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Abstract

Active systems comprise a class of nonequilibrium dynamics in which individual components
autonomously dissipate energy. Efforts towards understanding the role played by activity have
centered on computation of the entropy production rate (EPR), which quantifies the breakdown
of time reversal symmetry. A fundamental difficulty in this program is that high dimension-
ality of the phase space renders traditional computational techniques infeasible for estimating
the EPR. Here, we overcome this challenge with a novel deep learning approach that estimates
probability currents directly from stochastic system trajectories. We derive a new physical con-
nection between the probability current and two local definitions of the EPR for inertial systems,
which we apply to characterize the departure from equilibrium in a canonical model of flocking.
Our results highlight that entropy is produced and consumed on the spatial interface of a flock
as the interplay between alignment and fluctuation dynamically creates and annihilates order.
By enabling the direct visualization of when and where a given system is out of equilibrium,
we anticipate that our methodology will advance the understanding of a broad class of complex
nonequilibrium dynamics.

1 Introduction.

Active matter systems are driven out of equilibrium at the microsopic level as their individual agents
consume free energy and perform work on their environment (Ramaswamy, 2010; Marchetti et al.,
2013; Bowick et al., 2022). The nonequilibrium character of their dynamics manifests itself in the
breakdown of time-reversal symmetry (TRS) (Lebowitz and Spohn, 1999), whose significance can
be quantified by the entropy production rate (EPR) (Seifert, 2005, 2012). As a high-dimensional
quantity that depends on the unknown nonequilibrium stationary density, estimation of the EPR
is of considerable research interest (Fodor et al., 2016). Several recent thrusts in this direction
include the development of analytical tools rooted in active field theories (Nardini et al., 2017),
information-theoretic approaches (Ro et al., 2022; Martiniani et al., 2019), and computational
methods based on machine learning (Boffi and Vanden-Eijnden, 2024, 2023). Thus-far, machine
learning-based efforts have required knowledge of the system’s dynamics, which is unavailable for
many physical (Ballerini et al., 2008) and experimental systems of interest (Palacci et al., 2013).
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Figure 1: The nonequilibrium dynamics of flocking. System dynamics for (1), with trail indicating
past motion. The particles spontaneously self-organize into polar flocks that irregularly split and combine
in a manner that breaks time reversal symmetry. In this work, we study how these TRS breaking events are
distributed spatially.

In this Letter, we introduce a novel machine learning algorithm that estimates the EPR from
system trajectories alone, obviating the need for knowledge of the dynamics and paving the way for
applications to experimental systems. To illustrate the utility of our approach, we apply the method
to understand the nonequilibrium dynamics of flocking (Toner and Tu, 1998; Toner et al., 2005;
Toner and Tu, 1995) in a Vicsek-like model (Vicsek et al., 1995; Chaté et al., 2008), a canonical
active matter system. In particular, we compute spatial decompositions of both the total EPR and
the system EPR in the sense of Seifert (Seifert, 2005; Boffi and Vanden-Eijnden, 2024). To our
knowledge, this is the first study that provides a spatial decomposition of the breakdown of TRS
in flocking models.

Our findings reveal that TRS violations concentrate on the interface between the flock and the
disordered gas, and that the EPR of the system gives insight into each particle’s instantaneous
contribution to the generation or annihilation of order. In addition, we show that TRS breaking
events exhibit intermittent dynamics (Hirsch et al., 1982) reflective of the formation and breakdown
of flocks, which we quantify by identifying 1/f noise in the EPR (Manneville, 1980).

2 Problem setting

Microscopic model. We study a system of N interacting particles motivated by the Vicsek
model of flocking (Vicsek et al., 1995; Chaté et al., 2008). Denoting by xt = (x1t , x

2
t , . . . , x

N
t ) and

vt = (v1t , v
2
t , . . . , v

N
t ) the N d-dimensional positions and velocities of the particles, the system’s

evolution is governed by the stochastic dynamics

ẋt = vt, v̇t = f(xt, vt)− γvt + ηt. (1)

Here, 1/γ is a persistence time, ηt is a zero-mean white noise process with covariance ⟨ηitηjs⟩ =
2γv2∗δijδ(t− s)Id, and v∗ is a characteristic velocity. The active force f = (f1, f2, . . . , fN ) is given
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Figure 2: Two particles: Phase portrait and EPR. (A) Flow lines of the probability current on
the NESS. Pendulum-like limit cycles of alignment and anti-alignment can be seen. Comparison with (B)
and (C) highlights alternating regions of ṡtot ̸= 0 and ṡtot = 0, as well as alternating regions of system
entropy production (ṡsys > 0) and system entropy consumption (ṡsys < 0) as the particles oscillate in
and out of the aligned state. (B) Phase space distribution of ṡtot, which concentrates during the particle-
particle interaction (|gR| is visualized rather than |gR|2 to reduce the influence of outliers). (C) Phase space
distribution of ṡsys, which concentrates in alternating, asymmetric lobes of entropy production and entropy
consumption. Entropy production occurs during anti-alignment – regions where sign(x) = sign(v) – and
indicates the annihilation of order. Entropy consumption occurs during alignment, which happens when
sign(x) = −sign(v), and signifies the creation of order.

by the dynamical XY-like model (Stanley, 1968),

f i(x, v) =

N∑
j=1

(
vj − vi

)
K
(
|xi − xj |

)
, (2)

where the rotation-invariant kernel K is a smooth variant of the Heaviside step function (SI Ap-
pendix). Physically, the active force f aligns the velocities of the particles in the range of the
kernel K. Eq. (1) gives rise to a rich and complex dynamics with multiple coexisting flocks that
dynamically form and break apart, as shown in Fig. 1.

Time-reversal. To quantify the non-equilibrium nature of the dynamics (1), we investigate the
structure of its TRS breaking events Ferretti et al. (2022); Chetrite and Gawedzki (2008). To this
end, given an infinitely-long trajectory (xt, vt) evolving over the system’s non-equilibrium steady
state (NESS), we define the corresponding time-reversed trajectory as (xRt , v

R
t ) ≡ (x−t,−v−t). We

show in the end matter that this time-reversed process evolves according to

ẋRt = vRt , v̇Rt = f(xRt , v
R
t )− γvRt − 2gR(xRt , v

R
t ) + ηt. (3)

Compared to (1), the reverse-time equation (3) contains an additional force gR(x, v) = −g(x,−v)
with g given by

g(x, v) = f(x, v)− γv − γv2∗∇v log ρ(x, v). (4)

Above, ρ(x, v) is the NESS probability density function, which enters here through the so-called
score function ∇v log ρ (Song et al., 2021; Hyvärinen, 2005). We find that g = 0 in the absence of
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the active force, while g ̸= 0 when f ̸= 0. The function g also characterizes the probability current
on the NESS, which is a vector field whose local value at (x, v) is precisely (v, g(x, v))ρ(x, v), as
discussed in the End Matter. The discrepancy between the forward and reverse-time dynamics
indicates that the active nature of the system breaks TRS, which we aim to quantify by estimating
g with deep learning. We emphasize that this calculation cannot be completed with standard
numerical methods because g(x, v) is a high-dimensional function that depends, a-priori, on the
positions and velocities of all particles in the system through the score ∇v log ρ(x, v). We show in
the SI Appendix that g can also be expressed as

g(x, v) = ⟨v̇t | (xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩, (5)

where ⟨ · | (xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩ denotes an average over the NESS conditioned on the event (xt, vt) =
(x, v). Below, we will make use of (5) to design a variational objective to estimate g.

Total entropy production rate. One way to measure the global breakdown of TRS is to
calculate the total EPR, which is defined as the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the path
measure Pt of (1) and the path measure PR

t of its time-reversal (3) over a horizon t > 0 (Crooks,
1999; Lebowitz and Spohn, 1999). While a useful object, it is well-known that the total EPR
does not capture the spatial structure of TRS breaking events because it is a single scalar (Ro
et al., 2022; Nardini et al., 2017; Fodor et al., 2016). To overcome this limitation, we introduce the
microscopic phase space quantity,

ṡtot(x, v) =

〈
d

dt
log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

) ∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
. (6)

In (6), ϕt = {xτ , vτ}τ∈[0,t] is a path of length t on the NESS and ⟨ · | (xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩ denotes an
average over all such paths of the forward-time dynamics that end at (x, v). Physically, (6) measures
how much less likely a trajectory of the forward-time dynamics becomes under the reverse-time path
measure when its duration is extended infinitesimally. We show in the SI Appendix the following
remarkable relation between ṡtot(x, v) and g

R(x, v),

ṡtot(x, v) =
1

γv2∗
|gR(x, v)|2 = 1

γv2∗

N∑
i=1

|gR,i(x, v)|2, (7)

which demonstrates the central role of gR in measures of TRS breaking. In (7), we have highlighted
that our phase space definition of the total EPR may be decomposed into contributions from
individual particles, which will enable us to visualize its spatial distribution. We show in the SI
Appendix using a path integral approach (Onsager and Machlup, 1953; Machlup and Onsager,
1953) that (7) recovers the macroscopic total EPR upon averaging over the NESS, i.e.

Ṡtot = lim
t→∞

1

t
KL(Pt ∥ PR

t ) = ⟨ṡtot(x, v)⟩, (8)

so that ṡtot is a natural microscopic counterpart to Ṡtot.
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System entropy production rate. The stochastic entropy of the system (Seifert, 2005, 2012)
is an information-theoretic quantity defined as the negative logarithm of the probability density
function ρ for the NESS evaluated along a trajectory (xt, vt) of (1),

sstochsys (t) = − log ρ(xt, vt), (9)

so that its average over the NESS gives the Gibbs entropy. Similar to (6), we define the corre-
sponding system EPR as the conditional average of its time derivative (Boffi and Vanden-Eijnden,
2024)

ṡsys(x, v) = −
〈
d

dt
log ρ(xt, vt) | (xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
, (10)

which converts the time-dependent quantity (9) into a phase space quantity. As we show in the end
matter, leveraging that ρ solves a stationary Fokker-Planck equation yields a connection between
the system EPR and the divergence of g,

ṡsys(x, v) = ∇v · g(x, v) =
N∑
i=1

∇vi · gi(x, v). (11)

Again, we have highlighted that ṡsys(x, g) may be broken down into contributions from individual
particles.

Estimating the current velocity. The expressions (6) and (11) highlight the fundamental
relation between g and the measures ṡtot and ṡsys of TRS breaking. We show in the SI Appendix
that g is the unique minimizer over ĝ of the variational objective

L[ĝ] = 1

T
E
[∫ T

0
|ĝ(xt, vt)|2dt− 2ĝ(xt, vt) ◦ dvt

]
, (12)

where ◦ denotes a Stratonovich product and where T > 0 is an arbitrary time horizon. We estimate
ĝ by training a neural network to minimize (12) using the Adam optimizer (Kingma and Ba, 2017).
As described in the end matter, we use a graph neural network (Battaglia et al., 2018) that enforces
two key physical symmetries in the system: permutation equivariance amongst the particles and
translation invariance.

3 Results

Low-dimensional system. To build physical intuition, we first consider the case of N = 2
particles in d = 1 dimension. By transformation to displacement coordinates x = x1 − x2 and
v = v1−v2, the system admits an equivalent two-dimensional description that enables us to visualize
the EPR over the entire phase space (Figure 2). To remove the influence of low-probability outliers,
all quantities are weighted by the stationary density ρ.

Flow lines of the probability current (v, g(x, v))ρ(x, v) on the NESS are shown in Figure 2A:
the phase portrait displays limit cycles that correspond to successive alignment and anti-alignment
of the particles. For large values of |v|, the particles do not always enter a bound state, and instead
deflect off of each other.
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Figure 3: Sixty-four particles in two dimensions. The reader is strongly encouraged to view the
accompanying movie here, as well as the longer movie here. (A) Uncolored reference depiction of the particle
trajectories. Frames chosen based on large spikes in ṡtot, shown by vertical lines in (E) and (F). (B) Particle
contributions to ṡsys. Particles exhibit negative system EPR during alignment and positive system EPR
during anti-alignment. Positive values occur on the boundary of flocks, while negative values occur both
on the boundary and during collisions. (C) Particle contributions to ṡtot. The signal is similar to ṡsys, but
is more dominated by outliers, and does not display signed information about the creation or annihilation
of order. Particles primarily contribute to ṡtot during collisions and during flock breakup. (E) Time series
of ṡsys(xt, vt). Large negative spikes indicate an increase in system order, such as during a merger between
two flocks. Positive spikes indicate a decrease in system order, corresponding to particles leaving alignment,
as driven by random fluctuation on flock boundaries. (F) Time series of ṡtot(xt, vt). Large spikes typically
correspond to flock breakup or flock formation.

An (x, v) 7→ (−x,−v) symmetry is clear in all panes, which corresponds to permutation sym-
metry between the two particles in this frame of reference. The horizontal line v = 0 corresponds
to the ordered, aligned phase, while the vertical line x = 0 corresponds to spatial superposition.
Both the total EPR (Figure 2B) and the system EPR (Figure 2C) are nonzero when the particles
interact, corresponding to the region |x| ≲ 0.25 and |v| ≳ 0. Moreover, both vanish around the
aligned phase |v| ≈ 0, |x| ≈ 0 and in the disordered gas |x| ≳ 0.25.

The signal in both ṡtot and ṡsys is similar, though ṡtot has lost the sign information contained in

6

https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/edh2nuzxgozd4z1wxby2e/sde_entropy_movie_plot.mp4?rlkey=fh156967p9msfp6fg85ktpq41&st=ljvqq6yo&dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/wttsp4rhpb6kgfiwesnxi/sde_entropy_movie_plot_long.mp4?rlkey=9chq2pru34csiz0joonj0g57d&st=ywv2k0lw&dl=0


ṡsys. Physically, the sign of ṡsys indicates the creation or annihilation of order: during anti-alignment
and transition towards the disordered gaseous phase, the system EPR is positive, while during
alignment and formation of the ordered phase, the system EPR is negative. These transitions are
not captured by the total EPR ṡtot, which only detects the particle-particle interaction. Comparison
with Figure 2A confirms a physical picture in which entropy is cyclically consumed and produced
as the particles progress between the aligned and disordered states in a periodic pattern.

The phase space depiction of ṡsys reveals that entropy is produced asymmetrically from how
it is consumed, a phenomenon that is not seen in ṡtot. Entropy production occurs over a larger
region of phase space, but by the stationarity condition ∂t

∫
log ρ(x, v)ρ(x, v) = 0, the thermody-

namic average of the system EPR must vanish. To attain zero average, the distribution of entropy
consumption is heavy-tailed (Figure 6, SI Appendix), which compensates for its lower phase space
volume.

The origin of this heavy tail can be understood with a simple physical picture of the dynamics.
Because the domain has periodic boundary conditions, the two particles will necessarily collide.
At the collision, the interaction causes the particles to align, which produces order and induces a
negative spike in ṡsys. These collision events can lead to abnormally large negative values of ṡsys,
thereby producing a heavy tail. By contrast, anti-alignment and its associated positive values of
ṡsys, can only occur via the random Gaussian fluctuations in (1). These Gaussian statistics ensure
that events of large positive ṡsys are rare.

High-dimensional system. We now consider the case of N = 64 particles in d = 2 dimensions.
Unlike the two-particle system just considered, here there is no mapping to an equivalent low-
dimensional system, and the dimensionality of the phase space is 2Nd = 256. This necessitates
the use of machine learning, as g is a function defined on the high-dimensional phase space, and
is therefore challenging to approximate with traditional discretization or basis function expansion-
based techniques.

Results are shown in Figure 3, which depicts time lapses of the dynamics colored by the particle
contributions to ṡtot and ṡsys according to the decompositions given in (7) and (11). To gain
insight into the global system behavior, time series ṡsys(xt, vt) and ṡtot(xt, vt) are shown below;
black dashed lines indicate the central frame of each time lapse, chosen adaptively based on events
of large ṡtot. An accompanying movie matching the frames is available at this link, along with a
movie of a longer trajectory here. The reader is highly encouraged to view the movies, as they
provide more physical insight into the dynamics than can be obtained by viewing still frames.

The time series ṡtot(xt, vt) and ṡsys(xt, vt) are erratic, and display frequent but irregular spikes.
Spikes in ṡtot(xt, vt) correspond primarily to flock breakup, during which one or more particles
are driven out of their flock by random noise. More informatively, ṡsys(xt, vt) displays consistent
fluctuations around zero, which are reflective of the constant alignment and anti-alignment of
particles on flock boundaries. These particles are driven towards disorder by noise and towards
order by the alignment interaction, the balance of which creates a fluctuating trajectory for the EPR.
Deep in the flock center, where a large number of alignment interactions preserves the direction of
flight, particles maintain ṡisys(xt, vt) = 0. Large negative spikes correspond to collisions between
existing flocks, which leads to the formation of a single larger flock and drives an associated increase
in order. Similarly, large positive spikes correspond to the breakup of flocks. These observations
confirm the physical picture put forth by the simple two-particle model system: ṡsys contains signed
information about the creation and annihilation of order. By contrast, ṡtot is less sensitive, and
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Figure 4: EPR statistics. (A) Density of the per-particle system EPR. The distribution exhibits asym-
metry between entropy production and entropy consumption. (B) Density of the per-particle total EPR.
The distribution has a heavy tail, but does not distinguish between production and consumption.

mostly indicates the presence and magnitude of interactions between particles.
Distributions of the average per-particle ṡsys and ṡtot on the NESS ρ are shown in Figure 4,

where exponential tails are seen in both cases. Similar to the low-dimensional setting discussed
earlier, the distribution of ṡsys is asymmetric: a heavier tail of entropy consumption is balanced
by more frequent events of lower-magnitude entropy production. This asymmetry can again be
rationalized by a simple physical picture. Instances of large entropy consumption are driven by
flock merger events that occur due to the periodic boundary conditions. Entropy is consistently
produced in small amounts as random fluctuations cause particles on flock boundaries to peel away
towards the free particle state.

In Figure 5, we quantify the intermittent dynamics of ṡsys(xt, vt) and ṡtot(xt, vt) by estimating
the power spectral density (PSD) of long, stationary time series. In both cases we identify the
appearance of pink noise with a power law exponent that is lower than the expected exponent of 2
for pure Brownian motion. A power law PSD is expected for intermittent time series (Manneville,
1980; Hirsch et al., 1982) and has been identified in flocking models in earlier work (Huepe and
Aldana, 2004), but has not been observed in the EPR due to the difficulties associated with its
computation.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced a model-free machine learning approach to compute the system and total
entropy production rates of nonequilibrium dynamical systems. We found that the system EPR
contains signed information illustrating the creation and annihilation of order as particles enter or
leave the aligned state, while the total EPR cannot distinguish between these two thermodynamic
phenomena. In both cases, we observed intermittent dynamics dominated by collisions between
flocks, which we quantified by identifying heavy-tailed distributions in the EPR and 1/f noise in
the associated power spectral densities. Future work will investigate the structure of the EPR in
driven systems subject to an external control protocol and in equilibrium systems as they relax
towards the Gibbs density from an initially non-stationary state. In addition, we plan to investigate
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the realistic experimental setting where only a subset of dynamical variables can be observed, and
to understand how the choice of these variables affects the resulting predictions for the EPR.
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5 End matter

Time reversal. We now derive the time-reversed dynamics given in (3). Complete details of the
steps shown here are provided in the SI Appendix. To proceed, it is convenient to consider the

11



dynamics governing the evolution of the system’s time-dependent microscopic probability density
function ρt(x, v) towards stationarity. This quantity satisfies

∂tρt +∇x · (vρt) +∇v · ([f − γv]ρt) = γv2∗∆vρt, (13)

solved forwards in time on t ∈ [0,∞). By construction, the NESS density is ρ = limt→∞ ρt for any
initial ρ0 = ρinit. We define the time-reversed PDF by the relation

ρRt (x,−v) = ρ−t(x, v). (14)

The definition in (14) ensures that particles continue to move in the direction of their velocity in
the time-reversed dynamics. From (14), we have that ∂tρ

R
t (x, v) = −∂tρ−t(x,−v), so

∂tρ
R
t = −∇x ·

(
vρRt

)
+∇v ·

(
[f − γv]ρRt

)
− γv2∗∆vρ

R
t , (15)

where all quantities are evaluated at (x, v) and we used f(x,−v) = −f(x, v). Introducing

gRt (x, v) = f(x, v)− γv − γv2∗∇ log ρRt (x, v), (16)

we may then write (15) as

∂tρ
R
t = −∇x ·

(
vρRt

)
−∇v ·

(
[f − γv − 2gRt ]ρ

R
t

)
+ γv2∗∆vρ

R
t , (17)

which is the Fokker-Planck equation for the stochastic dynamics

ẋRt = vRt ,

v̇Rt = f(xRt , v
R
t )− γvRt − 2gRt (x

R
t , v

R
t ) + ηt.

(18)

Eq. (16) implies that gR−t(x,−v) = gt(x, v) with gt given by

gt(x, v) = f(x, v)− γv − γv2∗∇ log ρt(x, v). (19)

At stationarity we then have gt = g = f − γv − γv2∗∇ log ρ, and we recover (4). We show in the SI
Appendix that this expression is equivalent to g(x, v) = ⟨v̇t|(xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩.

Transport equation and probability flow. The NESS density ρ for (1) is the solution of the
stationary many-body Fokker-Planck equation (FPE)

∇x · (vρ) +∇v · ((f − γv)ρ) = γv2∗∆vρ. (20)

By definition of g in (5), this FPE may be re-written as the stationary transport equation

∇x · (vρ) +∇v · (gρ) = 0. (21)

which indicates that the probability current on the NESS is the vector field (v, g(x, v))ρ(x, v). The
flow lines of this probability current define the probability flow (Boffi and Vanden-Eijnden, 2023;
Maoutsa et al., 2020; Song et al., 2021), i.e., the phase-space curves (xc(t), vc(t))t∈R such that

ẋct = vct ,

v̇ct = g(xct , v
c
t ).

(22)

The curves defined by (22) satisfy that if (xc0, v
c
0) ∼ ρ, then (xct , v

c
t ) ∼ ρ for all t ∈ R; i.e., similar to

the stochastic dynamics (1), the deterministic dynamics (22) preserves the NESS.
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Estimating the loss. Let i = 1, . . . , N denote the particle index, α = 1, . . . , n denote an index
over trajectories, and let (xi,αt , vi,αt ) for t ∈ [0, T ] denote a dataset of trajectories. Because we
consider the estimation of probability flows on a nonequilibrium steady state, T is arbitrary. We
may therefore take T = ∆t for a fixed timestep ∆t > 0 and approximate L ≈ L̂ as the empirical
mean

L̂[ĝ]

=
1

nN

n∑
α=1

N∑
i=1

|ĝi(xαt , vαt )|2∆t− ĝi(xαt+∆t, v
α
t+∆t) · (vi,αt+∆t − vi,αt )− ĝi(xαt , v

α
t ) · (vi,αt+∆t − vi,αt ).

(23)

In practice, we minimize the discrete approximation (23) after generating n samples from ρ by
simulating the equation (1). The single timestep required for (23) can be generated during loss
evaluation.

Network architecture. We make use of a graph neural network architecture

ĝi(x, v) = ψ

 N∑
j=1

ϕ
(
xi − xj , vi, vj

) , (24)

where ϕ and ψ are a learnable encoder and decoder pair that we represent with fully-connected
networks. Due to the sum pooling of the encoder states, (24) enforces permutation symmetry. Due
to its dependence only on differences in positions, the architecture enforces translation invariance.
We take ϕ and ψ to be four layer networks with 2048 neurons per layer.
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A Time reversal derivation

We now derive the time-reversed dynamics given in (3) in greater detail than shown in the End
Matter. Recall that we have the time-dependent Fokker-Planck equation governing the evolution
towards stationarity,

∂tρt +∇x · (vρt) +∇v · (bvρt) = γv20∆vρt,

ρ0 = ρinit,
(25)

where bv(x, v) = f(x, v)−γv. Further recall that we define the time-reversed density by the relation

ρRt (x,−v) = ρ−t(x, v), t ∈ (−∞, 0],

lim
t→−∞

ρRt (x,−v) = ρ(x, v).
(26)

In the following, we denote by ∂t the derivative with respect to the first argument, ∇x the gradient
with respect to the second, and ∇v the gradient with respect to the third. That is, for a func-
tion ht(x, v) of (t, x, v), by ∂th−t(x,−v) we denote evaluation at (−t, x,−v) after computing the
derivative. From (26), we have that

∂tρ
R
t (x, v) = −∂tρ−t(x,−v),

= ∇x · (−vρ−t(x,−v))−∇v · ((f(x,−v) + γv) ρ−t(x,−v))− γv2∗∆vρ−t(x,−v),
= ∇x ·

(
−vρRt (x, v)

)
−∇v ·

(
(f(x,−v) + γv) ρRt (x, v)

)
− γv2∗∆vρ

R
t (x, v),

= ∇x ·
(
−vρRt (x, v)

)
+∇v ·

(
(f(x, v)− γv) ρRt (x, v)

)
− γv2∗∆vρ

R
t (x, v).

(27)

Above, we have used that f(x,−v) = −f(x, v), as follows from (2). The final line of (27) implies
that

∂tρ
R
t (x, v) +∇x ·

(
vρRt (x, v)

)
−∇v ·

(
(f(x, v)− γv) ρRt (x, v)

)
= −γv2∗∆vρ

R
t (x, v). (28)

Applying the following relation in terms of the score,

∇v ·
(
∇v log ρ

R
t (x, v)ρ

R
t (x, v)

)
= ∆vρ

R
t (x, v), (29)

we can write the final line of (27) as

∂tρ
R
t (x, v) +∇x ·

(
vρRt (x, v)

)
−∇v ·

((
f(x, v)− γv − 2γv20∇v log ρ

R
t (x, v)

)
ρRt (x, v)

)
= γv2∗∆vρ

R
t (x, v).

(30)

Now, defining
gRt (x, v) = f(x, v)− γv − γv2∗∇v log ρ

R
t (x, v), (31)

we may write

∂tρ
R
t (x, v) +∇x ·

(
vρRt (x, v)

)
+∇v ·

((
f(x, v)− γv − 2gRt (x, v)

)
ρRt (x, v)

)
= γv2∗∆vρ

R
t (x, v). (32)

We may then observe the identities

bv(x, v) = −bv(x,−v),
∇v log ρ

R
t (x, v) = −∇v log ρt(x,−v).

(33)
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Together, the equations in (33) imply the identity

gRt (x, v) = −g−t(x,−v). (34)

The (forward-time) Fokker-Planck equation (30) then admits the associated stochastic dynamics

ẋRt = vRt ,

v̇Rt = f(xRt , v
R
t )− γvRt − 2gRt (x

R
t , v

R
t ) + ηt,

(35)

At stationarity, ρt(x, v) = ρRt (x,−v) = ρ(x, v) and gt(x, v) = gR−t(x,−v) = g(x, v) = −γv+f(x, v)−
γv2∗∇v log ρ(x, v).

B Formal proof that g = ⟨v̇|x, v⟩.
We first show that, given any test function h(x, v), we have

lim
τ→0+

1

2τ

〈
h(xt+τ , vt+τ )− h(xt−τ , vt−τ )

∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉
= v · ∇xh(x, v) + g(x, v) · ∇vh(x, v). (36)

To see this, observe that by stationarity and from the forward and backward SDEs we may write
the expectation as

lim
τ→0+

1

2τ

〈
h(xt+τ , vt+τ )− h(xt−τ , vt−τ )

∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉

= lim
τ→0+

1

2τ

〈
h(xτ , vτ )− h(x−τ , v−τ )

∣∣(x0, v0) = (x, v)
〉

= lim
τ→0+

1

2τ

〈
h(xτ , vτ )− h(x, v)

∣∣(x0, v0) = (x, v)
〉

− lim
τ→0+

1

2τ

〈
h(xRτ ,−vRτ )− h(x, v)

∣∣(xR0 , vR0 ) = (x,−v)
〉

=
1

2

(
v · ∇xh(x, v) + (f(x, v)− γv) · ∇vh(x, v) + γv2∗∆vh(x, v)

)
− 1

2

(
− v · ∇xh(x, v) + (f(x, v)− γv − 2g(x, v)) · ∇vh(x, v) + γv2∗∆vh(x, v)

)

(37)

Canceling the terms in the last expression gives (36). If we now formally write the limit on the
left-hand side of (36) as a time derivative, we can state this equation as〈 d

dt
h(xt, vt)

∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉
= v · ∇xh(x, v) + g(x, v) · ∇vh(x, v). (38)

Furthermore, if we formally use the chain rule to compute the time derivative in (38), we may write〈 d
dt
h(xt, vt)

∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉
=
〈
ẋt · ∇xh(xt, vt) + v̇t · ∇vh(xt, vt)

∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉

=
〈
vt · ∇xh(xt, vt) + v̇t · ∇vh(xt, vt)

∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)
〉

= v · ∇xh(x, v) + ⟨v̇t|(xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩ · ∇vh(x, v)

(39)

Comparing (38) and (39) gives g(x, v) = ⟨v̇t|(xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩.

15



C Macroscopic derivation of the total EPR

To obtain an expression for the macroscopic total EPR, we now consider a path integral deriva-
tion (Onsager and Machlup, 1953; Machlup and Onsager, 1953) of the change of measure between
the two processes (1) and (3). To this end, we define the measures for a path ϕT = {xt, vt}t∈[0,T ],

PT (ϕT ) =
1

Z
exp

(
−
∫ T

0
Lv(xt, vt, v̇t)dt

)
δ
(
{ẋt − vt}t∈[0,T ]

)
,

PR
T (ϕT ) =

1

Z
exp

(
−
∫ T

0
LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t)dt

)
δ
(
{ẋt − vt}t∈[0,T ]

)
,

(40)

along with the Lagrangians

Lv(xt, vt, v̇t) =
1

4γv2∗
|v̇t − f(xt, vt) + γvt|2,

LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t) =

1

4γv2∗
|v̇t − f(xt, vt) + γvt − 2g(xt,−vt)|2.

(41)

In (40), the Dirac delta function enforces the constraint ẋt = vt. Expanding L
R
v , we find that

LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t) =

1

4γv20

(
|v̇t − f(xt, vt) + γvt|2 − 4g(xt,−vt) · (v̇t − f(xt, vt) + γvt) + 4|g(xt,−vt)|2

)
,

= Lv(xt, vt, v̇t)−
1

γv20
g(xt,−vt) · (v̇t − f(xt, vt) + γvt) +

1

γv20
|g(xt,−vt)|2.

Now, observe that under the forward-time path measure

v̇t − f(xt, gt) + γvt = ηt.

It then follows that, with ⟨·⟩ denoting an average over the forward-time path measure,

Ṡtot = lim
T→∞

1

T

〈
log

(PT (ϕT )

PR
T (ϕT )

)〉
,

= lim
T→∞

1

T

〈∫ T

0

(
LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t)− Lv(xt, vt, v̇t)

)
dt

〉
,

= lim
T→∞

1

T

〈∫ T

0

( −1

γv20
g(xt,−vt) · ηtdt+

1

γv2∗
|g(xt,−vt)|2dt

)〉
,

= lim
T→∞

1

T

〈∫ T

0

1

γv2∗
|g(xt,−vt)|2dt

〉
,

=
1

γv2∗

∫
|g(x,−v)|2ρ(x, v)dxdv.

(42)

In the last line, we have used ergodicity of the process to convert the time average to an average over
the stationary measure. We note that by the identity (34), the final line reduces to 1

γv2∗
⟨|gR(x, v)|2⟩.
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C.1 Microscopic path measure derivation of the total EPR (continuous)

We now define a stochastic counterpart to the total EPR. Let ϕt = (xτ , vτ )τ∈[0,t] denote a fixed
trajectory of the forward system. Then we consider,

sstochtot (t) = log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

)
. (43)

The quantity (43) measures the probability of observing a fixed trajectory ϕt of the forward system
under the forward and reverse path measures. As-written, it is an extensive quantity that scales
with the horizon t. It is not yet an entropy production rate, but a stochastic measure of entropy that
considers how much less likely ϕt is under the reverse dynamics than the forward. To convert (43)
into a phase-space entropy production rate, we will consider its rate-of-change after averaging over
all trajectories ϕt of the forward-time dynamics that end at a given point (x, v) in phase space.
Note that, because we only consider a fixed horizon t, this procedure does not cover all possible
paths and therefore depends on the final point. To wit, we consider

ṡtot(x, v) =

〈
d

dt
log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

) ∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
. (44)

From (42), we see that

ṡtot(x, v) =

〈
d

dt

∫ t

0

(
LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t)− Lv(xt, vt, v̇t)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
,

=

〈
LR
v (xt, vt, v̇t)− Lv(xt, vt, v̇t)

∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
,

=

〈 −1

γv2∗
g(xt,−vt) · ηt +

1

γv2∗
|g(xt,−vt)|2

∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
,

=
−1

γv2∗
g(x,−v) · ⟨ηt⟩+

1

γv2∗
|g(x,−v)|2,

=
1

γv2∗
|g(x,−v)|2.

(45)

It then clearly follows that ⟨ṡtot(x, v)⟩ = Ṡtot.

C.2 Microscopic path measure derivation of the total EPR (discrete)

In this section, we derive the same result as (45) from an intuitive discrete-time perspective.
To this end, we consider extending a trajectory ϕt that ends at (xt, vt) = (x, v) infinitesimally,
ϕt+dt = (ϕt, (xt+dt, vt+dt)) and explicitly compute its probability under the forward and reverse-
time dynamics. By definition, we have that

Pt+dt(ϕt+dt) = Pt(ϕt)δ(xt+dt − xt − dtvt) exp

(
−|vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt)|2

4γv2∗dt

)
,

PR
t+dt(ϕt+dt) = PR

t (ϕt)δ(xt+dt − xt − dtvt)

× exp

(
−|vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt + 2g(xt,−vt))|2

4γv2∗dt

)
,

(46)
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which may be obtained by taking an Euler step of size dt of the dynamics (1) and (3). Equation (46)
immediately highlights that to observe ϕt+dt under the reverse-time dynamics, a very different
realization of the noise is required. Given the functional forms in (46), we may then explicitly
compute

log

(
Pt+dt(ϕt+dt)

PR
t+dt(ϕt+dt)

)
− log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

)
=

−1

4γv2∗dt
− |vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt)|2

+
1

4γv2∗dt
|vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt + 2g(xt,−vt))|2,

= − 1

4γv2∗dt

(
|vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt)|2

)
+

1

4γv2∗dt
|vt+dt − vt − dt(f(xt, vt)− γvt)|2

+
1

4γv2∗dt

(
−4dtg(xt, vt) · (vt+dt − vt − dt · (f(xt, vt)− γvt)) + 4dt2|g(xt,−vt))|2

)
,

=
1

γv2∗

(
dt|g(xt,−vt)|2 − g(xt,−vt) · (vt+dt − vt − dt (f(xt, vt)− γvt))

)

(47)

Taking an expectation over the forward-time path ϕt conditioned on the final point yields

⟨g(xt,−vt) · (vt+dt − vt − dt · (f(xt, vt)− γvt)) |(xt, vt) = (x, v)⟩ =
√

2dtγv2∗g(x,−v) · ⟨z⟩
= 0,

(48)

where z ∼ N(0, I) is pure Gaussian noise. Hence, we find that〈
log

(
Pt+dt(ϕt+dt)

PR
t+dt(ϕt+dt)

)
− log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

) ∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
=

dt

γv2∗
|g(x,−v)|2, (49)

which implies that〈
d

dt
log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

) ∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
= lim

dt→0

〈
1

dt

[
log

(
Pt+dt(ϕt+dt)

PR
t+dt(ϕt+dt)

)
− log

( Pt(ϕt)

PR
t (ϕt)

)] ∣∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
,

=
1

γv2∗
|g(x,−v)|2,

(50)

as shown in (45).

D Further details on the loss function

Here, we show that g(x, v) is the unique minimizer of (12) for any T > 0. To this end, the loss
reads

L(ĝ) = 1

T
E
[∫ T

0
|ĝ(xt, vt)|2dt− 2ĝ(xt, vt) ◦ dvt

]
,

=
1

T
E
[∫ T

0
|ĝ(xt, vt)|2dt− 2ĝ(xt, vt) · (f(xt, vt)− γvt) dt− 2

√
2γv2∗ ĝ(xt, vt) ◦ dWt

]
,

(51)
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where we have simply used the equation for vt in (1) to expand the expression for dvt. Now,
converting the Stratonovich integral to an Ito integral and using the fact that Ito integrals are
mean zero,

L(ĝ) = 1

T
E
[∫ T

0
|ĝ(xt, vt)|2dt− 2ĝ(xt, vt) · (f(xt, vt)− γvt) dt

]
+

1

T
E
[∫ T

0
−2γv2∗∇v · ĝ(xt, vt)dt− 2

√
2γv2∗ ĝ(xt, vt) · dWt

]
,

=
1

T
E
[∫ T

0
|ĝ(xt, vt)|2dt− 2ĝ(xt, vt) · (f(xt, vt)− γvt) dt− 2γv2∗∇v · ĝ(xt, vt)dt

]
.

(52)

Recognizing that the density of (xt, vt) is ρ for all t because we consider dynamics at stationarity,
we may drop the time integral. Integrating the resulting expression by parts and using (31), we
find

L(ĝ) =
∫ (

|ĝ(x, v)|2 − 2ĝ(x, v) · (f(xt, vt)− γvt)− 2γv2∗∇v · ĝ(x, v)
)
ρ(x, v)dxdv,

=

∫ (
|ĝ(x, v)|2 − 2ĝ(x, v) · (f(xt, vt)− γvt) + 2γv2∗ ĝ(x, v) · ∇v log ρ(x, v)

)
ρ(x, v)dxdv,

=

∫ (
|ĝ(x, v)|2 − 2ĝ(x, v) · g(x, v)

)
ρ(x, v)dxdv.

(53)

The final line above is a strongly convex square-loss regression problem with unique minimizer
ĝ(x, v) = g(x, v) ρ-almost everywhere, as may readily be verified by taking the first and second
variation with respect to ĝ.

E Expression for ṡsys(x, v)

Applying (38) with h(x, v) = ρ(x, v), we obtain

ṡsys(x, v) = −
〈
d

dt
log ρ(xt, vt)

∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
= −v · ∇x log ρ(x, v)− g(x, v) · ∇v log ρ(x, v).

(54)

Now observe that by the stationary FPE in transport form,

∇x · (vρ(x, v)) +∇v · (g(x, v)ρ(x, v)) = 0, (55)

so that, after expansion and division by ρ(x, v),

v · ∇x log ρ(x, v) +∇v · g(x, v) + g(x, v) · ∇v log ρ(x, v) = 0. (56)

Solving this equation for ∇v · g(x, v) and inserting the result in (54) we find that

ṡsys(x, v) = −
〈
d

dt
log ρ(xt, vt)

∣∣∣(xt, vt) = (x, v)

〉
= ∇v · g(x, v). (57)

19



F Vicsek system details

In this section, we report some additional details on the Vicsek system studied in the main text,
and report a few additional results for the low-dimensional system.

F.1 Kernel

We set the kernel K to be a smooth variant of the Heaviside function,

K(xi − xj) = σ
(
−β
(
∥xi − xj∥22 − 4r2

))
,

σ(x) =
1

1 + e−x
.

(58)

In (58), r denotes the interaction radius of the particles and β is a smoothing parameter. As
β → ∞, the Heaviside function Θ(2r − ∥xi − xj∥2) is recovered. We find that the qualitative
physical dynamics are unaffected by the smoothing used in (58), but that the learning problem
simplifies, as it ensures that the neural network does not need to learn a discontinuous function.
We choose r so that the packing fraction ϕ = 0.5 on the box [−1, 1]2.

F.2 Low-dimensional system

Here, we derive the equivalent low-dimensional system in displacement coordinates studied in the
main text. The system (1) with two particles in dimension d = 1 reads,

dx1t = v1t dt,

dx2t = v2t dt,

dv1t = −γv1t dt+ (v2t − v1t )K(x1t − x2t )dt+
√

2γv2∗dW
1
t ,

dv2t = −γv2t dt+ (v1t − v2t )K(x1t − x2t )dt+
√

2γv2∗dW
2
t ,

(59)

with xit, v
i
t ∈ R. Defining the displacement coordinates xt = x1t − x2t and vt = v1t − v2t , we obtain a

two-dimensional system whose phase space can be visualized,

dxt = vtdt,

dvt = − (γ + 2K(x)) vtdt+ 2
√
γv20dWt.

(60)

In practice, we simulate (59) and learn from the two-particle data, but then convert to (60) for
visualization.

F.2.1 Network architecture and training

For this low-dimensional system, we learn usingwa simple four-layer fully-connected network with
512 neurons in each layer and a GeLU activation. The network enforces the (x, v) 7→ (−x,−v)
symmetry of the system by taking g(x, v) = 1

2(N(x, v)−N(−x,−v)) where N is the fully-connected
network.
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Figure 6: Two Vicsek particles in one dimension: statistics of the stationary distribution. (A)
Density of the microscopic system EPR. A heavy negative tail indicates asymmetry between events of large
entropy production and events of large entropy consumption. (B) Density of the microscopic total EPR.
The distribution has as heavy tail generated by collision events between the particles.
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Figure 7: (Left) Example trajectories from the SDE (60). (Right) Stationary density for the SDE (60),
obtained by computing a histogram from samples.

F.2.2 Additional results

Statistics of the learned quantities on the NESS distribution are shown in Figure 6. These statistics
summarize what can be seen visually over the phase space in Figure 2. The system EPR ṡsys
is asymmetric, and has a heavy negative tail, highlighting that entropy production and entropy
consumption occur via distinct mechanisms. Nevertheless, as required by the stationarity condition
∂t⟨
∫
log ρ(x, v)ρ(x, v)dxdv⟩, we have that ⟨ṡsys(x, v)⟩ ≈ 0. The statistics of the learned ṡtot(x, v)

also have a heavy tail, generated via the collision mechanism discussed in the main text. A collection
of stochastic trajectories, along with the associated NESS distribution, is shown in Figure 7. The
trajectories concentrate around the aligned state, but generate a slight asymmetry that can be seen
in the NESS distribution.
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