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Abstract

The Fokker-Planck equation is one of the fundamental equations in nonequilibrium statistical me-
chanics, and this equation is known to be derived from the Wasserstein gradient flow equation with a
free energy. This gradient flow equation describes relaxation processes and is formulated on Riemannian
manifolds. Meanwhile contact Hamiltonian systems are also known to describe relaxation processes.
Hence a relation between these two equations is expected to be clarified, which gives a solid foundation
in geometric statistical mechanics. In this paper a class of contact Hamiltonian systems is derived from
a class of the Fokker-Planck equations on Riemannian manifolds. In the course of the derivation, the
Fokker-Planck equation is shown to be written as a diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian without
any approximation, which enables to employ a theory of eigenvalue problems.

Contents
1 Introduction
2 From the Fokker-Planck equation to a diffusion equation

1

2.1 The Fokker-Planck equation as a Wasserstein gradient flow . . . . . .. .. ..
2.2 Diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian . . . . . ... ... .. ... ...
2.3 Spectrum associated with the Fokker-Planck equation . . . . . ... ... ...

From the diffusion equation to a contact Hamiltonian system

3.1 Contact geometry . . . . . . . . ..
3.2 Derivation of a contact Hamiltonian system . . . . . . ... ... ... .....
3.3 Dynamics depending on externally applied fields . . ... ... ... ... ...
3.4 Example . . . ..

Discussions and Conclusion

Appendix

A.1 A simplified proof for Theorem?2.2 . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ......
A.2 Various weighted Laplacians . . . . .. .. .. ... o000
A.3 An expression of the Fokker-Planck equation . . . . .. ... ... ... ....
A4 Several choicesof z . . . . . . ..

Introduction

ot w W

10

13
13
14
21
24

27

Nonequilibrium statistical mechanics is a developing branch of physics, and studies relations between mi-
croscopic dynamics and macroscopic nonequilibrium thermodynamic phenomena [26]. In theoretical physics,
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considerable activity is being devoted to establish a reliable theory, where such a theory is expected to pro-
vide mathematical methodologies for analyzing nonequilibrium phenomena. To this end various fundamental
equations have been proposed and analyzed, where such fundamental equations are the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion, master equations, and so on [44]. Their applications include not only to physical sciences, but also to
mathematical engineering [36, 33]. In addition, by applying these equations to toy models, explicit mathemat-
ical expressions of thermodynamic quantities have been obtained, where such toy models include the Glauber
equation [12, 6], Brownian motion [23], and gas systems [44]. Recalling that some of these developments lie
in the applications of well-established mathematics, such as stochastic partial differential equations [35], dy-
namical systems theory [38], and geometry [8, 11], one expects that further developments of this research
field will lie in the application of advanced mathematics.

Among various mathematical formulations that have been proposed so far, one class relies on geomet-
ric methods. Examples include Wasserstein geometry [43] and contact geometry [31], where Wasserstein
geometry studies Wasserstein spaces for probability density functions [42], and contact geometry is an odd-
dimensional cousin of symplectic geometry [4]. Contact geometry has been applied to thermodynamics and
statistical mechanics [32, 2, 40, 21, 19, 20], since it is a differential geometry endowed with an appropriate
1-form. This 1-form describes the laws of thermodynamics. As mentioned above, since there are several
theories, any comparison among them is needed to establish a solid foundation of geometric nonequilibrium
statistical mechanics. As a first step, a Wasserstein gradient flow was compared with a contact Hamiltonian
one for a particular class of models [7], where relaxation was investigated. Since relaxation process is a simple
nonequilibrium phenomenon and this links nonequilibrium states and equilibrium states, the clarification of
how to express relaxation processes should be a meaningful target to advance our understanding of nonequi-
librium systems. Beyond this pioneering study, more general approaches should be explored. One of the
advantages of involving Wasserstein geometry is that techniques developed in Riemannian geometry can be
employed, where Riemannian geometry has been applied to various physical problems[1]. This advantage is
expected to be used efficiently in future explorations.

In this paper a class of contact Hamiltonian equation as ODEs (Ordinary Differential Equations) is derived
from the Fokker-Planck equation by means of Riemannian geometry, where this Fokker-Planck equation is a
PDE (Partial Differential Equation). This PDE is the Wasserstein gradient flow of a free energy. Here a set of
macroscopic thermodynamic variables is represented as a point of a contact manifold, where these variables
are defined by integrating some functions with the weight of a solution of the Fokker-Planck equation. The
most principal step for deriving a contact Hamiltonian system is to put fast time-scales appeared in a solution
of the Wasserstein gradient equation zero. Then main theorems in this paper are informally summarized as
follows:

Claim 1.1. (Informal version of Theorem2.2). A diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian is derived
from the Fokker-Planck equation without any approximation.

Claim 1.2. (Informal version of Theorem3.8). The Fokker-Planck equation is equivalent to a contact
Hamiltonian system when fast time-scales in the diffusion equation are neglected.

In addressing Claim 1.1, a weighted Laplacian is introduced in this paper. It should be emphasized that
there are several weighted Laplacians in the literature, and they are sometimes called the Witten Laplacians.
On the one hand, as summarized in [22], although one existing Witten Laplacian is closely related to
the Fokker-Planck equation, there is no exact one-to-one correspondence between a heat equation and the
Fokker-Planck equation, where heat equation is a synonym of diffusion equation. On the other hand, the
weighted Laplacian in this paper is shown to be equivalent to another existing self-adjoint operator acting
on a function [41] (see Section A.3 of this paper). This existing operator is shown to be a Witten Laplacian,
and yields another form of the Fokker-Planck equation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, how the Fokker-Planck equation is derived
from the Wasserstein gradient flow is summarized. Then a diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian is
derived without any approximation. Since this diffusion equation exactly corresponds to the Fokker-Planck
equation, several properties of the introduced Laplacian are clarified here and employed for later sections. In
Section 3, after contact geometry is briefly summarized, the contact Hamiltonian flow is derived with the use



of the information about a spectrum of the weighted Laplacian. In addition, an explicit example of how the
theory is applied is shown. Finally, Section4 summarizes the present study, and possible future directions
are presented.

2 From the Fokker-Planck equation to a diffusion equation

As shown in [25], the Fokker-Planck equation can be derived from a variational principle with a free-energy
functional in the context of Wasserstein geometry.

In this section after recalling how to derive the Fokker-Planck equation, it is shown that this equation
induces a diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian.

2.1 The Fokker-Planck equation as a Wasserstein gradient flow

In this subsection necessary notations in Riemannian geometry are fixed, and then how the Fokker-Planck
equation is derived is summarized.

Let (M, g) be an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold with ¢ being a Riemannian metric tensor field,
and x1 a canonical volume-form on M. The boundary of M is denoted by OM. An interpretation of M in
this paper is phase space of a microscopic dynamical system. An example of M is a symplectic manifold,
and g is a compatible metric with respect to an endowed symplectic form on M. In the discussion below the
manifold need not be symplectic. The spaces of vector fields and k-forms on M are denoted by I'T'’ M and
I'A* M, respectively. Since 0-forms are identified with functions, TA°M denotes the space of functions on
M. The Hodge map is introduced and denoted by % : TA¥M — TA™ *M, (k = 0,1,...,m). Given *, its
inverse is denoted by «~!. Let Id be the identical operator:TA* M — T'A* M, (k =0,1,...,m). Vector fields
in a patch on M can explicitly be written in coordinates, and coordinate expressions give systems of ordinary
differential equations (ODEs). Since ODEs describe continuous-time dynamical systems, vector fields are
often identified with dynamical systems in this paper. Then d : TA*FM — TA* M, (k=0,1,...,m) is the
exterior derivative and 1x is the interior product with respect to X € I'T'’M. After defining an inner product
for forms, the so-called co-derivative dT, is introduced as in the standard way. This d' is often expressed
in the literature as ¢ [5], but ¢ is not used in this paper. To clearly distinguish nationally the adjoint of d
and the Hodge map %, d* is not used in this paper, where d* is often employed to denote the adjoint of d.
Some of the details of d' are summarized in this section so that a cousin dg is analogously introduced in this
paper. Throughout the paper integrals over M are assumed to commute with 9/9t, where ¢t € R denotes
time.

To describe the Fokker-Planck equation on M, let h be a function on M called a microscopic Hamiltonian,
8 denote the inverse temperature with the Boltzmann constant kg being unity. Throughout this paper
B > 0 is constant in time and over M. The space of other externally applied fields R™ will be introduced
in later sections. It is known that the Fokker-Planck equation can be derived as a Wasserstein gradient flow
associated with a free energy on the Euclidean spaces [25]. Some extension to Riemannian manifolds can be
established [29]. To recall this derivation and to fix notations, in the following, the Fokker-Planck equation
on M for p; € TA° M, (Vt € R)

0 1
7" =5

is derived as a Wasserstein gradient flow. The p; is interpreted as a time-dependent distribution function.
Hence p; is demanded to be normalized:

dfdp, —d' pydh, (1)

/Mpt*lzl vt € R. (2)

For a simple case where M =R and ¢ = da ® dz with 2 € R, a coordinate expression of (1) will be given
in (39).



To derive (1), preliminary formulae are shown below. Let d' be the co-derivative that is
dT:TA*M = TA™ M, k=0,1,...,m
a — df «,
with [5]
dfa:= (—1)F «"tdxa, k=0,1,...,m.

From this definition it follows that df ® = 0 for any function ®. To see that d' is an adjoint operator of d,
introduce the inner-product

(,)V:TA*M xTA*M = R, k=0,1,...

(OéI,OéH) — <OéI, 04H>,

,m

with
(a', o) = / ol Axall, (3)
M

For instance, for any a € TA'M and ® € TA° M with boundary values on OM, it follows that

<dTa,q>> - /M(dTa)¢*1:—/M(*_ld*a)fb*lz—/be(d*a)

—/ d(@*a)—i—/ ddAxda=—[Pxajgm + (dP, a)
M M

= (a,dd), (4)

where the boundary term on M has been assumed to vanish. The operator div is defined as
div = —dF.
In addition the corresponding potential ¢;, € I'A° M is introduced such that the continuity equation holds [1]:
pr = —div(prdgy,) =d'pid gy, ViEER, (5)

where the abbreviation has been introduced:

.0
pt = 8tpt-

Using these introduced operators and integrals, one can derive (1) as follows. Recall that M is phase
space of a microscopic dynamical system, and that g is given on M as a Riemannian metric. In addition,
h € TA° M has been given as a Hamiltonian. Let the free energy F' be written as

F = ﬁ_ls_Ha (6)
5 = —<pt,lnpt>:—/ pelnpy * 1,

M
H =

<h,Pt>:/ hp % 1.
M

/ pt*lzo,
M

§ = _/ f’t(lnpt+1)*1:—/ ptlnpt*1:—<dTPtd¢m,1npt>
M M

— —(prday,, dlnp) = = (doy, . prdinpy) = = (65, d' prdInp; ).

Then from (5), (4), and

it follows that



To reduce this equation further, by employing
1
prdInp = pr—dpr =dpe,
Pt
one has that )
$=— (5, dldp )= (aldp, o ).
In addition, simple calculations yield
o= [ hperr= [ b pdon)s1=(hdi sy, )
M M
(prdh, dgs) = (d pidh, o5, ).

By defining grady, F' € TA° M such that

F = <gra‘dWF7 ¢pt >7

one identifies
grady, F = —f~1d"dp, —d' p,dh.

Thus the equation called the gradient flow equation,
0
Tl grady, F,

is the Fokker-Planck equation,(1). See [7] for the case of discrete phase space.
For a stationary solution pg that satisfies pg = 0 for (1), introduce the partition function Zg such that

/Mpe*l_l. (7)

d" (87" dpe + pc dh) =0,
and it is the Gibbs distribution function:

The stationary solution satisfies

pc = Zg" exp(—Bh), ()
where the stationary property can be verified from (8) with
B~ dpa = —Zg" exp(—Bh)dh = —pg dh. 9)

2.2 Diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian

In this subsection a diffusion equation with a weighted Laplacian is derived from the Fokker-Planck equation,
where no approximation is made. The main steps for this derivation are to employ a change of variables and
to define an appropriate weighted Laplacian. After deriving the diffusion equation, its basic properties are
shown.
To derive a version of the diffusion equation in an appropriate variable from the Fokker-Planck equation,
introduce ®; such that
pr = pa®y, (10)

where pg has been defined in (8). To write the equation for ®; in terms of a self-adjoint operator with
respect to an inner product, several operators and an inner product are defined below. First, let x¢ and its
inverse be given by

*q :TAFM = TA™* M and *g' :TA™ "M — TAFM,  k=0,1,...,m



with
. d -1 _ —-1,-1
*Gq = pax, and x5 =pgx T,

for pg # 0. Notice that
*(_;1 *Q = *GQ *(_}1 = Id.

In addition, let dg be the map such that
df, :TA*M — TA™ M, k=0,1,....,m
a dg «,

with
déa:: (—1)k*51d*ga, k=0,1,...,m.

From this definition it follows that d}; ® = 0 for any function ®. Thus,
dg =pg' d' pa, or equivalently df = pg dTG e (11)

from which dg dTG = 0. This dTG is called the co-derivative associated with pe in this paper.
Introduce the weighted Laplacian Ag acting on functions on M

Ag = dl d, (12)

which reduces to the standard Laplacian on M when pg = 1. To discuss properties of the weighted Laplacian
Agq, introduce

(,)g:TA*MxTA"M — R
(al,all) <aI’aH>G
with
<a1,aH>G:/ (aIA*aH) pa, Val,al'eTA*M, k=0,1,...,m. (13)
M

For the case of £ = 0, this definition is written as
(o', o), = / Py x1, Vol ot e TAM.
M
Then (, ). dg, Ag have the following properties. These properties are employed below without men-
tioning explicitly.
Lemma 2.1. 1.

<a1, aH>G: <aH, aI>G, Val,o' e TA*M, k=0,1,...,m.

2. (Adjoint of dTG is d). When the following boundary condition is satisfied:
@ dxpgalom =0,
it follows that
(da, q>>G —(a,d®)g, VYaelA'M, &eTAM.
3. (Adjoint of d is dg) When the following boundary condition is satisfied:
a' Axpaa|om =0,
it follows that

<daI, all >G = <aI, dz}aH>G, Vol e TA*M, oMl eTAFHIM, k=0,1,...,m.



4. (Decomposition of Ag into d). When the boundary condition is satisfied:
" dxpe d®'or =0,

it follows that
(Ag@', @) = (do', do') v ol o e TAOM.

5. (Self-adjoint property of Ag). When the boundary conditions are satisfied:
T dxpgd®'|or =0, and ®'dxpgd®"|or =0,

it follows that
(Lg@', @) = (o', Agd'™),, v ol o' e TAOM.

Proof. 1. The statement follows by o A xa!l = o' A xal for all a!, T € TA*M, k=0,1,...

2. Since the co-derivative associated with pg acting on o € TA' M is
dé a= —p{;l * tdxpaa,

it follows that
<d2r} a, <I>> = —/ (pg' * !t d*paa) A*xPpg = —/ ®(d*pga)
G M M

= —/ d(@*pga)—i—/ d@/\*pga:—@d*pga|a/\4+/ d® A *xpga
M M M
= 04+(d®,a); =(a,dd),.

3. It follows that

<da1,0¢H>G = /MdaIA*pGaII:/

M
= 0= /M ol Ndxpgall = (=1)F+ /M o Ax(papgt) *H dxpgalt

d(a' A xpgall) — (—1)k/ ! A dxpgall
M
= UM [t nplot e depe)al

M
= (_1)k+1/ ol Aspg(—1)FH dg ol
M
= / ozI/\*pc;dEaH = <o¢I, dI}OAH>
M G
4. Tt follows from item 1 that
(A, ®), = <dgdq>1, q>H>G — (da', da™),, .
5. Combining the proved equations, one has

(Agd', o), = <dgdq>1, q>H>G:<dq>1,dq>H>G: <q>1,de<1>II>G: (&', Agd™),, .



In Lemma 2.1, several boundary conditions have been imposed. These conditions are satisfied on closed
manifolds due to OM = (). For non-closed manifolds, such as R™, these conditions are not strong, because for
the case that h is divergent sufficiently fast at the boundary, pg = Z(;l exp(—ph) in (8) makes the boundary
terms to vanish. In what follows all of these boundary conditions are assumed to be satisfied.

In terms of the weighted Laplacian Ag and the change of variables (10), it is shown below, as the main
theorem in this subsection, that the Fokker-Planck equation is equivalent to the diffusion equation with the
weighted Laplacian.

Theorem 2.2. (Diffusion equation from the Fokker-Planck equation). The function ®, in (10) satisfies the
modified diffusion equation:

0
5% =~ A, (14)

where p; = pa®; solves the Fokker-Planck equation (1) with pg # 0 on M \ OM, and Ag = dg d defined
in (12) is the weighted Laplacian.

Proof. By integrating p;¢ over M with ¢ being an arbitrary function, and employing (1), one has

0
ot

After expressing (15) in terms of (, ), in (13), and recalling that ¢ is arbitrary, one completes the proof.
The details of calculations are as follows.
The left hand side of (15) is written as

0 o
E<pt7<> 8t< 1, Qg

The right hand side of (15) is written as follows. First, using (11) and (9), one has
s (ddp, ¢) = -p <deGpG dpe, ¢) == (dl o5 (@p)  C)
= -1 dng de(I)t+(I)tdpG)u<>G
1<olT (A0 + g 0idpa) )

H(D6®+dfpg eidps ¢ )

(pes ¢y = =671 (aldpr, ¢ )= (al prdh, ¢ ). (15)

G
-8
8"
and
—(d'pidn,¢) = —(pa'd'pepc"pidh, ¢) == (dbpg (@) dh, ¢ )
= —(dbeidn,¢) =57 (dhog'eidpa. C)

Hence, by summing the two obtained equations, the right hand side of (15) is expressed as

_ﬂ_l < AGQt ) <>G
Since the right hand side equals the left hand side, one has

0
ot

Since ( is arbitrary, one has (14). O

(@, C)g =B (LcPe, ()¢

Another derivation of (14) is shown in Section A.1. The operator A¢ is related to the so-called Witten
Laplacians, where the Witten Laplacians are widely discussed in several contexts. To avoid confusion, in
this paper, a weighted Laplacian associated with an inner product is called the Witten Laplacian, when a
weight is not identical. Hence several Witten Laplacians can be defined.



Remark 2.3. There are several studies on how to rewrite the Fokker-Planck equation in the literature. In
this Remark some of them are briefly discussed.

In Theorem 2.2 the change of variables, (10), is employed. This sort of change of variables was also
employed in [16] for deriving a diffusion equation from the continuous-time master equation without ap-
proximation. In addition, some changes of variables are discussed in Sections 5 and 6 of [36]. In particular
in Section 6.3 of [36], a transformation is presented in which a method of eigenfunction expansions can be
applied to the Fokker-Planck equation, and one operator in [36] is not self-adjoint (or equivalently, that
operator is non-hermitian). Meanwhile the present operator Ag is self-adjoint as shown in Lemma 2.1,
and hence a general theory of self-adjoint operators on manifolds can fully be applied to the study of the
Fokker-Planck equation. In the literature another self-adjoint operator acting on ®; = pal p¢ has been known
[41, 28]. To briefly discuss such an operator, let Lg ;, be the operator such that — Lgj, ®, is the right hand
side of (14) (see Propositions A.2 and A.3 in Section A.3 of this paper for properties of Lg p). It is unclear
how to generalize Lg j so that it can be applied to a k-form with £ > 1. An advantageous point of Aq is
that it can be generalized so that its action to k-forms is defined, TA*M — TA*M, k = 0,...,m. This
generalization should be dTG d+ ddg, by following the definition of the standard Laplacian for k-forms [5].
Another advantageous point is as follows. As shown in Proposition A.3, Ag is equal to a version of the
Witten Laplacian studied in [10] up to some constant. Hence existing theorems about the Witten Laplacian
can be applied to the Fokker-Planck equation.

In the rest of this subsection properties of ®; and (14) in Theorem 2.2 are shown.
In theorem 2.2, the diffusion equation is derived. Conversely, as shown below, the diffusion equation with
some conditions yield the Fokker-Planck equation.

Proposition 2.4. Let py be an equilibrium distribution function associated with a function h such that
po=0, and dpy=—Ppodh

In addition, let Ay = d(T‘)d be the weighted Laplacian with dg = Py Ydpo. Then the diffusion equation
associated with Ay,

o
50 = —B7 D, (16)

induces the Fokker-Planck equation.

Proof. Let p; = ®1pp. Multiplying both sides of (16) by po, one has

0 _ _ _ -
i —B 7 podfd @, = =B po(py " AT po) ddy = =B dT pod B
Since d py = pod @ + @, d po and d pg = —Bpo d h, one has
0 _ _
iPe =B d (dp = @ dpy) = —p dTdpy —dT pyd i,
which is the Fokker-Planck equation, (1). O

There are several properties of ®; as shown below.

Lemma 2.5. .
(B, 1) =(1,1)g =1, and <q>t, 1>G:o,

Proof. Straightforward calculations show that

<<I>t,1>G=/ @tpg*lz/ pex1 =1, and (1,1>G:/ paxl=1,
M M M

due to (2) and (7). In addition, it follows that

<(i)t; 1>G:<_ﬂ71AG(I)a 1>G:_ﬂ71<(1)’AG1>G:_[371<®70>G:O7



or when 0/0t and integral over M commutes,
. d d
b 1) == (@, 1)g=—1=0.
< ol)e =@t e= g
O

To show that ®; = 1 is stable under (14), one can construct a Lyapunov function, where the state ®; = 1
is equivalent to p; = pg due to p; = pgP:. To show this property of ®;, let T; be the function of ¢ defined
as

Tt;:é/ dq)t/\pg*dq)t2§<dq)t,dq)t>cr, vVt € R.

2 Jm 2

Then the following statements show that pg is attractive under the time-development.

Proposition 2.6. The function T; is a Lyapunov function for (14), and ®; = const. is asymptotically stable.

Proof. It immediately follows that Y; > 0, V¢t € R. The derivative of YT, with respect to t is calculated with
(14) to be

d )
ST = B(ddde) =B(—dBa, A ) = —(Lc, dhde, )

dt
= —(Lg®:, AgPi)g <0,
for all t € R. Combining Y; > 0 and Tt < 0, one concludes that T; is a Lyapunov function. The equality

holds when Ag®; = 0. Notice for ¢ being a constant that Age = dg de= dg 0 = 0. Applying the Lyapunov
theorem to this inequality, one completes the proof. O

From Proposition 2.6, the following holds:
Corollary 2.7.
lim &, =1, and lim pr = pc.
t—o0 t—o00
Proof. By Proposition2.6, ®; — ¢ as t — oo, where c¢ is constant, one has that
lim p; = pg lim @, = pge.
t—o0 t—o00

This and the normalization conditions, (2) and (7), yield

/Mtlir&pt*l—c/Mpg*l—l,

from which ¢ = 1. This completes the prove. |

2.3 Spectrum associated with the Fokker-Planck equation

In Section3, ODEs will be derived by reducing the diffusion equation (14), where (14) has been derived
from the Fokker-Planck equation. To this end several preliminary arguments are necessary, and they are
discussed in this subsection. Recall how the standard diffusion equation associated with the unweighted
Laplacian reduces to a set of ODEs. The strategy for reducing the modified diffusion equation is to modify
this reduction for the standard diffusion equation. Then, one recognizes that the spectrum of the self-adjoint
operator Ag plays a central role in this reduction associated with the Fokker-Planck equation. Hence in
this subsection attention is focused on the eigenvalue problem of A¢ first. Then its basic properties and
applications are shown.
Let ¢ be an eigenfunction of Ag labeled by s,

AG¢S:AS¢57 s=0,1,2,..., (17)

10



where )y is an eigenvalue, and all the elements of {¢4} are assumed to be orthonormal,
<¢5,¢5/>G:555/, 8,8120,1,2,..., (18)

with 55 being the Kronecker delta, giving unity if s = s’ and 0 otherwise. In addition all the elements of
{¢s} are assumed to be non-identically vanishing.
The following simple statement plays one of the central roles in the later sections.

Lemma 2.8. In(17), every eigenvalue \; is equal or greater than zero.

Proof. From (17), it follows for each s that

Ao { 0, 606 = (Mbas 0) = (Babss d0) = (dhdes, 60) = (do,. dd)g-

Combining this,
<¢57¢5>G:17 and <d¢sad¢s>(}20;
one has that A; > 0. O

In this paper ¢, is called the s-th mode, and the following ordering is assumed:
A=0< A <A<
The following is a basic statement for the eigenvalue problem.

Proposition 2.9. In (17), the 0-th mode always exists, and it is given by

¢o =1

Proof. The 0-th mode ¢y is obtained from Agpg = 0 as ¢g = 1, where (g, ¢ ) = (1, 1)g = 1 is satisfied
as required in (18). O

To obtain ODEs that are reduced from the Fokker-Planck equation, expand ®; in terms of {¢s} as
=Y aj¢s,  ¢. €TA'M (19)
s=0

where
a®:R — R s=0,1,...,
t — a;.

In this paper (19) is called the eigenfunction expansion of the Fokker-Planck equation or that of ®;. As
shown below, this expansion yields the dynamical system for af, and its time-scale is 371\, for each s.

Proposition 2.10. For each s, a satisfies the ODE

d — s
&af = _B 1)‘Sa’t7

whose solution is given by
ai = ajexp(—B 1\ t).

Proof. To derive the equation of af, take the inner product of (14) and ¢4 with a fixed s:
i _ ~1
(60, 80) = (00, =B 00D

11



The left and right hand sides of this are

0, B daj’ _dag
<¢57W>G - Zdt <¢Sa¢s’>G—dta

s’/

(¢, =B 0cP ) = B Avai (bs, bw)g = —B"\eatf,
S/
respectively. Since they are equal, one has that
d
&af = —B" "\, Vs
whose solution is immediately obtained. This yields the desired expression of the solution. |

Remark 2.11. The 0-th mode is interpreted as the equilibrium state. To see this, consider the special case

where there is only the 0-th mode, that is, ®; = a%¢o with ¢9 = 1. Then, it follows from Proposition2.10

that ®; = a8, where a8 is constant. From (10), it follows that p; = pa®: = agpg. This and normalization

conditions, (2) and (7), yield aj = 1. Hence this special case consisting only of the 0-th mode yields p; = pg,
and the 0-th mode expresses the equilibrium distribution function pg.

Remark 2.12. Tt follows from Proposition 2.10 with (19) that ®; has the countable time-scales {371 \s}:
o, = Z ag exp(—B7\s)ps.
s=0

In addition, since p; = pe®; in (10), p; also has the countable time-scales.

There are several applications of the eigenfunction expansion of the Fokker-Planck equation. In what
follows one of them is considered. Recall that the Fokker-Planck equation describes the time-evolution of the
probability distribution function, and hence one can define expectation value (or expected value) with respect
to the solution to the Fokker-Planck equation by integrating a function over possible states with a weight.
In this paper these expectation values are assumed to be identified with nonequilibrium thermodynamic
variables.

To write the expectation values in terms of a geometric language, let B; be a function on M. The
expectation value of By at t is expressed in terms of E;, where

E, :TA°M — R
Bl — Et [Bl]

with
Et[Bl] = / Blpt * 1. (20)
M

This time-dependent quantity can be written in terms of the inner-product:

Et[Bl]:/ Blpt*lz/ Bl(I)th*1:<Blaq)t>G-
M M

If By does not depend on ¢, then the following holds:

d

ﬁEt[Bl] = / Bipe®ix1=—B"1 (B, Aa®i)g=—B 1 (LAcBi, i)g -
M

Remark 2.13. When B; = 1, the normalization condition for p; is reconstructed in the sense that

d d
— 1= —E]=-8"1(Agl, &) =0
dt Mpt* dt t[] B < Gl t>G )

due to Agl =df,d1=d}0=0.
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There are several formulae regarding the expansion of By in terms of eigenfunctions. To show these,
expand By € TA°M in terms of {¢}:

By =) bugs, where bo= (¢, Bi)g €R, Vs
s'=0

This and

oo
pr = pc®i = pc Y _ ajes,
s=0

yield

E:[Bi]

/M Bipix1= ;bs/ /M o, ;af¢spg *1
ZZbS’af <¢s’ ) (bs >G = staf.

and if by, = 0 for all s, then it follows that

d - - S
—E[B1] = -8 (LB, & Yo =B ! Z)\sbsat.

dt

In addition, one has

’ d
Et[¢s] = //\/[ Psprx 1= Z <¢s’ y Gs >G U«f = a§7 and &Et[(bs] = _BilAsaf = _ﬁil)\s Et[(bs]

ry

The first equation above and (19) yield

O = (Bi[ds])¢s-
S
Before closing this section, it should be mentioned that, in the literature, there are several operators
that are analogous to dg d [22]. To compare the approach in this paper with the existing approaches, several
calculations are shown in appendix of this paper (see Section A.2). In addition in the case where the standard
exterior derivative and co-derivative d and d' are only employed, one can also have a PDE for ®; = pal Dt
as shown in Section A.3.

3 From the diffusion equation to a contact Hamiltonian system

In Section 2, a diffusion equation associated with a weighted Laplacian has been derived. In this section,
this diffusion equation is shown to induce a contact Hamiltonian system. In contact geometry, contact
Hamiltonian systems are defined on contact manifolds and employed to describe thermodynamics, where
contact geometry is an odd-dimensional analogue of symplectic geometry [4, 30]. After recalling contact
geometry briefly and fix our notation, it is shown how the diffusion equation induces a contact Hamiltonian
system.

3.1 Contact geometry

In this subsection necessary background of contact geometry is summarized.

A contact manifold is a pair (N, kera), where N is an odd-dimensional manifold and keraw = {X €
I'TN|a(X) = 0} with « being a contact form. The interpretation of N in this section is thermodynamic
phase space, whose coordinates represent macroscopic thermodynamic variables. Let dim N = 2n + 1, and
denote by d the exterior derivative, d : TA*N — TA*IN, (k= 0,1,...,2n + 1). A contact form a on '

13



is a 1-form that the form a Ada A --- Ada € TA?"A does not vanish anywhere. There are canonical
coordinates (p, q, z) with p = (p1,...,pn) and ¢ = (¢*,...,¢") such that the contact form is written as

n
a=dz— ijdqj.
j=1
As an example, the pair consisting of T*R"™ x R and ker « is a contact manifold, where T*R" is the cotangent

bundle of R", g denotes a point of R", p coordinates of T;R", z coordinate of R, and « is given above. Given
a function H on N, a vector field Xy, satisfying

ix, do=—dH+ (RH)a, and ix,a="H,

is called a contact Hamiltonian vector field, where H is called a contact Hamiltonian, R is called the Reeb
vector field that is the unique vector field satisfying 1rav = 1 and g d o = 0. In the canonical coordinates R
and Xy are written as

0 0 2 0 .0
R=— Xy =2— g ), — 4+ ¢ —
0z’ H Z@z+j:1 (pjapj—i_q 3(13)’
where
; oM oM OH " OH
qJ:——7 p:—+p—, ,?:’:H— Pi——), .:1,...777/. 21
51?]' J 6(]] Jaz ; Japj J ( )

Remark 3.1. To relate (21) with a dynamical system, " in the left hand side is identified with d /d¢. If H
is written as H = y1H(®) with some function H(®) and constant v; > 0, then v, gives a natural time-scale.
To see this, let t1 := «1t. Then t; can be recognized as a scaled time with a time scale ;. If introducing ¢4,
then ;7 does not explicitly appear in the dynamical system (21).

In the applications of contact geometry to thermodynamics, « is employed to express the laws of ther-
modynamics, and X4 preserves ker a. Equilibrium thermodynamic phase space is modeled by a class of
Legendrian submanifolds [32, 2]. The Legendrian submanifold £ is a submanifold, where dim £ = n and
the pullback of o to £ vanishes. One example of L is expressed with a function ¥ of ¢ in the canonical
coordinates as

“mon : 0
Ly = U Ly(q), CT'R" xR, with Ly(q):= { (p,q, z) ’ »

P = 50 #=vla) j=1,-..,n}.

There are several approaches to express nonequilibrium thermodynamic processes by means of contact ge-
ometry, [13, 6, 18].

3.2 Derivation of a contact Hamiltonian system

To derive a contact Hamiltonian system from the Wasserstein gradient flow or equivalently the Fokker-
Planck equation, thermodynamic variables are needed to be defined, since contact Hamiltonian equations
are equations for thermodynamic variables. In general, thermodynamic variables form pairs, and they con-
sist of intensive and extensive parameters [3]. In this paper they are called primal and conjugate (or dual)
variables, where primal variables often express externally applied fields, and the conjugate or dual variables
express expectation values. An example of this pair is an applied magnetic field and the magnetization for
an Ising spin system, where the magnetization is obtained by integrating a function over a state space with
the weight of a distribution function. As is known in equilibrium thermodynamics, given primal variables,
thermodynamic conjugate variables are obtained by differentiation of a moment generating function with
respect to the primal variables (see [27, 39] for applications of moment generating functions in statistical me-
chanics). In this paper, this known approach for equilibrium systems is extended to that for nonequilibrium
systems.

14



In this subsection, after introducing time-dependent thermodynamic variables and a time-dependent mo-
ment generating function, it is shown how a contact Hamiltonian equation is derived from the Fokker-Planck
equation. The principal step in this derivation, from a PDE to a system of ODEs, is to integrate functions
over M with a weight. In calculating various time-dependent quantities, the Fokker-Planck equation (1) is
identified with the diffusion equation (14) via the change of variables (10).

To describe a set of primal variables ¢ and its conjugate ones, let

q=(¢"¢*...,¢") €R", B=(By,Bs,...,B,) with B; € TA°’M, j=1,...,n
and .
q-B:= quBj e TA°M.

j=1

The time-dependent moment generating function,
M:RxR" — R,

(ta q) = Mt (q)a

is defined as

My(q) := E[exp(q - B)] = /M pcPrexp(q- B)x1= (%, exp(q- B))g - (22)

This generating function is employed to obtain expectation values. By assuming the commutability between
0/0q¢? and the integral over M, one has from (22) that

th(q) = E[Bjexp(q- B)] = /M pc®Bjexp(q- B)x1 = (®;, Bjexp(q- B) ), (23)

¢
where ®; has been given in (10) and this ®; is independent of ¢ - B but depends on h. An interpretation of
¢’ and
Ei[Bjexp(q-B)] or EB]
for each j is a pair of thermodynamic primal and time-dependent conjugate variables.
Since time-evolution is governed by the Fokker-Planck equation, asymptotic limits of (22) and (23) are
obtained with Corollary 2.7 as

Jm Mi(q) = (exp(g-B), 1)g = ¥a(9),
. 0 oY ,
tlggoaquMt(q) = (Bjexp(q-B), 1>G:8—;(q)’ j=1...,n

where we have introduced g : R” — R with

Yalq) == (exp(q- B), 1)g = /M exp(q - B)pa * 1. (24)
In addition, the asymptotic limit of M;(q) is expressed as
1 - ~
- _ L —6h R
)E{,loMt(‘J) = 7 Me *1, h:=h—-p3""q-B,

Za(q) / —Bh+q-B

= Z = q 1
Zc(0)’ ¢() M )

where an interpretation of h is the sum of a microscopic Hamiltonian and an energy due to an externally
applied field —3~1q- B, where h = In(pg exp(q - B)) + const.. To see this interpretation with n = 1, consider
a system consisting of interacting Ising spins as an example. Then h describes spin-spin interactions, 3~ !¢
a constant expressing an externally applied magnetic filed, and B denotes magnetization, the mean of Ising
spins. Analogously, In(p; exp(q - B)), the log of the integrand of (22) at t, is possibly interpreted as the sum
of a microscopic Hamiltonian and an energy due to an externally applied field up to an additional constant.
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Remark 3.2. The function ¢q is convex, since for any ¢ € R” the Hessian matrix (021 /03¢’ 0¢*) is positive
semi-definite:

q] qjqk/ B»Bkeq'Bpg*lz/ q-B)?e’B pg«1>0.
>3 vt -3 S vt | 5 [am

j=1k=1

Under these preliminary definitions, attention can now be focused on a contact geometric description of a
system, where this system is derived from the Fokker-Planck equation. Discussions below are divided into 2
cases. One is full-time scale dynamics, and the other is slowest-time scale dynamics. In the latter, a contact
Hamiltonian system is derived.

Full times-scale dynamics: a non-closed system

In the following several variables are introduced so that a contact geometric description of the Fokker-Planck
equation is established. Meanwhile the derivation of a contact Hamiltonian is not given here.

Introduce z(t; q),p;(t; q) with ¢ = (¢*,¢%,...,q") as

z(t;q) = Mi(q) = (P, exp(q- B))q
pi(t;q) = %Mt( ) = (®:, Bjexp(q- B) ), j=1,...,n.

These variables z and p contain all the time-scales {37 1\} as discussed in Remark 2.12, therefore its cor-

responding dynamics is called full time-scale dynamics in this paper. As is shown below, this dynamics on

a contact manifold is not written as a simple contact Hamiltonian system. Meanwhile making an approxi-

mation discussed later allows to write it as a simple contact Hamiltonian system, where this approximation

scheme is viewed as a projection of a function onto a subspace spanned by a set of lower eigenfunctions.
Let (p, q, z) be coordinates of T*R™ x R, and let a be the 1-form on T*R™ x R as

azdz—ipjdqj.

j=1
Then (T*R™ xR, ker ) is a contact manifold. Points on the Legendrian submanifold expressed in coordinates,

M

2=vale) pi=5,

o= U Losl@) Loola) = { #.4,2)

qeR

(q),j—l,...,n}, (25)

are interpreted as points of the equilibrium state. Consider dynamical behavior of z(¢;¢) on the z-axis,
and that of p(t;¢) on the p-axis. A natural question is whether or not the long-time limit of the point
(p(t;q),q, z(t;q)) is on the Legendrian submanifold. The answer is as follows.

Proposition 3.3. The long-time limit of the point (p(t;q),q,2(t;¢)) is on the Legendrian submanifold
Ly (q), where dynamics of z(t; ¢) and p(t; ¢) obeys the diffusion equation (14) associated with the Fokker-
Planck equation.

Proof. The long-time limits of z and p are obtained by using ®; — 1, (¢t — co) shown in Corollary 2.7 as

Jm z(tq) = (exp(q-B), 1)g = ¥a(9),
. L _ 0 _ g .
A pj(tig) = (Bjexp(q-B), 1)g = o0 (exp(q-B), 1)q = 8—qj(<J), j=1...n
Hence the point in the limit ¢ — oo is on the Legendrian submanifold Ly, (¢). O
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Remark 3.4. In many cases, ¢ = 0 is substituted after evaluating p;, and it is useful to expand z and p in
terms of q. They are calculated to be

n

Jim i) = vele) =1+ 300 (B L+ O),

=
o O 0 (q- B)? 3
tli)r{)lopg(ﬂQ) = 8—qj—a—qj<1+(Q'B)+ 20 +0(¢°), 1 .

n

= <Bj 1>(;+qu<Bj=Bk>G+O(q2)'
k=1

After clarifying the long-time limit, the next point of discussion is dynamical behavior of z and p governed
by the Fokker-Planck equation. First, observe that

d .

7 = <<I>t, exp(q-B)>G =B (Ac®, exp(q- B))g = =B (1, Acexp(q- B))g
d : , 4

&p] <q)tuBJeXp(qB)>G:_B_1<(I)t7AG(B]eXp(qB))>G7 ]:1,,TL

In general, the right hand sides of the equations above are not written in terms of z and p. In this sense,
they are not closed.
Slowest times-scale dynamics: a contact Hamiltonian system

To obtain a closed dynamical system on TR™ x R, some approximation is introduced below. This ap-
proximation is to neglect the fast-time scales, and leads to a contact Hamiltonian system. More precisely,
this approximation scheme is based on a projection of ®; onto the subspace spanned by ¢¢ and ¢,. This
projection of ®; then induces the corresponding projections of z and p.

Before addressing this approximation, recall that the O-th mode exists as shown in Proposition2.9. Then
the next point of discussion is the 1st mode. The following 2 cases for the 1st mode are considered separately.
However the conclusion on one side is equal to a conclusion on the other.

e Case I: There is no degeneracy:
0:)\0<)\1<)\2<"'. (26)

In the case of nodegeneracy, consider the following formal expansion:

O = Y ajds = > ajexp(—BT A\ t)o,
s=0 s=0

= a?qﬁo 4 a%d)l 4= a8¢0 o—B ot —|—a(1)¢1 0B Nt T
— tadro N o

Note that the terms a§¢s, (s = 1,2,...) are written from (27) as
abpr = lim e N (B, — Do), adp = lim o Nt (@t — B — abn e*ﬁ’lm) ,
t—o0 t— o0

Then, differentiating ®; in (27) with respect to ¢ and recalling ®, = 1 from Corollary 2.7, one has

B hadpre P M
—B7IN (P — 1) 4 -

b,

Let us define the equation associated with the approximation by this neglect:
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Definition 3.5. Dynamics generated by

D) =1+aj¢i(§), VEeM, VieR (28)
that satisfies the PDE 5
5@ ="\ (@ - 1) (29)

is called the slowest time-scale dynamics, its solution ®; is called the slowest time-scale mode, and the
equation the slowest time-scale mode equation, in this paper.

Notice that (28) can be viewed as a projection of ®; onto the subspace spanned by ¢g and ¢1, and can
also be viewed as a truncation of the eigenvalue function expansion.

e Case II: There is degeneracy of the form,
0:/\0<)\1:)\2:"':)\y<)\y+1<"'.

Analogous to (28), let
—dgt _
D% =1+ (ahpr + -+ afd,) exp(—B~ Art).

. o=d .
Then this ®, & satisfies
0 —dgt —dgt

=8, = —p"'\ (‘1% —1). (30)

Since (30) in Case II can be identical to (29) in Case I, these 2 cases are not distinguished below.
The following is a remarkable property of (28).

Proposition 3.6. The slowest mode (28) satisfies the modified diffusion equation (14).
Proof. Differentiation of (28) yields

o B B _
5% = B adn =5 (B - 1),
A(;Et = G%A(;¢1 = )\1(1}¢1 = )\1 (6,5 — 1) .

Combining these equations, one has that

o _
E(I)t =B 1Ac®y,

which is (14). O

Proposition 3.6 shows that the approximation, or the projection, (28) is adequate in the sense that full
time-scale mode ®; and slowest time-scale mode ®; obey the same PDE. Hence, this adequate approximation
preserves, for example, Lie symmetries of differential equations [34].

It is straightforward to verify by S~*A; > 0 that

6,5 = 1+ (60 —1) exp (—ﬁ_l)\l t)
= 1+agexp(—5~"\it)on,
lim &, = 1 (31)

t—o00

To compare the asymptotic behavior of ®, and ®,, the following can be employed:

| ©:(6) = Fu() | = | afoa(©) e 4|, VeeM.

18



This yields _
lim | (&) — ®4(¢) | =0, VEeM.

t—o00

To see the approximation in the original variable, introduce
Py = pGat. (32)
Then this p, satisfies the PDE

0_ _ _
5P = =B\ (B, — pa),

which is derived by differentiating both sides of (32) with respect to t. In addition, p, is a relevant approxi-
mation in the sense that the asymptotic limits coincide:

lim | pi(€) = 7,(€) | = pa(€) lim | D¢(€) — @e(€) | =0, VEe€M.

t—o00 t—o0

When neglecting higher order (or fast time-scale) modes, i.e., ¢s = 0 is substituted for s > 2, as shown
below, a closed system for analogues of z and p is obtained. To obtain such a closed system of ODEs,
introduce the slowest time-scale moment generating function

M:RxR*" — R
(t7Q) = Mt(q)v

with - _
My(q) = (@, exp(q- B) )

and introduce the dynamical variables Z and p with p = (py,...,D,,) such that

Z(t;q) = Mi(q) = (P, exp(q- B) ), (33)
ﬁj(t;q) = %Mt() <$t,Bjexp(q-B)>G, j=1,...,n. (34)

Consider dynamical behavior of Z(t; ¢) on the z-axis, and that of p(¢;

q) on the p-axis. One then finds that
there are similarity between z(t; ¢) and Z(¢; ¢), and between p(t; ¢) and p(t;

t;q). These are described as follows.

Proposition 3.7. The long-time limit of the point (p(¢;q),q,Z(t;¢)) is on the Legendrian submanifold
Ly (q) of the contact manifold, where dynamics of Z(¢;¢) and B(t; q) obeys the slowest time-scale mode
equation (29).

Proof. A proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.3. |

The main theorem in this paper is as follows. With the variables Z and P, one has a contact Hamiltonian
system.

Theorem 3.8. (Approximate Fokker-Planck equation and contact Hamiltonian system). The time-development
of Z, p and ¢ is identified with a contact Hamiltonian system on T*R" x R, where dynamics of Z and p is
governed by the slowest time-scale dynamics.

Proof. Substituting the slowest time-scale mode (29) into the time-derivative of Z and P, one has the closed
dynamical system:

d —
7 = A1, (g B) ) =B M (vala) - 7)
d 0
TP = “BTM(% -1, Blep(q- B))g _51A1<ai? _p])’ SR
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To imitate this dynamics of Z and P by means of contact geometry, one introduces a dynamical system on a
contact manifold. More specifically, a contact Hamiltonian system is introduced as follows. Choose H as a
contact Hamiltonian to be[13, 6]

with 71 # 0 being some constant. From the coordinate expression of the contact Hamiltonian vector field (21),
the corresponding contact Hamiltonian system is expressed as

_pj>7 5271(1#(;((])—3), j=1,...,n.
By identifying
71 =B,

one recognizes that the Fokker-Planck equation with the slowest time-scale is exactly same as the contact
Hamiltonian system. O

Integral curves of the contact Hamiltonian flow in Theorem 3.8 are explicitly written in coordinates as

0 0
WO =50, B0 = 5@+ (@) -0 e =L

and

Z(t;9) = ¥(9) + (Ya(q) —2(059)) e ™" .
As can be seen from this explicit expression, 71 is the natural time-scale (see also Remark3.1). From
the expression of p, (t;q), one can express an approximated expectation value of Bj, as well as the exact
expectation value that has been defined in (20). To express the approximated one for a given B; € TA' M
at ¢, introduce

E :TA'M — R
Bl — Et[Bl]

as
Ei[B1] ::/ Blﬁt*lz/ Bipg®; * 1. (36)
M M

From (36) with p,(t; ) in (34), one has

— 0 0
5] =7, (10) = 5010) + (G

(0) _1_9]‘(0;0)) e Mt G =1,...,n.

In addition, from (33) and (36), Z(t; ¢) is interpreted as the approximated moment generating function:

¢ [exp(q - B)] = Z(t; ).

Remark 3.9. By Theorem 3.8, a procedure is obtained, in which, for a given pair (h,q) € TA°M x R", a
contact Hamiltonian H € TA?(T*R"™ x R) is obtained systematically. This H is given by

H(P,q,7) = B M (dale) - 2),

where 1 (q) has been given by (24) as the integral involving h over M, Z and p have been given by (33)
and (34) respectively, and A\; has been the 1st eigenvalue of Ag.

Remark 3.10. Given a function B; € TA° M that does not depend on ¢, consider E;[B1] in (20) and E;[B]
in (36), where they are unrelated to a contact Hamiltonian system in general. Then from Corollary 2.7 and
(31), it follows that the asymptotic limits of these variables coincide:

lim Et[Bl] = tll}I?oEt[Bl] = <1 y B1 >G .

t—o0
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In this subsection the contact geometric description of the Fokker-Planck equation has been discussed,
where the variable Z is chosen to be the moment generating function, and the equilibrium distribution
function does not depend on g and B. Meanwhile in the literature dynamics of the minus of a free-energy F',
(6), is often considered [13, 18, 7]. To compare the present choice of z with the existing one, the case with
z = —F is considered in Section A.4. Note that in [15], another choice of z was studied.

3.3 Dynamics depending on externally applied fields

In Section3.2, &; = palpt given by (10) is employed to show the relation between the Fokker-Planck
equation and a contact Hamiltonian system, where p; obeys (1). The asymptotic limit of p; is the stationary
distribution function pg given by (8), and pg is independent of g - B. Here, recall that ¢ is a set of primal
variables and and the integrals of B yield the conjugate thermodynamic variables, as mentioned in Section 3.2.
This B is interpreted as a set of externally applied fields. Meanwhile, one can consider the case that the
stationary distribution depends on (g - B), and it is discussed in this subsection.

Consider the case that the stationary distribution depends on externally applied fields. For this case, one
introduces

h = h—p""g-B), €TA’M xR"),
pe = 25 exp(—ph) = Zg exp(=Bh+q- B), €TA’(M xR"),

where ZG depends on  and ¢g. The principal role of ZG is to normalize pg such that

/ ﬁg*lzl.
M

Note that the integral is over M, not M x R™. In addition, x1 is a volume form on M, not on M x R".
The relation, _

B 'dpe = —pgdh,
holds and is used to derive a diffusion equation from the Fokker-Planck equation. The Fokker-Planck equation
for p; € TA°(M x R") is

o _ B _ o~
5 = —pdTdp —dTpdh
= —p'dldp —d'p(dh— B g dB).

Notice that the time-evolution of p; depends on ¢ and B, which is dissimilar to the time-evolution of p;.
To derive the corresponding diffusion equation, introduce ®; such that

ﬁt - ﬁG(’it;

and the inner product

for at,a'l € TA¥(M x R™), k =0,1,...,m, such that
Za/aqjalzm/aqj&nzo, j=1,...,n.
In addition, the weighted Laplacian can be defined as
_ .t
JACRES d@ d,

with dL o = ﬁéldT paa for all @ € TA¥(M x R"), k = 0,1,...,m. It is then natural to consider the
eigenva?ue problem: o
Aé¢‘5:)\5¢57 SZO? 17"'7
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and the formal expansion:

O, =Y s, s €TA' M xR,
s=0

with @ being a function ¢t — a;, Vs. Note that, unlike A, XS depends on ¢ for each s in general. Normal-
izations are imposed such that

<$S;$S’>é:(sss/- 5,8 =0,1,....

In addition, one can show that Xs > 0 for all s by arguing as in Lemma 2.8.
Repeating the derivation of the diffusion equation for ®; (see Theorem 2.2), one derives

O ~ B ~
50 =5 NPy

To see the asymptotic limit of p, let
-~ B - -
Tt == d(I)t/\pG*d(I)t.
2 Jm

Then applying a similar argument in Proposition 2.6, one has that Yt is a Lyapunov function. By following
the same argument as in Corollary 2.7, the asymptotic limit of p; is pg:

lim &,(¢) =1, and lim 5(§) = pa(€), VEe M xR"

t—o00

To derive a contact Hamiltonian system, define the slowest time-scale mode P, as
&)gl) =1 +2i%51

This 59) satisfies
OB =g (B0 1)
Dynamics generated by this PDE is called, by abuse of terminology, the slowest mode dynamics in this paper.
In addition @1) satisfies
£ =3 (3 -1).
and the diffusion equation:

0~ - =(1
§<1>§ V= g agdl.
Since A; > 0, this ;Iv)El) satisfies
Jim () =1, VEe M xR"
—00
To construct a contact Hamiltonian system, introduce

() = /M ped(” explq- B)x1= (8" exp(a-B) ) (37)

ﬁé-l)(t; q) = /M pga),gl)Bj exp(q-B)*x1= <§>§1> , Bjexp(q - B) >G , j=1,...,n. (38)

Note that pgexp(q - B) = Zapa(# pe) and that the employed inner product has been ( o in (13),

not (, )g. The reason why (, )5 is not employed is that the quantity ( B;, B;)g depends on ¢ even for

time-independent functions B; and B;. This t-dependence yields
d /~ ~(1) .
5<<1>§”,Bj>67é <<1>t ,Bj>~, j=1,...,n,
G
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which may not lead to a closed equation.
Consider dynamical behavior of Z(!) on the z-axis, and that of p") on the p-axis. Regarding the time-
evolution of (37) and (38), one has the following.

Proposition 3.11. (Approximate Fokker-Planck equation depending on externally applied field). The time-
development of Z(!) and f)él), (j = 1,...,n) is described on T*R" x R, where dynamics of Z(!) and 13§1) is
governed by the slowest time-scale dynamics. Their asymptotic limits are on the Legendrian submanifold
generated by 1.

Proof. From (37) and (38), one has that

d ~(1) I
17 71 = <<I>t ,exp(q-B)> =-4 1)\1<<I>§1)—1,exp(q-B)> =871\ (wg( )—zl))
a
d R &;(1) Biexp(q-B) ) =—B8"'\ <&>(1) —1, Bjexp(q- B)>
dt g t ) o t » a
_ Mg ~(1) .-
- ﬂ A <(9J<q>_p] ) j_la"'anv
where g has been defined in (24). Then it follows from (37) and (38) that
Jim Z0(tq) = (1, exp(g- B) ) = val9),
L), _ , ALE -
Jm pi(tig) = (1, Bjexp(q- B))g = aqj(), ji=1...,n

This shows that, for a fixed ¢, the asymptotic limit of a point is on a point of the Legendrian submanifold
Lo (q). O

Notice that the obtained system of ODEs in Proposition3.11 is different to that in Theorem 3.8, since
the eigenvalue A1 depends on ¢ in general. To see this difference, consider the contact Hamiltonian

HOFED, q,70) = 57X (0) (vala) - 2V),

which is analogous to but different to # in (35). From (21), one has the contact Hamiltonian system:

2= A = 5N (vele) - 20).
) 0 O\ . )
@ o= 0, by =p"N <(;/q’f “‘”)wl g (ol —20), G=1.n

(1 .
The differences between [é ) and p,; are

(1)

p; ; *ﬂ 18/\1(

velq) — ?”) j=1,...,n,

which vanish in the asymptotic limit, ¢ — co. From this discussion associated with Theorem 3.11, one notices
the following.

Remark 3.12. If 9X;/d¢7 = 0 for all j, then the time-development of Z() in (37) and 5V in (38) obeys a
contact Hamiltonian system.
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3.4 Example

In this subsection the case of M = R is considered as an example. After discussing basic properties for this
case, a Hamiltonian h is chosen and focused, and its corresponding contact Hamiltonian H and its variables
are explicitly obtained. This analysis demonstrates how the general theory of this paper is applied.

Let = be the coordinate of R, where x also denotes a point of R. In addition let the Riemannian metric
and its canonical volume-form to be

g=dr®duz, *l =dux.

The equilibrium state is totally characterized by the Gibbs distribution function in (8). Then the next
target is to analyze nonequilibrium states with the Fokker-Planck equation in the present framework. From
straightforward calculations, the Fokker-Planck equation (1) is expressed in coordinates as

9 a0 o
o't~ 022" T ar \ "oz )
that is 5 5 5 oh
N _ _1_ -
2" = oz <ﬁ 0z 8:10) pr- (39)

The point of departure is to discuss the eigenvalues of Ag. The eigenvalue problem Ag¢s = As¢ps for an
s-th mode is equivalent to

_pal * ! d*pc dos = As¢s,

which is,
d*pG d¢s = - AspG¢s * 1.

This reduces further. To ease of notation, ’ denotes 9/dx, with the use of
pe = —Bh'pg, and xdz=1,

one calculates

dxpcdgs = d(xpadydr) =d(pads) = (pads + peds)dz
= (pady — BN pady)dw,
)\spG¢s *x1 = )\spG¢s dz.

Hence the eigenvalue problem is equivalent to
@Y — BR ¢l + Nsgps = 0. (40)

This equation is a special case of the Strum-Liouville equation, and various theorems are known [45]. For
s =0 with Ao = 0, (40) reduces to

5= BHdh,
Its solution is found to be

do(z) =1,
where (o, ¢o)g = 1 is satisfied so that (18) holds for s = " = 0. The modes ¢, with s > 1 should satisfy
(¢s, do)g = 0.

On this manifold, we consider the Hamiltonian on R,
22
h(z) = o (41)
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Physically this h is the total energy of a free particle with g > 0 being mass. In addition, z is interpreted as
momentum of the free particle, the metric ¢ measures the norm of the momentum for a unit mass particle,
and (41) can be written as

1 . 0
h@) =g (#5.97), p=wde=g(p", ) €T;Q, P =25 €TyQ, q€Q,
1 Ox
with @ being a 1-dimensional manifold. For this Hamiltonian the Gibbs distribution function (8) is

2

-1 x . 271'/1,
pa(x) = Zs exp (—ﬁ—) , with Za =4 —,
the weighted Laplacian Ag acting on a function f on R is
IR 0 [ _g.2 af 0% f 4, Of
A e e B | df=— Bx?/(2p) Y Baz=/(2p) X _ _Z S 1727
af =—pg * dxpcdf e 7 \© 9 922 T B T

and the eigenvalue equation is written as
—¢! + BT wdl = Neps, s=0,1,....

This equation is the Hermite differential equation up to some coefficients, and the solutions for lower eigen-
value labels are

)\0 = 07 ¢0(.’L’) = 17
A1 :ﬂ,u_lv (bl(x) :(bl(l)xa Tty

where ¢1(1) is the normalization constant. Note that (¢o, ¢o)o = 1 and (¢1, ¢o ) = 0 are satisfied, and
¢1(1) is determined by (1, ¢1)o = 1. The explicit form of ¢1(1) is obtained with

/OO g2 =B’ /1) q g = % 7T(2;3)3,

as

¢1(1) = <ﬂ—3)1/4-

2
The slowest time-scale mode equation (29) is expressed for this model with \; = Bu~! as

0 — —
E(I)t = —M_l(q)t — 1)

The slowest time-scale mode is then
@y(z) =1+ caexp(—p~'t), where c:=®(1)—1=agp:(1).
This @, satisfies the modified diffusion equation, as stated in Proposition 3.6 and verified from

&q)t =—ptexze™ 't and - BIAGDE = B lce <—— + B,ulx—) .
T

In addition, from (32) with this ®;, one has the approximate distribution function p, = pg®;:

pe(x) = Zg " exp(—Ba?/(2p)) [L + cxexp (—p~'t)]

which is a truncation of the exact distribution function pi(x) = pa®¢(z):

pi() = 75" exp(—Ba2/(21)) [1 + caexp (—u~t) + ga(a) exp(—F~Dat) + -+ .
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This p, captures the asymmetry p,(—x) — p,(z) # 0 at finite ¢ with z # 0, and shows relaxation p,(—x) —
pi(z) = 0, t = oo. These properties also hold for p;. For a set of some functions B = (Bj, ..., B,) and
q=1(q",...,q") € R, let

Yalg) = (exp(q-B), 1>G=/exp(q-B(w))pG(:v)d:v

R

2
= Zﬁl/exp <—[3x—+q-B T ) dzx.
o 5 +4-B(@)

and

Z(t;q) = (P, exp(q- B) >G =75 / O, exp(—p2®/(2u) +q- B)dx

R
pi(tiq) = (@, Bjexp(q-B))q
= zZg" / &, Bj(z)exp(—B2?/(2u) +q-B)dz, j=1,...,n
R

By Theorem 3.8, the dynamical system for (p, ¢, %) is written with the contact Hamiltonian

HP.q,%) = p ' (Yalq) — 2).

In particular choose n = 1 and B = z as a simple case. In this case, one has
0o 22
Z(El /_OO exp (—BZ —i—qac) dx
Zg" exp (2/; 2) / exp (—%(m - ﬁ_1MQ)2> dz = exp (2/% 2)

The asymptotic limit of a point (P, ¢,Z) on T*R x R is a point on the Legendre submanifold generated by

this ¥q:
Lye = {(ﬁ,q,?) ’ p= gleP (2/; 2) Z = exp (%(f)}.

Then the approximated expectation value of By = x at ¢, defined in (36), is calculated as

Ya(q)

Elx] -z [ " B exp(—pa?/(2m)) da

/ 1+ cre ™ it )xe_ﬁw G dy=c —e_’flt/ 22 e B/ (20) 4 o
\/ 2 \/

= cuple”

where ¢ = ad¢1(1) is a constant involving the initial point for the contact Hamiltonian system. The physical
interpretation of E;[x] is, by recalling (41), the average of the momentum x. To obtain more accurate
expressions, fast time-scales with Ao, A3, ... should be taken into account.

Consider the case where dynamics involves ¢ - B as discussed in Section 3.3. The most critical parameter
is the 1st eigenvalue of Ag. For the case that n =1, B =z, and

z? 1
W) =5, —F 4z

one starts with 8
P = 25" exp (=fh + qz) = 25" exp (‘ﬂ‘”2 i q"”) ’
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where the partition function is calculated so that pg is normalized as

ZG = /jo exp (—;%f—l-qx) dxr =exp (%(f) ,/271-7#.

The eigenvalue equation dé d¢75 = ngbs, s=20,1,..., is written in coordinates as

—0+ (Bt - )9l = Aebs, s =01,
whose solutions for lower eigenvalue labels are

XO = O, go(l') =1

M=ppTl i) = di(1) (z = B ),

with 51 (1) being a normalization constant. From Remark 3.12 with O\ /0q = 0, it follows that the dynamical
system for 21 and p(Y) with By (x) = x is a contact Hamiltonian system on T*R x R.

4 Discussions and Conclusion

In this paper, it has been shown how the Fokker-Planck equation yields a class of contact Hamiltonian
systems. A crucial point in this derivation has been to derive a diffusion equation and to employ several
properties of a weighted Laplacian, where the diffusion equation with the weighted Laplacian have been
derived from the Fokker-Planck equation on a Riemannian manifold. This Laplacian is self-adjoint with
respect to an introduced inner product for forms, and the slowest time-scale eigenfunctions and eigenvalues
have been employed to construct closed dynamical equations for expectation values. This set of dynamical
equations has been shown to be a contact Hamiltonian vector field.

In the following contact geometric equilibrium and nonequilibrium statistical mechanics are briefly sum-
marized, so that the significance of the claims in this paper is illustrated.

e Equilibrium statistical mechanics provides links between phase space of microscopic dynamical systems
and equilibrium thermodynamic phase space. To show this schematically, let M be phase space of a
microscopic dynamical system, = be a set of coordinates of M, R™ be the space for externally applied
field, N' = T*R" x R be thermodynamic phase space, and £ C AN be a Legendrian submanifold
expressing a set of equilibrium states. Since the space of Hamiltonians is TA° M, one of the roles of
equilibrium statistical mechanics is summarized as the diagram,

TAM X R™ oo » LCN, (42)

C
where A -=» B means that C provides B from A. To express (42) in coordinates, let h be a Hamil-
tonian, ¢ € R”, and Ly, be the Legendrian submanifold generated by some function . Then (42) is
expressed in coordinates as

(h(x).q) - ren » Ly(a). (43)
The diagram (43) is a standard treatment of contact geometric thermodynamics [31].

e Nonequilibrium statistical mechanics provides links between microscopic dynamical systems and nonequi-
librium thermodynamic systems. When restricting attention to derivations of macroscopic thermody-
namic dynamics from microscopic systems, by identifying dynamical systems with vector fields on
manifolds, the role of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics is summarized as the diagram,

ITM x R - 222200200 s TTN. (44)

statistical mechanics
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For the case that M is a symplectic manifold, a Hamiltonian on M determines a vector field uniquely,
and a contact Hamiltonian on A/ determines a vector field uniquely. Note that, by recalling the use of
a Hamiltonian A in equilibrium statistical mechanics, this h as an element of TA° M need not induce
a vector field. When a Hamiltonian and external fields are enough to specify microscopic dynamics,
(44) can be expressed as

PAOM x R™ - oo > TAON. (45)

statistical mechanics

In coordinates, when a pair (h, ¢) is given, (45) is expressed with = for M as

nonequilibrium

(h(x)v(J) _______________ * 7‘[(]3,(],2), (46)

statistical mechanics

where H € TA° is a contact Hamiltonian and (P, ¢,%) is a point of N.

In this paper, one explicit realization of (46) has been proposed, as has been summarized as Theorem 3.8
with Remark3.9. One recognizes that one open problem in contact geometric thermodynamics had been
to systematically determine a contact Hamiltonian H from a given h. A solution to this problem has been
given in this paper.

There remain unsolved problems that have not been addressed in this paper. They include the following.

Obtain a contact Hamiltonian from a given dynamical spin system, where phase space of the spin
system is discrete. For instance, consider the Glauber system that is a well-studied toy model in
nonequilibrium statistical mechanics. Since its dynamics is based on the master equation, and is
defined on discrete phase space, the reduction method presented in this paper is inapplicable. An
approach for this discrete system is expected to be established by combining the study in Section 3 of
this paper and techniques developed in [16], where in [16], a discrete diffusion equation was shown to
be derived from a master equation.

Establish a perturbation theory for Section 3 of this paper, so that the faster time-scale modes of the
weighted Laplacian are incorporated order by order.

Establish a method to obtain contact Hamiltonians from nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations [9], since
a natural extension of the linear Fokker-Planck equation is a nonlinear one.

Extend the existing supersymmetric method for solving the Fokker-Planck equation by means of the
present method [37], since the present method may include the so-called supersymmetric method that
can be applied to the Fokker-Planck equation.

Explore a relation between the present study and information geometry [24]. This is because infor-
mation geometry is compatible with nonequilibrium statistical mechanics [15, 14], clearer relations are
expected to be found with the present approach.

Show how symmetries associated with M are reflected in A. In particular for the case when M is a
symplectic manifold, how symplectic reductions in M are reflected in A/ should be clarified [4, 30].

Extend the present theory to describe systems with phase transitions [17, 18], where singularities are
developed on free-energy curves.

Explore how symplectic topology and contact topology [30] can be applied to the present theory.

By addressing these together with the present study, it is expected that a relevant and sophisticated geometric
methodology will be established for dealing with nonequilibrium phenomena.
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A Appendix

A.1 A simplified proof for Theorem 2.2

The following is another proof for Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Using

dpr = @;dpg+pcd® = P(—Bpcdh)+ ped Py,
pedh = pc®idh,
B dpi+pdh = B paddy,
d'(67 dp+pedh) = AN (pod @),

and substituting p; = pe®; into the Fokker-Planck equation, (1), one obtains that
9 4= —p'dl(psd @
PG ot ¢ =03 (pG t)-

To reduce this equation further, the identity (d" pg)a = (pa dg)a, for all @« € TAFM, k= 0,1,...,m is
applied. This holds due to
d' pea = pepg' d paa = padf; a,

where (11) has been employed. Applying the identity with o = d ®;, one has that

0

5 2e=—0" df, d @,.

This is identical to the modified diffusion equation (14) with the diffusion constant 3=1 due to Ag = dg d. O

A.2 Various weighted Laplacians

The operator Ag = dTG d in (12), with dg = pal df pe is closely related to the so-called Witten Laplacian,
and there are several variants of the Witten Laplacian. In this subsection some of them are briefly discussed.

1. Firstly, define dw as

dw :TA*M = TAFIM, k=0,1,...,m
a — dwao

with
dy = e’ de Pl (47)

For example, the action of (47) to a function ® is

dw ® = e’ d(e " @) =d® — fddh, VP e A°M,
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and dw dw ® = 0 can be verified. The corresponding adjoint operator of (47) with respect to ( , ) in
(13) is denoted by di,v. Note that if another inner product was chosen, such as the standard one ( , )
in (3), then the following argument would be significantly changed. The adjoint operator of dyw with
respect to (, ) is shown simply as

dly =d. (48)
To verify (48), let ol € TA*~! M and o' € TA* M. Assume that the boundary term vanish. Then it
is verified by

<dwa1,aH>G = /(eﬁhdefﬁhal)/\*efﬁhanz/ d(e P oty A«
M M

= e Pt Axa|op + (—1)k/ e al Ax(x7Hdxall)
M

= /aI/\*efﬁthaH:<aI,dTaH> .
M G

By extending the standard procedure to define the Laplacian on a Riemannian manifold, one defines
Aw : TA°M — TA° M. This Aw acting on a function is defined as A := dIN dw, which is

Aw = d dw,

It can be shown that eigenvalues of this Witten Laplacian are equal or greater than 0. Both Ag and
Aw can be extended for k-forms if needed.

The explicit form of the Witten Laplacian Aw acting on a function p is
Awp=dldwp=d"dp—pd (pdhn).

There is a sign difference between the equation p = —3~'Awp and the Fokker-Planck equation (1).

. Secondly, define

D:TA*M — TAFIM, k=0,1,....m
a —= D«

with
D:=e hdefh, (49)

This is also employed in the literature. The adjoint of D with respect to the standard or unweighted
inner product ( , ) in (3) is obtained. Write this adjoint of (49) as DT, and it is

Df =P dlfefh, (50)

When the boundary term vanishes, D in (50) is verified to be the adjoint of D for a' € TA*~! M and
o € TAP M as

(Do, o)y = /(e_ﬁhdeﬁhal)/\*anz/ d(e® oty Ae Pl st
M M
= / d(eﬁhal/\e_ﬁh*an)—i—(—l)k/ P ol Ax(xEdre Pl
M M

= o AxaNgm + (—1)’“/ o A k(P %"t d e Pl ol
M

= <a1, eBthe_'BhaH>.
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There are several ways to express D and Df, including
D=d+8dhA,  Df=dl+(=1)"Biqps,
where the following isomorphism has been introduced:
PTA'M = TTM
a = o,

with af € T'TM being such that o = g(af, —) € TA'M. The action of D to a k-form « is calculated
from (50) as
Dia = AM(—D)F«td(e ™ xa) = (=1)Fx7L e e Ph(—Bdh) Axa + e P dxa]
(=1D)F <71 [(=Bdh) Axa+dxa] = (AT a) + (=181 (dh A *a).

The action of DI D to a function is calculated from
DO®=dd+pddh, V®ecTA'M
as

DID® = DId®+ddh)=d(d®+ABdh) + B+ L [dhAX(dD + BB dA)]

dTd® +BdN(@dR) + B+ (AR Axd®) + 2B «L (dh Axdh)

dTd® — B+ (AR Axd®+Bdxdh) + B+ L (AR Axd®) + 2«1 (dh Axdh)
= d'd® — o+ tdxdh+ 2O« (AR A*dh)

= d'd® +pedTdh+ 2@ g((dh)F, (dh)?),

where the following have been employed:
ATddh=—+x1d(@+dh) = -+ (dPAxdh+Ddxdh) = -+ (dhAxd D+ Dd*dh),

and
*x“H(dh Axdh) = g((dh), (dh)F).

Note that it is unclear how D' D is exactly corresponding to the Fokker-Planck equation.

A.3 An expression of the Fokker-Planck equation

There are several expressions of (14). In this section one of them is shown. Specifically, a PDE for ®; = p(_}1 1
without use of Ag is shown below.

Proposition A.1. The Fokker-Planck equation (1) can be written in terms of ®; and A :=d' d as

O = 7 D0 — (AR, (AR))), (51)

with af € T'T M being such that a = g(af, —) € TA' M.

Proof. The derivation of (51) is to substitute the assumed form p; = pg®; into the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion (1). The details of calculations are as follows.
Since pg = exp(—ph + ¢) with ¢ = —In Zg and p; = pe®P; in (8) and (10), one has

dp, =e Mo d, — o, dh),
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and then

di(p;dh) = —+1d(p,xdh)
= —« '(dp Axdh+p dxdh)
= —x e Pt d, — BB, dh) Axdh+e PP D, dxdh)
—e Phte T (ddy — BBy dh) Axdh + B, dxdh],

and

gldTdp, = —p xtdx(dp) = =B xHde T x(d B, — BB, d D))
= Bl —ge Phtedn Ax(d @, — BO,dh) + e PhTeda(d ®y — D, dR))
e Phte T Hdh Ax(d®, — BB, dh) — B d(d D, — BB, d h)].

Summing the 2 terms above, one has that
g rdldpy+dl(pdh) = —ple e, ldx(dd, — O, dh) —e oD, xtdxdh
eBh—c (ﬁ*l dtdp, + dT(ptdh)) — Blat (d®, — B, dh) + @, dTdh
= pgtd'de, —d' o, dh+ &, dTdh
BladTdd, + 1 (A®, Axdh),
where in the last line
dP (®,dh) = =+t d(®yxdh) = —x 1 (AP, Axdh+ Pydxdh) = —+ 1 (dD, Axdh) + P, d dh,

has been used. Since
* 1A ®; Axdh) = g((d @), (dh)),

the Fokker-Planck equation (1) can be written in terms of ®; and A := d"d as (51). O

This derived PDE for ®;, (51), is the PDE discussed in Section 2 of [28], up to some constant and the
convention of the sign for the Laplacian. In [28], the transform p; — ®; = pg'p; is called the ground state
transform. In addition to [28], several studies of (51) exist in the literature [41].

To see a property of the right hand side of (51), define

Lgp:TA°M — TA'M

P — L,@)h (I),
with
Lgp®:=p71dTdo ++1(d®Axdh), VP ecTA'M, (52)
so that (51) is written as
)
—®y = —Lg; @,
ot t B,h ¥t

The following is known in [41], and its proof is written with the notation employed in this paper as follows.

Proposition A.2. When the boundary term vanishes, this L j is self-adjoint with respect to ( , ), Lgh =

Lgﬁhl
(Lgn @', @) = (o', Lyp@"),, Vol o' e TAO M,

in addition, the following holds:

(Lgp@', @") =p~"(de' do™),, vo!l o' e TAYM.
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Proof. They are proved as follows. The main part of the proofis to show < Lgp @', o >G =31 < dot, 4ol >G.
After showing this, by exchanging ®' and ®!!, the proof is completed.

First, one calculates (Lg , ®', ®'1) . straightforwardly. From the identity d(e~#"*e @) = e=#hFe(d T~
B®1d h), it follows that

g1 <de<I>I, (I)II>G

-B~ / oy dxd @'

= B~ / 5h+c(I)H)/\*dq)I_ﬂflefﬁthc(I)H*d(I)IbM
= B~ / e Phteplly A xd !
= g (de",do"), - (®"dhr,dd"),
and
(¥ H(d@'Axdh), "), = /M e Phte (APt A xdh) = /MdélA*eﬁthC(IJHdh

= (®"dh,do"),.
Summing these 2 obtained equations, one has that
<Lﬁ,hq)1, (I)II> =B (doM, d(I)I>G
Exchanging ®' and ®'! in the equation above, one has (Lg  ®', ®!! >G = (@', Ly, o >G. O

From Proposition A.2, the eigenvalues of Lg ; are greater or equal to zero, which can be proved by a
similar manner as in the proof of Lemma 2.8.
The relation between Lg j and Ag is given as follows.

Proposition A.3.
Ag® =L ®, VO e TAM.

Proof. By straightforward calculations with (12) and (52), one has

Ag® = dide=—-e"x1d (e xd @)
= —efheyTle P (L BAR AXdD +dxd D)
Bx 1 (AP AxdR) —x1dxd®
Bg ((d®)F, (dh)*) +dfd®
= PLsn®,

which is the desired equality. O

In the case of compact manifolds, the lower bound of the non-trivial first eigenvalue of Lg j, was estimated
n [10]. Since the eigenvalues of Aq coincide with the ones of S Lgj due to Proposition A.3, this estimate
and its related studies are expected to clarify a general property of relaxation processes that take place on
compact manifolds.

A.4 Several choices of z

In the literature [6, 18], the case with z = —F is studied, where F' is given in (6). In this subsection, for the
case of z = —F, it is shown that a construction of a closed dynamical system for Z is possible, where Z obeys
the slowest time-scale dynamics. In addition z = (®;, h) is also considered, where h is the microscopic
Hamiltonian. By recalling (6), this z is interpreted as internal energy, z = H.
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Choose z to be —F, that is expressed in terms of (, )s:
2= —F=F71(®, In(pa®) ) + (P, h)g
With the slowest time-scale dynamics developed in Section 3.2, introduce
Z(t) = B (P, In(pcdy) >G + (P, h)es
where ®; obeys (28). Notice from Remark 3.10 that

tllglo (1) = t1i>r£o Z(t) =2(c0),

where
E(OO) = 671 <17 1an>G +(1, h>G
To derive an ODE for Z, with the use of (29), differentiation of Z with respect to ¢ is calculated as

%7 = B [-B""'\ <6t — 1, In(pc®:) ) — BN (P —1,1 Vo) — BN (D -1, h)a
BB (B (o) )+ (Fr b~ B (1, (o) ]
(

+B87 M (1, h)g — /3 A (@1, 1),

= B '\[z-87"(1, ln(pG(I)t)>G]+ﬁ*1/\1<1,h>G_ﬁ*2)\1<6t,1>G
= BN [E-8""(1,Inpc)g] +B A (1, h)g
= B\ (Z-2(0 ))

The right hand side in the obtained equation is written in terms of Z only, and in this sense this equation is
a closed system.
As another example, choose z := (®;, h ), and let

Z:= (P, h)y = Ei[h].
In this case, one has the closed dynamical system for Z:

d 1
SE= BTN {1, h)g).

The asymptotic limit of Z is obtained as Z — (1, h ), t = 0o, which is

lim E[h) :/ hpg * 1.
M

t—o0

This can be compared with full time-scale dynamics as follows (see also Remark 3.10). Without introducing
a contact manifold, the asymptotic limit of full time-scale dynamics is written for z = (®;, h )y, as z —
(1,h)q,t— oo from Corollary2.7. Thus the asymptotic limit of z is the same as that of Z.
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