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Abstract

In neuroscience, scientists have some hypotheses on the brain’s critical dynamics, which means the brain
may stay in a phase transition state between ordered and disordered activities. Some tipping points, as a past
of no return, can be critical for neural diseases. Therefore, a key question is how the critical brain hypothesis
relates to pathological conditions compared with normal brain functionality.

Action functional between two meta-stable states in stochastic dynamical systems is a good tool to study
the critical transition and tipping. Here we extend the conventional Onsager-Machlup action functional of
finding the most probable transition pathway to be looking for the evolutionary transition dynamics between
two meta-stable invariant sets. Hence a rich theory from Schrödinger Bridge and Optimal Transport is brought
in to solve this problem. Furthermore, different from various early warning indicators via statistics, bifurcation
theory, information theory, statistical physics, topology, graph theory, we propose a novel viewpoint of early
warning indicators in the space of probability measure, which facilitates us to build indicators based on action
functional.

To validate our framework, we apply this methodology to a Morris-Lecar model introduced to analyze
the transition dynamics between a meta-stable state and the homo-clinic orbit. Besides, the real Alzheimer’s
data from ADNI database is also investigated to study the early warning signals of transition from healthy
to pre-AD states. This framework not only extends the transition path to be pathway measures between two
given densities on invariant sets but also shows potential ability for early warning indicators or biomarkers in
complex diseases.
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1 Introduction
Transition pathway stands as a pivotal instrument in elucidating critical transitions or tipping phenomena

within dynamical systems subject to intricate stochastic influences [1,2]. Strategies for the effective identification
of transition pathways encompass a range of methodologies such as action functional theory [3], path integral
methods [4], optimal transport, etc.. Given the inherent complexity arising from the high dimensionality of
real-world data with the intricate nature of invariant manifolds in dynamical systems, the Schrödinger bridge
emerges as the optimal solution.

The Schrödinger bridge can be construed as a stochastic process aimed at identifying the optimal transi-
tion path measure in consideration of Brownian motion between two prescribed marginals. The Schrödinger
bridge problem was originally introduced by Schrödinger [5] and can be construed as the optimal transport
problem with entropy regularization. The study of the Schrödinger bridge problem is motivated by three main
factors. Firstly, Schrödinger’s original thought experiment in statistical mechanics, addressing a large deviation
problem rooted in quantum mechanics, serves as a foundational impetus. Secondly, the application of Sanov’s
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theorem [6] and Gibbs’s principle of conditioned reflection [7] facilitates the determination of the most prob-
able Zustandverteilung (macroscopic state), akin to resolving a maximum entropy predicament. This scenario
stands as an early and pivotal illustration of inference methodologies guiding the selection of a posterior dis-
tribution while minimizing assumptions beyond available data. The third motivation lies in perceiving these
challenges as a means of regularizing the optimal mass transfer (OMT) problem [8–12], thereby addressing its
computational intricacies [13–15]. Indeed, the OMT problem represents the scenario in which the diffusion
coefficient of Schrödinger bridge tends towards zero. Subsequently, significant efforts [16, 17] have been di-
rected towards computing regularized OMT through algorithms of the Iterative Proportional Fitting (IPF) [18]
-Fortet [19]-Sinkhorn [20] type.

Discovering a meaningful and computationally efficient approach to interpolate a high-dimensional proba-
bility distribution stands as a challenge of profound scientific importance, including generative modeling [21],
transfer learning [22], cellular biology [23], etc.. Currently, an increasing body of research leverages the
Schrödinger bridge methodology to address this challenge. Pavon et al. [16] introduce an iterative procedure
that employs constrained maximum likelihood estimation instead of nonlinear boundary couplings. They utilize
importance sampling to propagate the functions 𝜙 and 𝜓 in solving the Schrödinger system, drawing inspiration
from Fortet-IPF-Sinkhorn type algorithms. Wang et al. [24] present a two-stage generative model employing
entropy interpolation with the Schrödinger Bridge. They develop their algorithm by incorporating the drift term,
estimated by a deep score estimator and a deep density ratio estimator, into the Euler-Maruyama method. Bortoli
et al. [25] introduce a novel framework that provides an approximation of the IPF method for addressing the
Schrödinger bridge problem. This framework presents a computational tool for optimal transport, serving as
a continuous state-space counterpart to the well-known Sinkhorn algorithm. Chen et al. [26] establish a com-
putationally feasible Schrödinger bridge connecting paired data by introducing a versatile reference stochastic
differential equation. This approach enables the generation of mel-spectrograms from latent representations of
clean text. Chen et al. [27] present a computational framework for likelihood training of Schrödinger bridge
models. Drawing from the theory of forward-backward stochastic differential equations, they transform the op-
timality conditions of Schrödinger bridge into a system of stochastic differential equations, facilitating efficient
model training. By leveraging Schrödinger bridge theory, these methods enhance the efficiency of computing
transition measures between distributions to a certain degree.

Various intricate dynamical systems, spanning ecosystems [28], climate [29, 30], economic structures [31]
and social frameworks [32, 33] can manifest a tipping point, triggering a complete system collapse [34, 35].
Forecasting these tipping points represents a significant and exceedingly arduous challenge. Recent examples
garnering significant interest involve the dieback of the Amazon rainforest [36], the extinction of species in
ecosystems [33, 37] and the onset of special disease states such as atrial fibrillation [38]. Tipping points,
aligning with the concept that minor alterations at a specific juncture can yield substantial and enduring
repercussions within a system, encapsulating the idea that small changes can yield significant outcomes. The
detection of early warning signals which imminent critical transitions is crucial, given the substantial challenges
involved in reverting a system to its previous state following such events [39, 40]. The phenomenon of critical
slowing down underpins various effective indicators in Early Warning Systems (EWS), encompassing heightened
autocorrelation [35], variance [41, 42], and higher-order moments such as skewness and kurtosis [43] of the
system’s response amplitude distribution, which fluctuate as the system nears a critical point. These metrics are
derived from data employing a sliding window technique. The relevant quantiles are assessed within a window
comprising multiple data points in the time series, sliding forward at a suitable time increment to capture temporal
variations. Certain scenarios exist where transitions occur without preceding critical slowing down [44, 45].
Subsequent studies tackle this constraint by employing multivariate data analysis to assess false alarms [46],
incorporating metrics such as link density [47], clustering coefficient [48], characteristic path length [49], etc..

In summary, the goal of the present study is to model and analyze the brain activity and disease data to
identify early warnings of abrupt changes, with stochastic dynamical systems. Our main contributions are

• Define an action functional as early warning indicator in probability measure space.

• Develop an efficient way to detect transition paths between two compact invariant manifolds.

• Validate our method to real ADNI data.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, to review the backgroud knowledge of
Schrödinger Bridge and its equivalent formulations. Following that, we propose a novel tipping indicator in
probability space, which is the action functional of path measure of the Schrödinger Bridge. Next in Section 4,
we validate our framework by numerical experiments on real ADNI data. Finally, we summarize in Section 5.
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2 Bakground knowledge on Schrödinger Bridge
The most probable stochastic evolution between two prescribe marginal distributions 𝜌0 and 𝜌1 corresponds

to the solution of the Schrödinger bridge problem:

P𝑆𝐵 := argmin{𝐷𝐾𝐿 (𝑃∥𝑊) |𝑃 ∈ D(𝜌0, 𝜌1)} (1)

where D is the space of probability measures on Ω = 𝐶 ( [0, 1],X), and 𝑊 ∈ 𝑀+ (Ω) is the reference path
measure on Ω. Here X is a complete connected Riemannian manifold without boundary, 𝑀+ (Ω) denotes
positive measures on Ω.

Consider the Schrödinger bridge problem with prior �̄�, which has the canonical coordinate process

𝑑𝑋𝑡 = 𝑓 (𝑋𝑡 )𝑑𝑡 + 𝜎𝑑𝑊𝑡 (2)

The various dynamic formulations can be written as [50]

min
𝑢∈U
J (𝑢) = E

[ ∫ 1

0

1
2𝜎2 ∥𝑢∥

2𝑑𝑡
]
, (3)

𝑑𝑋𝑡 = [ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝑋𝑡 ) + 𝑢𝑡 ]𝑑𝑡 + 𝜎𝑑𝑊𝑡 , 𝑋0 ∼ 𝜌0 (𝑥)𝑑𝑥, 𝑋1 ∼ 𝜌1 (𝑦)𝑑𝑦, (4)

where the familyU consists of adapted, finite-energy control functions. The optimal control is

𝑢∗𝑡 = 𝜎
2∇ log 𝜑(𝑡, 𝑋𝑡 ), (5)

where (𝜑, �̂�) solve the Schrödinger system

𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝑡
+ 𝑓 · ∇𝜑 + 𝜎

2

2
Δ𝜑 = 0, (6)

𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · ( 𝑓 �̂�) − 𝜎

2

2
Δ�̂� = 0 (7)

with the same boundary conditions.

2.1 Equivalence between Onsager-Machlup action functional and Schrödinger bridge
The most probable transition pathway of a stochastic process between two metastable states could be

charactered by the Onsager-Machlup action functional. This scenario can be viewed as a specific instance of
identifying the most probable transition path between two specified marginal distributions, i.e. two Dirac delta
distributions. Huang et al. [2] prove the equivalence between the Onsager-Machlup action functional and the
corresponding Markovian bridge process. They refer

𝑑𝑌𝑡 = [ 𝑓 (𝑌𝑡 ) + 𝜎2∇ log 𝑝(𝑥𝑇 , 𝑇 |𝑌𝑡 , 𝑡)]𝑑𝑡 + 𝜎𝑑𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇] (8)

as the bridge SDE associated with Eq.(2). This equation is originally derived by Doob [51] from the probabilistic
perspective via the Doob h-transform of SDE (2). The relationship between most probable transition pathway
and Markovian bridges is shown in [2] (Theorem 3.9) as follows:

Theorem 2.1. (Sufficient & necessary characterization) Suppose that the assumptions H1 and H2 in [2] hold.
(i). The most probable transition path(s) of the system (2) coincide(s) with the most probable transition path(s)
of the associated bridge SDE (8).
(ii). A path 𝜑∗ ∈ 𝐶2

𝑥0 ,𝑥𝑇 [0, 𝑇] is a most probable transition path of (2) if and only if it solves the following
first-order ODE

𝑑𝜓∗ (𝑡) =
[
−∇𝑈 (𝜓∗ (𝑡)) + 𝜎2∇ ln 𝑝 (𝑥𝑇 , 𝑇 | 𝜓∗ (𝑡), 𝑡)

]
𝑑𝑡, 𝑡 ∈ (0, 𝑇), 𝜓∗ (0) = 𝑥0,

where 𝑝(·, ·|·, ·) is the transition density of the solution process of (2).
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2.2 Relationship between Benamou-Brenier problem and Schrödinger Bridge
The dynamic version of the OMT problem was already accomplished by Benamou and Brenier [13] by

𝑊2
2 (𝜈0, 𝜈1) = inf

(𝜇,𝑣)

∫ 1

0

∫
R𝑛
∥𝑣(𝑡, 𝑥)∥2𝜇𝑡 (𝑑𝑥)𝑑𝑡,

𝜕𝜇

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · (𝑣𝜇) = 0,

𝜇0 = 𝜈0, 𝜇1 = 𝜈1.

(9)

The fluid-dynamic formulation for Schrödinger bridge can be derived as [52] the problem

inf
(𝜌,𝑣)

∫
R𝑛

∫ 1

0

[
1
2
∥𝑣(𝑡, 𝑥)∥2 + 𝜎

2

8
∥∇ log 𝜌∥2

]
𝜌(𝑡, 𝑥)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑥

𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · (𝑣𝜌) = 0,

𝜌(0, 𝑥) = 𝜌0 (𝑥), 𝜌(1, 𝑦) = 𝜌1 (𝑦).

(10)

The fluid-dynamic formulation (10) could be thought of as regularizations of the Benamou-Brenier problem (9).
As 𝜎 → 0, the solution to this problem (10 converges to the solution of the Benamou-Brenier problem (9) OMT
problem [13].

2.3 Forward-Backward Stochastic Differential Equations Theory
Denote 𝑅 ∈ 𝑀+ (Ω) as a Markov measure, its forward stochastic derivative 𝜕 + ®𝐿𝑅 is defined by[

𝜕𝑡 + ®𝐿𝑅𝑡
]
(𝑢) (𝑡, 𝑥) := lim

ℎ↓0
ℎ−1𝐸𝑅 (𝑢 (𝑡 + ℎ, 𝑋𝑡+ℎ) − 𝑢 (𝑡, 𝑋𝑡 ) | 𝑋𝑡 = 𝑥) (11)

for any measurable function 𝑢 : [0, 1] × X → R in the set dom ®𝐿𝑅 for which the limit exists 𝑅𝑡 − 𝑎.𝑒. for all
0 ≤ 𝑡 < 1. Since the time reversed 𝑅∗ of 𝑅 is still Markov, 𝑅 admits a backward stochastic derivative −𝜕 +←−𝐿 𝑅
which is defined by [

−𝜕𝑡 +
←−
𝐿 𝑅𝑡

]
𝑢(𝑡, 𝑥) := lim

ℎ↓0
ℎ−1𝐸𝑅 (𝑢 (𝑡 − ℎ, 𝑋𝑡−ℎ) − 𝑢 (𝑡, 𝑋𝑡 ) | 𝑋𝑡 = 𝑥) (12)

for any measurable function 𝑢 : [0, 1] × X ← R in the set dom ®𝐿𝑅 for which the limit exists 𝑅𝑡 − 𝑎.𝑒. for all
0 < 𝑡 ≤ 1.

Denote ®𝐿𝑅 =
←−
𝐿 𝑅 = 𝐿 without the superscript R and without the time arrows, since R is assumed to be

reversible.
To give the expressions of the generators→ 𝐴 and

←−
𝐴 , we should introduce the carré du champ of 𝑅 as

Γ(𝑢, 𝑣) := 𝐿 (𝑢𝑣) − 𝑢𝐿𝑣 − 𝑣𝐿𝑢 (13)

In general, the forward and backward generators
(
𝜕𝑡 + ®𝐴𝑡

)
0≤𝑡≤1

and
(
−𝜕𝑡 +

←−
𝐴 𝑡

)
0≤𝑡≤1

of 𝑃 depend explicitly on
𝑡.

Under some hypotheses in [11] on measure 𝑅 , the forward and backward generators of 𝑃 are given for any
function 𝑢 : [0, 1] × X → R belonging to some classU of regular functions, by{ ®𝐴𝑡𝑢(𝑥) = 𝐿𝑢(𝑥) + Γ (𝑔𝑡 ,𝑢) (𝑥 )

𝑔𝑡 (𝑥 ) , (𝑡, 𝑥) ∈ [0, 1) × X
←−
𝐴 𝑡𝑢(𝑥) = 𝐿𝑢(𝑥) + Γ ( 𝑓𝑡 ,𝑢) (𝑥 )

𝑓𝑡 (𝑥 ) , (𝑡, 𝑥) ∈ (0, 1] × X
(14)

where 𝑓𝑡 , 𝑔𝑡 are defined by{
𝑓𝑡 (𝑧) := 𝐸𝑅 ( 𝑓0 (𝑋0) | 𝑋𝑡 = 𝑧)
𝑔𝑡 (𝑧) := 𝐸𝑅 (𝑔1 (𝑋1) | 𝑋𝑡 = 𝑧)

, for 𝑃𝑡 -a.e. 𝑧 ∈ X .

Rigorous statement and proof are given in [53].
In the following example, we employ Chen et al. [27] as our computational framework for find the optimal

transition path measure in forward-backward SDE.
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3 Tipping indicator in probability space
Sudden transitions to a different state, once a threshold is passed, is known as tipping. Tipping point refers

the critical point in a situation, process, or system beyond which a significant and often unstoppable effect or
change takes place. Tipping points often characterize the situation when a system experiences abrupt, rapid
and sometimes irreversible changes. Mathematically, a tipping point is regarded as a critical state connecting
the states before and after the bifurcation in a complex dynamical system. However, the general concept of
the tipping point is not only limited to the transition through a bifurcation point, but it could also be related
to the abrupt transition caused by instantaneously internal switches of structures or/and alterations of internal
parameters. Ashwin et al. identify three mechanisms of tipping: bifurcation-induced, noise-induced, and
rate-induced tipping [29].

Among various early warning indicators with methods in statistics, probability, bifurcation theory, informa-
tion theory, statistical physics, topology, graph theory and etc.,

[54] In climate dynamics, various regions in the world have been classified as tipping elements as they are
considered to be under the threat of a critical transition. The definitions of ”tipping elements” here inspires us
the following definition of critical transition and tipping indicator in probability space.

Definition 3.1. (Tipping in probability space) A tipping point in probability space exits if there exists a control
parameter 𝜌 with a critical value 𝜌𝑐, at which a small parameter variation (𝛿𝜌 > 0) leads to a qualitative change
𝐶 in our tipping indicator, i.e.,

|𝐹 (𝛿𝜌 + 𝜌𝑐) − 𝐹 (𝜌𝑐) | ≥ 𝐶.

In [55], a cost function which is a perturbed version of the Wasserstein cost 𝑊2
2 is introduced to define that

for any regular function on the set of probability measures.
It is natural to associated Lagrangian with this. Here we denote our indicator as the action functional defined

on the optimal path measure via Schrödinger bridge. Denote 𝜇∗𝑡 as the optimal path measure, then our indicator
is:

𝐹 (𝜇∗𝑡 ) = 𝑊2
2 (𝜈0, 𝜈1) = inf

(𝜇,𝑣)

∫ 1

0

∫
R𝑛
∥𝑣(𝑡, 𝑥)∥2𝜇𝑡 (𝑑𝑥)𝑑𝑡. (15)

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) Dynamical landscape of the Morris-Lecar model. (b) ADNI data after reduction.

4 Experiments

4.1 Morris-Lecar model
The Morris-Lecar model is a simplified two-dimensional biophysical model of action potential generation

proposed by Catherine Morris and Harold Lecar. The model has three channels: potassium ion channel, calcium
ion channel and leakage current channel. The model is represented as follows
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𝑑𝑣𝑡 =
1
𝐶
[−𝑔𝐶𝑎𝑚∞ (𝑣𝑡 ) (𝑣𝑡 −𝑉𝐶𝑎) − 𝑔𝐾𝑤𝑡 (𝑣𝑡 −𝑉𝐾 )

−𝑔𝐿 (𝑣𝑡 −𝑉𝐿) + 𝐼] 𝑑𝑡 + 𝜎𝑑𝑊𝑡 ,

𝑑𝑤𝑡 =𝜑
𝑤∞ (𝑣𝑡 ) − 𝑤𝑡
𝜏𝑤 (𝑣𝑡 )

𝑑𝑡,

where,

𝑚∞ (𝑣) = 0.5
[
1 + tanh

(
𝑣 −𝑉1
𝑉2

)]
,

𝑤∞ (𝑣) = 0.5
[
1 + tanh

(
𝑣 −𝑉3
𝑉4

)]
,

𝜏𝑤 (𝑣) =
[
cosh

(
𝑣 −𝑉3

2𝑉4

)]−1

Here,𝑊𝑡 is a Brownian motion, and𝜎 is the nonnegative noise intensity. The variable 𝑣𝑡 represents the membrane
potential, and 𝑤𝑡 ∈ [0, 1] represents the activation variable of potassium ion, representing the evolution of the
opening probability of potassium ion channels. The parameters 𝑔𝐶𝑎, 𝑔𝐾 and 𝑔𝐿 are the maximum conductances
of calcium channel, potassium channel and leakage current channel, respectively. 𝑉𝐶𝑎, 𝑉𝐾 and 𝑉𝐿 are the
reversal potentials of the above channels, respectively. The parameter 𝐼 represents the impressed input current
from the environment, and 𝑚∞ and 𝑤∞ are the steady-state values of the opening probability 𝐶𝑎2+ channel and
𝐾+ channel, respectively. Parameter 𝐶 is the membrane capacitance, and 𝜙 represents the change between the
fast and slow scales of the neuron. 𝑉1, 𝑉2, 𝑉3, and 𝑉4 are the parameters selected for the clamp data.

(a) T=20, N=200, g=0.3, forward (b) T=20, N=200, g=0.3, backward

(c) T=20, N=200, g=0.5, forward (d) T=20, N=200, g=0.5, backward

Figure 2: Transition path dynamics between a stable state and invariant manifold in Morris-Lecar system. Upper
row: evolutionary pathways when terminal time T = 20 and noise strength g = 0.3, from forward SDE (Left) and
backward SDE (Right). Bottom row: evolutionary pathways when time T = 20 and noise strength g = 0.5, from
forward SDE (Left) and evolutionary pathways from backward SDE (Right).

Figure 1(a) shows the phase diagram of the Morris-Lecar model, it is a bistable system, with a unique stable
fixed point and a stable limit period (the large limit period in Figure 1). In addition, it is worth noting that there

6



Figure 3: The evolutionary density from stable sets to target sets under T=20, g=0.3.

Figure 4: The evolutionary density from stable sets to target sets under T=3, g=1.

are also unstable periodic solutions (the small limiting period in Figure 1). The trajectory separates these initial
conditions approaching the stable fixed point from those approaching the large stable limit cycle. The stable
limit cycle corresponds to the continuous oscillation state of the neuronal system described by the Morris-Lecar
model, while the unique fixed point corresponds to the resting state of the neuronal system.

Figure 2 shows the transition path dynamics between a stable state and invariant manifold. We can see that
as the noise increases, the transition path will reach the area with further distance. We can also see the terminal
time effect of different 𝑇 values. Figure 3 and Figure 4 shows the time evolutionary density with different noise
strength and terminal time.

4.2 ADNI dataset
Our data is from https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/kaushalsethia/alzheimers-adni (Samples in Figure 5). In

order to visually display the variation of the distribution based on Schrödinger bridge in probability space, we
need to reduce the dimension of the data to the plane. Firstly, the VAE model is used to extract features from
the representation space, and the image data is reduced to 20-dimensional vectors. Then, the 20-dimensional
vectors are embedded into the 2-dimensional space by t-SNE method. The following is the visualization of
healthy and AD patients after VAE and t-SNE reduction (Figure 1(b)).

We can now use the embedding densities of the two data sets to compare the tipping phenomena. From
Figure 6, we can see the time evolutionary density from healthy state to Alzheimer state. This is the optimal
transition path between the two states via Schrödinger bridge, which is guranteed to be convergent based on
the forward-backward SDE with the loss function in Figure 7(b). The inidicator in Figure 7(a) shows time
consistency of the biggest density change over time.
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Figure 5: ADNI data for healthy brain and mild disease brain.

Figure 6: The evolutionary density from health to Alzheimer.

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an novel and effective method for automatically identifying abnormalities in neural

images. Our approach leverages Schrödinger Bridge with early warning indicators which facilitate us in two
aspects. On the one hand, we investigate the transition path dynamics in terms of path measures between two
meta-stable invariant sets. On the other hand, we study the early warning signals of real ADNI data via action
functional in probability space. The ability to identify transitions between meta-stable states plays a pivotal role
in predicting and controlling brain behavior and functionality. We here find that action functional indicator in
probability space a good metric to measure the sudden discrepancy as density changes over time.

There are still many challenging problems need to be solved in the future. For example, as the geometric
representation of images on low dimensional manifold can greatly affect the convergence of our algorithm, one
important direction is to develop better algorithms considering geometric properties of the given densities.
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(a) (b)

Figure 7: (a) The action function indicator defined in Eq.(15) varies over time. (b) Loss over iterations.

Data availability
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