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Abstract Entropy, its production, and its change in a dynamical system can be under-

stood from either a fully stochastic dynamic description or from a deterministic dynam-

ics exhibiting chaotic behavior. By taking the former approach based on the general dif-

fusion process with diffusion 1
αD(x) and drift b(x), where α represents the “size param-

eter” of a system, we show that there are two distinctly different entropy balance equa-

tions. One reads dS(α)/dt = e
(α)
p + Q

(α)
ex for all α. However, the leading α-order, “ex-

tensive”, terms of the entropy production rate e
(α)
p and heat exchange rate Q

(α)
ex are ex-

actly cancelled. Therefore, in the asymptotic limit of α → ∞, there is a second, local

dS/dt = ∇ · b(x(t)) +
(
D : Σ−1

)
(x(t)) on the order of O(1), where 1

αD(x(t)) rep-

resents the randomness generated in the dynamics usually represented by metric entropy,

and 1
αΣ(x(t)) is the covariance matrix of the local Gaussian description at x(t), which is

a solution to the ordinary differential equation ẋ = b(x) at time t. This latter equation is

akin to the notions of volume-preserving conservative dynamics and entropy production in

the deterministic dynamic approach to nonequilibrium thermodynamics à la D. Ruelle. As a

continuation of [17], mathematical details with sufficient care are given in four Appendices.
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1 Introduction and summary

Stochastic dynamics, as a mathematical concept at a fundamental level, embodies the three

most important dissipative phenomena in statistical physics: the transport of mass (diffu-

sion), energy (heat conduction) and momentum (viscosity). Therefore, one asks not how

irreversibility arises from deterministic reversible dynamics, rather one studies what re-

versible dynamics is in stochastic processes [17]. In recent years, the theory of stochastic

Markov dynamics has provided a coherent narrative of nonequilibrium thermodynamics at

a mesoscopic level; see [36,45] and the references cited within. By “mesoscopic”, we mean

a mechanistic description of dynamical systems of complex individuals in terms of stochas-

tic processes [32]. At the center of this new development is an entropy balance equation,

mathematically derivable, in which the notion of entropy production has been firmly estab-

lished [44,23,37,48,31]. By introducing a “system’s size parameter” α, one can confidently

investigate macroscopic thermodynamics as the limit of the mesoscopic description: It has

been shown that Gibbs’ equilibrium chemical thermodynamics of heterogeneous substances

is the emergent large deviations theory of a Delbrück-Gillespie process of chemical kinetics

[14,15,16]. It seems that “stochastic kinetics or kinematics dictates energetics” [34,24].

Consider the general diffusion process with continuous state space R
N and in continu-

ous time, with its Fokker-Planck equation [37,31,17]

∂fα(x, t)

∂t
= ∇ ·

(
1
αD(x)∇fα(x, t)− b(x)fα(x, t)

)

, (1)

where α represents the size of a system, b(x) is the drift field, 1
αD(x) denotes the non-

degenerate diffusion. It is understood that fα(x,0) = δx0
with x0 ∈ R

N arbitrarily given.

More mathematical details with care are given in Appendices.

The Shannon entropy functional S = S[fα], which is defined by

S = −
∫

RN

fα(x, t) lnfα(x, t)dx,

has an instantaneous rate of change:

dS

dt
= ep +Qex, (2a)

where the entropy production rate ep and heat exchange rate Qex are given as

ep =

∫

RN

[
1
αD(x)∇fα(x, t)− b(x)fα(x, t)

]
·
[

∇ ln fα(x, t)− αD−1(x)b(x)
]

dx (2b)
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and

Qex =

∫

RN

[
1
αD(x)∇fα(x, t)− b(x)fα(x, t)

]
·
[

αD−1(x)b(x)
]

dx. (2c)

While ep is positive, Qex can have either signs.

If the drift b(x) has a potential U(x) such that

b(x) = −D(x)∇U(x), (3)

then

Qex = −α

∫

RN

[
1
αD(x)∇fα(x, t)− b(x)fα(x, t)

]
· ∇U(x)dx

= α
d

dt

∫

RN

fα(x, t)U(x)dx = α
d

dt
Efα [U ].

For this class of systems, one can in fact introduce a new functional F = αEfα [U ]−S, and

then dF/dt < 0. The potential condition implies that Qex can be expressed as α times the

change of the mean energy Efα [U ]. The stationary state of such a system is an equilibrium

with zero entropy production and minimal F . Eq. (2a) in fact reminds one of the Clausius

inequality in thermal physics, where F is called a Helmholtz free energy [49].

In the limit of system’s size α → ∞, the mathematical theory of large deviations shows

that

fα(x, t) ∼
(
R0(x, t) +

1
αR1(x, t)

)
e−αϕ(x,t), (4)

where the rate function ϕ(x, t) solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

−∂ϕ(x, t)

∂t
= ∇ϕ(x, t) · (D(x)∇ϕ(x, t) + b(x)) ,

R0(x, t) solves the linear equation

LR0(x, t) = 0,

and R1(x, t) solves the non-homogeneous equation

LR1(x, t) = ∇ · (D(x)∇R0(x, t)).

In which, the linear operator L reads

L = ∂t + (2D(x)∇ϕ(x, t) + b(x)) · ∇+∇ · (D(x)∇ϕ(x, t) + b(x)) .

Moreover, ϕ(x, t) has a global minimum at x̂(t) for each t, where the function x̂(t) is

the solution to the ordinary differential equation (ODE) dx̂/dt = b(x̂) with initial value

x̂(0) = x0. For an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, R0 is independent of x and R1 vanishes.

Applying (4), one can determine (see Appendix B.2 for details) that both ep and Qex

are extensive quantities, that is, their leading order is O(α):

ep = αb ·D−1
b+D : ∇∇ϕ+ 2∇ · b+R+O

(
1
α

)
, (5a)

Qex = −αb ·D−1
b−∇ · b−R+O

(
1
α

)
, (5b)

where all the terms on the right-hand side of (5) are calculated at x = x̂(t), the colon :
denotes the Frobenius product of two matrices of the same size, and R is given by

R =
1

2
∇∇

(
R0b ·D−1

b
)
: Σ − 1

6
∇(R0bD

−1
b) · ∇∇∇ϕΘ +

R1b ·D−1b
√

det∇∇ϕ
.
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In which, Σ = (∇∇ϕ)−1
and ∇∇∇ϕΘ is an N-dimensional vector and its i-th component

is given by

(∇∇∇ϕΘ)i =
N∑

j,k,ℓ=1

∂3
xjxkxℓ

ϕΘijkℓ ,

where

Θijkℓ =
1

(2π)N/2
√
detΣ

∫

RN

yiyjykyℓe
−

y·∇∇ϕy

2 dy.

We identify a very important fact: The leading order terms of ep and Qex are exactly the

same [5]. As a result, the macroscopic rate of entropy change is not an extensive quantity,

but it is on the order O(1):

dS

dt
= ∇ · b

(
x̂(t)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

local heat exchange

+D
(
x̂(t)

)
: ∇∇ϕ

(
x̂(t), t

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

local entropy production

+ O
(
1
α

)
. (6)

This is expected since S = −N
2 lnα+O(1) is not a rapidly oscillating function of t.

The prefactor in (4) only appears within the R in (5), as a compensation between ep
and Qex [35,28,30]. While their explicit forms have been difficult to obtain in general (see

Appendix B.2), R1 = 0 and R(x, t) becomes independent of x for an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

process [26] which is a consequence when the central limit theorem exists. The R aside, the

emergent macroscopic nonequilibrium thermodynamic structure is completely determined

by b(x), D(x), and most importantly ϕ(x̂, t) as an irreversible thermodynamic process.

Even though both Eqs. (2) and (6) are equations for entropy balance, their contradistinc-

tion suggests subtle but important physics of mesoscopic vs. macroscopic systems.

First, in the macroscopic limit, the entropy production rate ep and heat exchange rate

Qex become exactly the same; their difference yields zero for dS/dt on the order O(α), that

is, the rate of entropy change is actually very slow. The macroscopic heat exchange has the

familiar Newtonian frictional form of “rate b times force D−1b”; it is the same as entropy

production rate, thus non-negative.

Second, the “very slow” rate of entropy change, however, is a balance between ∇ ·
b (x̂(t)) and D (x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ (x̂(t), t). In the theory of deterministic dynamical systems,

volume preserving dynamics with ∇ · b(x) = 0 is considered as “conservative”. This is

completely consistent with identifying ∇ · b(x) as a system’s energy exchange with the

environment, i.e., heat [1,40,41,42,38]. Then in the true stationary state, on the order O(1),
there is an exact balance between fluctuations D (x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ (x̂(t), t) and dissipation

−∇ · b (x̂(t)).

Third, Eq. (6) is actually a variant of a known result: For an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

with linear drift b(x) = Bx and constant non-degenerate diffusion 1
αD, the covariance

matrix 1
αΣ(t) satisfies Σ′(t) = 2D +BΣ(t) +Σ(t)B⊤ [29,5]. Noting that the entropy

of a Gaussian distribution is

S =
N

2
ln (2πe) +

1

2
ln
(
1
α det(Σ)

)
,

one finds from Jacobi’s formula that

dS

dt
=

1

2
tr
[

Σ
−1(t)Σ′(t)

]

= ∇ · b+D : Σ−1(t) = ∇ · b+D : ∇∇ϕ,
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where ϕ(x, t) = 1
2

(

x− eBtx0

)

· Σ−1(t)
(

x− eBtx0

)

is the rate function in this case.

The present work establishes a connection between this equation for the variance of a time-

dependent Gaussian process, a form of the central limit theory [20], and the general entropy

balance equation in the asymptotic limit of α → ∞. It shows that the trace of the covariance

equation can be interpreted as “entropy balance”.

Fourth, the local entropy production rate in (6) deserves further elaboration, given in

Sec. 2.

This paper is organized as follows: Our key result is already given in Eq. (5), which al-

lows us to connect (2) with (6) and form a complete understanding of the theory of entropy

productions. All the mathematical details for the computations are given in the Appendices

A-D. With the mathematical relationship in hand, Sec. 2 further elucidates the contradistinc-

tion between the meaning(s) of entropy production in macroscopic deterministic dynamics

and entropy productions in mesoscopic dynamics. Sec. 3 discusses our mathematical results

in terms of time scales, one of the enduring ideas in statistical physics and applied mathemat-

ics. The mathematical formulae are familiar [14,15,34]; but the discussion is only possible

under Eq. (5): Dissipative and conservative motions are on the entirely different time scales.

The paper concludes with Sec. 4 which contains a discussion.

2 Local entropy production and entropy change

To illustrate several ideas in stochastic dynamics, let us first consider a Markov chain with a

probability distribution {pi(t) : 1 ≤ i ≤ N} at time t ∈ N and an one-step transition proba-

bility
{
Pij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N

}
. The entropy produced in the dynamic process, over a single step

transition from state i to j, is − lnPij , with the mean value being −
∑N

i,j=1 pi(t)Pij lnPij .

However, not all this “amount” of entropy generated is being kept in the system at time t+1:

In fact the change in the entropy of the system is

− ln

(
N∑

k=1

pk(t)Pkj

)

+ ln pi(t), (7)

with the mean value

−
N∑

i,j=1

pi(t)Pij

[

ln

(
N∑

k=1

pk(t)Pkj

)

− ln pi(t)

]

= −
N∑

j=1

pj(t+ 1) lnpj(t+ 1) +
N∑

i=1

pi(t) lnpi(t).

Their difference, then, is [13]

{
− lnPij

}

︸ ︷︷ ︸

total entropy generated

−
{

− ln

(
N∑

k=1

pk(t)Pkj

)

+ ln pi(t)

}

︸ ︷︷ ︸

entropy change in the system

= − ln

(

pi(t)Pij
∑N

k=1 pk(t)Pkj

)

= − ln
(
Pr
{
X(t) = i

∣
∣X(t+ 1) = j

})

︸ ︷︷ ︸

entropy discarded is associated with uncertainty in the past

≥ 0. (8)
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− lnPij is the entropy change in a “path tracking” representation of a Markov chain, Eq. (7)

is the entropy change in the “state tracking” representation of the same Markov chain. The

latter representation is a projection of the former. The difference given in (8) is related to the

folding entropy in [41,22], a concept intimately related to A. Ben-Naim’s notion of entropy

of assimilation [2]. The difference between the uncertainty in the future and the uncertainty

in the past is the entropy change in the system: One sees a deep connection between the

entropy change in a system and time asymmetry in dynamics.

For a Gaussian process with variance σ2 at time t and a Brownian step from t to t + τ

with a diffusion coefficient D, the probability distribution at t + τ is again Gaussian with

variance σ2 + 2Dτ . The instantaneous rate of entropy change in the continuous system,

corresponding to (7), then is

lim
τ→0

ln
√

2πe(σ2 + 2Dτ)− ln
√
2πeσ2

τ
=

D

σ2
. (9)

Applying the result in (9) to the local entropy production rate in (6), ∇∇ϕ (x̂(t), t) is the

inverse of the local Gaussian variance at x̂(t) at time t. Therefore, D(x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ (x̂(t), t)
is the local entropy production at time t that is kept by the system, due to the randomness in

the dynamics. See [34] for a more thorough mathematical analysis of the diffusion process

in the limit of α → ∞.

The local entropy production is no longer a characterization of the violation of detailed

balance or time irreversibility, two essential concerns in stochastic thermodynamics. Rather,

it is a characterization of the randomness generated by the dynamics, D, and the uncertain-

ties in the system, Σ−1 = ∇∇ϕ.

3 Time scales in the nonequilibrium thermodynamic description of stochastic

dynamics

3.1 Free energy balance equation

For stochastic mechanical systems in contact with a heat bath, entropy is not the appropriate

equilibrium thermodynamic potential, free energy is. In classical thermodynamics, the dif-

ference between entropy and free energy is the mean internal energy. This is reflected in the

generalized free energy F = F [fα] defined by

F =

∫

RN

fα(x, t) ln
fα(x, t)

πα(x)
dx,

where πα(x) is the positive stationary solution to the Fokker-Planck equation (1) and satis-

fies
∫

RN πα(x)dx = 1.

If b(x) satisfies (3), then πα(x) = 1
Kα

e−αU(x) with Kα =
∫

RN e−αU(x)dx. As a

result, F = αEfα [U ]− S + lnKα, a Helmholtz free energy.

The functional F also has a balance equation of its own [14,9]:

dF

dt
= −ep +Qhk, (10)

where the house-keeping heat rate Qhk is

Qhk =

∫

RN

[
1
αD(x)∇fα(x, t)− b(x)fα(x, t)

]
·
[

∇ lnπα(x)− αD−1(x)b(x)
]

dx.
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It is also a non-negative quantity. It is actually positive unless b(x) is a gradient field (3). The

non-negativity of both ep and Qhk suggests that they can be identified as “sink” and “source”

of the generalized free energy F in a nonlinear stochastic dynamical system. Moreover, the

”sink” is stronger than the ”source”, resulting in the nice Lyapunov property dF/dt < 0.

In the limit of size parameter α → ∞, both F and Qhk are extensive quantities on the

order of O(α) [34]:

F = αϕss(
x̂(t)

)
+ Cα +O(1),

dF

dt
= −α

[
∇ϕss(

x̂(t)
)
·D
(
x̂(t)

)
∇ϕss(

x̂(t)
)]

+O(1),

Qhk = α
[

γ
(
x̂(t)

)
·D−1(

x̂(t)
)
γ
(
x̂(t)

)]

+O(1),

where ϕss(x) is the leading-order exponent of πα(x) ∼ e−αϕss(x), Cα is a constant satis-

fying limα→∞
1
α ln (|Cα|+ 1) = 0, and γ(x) = b(x) + D(x)∇ϕss(x). In the case that

the ODE ẋ = b(x) admit a globally asymptotically stable and non-degenerate equilibrium,

there holds Cα = 0. One of important results from the theory of large deviations [10] is that

γ(x) · ∇ϕss(x) = 0. (11)

In fact, Eq. (10), on the macroscopic scale, becomes a Pythagorean triangle equality:

∥
∥D
(
x̂(t)

)
∇ϕss(

x̂(t)
)∥
∥
2

D−1
(x̂(t))

+
∥
∥γ
(
x̂(t)

)∥
∥
2

D−1
(x̂(t))

=
∥
∥b
(
x̂(t)

)∥
∥
2

D−1
(x̂(t))

,

where the norm of a vector v is defined as ‖v‖D−1
(x)

=
√

v ·D−1(x)v [34].

3.2 Time scales, short-time and long-time perspectives

Among all the thermodynamic quantities we discussed above, macroscopic F , Qhk, and

dF/dt are defined via ϕss(x), while macroscopic ep and Qex, and local heat exchange rate

are functions of x via D(x) and b(x). dS/dt and its corresponding local entropy production

rate, however, are defined via ϕ(x, t), which is dependent upon the choice of ϕ(x,0), e.g.,

initial fluctuations. The ϕss(x) plays the role of a macroscopic potential energy function.

In the macroscopic, deterministic limit, free energy and its rate of change are dominated by

this energy function ϕss(x).
The fact that dF/dt ∼ O(α) and dS/dt ∼ O(1) tells us that in time-dependent nonequi-

librium thermodynamics, free energy relaxation is fast, while entropy change is slow. This

is a point that has escaped general attention in the past discussion on nonequilibrium ther-

modynamics. Through ϕss(x), free energy is a “global” characterization of the nonlinear

stochastic dynamics, while entropy dynamics is only local.

The physical meaning of ϕss
(
x̂(t)

)
and ϕ

(
x̂(t), t

)
, where x̂(t) being the solution to

the deterministic motion as the solution to dx̂/dt = b(x̂), deserves further discussion:

∇ϕ
(
x̂(t), t

)
= 0 for all time t. The matrix Σ (x̂(t), t) = (∇∇ϕ)−1 (x̂(t), t), as a function

of x̂(t), is the local fluctuation in the asymptotic limit of α being very large but not infinite.

It is usually called time-dependent fluctuations. There is a time-dependent Gaussian process

that describes this regime, following the theory of van Kampen’s system-size expansion, or

Keizer’s nonequilibrium statistical thermodynamics [18]. ∇ϕss
(
x̂(t)

)
, on the other hand,

tells eventually in a very long time scale, the local probability and its gradient at x̂(t). It

also provide a definitive statement that dϕss
(
x̂(t)

)
/dt = b

(
x̂(t)

)
· ∇ϕss

(
x̂(t)

)
≤ 0 is
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never positive, thanks to Eq. (11). ϕss(x) is a landscape for the dynamics with permanence,

irrespective of the initial ϕ(x, 0). It contains the “ultimate knowledge” of the nonlinear

stochastic dynamics. All this discussion reflects a “competition” between the two limits in

an ergodic system, α → ∞ and t → ∞, as first understood in the theory of equilibrium

phase transition [33].

4 Discussion

In current textbooks on equilibrium statistical mechanics, thermodynamic limit is rigorously

defined as a system’s size, α, tending to infinity. There is no statement on the time scales

of the rate of changes in thermodynamic quantities, particularly their dependency upon the

system’s size α. Time scale(s), however, is certainly central to physics. We discover that

there is a deep relation between the α → ∞ and time scales of an entropy balance and for a

free energy balance: The former is on the order of O(1) but the latter is on the order O(α).
There have been two approaches to statistical thermodynamics, one based on classical

mechanics originated by L. Boltzmann, and one based on probability originated by J. W.

Gibbs [21]. Development in nonlinear dynamical systems based on chaotic hypothesis [12]

and Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measure [39,50,6] is the continuation of the former [42,8], while

the stochastic thermodynamics [36,45] and in-depth explorations of the theory of probabil-

ity were the further development of the latter [17,14,15,49,4]. The present result provides a

natural logic bridge between the entropy balance equations, as the fundamental of nonequi-

librium thermodynamics, that emerge in these two approaches. If one identifies α = ǫ−1

where ǫ being the size of a Markov partition for a deterministic dynamical system, then

taking the limit of α → ∞ is consistent with the modern treatment in terms of a generat-

ing partition which gives rise to Kolmogorov-Sinai metric entropy and the nonequilibrium

thermodynamics à la D. Ruelle [8].

Our present result might also have implications to equilibrium thermodynamic analysis

in which researchers are routinely partitioning the energetic and entropic contributions to

total free energy change via van’t Hoff method [43]. A compensation between the entropy

and energy changes has been extensively discussed in the past [35,28,30]. With ∆S = 0 on

O(α) in ∆t time, it is tempting to interpret ep∆t and Qex∆t as entropy change and energy

change in a quasi-stationary process.
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A Fokker-Planck equation and WKB ansatz

Consider the following Fokker-Planck equation

∂tfα = ∇ ·
(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
in R

N , (12a)

fα(·, 0) = δx0
(12b)

where α represents the size of a system, x0 ∈ RN , δx0
denotes the Dirac measure at x0, the diffusion

matrix D = D(x) is symmetric positive definite and sufficiently smooth, and the vector/drift field

b = b(x) is sufficiently smooth. Mild growth conditions on D(x) and b(x) as |x| → ∞ can be

imposed to guarantee that Eq. (12) is well-posed and admits a classical solution fα in R
N × (0,∞).

Moreover, the solution satisfies fα > 0 in R
N × (0,∞),

∫

RN fα(x, t)dx = 1 for all t > 0, and,

together with its derivatives, decays to 0 sufficiently fast as |x| → ∞ [17,27].

In addition, if xα(t) is the solution to the SDE associated with Eq. (12a) with initial condition xα(0) =
x0, then for any t > 0, fα(x, t) is the density of the distribution of xα(t).

Under dissipative conditions (e.g., Lyapunov conditions), Eq. (12a) admits a unique positive stationary

solution πα satisfying
∫

RN παdx = 1 [19]. Setting

Jα = 1
α
D∇ lnπα − b, (13)

then πα satisfies

∇ · (παJα) = 0. (14)

Below, we state the Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) ansatz of fα and πα for large α.
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A.1 WKB ansatz of fα

For each t > 0, the WKB ansatz of fα(x, t) in x for large α reads (see e.g. [46,10,11])

fα =
( α

2π

)N/2
Rαe

−αϕ =
( α

2π

)N/2 [

R0 + 1
α
R1 +O( 1

α2
)
]

e−αϕ, (15)

where ϕ = ϕ(x, t) is the rate function and Rα = Rα(x, t) is the prefactor. The regularity of ϕ, Rα,

R0 = R0(x, t), and R1 = R1(x, t) is not automatic, but can be achieved under technical assumptions

(see [46, Section 3]).

The rate function ϕ solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

−∂tϕ = ∇ϕ · (D∇ϕ+ b) .

Moreover, if x̂(t) denotes the solution to the ODE ẋ = b(x) with initial condition x̂(0) = x0, then for

any t > 0, the following hold:

– ϕ(x̂(t), t) = 0 < ϕ(x, t) for all x ∈ RN \ {x̂(t)}; in particular, ∇ϕ(x̂(t), t) = 0;

– ∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t) is positive definite, where ∇∇ϕ denotes the Hessian matrix of ϕ.

The leading term R0 of the prefactor Rα solves the following linear equation

−∂tR0 = (2D∇ϕ+ b) · ∇R0 +∇ · (D∇ϕ+ b)R0,

while R1 solves the following non-homogeneous equation

−∂tR1 = −∇ · (D∇R0) + (2D∇ϕ+ b) · ∇R1 +∇ · (D∇ϕ+ b)R1. (16)

Since
(

α
2π

)N/2 ∫

RN Rαe
−αϕdx =

∫

RN fαdx = 1, Laplace’s method yields

R0(x̂(t), t)
√

det∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t)
= 1.

A.2 WKB ansatz of πα

The WKB ansatz of πα reads

πα =
Rss

α

Cα
e−αϕss

, (17)

where Cα is the sub-exponential (i.e., limα→∞
1
α
lnCα = 0) normalizing constant, the rate function

ϕss satisfies minϕss = 0 and solves the stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∇ϕss · (D∇ϕss + b) = 0, (18)

and the prefactor Rss
α satisfies

Rss
α = Rss

0 + O
(
1
α

)
,

in which Rss
0 solves

(2D∇ϕss + b) · ∇Rss
0 + [∇ · (D∇ϕss) +∇ · b]Rss

0 = 0.

When b admits a potential U , namely, b = −D∇U , then ϕ = U and Rss
α ≡ 1. This is the only trivial

case. In general, the WKB ansatz of πα relies heavily on the dynamical structure of the ODE

ẋ = b(x). (19)

The existence of the rate function ϕss has been justified under different dynamical assumptions on (19)

by examining the limit of − 1
α
lnπα as α → ∞. The asymptotic properties of Rss

α are only known

when (19) admit a globally asymptotically stable and non-degenerate equilibrium. See [47,7,25,3].



12 Hong Qian, Zhongwei Shen

B Entropy

We present the entropy balance equation and study related large α asymptotics.

B.1 Entropy balance equation

The entropy S = S[fα], entropy production rate ep = ep[fα], and heat exchange rate Qex = Qex[fα]
are defined by

S = −
∫

RN
fα ln fαdx,

ep =

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
∇ ln fα − αD−1b

)
dx, and

Qex = α

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
D−1b

)
dx,

respectively. Whenever fα is fixed, they are just functions of the time variable t.

Clearly, ep can be written as

ep = α

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇ ln fα − b

)
·D−1

(
1
α
D∇ ln fα − b

)
fαdx. (20)

The positive definiteness of D−1 ensures that ep > 0.

Note that

dS

dt
= −

∫

RN
∂tfα (ln fα + 1) dx

= −
∫

RN
∇ ·

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
(ln fα + 1) dx

=

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
· ∇ ln fαdx

=

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
∇ ln fα − αD−1b+ αD−1b

)
dx.

Hence, the following entropy balance equation holds:

dS

dt
= ep +Qex. (21)

B.2 Asymptotics

The large α asymptotics of S, Qex, ep, and dS
dt

are given as follows.

S = −N

2
lnα+O(1),

Qex = −αb(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t))

− C(x̂(t), t) − R1(x̂(t), t)
√

det∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t)
b(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t)) −∇ · b(x̂(t)) +O( 1

α
),

ep = αb(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t))

+ C(x̂(t), t) +
R1(x̂(t), t)

√
det∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t)

b(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t)) + 2∇ · b(x̂(t))

+D(x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t) + O( 1
α
),

dS

dt
= D(x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t) +∇ · b(x̂(t)) + O

(
1
α

)
,
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where the colon : denotes the Frobenius product of two matrices of the same size, and

C(x̂(t), t) =

[
1

2
∇∇(R0b ·D−1b) : ∇∇ϕ− 1

6
∇(R0b ·D−1b) · (∇∇∇ϕΘ)

] ∣
∣
∣
∣
x=x̂(t)

. (22)

In which, ∇∇∇ϕΘ is an N -dimensional vector and its i-th component is given by

(∇∇∇ϕΘ)i =
N∑

j,k,ℓ=1

∂3
xjxkxℓ

ϕΘijkℓ,

where

Θijkℓ =
1

(2π)N/2
√

det(∇∇ϕ)−1

∫

RN
yiyjykyℓe

−
y·∇∇ϕy

2 dy.

Below, we provide the detailed derivation of these asymptotics.

Asymptotic of S. Clearly,

S = −
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

(
N

2
ln

α

2π
+ lnRα − αϕ

)

Rαe
−αϕdx

= −N

2
ln

α

2π
− lnR0(x̂(t), t) + O

(
1
α

)
+ α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
ϕRαe

−αϕdx

The asymptotic of S follows from the following:

α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

ϕRαe
−αϕdx = −

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

ϕ∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2
Rα · ∇e−αϕdx

=
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
∇ ·

(
ϕ∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2
Rα

)

e−αϕdx = O(1).

Asymptotic of Qex. Since

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
D−1b

)
=

( α

2π

)N/2 [
1
α
b · ∇Rα −

(
b · ∇ϕ+ b ·D−1b

)
Rα

]
e−αϕ,

we find

Qex = −α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rαb · ∇ϕe−αϕdx

− α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rαb ·D−1be−αϕdx

+
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

b · ∇Rαe
−αϕdx

= I1(α) + I2(α) + I3(α).

Note that

I1(α) =
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rαb · ∇e−αϕdx = −

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
(∇Rα · b+ Rα∇ · b) e−αϕdx.

Then,

I1(α) + I3(α) = −
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rα∇ · be−αϕdx = −∇ · b(x̂(t)) +O

(
1
α

)
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For I2(α), we see that

− 1
α
I2(α) =

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

(

R0 + 1
α
R1 +O( 1

α2 )
)

b ·D−1be−αϕdx

=
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

R0b ·D−1be−αϕdx

+ 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
R1b ·D−1be−αϕdx+ O( 1

α2
)

= I21(α) +
1
α
I22(α) + O( 1

α2
).

Since

I21(α) = b(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t)) + 1
α
C(x̂(t), t) +O( 1

α2
),

I22(α) =
R1(x̂(t), t)

√
det∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t)

b(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t)) + O( 1
α
),

where C(x̂(t), t) is given in (22), we arrive at

I2(α) = −αb(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t))

− C(x̂(t), t) − R1(x̂(t), t)
√

det∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t)
b(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))b(x̂(t)) +O( 1

α
).

The asymptotic of Qex follows.

Asymptotic of ep. Note that

ep = −Qex +

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
· ∇ ln fαdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I(α)

.

Given the asymptotic of Qex, we only need to treat I(α). Straightforward calculations yield

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
· ∇ ln fα

=
( α

2π

)N/2
[

1
α

∇Rα ·D∇Rα

Rα
− (2D∇ϕ+ b) · ∇Rα + α (D∇ϕ+ b)Rα · ∇ϕ

]

e−αϕ.

Then,

I(α) = 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

∇Rα ·D∇Rα

Rα
e−αϕdx−

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

(2D∇ϕ+ b) · ∇Rαe
−αϕdx

+ α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

Rα∇ϕ ·D∇ϕe−αϕdx+ α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

Rαb · ∇ϕe−αϕdx.

Note that the fourth term on the RHS of the above equality can be written as

−
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rαb · ∇e−αϕdx =

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
(∇Rα · b+ Rα∇ · b) e−αϕdx.

Hence,

I(α) = 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

∇Rα ·D∇Rα

Rα
e−αϕdx− 2

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
D∇ϕ · ∇Rαe

−αϕdx

+ α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rα∇ϕ ·D∇ϕe−αϕdx+

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
Rα∇ · be−αϕdx

= I4(α) + I5(α) + I6(α) + I7(α).
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Clearly, I4(α) = O
(
1
α

)
and I7(α) = ∇ · b(x̂(t)) +O

(
1
α

)
. For I5(α),

I5(α) =
2
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
D∇Rα · ∇e−αϕdx

= − 2
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
∇ · (D∇Rα) e

−αϕdx = O
(
1
α

)
.

For I6(α),

I6(α) = −
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
RαD∇ϕ · ∇e−αϕdx

=
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

∇ · (RαD∇ϕ) e−αϕdx

=
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
[∇Rα ·D∇ϕ+ Rα (∇ ·D) · ∇ϕ+RαD : ∇∇ϕ] e−αϕdx

= − 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
[D∇Rα +Rα (∇ ·D)] · ∇e−αϕdx+

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
RαD : ∇∇ϕe−αϕdx

= 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
∇ · [D∇Rα +Rα (∇ ·D)] e−αϕdx+

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
RαD : ∇∇ϕe−αϕdx

= O
(
1
α

)
+D(x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t).

Hence,

I(α) = D(x̂(t)) : ∇∇ϕ(x̂(t), t) +∇ · b(x̂(t)) +O
(
1
α

)
.

The asymptotic of ep then follows.

Asymptotic of dS
dt . It follows from the entropy balance equation Eq. (21) and the asymptotics of ep

and Qex. Alternatively, the asymptotic of dS
dt

follows from the fact that dS
dt

= I(α).

C Free energy

We present the free energy balance equation and study related large α asymptotics.

C.1 Free energy balance equation

The free energy F = F [fα] and house-keeping heat rate Qhk = Qhk[fα] are defined by

F =

∫

RN

fα ln
fα

πα
dx and

Qhk =

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
∇ lnπα − αD−1b

)
dx,

respectively. It is known that F > 0 and Qhk ≥ 0, and the following free energy balance equation

holds:
dF

dt
= −ep +Qhk. (23)

Below, we provide the details.

Positivity of F . Note that

F = −
∫

RN
fα ln

πα

fα
dx ≥ − ln

∫

RN

πα

fα
fαdx = 0,

where we used Jensen’s inequality. Moreover, since the function x 7→ − lnx is strictly convex, the

above inequality is strict unless fα ≡ πα. As fα 6= πα, one concludes F > 0.
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Non-negativity of Qhk. We show

Qhk = α

∫

RN
Jα ·D−1Jαfαdx ≥ 0, (24)

where Jα is defined in (13). Note that Jα = 0 so that Qhk = 0 when b admits a potential U , namely,

b = −D∇U . Otherwise, Qhk > 0.

Indeed, we calculate

Qhk = α

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇ ln fα − b

)
fα ·D−1Jαdx

= α

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇ ln fα − 1

α
D∇ lnπα + Jα

)
fα ·D−1Jαdx

= α

∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇ ln fα − 1

α
D∇ lnπα

)
fα ·D−1Jαdx+ α

∫

RN
Jα ·D−1Jαfαdx

=

∫

RN
D∇ ln

fα

πα
fα ·D−1Jαdx+ α

∫

RN
Jα ·D−1Jαfαdx.

The expected result follows readily from

∫

RN
D∇ ln

fα

πα
fα·D−1Jαdx =

∫

RN
∇ fα

πα
·(παJα) dx = −

∫

RN

fα

πα
∇·(παJα) dx = 0, (25)

where we used Eq. (14) in the last equality.

Free energy balance equation. We show

dF

dt
= −ep +Qhk = − 1

α

∫

RN

(

∇ ln
fα

πα

)

·D
(

∇ ln
fα

πα

)

fαdx < 0.

The strict inequality is a result of the fact that fα 6= πα.

The first equality follows readily.

dF

dt
=

∫

RN
∂tfα

(

ln
fα

πα
+ 1

)

dx

=

∫

RN

∇ ·
(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
(

ln
fα

πα
+ 1

)

dx

= −
∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
· (∇ ln fα −∇ lnπα) dx

= −
∫

RN

(
1
α
D∇fα − bfα

)
·
(
∇ ln fα − αD−1b+ αD−1b−∇ lnπα

)
dx

= −ep +Qhk.

Now, we treat the second equality. From (20), one deduces

ep = α

∫

RN

(

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα
+ Jα

)

·D−1

(

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα
+ Jα

)

fαdx

= 1
α

∫

RN

(

D∇ ln
fα

πα

)

·D−1

(

D∇ ln
fα

πα

)

fαdx

+ 2

∫

RN

(

D∇ ln
fα

πα

)

·D−1Jαfαdx+ α

∫

RN
Jα ·D−1Jαfαdx

= 1
α

∫

RN

(

∇ ln
fα

πα

)

·D
(

∇ ln
fα

πα

)

fαdx+Qhk,

where we used Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) in the last equality. The free energy balance equation follows.
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Rewriting
dF

dt
= −α

∫

RN

(

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα

)

·D−1

(

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα

)

fαdx

and introducing the inner product and the associated norm

〈V1,V2〉D−1
,fα

=

∫

RN

V1 ·D−1V2fαdx and ‖V‖
D−1

,fα
=

√

〈V,V〉
D−1

,fα

for vector fields V1, V2 and V on R
N , the free energy balance equation can be rewritten as

∥
∥
∥
∥

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

D−1
,fα

+ ‖Jα‖2D−1
,fα

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

1
α
D∇ ln

fα

πα
+ Jα

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

D−1
,fα

, (26)

which is equivalent to the orthogonality between D∇ ln fα
πα

and Jα with respect to the inner product,

that is, 〈

D∇ ln
fα

πα
,Jα

〉

D−1
,fα

= 0.

This is just Eq. (25).

C.2 Asymptotics

The asymptotics of F , Qhk , and dF
dt

are given as follows:

F = αϕss(x̂(t)) +
N

2
lnα− lnCα + O(1),

Qhk = αγ(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))γ(x̂(t)) +O(1),

dF

dt
= −α∇ϕss(x̂(t)) ·D(x̂(t))∇ϕss(x̂(t)) + O(1),

where Cα is given in (17) and γ = D∇ϕss + b. If (19) admit a globally asymptotically stable and

non-degenerate equilibrium, then Cα =
(

α
2π

)
−N/2

, resulting in F = αϕss(x̂(t)) + O(1).

Multiplying the free energy balance equation Eq. (23) by 1
α

and then letting α → ∞, we derive from the

asymptotics of dF
dt

, ep, and Qhk the following free energy balance equation on the macroscopic scale:

−∇ϕss(x) ·D(x)∇ϕss(x) = −b(x) ·D−1(x)b(x) + γ(x) ·D−1(x)γ(x) at x = x̂(t).

Introducing the norm ‖v‖
D−1

(x)
=

√

v ·D−1(x)v for v ∈ R
N , we arrive at the Pythagorean

equality

‖D(x)∇ϕss(x)‖2
D−1

(x)
+ ‖γ(x)‖2

D−1
(x)

= ‖b(x)‖2
D−1

(x)
at x = x̂(t),

which is equivalent to Eq. (18) (or ∇ϕss · γ = 0) at x̂(t). Of course, it is just the leading asymptotic of

Eq. (26).

Below, we justify the asymptotics of F , Qhk , and dF
dt

.

Asymptotic of F . Clearly,

F = S −
∫

RN

fα lnπαdx

=
N

2
lnα+O(1) −

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
(lnCα + lnRss

α − αϕss)Rαe
−αϕdx

= αϕss(x̂(t)) +
N

2
lnα− lnCα + O(1).
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Asymptotic of Qhk. Since

Jα = 1
α

D∇Rss
α

Rss
α

−D∇ϕss − b = 1
α

D∇Rss
α

Rss
α

− γ,

we find

Qhk = α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

(

1
α

D∇Rss
α

Rss
α

− γ

)

·D−1

(

1
α

D∇Rss
α

Rss
α

− γ

)

Rαe
−αϕdx

= 1
α

( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

∇Rss
α ·D∇Rss

α

(Rss
α )2

Rαe
−αϕdx

+ 2
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

∇Rss
α · γ

Rss
α

Rαe
−αϕdx

+ α
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN

γ ·D−1γRαe
−αϕdx

= αγ(x̂(t)) ·D−1(x̂(t))γ(x̂(t)) + O(1).

Asymptotic of dF
dt . Since

∇ ln
fα

πα
=

∇Rα

Rα
− ∇Rss

α

Rss
α

− α (∇ϕ−∇ϕss) ,

we find

dF

dt
= − 1

α

∫

RN

(∇Rα

Rα
− ∇Rss

α

Rss
α

)

·D
(∇Rα

Rα
− ∇Rss

α

Rss
α

)

fαdx

+ 2

∫

RN
(∇ϕ−∇ϕss) ·D

(∇Rα

Rα
− ∇Rss

α

Rss
α

)

fαdx

− α

∫

RN
(∇ϕ−∇ϕss) ·D (∇ϕ−∇ϕss) fαdx

= O(1) − α

∫

RN
∇ϕ ·D∇ϕfαdx+ 2α

∫

RN
∇ϕ ·D∇ϕssfαdx− α

∫

RN
∇ϕss ·D∇ϕssfαdx

= O(1) + I8(α) + I9(α) + I10(α).

Clearly,

I10(α) = −α∇ϕss(x̂(t)) ·D(x̂(t))∇ϕss(x̂(t)) + O(1).

For I9(α),

I9(α) = −2
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
D∇ϕssRα · ∇e−αϕdx

= 2
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
∇ · (D∇ϕssRα) e

−αϕdx = O(1).

For I8(α),

I8(α) =
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
D∇ϕRα · ∇e−αϕdx

= −
( α

2π

)N/2
∫

RN
∇ · (D∇ϕRα) e

−αϕdx = O(1).

Hence, the expected asymptotic of dF
dt

follows.
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D Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

Consider the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with linear drift b(x) = Bx and constant diffusion matrix
1
α
D (symmetric and positive definite), where B is a N ×N matrix. Then,

fα(x, t) =
1

(2π)N/2

1
√

detΣα(t)
exp

{

− 1
2

(

x− eBtx0

)

·Σ−1
α (t)

(

x− eBtx0

)}

,

where the covariance matrix Σα(t) is given by

Σα(t) =
2

α

∫ t

0
eB(t−s)DeB

⊤
(t−s)ds.

Introducing

Σ(t) = 2

∫ t

0
eB(t−s)DeB

⊤
(t−s)ds,

one can rewrite fα as

fα(x, t) =
( α

2π

)N/2 1
√

detΣ(t)
exp

{

−α
2

(

x− eBtx0

)

·Σ−1(t)
(

x− eBtx0

)}

.

The WKB ansatz (15) holds precisely in this case:

fα(x, t) =
( α

2π

)N/2
R0(x, t)e

−αϕ(x,t),

where R0(x, t) =
1√

detΣ(t)
is independent of x and

ϕ(x, t) = 1
2

(

x− eBtx0

)

·Σ−1(t)
(

x− eBtx0

)

.

It is well-known that

S =
N

2
ln (2πe) +

1

2
ln (detΣα) =

N

2
ln (2πe) +

1

2
ln (detΣ)− N

2
lnα.

It follows from Jacobi’s formula and the formula Σ′(t) = 2D +BΣ(t) +Σ(t)B⊤ [29] that

dS

dt
=

1

2

d

dt
ln (detΣ(t))

=
1

2
tr
[
Σ−1(t)Σ′(t)

]

= tr
[
DΣ−1(t)

]
+ trB

= D : ∇∇ϕ+∇ · b.
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