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The energy landscape theory finds its both extensive and intensive application in studying stochas-
tic dynamics of physical and biological systems. Although the weighted summation of the Gaussian
approximation (WSGA) approach has been proposed for quantifying the energy landscape in multi-
stable systems by solving the diffusion equation approximately from moment equations, we are still
lacking an accurate approach for quantifying the energy landscape of the periodic oscillatory sys-
tems. To address this challenge, we propose an approach, called the diffusion decomposition of the
Gaussian approximation (DDGA). Using typical oscillatory systems as examples, we demonstrate
the efficacy of the proposed DDGA in quantifying the energy landscape of oscillatory systems and
corresponding stochastic dynamics, in comparison with existing approaches. By further applying
the DDGA to a high-dimensional cell cycle network, we are able to uncover more intricate biological
mechanisms in cell cycle, which cannot be discerned using previously developed approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Biophysical systems are usually governed by complex
networks. Representative systems include the dynam-
ics induced by gene regulatory networks [1–3], neuronal
networks [4–6], and human mobility networks [7, 8]. A
traditional way to study these dynamics is through deter-
ministic mathematical modeling [1, 2]. However, stochas-
ticity, an omnipresent phenomenon, often plays critical
roles in influencing the dynamical behaviors of real-world
systems [9–11]. Correspondingly, the energy landscape
approach has been developed, becoming one of the main-
stream ways to study the stochastic dynamics of biophys-
ical systems [3, 12–19]. For example, some approaches
have been developed to construct the energy landscape
for high-dimensional gene regulatory networks [3, 20], by
approximately solving the Fokker-Planck equation (FPE)
[21].

Although the framework above seems to be feasible,
nonlinear driving forces and high-dimensional systems
often pose challenges in solving the FPE, even approx-
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imately. To address this, the weighted summation of
Gaussian approximation (WSGA) approach has been
proposed [3, 22], which leverages the Gaussian distribu-
tions with appropriate weight vectors/functions to ap-
proximate probability density functions by solving mo-
ment equations. Variants of this approach rooted in the
WSGA have been extensively employed in diverse bio-
physical systems [20, 22–24]. However, the WSGA owns
certain limitations, including its confinement within the
skewness constraints of the Gaussian distribution itself
and its limited efficacy in application to the periodic os-
cillatory systems. For the first limitation, an enhanced
approach called the extended Gaussian approximation
(EGA), has been proposed to incorporate the high or-
der moments information for capturing the asymmetry
of the intricate systems [22], while, for the second, chal-
lenges remain.

In fact, oscillatory dynamics bring substantial difficul-
ties to typical approaches, particularly in handling the
moment equations of the WSGA. For instance, introduc-
ing oscillation into the WSGA’s covariance equations fre-
quently results in an “explosion” solution that diverges
towards infinity, rendering the original WSGA ineffec-
tive. Fortunately, before being puzzled by this counter-
intuitive phenomenon, researchers have already adopted
a simpler substitute for the WSGA, termed the Mean-
Field Approximation (MFA) [3, 25, 26]. The MFA omits

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

06
95

9v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

Q
M

] 
 1

3 
Ja

n 
20

24

mailto:These authors contributed equally to this work and should be considered co-first authors. They are ranked by last name.
mailto:These authors contributed equally to this work and should be considered co-first authors. They are ranked by last name.
mailto:Correspondence: wlin@fudan.edu.cn
mailto:Correspondence: chunheli@fudan.edu.cn


2

correlations to ensure self-consistency of each variable,
thereby simplifying the covariance matrix into a diago-
nal form. Consequently, the MFA significantly reduces
computational complexity and coincidentally addresses
the covariance explosion issue. Thus, the invalidation
of the WSGA’s applicability has not been formally in-
vestigated particularly to oscillatory systems. While the
MFA’s simplification enhances some convenience, there
remains a need to reintegrate the correlation information
when necessary. Kang et al. introduced an approach
to compute complete covariance matrices for multistable
systems having steady states, thereby extending the ac-
curacy of the MFA [20]. However, the theoretical under-
pinnings of analogous techniques for oscillatory systems
and explanations for the “covariance explosion” remain
absent, requiring urgent attention and exploration.

In this article, we present a feasible approximation ap-
proach, named as diffusion decomposition of the Gaus-
sian approximation (DDGA), for quantifying the land-
scape of periodic oscillatory systems characterized by a
limit cycle. We apply the DDGA to diverse gene reg-
ulatory networks with various dimensions. Additionally,
we delve into the mathematical understanding of the “co-
variance explosion” phenomenon and provide theoretical
underpinnings for the WSGA-based approaches. Specifi-
cally, our approach encompasses several key steps. First,
we provide a pre-solution which is a distribution on the
limit cycle, a low-dimensional stable manifold. This fa-
cilitates the description of the low-dimensional dynamics
and a comprehensive assessment of the oscillatory struc-
ture. We obtain this pre-solution by solving the FPE con-
strained to the limit cycle, markedly enhancing the preci-
sion of the weight function in the WSGA. Subsequently,
we incorporate diffusion effects within the framework of
the WSGA. We demonstrate that the diffusion process
on the orthogonal normal plane of the limit cycle can
be approximated as a stationary process, thereby simpli-
fying the majority of the ordinary differential equations
(ODEs) into matrix equations. Consequently, the com-
putation cost for the covariance matrix is extremely re-
duced. The DDGA dissects the stochastic evolution into
the tangential and the other (n− 1)-dimensional orthog-
onal directions, effectively overcoming the contradiction
between the necessity for the omission of non-diagonal
covariance and “covariance explosion”.

To illustrate the advantages of the DDGA, we apply
it to three distinct but representative oscillatory systems
of dimensions 2, 6, and 44, respectively. Through using
two probability measure indices and time-cost analysis,
we compare the DDGA against two established methods,
the WSGA and the EGA. The findings reveal that our
approach offers improved precision and higher efficiency
in quantifying the landscape of oscillatory systems. Of
note, the DDGA yields higher accurate biological predic-
tions, exemplified by the identification of the landscape
explosion phenomenon in a 6-dimensional synthetic os-
cillatory network and the detection of new basins and
checkpoints in a 44-dimensional mammalian cell cycle

network. All these were not discernible using the orig-
inal WSGA. These discoveries underscore the utility of
the DDGA in effectively quantifying the landscape of os-
cillatory dynamics. To offer comprehensive insights into
the predictions made by the DDGA, we employ flux and
limit planes in synthetic oscillatory networks to elucidate
the coexistence of the explosion phenomenon and the sta-
bility of the limit cycle.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Weighted summation of Gaussian
approximation

In this section, we first review the WSGA, an effective
method of approximating the probability distribution of
the stochastic systems from the moment equations and
the weighted summation. In a stochastic dynamical sys-
tem, the diffusion force provides the stochasticity, lead-
ing us to focus on the distribution rather than a single
trajectory. The FPE is used to characterize this distribu-
tion [21, 27]. Under Itô’s interpretation, the distribution
ρ(x, t) is described by

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
=−

n∑
i=1

∂

∂xi

[
Fi(x)ρ(x, t)

]
+D

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∂2

∂xi∂xj

[
dij(x)ρ(x, t)

]
,

(1)

where F = (F1, . . . , Fn) represents the drift force, d =
(dij)1≤i,j≤n represents the diffusion force, and D is the
diffusion coefficient. The FPE provides a precise descrip-
tion of stochastic differential equations, but it is hard to
solve as F is nonlinear. Thus, it is necessary to give an
approximation of the solution, such as the WSGA. In this
approach, we use the Gaussian distribution to provide a
local approximation, which is uniquely characterized by
the first two moment equations [22, 28]:

µ̇(t) =F (µ(t)),

Σ̇(t) =Σ(t)A⊤(t) +A(t)Σ(t)

+D
[
d(µ(t)) + d⊤(µ(t))

]
,

(2)

where the elements of the Jacobi matrix A(t) are spec-
ified as A(i,j)(t) = ∂Fi(µ(t))

∂xj(t)
, µ is the expectation vec-

tor, and Σ is the covariance matrix. For systems we
often encounter in gene network systems, we need to
work out how to characterize multiple stable states or
limit cycles. As such, we demonstrate that the weighted
summation provides a theoretical and efficient approach
for approximating the multistable as well as oscillatory
system[22]. Specifically, for the multistable systems, we
describe a multistable distribution of the system with N
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stable states Si (1 ≤ i ≤ N) by

ρ(x,+∞) =

N∑
i=1

µ(+∞;ui)=µi

ωi ×GA(+∞;ui)(x),

GA(t;ui)(x) =
1√

(2π)n det(Σ(t;ui))
×

exp

[
−1

2

(
x− µ(t;ui)

)⊤
Σ(t;ui)

−1
(
x− µ(t;ui)

)]
.

Here, ωi is the corresponding weight for the i-th peak
which is calculated by the deterministic ODEs, µi is the
location of Si in Rn, and ui is any one of the represen-
tative elements which move towards Si [22]. Meanwhile,
GA(t; ∗) is known as the Gaussian approximation, the
origin approach of the WSGA.

For the periodic oscillatory system, another type of
dynamical system, we have proposed that the WSGA is
suitable for approximating the steady state probability
distribution by integral summation [3, 22]. That is, for
its limit cycle with period T and a continuous weight
function ω(t) defined on [0, T ] with

∫ T

0
ω(t)dt = 1, we

perform the WSGA as

ρ(x) =

∫ T

0

ω(t)×N (µ(t),Σ(t))(x)dt,

in which N (µ(t),Σ(t)) is the Gaussian distribution at
time t with mean µ(t) and covariance matrix Σ(t). In
the previous practice, we usually choose weight function
ω(t) as a constant function, i.e., ω(t) ≡ 1

T , fort ∈ [0, T ].
An integral with the weight function can be regarded as
another weighted summation approach in the continuous
situation.

Moreover, some extended moment approaches have
been developed to approximate more detailed informa-
tion of the system, such as the EGA, which considers the
third moments to describe the skewness of the system, a
missing property in the WSGA [22] (see Methods for a
detailed description of the EGA).

Although the WSGA greatly reduces the calcula-
tion cost avoiding numerically, and directly solving the
FPE, in those high-dimensional biological systems such
as genetic circuits, it still highly costly to solve the
covariance equations. Thus, the MFA approach was
proposed to overcome the dimensional curse emergent
in the numerical calculation. In the MFA, the high-
dimensional probability P (x1, x2, . . . , xn; t) is split into
the product of n individual one-dimensional probability:

P (x1, x2, . . . , xn; t) ∼
n∏

i=1

P (xi, t) which can be solved

self-consistently [3, 29]. The MFA directly ignores the
covariance of the two different variables, which simplifies
the covariance matrix Σ into a diagonal matrix. There-
fore, it is worthwhile computing the non-diagonal ele-
ment of the covariance matrix to describe the interaction
between different variables. Kang et al. proposed an
approach for calculating the whole covariance matrix in

the multistable systems by considering the steady-state
solution of those moments [20] (See details in Methods).
While their approach improves the accuracy of approxi-
mation by solving the complete covariance matrix, they
also change the covariance ODEs into the matrix multi-
plication, which thus greatly speeds up the computation.
Of note, the form of the covariance equations itself does
not guarantee the semidefinite positivity of the solution,
which is an essential condition for the Gaussian distri-
bution. In this work, we prove that the covariance ma-
trix Σ in the Gaussian approximation is a semidefinitely
positive matrix (see more details in Supplementary Ma-
terial). It further complements the mathematical foun-
dation for the application of the Gaussian approximation
in the multistable systems.

B. Limit cycle leads to an explosion of the variance
in moment equations

As we introduced above for the moment approaches,
the second-moment equations Σ̇(t) = Σ(t)A⊤(t) +

A(t)Σ(t)+D
[
d(µ(t))+d⊤(µ(t))

]
play an important role

in approximation. This rises from the fact that in the
assumption of the WSGA [28], the first-moment equa-
tions describe the deterministic evolution which has been
sufficiently studied in traditional mathematical modeling
[1, 2, 13], while the covariance equations directly depict
the “width” of a Gaussian peak, which significantly influ-
ences the landscape through the WSGA. Actually, Kang
et al.’s approach maintains all of the non-diagonal ele-
ments of the covariance matrix, leading to a more accu-
rate approximation than the MFA.

Although those approaches obtain great achievement
in the multistable systems, they always fail to cope with
another type of nonlinear complex systems, the periodic
oscillatory systems, in which the landscape looks like a
Mexican hat around the limit cycle [3]. In many periodic
systems, we find that the covariance Σ oscillates and di-
verges to infinity as t → +∞. For instance, consider a
paradigmatic noise-perturbed dynamical system with the
unit cycle in R2: x2 + y2 = 1 as its stable limit cycle:

ẋ = −y + (1− x2 − y2)x+ Γ1,

ẏ = x+ (1− x2 − y2)y + Γ2,

x(0) = 1, y(0) = 0,

(3)

where Γ1,2 represent the corresponding Gaussian white
noises. Let Σ be the second moment with d(x) = I2.
Since the theoretical solution of x, y can be calculated as
x(t) = cos t, y(t) = sin t, to solve the covariance equation
Eq. (2) with

A =

(
−2 cos2 t −1− 2 sin t cos t

1− sin t cos t −2 sin2 t

)
,

we perform an orthogonal transformation through the
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matrix

Q =

(
cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

)
and get the covariance after the orthogonal transforma-
tion Σ̂ = Q⊤ΣQ. Then we have (see more details in
Supplementary Material)

˙̂
Σ(t) =

(
−4σ̂11 −2σ̂12

−2σ̂21 0

)
+ 2DI2. (4)

Thus, the theoretical solution is obtained as
σ̂11(t) = (σ̂11(0)−

D

2
)e−4t +

D

2
−→ D

2
(t −→ +∞),

σ̂12(t) = σ̂12(0)e−2t −→ 0 (t −→ +∞),

σ̂21(t) = σ̂21(0)e−2t −→ 0 (t −→ +∞),

σ̂22(t) = σ̂22(0) + 2Dt −→ +∞ (t −→ +∞).

The covariance Σ(t) oscillates and diverges to infinity for
the direction along the limit cycle (σ̂22 −→ +∞). For the
similar reasons, effective mathematical tools are lacking
for studying the stochastic dynamics of the periodic os-
cillatory systems so far.

The example mentioned above reflects that the WSGA
loses its efficacy in oscillatory systems. Consequently, We
are concerned about the reason why the existent meth-
ods become ineffective. Approaches based on the WSGA
calculate the covariance using the converged ODEs, while
the convergence relies on a condition that the eigenvalues
of the evolution matrix A⊗I+I⊗A are all negative, due
to the Lyapunov’s stability criterion (see more details in
Methods). By a fact that Av = λv implies

(A⊗ I + I ⊗A)vec(vv⊤) = 2λ · vec(vv⊤)

for λ < 0, the condition mentioned above further relies on
its necessary condition that all the eigenvalues of A are
negative, which meets the properties of the attractors.
However, for the periodic oscillatory systems, the nega-
tive properties may fail along the tangential direction of
the limit cycle. For instance, in Eq. (3), the eigenvalues of
the evolution matrix in Eq. (4) are -4, -2, -2, and 0, where
the direction of eigenvector corresponding to eigenvalue
0, which is the tangential vector (− sin t, cos t), leads to
the divergence of iteration.

We further explore, in the WSGA-based approaches,
the mathematical assumption that becomes ineffective
in oscillatory systems and leads to an “explosion of the
covariance”. We attribute the divergence of covariance to
the fact that the approaches based on the WSGA only
locally study the system from the Ω-expansion [30] and
thus are lack of global consideration. For a global stable
structure such as the limit cycles, the divergence of co-
variance for the direction along the stable sub-manifold
results in general diffusion inside this manifold, which
implies that the local distribution eventually spreads out
to the whole manifold. The inconsistency between the

local analysis and the global dynamics in oscillatory sys-
tems brings obstacles to the WSGA-based approaches.
Particularly, in Eq. (3), the covariance along the tangen-
tial direction, i.e. σ̂22, diverges to infinity, making the
distribution spread out along the limit cycle.

Meanwhile, by omitting the relationship between the
variables, the MFA provides an intuitive covariance ma-
trix that oscillates periodically. It has overcome the prob-
lems of divergence to a certain extent, but still lacks a
global consideration of the structure. Moreover, the MFA
loses too much information and performs poorly in some
oscillatory systems of lower dimensions. It seems that
avoiding the covariance divergence requires abandoning
a large amount of correlation information. Thus, it is ur-
gent to further develop a WSGA-based approach, avoid-
ing the problem of the covariance divergence in the limit
cycle systems, while retaining as much the covariance and
the other correlation information as possible. As such, it
can greatly improve the accuracy in characterizing and
approximating the stochastic periodic dynamics.

C. An efficient and accurate approximation of
landscape in limit-cycle systems by pre-solution and

diffusion

In periodic oscillatory systems, the solutions obtained
from the covariance equations diverge, rendering the tra-
ditional WSGA ineffective. In this section, we propose an
approximation approach that addresses the limitations of
the original WSGA while retaining its simplicity and ef-
fectiveness. Importantly, our approach takes into account
the influence of the limit cycle as a low-dimensional sta-
ble manifold on the landscape. Leveraging the geometric
properties of the stable manifold and under a few reason-
able assumptions, we demonstrate that most of the ODEs
in WSGA can be approximated by the matrix equations.
This significantly enhances the computational efficiency.
In high-dimensional oscillatory systems, our approach is
much faster than the other approaches used in the pre-
vious studies (see details in Table S1). Furthermore,
through several numerical examples, we demonstrate the
superior efficacy of our approach in comparison to the
commonly-used approximation approaches in capturing
the landscape of the periodic oscillatory systems. This
provides a more accurate and efficient tool for investigat-
ing the dynamics of such biophysical systems and their
periodic behaviors.

The original WSGA approach incorporates the idea
of “local diffusion of individuals along noiseless trajec-
tories”. While this approach has limitations in global
exploration, it provides us with valuable insights. Fol-
lowing the same guiding principle, we approximate the
landscape features on the stable manifold implied by the
system and consider the diffusion process under the influ-
ence of noise to obtain a global approximation. In the fol-
lowing demonstration, we are to illustrate our approach
using the limit cycle, a familiar one-dimensional stable
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manifold. Specifically, the system evolves according to
the Langevin equation, which consists of a driving force
and a diffusion noise. Without considering the noise, the
driving force is tangential to the limit cycle (which rep-
resents the noiseless trajectory). By considering a home-
omorphic mapping of the limit cycle onto the quotient
space [0, 1]/∂[0, 1] (Here, the operator ∂ represents the
topological boundary, i.e., ∂[0, 1] = {0, 1}), the evolution
follows the one-dimensional Langevin dynamics. In other
words, if the system evolves without noise, the process is
entirely confined to this one-dimensional manifold. Con-
sequently, there exist corresponding Fokker-Planck equa-
tions and explicit solutions on this one-dimensional man-
ifold. This approach fully takes into account the global
influence of the limit cycle as a stable manifold on the
system evolution, rather than focusing solely on the lo-
cal aspects like the original WSGA. Finally, we consider
the impact of the diffusion term on the system.

To better illustrate the process of our method, we as-
sume that the diffusion coefficients are homogeneous and
constant, i.e., d(x) = In. In other words, the diffusion
strength is always a constant D. Moreover, we list the
method for the general cases as Eq. (1) in the Supplemen-
tary Material. Under this assumption, we first consider
the impact of the Langevin dynamics only on the limit
cycle, a sub-manifold of the system. Since the driving
force acts tangentially along the limit cycle, its effect is to
induce periodic oscillation around the limit cycle. There-
fore, restricting the driving force to the sub-manifold
does not alter its behavior. As for the diffusion term
Γ ∼ N(0, In) in the original stochastic process, which is
induced by a small noise, we decompose it orthogonally
into the noise along the unit tangential direction v1 of
the limit cycle and noise along the (n − 1)-dimensional
normal plane

Γ = Γt + Γn,

Γt ∼ N(0, v1v
⊤
1 ), Γn ∼ N(0, In − v1v

⊤
1 ),

Γt ⊥ Γn

by the independent properties of the noise in our assump-
tion, which guarantee the rationality of the decomposi-
tion.

Here, we initially consider only the noise component
along the tangential direction. By temporarily neglecting
the noise component along the normal plane, we obtain
a low-dimensional dynamics on the one-dimensional sub-
manifold specified by

∇ · (F (x)q(x)−D∇q(x)) = 0, x ∈ C

with the gradient and the divergence operators defined on
the one-dimensional sub-manifold C. Here, we use q(x)
to represent one-dimensional probability distribution. It
is worth noting that, when the limit cycle C is a non-
self-intersecting, smooth, and closed curve, we can find
a diffeomorphism (or, a parameterization) h mapping it
onto the quotient space [0, 1]/∂[0, 1]. Consequently, we
further obtain a one-dimensional FPE with the boundary

condition q(0) = q(1) at the steady state (refer to details
in Supplementary Material)

dq
ds

=
f(s)

D
(g(s)q − C0) , s ∈ [0, 1]

as well as its explicit solution q(s), with s ∈ [0, 1]. It is
well-known that the one-dimensional FPE has an explicit
solution as:

q(s) =
q̂(s)∫ 1

0
q̂(u)du

, (5)

with s ∈ [0, 1] and

q̂(s) =e
1
D

∫ s
0
f(u)g(u)du×[

1− C0

∫ s

0

1

D
f(u)e−

∫ u
0

1
D f(v)g(v)dvdu

]
.

(6)

Here,

C0 =
1− e−

1
D

∫ 1
0
f(s)g(s)ds∫ 1

0
1
Df(s)e−

∫ s
0

1
D f(u)g(u)duds

,

g(s) = ∥F (h(s))∥2 , f(s) =
∥∥∥∥dh

ds

∥∥∥∥
2

.

We refer to the explicit solution mentioned above as
the “pre-solution of the DDGA”. It represents the “one-
dimensional landscape” restricted to the limit cycle, con-
sidering only the driving force and the tangential diffu-
sion, and contains the majority of the information related
to the oscillatory dynamics. Next, we incorporate the dif-
fusion process on the remaining (n− 1)-dimensional nor-
mal plane, which is an extension of the original WSGA.
In the previous approximation methods, the extent of dif-
fusion was primarily determined by the covariance equa-
tions (where the covariance reflects the width of each
peak and thus represents the diffusion level). Under the
assumption of a small noise, we consider that the system’s
probability distribution is mostly concentrated within a
neighborhood of width O(

√
D) around the limit cycle

(consistent with the assumptions of the original WSGA).
In other words, the flux crossing the boundary of the
neighborhood is considered to be small. Under this as-
sumption, we demonstrate that the covariance values cor-
responding to any point on the normal plane of the limit
cycle can be approximated. And this approximation can
be achieved using only the local information at that point
without an explicit reliance on the ODEs evolving with
time. In other words, the variation in the original co-
variance equations is primarily caused by the tangential
evolution, with the values approaching the equilibrium
on the normal plane.

Since the tangential variations have been already con-
sidered in the pre-solution, for calculating the covari-
ance in the normal direction, it is not necessary to
solve (n − 1)2 linear ODEs related to a set of orthonor-
mal basis on the normal plane. Instead, it is only
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needed to solve (n − 1)2 linear equations, which signif-
icantly reduces the computational complexity. Assume
that, at the point x∗ in the limit cycle, the (n − 1)-
dimensional covariance matrix, denoted by Σ̄(x∗), and
a set of unit basis, denoted by v2(x

∗), . . . , vn(x
∗), are

orthogonal to the unit tangential direction v1(x
∗). De-

fine by Q(x∗) = (v2(x
∗), . . . , vn(x

∗)), representing the
transformation matrix from the (n− 1)-dimensional nor-
mal plane basis to the n-dimensional basis. The Jacobi
matrix in the (n − 1)-dimensional normal plane is then
formulated as matrix Q(x)⊤A(x)Q(x), where A(x∗) is
the Jacobi matrix at x∗ in Eq. (2). Since in Supplemen-
tary Information we prove that, under some assumptions
in the normal plane, the distribution reaches the similar
balance as the multistable systems mentioned in Section
II A, the moment ODEs governing the evolution of the
normal plane can be similarly approximated by the ma-
trix equations (see details in Supplementary Material)

2DIn−1 + Σ̄(x)Q(x)⊤A(x)
⊤
Q(x)

+Q(x)⊤A(x)Q(x)Σ̄(x) = 0.

Here, the solution of this equation is similar to the mul-
tistable covariance matrix solution mentioned in Section
II A. It thus can be transformed into a system of linear
equations by utilizing the Kronecker product and solved
by taking the inverse of a matrix. So, we have

vec(Σ̄) =− 2D
(
(Q⊤AQ)⊗ In

+ In ⊗ (Q⊤AQ)
)−1

vec(In).
(7)

Lastly, by noting that the diffusion force along the
tangential direction is relatively small compared to the
driving force, we use the information from the tangential
driving force to uplift the (n− 1)-dimensional covariance
matrix to a positively definite covariance matrix of n-
dimension as follows:

Σ = QΣ̄Q⊤ +Dv1v
⊤
1 , (8)

where v1 is the unit tangential direction characterizing
the information of this direction. With this, we express
the improved form of the WSGA approach, similar to the
WSGA, where the weight is no longer simple constant
functions but is derived from the “pre-solution” that in-
corporates information from the periodic dynamics,

ρ(x) =

∫
C

q(z)∫
C
q(y)dy

· e−
1
2 (x−z)⊤Σ(z)−1(x−z)

(2π)
n
2

√
detΣ(z)

dz. (9)

D. Applications

1. Application to planar cubic systems possessing limit
cycles

We apply the methods of DDGA, WSGA and EGA,
respectively, to a planar cubic system with a limit cycle.

The cubic system is described by a stochastic differential
equation:

dx
dt

=λx− y + λm1x
3 + (m2 −m1 +m1m2)x

2y,

+ λm1m2xy
2 +m2y

3 + Γ1,
dy
dt

=x+ λy − x3 + λm1x
2y

+ (m1m2 −m1 − 1)xy2 + λm1m2y
3 + Γ2.

Here, λ,m1,m2 are the coefficients and Γ1,2 are the
Gaussian white noises. When m1 < 0,m2 > 0 and
∆ = m2

1[(m2 − 1)2 − 4λm2], the oval specified by

(−m1)(x
2 +m2y

2) = 1

becomes the limit cycle of the system. We use this cubic
system to test the accuracy of the DDGA when the noise
increases. As such, we select two groups of parameters
(Table S3 in Supplementary Material): λ = 2, m1 =
−1.5, and m2 = 1.5, and λ = 2, m1 = −0.5, and m2 =
1.2. We calculate two indicators for different diffusion
coefficient D for testing the accuracy of approximation.
Here, we use the posterior KL divergence:

dKL(pr(x)∥pa(x)) =
∫

pr(x) log
pr(x)

pa(x)
dx

and the relative distance:

dRD(pr(x), pa(x)) =

∫
(pr(x)− pa(x))

2dx∫
pr(x)2dx

to measure the distance for the distribution calculated by
the methods of DDGA, WSGA and EGA deviating from
the real solution. Here, we take the probability distribu-
tion pr(x), obtained by Langevin-equation (LE) simula-
tions as the real solution, and pa(x) as the approximating
probability distribution calculated from the methods of
DDGA, WSGA and EGA, respectively. The results are
shown in Fig. 1.

For the first group of parameters λ = 2, m1 = −1.5,
and m2 = 1.5, we perform the methods of DDGA,
WSGA, EGA, and LE respectively to get the steady-state
probability distribution (Fig. 1A-D). The steady-state
probability distributions produced by the four methods
all look like Mexican hat around the limit cycle. The
main features of the landscape structure by the WSGA
deviate from the landscape by the LE, especially at the
peaks on the limit cycle. The incompatibility between
the two distributions is due to the fact that, to avoid
the divergence in the WSGA, the MFA method ignores
the non-diagonal elements. The non-diagonal elements
affect the width of the Mexican hat where the direction
of the limit cycle is not parallel to the coordinate. Los-
ing the information on the non-diagonal elements may
result in the inaccuracy of the width and then increase
the number of the peaks. The distribution by the DDGA
and the EGA both peak twice within an oscillation pe-
riod (Fig. 1A, C), and the distribution by the DDGA are
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FIG. 1. Landscape of planar cubic systems and comparison
among different methods. (A-D) Landscape obtained from
the DDGA (A), the WSGA (B), the EGA (C) and the LE
(D), where the WSGA oscillates the most compared with the
DDGA and the EGA. (E) Performance of these three approx-
imation approaches. We calculate the posterior K-L diver-
gence (dKL) and relative distance (dRD) between the DDGA
(purple line), the WSGA (sky blue line), and the EGA (red
line), respectively, with the LE individually, where both the
indexes indicate that the DDGA performs much better than
the other two, especially for the small diffusion coefficient. As
the diffusion coefficient increases, the EGA, the high-order
moment approach, does not perform significantly better than
the origin WSGA.

smoother than the distribution by the EGA. The DDGA
method only relies on the first and second order infor-
mation while the EGA method relies on the third-order
information. When the third-order information is more
volatile, the distribution by the DDGA is smoother than
the distribution by the EGA.

The most direct conclusion from Fig. 1E is that the
DDGA is the best among all these WSGA-based ap-
proaches, but there are also some interesting aspects to
be noted. First, by pre-solving, the DDGA performs
much better than the origin moments approaches such
as the WSGA and the EGA under small noises. This
is because that the diffusion is not obvious under small
noises. Thus, the landscape almost surrounds the limit
cycle, which makes the true solution closely tied to (al-
most directly relate to) the sub-distribution, i.e. the pre-
solution, on the limit cycle. Although those moments
approaches also consider the weighted summation to a
certain extent, the weights are often set as constant val-

ues for simplicity. Meanwhile, our DDGA uses the pre-
solution to obtain very accurate sub-distributions, which
makes it perform exceptionally well under small noises.

Second, as mentioned in our previous work [22], the
fitting effect of the WSGA and the EGA gradually get
better with increasing noise intensity, since the limit dis-
tribution, when the noise increases to infinity, becomes
a uniform distribution. At the same time, the EGA
loses its efficacy under a larger noise, which is caused
by the truncation error of the Ω-expansion. Analogous
to the “Runge phenomenon” in the polynomial interpola-
tion, high-order approximation sometimes becomes less
effective. The third phenomenon is that both the KL
divergence and the relative distance between the DDGA
and the LE increase as D increases. This suggests that,
for a larger noise, the DDGA may not fit as well as D is
sufficiently small. Notice that the DDGA is based on the
hypothesis that the diffusion can be considered on the
limit cycle first, and then towards the remaining normal
plane locally. The second step relies on the Ω-expansion
and requires local stability towards the remaining plane.
However, when the diffusion coefficient D increases, the
flux outside the neighborhood of the limit cycle may in-
crease sufficiently large to break the assumption of local
stability in the DDGA. Therefore, the DDGA method
may not be as accurate as the case where D is small.
However, we can find that, even when D increases suffi-
ciently large, two measures indicate that in this planner
cubic system, the DDGA still fits better than the WSGA
and the EGA. Thus, the influence of the inaccuracy ris-
ing from the break of the assumption is limited. Our
proposed pre-solution is still a useful tool for enhanc-
ing the approximating effect even when its mathematical
assumption is partially dissatisfied. Simultaneously, the
DDGA spends the least time in these approximation ap-
proaches as the time table listed in Supplementary Ma-
terial, Table S1. We also choose another group of param-
eters, i.e. λ = 2, m1 = −0.5, and m2 = 1.2, and obtain
the similar conclusion (see details in Supplementary Ma-
terial, Figure S1).

2. Application to synthetic oscillatory network

To investigate the performance for the DDGA in those
realistic biological systems, we apply the methods of
DDGA, EGA, and WSGA to a genetic circuit. Elowitz
and Leibler engineered a synthetic oscillatory network in
Escherichia coli using three transcriptional repressor sys-
tems that do not belong to any endogenous biological
clock. This engineered network periodically triggers the
synthesis of green fluorescent protein [31](Fig. 2A). For
the repressilators TetR, LacI, λ cI, their concentrations,
pi (i = LacI, TetR, λcI), and their corresponding mRNA
concentrations, mi are governed by the following equa-
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FIG. 2. Landscape of synthetic oscillatory network and com-
parison using the methods of DDGA, WSGA and EGA with
regard to the LE, respectively. (A) The negative feedback
loop consists of three repressilators, LacI, TetR, and λcI and
their oscillating moments: mean and covariance. (B-E) Land-
scape obtained from the DDGA (B), the WSGA (C), the
EGA (D), and the LE (E), where the DDGA is the only ap-
proach that can partially predict the “explosion phenomenon”
of the LE. (F) Performance of these three approximation ap-
proaches. We calculate the posterior K-L divergence (dKL)
and the relative distance (dRD) between the DDGA (pur-
ple line), the WSGA (sky blue line), and the EGA (one red
point, due to its extreme amount of spending time and calcu-
lation resources), with the LE individually. The DDGA and
the EGA achieve almost the same efficacy, better than the
WSGA.

tions:
dmi

dt
= −mi +

α

1 + pnj
+ α0,

(i, j) = (LacI, λcI), (TetR,LacI), (λcI,TetR),
dpi
dt

= −β(pi −mi) , i = LacI, TetR, λcI.

Here, we select parameters as n = 2, α = 10, α0 = 0.01
and β = 0.5 and apply the methods of DDGA, EGA, and
WSGA to this synthetic oscillatory network (Table S4 in
Supplementary Material). As such, following the MFA or
the DDGA procedure, the moments oscillate periodically

(Fig. 2A), while the probability looks like a Mexican hat
with a triangle-like limit cycle. We emphasize that the
EGA approach is constructed by the multi-dimensional
integral which spends about 103 times than the WSGA
as the dimension becomes higher. In this system, an im-
plementation of EGA costs about 270 hours that cannot
be performed generally, while that of the WSGA based
on the MFA only spend 40 minutes (the origin WSGA
without using the MFA may cost 102 times than MFA,
too). Simultaneously, the DDGA approach only costs
about 10 seconds by simplifying the ODEs into the ma-
trix equations, so that the DDGA comprehensively and
significantly improves the WSGA in terms of the accu-
racy and the computational cost as well. In simulation we
discover an abnormal phenomenon. Particularly, when
the diffusion coefficient D becomes larger, the “Mexican-
hat-like” landscape loses its shape. The landscape almost
disappears around the diagonal leg of the limit cycle, and
“explodes” into the inside area of the limit cycle. As such,
we only implement these approaches for the diffusion co-
efficient no more than 10−1.

When D = 0.02 in Fig. 2E, we discover that the land-
scape partially disappears around the diagonal leg of the
limit cycle, and overflows towards the insides of the limit
cycle. This explosion phenomenon causes the inefficacy
of almost every approximate approach, because none of
them can predict the disappearance of the limit cycle in a
periodic system. However, our pre-solution in the DDGA
partially captures this abnormal phenomenon (Fig. 2B,
F). We also calculate the KL divergence dKL and the rela-
tive distance dRD between these approximate approaches
and Langevin simulation, as shown in Fig. 2F. Under
D = 0.02, where we obtain the only one data of the EGA,
we find that the DDGA and the EGA improve the WSGA
in different aspects, and they outweigh the other in one
of the measure indices. As the dimension increases, the
efficiency of MFA’s approximation also increases, which
makes the origin approximate approaches such as the
WSGA and the EGA more appropriate. At the same
time, the DDGA describes the explosion phenomenon by
pre-solving, and reaches almost the same efficiency as the
EGA in about 10−5 times of the computational cost of the
EGA (Table S1 in Supplementary Material). We explore
the WSGA and the DDGA for different diffusion coeffi-
cients, as shown in Fig. 2F where the DDGA performs
significantly better than the WSGA, while the explosion
phenomenon influences these approaches indeed.

To further explore the explosion phenomenon, we dis-
play the landscape and the flux (see details in Methods)
for the 2-dimensional projection in Fig. 3A. We notice
that the flux around this region also pushes the land-
scape into the insides. This lays the foundation for the
explosion phenomenon. We further check the second-
order information of the dynamics around the explosion
point, and find that the Jacobian matrix A in Eq. (2)
loses the negative-definite properties towards the direc-
tion of the limit cycle and one other orthogonal direction.
The absence of negative-definite properties in the orthog-
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FIG. 3. Coexistence of the stability of the oscillation and the
explosion of the landscape explained by the flux. (A) The
landscape and the flux for the 2-dimensional projection. The
flux in the diagonal leg pushes the landscape into the inside.
(B-D) The landscape and the flux for the 3-dimensional pro-
jection spanned by the concentration of the three mRNAs.
The arrows represent the flux, while the color of the small
rectangles represents the potential at these points. We only
display the landscape and the flux in the neighborhood of the
limit cycle to describe evolution around the limit cycle. In the
3-dimensional projection, the symmetry of the system can be
recognized, and we find a curl field around the limit cycle. (E-
F) Two views of the limit planes where the concentration of
one of the mRNAs equals to zero (we only highlight one limit
plane in blue). In this system, the three limit planes restrict
the flux and push the landscape back to the neighborhood of
the limit cycle.

onal direction impairs the local stability of the limit cy-
cle in that specific orthogonal orientation. Consequently,
this leads to the flux driving the landscape to overflow
from the limit cycle towards that orthogonal direction.
Since our DDGA method highly relies on the second-
order information, the explosion is partially captured by
our method. Therefore, the landscape by the DDGA also
exhibits some explosion in the diagonal legs of the limit
cycle. This explains why our method achieves similar
excellence when the diffusion coefficient becomes large.
This is essentially different from the case in the planar
cubic systems.

We have found the explosion phenomenon around the
diagonal region of the limit cycle in the projected 2-
dimensional space. However, the synthetic oscillatory
network has been fully studied and the stability of the
oscillation has been verified. Intuitively, this seems con-

tradictory to the “explosion” of the landscape, which in-
dicates that our projection to 2-dimensional subspace
loses some “resilience information” to overcome the ex-
plosion. To illustrate how both phenomena occur, we
display the landscape and the flux in the 3-dimensional
projection (Fig. 3B-D) spanned by the concentration of
the three mRNAs. We find that there is a strong curl
field around the limit cycle and the three limit planes,
where the concentrations of the three mRNAs equal to
zero separately, restricting the area of the dynamics. For
the 2-dimensional surface, the flux flows into the limit
cycle, but for the higher dimensions the curl field pushes
the flux cycling around the limit cycle.

When the diffusion coefficient is small, the trajectories
almost follow the dynamical drift force and curl around
the limit cycle. Since in the three legs of the limit cy-
cle, there is a concentration of the mRNAs close to zero,
the trajectories finally reach a corresponding limit plane
(Fig. 3E, F) and then are pushed back to the limit cycle,
maintaining the stable property of the oscillation. The
larger the diffusion coefficient be, the larger the prob-
ability of escaping towards the inside or even cross the
limit plane around the curling. This results in an explo-
sion of the landscape, which explains the coexistence of
the stability of the oscillation and the explosion for the
landscape. Moreover, we notice that due to the symme-
try of systems, the explosion of the landscape will hap-
pen for all three legs of the limit cycle. Meanwhile, for
the projection of the landscape into 2-dimensional sub-
space, the explosion in the non-diagonal legs, integrated
by the projection, becomes not that obvious. The high-
dimensional flux explains the abnormal phenomenon in
the low-dimensional landscape, showing that an appro-
priate projection to lower dimension can preserve more
information about the high-dimensional dynamics.

3. Application to a high-dimensional mammalian cell cycle
network

We further apply these approaches to a high-
dimensional mammalian cell cycle model, investigating
the performance of the DDGA and the WSGA [2, 3],
since the EGA is almost ineffective due to the dimen-
sional curse here. The cell cycle model is mainly deter-
mined by four central cyclin/Cdk complexes (Fig. 4B)
which induces four cell cycle stages (G0/G1, S, G2 and
M, Fig. 4A) [2]. This model comprises 44 variables, in-
cluding these complexes, alongside key elements such as
pRB (tumor suppressor), E2F (transcription factor) and
GF (growth factor, a critical parameter controlling the
oscillation of cell cycle). In essence, it describes the un-
derlying dynamics governing cell cycle progression, em-
phasizing the pivotal roles of these central cyclin/Cdk
complexes within the intricate regulatory network.

Potential energy landscape provides a powerful tool to
investigate the dynamical behavior of this mammalian
cell cycle, Li et al. proposed that on the landscape ob-
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FIG. 4. Landscape of the mammalian cell cycle network. (A) An illustration for complete progress of the cell cycle in mammalian
cells. (B) The wiring diagram of the cell cycle network. The network includes four major cyclin/Cdk complexes centered on
cyclin D/Cdk4-6, cyclin E/Cdk2, cyclin A/Cdk2, and cyclin B/Cdk1, controlling the four stages of cell cycle. (C-D) The
landscape of the cell cycle network constructed by the WSGA (C) and the DDGA (D). The landscape by the WSGA shows
three basins and two checkpoints, while the landscape by the DDGA shows one more basin and one more checkpoint, which is
more consistent with the biological knowledge. (E) The landscape is shown in the reduced dimensions, where four significant
phases are displayed. The contribution rates of PC1 and PC2 are 32.18% and 24.56%, respectively.

tained by WSGA, the emergence of three local basins
and two saddle points along the limit cycle trajectory
can reflect the different phases of the cell cycle progres-
sion and the checkpoints of phase transition (G1 check-
point and S/G2 DNA replication checkpoint) [3]. In this
work, more biological properties can emerge from the
landscape using the DDGA approach. The dynamics of
this model is governed by a 44-dimensional ODEs based
on the Michaelian kinetics (see details in Supplementary
Material). We choose as GF=0.5 where the system os-
cillates, and the diffusion coefficient as D = 0.05 to test
whether the DDGA improves the WSGA. (The other pa-
rameters we choose is listed in Table S5, Supplementary
Material.) As we claim, the computational cost of the
WSGA significantly increases as the dimension becomes
higher, for a large amount of ODEs’ computation, while
the DDGA costs much less (Table S1 in Supplementary
Material). We apply both the WSGA and the DDGA
to the system, and both methods characterized the land-
scape as a Mexican hat with multiple basins (Fig. 4C, D).
In both landscapes, the deepest basin is centered around

the origin point, with a substantial barrier traversing the
limit cycle on the right side. The landscape resulting
from the WSGA exhibits three basins that correspond to
the G0/G1, the S/G2, and the M phases, along with two
checkpoints: the G1 checkpoint and the G2 checkpoint.
The most prominent barrier, housing the G2 checkpoint,
separates the S/G2 and the M basins.

Some conspicuous observation emerges in the land-
scape using the DDGA. An additional basin associated
with the G2 phase is identified, and a new saddle point
emerges along the new barrier brought by the additional
basin. Moreover, the S/G2 phase basin on the DDGA
landscape exhibits significantly greater depth than its
counterpart (S/G2 phase) on the WSGA landscape. The
new saddle point in the landscape aligns with the M check
points. The emergence of the new basin now divides the
M phase in the WSGA landscape into two phases: the M
phase and the G2 phase, and the biggest barrier instead
separates the G2 phase and the S/G2 phase. The signif-
icant difference may rise from the two improvements in
our methods: The pre-solution and the diffusion in the
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normal plane. To see how the additional basin appears,
we first focus on the origin of the three basins in the
WSGA landscape. In the WSGA approaches, the weight
function, i.e. the pre-solution, is taken to be constant.
The three basins arise from the significantly large co-
variance in the their positions, which also corresponds to
the three local maxima of the covariance. In the DDGA
approaches, the weight function (pre-solution) is intro-
duced, and two local maxima of the pre-solution corre-
sponding to the G2 phase and the S/G2 phase basins
are found. The additional basin and greater depth of
the S/G2 basins are attributed of this pre-solution. This
implies that the peeks of pre-solution also contributes to
the formation of the basins by capturing the tangent dy-
namics along the limit cycles.

Additionally, we incorporate the dimension reduction
technique developed by Kang and Li into our landscape
analysis conducted through DDGA [32]. In this ap-
proach, since the landscape consists of some Gaussian
distributions, the covariance matrix is calculated from
the mean and covariance of these Gaussian distributions,
and then decomposed through the module of its eigenval-
ues. Then several eigenvectors ω1, . . . , ωk with the largest
eigenvalues are chosen to be the projection direction. Fi-
nally, (z1, . . . , zk)⊤ = (ω⊤

1 x, . . . , ω
⊤
k x)

⊤ is defined to be
the projection variables which display the most impor-
tant information of the system (see details in Methods).
In the mammalian cell cycle network, we choose k = 2
and obtain the first two principal components of the land-
scape with the contribution rates 32.18% and 24.56%,
and the top five genes having major contributions to PC1
include Cdc45, Pol, Pbi, Me, and Pai (Table S2 in Sup-
plementary Material). We display the projection of the
energy landscape into these two components (Fig. 4E).
The projection facilitated by the two components are also
beneficial distinguishing the four phases in the cell cycle.

III. CONCLUSION

In this article, we introduce an efficient and effective
approximation approach, named as DDGA, for quantify-
ing the energy landscape of periodic oscillatory networks.
We extend the application of this approach to various
gene regulatory networks of diverse dimensions. More-
over, we delve deeper into the mathematical interpre-
tation of the “explosion” of covariance and enhance the
theoretical foundation of the WSGA-based approaches.
Our approach involves several steps. First, we provide
a pre-solution which is a distribution on the limit cy-
cle, a low-dimensional stable manifold, to capture the
low-dimensional dynamics and provide a comprehensive
overview of the oscillation structure. This pre-solution
is obtained by deriving and solving the FPE constrained
to the limit cycle. It significantly promotes the precision
of the weighted function in the WSGA. Subsequently, we
incorporate diffusion effects based on the WSGA frame-
work. We establish that the diffusion process on the or-

thogonal normal plane of the limit cycle can be approxi-
mated as a stationary process, simplifying a majority of
ODEs into matrix equations. As a result, computation
for the covariance matrix is substantially expedited. Our
DDGA dissects the stochastic evolution into the tangen-
tial and the orthogonal directions, effectively reconciling
the trade-off between excluding non-diagonal covariance
terms and avoiding “covariance explosion”.

To showcase the advantages of the DDGA, we evalu-
ate its performance on three distinct oscillatory systems
of dimension 2, 6, and 44, respectively. Through two
probability measure indices and time-cost analysis, we
benchmark the DDGA against two widely-used methods,
the WSGA and the EGA. The results suggest that our
new approach facilitates the improved quantification of
the landscape for the periodic oscillatory systems, espe-
cially when the diffusion coefficient is not significantly
large. The DDGA also promotes the explanations of in-
tricate biological mechanisms. For example, it identifies
the explosion phenomenon in the 6-dimensional synthetic
oscillatory network and detects new basins and check-
points that the original WSGA fails to discern in the 44-
dimensional mammalian cell cycle network. These find-
ings underline the DDGA as a valuable tool to effectively
quantify oscillatory dynamics. To better elucidate the
phenomena predicted by DDGA, we employ the flux and
the limit planes in synthetic oscillatory networks to un-
ravel the coexistence of the explosion phenomenon and
the stability of the limit cycle. In conclusion, our ap-
proach presents a useful tool for studying stochastic and
periodic dynamics by quantifying the associated energy
landscape.

IV. METHODS

A. Method: Calculating potential landscape using
higher-dimensional moments

The EGA extends the moment approaches based on
the WSGA [22]. Bian et al. derived the equations sat-
isfying the third moments/the skewness tensor Φ of the
system as:

ϕ̇ijk(t) =

n∑
l=1

[
∂Fi(µ(t))

∂xl(t)
ϕjkl(t) +

∂Fj(µ(t))

∂xl(t)
ϕkil(t)

+
∂Fk(µ(t))

∂xl(t)
ϕijl(t)

]
, 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n.

The relationship between the first three moments and the
probability distribution is connected by a special charac-
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teristic function and the Fourier transformation:

f(y1, y2, . . . , yn) = exp

{
i ⟨µ,y⟩E +

i2

2!
⟨Σ, (y ⊗ y)⟩E

+
i3

3!
⟨Φ, (y ⊗ y ⊗ y)⟩E

}
ρ(x1, x2, . . . , xn) :=

1

(2π)n

∫∫
· · ·

∫
exp{−i ⟨y,x⟩E}f(y1, . . . , yn)dy1 . . . dyn,

where f is the characteristic function contains the first
three moments µ, Σ, and Φ = D

3
2 · (ϕijk), and ρ repre-

sents its corresponding probability.

B. Method: Calculating the low-dimensional flux
through FPE

Review that the general FPE is formulated as

∇(F (x)ρ(x)−∇(d(x)ρ(x))) = 0.

This rises from the law of the probability conservation:

J(x) = F (x)ρ(x)−∇(d(x)ρ(x)),

∇ · J(x) = 0.
(10)

Thus, if we get the steady probability distribution ρ(x),
the origin flux J(x) can be calculated by Eq. (10). Since
F (x) = ∇(d(x)ρ(x))

ρ(x) + J(x)
ρ(x) , the driving force F (x) of

the system is decomposed to two terms: One is from the
energy landscape, and the other is from the probability
flux J(x).

To get the flux in the 2-dimensional projection plane,
we implement some dimension reduction approaches.
Note the limit cycle as C = {x(s) : s ∈ [0, 1]}, and get
the segmentation of C as xi = x( i

n ), (1 ≤ i ≤ n). Given
two orthonormal directions u1,2 ∈ RN , such as the two
variables of the system, or the first two principle compo-
nents in the dimension reduction approach [32], we then
get the ordinary least square (OLS) surface of the limit
cycle by

Lols : Aols

u1

u2

1

 = 0,

where

A3×3
ols =

(
z1 z2 b

)
= (X⊤X)−1X⊤Y,

Xn×3 =
(
u1 u2 e

)
,

Y n×2 = A

(
x1 x2 · · · xn

1 1 · · · 1

)⊤

,

en×1 = (1, 1, · · · , 1).

Thus the 2-dimensional flux in the OLS surface spanned
by u1,2 is formulated as

J(y1, y2) =
(
v1 v2

)⊤
J

Aols

u1

u2

1

 .

C. Method: Complementing the covariance matrix
in multistable systems

The second moment ODEs of the covariance matrix
Eq. (2) can be transformed into linear ODEs by the
Kronecker product. Particularly, for any n × n matrix
B = (b⃗1, . . . , b⃗n), if we denote vec(B) := (b⃗1

⊤
, . . . , b⃗n

⊤
)⊤

as a n2×1-vector, we can transform the covariance ODEs
into (see detail in Supplementary Material)

˙vec(Σ) = (I ⊗A+A⊗ I)vec(Σ) +D
[
vec(d) + vec(d⊤)

]
.

Through Lyapunov’s stability criterion, the solution is
asymptotically stable if and only if the real parts of the
evolution matrix’s eigenvalues are all negative. Thus,
in the WSGA-based approach, a critical condition for
the Jacobian matrix A becomes: All the eigenvalues of
(I ⊗A+A⊗ I) are negative.

In Kang et al.’s approach [20], when the multistable
systems evolve to its steady states, the moments (the
mean and the covariance) will tend to constants as

F (µ(+∞)) = 0

Σ(+∞)A⊤(+∞) +A(+∞)Σ(+∞)

+D
[
d(µ(+∞)) + d⊤(µ(+∞))

]
= 0.

This kind of matrix equations can be simplified by the
Kronecker product mentioned above. Specifically, the
covariance ODEs are changed into

(I ⊗A+A⊗ I)vec(Σ) = −D
[
vec(d) + vec(d⊤)

]
.

where ⊗ represents the Kronecker product. Finally, Σ
can be solved out in terms of vec(Σ) through a matrix
multiplication:

vec(Σ) = −D(I ⊗A+A⊗ I)−1
[
vec(d) + vec(d⊤)

]
.
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