >
=P T <———> ey P& )] 1 9 e
1 kN 8171 8$2 (§] g( 1 2) + 1 +2N ijzl 8:1718117J [sz (‘T)p(x7 t)] (14)
<1 o o\ 2 ’
- 4+ = " N(Et
—l—q; k!N ( O * 3172) [eg(wl—””?) + 1p(:v, )
+[cyclic terms] (13)  where
|
M) = — Py n qra B qr n p(l =z — x9) (15)
! T eglwi—w2) 1] eg(mi—z2) 1] e—9(zitwa—1) 1] e9(zitaa—1) ]
N qxr2 pbxy bx2 q(1 — 21 — x9)
A2($) = _e—g(wz—ﬂh) 1 + eg(wz—wl) 1 - e—g(2$2+11—1) 1 eg(21;2+;131—1) +1 (16)
o T qr2 qr1 p(l —x1 — x2)
Bu(@) = e—9@i—z2)+1 " gglmi—w2) ;1 | e—9Qaitea—1) ;1 ' e9Cmitaa—1) | ]| (17)
N qr2 pr1 b2 q(1 — 21 — x2)
B22($) T e—9(ma—m1) 1 + e9(z2—w1) 4 1 + e—9(z2tz1—1) 4 | e9(2r2tzi—1) 4 ] (18)
S - T T
Biy(#) = By (7) = —— 2 a2 (19)

e—9(mi—z2) 11

The WKB approximation ] yields the saddle points
BI] & = (27", 23") as

A7) =0, A7) =0 (20)
whose solutions at different g and p are shown in Fig2]
The physical meaning of Eq.(20) is that K}°,, = K5°,, =
K3%,, = K™, ie., a constant non-zero cyclic flux of
net particle along the ring which can be calculated from
Eq.@) as

KsS pxbipegxip _ qxz'pegz;p
v P SP (21)
N ed9%1 + e9%2

For uniform NESS (z; = 2 = 1), one obtains K3 =
& (p — ) and, for non-uniform NESS, K3 can be com-
puted using the non-uniform saddle point from Egs.(20).
The K3° and K35 NESS fluxes as a function of ¢ at dif-
ferent p are shown in Figld indicating that the particle
flux of the uniform NESS is always significantly larger
than that of the non-uniform NESS. Notice that there is
a coexistence region of uniform and non-uniform saddle
points.

ed(@1—z2) 4 ]

The NESS can be further analysed by expand-
ing around the saddle point, ie. using A;(¥) =~
>0, 07 A (&) (z; — zP) = > aij(Tj — 27) and Bj; (&) =~
B;; () = b;;, the steady state particle distribution is

2
P (E) o exp[N Y eijlas — 3P (w; — 2P)] (22)
ij=1
where the matrix c is uniquely determined by the Lya-
punov equations ac™! + ¢~ !a' = 2b (See Appendix A
for details). The detailed balance condition can be trans-
formed into ¢ = b~!a (See Appendix B for details).

Obviously 21 = 23 = x5 = 1 is always a saddle point

of uniform population fraction. At this uniform NESS,

we have
Li1+p+4 p—gq
- 23
N 2( g—p l+q+4 (23)

b-g( %) &

which gives
1
,) (25)
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FIG. 2: Occupation fraction at the stable saddle point in the
i-th urn, 237, as a function of coupling constant g for different
p. Up to the cyclic permutation, we consider 27 the largest
fraction, and x5’ is the occupation fraction in the next urn
along the p direction. The remaining 23 = 1 — 2’ — a3".
Solid line (black) represents the stable saddle point (" =

z3 = 25’ = & (uniform distribution) shared by all values of
.
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FIG. 3: Net particle flow of the uniform and non-uniform
NESS as a function of coupling constant ¢ for different p.
Symbols with and without lines represent uniform and non-
uniform distributions, respectively.

Hence its stability requires g > —3. The stable region
for the non-uniform phase can be determined analytically
in a similar manner and the results agree with the ana-
lytic ones of the phase boundary in Figll In fact, the
non-equilibrium physics of the system can be summa-
rized by the phase diagram in Fig[d] whose phase bound-
aries can be determined analytically (see Appendix C for
derivations). As the particle interaction is strongly re-
pulsive (positively large ¢g), the particles are uniformly
distributed in every urn. On the other hand, the parti-
cles “prefer” to stay in the same urn (non-uniform distri-

bution) if they are strongly attractive (negatively large
g). In between, for low jumping rate, 1 —ps < p < ps
(ps =~ 0.6823), there is a coexistence region where both
uniform and non-uniform distribution are locally stable.
There is a first order non-equilibrium phase transition be-
tween the uniform and non-uniform NESSs whose tran-
sition value of g can be determined from the analytic
result of K3° and K3 (see Appendix C for details) to-
gether with the results of mean steady state flux. The
latter has to be determined numerically using ([2)) . The
first order phase transition line (dashed-dotted curve) is
also shown in Figll It is close to the stability line of
the non-uniform NESS (for magnification, see Figll2 in
Appendix C). As the jumping rate becomes higher, i.e.
p > ps (or p < 1—py), the system is far from equilibrium
and steady states do no longer exist.
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FIG. 4: Phase diagram of the interacting Ehrenfest model of
three urns connected in a ring. There are four regions which
represent uniform NESS (particles uniformly distributed in
three urns), non-uniform NESS, coexistence (both uniform
and non-uniform NESSs are stable), and no steady state. The
stability boundaries of the uniform NESS and non-uniform
NESS are denoted by the vertical dashed line and solid curve
respectively. The first order phase transition boundary in the
coexistence regime is denoted by the dashed-dotted curve (see
Figll2lin Appendix C for a magnification).

V. RELAXATION TO STEADY STATES

In this section, we studied how the system evolves to
its steady states. When the system is initially away from
its steady state, it will relax (thermalized) towards the
nearby stable NESS whose dynamics near the NESS is
determined by the eigenvalues of a. From Eq.(I4), and
expand around the saddle point %P, we get the evolution
of the average of particle numbers in the first and second
urn as



At uniform phase, 21" = 25" = 25" = £, its solution is

2nt

TOSC

1(0) = 5+ {0 - g cos

describing the decaying process with oscillation, with the
relaxation time

4

=— 28
=g (28)

and the oscillation period
Tose = i (29)

V3lp—q|

x2(t) and z5(¢t) can be obtained by making cyclic trans-
formation to Eq.[2T). Near equilibrium (|p — ¢q| < 1),
Tosc > TR , then the solution is simplified as

(1)) = = + (2:(0) -

3 + 3
and the damped oscillation is not prominent. Fig[hlshows
the relaxation towards the uniform NESS for different p,
with g = —2.5 at which only the uniform NESS is stable.
By increasing p from 0.5 to 1.0, it can be seen from the
direct numerical calculation by Eq.([2]), starting from the
non-uniform initial state #(0) = (1,0,0), the relaxation
time keen almost nimchanced and the oscillation in the

ocC
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FIG. 5: (x1(t)) as a function of ¢t at different p with g=-
2.5. The initial state is Z(0) = (1,0,0) and the steady state
is uniform. The result is numerically solved from Eq.(2]) for
N = 300.

When g = —3.5, the system stays at the non-uniform
phase. To quantify the degree of non-uniformity, we de-
fine

(4

<($1 — .1'2)2 + (2 — .1'3)2 + (x5 — 1'1)2) (31)

=

)_

(27)

as the “non-uniformity” parameter ﬂﬁ] It is almost
zero for uniform phase and becomes larger for higher
non-uniformity. The relaxation towards the non-uniform
NESS is illustrated by ¢(t) with g = —3.5 in Figlf] show-
ing a pure relaxation behavior. Starting from the uniform
initial state Z(0) (%, %, %), the system for different p
all relax to the non-uniform NESS and saturates at a
high non-uniformity. This can be understood in terms of
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FIG. 6: Non-uniformity parameter ¢ as a function of ¢ for

different p when g=-3.5. The initial state is #(0) = (3, 3, %)

and the steady state is non-uniform. The result is numerically
solved from Eq.([2) for N = 300.
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FIG. 7: The eigenvalues of a plotted against p, for the non-
uniform NESS (¢ = —3.2) and in the coexisting NESS (g =
—2.9). The relaxation to the non-uniform NESS is always
purely relaxational.



VI. NON-EQUILIBRIUM THERMODYNAMICS

We further examine the relationship between vari-
ous thermodynamical quantities, first for general non-
equilibrium states and then for the NESS cases. The
Boltzmann (Gibbs, Shannon) entropy of the system is

given by
|
N! ) (32)

ny !7’L2 '7’1,3'

5=~ X ot 0o (p(i.0)

dt

+
_d; N d.S
Tt dt

where the first term is the internal entropy production
rate ﬂﬂ], which is positive-definite and only vanishes
when the system is at equilibrium (Eq.()). It is the en-
tropy produced during the irreversible process ] The
second term refers to the entropy production rate for the
reversible process M] into the system. In the following,
we will show that

deS dE dW
=f[— — 34
dt p dt +h dt (34)
where ‘Z—f and ‘Z—Vf are the rate of change of system energy

and the rate of work done by the system, respectively.
From the first law of thermodynamics (conservation law
of energy), Td.S can be identified as d@, the heat flow

6

where the multiplication factor #2',"%, is due to the
degeneracy of p(7,t) ﬂ] Applying Eq.(2), the entropy

production rate above can be written as

thermalization process, dS > BdQ = BdE + SdW .

Using Egs.@)-), when the particle jumps from the
i-th to the j-th urn, corresponding to the transition from
state 7 to m,

_F L ofr(ni—n;—1) (35)

if the jump is in anti-clockwise direction. Otherwise, in
clockwise direction,
Waa g ny

_4 F(ni—n;—1) 36
Wi, pnj—i—leN (36)

to the system from the environment. In general, during = Then
J
deS N - g
) Z(Wﬁ,ﬁp(m, t) = Waap(ii, ) 7 (s = nj = 1)
N ac . p, N
Ty SN Wamp(it, t) — Wi ap(ii, t)) 10g(§) 3 >

where ac (c¢) stands for anti-clockwise (clockwise) direc-

tion. The first term is the rate of change of energy %



and the second term is equal to the rate of work done
which can be written as

aw
ﬂ? — _ﬂlu/(K1*>2+K2*>3+K3~>1) (38)

where ;1 = 37 1log(2) is the effective chemical potential
difference to actively drive the particle from one urn to
another, and the natural boundary condition is assumed.
Here Eq.([34) is proved, and hence a more general ther-
modynamic law

dS = &S + BdE + BdW (39)

is derived. Note that Eqs. (B8) and (39) hold even for
general non-equilibrium (non-steady state) processes.
For p = ¢, the system is at equilibrium and % =
% = % = ‘Z—If = ‘Z—Vf = 0. That is, all macroscopic
thermodynamic quantities do not change with time. For
p # q under NESS, since the system energy and entropy
are functionals of the probability distribution and hence

are time independent, thus one has 42 = 4E

£~ = 0. Using
Eqs.(33)-33),

dat T dt
d; S aw dQ " P
= — = —f—= =3K®log(- 4
— b i og(q) (40)

which is a positive constant, corresponding to the house-
keeping heat production rate to maintain the NESS. All
the work done (—dW) to the system is dissipated (mea-
sured by the internal EP d;S) into heat energy (—dQ).
Furthermore, the more non-uniform is the NESS (Fig[]),
the less is the particle flow (FigBl), and hence the less
internal EP (Figl). Since the internal EP for the non-
uniform phase is always lower, the maximal EP principle
could not be used to select the favorable state in the co-
existence region. The first order non-equilibrium phase
transition between the uniform and non-uniform NESS
can also be observed by examining the internal EP rate
as the particle attraction varies. Figl shows a sharp
drop near some threshold as g decreases and signifying
a first order transition from the high internal EP uni-
form NESS to the low internal EP non-uniform NESS.
Interestingly, there is a connection between the internal
EP rate and the non-uniformity in the NESS. As shown
in Figlll when the relationship between % — % and
= déts (p—2q) log(g) are plotted, all data with different p
are collapsed into a single curve. It implies the relation

;S
dt SS

— N®(*)(p — q) 1og<§> (41)

where the function ®(¢**) is some decreasing function,
ie., ®(¥*) < 0. To have higher internal EP rates, the
system should be more uniform (lower ), or with a
higher direct jumping rate (higher p). Fig[IU agrees with
the conjecture that more uniform states have higher EP.
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FIG. 8: Non-uniformity parameterat steady states °° as a
function of coupling constant ¢ for different p. Inset: The
same plot with wider range of g. The result is obtained nu-
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FIG. 9: Internal entropy production rate + 5= at steady

states as a function of coupling constant g for different p.
The result is obtained numerically by Eq.([#0) with N = 300.

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we extended the Ehrenfest urn model
with interactions and directional jumps, allowing for de-
tailed investigations of the non-equilibrium steady states
and associated thermodynamics. We showed that the
model provides different kinds of equilibrium and non-
equilibrium states. Albeit simple the model may serve
a convenient paradigm system to investigate a variety of
statistical physics phenomena, ranging from equilibrium
to NESS and even far from equilibrium situations.

In some situations, Landau type free energy can be
constructed for NESS near a continuous phase transi-
tion [45, 46] or near the saddle-point(s) of NESS states
m] However, it is still highly non-trivial to construct
or establish the existence of NESS free energy in general,
especially in our case of coexisting NESS related by first
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FIG. 10:

%%m for different p at steady states. All data

are collapsed into a single curve. Inset: The internal entropy
production rate % d;ts as a function of non-uniformity param-
eter 1 for different p at steady states. The result is obtained

numerically with N = 300.

The relationship between (& — ) and

order transitions. On the other hand, because of the ex-
istence of probability density p(Z) at steady states, one
may define the corresponding effective potential function
®(%) = — limy 00 & log p**(Z). This NESS variable may
reveals some NESS physical properties. Its numerical so-
lution will be reported elsewhere.

At high direct jumping rate and moderate coupling
constant, the system is far from equilibrium and cannot
attain the steady state but limit cycle emerges instead.
If the number of urns is more than three, chaotic be-
havior may be possible. Such models open the possi-
bilities of investigating systems with different degree of
non-equilibrium systematically. Detailed investigations
will be reported elsewhere.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We express our gratitude to the anonymous referees
for their suggestions on the improving the readability of
the manuscript. The work was supported by the Min-
istry of Science and Technology of the Republic of China
under grant no. 107-2112-M-008-013-MY3 and NCTS of
Taiwan.

Appendix A: Steady State Solution of Multivariate
Linear Fokker-Planck Equation

The multivariate linear Fokker-Planck equation for
steady state reads

(A.42)

where a and b are constant matrices of dimension D X
D. b is symmetric. The natural boundary condition,
(D)) |7]»00 = 0 and 9;p™(7)|z»0c_= 0, is imposed.
The steady state was already known ﬂﬂ] In the follow-
ing, we briefly outline the solution.

The form of the solution is Gaussian,

p>= (@) = (%) B det(—c)% exp[NZ cijrir;] (A.43)

where c is a symmetric matrix determined by a and
b. Substitute this form into Eq.(A42]), we get two con-
straints,

tr(a) = tr(bc)

r%(ca)r = a2%(cbec)x

(A.44)
(A.45)

for any vector z. Eq.(AZ4) is redundant (See below).

Notice that cbc is symmetric but ca is not necessary
to be. z'(ca)r = x'(a’c)z since they are both numbers.
Hence Eq.([A4H) could be rewritten as

7%(ca + a'c)r = 22°(cbe)z (A.46)
for any x, which gives
ca+a‘c = 2cbc (A.47)

Take the transpose after multiplying ¢~! from the left,
one can deduce Eq.(A44)). Transform Eq.(A4T) into

ac ' +c 'a'=2b (A.48)

which uniquely determine ¢ by noticing that the total
number of independent matrix elements of c is equal to
the total number of independent linear equations (both
are D(D +1)/2).

The stability condition for the solution in Eq.([(A43) is
negative definiteness (or equivalently, the normalizability
in infinite space). It is also equivalent to the fact that the
odd (even) order principal minor of matrix c is negative
(positive).

Appendix B: Detailed Balance in Multivariate
Linear Fokker-Planck Equation

If the steady state p™ (&) from the multivariate linear
Fokker-Planck equation in Eq.([A-42) satisfies the princi-



ple of detailed balance, i.e.,

PP (B)W (&t + dt|@;t) = p** (&)W (T; t + dt|T;t)
(A.49)

W(Z,t + dt|@', t)

0 1 02
ij * ij v
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then the steady state is also called the equilibrium state.
W (Z;t + dt|a’;t) is the transition rate from one state 7’
at time ¢ to another state Z at time ¢+ dt ], which can
be expressed as

+0((dt)?) 3 6PV (7 — )

dPu

0 1
exp | —(dt) ) GWQ% +(dt) 5 > b 3
ij v ij
D
2

(%) (det(b))~% exp

2(dt)

> (b7

j

and hence

I W (&t + dt|a';t)
W (&t + dt|Z;t)

gZ(bfl)ij

ij

Notice that Eq.(A49) is also equivalent to
s (2 W (Z;t + dt|7;t
m (2@ (”i’ * |x; ) (A.52)
p>(T') W(';t + dt|Z;)
by taking logarithm. Subsitute Eq.(A43) and Eq.(A5])

into Eq.(A.52), and then compare the coefficients of z;x;
and that of z;2; at both sides, we have

(b~ta);; + (b 'a);; = 2cj (A.53)
(b~ta);; — (b ta);; = 0 (A.54)

in which it’s matrix form is
c=b'a (A.55)

Here we derive the linear Fokker-Planck version of de-
tailed balance condition.

It is important to notice that, if ¢ = b~ 'a, then ab =
ba' by direct substitution of Eq.(AJ55) into Eq.(AZS).
If we suppose ab = ba®, then ¢ = b~ 'a is the solution
of Eq.(A48). Since the solution of Eq.(A48) is unique
(See Appendix A), we could draw the conclusion that
Eq.([(A55) holds. ab = ba'® is equivalent to ¢ = b~ !a.

Hence, ab = ba' is another equivalent statement of
detailed balance of linear Fokker-Planck equation.

:rl-(?:rj

> laji (@i — ) + aix(x; — o)) (xx + ) + O(dt)
k

/

2m)P

<:vi —x, — (dt) Zaikx;> <:vj — x; — (dt) Z ajkx;€>
k 2

(A.50)

(A.51)

Appendix C: Derivation for the phase boundaries in
the phase diagram

By analysing the stability of the saddle-points as a
function of p and g, one can obtain the phase diagram
for various stable states of the 3-urns model, with the
phase boundary determined analytically. First by direct
calculation of the matrix a at the uniform saddle point
of (1,1), one gets

33
r(a) = ~257 (A.56)
det(a) = 7ello+3) +3(p—af] (A5

Hence the uniform NESS state is stable for ¢ > —3
(tr(a) < 0 and det(a) > 0). In addition, the eigenvalues
of a at the uniform NESS state can be easily calculated
to give

/3

+3 V3
—g—iZT|p—(J|

4

and hence the relaxation to the uniform NESS state al-
ways has an oscillatory component.

A= (A.58)
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The behavior of the equilibrium case of p = % is given The condition of saddle-node bifurcation in Eq.(A.61)

in details in Ref.m]. For the non-equilibrium case of  can be written out explicitly as

p # %, uniform, non-uniform NESS and their bistable

coexisting states also occur. The phase boundary p.(g)

is determined in a similar way by the condition of saddle-

node bifurcation of a pair of stable and unstable saddle-

points. For a given g, p.(g) is given by the solution of

the following three equations

Al (,Tl,xg) =0 (A59)
Ag(w1,22) =0 (A.60)
dzz _ dz2 (A.61)
dryly,—o  do1]a,—0

for the three unknowns p., 1 and xs.

1.0F ]
08 ,
06 ,
04+ .

02 il

W7 ~

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIG. 11: The parametric curves of Ai(z1,z2) = 0 and
Az(z1,22) = 0 are shown for p = 0.8 and g near the saddle-
node bifurcation.

2g[p(2z1+x2—1)—x1 —22+1] _ 89(w1+w2)[7gpzl+gp12+gx1+p+1]+p829w2+629m1 + 2g[—p(2z1+x2—1)+x1+22—1]4+2p—1
(eg(2x1+x2fl)+1)2 (e971 +e972)2 oo trz- D]

gl=pQRzitao—1)+z1+wo—1]  ed@1+22D)[—gpay +gprotgas +p|+pe?9®2 + glpQRzitxo—1)—z1—x2+1]—p+1

(eg(2m1+m271)+1)2 (eg:1 +eyzz)2 e9Qr1tra—1) 17
(p—1)e*9"1 /1T [(p—1)(gm1+1)—gpra] | ”"1 2727V [p(1—g(w1+2w2—1)) +gal+p
(e971 49722 (e971 49722 (eg(11+222—1)+1)2

2g[xo—p(z14+2x2—1)] -+ 2plg(z14+2x2—1)—1]—2gx2+1 + ed@1+22) Ipsinh[g(xz1 —x2)]+(p—2) cosh[g(z1—x2)]+gpr1 —gpr2—gx1+p—2}
(eg(z1+2z2—1)+1)2 e9(w1+2r2—1) 1 7 (e971 +€ga:2)2

(A.62)

The phase boundary of p.(g) for the saddle-node bifur-  text), classifying the dynamics of the 3-urns model into
cation together with the g = —3 line for stable uniform four regimes. In the region of g < —3 and p > p.(g),
NESS are shown in the phase diagram (Fig.3 in main there is no stable NESS state with non-steady dynamics



and the system is far from equilibrium.

0.7

uniform NESS

| non-uniform NESS

|
I
|
I
|
|
I
Q0.6 i
|
|
|
I
|
I
|
|

FIG. 12: Close-up view of the phase diagram in Fig[ of the
interacting model of three urn model near the coexistence
regime. The dashed-dotted curve denotes the first order tran-
sition line.

Furthermore, the first order transition line in the coex-
isting regime can be analytically determined as follows.
The steady state distribution near the NESS can be ap-
proximated by the Gaussian form exp(NdF'cdZ), where
0% = £—2°. In the coexisting regime, denote the relative
weights of the uniform and non-uniform NESSs by f(g)
and 1 — f(g), respectively, where the dependence on g is
written out explicitly. Then the steady state distribution
can be expressed as

p5(F) = N (f(g)ezv(sf;cuéiu Y- f(g)]eNéffmcnuéi’nu)

(A.63)

where

N = [ (§(g)eomiot®e i (1~ flg)eNoTemstn)
(A.64)

is the normalization factor, and the subscripts u and
nu denote uniform and non-uniform NESS, respectively.
The ensemble average of the steady state flux can be
computed using saddle point approximation to give

(K*(9)) = x(9) KT +[1 = x(9)]K3(9)  (A65)
where
f(9)
x(9) = (A.66)
Fo)+ 1= F@) sy

At the first order transition point g, f(gs) = % and the
R.H.S. of Eq.([A65]) reduces to

P(9) K3+ [1 = o(9)] K (9) (A.67)
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where

1

det(cu(9))
det(cnu(g))

o(9) (A.68)

1+

which can be analytically calculated as a function of g.
Thus by numerically computing (K®*(g)) using the nu-
merical solution of Eq.(2), g can be obtained from the
intersection of the curves of (K*(g)) and Eq.(AG7). For
given values of p in the coexistence regime, g; is obtained
theoretically from the above manner and the result of
the first order transition line is shown in Fig[T21 The
first order line is rather close to the stability boundary
of the non-uniform NESS indicates that the non-uniform
NESS dominates over the uniform NESS in the coexis-
tence regime. This echoes with the observation in Fig[{]
that the eigenvalues of a of the non-uniform NESS are
much more negative than that of (the real part) the uni-
form NESS unless p is very close to the stability bound-
ary, indicating that the non-uniform NESS is a strong
attractor than that of the uniform NESS in most of the
coexistence regime.
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