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The connection between dissipation and symmetry breaking is a long-standing enigma in statistical
physics. It is intimately connected to the quest of a non-equilibrium functional whose minimization
gives the non-equilibrium steady state (NESS). Writing down such a functional, we show that, in the
presence of additive noise, any NESS is characterized by the minimum entropy production compati-
ble with the maximum dissipation along cycles in the trajectory space. This result sheds light on the
excess entropy production principle and the onset of chiral symmetry breaking out-of-equilibrium,
indicating that the housekeeping dissipation is connected with the tendency of performing cycles in a
preferential direction. Finally, when multiplicative noise is present, we find that the non-equilibrium
functional has two dissipative symmetry-breaking contributions, one stemming from cycles and the
other from a thermophoresis-like effect. Our framework paves the way to understand selection
phenomena as symmetry-breaking processes driven by non-equilibrium dissipation.

How out-of-equilibrium systems self-organize to reach
a stable non-equilibrium stationary state (NESS) is an
unsolved enigma. Classical general results dictating how
NESS should be approached, such as Onsager’s minimum
dissipation principle [1, 2] and the Glansdorff-Prigogine
criterium [3], have attracted recent attention in various
contexts [4–6]. However, an agreement on a unified and
solid physical picture is still lacking, leaving open the
problem of finding first principles valid away from equi-
librium. Nevertheless, the last decades witnessed the
discovery of fluctuation theorems [7–11], universal rela-
tions holding arbitrarily far from equilibrium. The core
message of these results is that non-equilibrium systems
break time-reversal symmetry, preserving a weaker ver-
sion of it that quantifies dissipation.

Symmetry breaking mechanisms are also considered
at the heart of the emergence of self-organization away
from equilibrium, following the inspiration of Prigogine’s
idea of “dissipative structures” [12–14]. Although a
strict connection was, and is, still debated, recent de-
velopments showed that macroscopic systems can spon-
taneously break some symmetries due to collective effects
[15, 16] or rare large fluctuations [17, 18]. From a broader
and more fundamental perspective, how dissipation in-
duces a symmetry breaking in the trajectory space is a
fascinating topic still largely unexplored.

Here, we build a bridge between symmetry breaking
and dissipation in mesoscopic non-equilibrium systems,
i.e., ruled by Stochastic Thermodynamics. This frame-
work encompasses several well-known experimentally re-
alizable examples, from molecular machines [19] to chem-
ical reaction networks [20]. In recent years, an increasing
wealth of studies is investigating the non-equilibrium fea-
tures of these systems, such as entropy production [21–
24], current fluctuations [25, 26], and dissipation-driven
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asymmetries [27–29]. Starting from a Langevin dynam-
ics with constant diffusion, we write down a general non-
equilibrium functional whose minimization gives the cor-
rect stationary state. We show that this is composed of
two terms: the first one is the total entropy production
and quantifies dissipation, while the second one is minus
the housekeeping dissipation. Most importantly, this sec-
ond contribution is related to broken chiral symmetries
in the trajectory space and coincides with the dissipation
along cycles (in the simplest case). As a consequence, any
stationary state can be understood as the minimum dissi-
pative state compatible with the existence of fluxes along
preferential directions, which are absent at equilibrium.
Remarkably, this statement corresponds to the minimiza-
tion of the excess entropy production, which appears to
be a more fundamental principle than the standard sec-
ond law for non-equilibrium systems [6, 21, 30–34]. Fi-
nally, we unravel the connection between dissipation and
chiral symmetry breaking in systems with multiplicative
noise. This allows us to derive the most general form of
the non-equilibrium functional and generalize the princi-
ple of excess entropy production minimization.

Consider an overdamped driven-diffusive system whose
evolution is described by the following equation:

~̇x = ~F + ~ξ(t) , (1)

where ~x is the state of the system in dimension d, e.g.,

position in real space, ~F a general force and ~ξ a Gaussian
white noise with variance 〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 = 2σDijδ(t − t′),
with i, j = 1, .., d. The dissipation-fluctuation relation
is in general violated, hence the system will eventually
reach a non-equilibrium stationary state (NESS) [35].
Here, σ controls the amplitude of the noise and, in a ther-
modynamic context, it can be interpreted as the temper-
ature. First, we consider the diffusion matrix D̂ (with el-
ements Dij) to be state-independent. The Fokker-Planck
equation (FPE) associated with Eq. (17) is:

∂tP = −~∇ ·
(
~FP − σD̂~∇P

)
= −~∇ · ~J . (2)
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The stationary solution of the system admits a solenoidal

stationary current, i.e., ~∇· ~Jst = 0 (see [36] for a detailed
discussion). Following the pioneering works of Graham
and Tél [37–39] and recent developments in Macroscopic
Fluctuation Theory [40, 41], the steady-state solution in
the weak noise limit reads:

Pst(~x) =
e−V (~x)/σ

Z
, (3)

where V (~x) is a quasi-potential that can be rigorously de-
fined and estimated via path-integral methods [40, 42].
It is worth noting that, in the presence of additive noise,
the deterministic fixed point of Eq. (17) coincides with
the minimum of this potential. Noticeably, Eq. (3) is ex-
act for any linearized stochastic system. Plugging Eq. (3)
into the FPE, expanding up to the zeroth order in σ, and
equating terms of the same order, we get two consistency
equations:

~vst · ~∇V = 0 ~∇ · ~vst = 0 , (4)

where ~vst = ~Jst/Pst is the stationary velocity of the prob-
ability current. The first relation states that the ~vst must
be tangent to the potential contour lines, while the sec-
ond one dictates that it also has to be a solenoidal field.
An informative way to express these geometrical prop-
erties of ~vst in the pedagogical case of a 3D system is

~vst = ~∇ × ~B, i.e., the curl of a field. Most importantly,
these features lead to the following decomposition of the
force in a solenoidal (dissipative) and gradient (conser-
vative) part [42]:

~F = ~∇× ~B − D̂~∇V . (5)

We will focus on 3D systems in this manuscript only
for clarity of notation, but the findings of this Letter
hold true in any dimension. In fact, later on we will
also present a 2D Brownian gyrator as an example. For
stochastic systems, the Kullback-Leibler divergence be-
tween P (~x, t) and the stationary distribution Pst(~x) is
known to be a Lyapunov function of the dynamics [43],
and is defined as:

DKL(t) =

∫
d~x P (~x, t) log

(
P (~x, t)

Pst(~x)

)
. (6)

As a consequence, its time-derivative has to be non-
positive and vanishes at the steady-state. Thus, the cor-
rect stationary solution of Eq. (19) can be found by min-
imizing the following functional with respect to P (in-
cluding also the normalization constraint):

G = −dDKL

dt
= 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉 , (7)

that highlights how the geometrical properties of ~v∗ en-
ters the game. Here, ~α∗~γ = σ−1~αT D̂~γ and 〈·〉 =

∫
·Pd~x.

The first interesting observation is that G can be written
solely in terms of the velocity of probability currents,

which appears to be the most natural quantity to char-
acterize out-of-equilibrium dynamics and NESS.

We can go further with the computation, noticing that
the first contribution on the r.h.s. of Eq. (54) coincides
with the total entropy production, while the second one
quantifies the housekeeping heat dissipation [30]:

Ṡtot = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 Ṡhk = 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉 (8)

This equivalence can be obtained starting from the
trajectory-dependent formulation. The entropy produc-

tion along a trajectory in the form of heat is ṡm = ~̇x ∗ ~F
using the Stratonovich prescription [19, 31, 42]. A part of
ṡm is due to the housekeeping heat, i.e., the one necessary
to maintain the steady-state distribution, ṡhk = ~̇x ∗ ~vst.
The average of ṡhk over trajectories readily gives the sec-
ond term in Eq. (54). As a result, the housekeeping dis-
sipation emerges from the non-conservative part of the
force and, as we will show later, is linked to the tendency
of performing cycles in the trajectory space. Hence, in
analogy to [21], we have:

G = Ṡtot − Ṡhk = Ṡex ≥ 0 . (9)

The correct steady state of a general non-equilibrium dy-
namics is given by the minimum excess entropy produc-
tion. Eqs. (54) and (8) give a geometrical meaning to this
principle and constitute the first result of this Letter.

This minimum Ṡex criterion resembles the Glandsdorff-
Prigogine principle and trivially corresponds to the min-
imum entropy production in the equilibrium case [5, 34,
44]. In our framework, we can improve the physical in-
terpretation of this result. The first term of G in Eq. (54)
only dictates that the system tends to minimize its to-
tal dissipation, as for equilibrium relaxation phenomena.
The second contribution emerges only out of equilib-
rium, hence encoding an additional dissipation stemming
from the properties of the steady-state velocity. Indeed,
Eq. (54) explicitly shows that this extra dissipative term
manifests into a symmetry breaking in the trajectory
space, since the velocity tends to maximize the dissipa-
tion along preferential directions. In other words, the
NESS is the least dissipative state compatible with a ve-
locity that is maximally aligned with the closed force lines
of B, thus accounting for a tendency to circulate and a
consequent stationary dissipation into the environment.

To better characterize the connection between dissi-
pation and emergent symmetry breaking in NESS, we
study the probability to observe a closed trajectory. The
Onsager-Machlup action [45] using the Stratonovich pre-
scription for the system in Eq. (17) is:

S(Γ) =
1

2

∫ t

0

dτ

[
1

2

(
~̇x− ~F

)T
D̂−1

(
~̇x− ~F

)
− ~∇ · ~F

]
,

(10)
where Γ is a trajectory of duration t, from ~x0 to ~xf along
which all quantities have to be evaluated. The asym-
metric part of the action, Sa, is related to the dissipa-
tion along a trajectory, which is also equal to the ra-
tio between the probability of Γ and its time-reversal, Γ̃
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[19]. By considering any closed trajectory Γ◦, i.e., where
~x0 = ~xf , the terms accounting for the initial and final
states of the trajectory vanish, thus we have:

Sa = log
P (Γ◦)

P̃ (Γ̃◦)
=

∫ t

0

dτ ~̇x ∗ ~F =

∫
Γ◦

d~x ∗ ~∇× ~B . (11)

This establishes a clear connection between the propen-
sity of performing closed trajectories in a preferential di-
rection and the housekeeping dissipation. Indeed, Ṡhk

enters into the non-equilibrium functional counterbalanc-
ing the entropy production minimization, Eq. (9), hence
breaking the chiral symmetry (i.e., clockwise or counter-
clockwise) that is present at equilibrium. This finding
clarifies the main result of this Letter, providing also
a broader context for recent results about a topological
fluctuation theorem [46] and gauge symmetries in ther-
modynamics [47–49].

The proposed framework extends beyond the case of
additive noise to multiplicative noise scenarios, where the
Glansdorff-Prigogine principle has not been formulated.
Notably, a state-dependent diffusion coefficient emerges
in systems affected by thermal gradients [28, 29] or fluc-
tuating environments [50, 51]. Moreover, finite-size fluc-
tuations are important in fluctuating hydrodynamics [52]
and field theories [53, 54]. Consider the following generic
Langevin equation :

~̇x = ~F + Ĝ(~x)~ξ(t) , (12)

with ~ξ Gaussian white noises with correlation matrix Ĉ,
Ĝ the state-dependent part of the diffusion matrix that
we consider diagonal for simplicity, and hence a total
diffusion matrix D̂ = ĜT ĈĜ. For Ĝ = 1̂ (the identity
matrix), we go back to Eq. (17). This choice allows us to
write the following stationary solution of Eq. (12) in the
weak-noise limit:

Pst(~x) = z(~x)η(σ)
e−V (~x)/σ

Z
. (13)

Here z and η are functions of space and noise ampli-
tude, respectively, whose form depends on the model.
The first important observation is that the maximum of
the probability distribution does not coincide with the
deterministic fixed point, because of the presence of a
space-dependent noise. Moreover, the stationary velocity
now contains the sum of a zeroth and a first order term in
the noise amplitude: ~vst = ~v

(0)
st +σ~v

(1)
st . The zeroth order

velocity is tangent to the height lines of V , as in the ad-
ditive case. We show that this condition actually implies

that the ~v
(0)
st is, again, a solenoidal field, i.e. ~v

(0)
st = ~∇× ~B

[42]. Furthermore, the geometrical properties of the first
order velocity can be unveiled by using a specific change
of variables. Here, we consider Stratonovich integration,
even if our result can be derived for any prescription, as
we show in [42]. We remind that a change of variables
would allow to map a multiplicative noise into an addi-
tive one, restoring the results we obtained before, but in

the transformed space. In particular, choosing the Ja-
cobian of the transformation ~x → ~x′ as Λ̂ = Ĝ−1, the
diffusion matrix of the transformed dynamics is equal to
Ĉ. By deriving how the probability distribution and the
velocity transform under this change of variables, we de-
termine that z(~x) = |Λ̂| = |Ĝ|−1, where | · | indicates

the determinant. As a consequence, ~v
(1)
st = D̂~∇ψ, where

ψ = log |Ĝ|, i.e., a gradient field that contributes with a
new term in the functional [42]:

G = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉 − σ〈~v ∗ D̂~∇ψ〉. (14)

In analogy to Eq. (54), the first contribution quantifies
the total entropy production, which tends to be mini-
mized as the system goes toward stationarity. The second
and third terms amount to the dissipated heat to main-
tain the steady-state and depends on the symmetries that
are broken in the trajectory space. These terms counter-
balance the entropy production minimization and play
a role analogous to the housekeeping heat in the addi-
tive noise case. In particular, the second term accounts
for the heat dissipated along the solenoidal part of the
force, while the third contribution is proportional to the
derivative of |G| and vanishes in the limit of additive
noise. An intuitive understanding of this last term might
come considering a system subjected to a thermal gra-
dient, T (~x). In this case, it can be readily shown that
~∇ψ ∝ T−1~∇T , resembling an additional dissipation aris-
ing from thermophoretic effects and due to the necessity
of transporting heat [55]. A general physical interpreta-
tion of ψ might be particularly challenging to find, since
the multiplicative noise arises in a wide variety of sys-
tems, and might be the topic of future investigations.

Eq. (14) constitutes the second main result of this Let-
ter. In this more complex scenario, the non-equilibrium
functional G does not coincide with the excess entropy
production, and its thermodynamic properties are not
known a priori. We find that it can always be inter-
preted as the sum between the excess entropy production
and an additional thermophoretic term, named after its
meaning in thermally-driven systems and indicating the
accumulation of probability in regions of low noise. This
result generalizes the Glandsdorff-Prigogine principle to
generic (linear and non-linear) stochastic systems away
from equilibrium.

Here, we present two pedagogical examples where the
chiral symmetry breaking and the emergence of preferen-
tial cyclic trajectories accountable for the housekeeping
entropy production are easy to visualize. Consider a 3D
Brownian particle confined on a torus by a (quadratic)
potential, and driven along the torus itself by a constant
non-conservative force f which induces a clear chiral sym-
metry breaking. It is instructive to write the system in
polar coordinates (ρ, φ, z), as the stationary solution is
found to support a probability flux only along the an-
gle variable, φ. Hence, by evaluating the steady-state
flux and dividing it by the steady-state distribution, we
obtain a stationary velocity ~vst = −(f/ρ)v̂φ, where v̂φ
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FIG. 1. Dissipative symmetry-breaking in a Brownian gyra-
tor. (a) A sketch of the model is presented. As a function of

time, we show that the system tends to minimize Ṡtot, while
maximizing Ṡhk, which is the dissipation associated with the
symmetry breaking in the trajectory space. At the NESS,
Ṡtot = Ṡhk. (b) The modulus of the vorticity is plotted. The
inset show the pdf (in color-scale) and the velocity vector
field (bigger arrows corresponds to a stronger field) as time
increases. Insets clearly indicate that the tendency to rotate
in a preferential direction increases towards the NESS.

is the versor associated with φ. As expected, ~vst is a
solenoidal field and indicates that the housekeeping heat
stems from cyclic trajectories running across the entire
torus in a preferential direction [42]. In this example,
the chiral symmetry breaking is explicitly linked to the
symmetry of the non-conservative driving, making imme-
diate to identify the origin of the term in G that tends to
be maximized in the NESS.

The second example is a 2D Brownian gyrator, i.e.,
a diffusive particle in a confining potential subjected to
two reservoirs at different temperatures, Tx and Ty, each
one acting along one direction. The Langevin equation
describing the system is:

ẋ = −∂xU(x, y) +
√

2Txξx(t), (15)

ẏ = −∂xU(x, y) +
√

2Tyξy(t),

where U(x, y) = (1/2)(x2 + y2) + uxy, with u the asym-

metry of the elliptic potential (|u| < 1 to ensure stabil-
ity), and ξ a Gaussian white noise with unit variance.
Since Tx 6= Ty but the mobilities along x and y are the
same, the fluctuation-dissipation relation cannot be sat-
isfied and the system breaks detailed balance [35]. The
stationary distribution can be explicitly obtained in the
form of the weak-noise ansatz, Eq. (3) [56]. Thus, we can

find the steady-state velocity, ~vst = ~∇U−~T/σ·~∇V , where

V and σ are functions of u, Tx, and Ty and ~T = (Tx, Ty).
It is readily verified that the gradient of ~vst is zero. Since
we are studying a 2D system, it is instructive to quantify
the onset of the chiral symmetry breaking by computing
the vorticity, wst = ∂x(~vst)y − ∂y(~vst)x, i.e., the 2D-curl
of the velocity. In fact, wst is connected to the tendency
of performing closed trajecories and it reads [42]:

wst =
4Txu

4TxTy + (Tx − Ty)2u2

(
T 2
x − T 2

y

)
(16)

Interestingly, the chiral symmetry breaking comes from
the simultaneous presence of a temperature difference
and an interaction coefficient, u. Since this model can
be solved analytically for all times, in Fig. 1a we show
the temporal evolution of Ṡtot and Ṡhk, highlighting that
the steady state coincides with a minimization of the to-
tal entropy production compatible with the maximum
dissipation due to chiral symmetry breaking. While con-
verging to stationarity, the system selects a region of the
space where to concentrate probability fluxes, resulting
in a stationary vorticity (see Fig. 1b).

Our approach sheds light on the role of topological
aspects in NESS. Indeed, the housekeeping dissipation is
associated with the onset of vortex structures around the
zero-current point that acts as an emerging topological
defect (see Fig. 1b). Vortices arise around the determinis-
tic fixed point only in the presence of additive noise, oth-
erwise complex structures (e.g., dipole currents) might
emerge [36]. Moreover, beyond the simple 2D scenario,
zero-current manifolds might appear and act as defects,
hence generating non-trivial vortex structures at NESS
and enriching even more the presented picture [46].

The idea that some kind of selection can naturally
take place out-of-equilibrium due to dissipation-driven
processes is gaining momentum in the field of physical
chemistry [28, 29] and evolutionary dynamics [57]. Our
framework might provide a useful tool to tackle this prob-
lem. At stationarity, probability fluxes will be focused in
determined regions of the variable space, ~x. If each xi
represents a species in a fictitious space, the emergent
chiral symmetry breaking can reflect the onset of prefer-
ential cycles involving some of them. Additionally, these
cycles are intimately connected with the housekeeping
dissipation and could be explored using large-deviation
theory [58]. This perspective intriguingly resembles the
idea of hypercycles in the context of the origin of life
[59]. In order to push forward this analogy, we leave
for future investigation the extension of the framework
discrete-state dynamics (e.g., master equations), in line
with preliminary works in this direction [6, 33].
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Active matter represents another possible field of ap-
plication of the presented framework. In the simplest
case of an active Brownian particle [60], for example, a
solution can be readily found at all times and it closely
resembles the one of the 2D Brownian gyrator. The con-
ceptual leap, in this context, is that emergent dissipative
cycles arise in the space describing the particle and the
bath, making the physical interpretation harder [61]. Fu-
ture works might also explore this direction of research.

To summarize, we unraveled the connection between
dissipation and chiral symmetry breaking in NESS of
stochastic mesoscopic systems. We showed that the
housekeeping dissipation is intimately connected to the
tendency of performing cycles in the trajectory space.
This quantity tends to be maximized in the NESS and
counterbalances the entropy production minimization. In
the most general scenario of multiplicative noise, the non-
equilibrium functional shows two dissipative symmetry-
breaking contributions. The first accounts for cycles
in a transformed space, while the second can be seen
as a thermophoretic dissipation. This results general-
izes the principle of excess entropy production minimiza-
tion, extends and clarifies the physical meaning of the
Glansdorff-Prigogine principle, and paves the way to un-
derstand selection phenomena in different contexts as a

result of a symmetry breaking process driven by non-
equilibrium dissipation.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Here, we present the derivation of all the results pre-
sented in the main text, with additional mathemati-
cal steps and considerations. We aim to create a self-
consistent (and more detailed) file as supplemental ma-
terial, in which we relate geometrical properties of the
velocity with dissipative features.

I. CONSTANT DIFFUSION.

A. Geometrical and topological properties of
current velocities

Consider an overdamped driven-diffusive system whose
evolution is described by the following equation (in the
covariant formulation):

ẋµ = Fµ + ξµ(t) , (17)

where ~x = (xµ), µ = 1, . . . , d, is the state of the sys-

tem, e.g., position in real space, ~F a general force and
ξµ a Gaussian white noise with variance 〈ξµ(t)ξν(t′)〉 =
2σDµνδ(t− t′). The dissipation-fluctuation relation is in
general violated, hence the system will eventually reach
a non-equilibrium stationary state (NESS) [35]. Here,
σ controls the amplitude of the noise and, in a thermo-
dynamic context, it can be interpreted as the tempera-
ture. For simplicity, we consider the diffusion matrix to
be state-independent. Later on, we will generalize our
framework to multiplicative noise. Let us remind to the
reader that in the covariant formalism [62] any vector,
or matrix, element is represented with a up greek index,
i.e xµ, Dµν or ∂µ = ∂

∂xµ
. Analogously, the element of

the inverse of a matrix is represented with down indices:
(D̂−1)µν = Dµν . Any index repetition , necessarily one
up and one down, means a sum over such index; for ex-

ample the scalar product between two vectors ~α and ~β
reads:

~α · ~β = αµβµ =

d∑
µ=1

αµβµ. (18)

Note that in this case the matrix for the scalar product is
the trivial flat one. The Fokker-Planck equation (FPE)
associated with Eq. (17) is:

∂tP = −∂µ (FµP − σDµν∂νP ) = −∂µJµ . (19)

The stationary solution of the system admits a solenoidal
stationary current, i.e.,

∂µJ
µ
st = 0 (20)

(see [36] for a detailed discussion). Following the pio-
neering works of Graham and Tél [37–39] and recent de-
velopments in Macroscopic Fluctuation Theory [40, 41],
the steady-state solution in the weak noise limit reads:

Pst(~x) =
e−V (~x)/σ

Z
, (21)

where V (~x) is a non-equilibrium potential, or quasi-
potential. Despite its analytical intractability, there are
numerous numerical and empirical methods to estimate
V (~x), where the potential is exactly defined as the mini-
mum of the action along a trajectory to create a fluctu-
ation ~x [40]:

V (~x) = V (~x∗) + (22)

+ min

(
1

2

∫ 0

−∞
dt

[
1

2
(~̇x− ~F )D̂−1(~̇x− ~F )− ~∇ · ~F

])
where ~x∗ is the minimum of the potential, corresponding
to the deterministic fixed point. Using the introduced
relations, it is possible to decompose the thermodynamic

force ~F into a conservative contribution given by the gra-
dient of the quasi-potential and a dissipative one propor-
tional to the stationary current:

Jµst = FµPst − σDµν∂νPst (23)

Fµ = JµstP
−1 −Dµν∂νV = vµst −Dµν∂νV, (24)

where we have defined the current velocity as:

vµ =
Jµ

P
. (25)

Given that the quasi-potential contributes with a gradi-
ent, and the stationary current is a solenoidal field [36],
one would be tempted to assume that also the velocity is
solenoidal, obtaining in this way a complete geometrical
decomposition of the force. Such an assumption is not
always true, as it can be seen by recasting the stationary
condition, Eq. (20) in terms of the velocity:

∇ · v∗ =
1

σ
v∗ · ∇V (26)

Hence, the divergence of ~vst, i.e. its propensity to be a
sink, is just the scalar product between the velocity and
the gradient of the potential. To uncover the geometric
properties of the system, we employ the quasi-potential
ansatz, Eq. (21), to solve the Fokker-Planck Equation in
perturbative orders of σ [38]:

∂tPst = σ−1Pst (Fµ +Dµν∂νV ) ∂µV +

− (∂µF
µ +Dµν∂µ∂νV )Pst = 0. (27)

The first contribution is of order 1/σ:

(Fµ +Dµν∂νV )∂µV = 0 (28)

Graham interprets this equation as a Hamilton-Jacobi
equation with position qµ = xµ and moment pµ = ∂µV ,
and can be ideally solved with the method of characteris-
tics. Furthermore, inspired by the work of Jona-Lasinio
and collaborators [63], we interpret it as a perpendicu-
larity condition for the stationary current velocity:

~vst · ~∇V = 0. (29)

This relation tells us that the stationary velocity is always
perpendicular to the gradient of the potential, i.e. it is
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tangent to the potential height lines. As a consequence,
as already observed in [36], the fixed point of the velocity
must coincide with the potential minimum.

Then, the second (and last) contribution is of order σ0:

∂µF
µ +Dµν∂µ∂νV = 0, (30)

and naturally imposes that the stationary velocity is also
a divergence free field, i.e. a solenoidal field:

~∇ · ~vst = 0, (31)

such that in three dimension it can be written, like the

current, as the the curl of a vector field ~B:

~vst = ~∇× ~B. (32)

In particular, note that the vorticity of the stationary
velocity can be easily calculated:

~wst = ~∇× ~vst = ~∇× ~F + ~∇× (D~∇V ), (33)

where the second contribution is non-zero for anisotropic
diffusion. In the case of a diagonal diffusion matrix in
two dimension, one obtains:

~wst = ~∇× ~F + (Dxx −Dyy)∂x∂yV, (34)

indicating that the vorticity depends on the curl of the
force and on the asymmetry of the diffusion coefficients in
the two directions. Finally, decomposing the velocity at
any time in its stationary and relaxation part, we obtain:

vµ(t) = vµst + ṽµ (35)

ṽµ = −σDµν∂ν log
P (x, t)

Pst
= −σDµν∂νφ(x, t)(36)

where we defined:

φ(x, t) = log
P

Pst
= logP (x, t) +

V (x)

σ
. (37)

Hence, the relaxation part ṽ is geometrically a gradient
and goes to zero at stationarity. The result presented
here clarifies a long-lasting comparison between the ge-
ometrical properties of non-equilibrium thermodynamics
and electromagnetism. Indeed, equilibrium thermody-
namics present only a gradient field, like the electric one,
while non-equilibrium conditions add a solenoidal field,
analogous to the the magnetic one. References to this
analogy are scattered across the literature: for example
see the introduction to non-equilibrium statistical physics
by T.Chou, K.Mallick and R. Zia [64], the works on non-
equilibirum landscape by J. Wang and collaborators [65]
and various works in MFT [4].

B. Thermodynamics

Here, we show that various thermodynamic quantities
are naturally expressed in terms of the velocities and have
an interesting geometrical meaning.

First of all, the change in the system entropy can be
rewritten using geometrical information:

Ṡsys(t) = −
∫
dx∂tP (t) logP (t) = Ṡtot(t)− Ṡenv(t),

(38)
where the total entropy production is

Ṡtot(t) =

∫
dx
JµDµνJ

ν

σP
= 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 ≥ 0, (39)

and the entropy flux to the environment is

Ṡenv(t) = 〈~v ∗ ~F 〉, (40)

with the diffusive scalar product indicated by the asterisk
in which the diffusion matrix acts as a metric [62], i.e.:

~α ∗ ~β = αµDµνβ
ν ; (41)

and

~α ∗ ~α = |~α|2D. (42)

The average is performed as follows:

〈O〉 =

∫
O(x)dxP (x, t). (43)

Thus, the total entropy production can be decomposed
in two non-negative parts (the so-called adiabatic decom-
position [5, 21, 66]):

Ṡtot = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 = 〈(~̃v + ~vst) ∗ (~̃v + ~vst)〉 =

= 〈~vst ∗ ~vst〉+ 〈~̃v ∗ ~̃v〉
+ 〈~vst ∗ ~̃v〉+ 〈~̃v ∗ ~vst〉, (44)

where the last line is zero because

〈~vst ∗ ~̃v〉 = −σ
2

∫
dxP (x, t)vµstDµνD

νλ∂λφ(x, t)

= −σ
2

∫
dxP (x, t)vµst∂µφ(x, t)

= −σ
2

∫
dx
P (t)Jµst
Pst

(
∂µP

P
+
∂µV

σ

)
=
σ

2
〈~∇ · ~vst〉 −

1

2
〈~vset · ~∇V 〉 = 0, (45)

for the perpedicularity conditions (Eq.s (29) and (31)).
Hence, we obtain the following expression:

Ṡtot = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 = 〈|~v|2D〉 = 〈~vst ∗ ~vst〉+ 〈~̃v ∗ ~̃v〉
= 〈|~vst|2D〉+ 〈|~̃v|2D〉 = 〈|~∇× ~B|2D〉+ σ2〈|~∇φ|2D〉.

(46)

The two contributions corresponds to housekeeping (or
adiabatic) and excess (or non-adiabatic) components [21]

Ṡtot(t) = Ṡhk(t) + Ṡex(t) (47)

Ṡhk(t) = 〈~v ∗ ~vst〉 = 〈~vst ∗ ~vst〉 = Ṡa(t)

= 〈|~∇× ~B|2D〉 ≥ 0 (48)

Ṡna(t) = 〈~̃v ∗ ~̃v〉 = σ2〈|~∇φ(x, t)|2D〉
= Ṡex(t) ≥ 0 (49)
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where in the first line we have used the perpendicularity
condition, Eq. (45). Notice that the housekeeping part
is zero only at equilibrium and corresponds to the sta-
tionary entropy production. Conversely, the excess part
is zero at any NESS and corresponds to the definition
given by Prigogine (see [5, 66]). Finally, let us note that
the time derivative of the average potential gives the bal-
ance between the house-keeping entropy production and
the entropy flux to the environment, i.e.,

dt〈V 〉
σ

= 〈~v(t) · ~∇V 〉 = 〈~v ∗ ~vst〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~F 〉 (50)

= Ṡhk − Ṡenv, (51)

and hence must be zero at stationarity.

C. Lyapunov functional

Consider the following functional:

DKL(t) =

∫
d~xP (~x, t) log

(
P (~x, t)

Pst(~x)

)
(52)

i.e, the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the proba-
bility density function at time t and the stationary one.
DKL is known to be a Lyapunov function of the dynamics
[43]. Note that, in thermodynamic context, σ = kBT , so
that such a functional is akin to a dynamic free energy:

F = kBTDKL(t) = 〈V 〉 − kBTS(t). (53)

The time-derivative of DKL has to be non-positive and
vanishes at the steady-state:

G = −dDKL

dt
≥ 0. (54)

From explicit calculations of its time derivative:

G = Ṡ +
dt〈V 〉
σ

= Ṡtot − Ṡhk = Ṡex ≥ 0 (55)

where we have used Eq.s (38),(50),and (47)). Hence, in
terms of the geometrical properties of the velocity, the
functional reads:

G = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~vst〉
= 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉. (56)

1. Trajectory approach

To gain thermodynamic intuition on the aforemen-
tioned functional, we start again from the Langevin de-
scription of the system:

ẋµ = Fµ + ξµ(t), (57)

〈ξµ(t)〉 = 0, (58)

〈ξµ(t)ξν(t′)〉 = 2σDµνδ(t− t′). (59)

where ξµ is a Gaussian white noise, Fµ the deterministic
force and Dµν is the diffusion matrix. We define the
following generic current [22, 67]:

Ṙ = ~cR(~x) ∗ ~̇x, (60)

cµR(x) =
∂R

∂xν
Dνµ. (61)

where ~c = ~cR(~x) is the vector field that determines the
current. By substituting the Langevin dynamics using
the Ito formula, we obtain:

Ṙ = ~c ∗ ~̇x =
∂R

∂xν
ẋν +

1

2

∂2R

∂xµ∂xν
Dµν (62)

= ~c ∗ ~F +
√

2~c ∗ ~ξ + ~∇ ∗ (D̂~c) (63)

= ~c ∗ ~v +
~∇ ∗ (D̂~cP )

P
+
√

2~c ∗ ~ξ. (64)

Thanks to the explicit equation for the dynamics of the
current we can take the average:

〈Ṙ〉 =

∫
d~xP (~x, t)

∫
d~ξP (~ξ, t)Ṙ = 〈~c ∗ ~v〉. (65)

Consider now the following functional along a single
stochastic trajectory Γ:

f [Γ] = − log

(
P (~x, t)

Pst(~x)

) ∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (66)

Its average coincides with the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence and the time derivative reads:

g [Γ] =
df [Γ]

dt
= −d logP

dt

∣∣∣
Γ
− ẋµ∂µ logP |Γ + ẋµ∂µ logP ∗|Γ

. (67)

By using the Fokker-Planck equation, we have:

g[Γ] = −d logP

dt
|Γ − ẋµDµνv

ν |Γ + ẋµDµνv
∗ν|Γ

= −(~∇ · ~v − σ~v · ~∇ logP )|Γ + ~̇x ∗ ~v|Γ
− ~̇x ∗ ~∇× ~B|Γ. (68)

We can interpret these terms as coming from the vari-
ation of the following trajectory-dependent thermody-
namic current:

g[Γ] = ṡtot(t)− ṡ◦, (69)

where the first term is the entropy production and the
second one is the current surviving at the steady state
that depends on the solenoidal part of the force. In fact,

ṡtot = ṡsys + ṡm = −∂t logP |Γ + ~̇x ∗ ~v|Γ (70)

ṡm = ~̇x ∗ ~F = ~̇x ∗ ~vst − ~̇x ∗ D̂~∇V = ṡ◦ + ṡ∆. (71)

If the Einstein relation σ = kBT is valid, the entropy
production in the environment can be related to the heat
flow in the thermal bath:

ṡenv =
1

kBT
~̇x ∗ ~F =

q̇

kBT
, (72)
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where we have rescaled the diffusive scalar product by
the temperature. Following Hatano and Sasa [30] and
the seminal work of Sekimoto [31], one can decompose
the heat flow into the excess and housekeeping part:

q̇ = q̇ex + q̇hk = q̇∆ + q̇◦ (73)

q̇ex = q̇∆ = −~̇x ∗ D̂~∇V (74)

q̇hk = q̇◦ = ~̇x ∗ ~vst = ~̇x ∗ ~∇× ~B. (75)

By taking the averages, we obtain:

Q̇hk = Q̇◦ = 〈q̇hk〉 = 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉 (76)

Ṡhk =
Q̇hk
kBT

(77)

Q̇ex = Q̇∆ = −〈v · ∇V 〉 (78)

Ṡex =
Q̇ex
kBT

. (79)

Hence, the functional is composed by the total entropy
production minus the entropy production along cycles in
the trajectory space. This last term coincides with the
housekeeping heat dissipation in the thermal bath:

G = 〈g〉Γ,x = 〈ṡtot〉 − 〈ṡ◦〉 = Ṡtot +
Q̇hk
kBT

≥ 0 (80)

II. MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

A. Geometrical properties of velocities

Consider a general overdamped system where the dif-
fusion coefficient depend on the variables, i.e. with mul-
tiplicative noise:

ẋµ = Fµ(x) +Gµν(x)ξν(t) (81)

〈ξµ(t)〉 = 0, (82)

〈ξµ(t)ξν(t′)〉 = 2Cµνδ(t− t′). (83)

with Ĝ the matrix ruling the multiplicative fluctua-
tions, that for simplicity we consider diagonal Ĝ(~x) =

diag(g1(~x), g2(~x), . . . , gN (~x), and Ĉ the correlation ma-
trix of the Gaussian noise (~x-independent). In the fol-
lowing, we employ an α-dependent discretization of the
noise in order to encode all possible prescription. Indeed,
α = 0 corresponds to the Stratonovich case, while α = 1
to the Ito prescription. The corresponding Fokker-Planck
equation reads:

∂tP = −∂µJµ (84)

Jµ = FµP − α∂νDµν −Dµν∂νP, (85)

where the diffusion matrix is constructed as follows:

D̂ = ĜT ĈĜ. (86)

In this general case, Eq. (21) is not valid anymore and
the stationary solution in the small noise limit is:

Pst(~x) = η(σ)z(~x)e−
V
σ . (87)

The stationary velocity is defined now as:

vµst = Fµ +Dµν∂νV +

− ασ∂νDµν − σDµν∂ν log z

= (v(0))µst + σ(v(1))µst. (88)

(v(0))µst = Fµ +Dµν∂νV (89)

(v(1))µst = −α∂νDµν −Dµν∂ν log z. (90)

We solve order by order in σ the stationary Fokker-
Planck equation. The dominant σ−1 term does not
change with respect to the additive case:

(Fµ +Dµν∂νV ) ∂µV = 0

~v
(0)
st · ~∇V = 0. (91)

This condition, as in the constant case, tells us that the
first order velocity is tangent to the height lines of the
non-equilibrium potential. Assuming that the potential
has just one minimum, by using the Gauss’ law, we can
show this geometrical property of ~v(0) coincides the fact
that it also has zero divergence. Consider the volume Ω
enclosed by a single level surface of the potential V . The
vector pointing outward in each point of the boundary is
the gradient of the potential. From the Gauss’ law:∫

Ω

~∇ · ~v(0)
st dΩ = −

∫
Σ=∂Ω

dΣ ~v
(0)
st ·

~∇V
|~∇V |

= 0. (92)

Given that for any point in the phase space there exists a
contour line passing through it, the divergence is always

zero, i.e. ~∇ · ~v(0)
st = 0.

The σ0 order has two new terms with respect to the
additive scenario:

(Fµ +Dµν∂νV )∂µ log z + ∂µ

(
Fµ +

Dµν

2
∂νV

)
+ (Dµν∂

ν log z + α∂νDµν) ∂µV = 0 (93)

= ~∇ · ~v(0)
st + ~v

(0)
st · ~∇ log z − ~v(1)

st · ~∇V = 0 (94)

Finally, the order σ reads:

∂µ (α∂νD
µν +Dµν∂ν log z) +

+ (Dµν∂ν log z + α∂νD
µν) ∂ν log z

= ~∇ · ~v(1)
st + ~v

(1)
st · ~∇ log z = 0. (95)

To go further and investigate the geometric properties of
the first order velocity, let’s recall that by a simple change
of variable it is possible to transform the multiplicative
noise of the Langevin equation into an additive one. If Λ̂

is the Jacobian of the transformation, i.e., ~x′ = Λ̂~x, this
mapping is done by requiring that Λ̂ = Ĝ−1. In these
new coordinates, all the results obtained before straight-
forwardly hold:

P ′ =
e−V (x′)/σ

Z
. (96)

Hence, by writing down the transformation of P , we have:

P = P ′
∣∣Λ̂∣∣

P =
1

Z
|Λ̂|e−V (x′(x))/σ (97)
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where | · | is the determinant. Hence, we identify:

z = |Λ̂| = |Ĝ|−1. (98)

As a consequence, the first order velocity is proportional
to the gradient of the transformation plus a α-dependent
term coming from the change of coordinates:

(v
(1)
st )µ = −α∂νDµν −Dµν∂ν log |Λ| (99)

= −α∂νDµν +Dµν∂ν log |G|
= α∂νD

µν +Dµν∂νψ (100)

Putting all these ingredients together, the functional can
be written as follows:

G = 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~vst〉 (101)

= 〈~v ∗ ~v〉 − 〈~v ∗ ~∇× ~B〉 − σ〈v ∗D~∇ψ〉 − ασ〈~v ∗ ~∇D〉.

III. EXAMPLES

A. Driven brownian particle on a torus

Consider a Brownian particle confined in a torus by a
quadratic potential, U(x, y), and driven along the torus
itself by a constant driving force, f . Here, f breaks the
detailed balance, and the stationary polar flux will induce
a topological symmetry breaking in the system. Let us
start with the description of the Brownian motion:

ẋ = fx(x, y)− ∂xU(x, y, z) +
√

2D ξx(t)

ẏ = fy(x, y)− ∂yU(x, y, z) +
√

2D ξy(t) (102)

ż = fz(x, y)− ∂zU(x, y, z) +
√

2D ξz(t)

where fi is the component of the driving force along i and
ξi(t) is a Gaussian white noise with unit variance. These
equations can be rewritten in polar coordinates (ρ, φ, z),

with ρ =
√
x2 + y2 and φ = arctan (y/x). Employing

the Ito’s formula for the change of variable, we obtain:

ρ̇ = −γ(ρ− ρ∗) +
D

ρ
+
√

2D ξρ(t)

φ̇ =
f

ρ
+

√
2D

ρ
ξφ(t) (103)

ż = −γz +
√

2D ξz(t)

with U = (γ/2)(ρ − ρ∗)2 + (γ/2)z2, f only acts along
φ, and D/ρ is the usual Ito term. The resulting Fokker-
Planck equation is:

∂tP = (Lρ + Lφ + Lz)P (104)

where we defined:

Lρ = ∂ρ

(
γ(ρ− ρ∗)− D

ρ

)
+D ∂ρρ

Lφ = ∂φ

(
−f
ρ

)
+
D

ρ2
∂φφ (105)

Lz = ∂z (γz) +D ∂zz

The motion along z is decoupled, while the other two
equations can be solved imposing that the flux only flows
along φ. The steady-state is:

Pst = Z−1 exp

(
−ρ(ρ− 2ρ∗)γ + γz2 − 2D log ρ

2D

)
(106)

Hence, in the small noise limit, we have:

Pst ' Z−1 exp

(
−ρ(ρ− 2ρ∗)γ + γz2

2D

)
(107)

which is of the form outlined in the main text. The flux
only acts along φ, and it is equal to:

~Jst = Z−1 exp

(
−ρ(ρ− 2ρ∗)γ + γz2

2D

)
f iφ (108)

where iφ is the versor indicating the coordinate φ. Hence,
the stationary velocity reads:

~vst = −f
ρ

iφ (109)

B. Brownian Gyrator

Consider the two dimensional motion in the x−y plane
of a particle under the effect of a parabolic potential U
and two baths at temperatures Tx = T and Ty = T (1+δ),
each one acting along a different direction:

ẋ = −∂xU(x, y) + ξx(t)

ẏ = −∂yU(x, y) + ξy(t)

〈ξi(t)〉 = 0

〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 = 2Tiδijδ(t− t′), (110)

where the potential is U(x, y) = x2

2 + y2

2 + uxy, with
|u| < 1 to confine the particle near the origin. The system
approaches the following stationary solution [56]:

Pst(x, y) = Z−1e−
V
Tη (111)

V (x, y) =
γ1

2
x2 +

γ2

2
y2 + uγ3xy, (112)

where we introduced

η = 1 + δ +
u2

4
δ2

γ1 = 1 + δ − u2

2
δ

γ2 = 1 +
u2

2
δ

γ3 = (2 + δ)

In the main text we have renamed σ = Tη to simplify the
exposition. Note that the stationary solution respects the
non-equilibrium potential ansatz, where T is the parame-
ter regulating the noise, while δ and u affect the detailed
balance condition that reads as follows:

Tx∂xFy = Ty∂yFx → uδ = 0. (113)
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Due to the anisotropy of the temperatures, detailed bal-
ance is broken and a current emerges with a velocity:

vx = ∂xU − η−1∂xV (114)

vy = ∂yU − η−1(1 + δ)∂yV. (115)

Its divergence reads:

~∇ · ~vst =
1

η
(2η − γ1 − (1 + δ)γ2) = 0, (116)

thus the vorticity is:

w = ∂xvy − ∂yvx =
uγ3(Ty − Tx)

η
= −uδγ3

η
. (117)

In terms of just the temperatures and the potential tilting
the vorticity reads:

w =
4Txu

4TxTy + (Tx − Ty)2u2

(
T 2
x − T 2

y

)
(118)

Hence, the interplay between particle interaction and
temperature difference is accountable for the emergence
of a dissipative symmetry breaking in the NESS.
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