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Abstract

This work is devoted to deriving the Onsager—Machlup function for a class of
degenerate stochastic dynamical systems with (non-Gaussian) Lévy noise as well
as Brownian noise. This is obtained based on the Girsanov transformation and
then by a path representation. Moreover, this Onsager—Machlup function may
be regarded as a Lagrangian giving the most probable transition pathways. The
Hamilton—Pontryagin principle is essential to handle such a variational problem in
degenerate case. Finally, a kinetic Langevin system in which noise is degenerate is
specifically investigated analytically and numerically.
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1 Introduction

Environmental noisy fluctuations are inevitable in dynamical systems and may lead
to the transition phenomena between distinct metastable states. Examples of such noise-
induced metastable transitions include climate changes | |, conformation switching of
macromolecules | |, disease eradication [ | and gene transcriptions | .
It is indeed a challenging task to explore the mechanism of transition behaviors in stochastic
dynamical systems. Significantly, the Onsager—Machlup (OM) action functional provides
an essential tool for assessing the likelihoods of those transitions, and predicting the most
probable transition pathway (MPTP) through which the transition occurs | ].

OM action functional was first initiated by Onsager and Machlup | | as the
probability density functional for a diffusion process with linear drift and constant diffusion

*Corresponding author
Email: yingchaol993@xjtu.edu.cn (Ying Chao), weipingyuan@pku.edu.cn (Pingyuan Wei)



coefficient. For stochastic differential equations with (Gaussian) Brownian noise, the
OM action functional has been widely investigated during the past few decades, see, e.g.,
[ , , , , , |. The key point is to express the transition
probability of a diffusion process in terms of a functional integral over paths of the process,
and the integrand is called OM function. Then regarding OM function as a Lagrangian
[ |, the most probable transition path of a diffusion process is determined by a
variational principle.

However, certain complex phenomena are not suitable to be modeled as stochastic
differential equations with Brownian noise, due to peculiar dynamical features such as
heavy-tailed distributions and burst-like events (especially in climate changes | ], stock
market crashes | | or tumor metastasis | ]). A stochastic process with
discontinuous trajectories, e.g., the (non-Gaussian) Lévy process, appears more appropriate
for these phenomena | , ]. The related study of OM function for stochastic
dynamical systems with Lévy noise is still under development because of the complicated
nonlocal term in the statistical distribution of the noisy fluctuations, but some interesting
works are emerging. Bardina et al. | | dealt with jump functions directly rather than
using the Girsanov theorem to obtain the asymptotic evaluation of the Poisson measure
for a tube in the path space. Chao and Duan | | used the Girsanov transformation
to absorb the drift term and thus derived the OM function in one-dimensional nonlinear
systems with Brownian noise and Lévy noise. Subsequently, Hu et al. further generalized

this result to high dimensional [ | and infinite dimensional cases | |. However,
these results do not apply to general degenerate stochastic differential equations.
It should be noted that Aihara and Bagchi | ], Liu and Gao | | derived the

OM function for the degenerate stochastic differential equations with Brownian noise
successively. This is done by converting stochastic integrals to independent random
variables. However, this method is invalid for Lévy noise case due to the nonequivalence
of irrelevance and independence.

In this present paper, we consider a class of two-dimensional degenerate stochastic
dynamical systems under random fluctuations consisting of Brownian noise and Lévy noise.
On the one hand, we modify the technique in the previous work | ] to overcome the
difficulties cased by Lévy noise and the degenerate form. More precisely, the OM function
is derived by combining the Girsanov transformation, a path representation method with
some asymptotic analyses. In this way, we can consider the corresponding variational
problem for OM action functional. But different from the non-degenerate case, the most
probable pathway connecting distinct states only satisfies an “implicit” equation (i.e., the
Hamilton—Pontryagin equation) instead of the classical Euler—Lagrange one. On the other
hand, we emphasize that our result is consistent with the result of the diffusion processes
[ : ] in the absence of Lévy noise. The main difference (in form at least) lies in
an extra term of the OM function, depicting the impact of Lévy noise.

This paper is organized as follows. We first review some notations and basic definitions
in Section 2. Our general theory is in Section 3. We derive the OM function for a class of



degenerate stochastic system with Lévy noise in Section 3.1. Subsequently in Section 3.2,
we introduce the Lagrangian mechanics for investigating the MPTPs between arbitrary
states. In Section 3.3, the proof of our main theorem is presented. Numerical experiments
of a kinetic Langevin system (whose noise is degenerate) are in Section 4, and conclusions
follow in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

We now recall some necessary notations, introduce a class of stochastic differential
equations (SDEs) to be studied, and define the Onsager—-Machlup (OM) function as well
as OM action functional.

2.1 Degenerate stochastic differential equations with Lévy noise

Let (Q,.7,(%;)i>0, P) be a complete filtered probability space, where .%; is a nonde-
creasing family of sub-o-fields of .# satisfying the usual conditions. We start with the
following degenerate SDE defined on [0, T7:

{ dXt = g<Xt7 }/;)dt7 XO =o€ RJ (21)

dYt = f(Xt, }/t)dt + Cth + st, )/0 =Y € R,

where ¢ is a positive constant (referred as the noise intensity), W; is a standard Brown-
ian motion, and L, is a pure jump Lévy process with characteristics (0,0, v) satisfying
f\&l <1 &v(d§) < co. By Lévy—Ité decomposition, the Lévy motion L; can be split into two
terms that involve small and large jumps respectively, that is,

L, :/ N (t, dx) +/ xN(t,dz), (2.2)
lz|<1 |lz[>1

where N(dt,dz) is the Poisson random measure on Rt x (R\{0}) and N(dt,dz) =
N(dt,dz) — v(dx)dt is the corresponding compensated Poisson random measure with
v(A) =EN(1,A), A € B(R\{0}) being the jump measure.

Denote by C7(R? R) the set of all real-valued rth-order continuous differentiable
bounded functions defined on R? and by L%([0,7],R?) the set of all R?>-valued square
integrable functions defined on [0, 7. Later in Section 3, we need to assume that f €
C?(R* R) and g € C}(R?* R). There exists a unique solution to (2.1) up to a maximal
stopping time (also called the lifetime) 7 and this solution is adapted and cadlag (i.e.,
right-continuous with left limit at each time instant, a.s.), referring to | , ].
For simplicity, we assume that 7" < 7 and we also remark that the solution is global in
time (i.e., 7 = 00) if the drift functions f, g satisfies appropriate conditions, e.g., the locally
Lipschitz & one sided linear growth ones | | or the ones such that the SDE forms a
standard Langevin system | , ].



Furthermore, we set Z; = (X, Y;)T, Zo = 20 = (z0,40)", and denote by D[ZS’T] the space
of solution paths of (2.1), that is,

D = {z:]0,T] = R?| 2(t) is cadlag, z(0) = z}.
Note that every cadlag function on [0, T] is bounded. It is clear that D, is a Banach
space, if it is equipped with the following uniform norm || - ||:

[zl = sup [2(t)], Vz(t) € Djgyy-
te[0,7

2.2  Onsager—Machlup function

In this paper, we concern with the problem of finding the most probable tube of X;. It
thus makes sense to ask for the probability that paths lie within the closed tube:

K(¢,e) = {2 € Dy | ¢ = (¢1,02)" € Dy, Iz = ¢ <&, e >0} (2.3)

Let puz be the measure induced by the solution process Z;. For given € > 0, we can
estimate the probability of this tube by

pz(K(¢,e)) = P{w € Q| Zy(w) € K(o,¢)}). (2.4)

Note that the tube K (¢, ¢) relies closely upon the choice of the function ¢(t), the key to
solve our problem is thus to look for an appropriate function maximizing (2.4). Based on
the viewpoint of Onsager and Machlup, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 2.1. (OM function & OM action functional) Let € > 0 be given. Consider
a tube surrounding a reference path ¢(t). If for ¢ sufficiently small we estimate the
probability of the solution process Z; lying in this tube in the form :

Pz - ol << xCleenp { - | ' 0M(5. )t

then integrand OM(QZS,Q%) is called Onsager—Machlup function. Where o denotes the
equivalence relation for ¢ small enough. And I(¢,¢) = fOT OM(¢, ¢)dt is called the
Onsager—Machlup action functional.

At this point, once the OM action functional (¢, (b) is known, we can seek for the
function ¢(¢) by minimizing this functional (i.e., discussing about its variation), and such a
minimizer ¢(¢) gives a notation of the most probable transition pathway for the stochastic
system (2.1).

To achieve the aforementioned goals, it is important for us to distinguish the path space
(i.e., the regularities of the functions). In this paper, we introduce the Cameron-Martin H
space as following:

H = {h:[0,T] — R* | h(t) is absolutely continuous, h e L*([0,T],R?), h(0) = 0},

and restrict our arguments on the following assumptions: ¢(0) = 2o and ¢(t) — #(0) € H
for all ¢ € [0, 7.



3 General theory

3.1 Onsager—Machlup theory for the degenerate SDE with Lévy
noise

We now state our main theorem associated with OM action functional for (2.1), and
we will present its proof later in Section 3.3.

Theorem 3.1. (Onsager—Machlup theory) Consider a class of degenerate stochastic
systems in the form of (2.1) with the jump measure satisfying flé\<1 Ev(d§) < oo and the

initial state zo = (wo,yo) € R*. Assume that f € CZ(R* R) and g € C}(R* R). Then the
Onsager—Machlup action functional is given by:

1(6,6) = /0 OM(6, &) dt (3.1)

with the Onsager—Machlup function (of course, up to an additive constant)

OM(¢,¢) =

C

) . 9 1l/d
¢<) f(@1(0), o2(0) + figr € 0‘ 1%(¢1<t>,¢2<t>>, (3.2)

where ¢ = (¢1,$2) is a reference function such that $(0) = 20, é(t) — #(0) € H and
o1(t) = g(¢1(t), d2(1))-

Furthermore, the measure of the tube K (¢, ) defined as (2.3) can be approzimated as
follows:

nz(K(9,¢)) o< C(e) exp(—=1(6,9)), (3.3)
where the symbol o< denotes the equivalence relation for € small enough.

Remark 3.1. Compared to degenerate Brownian noise situation, small jumps contribute
to the OM action functional and the effect is similar to adding the mean of small jumps
to the drift f(x,y). In addition, if the integral f£|<1 ¢v(d¢) = 0 in the sense of Cauchy

principal values, the Lévy noise will have no effect on the OM action functional.

Remark 3.2. For the case of (degenerate) Brownian noise, Karhunen-Loeve expansion
method works well to investigate the OM action functional by converting stochastic
integrals to independent random variables. However, this method is invalid for Lévy noise
case due to the nonequivalence of irrelevance and independence. Inspired by our previous
work | ], we adopt the path representation method here, because it treats the jumps
as a whole by Ito formula and then these parts could be controlled. Significantly, we could
deal with the large jumps in our models because they can be controlled by the bounded
variation.



Remark 3.3. The conclusion of the Theorem 3.1 can be generalized to high-dimensional
case (with slight modification), as long as f| el<1 ¢v(d€) < oo and the primary function for

the drift coefficient f(x,y) exists (see, e.g., [ ] for sufficient conditions on the existence
of the primary function). In fact, for a degenerate SDE on R? x R™ in the form as follows:

dXt - g<Xt7 }/t)dt7 XO = o € Rd?
0Y, = f(X0, V,)dt + cdW, + L, Yy = yo € R™

the OM functional is given, up to an additive constant, by

. T | o(t) — F(r(t), dolt _ ev(de)[]
1(¢7¢)=%/0 P2(t) — f(01(t), P2(1)) + [y Ev(dE)

c

where divg, denotes the divergence on the second component, and ¢ is the function such
that ¢(0) = 2o = (0, 50) € R*™, ¢(t) — ¢(0) € H and ¢1(t) = g(¢1(t), da(t)) with

H = {h:[0,T] — R¥"™ | h(t) is absolutely continuous, h e L2([0,T],R*™™), h(0) = 0}.

(3.4)

+ divg, f(91(1), P2(t))dt,

3.2 The most probable transition pathway between arbitrary
states

With the help of Theorem 3.1, one can seek for a ¢(t) in certain path space which
minimizes the OM functional as the most probable transition pathway (MPTP). If one is
interested in transition between arbitrary states, the path space could be

A={p € C*[0,T)) | $(0) = 20, ¢(T) = zr, for zo, 21 € R?}

(in fact, it can be also considered as Urso.A). In this way, we need to check that whether
there exists (at least) one function ¢* € A such that I(¢*, ¢*) = mingeal (¢, ¢), and ¢*
defines the MPTP connecting zy and zp.

Further based on the variational principle, the (local) minimizers of an action functional
are indeed critical points and satisfy an “Euler-Lagrange”-like equation equipped with
boundary conditions. In analogy to classical mechanics, one can interpret the OM function
as a Lagrangian:

£(¢1, ¢2>¢52) =

1 <¢2 — f(é1,02) + f\§|<1 §V(d£)) + 1 9] (¢1, P2)

2 c 29¢y

with ¢y = g(P1, @2). To study the MPTP, it reduces to the following constrained variational
problem:

( 61 =0, |
I(¢17 ¢27 ¢2) = % fOT (¢2f(¢17¢2)jfl5<1£”(d£)>2 + aaT{Q(QSh ¢2)dt7
¢'1 = g((bla ¢2)7 (35)
¢(0) = 20,

\ ¢(T) = ZT.



Note that the Lagrangian L here differs from traditional Lagrangian mechanics, owing
to the degenerate noise. To solve the variational problem (3.5), we introduce an Lagrange
multiplier A(¢) on the phase space to enforce the constraint. This leads to the following
variational principle of Hamilton—Pontryagin | , ]:

Proposition 3.4. (Hamilton-Pontryagin principle) A curve v = (¢, $, \) joining $(0) = z
to ¢(T) = zp satisfies the following ordinary-differential-equation (ODE) system (referred
as the Hamilton—Pontryagin equation or general Fuler—Lagrange equation in the implicit
form): '
_%STL(¢1’ P2, P2) + §¢2 (61, o, o) + )\(%2 (¢1,02) =0
6¢1 2 (1, ¢a, ¢2) + )‘am (61, 62) + A =0, (3.6)
9(61,02) — d1 =0,

if v is a critical point of the Hamilton—Pontryagin functional

T
J(¢17 ¢17¢27 (b.27 )\) - I(¢17¢27¢'2) +/ <)‘7g(¢17 ¢2> - ¢1>dt

0

that is, 0J = 0.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is standard, based on calculating the differential of
Hamilton—Pontryagin functional, and applying the formula for integration by parts as well
as the endpoint conditions. In fact, we only need to calculate that

0= [ 01 e+ A b G
7 1n=0
:/0 [gqbﬁ (01, Po, ¢2)C1 + %((bl; ¢, ¢2)C2 + %(¢1, ®2, ¢2)C
A (61,6206 = A + A5 (01, 62)Ga + (9 <¢1,¢2>—¢'1><3] i
:/ {|:8L (¢1a¢27¢2)+)‘_(¢17¢2)+)‘:|€1
0 o0 (010
d OL dg
[— 58752(@ , o, ba) + 67%(%’ B2, h2) + )\a@ (1, ¢2)]C
+ (9(¢1, ¢2) — él)@}dt’
for all variations (1, Ca, Cs € C2([0, T],R) with G(0) = G:(T) = 0, i = 1,2, 3. 0

Eventually, we conclude that each MPTP solves a boundary value problem of the
Hamilton—Pontryagin equation (3.6). It should be noted that such a problem does not
always have a solution. Interestingly, for some special cases (e.g., kinetic Langevin systems
with quadratic potentials; see Section 4), analytical solution to this ODE system (3.6)
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may exist, and the constrained “minimization” could be solved analytically. Moreover,
we emphasize that the MPTP we have found is not the real path for the original stochas-
tic system (2.1), and it captures practical paths of the largest probability around its
neighborhood in the sense of Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.5. For some practical models, one may be more interested in the MPTP
connecting configurations (instead of states on the phase space). The approach presented
here is still applicable with the following modification: Firstly, fix y(0) and solve the
variational problem without end point constraint by Proposition 3.4; Secondly, optimize
among the solutions satisfying the end point constraint; Thirdly, optimize with respect to
y(0). In particularly, if 597{2 is a constant and there is no additional requirement (we remark
that in molecular dynamics, for example, one may take the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution
of kinetic energy into account and consider an alternative version of the action), the
solution would usually be the Newtonian path, for which the initial velocity is big enough
to overcome all energy barriers so that the square in the integral of I is just equal to 0.

3.3 Proof of the Theorem 3.1

Afer presenting our general theory in Section 3.1 & 3.2, we now turn to proving the
main theorem by the following three steps.

Step 1: Applying Girsanov transformation to absorb drift term
Consider the following auxiliary SDE for Z; = (X}, Y;*)T with respect to the probability
space (2, . Z, (F1)i>0, P):

{ dX; =g(X;,Y,)dt, X;=ux9€R, (3.7)

dY; = ¢o(t)dt + cdWy +dL,, Y =1y € R.

Denote by Y the stochastic process Y,/ = ¢W; + L; for convenience. Clearly, we can solve
the second equation in (3.7) and obtain that Y;* = ¢ () + Y,%. On the other hand, we put

F(X,Y/, d2(s))

M= | [ OG- 3 [ ‘o] ey

with 1
F(:v,y,@(t)) = E(f(%?/) - ¢2(t))

and all ¢ <T. By applying the Theorem | , Theorem 1.4] with respect to Girsanov
transformation, the process M; is martingale, and

QW—AMMWM

defines a probability measure on Q such that Q(A) = [, My(w)dP(w) for all A € %
Furthermore, under the new filtered probability space (2,.%, (.%;)i>0, Q), the process
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Wi =W, — f(f F(X*,Y? ¢y(s))ds is indeed a Brownian motion and the random measure

N(dt,dz) is still a compensated Poisson one with the jump measure v. Hence, the
stochastic differential representation for Z; with respect to (£2,.%, (%;)i>0, Q) is given by

{ dX; = g(X/},Yr)dt, X§=uz0€R, (3.9)

dY; = f(X;, Y, )dt + cdW; + dL.

Compare the original SDE (2.1) for (Z;,P) with the above SDE (3.9) for (Z/,Q), and
denote by pz and ug* the measures induced by these two SDEs respectively. We can find
that puz = p., according to the uniqueness in distribution | , Page 410].

As a result, we have the following expression for Radon—Nikodym derivative:

dyiz du3- dQ
7z = z; = —(w)=M . 1
In this way, for any ¢ > 0,
" dQ
P(1Z -6l <) = QIZ" = 8]l <) = T2P(W) = B[Mrlyz_giza]. (311)
1Z*—¢ll<e

To estimate (3.11), we give a result about the controllability on small ball probability,
i.e., there exists a positive constant K such that for a.s. w € Q,

IX7 = ¢nll < K|IY" = ¢all = K[[Y*]). (3.12)

In facts, it follows from (3.7) and ¢;(t) = o + f(fg(gbl(s), ¢2(s))ds that

T
X7 — o)) < Kl/ {1X: = d1(s)]* + Y = dals)[*}ds.
0
Based on Gronwall’s inequality and the fact that Y;* = ¢o(t) + V£, we have

t
X7 =) < eKlt/ Y = da(s)Pds < Ky sup |V — ¢o(1)]* = Ky sup [V,5[*
0 t€[0,T te[0,7)

So the desired result (3.12) holds. In this way, we infer that
12" = ¢l = O(e) <= |[Y*]| = OC(e),
and thus rewrite (3.11) as

We highlight that the probability P(||YL]| < ¢) is not related to the drift functions, and
the drift information is only contained in M.

9



Step 2: Representing the Radon—Nikodym derivative in terms of path integrals

Keep in mind that now our aim is to study the limiting behaviors of (3.13) as ¢ tends
to 0. Before that, we need to deal with My given by the Radon—Nikodym derivative (3.10),
based on the path representation method. A key point is to transform the stochastic
integral in (3.8) using the Ito’s formula | , Theorem 4.4.7].

We now set the potential function

—_

@)

V(2. da(t) —/qu@ du

and calculate its differential at (X7, Y/, do(t)) by Itd’s formula:

dV(X;, Y, (1))

ov aV . 1 10 1
(G +o- G vt ir s [ atag-ir)

dt
20y l€l<1

(XY b2 (1))
+ F(Xt*’ Y;*, ¢2< ))th

Y*(t)+£
+/ / 1F( X*(t), u, ¢2(t))d ]N(dt,df), (3.14)
R\{0}

Y*(t) &
where f €<1 Ev(d§) < oo under our assumptions. For convenience, we denote by B the

function before dt in (3.14). Integrating from 0 to 7" on both sides and applying Proposition
4.4.8 (or Theorem 4.4.10) in | |, the above equation (3.14) is equal to

/0 FOXE Y, 6a(8))dW, =V(X2, Y, 65(T)) = V (0, yor 65(0)) — / B(X", Y7, dus))ds
Y*()l

— -F U, Oo 3.15

Z[/() (X*(0), ¢<>>] (3.15)

Therefore, by substituting the relation (3.15) into (3.8) (with ¢ = T') and denoting by z*(t)
and y~(t) the path functions for Z* and Y'* respectively, we infer that the Radon-Nikodym

derivative satisfies the following functional property on D[ZS’T]'

dpz
dpiz-

—exp {v<z*<T>,¢'z<T>> Vo)~ [ GF 4 Bt
) [/ (0.0, o) | (3.16)

0<t<T

M= (1)) =

()]

for any 2*(t) = (z*(¢),y"(t)) € Dy Note that y*(¢) = ¢2(t) + y(t), and for the
K(0,e) = {z € D oz | 2l < €,e > 0}, the induced measure pyz of Y1 satisfying

10



pyr(K(0,¢)) = P(||[YL]] < ¢e). We further rewrite (3.13) as follows

P(|Z - ¢l <¢) = / My (w)dP(w) = MUz ()]dpye (y"), (3.17)

Y Ll<e K(0,¢)

in which the integrand M([z*(t)] given in (3.16) does not depend on stochastic integrals
with respect to the Brownian motion W;.

Step 3: Estimating the expression by Taylor expansion and bounded variation.

We point out that the expression (3.16) contains a Riemann integral with respect to
the time variable ¢ and an infinite series about jumps of the path function y*(¢). In this
step, we would like to estimate the former one by Taylor expansion, and discuss about the
latter one with the help of the bounded variation of Lévy motion L.

On the one hand, we expand the exponent of (3.16) into a Taylor series around y*(t) = 0
and split iff the terms of zero order. The remaining terms can be made arbitrarily small if
we choose e small enough, since ||yZ(t)|| < € holds for yZ(t) € K(0,¢). As discussed in
(3.12), we consider z*(t) = (z*(¢), y*(t)) € Dy 5y with

lz*(t) = o)l < &, lly™(t) = da(B)l = ly" ()] < e

Provided that the drift function f(z,y) is C? and the potential function V is at least C*
(in x, y, uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]), we obtain an expansion of V' (in the first-order of ¢):

V(1) 62(0)) =V(6(0) d2(0)) + (2°(1) — 62(8)) 2 (9(1), (1)
+ () o >>aZ<¢<t>,¢2<T>> e

for each t € [0, 7], and thus have

V(). 6T) =V 0).620) = [ ZV0(0). dal0)dt +OC)
= [ (5 + 5o 1)) 610 a0 + 00 (3.19)

Similarly, we can obtain the expansions of F? and B and then calculate that

| GF+ B ) ateas

1 oV ov. . .1 10 1 .
[ G S e G bt [ etae) LR 000, duloas

+ O(e). (3.20)
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On the other hand, we denote by Ay*(t) = y*(t) — y*(t—) the jump of y* at the point
t. Note that Y*(t) = ¢o(t) + YE(t) = ¢o(t) + W (L) + L(t) with ¢o(t) + cW (t) being
continuous in ¢ € [0, 7], we claim that Y;*, Y,” and L; have the same bounded variation.
In fact, according to Theorem 2.3.14 (or Example 2.3.15) and Theorem 2.4.25, for a.s.
w € €, the finite variation Vjo rj(w) of L; exists, and

YAyl = Y 1AYHH = Y AL < Vigr(w) < oo.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

Under our assumptions, the function F is C? so that ||F|| is finite and

> Uyy*(t) lF(iU*(t)>U7G52(t))du}

o<t LSy (t=) €

<SIFL Y Ayl <oo, (321

0<t<T

for any 2*(t) € Dg -

Consequently, by combining (3.16), (3.17) with the estimations (3.19), (3.20) and
(3.21), we conclude that

PUNZ =) = [ o (~1(6.60) + 01 +00)) dys )

=C.piy1(K(0,)) exp(—1(, 62)) (3.22)

with C. being a constant with respect to £, and

A A 1 > of
](¢>¢2)=§/0 [(F_E £|<1§V(d§)) +8_y

Clearly, I(¢, qﬁ) =1 (¢, ¢2) is the desired OM action functional by Definition 2.1. The
proof of Theorem 3.1 is thus complete. O

(6(s), D2(s))ds.

4 Applications to Langevin systems

This section considers a specific case of stochastic mechanical systems incorporating the
degenerate noise, modeled as a second-order and underdamped kinetic Langevin system:

X 49X = —U'(X) + a2 W(t) + L(t), (4.1)

where U € C?(R,R) is the potential function, v € Rt is a damping coefficient, p = 2kgT
stands for the thermal temperature, W(t) is a standard Brownian motion on R, and L(t)
is an asymmetric a-stable Lévy process with the generating triplet (0,0, v,,5). To ensure
that Theorem 3.1 is adaptive, we assume that « € (0,1) and 8 € [—1, 1]. In fact, the jump
measure v, g is given by

Vas(d€) = c1]€] 7 7 L ocecooy dE + cal€] T L {_oocec0yd€
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with = 9=2 ¢, =k, Tﬁ, and ¢y = ka#, where

c1+c2’?
a(l—a) .
ko = { T@ajcos(F)” if @ <1,
2 if o = 1.

)

It is clear that f‘£|<1 |€]Va,5(d€) < oo if and only if & < 1. Moreover, we have f‘£|<1 EVap(dE) =

af
I'(2—a) cos(75)

= Ay p for o < 1.
4.1 (Parametric) Hamilton—Pontryagin equations v.s. (4th-order)
Euler—Lagrange equations

We now introduce Y = X and rewrite (4.1) into the form of (2.1) with g(z,y) = ¥,

flz,y) = —yy—U'(z) and c = \/,H'y%. We remark that X, Y and Z = (X,Y) are referred
as position (or configuration), velocity (or momentum) and phase variables, respectively.
According to Theorem 3.1, the OM function of this system is

1 (q'bz + 962+ U'(61) + fig o Evans(dE) ) ;

OM(¢7 ¢) =5

5 , with ¢ = ¢,

C

and the OM action functional is I(¢, ) = fOT OM(¢, ¢)dt. This leads to the following
Hamilton—Pontryagin (HP) equation containing a parametric function A(¢) by Proposition
3.4 (i.e., Hamilton—Pontryagin principle):

( . . . y U’ v(d
(6 + U"(6n)d1 + ) + L0 @18, 1y

¢>2+’Y¢2+U ¢1 +f\g|<1§l’ d¢) U"(¢1) + A\ = 0,

¢1 G2, (4.2)
$(0) = 2z = (xo,yo)T7
H(T) = 2r = (xT,?JT)T-

\
For this special system, we may also replace ¢5 by gz§1 and focus our arguments on

the position variable ¢; as well as its time derivatives. Associated with the OM function
OM (¢, gb) we introduce a Lagrangian with respect to ¢y, $1 and gbl

Gu 1+ U/ (60) + fg o v ()|

. . ’y
L = - —.
(61,61,6) o !
Accordingly, we define the action functional as [ = fo (o1, qbl,qbl)dt By the high-
order variational principle | |, a minimizer ¢;(t) of I solves the Euler-Lagrange (EL)
equation

oL _ oL _doL &L
61 Od1  dtog,  dt2od,
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equipped with the boundary conditions. More precisely, we are indeed dealing with a
fourth-order nonlinear boundary value problem with respect to ¢;:

5 4+ 61U (1) — 7))+ EU(61) + (U(60) + figr Eves(dE)) U (1) = 0,
¢1(0> = Zo, CZQ{(O) = Yo, <4'3)
&1 (T) = xp, ¢1(T) = yr,

which is consistent with (4.2); See the diagram below.

- $2 = 1 o
OM(¢7 ¢) L(¢17¢17¢1)
Hamilton— high-order
Pontryagin variational
principle principle
(parametric) canceling go&A (4th-order)
HP equation EL equation.

4.2 The MPTP based on an analytical solver

It should be pointed out that, in both (4.2) and (4.3), the initial and final velocities
are given. But in practice, the information of velocities maybe unknown, and we thus
need to seek for a global MPTP between configurations, that is, the one from ¢(0) = xg
to ¢1(T') = xp here. As mentioned in Remark 3.5, we can fix ¢2(0) = él(O) and consider
one set of sufficient initial conditions: ¢1(0), ¢1(0), $1(0), ¢1(0). Clearly, the first two are
known, the last two should satisfy ¢(7T") = xr, and the solution will be a function of them.
Hence, we optimize the action under this constraint to get the MLTP given gzgl(O), and
then further minimize the action as a function of ¢;(0).

In fact, for this special system, things are even simpler. Notice that the action functional
reaches [, = —g if and only if

o1 4761+ U' (1) + o §Va,p(d) = 0. (4.4)

We thus only need to solve (4.4) with boundary conditions: ¢,(0) = z¢ and ¢1(T") = .
In addition, when the potential is quadratic, analytical solutions to the ODE systems (4.3)
and (4.4) exist, and the MPTPs could be solved analytically.

From now on, we set U(x) = —%xQ. According to the variation of constants, the explicit
solution for problem (4.3) is

¢1 (t) = CleAlt + 026A2t + Cg@A‘gt + C4€>\4t + Aaﬁ, (45)
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MPTPs with ¢;(0) = yo, ¢1(T) = yr

—-—-y0=65yr=01 | |

The global MPTP
—-=-Y0=5.5,yr=0.1
Yo=5,yr=02

Position

. . . . . . . . .
0 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Time t

Figure 1: (Color online) MPTPs from X (0) = —1 to X(2) = 1 under different initial
1

velocity yo and final velocity yr: T = 2, v = 3, a = = 5 and thus A,z ~ 0.3989.
Red solid line: the global MPTP with y, = 5.8078 and y; = 0.1904 for which the action

~ T
functional reaches Iy, = —%5- = —3.

24~2 244 .
where Aus = rraitarmmy A = TV 2 for i = 1,2,3,4 and A < Ao < Ag < Ay,
det(Ap, Az, Az, A det(A1,As, Az, A .
and Cy = _dZEAT,Az,A;Ag» s, Oy = dellitetsto) with Ay = (2 — Aag, @1 — Aayg, Yo, y7) 7

T det(A;,Ag,A3,Ag)
A; = (1,eMT N, \edT)T . Clearly, the MPTP does depend on the choices of ¢;(0) = g
and él(T) = yr. That is, given different yy and yr, we would obtain different MPTPs as
shown in Figure 1. To get a global MPTP between the configurations, we should substitute
(4.5) back to the action I and minimize I with respect to yo and yr. Here, the explicit
expression of such a global MPTP is

Pi(t) = CreMit + CyeMet + A, 4, (4.6)

which can be obtained by solving the boundary problem of (4.4) directly, and in which

—YFA/V2+H4 r1—A —ed (zo—A eM (zo—A —(z1—A
N, = 1 Cf = (1 “’ﬁ)v (2o «8) and Cy = (20 op) A(*l 8) A global
i el —e"2 el —e™2

MPTP is also plotted in Figure 1. It is clear that ¢j(t) is indeed a solution to (4.3) with
optimal initial and final velocities being yo = ¢3(0) and yr = ¢}(7T).

Getting back to the settings in phase space, the MPTP between states (o, yo) and
(wr,yr) is just 6(t) = (Gr(t), 6a(t) with éu(t) given in (45) and Gu(t) = on(t) =
2?21 \;C;elit. Focusing on the globally optimal case, we investigate the time-evolution
sample paths and the MPTP for the components X and Y respectively, as shown in
Figure 2(a). We can observe that both ¢;(t) and ¢»(t) stay in the intermediate region of
simulations and this is in good agreement with our theory as expected. The simulations of
X, looks less “noisy” than the ones of Y;, as the noise is degenerate and, with the same
time step, the random effect in the direction of X is smaller than that in the direction of Y’
when we simulate the solution to the whole SDE. In Figure 2(b), we plot the MPTP, phase
paths as well as the deterministic vector field for our system in the X-Y plane. Again,
we can observe that the simulations are more likely to concentrate around the MPTP.

15



1 N\ \.
o \ \\\\\ i 8
L os 4 NN
pe] _ S
‘B Z AN
[«] 0 ~ \
& N
05 DN
7‘0 0.2 0.4 0.6 04‘5 1 1.2 14 1.6 1.8 2 \\ S
~ S AN
6 L h
—— Exact solution of (Dg(t)‘ QY =
5 4f . - N (
2 R NN N\
.g 2 7 ; .\{\ (X \
= bt VLN LR LM o Pl Tl A \ QO A %) UANES
R Y R 2 RN NN NN N\
Ve e S §®§\\>\\\§<\1\§\3\\\ l\s\\\\\b\\\is
2 I . . o . L g 3 O \\\\\\\ui\§?i\\\\\ NARRERRERHERRERRRNNN
0 02 0.4 06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2 ) 15 1 05 0 05 1 15 >
Time t X
(a) (b)

Figure 2: (Color online) Let T'=2,v=3, u=0.8, a == % and thus A, s ~ 0.3989.
(a) The patterns of sample paths and the MPTP. The trajectories of X are shown as the
top of figure and the trajectories of Y are shown as the bottom of figure. (b) Around 15
simulations of system (4.1) with initial value X (0) = —1 and final value X(2) = 1 are
shown. It is evident that simulations are more likely to accumulate around the MPTP

(red line).

Additionally, one interesting phenomenon is that the MPTP may choose the deterministic
flow to transit, which seems somehow reasonable. The results above provide empirical
evidence for supporting our theory.

We remark that, in most situations, the ODE system in the form of (4.2) or (4.3), not
to mention the more general one in (3.6), could not be sloved analytically, and nor could the
constrained optimization problem. The concrete numerical method to solve this problem
is not covered in this paper. We only point out that we have to be careful as discretization
scheme matters and we still want to use the least action principle. Some interesting
methods, e.g., stochastic variational intergrator, can be found in [BRM09, BRO09] and
the references therein.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have developed the Onsager—Machlup theory for a class of degenerate
stochastic dynamical systems with both Brownian noise and Lévy noise. Regarding the
OM function as a Lagrangian, we have characterized the MPTP as the solution of the
corresponding Hamilton—Pontryagin equation, under constrained conditions. The results
of our work are valid for SDEs with a pure jump Lévy process with jump measure v, as
long as it has bounded variation or equivalently the integral fl el<1 Ev(d¢€) is finite (e.g., the
a-stable Lévy motion with 0 < o < 1). In addition, these results can be also generalized
to high-dimensional case. Numerical experiments for a second-order and underdamped
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kinetic Langevin system validated our theory. Particularly, for this case, the MPTP can
be obtained by solving the boundary value problem of a fourth-order Euler-Lagrange
equation, and the MPTP between configurations is also discussed.

Compared with our previous work | |, the common idea to derive the OM function
is mainly using the Brownian motion to absorb the drift with the help of Girsanov
transformation. Due to the degeneration of noise, the so-called quasi-translation invariant
measure does not exist and the proof for non-degenerate case can not be applied directly.
But fortunately, the small ball probability of the z-component (i.e., the one whose noise
term is degenerate) can be controlled by the y-component (i.e., the other one with a noise
term). Taking advantage of this helpful technique and constructing a special auxiliary
process satisfying SDE (3.7), we can overcome the difficulties raised by the degenerate
noise and establish a degenerate version of the OM theory. Furthermore, different from
the previous work interpreting the MPTP as a solution to the classical Euler—Lagrange
equation, the MPTP here only satisfies a Hamilton—-Pontryagin one containing a parametric
function, which can be regarded a general Euler-Lagrange equation in the implicit form.
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