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Recent developments have created the ability to quantify information flow among components
that interact in a dynamical system, and have led to significant advances in characterizing the de-
pendence between the variables involved. In particular, they have been used to characterize causal
dependency and feedback using observations across diverse fields such as environment, climate, fi-
nance, and human health. What causes information flow among coupled components of a dynamical
system? This fundamental question has remained unanswered so far. Here it is established that
the information flow is an emergent response resulting from the divergence of trajectories in phase-
space of a dynamical system. This finding shows that the dynamics encapsulated in the traditional
expression of Liouville equation, which neglects this divergence, merely propagates the dependence
encoded in the initial conditions. However, when this is not the case, the informational dependence
between the components change creating an information flow. This finding has significant implica-
tions in a variety of fields, both for the interpretation of observational data for causal inference in
natural dynamics, and design of systems with targeted informational dependency.

INTRODUCTION

Dynamics in natural systems, such as those associated
with the environment, climate, brain etc. exhibit a range
of emergent responses arising as a result of interdepen-
dencies between interacting components. The dynamical
representations of these systems often capture the cou-
pling between components through force balance and/or
conservation laws such as those for mass, momentum,
and energy. However, the interdependencies also reflect
information propagation between system components, as
fluctuations in one component drive those in others. We
characterize this exchange as flow of information since
the pattern of variability, or uncertainty, in one variable
shapes the variability in the coupled variable [1]. Thus,
information flow, quantified as uncertainty-reducing, or
predictive knowledge from one variable to another [2],
serves as the currency of exchange between these inter-
acting variables.

Quantifying information flow provides a powerful ap-
proach for understanding and characterizing the depen-
dence among components in a variety of physical systems
[1, 3, 4]. Empirical characterizations of information flow
using observed data through measures based on transfer
entropy [5] in a two-way dependence [6–8], or pairwise de-
pendence in a network of interacting variables [9], have
become a standard approach for Granger causality based
inference [10] and offer significant possibilities for under-
standing the behavior of natural systems. More recently,
partial information decomposition has offered a more re-
fined way to characterize dependence in a network of in-
teracting variables through a systemic view [11, 12] or
through their temporal evolution represented using di-
rected acyclic graphs [7, 13–16].

However, a central question still remains unanswered
- what causes information flow among coupled variables

in a dynamical system? That is, what attributes of a dy-
namical system give rise to information flow among the
set of variables involved? Answering these questions will
provide a foundational perspective for understanding the
behavior of natural systems. We address them by identi-
fying the basis of information flow in dynamical systems.
We derive general results for continuous time multivari-
ate autonomous systems, and specific results associated
with multivariate interactions in two- and three-variable
systems.

Our results below establish the important role played
by the divergence of trajectories in phase-space [17] in
shaping information flow among component variables.
These formulations expand upon the Liouville represen-
tation of densities associated with divergence-less flows.
They also augment the generalized Liouville representa-
tion [18, 19] that was aimed at overcoming these limita-
tions and associated entropy dynamics [20–22]. In par-
ticular, they draw out the dependence structure through
explicit formulation of the dynamics of multivariate de-
pendence with that of bivariate mutual information as
a special case. In commonly used Liouville representa-
tion associated with dynamical systems [23, 24] which
neglects the divergence in phase-space, we show that en-
tropic structure encapsulated in the initial conditions is
merely advected and not altered through the dynamics.
However, when the divergence of the flow field in the
phase-space is non-zero, the entropic dependence changes
and drives information flow among the system variables.

Since we use variables in continuous time, entropy is
interpreted as differential entropy or may be considered
in the context of quantization of the variable involved.
However, this limitation is of no practical consequence
when mutual information or other multivariate depen-
dence is considered (see chapter 9 in [25]). As such the
results derived here are broadly applicable.
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PROBABILITY DENSITY IN PHASE-SPACE

To approach our key question, we first develop the
equation governing the dynamics of the multivariate
probability distribution of a system. This is then used to
derive the dynamical equations for the joint and marginal
entropies along with the mutual information between the
variables. These equations then provide the insights
regarding information flow among the system compo-
nents. We consider a system consisting of N variables
Z(t) ≡ [Z1(t), Z2(t), . . . , ZN (t)], with Zi(t) defined on the
support Ωi. Consider its dynamics given as:

Ż(t) ≡ dZ(t)

dt
= F(Z(t)) (1)

where Z(t) ∈ Ω with Ω = Ω1 × Ω2 × · · · × ΩN . F(Z) ≡
[F1(Z), F2(Z), . . . , FN (Z)] where the function Fi(Z) cap-
tures the dynamics of the individual components as a
function of all variables, that is, dZi(t)/dt = Fi(Z(t)).
Let us consider the representation in the phase-space,
that is, the space of coordinates introduced by the com-
ponents Zi. We explore the probability of finding a tra-
jectory in any differential volume dΩ at time t. A practi-
cal approach to obtain this probability is by considering a
large number of trajectories, starting with random initial
conditions. The fraction of these trajectories that pass
through dΩ at time t provide an estimate of the probabil-
ity density function (pdf) p(Z, t) with

∫
Ω
p(Z, t) dZ = 1.

Equivalently, we may consider p(Z, t) as a density field
in phase-space through which the trajectories traverse.
We assume trajectories are distinct and they are neither
created nor destroyed. We also assume that p(Z, t) has a
compact support over Ω or decays exponentially fast.

By considering the total derivative of a trajectory dp
dt =

∂p
∂t +

∑
i

∂p
∂Zi

dZi

dt we get (see also Appendix A):

dp

dt
=
∂p

∂t
+∇p · Ż(t) ≡ ∂p

∂t
+∇p · F(Z). (2)

Since all trajectories remain confined within the support
Ω by definition, the total probability over Ω remains
unity at any time resulting in d

dt

∫
Ω
p(Z, t) dt = 0, and

therefore we set dp
dt = 0 to arrive at

∂p

∂t
+∇p · F = 0, (3)

where the arguments for p and F have been dropped
for brevity but will be expanded when there is a pos-
sibility of ambiguity, a practice we will follow through-
out. Note that the second term in equation (3) cap-
tures the gradient of the probability density projected
along the flow vector in phase space. Using the identity
∇ · (pF) = ∇p · F + p∇ · F, we equivalently obtain

∂p

∂t
+∇ · (pF)− p∇ · F = 0 (4)

which further illustrates the role if the divergence of the
flow vector, ∇ · F. That is, the pdf changes as a result of
both the way in which the trajectories occupy the phase-
space at any time, and the way in which the flow field is
structured in phase-space. We note that when ∇·F = 0,
we obtain the standard form of the Liouville equation:

∂p

∂t
+∇ · (pF) = 0, (5)

which expresses that the volume in phase-space is pre-
served in the absence of divergence, and we have a con-
servative system.
To examine the important role of phase-space diver-

gence in the dynamics of p(Z, t), let us consider a pro-
totypical example of damped harmonic oscillator given
in the standard form as mẍ + bẋ + kx = 0. Although
this example is elementary, it serves to illustrate the role
of the divergence in phase space. Using Z1 and Z2 for
position and velocity, we get the phase-space dynamics
given as

Ż1 = Z2(t) (6)

Ż2 = −b/mZ2(t)− k/mZ1(t),

resulting in ∇ · F = −b/m < 0 for b,m > 0. For b = 0
the equation corresponds to the simple harmonic oscilla-
tor with ∇ ·F = 0, a prototypical example of a conserva-
tive system, but otherwise it corresponds to a dissipative
dynamical system. In this particular situation the tra-
jectories converge closer to each other with time (Fig.
1a,b,c). To illustrate the role of ∇ · F, we further show
the evolution of the pdf for two situations corresponding
to b = 0 (Fig. 1e-g) and b/m = 1/2 (Fig. 1h-k) starting
with the same initial pdf (Fig. 1d). For the dissipative
case, as the trajectories close in together (as illustrated
in Fig. 1b), the structure of the pdf is modified. This is
in contrast to the conservative case where the pdf merely
gets advected in phase-space. As a result, in the case of a
conservative system, information is conserved over time
[26], that is, the dynamics doesn’t create or destroy any
information that is not already contained in the initial
condition. However, for the dissipative system, the infor-
mation content changes with time because the entropic
behavior of the pdf changes.
The classic Lorenz equation for deterministic chaos

given as

Ż1 = σ(Z2(t)− Z1(t)) (7)

Ż2 = Z1(t)(ρ− Z3(t))− Z2(t)

Ż3 = Z1(t)Z2(t)− βZ3(t)

results in ∇ · F = −(σ + β + 1) < 0 for usual parameters
σ, β, ρ > 0, and serves as another important example of
a dissipative system. The phase-space changes its struc-
ture, and volumes in phase-space are not conserved with
the evolution of the system, thereby making the use of
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the role of ∇·F in the dynamics of pdf for a damped harmonic oscillator (equation (6)) in comparison to
an undamped case. (a) Phase-space plot of an undamped, and (b) damped harmonic oscillator (with two nearby trajectories).
The dots indicate position at times in multiples of π/2 after the initial time. Subplot (c) shows the time series of position (Z1)
[blue, grey] and velocity (Z2) [red, orange] corresponding to the two trajectories in (b). Subplot (d) shows the initial condition
for p (product of two independent univariate Gaussian distributions with equal variance (0.25)). Subplots (e), (f) and (g) show
the evolution of p, for the undamped case with b = 0, therefore corresponding to equation (5), at times π/2, π, and 3π/4 from
initial time. At t = 2π the systems returns to that in (d). Starting with the initial condition in (d), subplots (h), (i), (j), and
(k) show evolution of p for b/m = 1/2, thereby corresponding to equation (4) with ∇ · F ̸= 0, at times π/2, π, 3π/4 and 2π
respectively. (color online)

the standard Liouville equation (5) inadmissible for its
exploration or other such systems.

To the best of author’s knowledge, the general form in
equation (4) (or equation (3)) has not been previously
considered in characterization of information flow in dy-
namical system. Indeed the work presented by [23, 24] is
based on Liouville equation (5) which is formulated based
on the underlying assumption of ∇ · F = 0, thereby ex-
cluding the impact of the divergence of the phase-space
on the probability density p(Z, t) (as illustrated in Fig.
1).

This brings us to the key tenet of this work. From
equation (4) we note that the change in p(Z, t) is a bal-
ance between the divergence of trajectories resulting from
the divergence of the flow field in the phase-space. One
way to interpret the initial pdf, p(Z, 0), is to think of it
as representing the probability of a selection (or ensem-
ble) of trajectories whose dynamics we wish to explore.
As the system evolves, the phase-space volume occupied
by the trajectories is preserved when ∇ · F = 0 and as
a result the pdf is not entropically altered, merely ad-

vected in the phase-space. However, when ∇ · F ̸= 0,
the trajectories either diverge or are squeezed together.
This is accomplished through the modification of the re-
lationship that the components Zi’s have with each other
within a trajectory as dictated by the structure embodied
in the relationship F(Z). So while the change in density is
associated with the squeezing or expansion of nearby tra-
jectories, this is a result of the interaction between the
different components comprising the dimensions of the
phase-space. Therefore the changing pdf of the ensemble
is a reflection of the changing relationship between the
variables in the individual trajectories. In other words,
the dynamical relation F induces an informational depen-
dence between the system components Zi. This is akin to
vehicles squeezing from a closed lane in a multilane high-
way, and the vehicles in the open lanes slowing down to
accommodate the changing pattern of traffic flow draw-
ing upon the information of changing traffic pattern. We
can therefore use the dual view for the pdf, one associ-
ated with the ensemble and the other with the changing
relation between components of the dynamics. So we in-



4

terpret the change in the pdf as a reflection of the chang-
ing relation between the components Zi in the dynamics.
That is, the dynamics of the pdf, and the informational
attributes it encapsulates, is not merely a statistical char-
acterization of the trajectories but a physical attribute of
the system behavior itself. We can therefore use this pdf
to characterize the dynamics of entropy and multivariate
mutual information among the components Zi.

DYNAMICS OF ENTROPY

We can now use equation (4) to determine the evo-
lution of entropy and explore its dependence on ∇ · F .
The dynamics of the system entropy, HZ(t), associated

with the joint distribution p(Z, t) can be derived as (see
Appendix B):

dHZ
dt

−
∫
Ω

(p log
1

p
)∇ · F dZ = 0. (8)

Alternatively this may be written as

dHZ
dt

− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = 0 (9)

where E is the expectation operator and ψ(Z, t) =
log(1/p(Z, t)) is the pointwise information in the phase-
space, such that HZ(t) = E [ψ(Z, t)]. This equation im-

mediately draws out the crucial role of ∇ · F in the evo-
lution of the system entropy.

For the situation when ∇·F is independent of Z, i.e. it
invariant in the phase-space, for example as in the case
of the damped harmonic oscillator or the Lorenz system,
we have

E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = (∇ · F)HZ (10)

and equation (9) gives us the dynamics of the system
entropy as,

dHZ
dt

− (∇ · F)HZ = 0. (11)

This equation admits a direct solution

HZ(t) = HZ(t0) exp {(∇ · F)∆t} (12)

where ∆t = t− t0 with HZ(t0) being the entropy at the

initial time t0. We see that the system is entropically
altered by phase-space divergence during its evolution.

We note that for a conservative system governed by
Liouville equation (5) we get HZ(t) = HZ(t0) reflecting

that entropy is temporally invariant and no information
is generated by the dynamics, consistent with known un-
derstanding. So while for a simple harmonic oscillator

the entropy is constant, for a damped harmonic oscilla-
tor it decays as H(t) = H(t0) exp {−(b/m)∆t}, and for
the Lorenz system it varies as

HZ(t) = HZ(t0) exp {−(σ + β + 1)∆t}. (13)

There are situations when ∇ · F is not invariant in
the phase-space, In such cases ψ(Z, t) plays an important
role. An example is provided by the Rössler system given
as

Ż1 = −Z2(t)− Z3(t) (14)

Ż2 = Z1(t) + aZ2(t)

Ż3 = b+ Z3(t)(Z1(t)− c)

where a, b and c are parameters. It is easily seen that
∇ · F = a − c + Z1 and E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = (a − c)HZ +∫
Ω
(p log(1/p)Z1 dZ, which appears more complex than

that for the Lorenz system.
Equation (9) (or equation (8)) is the key result that

characterizes the evolution of the system entropy and
shows that phase-space divergence is the primary deter-
minant of this dynamics. We can now use equation (9)
for the joint entropy to characterize multivariate interac-
tion between the system components.

DYNAMICS OF MULTIVARIATE INTERACTION

To understand how mutual information and higher
dimensional multivariate interactions evolve, we in-
voke the chain rule for entropy, i.e., HZ1,··· ,ZN

(t) =
H∑N

i=1{Zi|Zi−1,··· ,Z1}(t), and by substituting in equation

(9) we get

N∑
i=1

∂

∂t
HZi|Zi−1,··· ,Z1

− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = 0. (15)

For a 2-variable case, using equation (15) we can show
that the mutual information evolves as a function of the
marginal entropies as (see Appendix C) :

∂IZ1;Z2

∂t
=

∂

∂t
(HZ1

+HZ2
)− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] . (16)

This equation again encapsulates the contribution of
phase-space divergence in the evolution of dependence
in a bivariate system.
For the special case when ∇·F is independent of Z, i.e.

equation (11) holds, from equation (16) we get

2∑
i=1

(
∂HZi

∂t
− (∇ · F )HZi

)
−
(
∂IZ1;Z2

∂t
− (∇ · F )IZ1;Z2

)
= 0.

(17)
This equation links the dynamics of the marginal en-
tropies of Z1 and Z2 to the dynamics of their mutual
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information. For conservative systems, using ∇ · F = 0,
we easily get

∂

∂t
(HZ1 +HZ2 − IZ1;Z2) = 0 (18)

consistent with HZ1,Z2
(t) remaining invariant with t al-

though the balance between the marginal entropies and
mutual information can change in time.

We now consider dependence between three variables,
for which we have HZ1,Z2,Z3(t) = HZ1(t) + HZ2|Z1

(t) +
HZ3|Z2,Z1

(t) from the chain rule. This gives us, from
equation (15),

∂

∂t

(
HZ1

+HZ2|Z1
+HZ3|Z2,Z1

)
− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = 0.

(19)
By noting the following identities HZi|Zj

= HZi − IZi;Zj

and HZ3|Z2,Z1
= HZ3|Z2

− IZ3;Z1|Z2
the above equation

can be written as

∂

∂t
(HZ1

+HZ2
+HZ3

) − (20)

∂

∂t

(
IZ1;Z2

+ IZ2;Z3
+ IZ3;Z1|Z2

)
− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = 0.

Noting further that interaction information is given as
IZ1;Z2;Z3

= IZ1;Z2
− IZ1;Z2|Z3

= IZ2;Z3
− IZ2;Z3|Z1

we get
two equivalent forms involving multivariate information,
MV I(Z), that captures the dependence among the vari-
ables:

MV I(Z) = IZ1;Z2
+ IZ2;Z3

+ IZ3;Z1
− IZ1;Z2;Z3

(21)

= IZ1;Z2|Z3
+ IZ2;Z3|Z1

+ IZ3;Z1|Z2
+ 2IZ1;Z2;Z3

and

∂MV I

∂t
=

(
3∑

i=1

∂

∂t
HZi

)
− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F ] (22)

where, akin to equation (16), the LHS characterizes the
dynamics of the interaction between the variables. We
again note that ∇ · F asserts an important role in the
evolution of the multivariate interaction information. For
the special case when ∇·F is independent of Z, equation
(22) reduces to

∂MV I

∂t
− (∇ · F) (MV I) =

3∑
i=1

(
∂HZi

∂t
− (∇ · F)HZi

)
.

(23)
Since the multivariate interaction information, MV I ,

is a function of the marginal entropies, it is possible to
obtain explicit equations for the evolution of the marginal
entropy HZi(t) as (see Appendix D):

∂HZi

∂t
=

∫
Ω

log pi
∂(pFi)

∂Zi
dZi − E [(1− ψ(Zi, t))∇ · F] ,

(24)

where ψ(Zi, t) = log 1
pi

with the property that

E [ψ(Zi, t)] =
∫
Ω
p log 1

pi
dZ =

∫
Ωi
pi log

1
pi
dZi = HZi

.
This formulation for the marginal entropy together with
that for the system (equation (8) or (9)) allows us to
completely characterize the dynamics of the multivariate
dependence.
For the two variable case, inserting equation (24) into

equation (16), we get

∂IZ1;Z2

∂t
=

2∑
i=1

[∫
Ω

log pi
∂(pFi)

∂Zi
dZi

]
− (2 + IZ1;Z2)∇ · F

(25)
Similarly for a three variable case, using equation (24) in
equation (22), we get

∂MV I

∂t
=

3∑
i=1

[∫
Ω

log pi
∂(pFi)

∂Zi
dZi

]
− (3 +MV I)∇ · F

(26)
The above two equations serve to illustrate how multi-
variate interactions between variables are shaped by both
the dynamical relations captured in F (Z) as well its di-
vergence in phase-space. In the form of equations (25
and 26), the dynamics of the interaction can be directly
computed without the need to compute the marginal and
joint entropies.

CONCLUSION

Our key results are encapsulated in the dynamics of
the pdf (equations 3 or 4), joint entropy (equations 8
or 9), marginal entropy (equation 24), and multivariate
interaction information (equation 15). Based on these,
specific results for the dynamics of the bivariate mutual
information (equation (25)) and trivariate interaction in-
formation (equation (26)) are established. Based on the
insights gained from these results we conclude that the
divergence of the flow field in the phase-space alters the
entropic structure of the pdf, that is, it creates temporal
information change, during the evolution of a dynamical
system. As a result it induces information flow among the
component variables involved. If this divergence is zero,
as is the case with the traditional implementation asso-
ciated with Liouville equation, we simply propagate the
dependence embodied in the initial conditions. These re-
sults provide a foundational basis for thinking about the
evolving dynamics of information flow and have potential
applications in many fields. In particular, in the study of
natural phenomena, such as those associated with envi-
ronmental and climatic systems, these results provide the
potential to explore the basis of evolution of dependence
among interacting variables.
While the results include expression only for tempo-

rally synchronous dependence through information flow,
we can esily envision that time-lagged dependence be-
tween the system components, such as those sought
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Z(t)

𝑝(Z,t)

Z(t) + F(Z)Δ𝑡

𝑝(Z(t) + F(Z)Δ𝑡,t+ Δ𝑡)

FIG. 2. Two points in phase space separated ∆t time apart
at Z(t) and Z(t) + F(Z)∆t have associated pdf p(Z, t) and
p(Z + F∆t, t+∆t).

through transfer entropy [5], also change as a result.
These will be explored in a future studies.

Appendix A

Here we provide an alternate derivation of equation
(2) by considering the pdf p(Z, t) of a trajectory in phase
space (see Figure 2). Consider the Taylor series expan-
sion about (Z, t):

p(Z + F∆t, t+∆t) = p(Z, t) +
∂p(Z, t)

∂t
∆t (27)

+ ∇p(Z, t) ·∆Z+ higher order terms.

Therefore, by noting lim∆t→0 ∆Z/∆t = F(Z) and ne-
glecting higher order terms, the Lagrangian derivative is
given as

dp

dt
= lim

∆t→0

p(Z + F∆t, t+∆t)− p(Z, t)

∆t
(28)

=
∂p(Z, t)

∂t
+∇p(Z, t) · F(Z)

where the terms on the RHS comprise the Eulerian
derivative.

Appendix B

Here we show the derivation of equation (8). We mul-
tiply equation (3) with 1 + log p to get

(1 + log p)
∂p

∂t
+ (1 + log p)∇p · F = 0, (29)

Noting that (1 + log p)∂p∂t = ∂p log p
∂t , and further ex-

panding ∇p · F and log p∇p · F and adding individual

term we get (1 + log p)∇p · F =
∑

i Fi(1 + log p) ∂p
∂Zi

=∑
i Fi

∂(p log p)
∂Zi

giving us

∂(p log p)

∂t
+∇(p log p) · F = 0 (30)

which can be written as

∂(p log p)

∂t
+∇ · (p log p F)− (p log p)∇ · F = 0. (31)

Multiplying by −dZ and integrating over Ω we get∫
Ω

∂

∂t
(p log

1

p
)dZ +

∫
Ω

∇ · (p log 1

p
F)dZ (32)

−
∫
Ω

(p log
1

p
)∇ · F dZ = 0.

The first term is
∂HZ
∂t = ∂

∂t

∫
Ω
(p log 1

p )dZ where HZ(t) is

the Shannon entropy associated with the joint distribu-
tion over the phase-space Z at time t. To evaluate the
second term, we invoke the divergence theorem to get∫
Ω
∇ · (p log 1

p F)dZ =
∫
δΩ

(p log 1
p ) F · n⃗ ds where δΩ rep-

resents the surface for the domain Ω, ds is a differential
element on this surface and n⃗ is the normal to this sur-
face. Since the flux of probability through this surface
is of measure zero, this term is zero and we get equation
(8).

Appendix C

Here we show the derivation of equation (16). Equa-
tion (15) can be written in terms of marginal entropies
and multivariate interaction. Consider a two variable
case, where HZ1,Z2(t) = HZ1(t)+HZ2|Z1

(t). Noting that
HZ2|Z1

(t) = HZ2
(t)−IZ1;Z2

(t) where IZ1;Z2
(t) is the mu-

tual information between Z1(t) and Z2(t), we get

∂

∂t
(HZ1

+HZ2
− IZ1;Z2

)− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] = 0. (33)

Alternatively, this can be written to show that the mu-
tual information evolves as a function of the marginal
entropies as:

∂IZ1;Z2

∂t
=

∂

∂t
(HZ1 +HZ2)− E [ψ(Z, t)∇ · F] . (34)

This gives equation (16).

Appendix D

Here we show the derivation of equation (24). We note
that the marginal entropy HZi

(t) =
∫
Ωi

pi log(1/pi) dZi

where pi(t) is the marginal pdf is obtained as

pi(t) =

∫
Ω\Ωi

p(Z, t) dZ (35)
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and where \ is the exclusion operator and dZ in this case
is understood to exclude dZi from the context of integral
over Ω \ Ωi. We first integrate equation (4) over the
subspace Ω \ Ωi as:

∂

∂t

∫
Ω\Ωi

p(Z, t) dZ +

∫
Ω\Ωi

∇ · (pF) dZ (36)

−
∫
Ω\Ωi

p∇ · F dZ = 0.

For the second term we expand∇·(pF) and integrate each

term j first as
∫
Ωj

∂(pFj)
∂Zj

dZj . This evaluates to 0 since p

has a compact support. As a result
∫
Ω\Ωi

∇ · (pF) dZ =∫
Ω\Ωi

∂(pFi)
∂Zi

dZi as all other terms are 0. Further using

equation (35), the above simplifies to

∂pi
∂t

+

∫
Ω\Ωi

∂(pFi)

∂Zi
dZi −

∫
Ω\Ωi

p∇ · F dZ = 0. (37)

Multiplying the above by −(1 + log pi) and integrating

with respect to Zi and noting again that
∫
Ωi

∂(pFi)
∂Zi

dZi =
0, we get

∂HZi

∂t
=

∫
Ω

log pi
∂(pFi)

∂Zi
dZi −

∫
Ω

(1− log
1

pi
)p∇ · F dZ.

(38)
This reduces to equation (24).
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