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Complex multidimensional stochastic dynamics can be approximately described as diffusion along reaction
coordinates (RCs). If the RCs are optimally selected, the diffusive model allows one to compute important
properties of the dynamics exactly. The committor is a primary example of an optimal RC. Recently, additive
eigenvectors (addevs) have been introduced in order to extend the formalism to non-equilibrium dynamics. An
addev describes a sub-ensemble of trajectories of a stochastic process together with an optimal RC. The sub-
ensemble is conditioned to have a single RC optimal for both the forward and time-reversed non-equilibrium
dynamics of the sub-ensemble. Here we consider stationary addevs and obtain the following results. We
show that the forward and time-reversed committors are functions of the addev, meaning a diffusive model
along an addev RC can be used to compute important properties of non-equilibrium dynamics exactly. The
rates of the conditioned stochastic process, describing an addev sub-ensemble, can be computed “on the
fly”, thus allowing efficient sampling schemes. We obtain two families of addev solutions for diffusion. The
first is described by equations of classical mechanics, while the second can be approximated by quantum
mechanical equations. We show how the potential can be introduced into the formalism self-consistently. The
developments are illustrated on simple examples. The two addev families provide stochastic models together
with optimal RCs and new sampling schemes for classical and quantum mechanical systems. It suggests that
the conditioned stochastic processes defined by addevs are suitable for description of dynamics of physical
origin.

I. INTRODUCTION

A fundamental approach to analyse complex multidi-
mensional stochastic dynamics, in particular that of a
chemical reaction, is to project it onto one or a few re-
action coordinates (RCs)1–9. Free energy and diffusion
coefficient as functions of the employed RCs define a dif-
fusive model of the projected dynamics. The model de-
scribes the dynamics projected on the RCs as diffusion
on the free energy landscape, which provides a simple,
visually appealing picture of the overall dynamics9. In
particular, it can be used to locate the top of the free
energy barrier or the transition state as the rate-limiting
step or the bottleneck of the chemical reaction. For such
a model to provide an accurate, quantitative description
of the dynamics, the RCs should be chosen in an optimal
way, e.g., in order to minimize non-Markovian effects due
to the projection9,10. For equilibrium reaction dynamics
between two end states A and B such an optimal RC is
know as the committor or splitting probability and equals
qB(x) - the probability to reach state B before reaching
state A starting from configuration x1,11. The diffusive
model along the committor can be used to compute ex-
actly the following important properties of the dynamics -
the equilibrium flux, the mean first passage times (mfpt)
and the mean transition path times (mtpt) between any
two points on the committor12–15. This is true for free
energy landscapes of any complexity and does not re-
quire separation of time-scales. The diffusive model can
be used to determine accurately and in a direct manner
the free energy barrier and the pre-exponential factor -
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the two major determinants of the reaction dynamics15.
Note that it is generally much more difficult to compute
these properties using alternative approaches, e.g, the
Markov state models16–18.

The committor is a complex, high-dimensional func-
tion, which accurate determination for realistic systems
of interest, e.g., protein folding trajectories, is a diffi-
cult task19,20. A large number of methods have been
developed to accurately determine the committor or
other optimal RC2,15,18,21–37. We have suggested a non-
parametric framework for the determination and valida-
tion of optimal RCs15,18,33,34. In contrast to alternative
(parametric) approaches, which require a functional form
with many parameters to approximate an RC and thus
extensive expertise with the system, the developed ap-
proaches are non-parametric and can approximate any
RC with high accuracy without system specific informa-
tion. The developed validation/optimality criteria can
be used to validate that the putative RC is indeed op-
timal or if not, then identify the most sub-optimal re-
gions of the RC. The developed approaches were suc-
cessfully tested on realistic protein folding trajectories.
The optimal RCs, determined with the non-parametric
approaches, have passed the stringent validation crite-
ria. Recently, the framework has been extended to non-
equilibrium/adaptive sampling34, e.g., a large ensemble
of short trajectories - a promising approach toward sim-
ulations employing exascale or cloud computing38,39.

Originally, the free energy landscape and optimal RC
frameworks were introduced/developed for the descrip-
tion of chemical reaction dynamics. However, such a
description, in principle, can be applied to stochastic
dynamics other than chemical reactions, where the two
boundary states can be defined. For example, it can be
applied to describe the dynamics of a disease, with two
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natural boundary states being completely healthy and
very ill or ”dead”; it has been applied to describe dy-
namics of patient recovery after kidney transplant40. The
approach has been applied also to the game of chess41.

While, no doubt, very useful, the description of
stochastic dynamics with the committors as RCs has ma-
jor shortcomings. 1) The committor function requires the
specification of two boundary states. The proper spec-
ification of boundary states for complex systems, e.g.,
protein folding trajectories is a difficult task18. For sys-
tems with deep free energy basins and a high free en-
ergy barrier one can use the slowest eigenvector to de-
fine the two regions of configuration space that belong
to the two minima. However, this is likely to fail for
system with many shallow free energy minima, e.g., na-
tively unstructured proteins. For some system, e.g., a
harmonic well, introduction of boundary states makes no
sense at all. A related shortcoming is that the commit-
tor RC describes the dynamics just between the bound-
ary states, i.e., dynamics of transition paths (TP). The
dynamics inside the boundary states is not described.
While dynamics of TPs is very important, and arguably,
is sufficient for the understanding of reaction, one may
want to describe the entire dynamics/trajectory. Such
a description is even more important for systems with-
out well-defined boundary states, e.g., natively unstruc-
tured proteins or a harmonic well. 2) For the description
of non-equilibrium (without the detailed balance) reac-
tion dynamics between two boundary states one needs
to consider two committors qB and q′A, where the latter
is the committor for the time-reversed dynamics42. The
two committors are different functions and how one ob-
tains a single optimal RC out of them is not clear. In
principle, the knowledge of the two committors is suffi-
cient to compute the equilibrium flux, the mfpt and the
mtpt between the boundary states. However, unlike the
equilibrium case, the two committors can not be used
to compute these properties for intermediate boundaries
because their iso-committor surfaces do not coincide.

It is important to extend/generalize the framework
of optimal RCs further, for the analysis/description of
generic stochastic dynamics, e.g., stochastic dynamics
without boundary states, or non-equilibrium stochastic
dynamics. A practically important case of the latter are
trajectories of molecular dynamics simulations observed
with relatively short lag times, when the system still re-
members its momenta. Analysis of such trajectories at
short lag times should allow significantly shorter trajecto-
ries and higher efficiency in parallel approaches for exas-
cale computing, which use a very large ensemble of short
trajectories instead of a single long one38,39,43–48.

Recently we have suggested the additive eigenvec-
tors (addev) as optimal RCs49,50, which are free from
the shortcomings associated with the committors. In
particular, a single optimal RC (the phase of an ad-
dev) describes both the forward and time-reversed non-
equilibrium dynamics. They are found as eigenvectors
of the addev master equation (AME) and dont require

the specification of boundary states. The AME provides
a time-reversible description of stochastic dynamics, i.e.,
the probability evolution can be computed forward and
backward in time. Here we focus on stationary solutions
of the AME for diffusion. The solution, an addev, de-
scribes stochastic dynamics as a stochastic eigenmode
- stochastic periodic processes. For example, while the
committor describes the TP segments of a protein fold-
ing reaction, an addev should describe folding reaction as
a periodic process where a protein repeatedly folds and
unfolds.
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FIG. 1. TPs for free diffusion on the interval 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. Thin
black lines show stationary distribution of TPs conditioned
on duration τ for (from bottom to top) 0 < τ < 0.05, 0.05 <
τ < 0.1, 0.1 < τ < 0.2, 0.2 < τ < 0.25, 0.25 < τ < 0.5, 0.5 <
τ < 1, 1.4 < τ . Dotted lines show that for TPs computed
for addev sub-ensembles: almost constant (red), parabolic
6x(1− x) (blue), and quasi-stationary distribution 2 sin2(πx)
(green); for details see text.

Addevs describe stochastic dynamics differently com-
pared to standard approaches, e.g., the master equa-
tion or the Fokker-Planck equation51. They describe dy-
namics of sub-ensembles of trajectories, conditioned on
having the same optimal RC for the forward and time-
reversed dynamics. It means that one may need to con-
sider all addevs, which contribute to the process of in-
terest. To illustrate this on a specific example and to
show how description with addevs is related to standard
description of the TPs with the committors consider a
simple example of drift free one-dimensional diffusion,
with the diffusion coefficient D(x) = 1, on the interval
0 ≤ x ≤ 1. Introduce two boundary states x = 0 and
x = 1 and consider the TP sub-ensemble of trajectories,
i.e., segments of trajectories that start in one boundary
state and end in the other without visiting a boundary
state in-between. We reserve the word ensemble for the
entire ensemble of trajectories. Sub-ensemble refers to
a sub-set of trajectories selected according to some rule.
The properties of the TP sub-ensemble are described by
the committor function qB(x) = x. For example, the
stationary distribution of the sub-ensemble is parabolic
P (x|TP ) = 6x(1−x). Now, divide the TP sub-ensemble
onto different sub-ensembles of TPs conditioned on hav-
ing specific duration τ . These sub-ensembles have dif-
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ferent statistical properties, in particular different sta-
tionary distributions, as shown on Fig. 1. For dura-
tion τ around the typical, average value 〈τ〉 the statisti-
cal properties are not perturbed and are similar to that
of the entire TP sub-ensemble. However, for duration
much shorter or much longer, they are different. Never-
theless, each such sub-ensemble can be approximated by
an addev. For very short durations τ , the distribution
is almost constant; corresponding to trajectories rapidly
moving forward with constant drift. At the other ex-
treme of large τ , the stationary distribution approaches
2 sin2(πx) - the quasi-stationary distribution of trajecto-
ries avoiding the end states x = 0 and x = 1. Indeed,
to have a very long duration the trajectory should avoid
the boundary states. These different sub-ensembles of
trajectories correspond to different addevs. As we show
below, one can compute forward and time-reversed com-
mittors and describe TPs in the addev sub-ensemble, in
particular their stationary distribution. The red dotted
line shows the stationary TP distribution in an addev
with strong forward bias. The blue dotted line corre-
sponds to an addev with no bias, which reproduces the
standard parabolic 6x(1 − x) distribution. The quasi-
stationary distribution, shown by the green dotted line,
corresponds to another addev solution for a bound state
on an interval. Thus instead of a single TP sub-ensemble
we have a collection of addev sub-ensembles, each with
its own conditioned dynamics and corresponding optimal
RC. In this simple one-dimensional example all the op-
timal RCs are the same, however in a general case of
non-equilibrium multidimensional dynamics different ad-
devs generally have different optimal RCs and describe
different aspects of dynamics.

The advantage of such an expanded (or over-complete)
description can be seen as follows. Consider the descrip-
tion of reaction dynamics with the committor. The diffu-
sive model along the committor can be used to compute
exactly, for example, the mtpt; however higher moments
or the entire distribution can not be computed very ac-
curately unless there is a separation of time scales and
dynamics, projected on the committor, is Markovian. As-
sume now that the entire ensemble of all trajectories is
divided into sub-ensembles of similar trajectories, for ex-
ample, according to different pathways. Then one can
find committor for each such sub-ensemble and the cor-
responding diffusive model would provide much more ac-
curate description of each such sub-ensemble. The entire
ensemble of trajectories can be approximated by a com-
bination or sum of such sub-ensembles with appropriate
weights. Addevs provide analogous decomposition. Each
addev describes a sub-ensemble of trajectories together
with the corresponding optimal RC. The sub-ensembles,
however, are organized not according to different path-
ways, as that would be system specific and would re-
quire some apriory information about the system, but
according to different ways the dynamics can be biased
under condition that the optimal RC for forward and
time-reversed dynamics is the same.

We define addevs as sub-ensembles of trajectories of a
conventional Markov chain, conditioned to have the same
optimal RC for forward and time-reversed dynamics.
These are biased or atypical trajectories of the Markov
chain and the probability to observe a trajectory of the
Markov chain in such an addev sub-ensemble exponen-
tially decreases with time, i.e., it is a rare event. Thus, in
order to approximate the dynamics of the Markov chain,
one needs to consider a collection of addevs, as illustrated
above. However, stochastic dynamics described by a sin-
gle addev is interesting by itself, and can be used for tasks
other then approximation of a standard Markov chain
dynamics. Moreover, as we show below, due to gauge-
invariance, addevs introduce potential in a different way
compared to the standard Markov chains. It means that
for stochastic dynamics with potential, they describe es-
sentially different stochastic processes. Here we describe
two families of stationary addev solutions for diffusion
and show that the first family is described by equations
of classical mechanics, while the second family can be
accurately approximated, in some regimes, by quantum
mechanical equations. We show that rates of the Markov
chain describing conditioned dynamics in an addev sub-
ensemble can be computed “on the fly”, allowing efficient
sampling of addevs, in particular, for stochastic dynamics
with potential. Summarizing, addevs provide stochastic
models together with optimal RCs and efficient sampling
schemes of classical and quantum mechanical systems;
for the latter, in the regimes where the approximation is
close.

The paper is as follows. Section II presents new funda-
mental developments. Here we start with introducing the
addevs and AME, and deriving some addevs properties.
Namely, that the forward and time-reversed committors
can be expressed as functions of addevs, establish the
gauge invariance, present expressions to compute vari-
ous properties of the addev sub-ensembles and discuss
how addev equations can be solved “on the fly”. Sec-
tion III describes the first family of addev stationary so-
lutions for diffusion. We derive a PDE describing such
solutions, which is equivalent to the classical Hamilton-
Jacobi equation and provide an SDE for sampling of such
an addev dynamics. A few illustrative examples are pre-
sented. Section IV describes how to properly introduce
potential into the addev formalism and the AME. Sec-
tion V presents the second family of addev stationary
solutions for diffusion, addevs with an internal degree of
freedom, which provide a different description of the same
diffusion dynamics. We show that in some regimes the
solutions can be accurately approximated by that of the
quantum mechanical equations. Illustrative examples are
presented at various level of details. We conclude with a
discussion.
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II. THEORY

In this section we briefly introduce the additive eigen-
vectors (addevs), the corresponding diffusive model along
the optimal RC, and the addev master equation (AME),
derived in Ref. 50.

A. Addevs and nonequilibrium diffusive model

A diffusive model along an addev RC describes
nonequilibrium diffusion dynamics with non-zero flux J .
Since flux is constant and should be zero at a boundary,
it means that an addev RC, unlike the committor, has no
boundaries. Thus, an addev RC is either the infinite line
or it is a multivalued function on a circle, similar to the
angle (Fig. 2a). Equation for an addev optimal RC W (i)
for a Markov chain is obtained by considering frame of
reference moving with the flux, S(i, t) = W (i) − νt and
requiring, analogous to the committor50,52, zero average
displacement, i.e., S is a space-time harmonic function∑

j

Pτ (j|i)[S(j, t+ τ)− S(i, t)] = 0, (1)

here, Pτ (j|i) denotes transition probability from state i
to state j after time interval τ . Eq. 1, can be written
symbolically for W as WPτ = W + ντ , meaning that
action of matrix Pτ on vector W does not change the
vector and just adds a constant, which explains the term
additive eigenvector with ν being the additive eigenvalue.
Generally, S (or W ) are different for the forward and
time-reversed dynamics. For such systems, as described
in the next section, one considers sub-ensembles of tra-
jectories conditioned on having the same S (or W ) for the
forward and time-reversed dynamics. For dynamics in a
such sub-ensemble, the framework of optimal RCs can
be applied12,50. In particular, the dynamics can be ac-
curately approximated by a diffusive model, namely the
free energy F (W ), and position dependent diffusion co-
efficient D(W ). The free energy F (W ) can be computed
from the stationary probability distribution P (W ) as

βF (W ) = − lnP (W )− αW (2a)

α = ν/(∆�WZC,1/T ), (2b)

where, β is an inverse temperature, ZC,1(W ) ∼
P (W )D(W ) is a cut-profile12,50 which is constant along
W , T is trajectory length, and ∆�W is the increment of
W after a complete revolution (Fig. 2a). The flux along
W equals J = ν/∆�W . While P (W ) is singlevalued,
F (W ) is multivalued analogous to W with the increment
after a complete revolution of ∆�F = α∆�W .

Fig. 2 shows a typical diffusive model describing dy-
namics in an addev sub-ensemble for a simple Markov
chain on a circle. An optimal RC W is a multivalued
function which covers the circle analogous to the angle.
Diffusive models for more complex, multidimensional sys-
tems are essentially the same; they may have a non con-
stant stationary probability and, correspondingly, more

complex F (W ) defined by Eq. 2. Most complexity is
absorbed by the optimal RC W , which performs com-
plex mapping from a large multidimensional configura-
tion space of a system of interest onto a circle, analogous
to the committor preforming complex mapping from a
configuration space onto the [0, 1] interval.

W

W
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FIG. 2. A typical diffusive model along W for a simple
Markov chain on a circle. a) Configuration space of the
Markov chain (N = 15 states) and the multivalued optimal
RC W shown in black and red, respectively. ∆�W is the
increment of W after a complete revolution. b) Stationary
probability (black) P (W ) = 1/N and the free energy (red) of
the diffusive model F (W ) as functions of RC W . P (W ) is
single valued, while F (W ) is multivalued, according to Eq. 2.
F (W ) is shown for one period of W , here ∆�W = 1. F (W )
describes diffusion with a constant drift and a non-zero flux to
the right on panel b, or rotation in the direction of increasing
W on panel a, i.e., a stochastic eigenmode.
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B. Addev master equation

Consider continuous time Markov chain with rate ma-
trix K(i|j), which defines rate from state j to state
i. The addev master equation (AME) describes a sub-
ensemble of trajectories for which the same RC (phase of
the addev) is optimal for both forward and time-reversed
dynamics50. It is a system of equations with three vectors
of unknowns S(i, t), u(i, t), and v(i, t)∑

j

K(j|i)u(j, t)

u(i, t)
[S(j, t)− S(i, t)] = −dS(i, t)

dt
(3a)

∑
j

K(i|j)v(j, t)

v(i, t)
[S(i, t)− S(j, t)] = −dS(i, t)

dt
(3b)

∑
j

K(i|j)u(i, t)

u(j, t)
P (j, t)−

∑
j

K(j|i)u(j, t)

u(i, t)
P (i, t)

=
dP (i, t)

dt
(3c)

where P (i, t) = u(i, t)v(i, t). The AME describes evo-
lution of probability distribution P , together with ax-
illary phase function S, in a time-reversible manner; it
can be integrated forward and backward in time. In this
manuscript, however, we focus only on stationary solu-
tions of the AME, which provide optimal RCs.

A stationary solution, S(i, t) = W (i)−νt, u(i, t) = u(i)
and v(i, t) = v(i) describes an addev sub-ensemble of tra-
jectories. We call the tuples (S, u, v) or (S,R) an addev
with S or W being the phase of the addev, u and v be-
ing the forward and time-reversed biasing factors, respec-
tively, R(i) =

√
u(i)v(i) being the module or amplitude

of the addev, and ν the addev eigenvalue. The biasing
factors u and v define the rate matrix

K̃(j|i) = K(j|i)u(j)

u(i)
for i 6= j, (4a)∑

j

K̃(j|i) = 0, (4b)

that specifies the stochastic conservative dynamics of the
sub-ensemble of trajectories and the corresponding sta-
tionary probability P (i) = u(i)v(i); K̃(i|i) is defined via
Eq. 4b. For this sub-ensemble of trajectories, W is an
optimal RC for both forward and time-reversed dynamics
(Eqs. 3a and 3b), meaning non-equilibrium dynamics of
the sub-ensemble can be described by a single RC. The
overall dynamics of trajectories projected on W is rather
simple, they move (on average) with constant velocity
ν along the periodic coordinate W (Fig. 2). We call
such a solution, representing a sub-ensemble of trajecto-
ries performing stochastic periodic motion a stochastic
eigenmode. The AME defines S or W and ν up to an
overall factor, which can be fixed by specifying the incre-
ment of W after a complete revolution ∆�W .

The stochastic dynamics in an addev sub-ensemble is
completely specified by the biased rate matrix K̃(i|j),

which is known once an addev solution is found. Thus,
knowing K̃ one can, in principle, compute any property
of the dynamics, however, some properties can be readily
computed just from the addev (W,u, v), or (W,R), as, for
example, the stationary probability. Next, we describe
some of such properties.

C. Expressions for committors

A harmonic function h(i) for a Markov chain with rate
matrix K is defined as∑

j

K(j|i)[h(j)− h(i)] = 0 (5)

The committor function q(i) can be found from a har-
monic function as q(i) = ah(i) + b, where constants a
and b are determined from the two boundary conditions,
for example, for qB they are qB(A) = 0 and qB(B) = 1.
Such a defined committor makes sense only for nodes be-
tween A and B, i.e., for nodes with 0 ≤ q ≤ 1. We
denote the relation q = ah + b as q ∝ h; any such q is
also a solution of Eq. 5.

Assume that the Markov chain satisfies the detailed
balance K(i|j)π(j) = K(j|i)π(i), where π(i) is the equi-
librium probability. Then Eq. 3c can be rewritten as∑

j

K(j|i)u(j)

u(i)

(
v(j)

π(j)u(j)
− v(i)

π(i)u(i)

)
= 0. (6)

Comparing with Eq. 5, one sees that q(j) ∝ v(j)
π(j)u(j) is the

committor function for K̃(j|i) (Eq. 4), the conditioned
dynamics of the sub-ensemble. Analogously, for the time-
reversed dynamics one can rewrite Eq. 3c as∑

j

K(i|j)v(j)

v(i)

(
π(j)u(j)

v(j)
− π(i)u(i)

v(i)

)
= 0, (7)

meaning that committor for the time-reversed dynamics

is q′(j) ∝ π(j)u(j)
v(j) .

The diffusive model of dynamics along addev RC
W suggests the following dependence of the commit-
tor as a function of W : dq/dW ∼ eβF (W )/D(W ) ∼
P (W )−1e−αW /D(W ) = 1/ZC,1(W )e−αW . Since
ZC,1(W ) is constant50, one finds that q(W ) ∝ e−αW .
Analogously, for the time-reversed committor one finds
q′(W ) ∝ eαW . We next show that for a system with
the detailed balance the suggested dependence is correct,
that committor computed from the unprojected addev
sub-ensemble of trajectories coincides with that predicted
by the diffusive model.

Assume that the detailed balance is satisfied, then dif-
ference of Eqs. 3a,b equals∑

j

K(j|i)u(j)

u(i)
[q(j) + q(i)][W (j)−W (i)] = 0 (8)
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Considering the obtained equation as a system of lin-
ear equations on variables [q(j) + q(i)][W (j) − W (i)],
one sees that the system is identical to Eq. 6 written
as
∑
j K(j|i)u(j)/u(i)[q(j) − q(i)] = 0. Assume that

this system has a unique solution, then it means that
the two solutions are proportional, i.e., q(j) − q(i) =
−α/2[q(j) + q(i)][W (j) − W (i)], where α is some con-
stant. This system of linear equations can be used to find
q as a function of W . If δq = q(j) − q(i) � q(i), then
[q(j)− q(i)]/[q(j) + q(i)] = 1/2[ln q(j)− ln q(i)] + o(δq2)
is accurate to the second order, which gives an ap-
proximate solution of the system of linear equations as
ln q(j) = −αW (j). In case when Eqs. 6 and 8 have more
than one solution, we fix the solution by specifying the
boundary conditions q(WA) = 0 and q(WB)=1, i.e., we
are not interested in any committor but in a commit-
tor between any two iso-surfaces of W. Such a solution is
obviously unique and it is satisfied by q(j) ∝ e−αW (j).

Summing up Eqs. 3a,b and replacing 1−q(j)/q(i) with
α/2[1 + q(j)/q(i)][W (j)−W (i)] one obtains

α
∑
j

K(j|i)u(j)

u(i)
[1 +

q(j)

q(i)
][W (j)−W (i)]2/4 = ν (9)

Assuming q(j)/q(i) ≈ 1 (a fine discretization provided
by a Markov chain), one finds α = ν/〈D〉, where 〈D〉 =∑
ij K(j|i)u(j)v(i)[W (j)−W (i)]2/2 is the average diffu-

sion coefficient along W .
〈D〉 can be also computed from a long sta-

tionary trajectory as 〈D〉 =
∫
ZC,1(W )dW/T =

ZC,1(W )∆�W/T
50, which leads to Eq. 2b.

Combining the two expressions for the committors one
finds u = Reα/2W and v = Re−α/2W , where R =

√
P

and we assumed π = 1. Since W is multivalued, it follows
that for a system with the detailed balance u and v are
multivalued too. Section V presents an example of a
system without the detailed balance, where q ∝ e−αW ,
while u and v are single-valued or even constant.

Consider a cut in a Markov chain projected onto W at
particular value of RC, W0. Namely, remove all the tran-
sitions/rates between nearby states on the different sides
of W0. Such a cut does not perturb the rates between
states far from the cut, however, it removes the flux. The
equilibrium probability for the rate matrix of the addev
sub-ensemble K̃ with such a cut, can be computed as
π̃(i) = π(i)u2(i) (see Eq. 4a). The probability is a mul-
tivalued function, analogous to u; different brunches are
obtained by moving the cut along W . It can be related
to the stationary probability of non-equilibrium dynam-
ics with the flux P (i) = u(i)v(i), as π̃(i) = P (i)/q(i) =
P (i)eαW , or in terms of the free energy profile of the dif-
fusive model βF (W ) = − ln π̃(W ) = − lnP (W ) − αW ,
i.e., Eq. 2a.

Summarising, the diffusive model along the addev op-
timal RC W can be used to compute exactly the forward
and time-reversed committors, and hence the equilibrium
flux, the mfpt, and the mtpt between any two points (iso-
surfaces) along the RC for the addev sub-ensembles of
trajectories.

D. Expressions for various stationary properties of an
addev sub-ensemble

The equilibrium flux across any surface can be com-
puted as

J =
∑
ji

sign(j, i)u(j)K(j|i)v(i), (10)

where function sign(j, i) is 1, −1 and 0 if transition i→
j crosses the surface in the positive direction, negative
direction or does not cross the surface, respectively.

For systems where q(W ) = e−αW , given two bound-
ary states WA and WB the forward committor func-
tion, which satisfies the boundary conditions qB(WB) =
1 and qB(WA) = 0 can be computed as qB(W ) =
[q(W )−q(WA)]/[q(WB)−q(WA)]. Analogously, the time-
reversed committor function q′A(W ), which satisfies the
boundary conditions q′A(WA) = 1 and q′A(WB) = 0 can
be computed as q′A(W ) = [q′(W ) − q′(WB)]/[q′(WA) −
q′(WB)], where q′(W ) = eαW . Knowing the committors
one can compute properties of the TPs in the addev sub-
ensemble of trajectories. For example, for TPs A → B,
the stationary distribution equals42

PTP (i) = qB(i)u(i)v(i)q′A(i) = qB(i)P (i)q′A(i); (11)

the stationary flux is

JTP =
∑
ji

sign(j, i)qB(j)u(j)K(j|i)v(i)q′A(i); (12)

the mtpt is ZTP /JTP , where ZTP =
∑
i P

TP (i) is the
total weight of the TP sub-ensemble. Similar expressions
can be obtained for TPs B → A, A→ A, and B → B.

The probability to observe an addev sub-ensemble for
time-interval T can be estimated as e−T/τAτ , where
Aτ = D(P̃τ ||Pτ ) =

∑
ij P̃τ (i|j)P (j) ln[P̃τ (i|j)/Pτ (i|j)] is

the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence of P̃τ from Pτ and

P̃τ = eτK̃ and Pτ = eτK are the transition probability
matrices53,54. By taking the limit τ → 0, the probability
to observe an addev can be expressed as e−TA, where

A =
∑
ij:i6=j

K̃(j|i)P (i)g[K(j|i)/K̃(j|i)], (13)

and g(x) = − lnx−1+x. For an addev biased rate matrix
x = u(i)/u(j) and assuming x − 1 � 1, one obtains
g(x) ≈ (x− 1)2/2. For a Markov chain with the detailed
balance with π(i) = const and an addev with P (i) =
const, one finds that u(i) ∼ eα/2W (i), g(u(i)/u(j)) ≈
α2/8[W (i)−W (j)]2, and A = α2〈D〉/4 = αν/4.

E. Gauge invariance

Let (S(i), u(i), v(i)) be an addev for the rate ma-
trix K(i|j). It is straightforward to verify that



7

(S(i), u(i)/γ(i), v(i)γ(i)) is an addev for the transformed
rate matrix K(i|j)γ(i)/γ(j), i.e., they satisfy the AME.
Note, that this transformation keeps invariant the ob-
servable properties of the addev K̃(j|i), e.g., P (i), S(i),
q(i) and q′(i). For example, for the committors, it fol-
lows from the fact that equilibrium probability π is trans-
formed as π(i)γ2(i). Note that u(i) and v(i), which are
changed by the transformation can not be observed di-
rectly. We call this invariance a gauge invariance. It has
the following consequences. First, the standard way to
introduce a non-uniform equilibrium probability or a po-
tential into the stochastic dynamics is to modify the rates
by γ(i) = e−βF (i)/2. The additive eigenvectors are in-
variant to such a way of introducing the potential, which
mean one needs to introduce the potential into the addev
framework in a different way, we describe the proper way
in Section IV. Second, a conveniently chosen gauge may
simplify the derivation of equations.

F. Sampling an addev sub-ensemble by solving the AMU
“on the fly”

Stochastic dynamics in the addev sub-ensemble is de-
scribed by the biased rate matrix K̃ (Eq. 4), which is
known, once an addev solution is found. Evolution of
probability distribution is described by Eq. 3c, where
however, P is now not the stationary probability of the
addev sub-ensemble u(i)v(i), but arbitrary. Alterna-
tively, one can compute a stochastic trajectory of the
addev sub-ensemble directly, by simulating stochastic dy-
namics of Markov chain with K̃. For Markov chains
with regular configuration space, e.g., a lattice in n-
dimensional Euclidean space, considered below, such a
trajectory, which samples a stationary addev solution,
can be computed by solving the AMU equation “on the

fly”. Define the number of degrees of freedom (d.f.) of an
addev equation/solution as the smallest number of vari-
ables that uniquely specify the solution. Note that with-
out the loss of generality one can set u(i0) = 1, v(i0) = 1,
W (i0) = 0 for some initial i0. Specifying these d.f. at
one point, one is able to compute their values at any
other point by propagating the solution of the equation
along particle’s trajectory. The solution defines the local
biased rate matrix K̃, which can be used to propagate
the system’s trajectory, which allows an efficient sam-
pling scheme of an addev sub-ensemble; one does not
need to solve an addev equation in the entire configu-
ration space beforehand; which is especially useful in a
high-dimensional configuration space. It also can help
simplify analysis of multivalued addev solutions. Instead
of cumbersome specification of a global addev solution,
one may just follow a local solution along system’s tra-
jectory. To find an addev solution that satisfies specific
boundary conditions, a shooting method can be used.
III. ANALYSIS OF DIFFUSION. NO INTERNAL
DEGREES OF FREEDOM.

A. Derivation of the PDE

We start with a Markov chain describing one-
dimensional diffusion (with position dependent diffusion
coefficient) with the following rate matrix K(i ± 1|i) =
D(i)+D(i±1)

2∆x2
55, here D(i) is the diffusion coefficient and

∆x is the distance between the states of the Markov
chain. The Markov chain satisfies the detailed balance
with constant equilibrium probability π(i). For the gen-
eral case of diffusion in a potential the rate contains fac-
tor e−β/2(U(i±1)−U(i)), which however can be removed by
a gauge transformation (section II E). The AME for the
Markov chain is

K(i+ 1|i)u(i+ 1)

u(i)
[S(i+ 1)− S(i)] +K(i− 1|i)u(i− 1)

u(i)
[S(i− 1)− S(i)] =− dS(i)

dt
(14a)

K(i|i+ 1)
v(i+ 1)

v(i)
[S(i)− S(i+ 1)] +K(i|i− 1)

v(i− 1)

v(i)
[S(i)− S(i− 1)] =− dS(i)

dt
(14b)

K(i|i− 1)
u(i)

u(i− 1)
P (i− 1) +K(i|i+ 1)

u(i)

u(i+ 1)
P (i+ 1)−

K(i+ 1|i)u(i+ 1)

u(i)
P (i)−K(i− 1|i)u(i− 1)

u(i)
P (i) =

dP (i)

dt
. (14c)

Expanding to the second order of ∆x and taking the limit
of ∆x→ 0, one arrives at the following system of PDE

(DPS′)′ =0 (15a)

−DS′(ln q)′ =− Ṡ (15b)

(DP (ln q)′)′ =Ṗ , (15c)

where dot and prime denote partial derivatives ∂/∂t and
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∂/∂x, respectively, and q = v/u. For a stationary ad-

dev solution, Ṗ = 0, by comparing Eqs 15 a and c, one
has (ln q)′ = −αS′ in agreement with section II C. Since
S is defined up to an overall constant, one convenient
normalisation is α = 1, which leads to the equation on S

D(S′)2 = −Ṡ (16)

The equation has the form of the classical Hamilton-
Jacobi equation for the action function S, where D ∼
1/m and −Ṡ = ν ∼ E. From Eq. 15a or c one ob-
tains P ∼ 1/(DS′), which corresponds to the classical
P ∼ 1/v, where v ∼ DS′ ∼ p/m is velocity and p ∼ S′ is
momentum. Note that S is dimensionless while ν has the
dimension of rate, they differ from their classical counter-
parts, action S and energy E, by an overall factor with
dimension of action; a convenient choice is the Planck
constant ~, which, by the special choice of units can be
made equal to 1 and which is assumed henceforth. The
Planck constant is taken here for convenience, one can
use any other constant factor with dimension of action,
which would amount to the change of measuring units or
the overall scale factor of S. Extension to higher dimen-
sions is presented in appendix.

B. Addev description of diffusion on the line

Consider diffusion on the line with constant diffusion
coefficient D. Solution of Eq. 16 is S(x, t) = kx − νt,
where ν = k2D and k is arbitrary. The addev describes
a sub-ensemble of trajectories performing biased diffu-
sion. As an optimal RC one can use either W or x as
they are related one-to-one. Consider first x as the RC.
The diffusive model describing the addev dynamics has
D as diffusion coefficient and βF (x) = −αW = −kx as
free energy profile. The model describes simple dynam-
ics of the trajectories moving/drifting at constant speed
of v = Dk. Its classical analogy is a particle moving
with constant speed v on the line. Consider W as the
RC. The addev trajectories drift at constant speed of ν
along W (by definition); the two speeds are related by
the Jacobian ∂W/∂x = k = ν/v. Its classical analogy
is the movement of the point depicting the system along
the action function with velocity E. For the committors
one obtains q ∝ e−kx and q′ ∝ ekx, which allows one to
describe TPs in the addev sub-ensembles, as was done in
Fig. 1, using Eq. 11.

The probability to observe such an addev for time in-
terval ∆t can be computed using the KL divergence as

P ∼ e−∆tDk2/4 = e−∆tν/4 = e−∆t v
2

4D = e−
∆x2

4D∆t , here
∆x = v∆t. The fact that it equals e−∆tν/4 follows from
constant probabilities π and P and the detailed balance.
In this case the addev sub-ensemble can be obtained
by standard conditioning of diffusion trajectories on dis-
placement ∆x after time interval ∆t and the probability
to observe such a sub-ensemble is the standard proba-
bility density of finding a particle around ∆x after time
interval ∆t.

Consider now a long diffusion trajectory that visits a
sequence of addevs. Assuming that addevs are indepen-
dent, the probability to observe such a sequence takes

a suggestive form ∼ exp(−
∑
i

∆x2
i

4D∆ti
). Summing over

all possible sequences of addevs with the correspond-
ing probability one arrives at expression analogous to
the standard path summation/integral for diffusion. An
important, subtle difference here is that the described
summation is over addevs and each addev describes a
sub-ensemble of trajectories not a single trajectory as in
the standard path integral. Correspondingly, a partic-
ular trajectory has a non-zero probability to appear in
many such sequences/paths of sub-ensembles.

C. Addev description of diffusion on the interval

Now consider diffusion on the interval [0, L] with con-
stant diffusion coefficient D. Here the system repeatedly
moves from 0 to L and backward, which can be consid-
ered as a cartoon model of a reversible reaction, e.g., pro-
tein folding, where a protein folds and unfolds repeatedly.
Standard description with committors describes only the
TP segments of trajectories, i.e., when the protein either
folds or unfolds. The addevs can be used to describe
continuous dynamics of repeated folding/unfolding. So-
lution of Eq. 16 on the interval is S(x, t) = W (x) − νt,
where W ′ = ±k. W (x) is a multivalued function consist-
ing of following branches, connected at the boundaries,
W2i(x) = 2ikL + kx and W2i+1(x) = 2(i + 1)kL − kx.
It has a vertical zig-zag or triangle wave pattern. The
addev describes a sub-ensemble of trajectories perform-
ing biased diffusion with a constant drift at speed of Dk
towards one boundary, then in the opposite direction and
so on. Its classical analogue is a particle performing pe-
riodic motion with constant speed v = Dk in a square
well of width L. In principle, an addev with any k can
be observed, however if one would like to select a single
addev that best describes the diffusion dynamics on the
interval, that will be an addev with the same flux or the
same mean first passage full-trip time, i.e., 2L/v = L2/D
or k = 2/L.

Considering the complexity of biasing provided by such
addevs, e.g., a bias that switches direction, one may won-
der whether such a bias does exist and can be observed
in practice. Since addevs describe sub-ensembles of tra-
jectories it is sufficient to specify how the corresponding
sub-ensemble of trajectories can be selected. For exam-
ple, consider all such trajectories that start from some
point at distance ∆x from the boundary, visit the bound-
ary and arrive at the same point after time interval 2∆t.
Such a sub-ensemble is certainly not empty. Trajectories
in the sub-ensemble perform biased random walk with
average velocity of ∆x/∆t initially towards the bound-
ary and then from it.

A subtle question in modelling such a dynamics of an
addev, is when to switch the bias from one direction to
the opposite. It should be done when the system reaches



9

a boundary state, however, since the dynamics is stochas-
tic, the system will visit a boundary state many times
while it is nearby. A simple solution for this system is
to model movement in two different directions by consid-
ering two different pathways explicitly. Specifically, for-
ward pathway from A to B and backward pathway from
B to A are joined at the corresponding boundary states
thus forming a circle with circumference of 2L. Corre-
spondingly, the first half of the circle describes forward
pathway, while the second half describes the backward
pathway. The constant bias applied along the entire cir-
cle. The system performs biased stochastic periodic mo-
tion along the circle and no switch of bias is required.
The diffusive model is analogous to that shown on Fig.
2. This construction will be used in some examples be-
low.

IV. ADDEV MASTER EQUATION WITH POTENTIAL

So far we have used the addevs to describe stochas-
tic dynamics of free diffusion represented by a Markov
chain. In particular, we have shown that this dynam-
ics can be decomposed on addevs, or approximated by
a path integral over addevs. However many stochastic
process are modelled as stochastic dynamics/diffusion in
the field of an external force or in a potential. How one
should introduce potential in the addev formalism? The
straightforward approach could be to use a Markov chain
for diffusion with potential, which for a one-dimensional
case is K(i ± 1|i) = re−β/2[U(i±1)−U(i)]. Such a Markov
chain has canonical distribution π(i) ∼ e−βU(i) as the
equilibrium probability. Next, one could compute the ad-
devs for this Markov chain and probabilities to observe
them. However, as described in section II E, potential,
introduced in such a way, does not change addev proper-
ties because of the gauge invariance; addev sub-ensembles
are exactly as those for U = 0. Thus, the potential needs
to be introduced in a different way.

A guiding principle could be the requirement that de-
scription of stochastic dynamics with addevs reproduces
the canonical probability distribution e−βU(i) of finding
the system in state i. An important difference with the
standard description of stochastic dynamics is that in the
latter only a single stationary/equilibrium eigenvector of
the standard master equation, that with zero eigenvalue,
contributes to the equilibrium probability, while in the
addev description all the addevs contribute. It means
that the canonical distribution should be obtained as a
sum of stationary distributions of all addevs with the cor-
responding weights. The similarity of the addev equation
for diffusion (Eq. 16) with that of the classical mechan-
ics suggests a possibility of introducing the potential in
analogy with classical mechanics, so that Eq. 16 reads
now D(S′)2 + U = −Ṡ. This can be done if the AME

takes the potential in to account as∑
j

K(j|i)u(j, t)

u(i, t)
[S(j, t)− S(i, t)] + U(i) =− dS(i, t)

dt

(17a)∑
j

K(i|j)v(j, t)

v(i, t)
[S(i, t)− S(j, t)] + U(i) =− dS(i, t)

dt

(17b)∑
j

K(i|j)u(i, t)

u(j, t)
P (j, t)−

∑
j

K(j|i)u(j, t)

u(i, t)
P (i, t)

=
dP (i, t)

dt
(17c)

It is equivalent to replacing dS(i,t)
dt with dS(i,t)

dt + U(i).
Such an introduction of the potential into the AME pre-
serves the formalism developed so far, in particular that
an addev provides an optimal RC. For example, the rela-
tionship q ∝ e−αW for systems with the detailed balance,
derived in section II C, still holds, because the derivation
uses the difference between Eqs. 17a,b, where U cancels.
The sum of Eqs. 17 a and b describes the conservation of
energy, which for the systems with the detailed balance
takes the form (cf. Eq. 9)

α
∑
j

K(j|i)u(j)

u(i)
[1 +

q(j)

q(i)
][W (j)−W (i)]2/4 + U(i) = ν,

(18)
where the first term is interpreted as the kinetic energy.
From Eq. 18 it follows that α〈D〉 = ν − 〈U〉 and from
Eq. 17 that the drift speed along W is no longer constant.
Note that both ν and U have the dimension of frequency
and to relate them to their classical counterparts, one
needs to multiply them by a constant with the dimension
of action, for which one can take the Planck constant
~, which is assumed to be equal 1. Correspondingly, in
analogy with classical statistical mechanics, each addev
contributes with the classical canonical weight of e−βν .

The canonical weight to observe an addev can be
justified as follows. Originally, the addevs were intro-
duced/interpreted as sub-ensembles of trajectories gen-
erated by a Markov chain, which allowed us to compute
the probability to observe an addev using the KL diver-
gence. However, the addevs and Markov chains introduce
potential in different ways, meaning that addevs describe
sub-ensembles of trajectories of a stochastic process dif-
ferent from that described by the Markov chains. One
can probably relate the two processes by relating the two
potentials, analogous the way the eigenfunctions of the
diffusion equation are related to that of the Schrödinger
equation51, however we do not develop this idea here.
We assume that the AME describes a different process
and probability to observe an addev should be computed
differently. We consider the AME with potential as a gen-
eral tool to describe/approximate the generic stochastic
dynamics, in particular that produced by classical equa-
tions of motions or molecular dynamics. Then the prop-
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erties of the addev description are defined by the dynam-
ics of interest, for example, one may adapt the addev
properties to better describe the dynamics of interest.

Consider systems with classical dynamics, e.g., molec-
ular dynamics simulations. Namely, consider a classical
system of interest in contact with a large classical sys-
tem playing the role of a thermostat. The dynamics of
the entire system at fixed energy is described by an ad-
dev. Since the classical system can exist indefinitely, we
assume that the corresponding addev is a genuine sta-
tionary solution of the AME (Eq. 17), which exists indef-
initely, rather than a rare event observed with exponen-
tially decreasing probability of e−AT . Correspondingly,
according to the classical statistical mechanics arguments
the energy of the system of interest, which is in contact
with the thermostat, is canonically distributed. It means
that the system of interest is described by a collection
of addevs, canonically distributed according to their en-
ergy/frequency/eigenvalue ν. In practice, one may com-
pute all addevs for an isolated system and sum them
up with the corresponding canonical weights, or explic-
itly consider a system coupled to a thermostat, which
however complicates the description. The AME with po-
tential accurately describes the classical dynamics in full
configuration space. It suggests that stochastic dynam-
ics, obtained by coarse-graining the classical dynamics
can be also approximated by the addev formalism, and
probably more accurately than the standard approaches.

Eq. 17 can also be given the following self-consistent
interpretation within the addev framework. Assume that
there is no potential at the fundamental level of the exact
description of stochastic dynamics of a system and Eq. 3
is exact. However, such a system may have dynamics on
two very different time-scales, fast and slow, and we are
interested in a coarse-grained simplified description of the
slow dynamics. For exact description of dynamics by Eq.
3, it is correct to assume that the change of the phase S
happens only when the system changes states and it is
described by W (j)−W (i). In the coarse-grained descrip-
tion, while the system stays in the same macrostate, S
can still change due to the micro dynamics or the change
of microstates. U(i) is the source term which describes
the rate of change of S, namely dS/dt, while the system
stays in macrostate i, namely (cf. Eq. 1)

S(i, t)− S(i, t+ τ) =
∑
j

P̃τ (j|i)[W (j)−W (i)] + U(i)τ,

here we assumed P̃τ (i|i) ≈ 1 because τ is small. Taking
limit τ → 0 one obtains Eq. 17a. It is important that W
is a multivalued function, which allows it to produce a
stationary change of S while being confined to a finite set
of microstates in a single macrostate. A simple example
of such a coarse-graining is presented below.

A. Addev description of diffusion with potential

Consider, as an illustrative example, the addev descrip-
tion of stochastic dynamics in a (harmonic) well. The
description is a little more complicated than presented
in section III C. An addev describes a sub-ensemble of
trajectories performing biased diffusion with a position
dependent drift speed towards a turning point, then in
the opposite direction and so on. The position dependent
drift speed equals DW ′ =

√
D(ν − U). The stationary

probability to observe a system in an addev at position x
is proportional to P (x) ∼ 1/(DW ′) ∼ 1/

√
D(ν − U).

The diffusive model is similar to that shown on Fig.
2, however, with a non constant stationary probability.
Note that higher potential corresponds to higher station-
ary probability, in contrast to the canonical distribution.
Combining all the addevs with canonical weights e−βν ,
one finds the probability to observe the system at posi-
tion x equal to P (x) ∼ e−βU(x).

Consider next, as a model of a reaction, one-
dimensional diffusion on a potential consisting of two
minima separated by a barrier of height U†. Addevs,
with energy higher than the barrier height ν > U†, con-
tribute to the reaction between the two minima. They
describe sub-ensembles of trajectories performing biased
diffusion with position dependent drift speed from one
minimum (turning point) to another, then in the oppo-
site direction and so on. Each addev contributes with the
canonical weight of e−βν , which can be used to compute
the properties of the reaction sub-ensemble of trajecto-
ries, i.e., the flux, the stationary probability, etc. For
small temperatures the main contribution comes from the
addevs with energy just above that of the barrier. Ad-
devs with energies less than that of the barrier describe
dynamics inside the minima.

In principle, we have obtained the desired description
of stochastic reaction dynamics, as a periodic stochastic
process, where the system goes from one minimum to
the other and back, repeatedly. The description, how-
ever, has an obvious shortcoming - it is rather too ”de-
terministic”. A defining characteristics of a stochastic
process is a possibility of fluctuations, where a trajectory
with energy lower than that of a barrier, can gain en-
ergy as a result of such a fluctuation and overcome the
barrier. In the one-dimensional system considered above,
the addevs with energy less than that of the barrier do
not overcome the barrier and describe the dynamics in-
side the minima. This shortcoming might be critical to
low dimensional systems only. In high-dimensional sys-
tems with many degrees of freedom, the redistribution
of energy between different degrees effectively leads to
fluctuations of energy along an optimal RC (W ). One
way to overcome the shortcoming for a low dimensional
system is to explicitly couple it to a thermostat, which
however, complicates the description. An alternative is
described in section V, where we consider an addev with
an internal degree of freedom.
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B. Stochastic dynamics in the addev sub-ensemble

Stochastic dynamics in the addev sub-ensemble is com-
pletely characterized by the biased rate matrix K̃ (Eq.
4). Evolution of probability distribution is described by
Eq. 14c (Eq. 17c in general case), where however, P
is now not the stationary probability of the addev sub-
ensemble P st(i) = u(i)v(i), but arbitrary. The equation
in the limit of ∆x→ 0 takes the form of diffusion PDE

Ṗ =− J ′ (19a)

J =−DP ′ +DP ln′(u2), (19b)

where the dot and prime denote time and space par-
tial derivatives, respectively; J is the flux, u2 = P st/q,
−(ln q)′ = W ′ and P st ∼ (D(ν − U))−1/2. The station-
ary (long time limit) solution has stationary probability
reproducing that of classical mechanics P = P st and con-
stant but non-zero flux J = −DP st(ln q)′ = DP stW ′.
The equation is an interesting counterpart of the Smolu-
chowski equation, which, at equilibrium, has canonical
probability distribution and zero flux51.

Such diffusion can be efficiently simulated/sampled by
computing trajectory using time-discretized SDE

x(t+ ∆t) = x(t) +D ln′(u2)∆t+
√

2D∆tξ, (20)

where ∆t is integration time step, ξ is a normally
distributed random variable with zero mean and unit
variance and D is assumed to be constant; ln′(u2) =(
W ′ + U ′

2(ν−U)

)
, W ′ is determined/updated from energy

conservation DW ′2 + U = ν. Note that dynamics here
is entirely in the configuration space; an effective change
of the momentum is due to change into a position with
different gradient W ′. Extension to higher dimensions
is described in the appendix. By sampling the canoni-
cal distribution for ν one should be able to sample the
canonical ensemble. Here, since the addev dynamics is
described by PDEs (Eqs. 15 and 19) it is more conve-
nient to sample dynamics using the SDE; an example of
solving the AME (Eq. 17) “on the fly” is provided in
section V E.

Fig. 3a shows stochastic trajectories obtained by in-
tegrating the SDE for a system with harmonic potential
U(x) = x2/2 and D = 1. The trajectory with large en-
ergy/momentum is in very good agreement with a clas-
sical solution, while that with low energy/momentum
exhibit stochastic motion. Both trajectories are diffu-
sive at short time-scales, while become ballistic at longer
time-scales. To illustrate this point, we compute trajec-
tories with the same energies for a system without the
potential. Fig. 3b shows the mean squared displacement
as a function of time 〈∆x2(τ)〉 = 〈[x(t + τ) − x(t)]2〉
for both trajectories. They are described by 2Dτ and
v2τ2 ∼ νDτ in the diffusive and ballistic regimes, re-
spectively. The transition from the diffusive to ballistic
regime happens at v2τ2 ∼ 2Dτ . This time-scale is very
small for the trajectory with ν = 20000, which is why it
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FIG. 3. Integration of the SDE (Eq. 20). Panel a) show
trajectories for harmonic potential U(x) = x2/2. Black line
shows analytical classical solution
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D/2. Red and blue dashed lines show stochastic trajectories
with eigenvalue/energy ν = 20000 and ν = 20, respectively;

the latter trajectory is scaled up by the factor of 103/2. Panel
b) shows 〈∆x2(τ)〉 for system with U = 0. Red pluses and
blue crosses show that for trajectories with ν = 20000 and ν =
20, respectively; black solid and dotted lines show diffusive
2Dτ and ballistic νDτ2 behaviour, respectively. For details
see text.

is well described by a classical solution. For trajectory
with ν = 20, the ballistic approximation starts to become
accurate for ∆x > 3, which is rather close to the size of
the accessible configuration space of 2

√
2ν ∼ 13.

As described in introduction, one motivation of the de-
veloping the addev framework is to obtain an optimal RC
for the description of non-equilibrium classical dynamics
in the phase space. The described family of addev solu-
tions for diffusion provides a model of classical dynamics;
i.e., it reproduces the equilibrium flow and the probabil-
ity distribution. Thus, instead of considering a classical
system of interest, one can consider the corresponding
addev, where W is the optimal RC, which provides a so-
lution to the problem. A classical system is translated to
the addev diffusive model by mapping the classical S/~,
E/~, U/~, ~/m to addev’s S, ν, U , D. The criterion of
the validity of the ballistic description Dτ � v2τ2 takes
the form D/(∆xv) = λ/∆x � 1, where 2πλ is the de
Broglie wavelength.
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V. ANALYSIS OF DIFFUSION. ADDEVS WITH AN
INTERNAL DEGREE OF FREEDOM.

We next consider a different addev description of the
same Markov chain for one-dimensional diffusion50. We
introduce an internal degree of freedom, which leads to
a different expression for the addevs and for the op-
timal RC. It, correspondingly, describes different sub-
ensembles of conditioned trajectories of the same diffu-
sion process.

One dimensional random walk, if the spatial depen-
dence is neglected, can be considered as two-state dy-
namics, where the system moves right or left and switches
between the two such states with rate r. We introduce
an internal degree of freedom, describing in which direc-
tion the system currently moves; it equals 1 or 2 when

the systems moves right or left, respectively. The re-
action rate matrix in the extended configuration space
is K(i + 1, 1|i, 1) = K(i − 1, 2|i, 2) = K(i + 1, 1|i, 2) =
K(i− 1, 2|i, 1) = r, where r = D/∆x2. For simplicity we
consider constant diffusion coefficient, which can always
be done for one-dimensional diffusion by proper rescal-
ing/transformation of the coordinate.

Note, that while the original Markov chain dynamics in
the configuration space is equilibrium, dynamics in the
extended configuration space is not, it does not satisfy
the detailed balance, as there are no reverse rates K(i−
1, 1|i, 1) and K(i + 1, 2|i, 2). Hence, the constant π(i) is
the stationary but not equilibrium probability.

AME (Eq. 3) for the rate matrix in the extended con-
figuration space reads (the internal degree of freedom is
represented by a subscript while the dependence on time
variable is omitted for brevity)

r
u1(i+ 1)

u1(i)
[S1(i+ 1)− S1(i)] + r

u2(i− 1)

u1(i)
[1 + S2(i− 1)− S1(i)] = −dS1(i)

dt
(21a)

r
u2(i− 1)

u2(i)
[S2(i− 1)− S2(i)] + r

u1(i+ 1)

u2(i)
[1 + S1(i+ 1)− S2(i)] = −dS2(i)

dt
(21b)

r
v1(i− 1)

v1(i)
[S1(i)− S1(i− 1)] + r

v2(i− 1)

v1(i)
[1 + S1(i)− S2(i− 1)] = −dS1(i)

dt
(21c)

r
v2(i+ 1)

v2(i)
[S2(i)− S2(i+ 1)] + r

v1(i+ 1)

v2(i)
[1 + S2(i)− S1(i+ 1)] = −dS2(i)

dt
(21d)

ru1(i)v1(i− 1) + ru1(i)v2(i− 1)− ru1(i+ 1)v1(i)− ru2(i− 1)v1(i) =
d[u1(i)v1(i)]

dt
(21e)

ru2(i)v2(i+ 1) + ru2(i)v1(i+ 1)− ru1(i+ 1)v2(i)− ru2(i− 1)v2(i) =
d[u2(i)v2(i)]

dt
(21f)

Here, the complex multivalued addev phase function
Wmv, and, correspondingly, Smv = Wmv − νt, is rep-
resented as Wmv

j (i) = dmv
j + Wj(i), where Wj(i) is a

singlevalued function, while dmv
j is a multivalued simple

constant function such that dmv
1 − dmv

2 = dmv
2 − dmv

1 =
1; where we used convenient normalization ∆�W

mv =
∆�d

mv = 250. The equation has very diverse families of
stationary solutions, addevs, with interesting properties,
which we next illustrate. In particular, we show how they
can be used to describe the stochastic dynamics.

A. Plane wave solutions

Consider first a simple family of plane wave solu-
tions u1(i, t) = v1(i, t) =

√
ν + ck, u2(i, t) = v2(i, t) =√

ν − ck, S1(i, t) = S2(i − 1, t) = i∆xk − νt; where
c = r∆x, and ν and k are related by the dispersion rela-
tion ν2 = r2+k2c2. A stochastic trajectory from this sub-
ensemble performs a biased random walk, with a non-zero
mean drift speed of v = r∆x(P1−P2)/(P1+P2) = c2k/ν.

Expressing ν as a function of easily observable v leads to
familiar relativistic expression ν = r/

√
1− v2/c250. The

probability to observe such an addev, computed using
KL divergence is ∼ e−L(v)∆t, where L(v) = r(r/ν − 1) =

r
√

1− v2/c2 − r, which for small v gives e−
∆x2

2D∆t , i.e.,
similar to that in section III B, however with twice the
exponent and the maximal speed bounded by ±c, which
is due to different biasing. Also, since r = D/∆x2 one
can not take directly the limit of ∆x = 0, instead one
considers a very small but finite ∆x. One can however,
develop a ”non-relativistic” approximation, where such a
limit can be taken.

This solution can be also used to illustrate that for sys-
tems without the detailed balance one does not have sim-
ple relations q ∝ v/(uπ) or q ∝ e−αW . The committor
functions for these solutions are q1(i) = q2(i) ∝ (u2/u1)i.
However, here, v/(uπ) is constant. The committors can
not be expressed as qi ∝ e−αW

mv
i nor exactly as qi ∝

e−αWi , since q1(i) = q2(i), whileW1(i) = W2(i−1). How-
ever, in the limiting case of ∆x → 0, where W1 ≈ W2,
one can derive that q ∝ e−W , as we show below.
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B. Partial differential equations (PDE)

A large family of solutions of Eq. 21 can be accurately
approximated by the corresponding solutions of the PDE
derived below. The PDE in turn can be approximated by
the one-dimensional Dirac and Schrödinger PDEs, which
allows one to develop an intuition about the generic prop-
erties of Eq. 21 solutions. The PDEs are derived for
general, non-stationary case.

Assume that functions u, v and S are sufficiently
smooth so that the finite differences can be approxi-
mated by the corresponding derivatives. Let uj(i, t) =
Rj(i, t)αj(i, t), vj(i, t) = Rj(i, t)/αj(i, t); then αj can be
expressed as functions of Sj using Eqs. 21a-c and Eq. 21
can be simplified to

∂S1

∂t
+ c

∂S1

∂x
= −rR2

R1

√
1− (S1 − S2)2 (22a)

∂S2

∂t
− c∂S2

∂x
= −rR1

R2

√
1− (S1 − S2)2 (22b)

∂R1

∂t
+ c

∂R1

∂x
= rR2

S2 − S1√
1− (S1 − S2)2

(22c)

∂R2

∂t
− c∂R2

∂x
= rR1

S1 − S2√
1− (S1 − S2)2

(22d)

Consider the one-dimensional relativistic Dirac equation
(r = mc2/~)

∂ψ1

∂t
+ c

∂ψ1

∂x
= −irψ2 (23a)

∂ψ2

∂t
− c∂ψ2

∂x
= −irψ1 (23b)

Using ψj = Rje
iSj one obtains equations on Rj and Sj

(notice that Sj are dimensionless)

∂S1

∂t
+ c

∂S1

∂x
= −rR2

R1
cos(S1 − S2) (24a)

∂S2

∂t
− c∂S2

∂x
= −rR1

R2
cos(S1 − S2) (24b)

∂R1

∂t
+ c

∂R1

∂x
= rR2 sin(S2 − S1) (24c)

∂R2

∂t
− c∂R2

∂x
= rR1 sin(S1 − S2) (24d)

In the regime when S1 − S2 ∼ 0, i.e., cos(S1 − S2) ≈√
1− (S1 − S2)2, Eq. 22 and Eq. 24 have similar solu-

tions.

C. Non-relativistic approximation

The Dirac equation in the non-relativistic limit reduces
to the Schrödinger equation. Analogous approximation
can be developed for Eq. 21. In the non-relativistic
regime one expects that R1 ∼ R2, S1 ∼ S2, and ν = r+e,
where e is the non-relativistic energy. Thus, the following

expressions are employed R1 = R + ∆R, R2 = R −∆R,
S1 = S − rt + ∆S, S2 = S − rt −∆S. Expanding Eqs.
21 to the first order of ∆x one finds ∆S = −∆x

2R
∂R
∂x and

∆R = R∆x
2

∂S
∂x . After substituting them back and keep-

ing all the terms up to the second order of ∆x one obtains

−∂S
∂t

= − D

2R

∂2R

∂x2
+
D

2

(
∂S

∂x

)2

(25a)

∂R

∂t
= −D

2

(
2
∂R

∂x

∂S

∂x
+R

∂2S

∂x2

)
(25b)

which represent equations on the amplitude and phase of
the wavefunction ψ = ReiS of the Schrödinger equation
(D = ~/m)

i
∂

∂t
ψ = −D

2

∂2

∂x2
ψ (26)

The non-relativistic approximation becomes accurate in
the limit of small ∆x, i.e., in the limit of fine discretiza-
tion of the diffusion dynamics by a Markov chain with a
large number of states - the practically interesting case.
At the same time the approximation is not uniform, it
breaks down in the regions where R → 0 and while
the wave-functions of the Schrödinger equation can have
nodes ψ = 0, meaning R = 0, the exact numerical solu-
tions of Eqs. 21 have R > 0, as R = 0 corresponds to
infinitely high barriers and non-ergodic dynamics in the
addev sub-ensemble.

D. Derivation of q ∝ e−W

Committors for the addev sub-ensembles in the ex-
tended configuration space are defined by the following
equation

u1(i+ 1)[q1(i+ 1)−q1(i)]+

u2(i− 1)[q2(i− 1)− q1(i)] = 0 (27a)

u2(i− 1)[q2(i− 1)−q2(i)]+

u1(i+ 1)[q1(i+ 1)− q2(i)] = 0 (27b)

It is straightforward to see that q2 = q1, which we simply
denote by q. The committor does not depend on the
fast degree of freedom. Expressing ui as functions of R
and W , expanding the finite differences to the second
order of ∆x and taking limit of ∆x→ 0 one obtains the
following equations on q: q′′ + q′(W ′ + 2R′/R) = 0, here
prime denotes the spatial derivative d/dx. The equation
is verified by q ∝ e−W , if one takes into account Eq. 25b
for a stationary solution ∂R/∂t = 0. Analogously one
shows that q′ ∝ eW . Extension to higher dimensions is
discussed in appendix.

E. Solving Eq. 21 “on the fly”.

A stationary solution of Eq. 21 can be computed “on
the fly”. For example, knowing u1(i), v1(i), W1(i), u2(i−
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1), v2(i − 1), W2(i − 1), v1(i − 1), u2(i − 2), and ν, one
can propagate the solution to the right: from Eq. 21e,f
one can find u1(i+ 1) and v2(i), from Eq. 21a,d one can
find W1(i + 1) and W2(i), from Eq. 21b,c one can find
u2(i) and v1(i+ 1). Since, without the loss of generality
one can set u1(i0) = 1, v1(i0) = 1, W1(i0) = 0 for some
initial i0, a stationary solution of Eq. 21 on the line has
6 d.f.. Specifying these d.f. at one point, one is able to
compute their values at any other point by propagating
the solution of the equation along particle’s trajectory.
The values of the 6 d.f. that provide a solution that
satisfies some constraints, e.g., is periodic or has zero
flux, are obtained by the shooting method.

F. Addev description of diffusion on the line. Interference.

Fig. 4 shows a more complex addev solution of Eq. 21
with periodic pattern along x. The solution was obtained
by the shooting method, by numerically finding such 6
d.f. specifying the solution, which are reproduced after
100 steps, e.g., uj(i) = uj(i + 100), here and below we
assume r = 1, ∆x = 1; the 6 d.f. were initialized by the
superposition of two plane-waves of the Dirac equation
24.

We will analyse this solution in detail to illustrate how
the addev solutions of Eq. 21 describe stochastic dynam-
ics. The solution can be closely approximated by the cor-
responding solution of the Dirac equation, describing a
superposition of two plane waves; the difference between
the solutions of Eqs. 21, 22 and 24 is less than 1%. Note
that, strictly speaking, Eq. 21 is non-linear and a super-
position of two solutions is ill-defined. However, when
it can be approximated by the linear equations of QM,
one can approximately talk about superpositions. Thus,
Fig. 4 shows a superposition of two addevs correspond-
ing to plane waves. The superposition shows periodic
oscillations in the amplitude - an evidence of two waves
interfering.

Figs. 4b and 4c show how the complex function
Wmw = dmv + W is decomposed on two simple func-
tions dmv and W . Namely, the complex pattern of the
multivalued phase function Wmv (Fig. 4b), is obtained
simply by translating W1 and W2 vertically with con-
stant step of 2, which is due to the contribution of the
dmv component. In the region of large values of R, Wi

changes little and are roughly linear functions of x, and
alternatively, Wi change significantly and in a highly
non-linear manner as R get smaller. The stochastic dy-
namics is projected on Wmv in the following way: while
the system moves to the right i → i + 1, it stays on a
branch corresponding to Wmv

1 , with change ∆Wmv =
Wmv

1 (i+ 1)−Wmv
1 (i) = W1(i+ 1)−W1(i), as soon as it

makes a step in the opposite direction i→ i−1, it jumps
to the next the branch Wmv

2 just above, with change
∆Wmv = Wmv

2 (i− 1)−Wmv
1 (i) = 1 +W2(i− 1)−W1(i)

and so on. Thus, at every change of direction the system
jumps one branch up, which leads to steady rapid growth
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FIG. 4. An addev with an internal degree of freedom for
diffusion on the line. The solution is periodic. It corresponds
to and can be closely approximated by a superposition of two
plane waves of the Dirac equation. Panels a and b shows the
amplitude R and multivalued phase Wmv of the addev. Panel
c shows how Wmv

j (i) = dmv
j +Wj(i) is decomposed into simple

multivalued, independent of x function dmv
j , and singlevalued

function Wj(i) of x. The system dynamics is described by
the multivalued phase Wmv as follows. The system stays on
the same branch, while moving in the same direction and
jumps to the next branch just above at the change of the
direction, Wmv

1 and Wmv
2 describe movement to the right and

left, respectively. The simplest solution with Ri = 1, Wj = 0
and ν = r, i.e., Wmv

j (i) = dmv
j describes dynamics just of the

internal degree of freedom.

of Wmv.
One can describe the addev dynamics at two time-

scales, fast and slow. At fast time-scale, the dynamics
is described using Wmv (Fig. 4b). Since (R, Wmv) sat-
isfy the AME, the dynamics of an addev sub-ensemble
projected on phase Wmv is simple - trajectories move
with constant drift speed of ν. Flux along Wmv is con-
stant and satisfies JWmv = ν/∆�W

mv = ν/2. However,
dynamics along Wmv can not be described as diffusion,
it contains large jumps of length ∆Wmv ≈ 1, when the
system changes direction. The coordinate Wmv, which is
the sum of dmv and W mixes the description of the very
fast dynamics of the internal degree of freedom (dmv)
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with the slow configuration dynamics (W ), which is of
main interest.

At the other, slow time-scale, the dynamics is de-
scribed by W . W describes just the slow configuration
dynamics and separates it from the mixture. W , by itself,
however, is not the phase of an addev, and thus trajec-
tories along it do not move with constant drift speed.
When W1 ≈W2 (Fig. 4c) the changes of W during each
step become very small and dynamics can be approxi-
mated by a diffusive model similar to that on Fig. 2. In
the limiting case of small ∆x when W1 ≈ W2, subtract-
ing rt from νt, the leading contribution that comes from
the internal dynamics, one obtains Eq. 25, which is the
Schrödinger equation.

Since the rate matrix in the extended configuration
space does not satisfy the detailed balance, the commit-
tors are not defined by q ∝ e−W

mv

. Since Wmv mixes
fast internal dynamics with slows spatial dynamics, we
are more interested in committors as functions of con-
figuration space, where we have q ∝ e−W . In fact, the
fast internal dynamics is automatically factored out since
q1(i) = q2(i). This suggests a generic property that com-
mittors average the fast internal dynamics out and are
functions of slows dynamics only, described by W .

Such a separation of the fast and slow dynamics can
be also interpreted as an example of coarse-graining of
addev dynamics, which, as described in section IV may
be a source of potential. Indeed, here the coarse-graining
essentially lumps microstates with different value of the
internal degree of freedom together. The micro dynamics
within a macrostate contributes to the grows of S with
rate ≈ rt, which corresponds to the effective potential of
U = r. Removing this large constant potential from the
description one obtains Eq. 25.

The stochastic dynamics in the addev sub-ensemble is
completely specified by the biased rate matrix K̃(i|j),
which is known once an addev solution is found. Hav-
ing the matrix at hand, one can compute any properties
of the stochastic dynamics. However, many useful prop-
erties of the stochastic dynamics can be computed just
from the module and phase (R, W ) of the addev, or from
the approximating wave-function. For example, the ex-
act expression for the flux along x, Eq. 10, takes the
form

J = r[u1(i+ 1)v1(i) + u1(i+ 1)v2(i)

−u2(i)v1(i+ 1)− u2(i)v2(i+ 1)]
(28)

The expression is a bilinear function, and in the non-
relativistic limit can be approximated by the familiar ex-
pression of DR2∂W/∂x = DIm(ψ∗∂ψ/∂x), recall from
section V C that D corresponds to ~/m. For the su-
perposition of two plane waves moving in the opposite
directions, with amplitudes a and b, considered here, the
flux (along x) is equal J0(|a|2 − |b|2), where J0 is the
flux for a single wave; i.e., (the inclusion of) the wave
moving in the opposite direction decreases the flux. The
addev/diffusive model interpretation of the smaller value
of the flux is following: the flux is smaller because the

diffusive dynamics now proceed on the free energy profile
with the barriers (R is non-constant), and the higher are
the barriers, the smaller is the flux. Note that flux along
x is different from that along Wmv which is the same for
all the superpositions with the same ν. Since the phase
W defines the committor functions, e.g., q ∝ e−W , one
can compute such properties of the dynamics as the mfpt,
the mtpt, etc.

G. Addev description of diffusion on the interval. Bound
states.

Next we consider addev solutions of Eq. 21 on the
interval, e.g., for a finite Markov chain, corresponding
to QM bound states. Such a solution has zero flux and
satisfy −W2(i− 1) = W1(i), u2(i− 1) = v1(i) and v2(i−
1) = u1(i). A solution for a finite Markov chain can be
specified by requiring probabilities outside the Markov
chain being zero: v1(−1) = 0 and u1(N − 1) = 0. It
reduces the number of d.f. to 2: W1(0) and ν, from
which the other d.f. are found as u1(0) = v2(−1) = 1,
v1(0) = u2(−1) = (1 + 2W1(0))/ν, v1(−1) = u2(−2) =
0, W2(−1) = −W1(0). The solution is obtained by the
shooting method by finding such W1(0) and ν so that
u1(N − 1) = 0.

Fig. 5 shows an addev solution for a Markov chain
with N = 401 states. The solution demonstrates a qual-
itatively new property: it is not smooth, but have a saw-
tooth profile (inset in panel b). Such solutions can not
be described by the continuous Eq. 22. The probabil-
ity as a function of the spatial coordinate, which is ob-
tained by averaging over the internal degree of freedom,
Pav(i) = R2

1(i) + R2
2(i), is in a good agreement with

that of the corresponding solution of the Schrödinger
equation |ψ1|2(i) = 2/N sin2(k1x) = 2/N sin2(πx/L) for
k1 = π/L, x = (i−1)∆x and ∆x = L/(N−1), where L is
the well width. This probability does not have the saw-
tooth shape as the maxima and minima overlap exactly
since R2(i− 1) = R1(i).

The flux for such a bound state solution is exactly
zero. Hence, it can not be used for the description of
the dynamics as a stochastic periodic process of the sys-
tem moving between the two boundaries analogous to
that described in sections III C and IV. Also, the phase
of the addev W is close to zero, and in the non-relativistic
limit it approaches zero similar to the bound states wave-
functions of the Schrödinger equation, which are real.

This solution was described because of the following
reasons. First, it is an example of an addev approxi-
mating the quasi-stationary distribution, i.e., the sub-
ensemble of trajectories conditioned on never reaching
the two boundary states, which approximates the TPs
with very long duration shown on Fig. 1. Second, it
demonstrates that the AME allows bound state solu-
tions, e.g., that in an infinite square well. Note that
existence of bound state solutions for both Eqs. 22
and 23 is a non-trivial question. The PDE Eq. 22
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FIG. 5. An addev with an internal degree of freedom for
diffusion on the interval. The solution satisfy the follow-
ing relations: −W2(i − 1) = W1(i), R2(i − 1) = R1(i),
which are denoted as W (i), R(i) and shown on panels a
and b, respectively. Inset in panel (b) shows the sawtooth
shape of the solution. Panel (c) shows that the station-
ary probability, averaged over the internal degree of freedom,
Pav(i) = R1(i)2+R2(i)2 (black line) is in very good agreement
with that of the corresponding solution of the Schrödinger
equation |ψ1|2(i) ∼ sin2(πi/N) (red line). This solution has
zero flux and corresponds to the quasi-stationary distribution
shown on Fig. 1

is not suitable for the description of bound states, i.e.,
states where Rj(x) → 0 when x → ±∞. From Eqs.
22cd one obtains ∂/∂x(R2

1 − R2
2) = 0, meaning that

R1(x) = R2(x) and W1(x) = −W2(x). It means that
difference W1(x)−W2(x) = 2W1(x) can grow larger than
1, e.g., for excited states, while formalism of Eqs. 21 and
22 requires that |S1 − S2| = |W1 −W2| < 1. Also, speci-
fication of the boundary conditions (BC) is not straight-
forward. Consider, for example, stationary solutions for
the Dirac equation in an infinite square well56. BC taken
as ψ1(0) = ψ2(0) = ψ1(L) = ψ2(L) = 0, where L is the
width of the well, allow only the trivial solution. More
general BC can be developed based on self-adjoint exten-
sions of symmetric operators56, however it is not clear
how this can be applied to non-linear Eq. 22.

H. Bound states addevs with non-zero flux

To describe dynamics via an addev as a periodic pro-
cess we need to construct an addev solution with a non-
zero flux which goes from one boundary to the other and
back. One may proceed analogously to section III C, by
taking the plane wave solution and reflecting it at the
boundaries. For the forward path u1(x, t) = v1(x, t) =√
ν + ck, u2(x, t) = v2(x, t) =

√
ν − ck, S1(x, t) =

S2(x − ∆x, t) = W (x) − νt and W (x) = 2jkL + kx;
for the backward path k is replaced by −k and, corre-
spondingly, u1 = v1 are exchanged with u2 = v2 and
W (x) = 2(j + 1)kL − kx, here we use continuous vari-
able x = i∆x and j indicates different branches for the
forward and backward paths analogous to that in sec-
tion III C, i.e., W is a multivalued function. Such an
addev describes a sub-ensemble of trajectories perform-
ing biased random walk towards one boundary, then in
the opposite direction and so on. This solution can also
be obtained by computing it “on the fly”. Starting with
plane wave, one propagates the solution till it reaches
the boundary, where the solution is reflected and so on.
Alternatively, as described in section III C, the forward
and backward pathways can be joined into a circle, and
one considers a plane wave addev solution on the circle
with W (x) = kx, where x and, correspondingly, W , are
multivalued coordinates that cover the circle repeatedly,
analogous to the angle. A constant bias is applied along
the entire circle, with the diffusive model corresponding
to that on Fig. 2.

Consider the “on the fly” approach to constructing the
solution. In principle, instead of a single plane wave one
may also propagate a superposition of two interfering
plane waves with equal and opposite momenta, resulting
in an interfering plane wave running between the bound-
aries. The solution has a non-zero flux, and, in principle,
it can be used for the description of reaction dynam-
ics. We note however, that in approximating reaction
dynamics with addevs it is reasonable to seek such ad-
devs, which captures most of the reaction flux, meaning
that a reaction can be described with a small number of
such addevs. Thus, such solutions with interfering plane
waves which have smaller flux are suboptimal and not
considered for the description of reaction dynamics.

Interestingly, the probability to observe an interfer-
ing plane wave, computed using KL divergence, equals
e−A∆t, where A = r(r/ν − 1)[|a|2 + |b|2 + min(|a|2, |b|2)],
where a and b are the waves amplitudes. It means that
two non-interfering waves are more likely to be observed
then two interfering.

I. Bound states addevs with non-zero flux and potential

Finally, we construct a bound state with non-zero flux
addev solution for diffusion over a barrier. The potential
in Eq. 21 is introduced according to Eq. 17 by replacing
−dSj(i)/dt with −dSj(i)/dt − U(i). This leads to the
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FIG. 6. An addev with an internal degree of freedom for dif-
fusion on the interval over a barrier with a non-zero flux. The
system is modelled as diffusion on the circle with explicit rep-
resentation of forward (first half) and backward (second half)
paths. Potential U , phase Wi, and amplitude Ri as functions
of the coordinate along the circle are shown on panels a, b,
and c, respectively. The energy ν − r (red line on panel a) is
lower than the barriers. Phase Wi is a multivalued function,
in contrast to Fig.5a.

expected results of scalar potential ν − U in Eq. 22 and
e − U in Eq. 25 or the standard term Uψ in Eq. 26.
The potential can be also introduced as a variable rate
r = r0 +U , which leads to the same non-relativistic limit.

Fig. 6 shows an addev solution for the diffusion on the
interval over a barrier, as a model of reaction dynamics.
We use the same construction of the addev on the cir-
cle. The circle contains two barriers (Fig. 6a), one for
the forward pathway (first half) and one for the pathway
back (second half). The probabilities are exponentially
small at the top of the barriers (Fig. 6c) and are large
at the walls, i.e., they high where potential is low and
vice-versa in agreement with the canonical distribution
and in contrast with the addev solutions corresponding
to classical mechanics (section III). The phase function
W while being locally singlevalued, becomes multivalued
globally, it increments after the full trip from one bound-
ary to the other and back. The energy of the solution

ν − r is smaller than the barrier height (Fig. 6a), mean-
ing that such a solution describes the desired fluctuation
of energy and transition over the barrier. This solution
corresponds to the QM tunnelling. The solution has a
non-zero flux and describes the stochastic reaction dy-
namics as a periodic stochastic motion between the walls
- a stochastic eigenmode.

VI. CONCLUDING DISCUSSION

The paper continues the development of the frame-
work of additive eigenvectors, generalizing the optimal
RCs to non-equilibrium dynamics. Here we consider sta-
tionary solutions of the addev master equation and illus-
trate the developments by analysing diffusion. We have
shown that forward and time-reversed committors can be
computed as q ∝ e−αW and q′ ∝ eαW for systems with
the detailed balance, and for practically interesting non-
relativistic limit of diffusion. It means that a diffusive
model along an optimal RC (W ) can be used to compute
exactly many important properties of the sub-ensemble
dynamics. We have described a self-consistent way to in-
troduce interaction potential into the addev framework.
We have demonstrated that stochastic dynamics in an
addev can be efficiently sampled by solving the addev
master equation “on the fly”. It means that an addev
stochastic dynamics can be defined and sampled by it-
self, not as a sub-ensemble of trajectories of a Markov
chain. We have described two families of addev solutions
for diffusion, that without and with an internal degree
of freedom. We have shown that the latter provide the
desired description of stochastic reaction dynamics as a
stochastic periodic process - a stochastic eigenmode.

One common assumption in the analysis of molecular
dynamics simulations is that the dynamics is Markovian
in the configuration space. It is shared by many ap-
proaches, including the free energy landscapes and the
Markov state models. However, the dynamics is Marko-
vian in the phase space and becomes approximately
Markovian in the configuration space if observed at rela-
tively large time-scales, when the system forgets its mo-
menta. This, in particular, introduces a lower bound on
the lag times or lengths of trajectories that can be anal-
ysed by such methods. Which, correspondingly, limits
efficiency of parallel approaches for exascale computing,
where one uses a very large ensemble of short trajec-
tories instead of a single long one38,39,43–48. Accurate
analysis of classical dynamics in phase space is one moti-
vation for the development of the addev framework. One
approach to analyse such dynamics is provided by the
Mori-Zwanzig formalism, where dynamics, projected on
an arbitrary RC, is described by a generalized Langevin
equation with a memory kernel57,58. While the approach
may provide a quantitatively accurate description59, it
makes the interpretation and understanding of the dy-
namics difficult. What is the meaning of the free en-
ergy landscape or the transitions state (the bottleneck
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of the reaction) when the memory effects are important?
Another approach models the molecular dynamics with
the standard, memory-less Langevin equation, and com-
putes for the latter the forward and time-reversed com-
mittors, which allows one to compute exactly many im-
portant properties of the dynamics between the bound-
ary states14,60. However, since the two committors are
generally different functions it is not clear how to com-
bine them into a single optimal RC. The formalism de-
veloped here provides a different solution. The classical
dynamics in the phase space can be closely approximated
by an addev dynamics, which simultaneously provides a
single RC optimal for forward and time-reversed dynam-
ics. The diffusive model along the optimal RC (the ac-
tion function) can be used to compute the forward and
time-reversed committors and thus to compute exactly
many important properties of the dynamics. The dif-
fusive model describes the dynamics as non-equilibrium
diffusion with non-zero flux on a multivalued free energy
profile (see Fig. 2).

Analogous conclusions can be made regarding addevs
approximating QM systems. In the regime, where the
approximation is close, the stochastic dynamics of the
addev sub-ensemble provides a stochastic model of the
corresponding stationary wave-function. The addev dy-
namics, in turn, is described by the diffusive model along
the optimal RC (the addev or wave-function phase). The
ability to solve the AME “on the fly” suggests the possi-
bility of efficiently sampling such addevs and the corre-
sponding QM wave-functions, where the approximation
is close. The addev equations are different from the QM
equations, e.g., the former are non-linear, meaning that
the addevs are not an interpretation of QM. However,
there are obvious similarities between the two, which can
be used to guide the development of the former and pro-
vide stochastic models for the latter.

The examples described here are rather elementary,
however they are sufficient to illustrate the framework.
An addev defines a sub-ensemble of trajectories and a
corresponding optimal RC. The stochastic dynamics in
the sub-ensemble is described by the Markov chain with
the biased rate matrix K̃, which can be used to com-
pute any property of the dynamics. At the same time,
one can approximate the dynamics by a diffusive model
F (W ) and D(W ), as shown on Fig. 2. The dynamics
is non-equilibrium with a non-zero flux. It describes a
stochastic periodic process, a stochastic eigenmode. If
W is the phase of an addev, i.e., ZC,1(W ) is constant,
F (W ) can be determined from the stationary probabil-
ity P (W ) using Eq. 2. If not, F (W ) can be determined
by integrating

∫
dW/ZC,1(W )50. However, since the for-

ward and time-reversed committors are both functions of
W , one can compute many important properties of the
dynamics exactly just from the addev’s R and W or from
the corresponding wave-function, without constructing
the actual model of dynamics. Some of the correspond-
ing functionals are bilinear and take a familiar expres-
sion when acting on a wave-function. The higher dimen-

sional systems are obviously more complex, however the
complexity is mainly due to the optimal RC W being a
complex multidimensional function, projecting a multi-
dimensional configuration space onto a circle. The diffu-
sive model, i.e., F (W ) and D(W ), is still one-dimensional
and describes dynamics in the same way. The situation
is analogous to the description of the dynamics with the
committor RC, where the most difficult part is the accu-
rate determination of the complex projection performed
by the committor function15.

Usually, stochastic processes/trajectories are condi-
tioned on a specific function of the trajectory having
some value61–66, e.g., AT = a, where

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

f(Xt)dt+
1

T

∑
0≤t≤T :Xt− 6=Xt+

g(Xt− , Xt+),

here Xt is trajectory, functions f and g describe contri-
butions of the states and transitions of a Markov chain,
respectively65,66. Such observables include many vari-
ables of mathematical (occupation time, number of tran-
sitions) and physical (entropy production, currents, ac-
tivity, work) interest, see Ref. 65 and references therein.
The addev conditioning does not focus on any such spe-
cific quantity. It requires the addev sub-ensembles to
have the same optimal RC for forward and time-reversed
dynamics and while being a reasonable requirement for
a RC, may seem rather ad hoc and abstract for stochas-
tic processes and for physics in general. However, the
two families of addev solutions obtained here correspond
to the fundamental equations of classical and quantum
mechanics, suggesting that addevs define a class of con-
ditioned stochastic processes suitable for the description
of dynamics of physical origin.

The work presented here can be continued in the fol-
lowing directions. Extension of the non-parametric RC
optimization approach15,18,33,34 to the described addev
solutions for diffusion. In particular, it should allow the
analysis of large ensembles of short molecular dynam-
ics trajectories. Analysis of realistic, relatively complex
model systems. Development of addev solutions with
other constructions of internal degrees of freedom. De-
velopment of efficient sampling methods, especially for
addevs with internal degrees of freedom in higher dimen-
sions.

Appendix: Generalisations to many dimensions

Consider a Markov chain describing isotropic diffusion
in d-dimensional space with rate matrix K(~i± ~ej |~i) = r,

where r = D/∆x2, ~i denote points on the d-dimensional
hypercube lattice with spacing ∆x and ~ej is the unit
vector along j-th coordinate. For simplicity we con-
sider isotropic diffusion with constant diffusion coeffi-
cient. The AME (Eq. 17) in the limit of ∆x→ 0 can be
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written as the following PDE

D
∑
j

∂

∂xj

(
P
∂S

∂xj

)
=0 (A.1a)

−D
∑
j

∂S

∂xj

∂ ln q

∂xj
+ U =− ∂S

∂t
(A.1b)

D
∑
j

∂

∂xj

(
P
∂ ln q

∂xj

)
=
∂P

∂t
, (A.1c)

where q = v/u.
Consider now a stationary solution ∂P

∂t = 0 and S =
W − νt. Eqs. A.1a and A.1c have similar form, but
it does not follow that W and ln q are simply related,
because they may have different boundary conditions.
Note, however, than in considering dynamics in the ad-
dev sub-ensembles, one is not interested in any commit-
tor function, but in the committor function of trajectories
projected on the optimal RC W , it means that bound-
ary conditions for W and q are simply related, i.e., iso-
surfaces q = qA and W = WA coincide, and the same
for q = qB and W = WB (see section II C). For these
solutions, ln q ∝ −αW , and normalizing W to α = 1,
one obtains the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the action
function.

D
∑
j

(
∂S

∂xj

)2

+ U = −∂S
∂t

(A.2)

Multidimensional analogues of Eqs. 19 and 20 are

∂P

∂t
=−

∑
i

∂Ji
∂xi

(A.3a)

Ji =−D ∂P

∂xi
+DP

∂ ln(u2)

∂xi
(A.3b)

and

∆xi =D∆t

(
pi −

fi
2(ν − U)

)
+ ξi
√

2D∆t (A.4a)

∆pi =
fi
2D

∑
i fi∆xi∑
i fipi

, (A.4b)

where ∆xi = xi(t+ ∆t)− xi(t), ∆pi = pi(t+ ∆t)− pi(t)
and xi, pi = ∂W

∂xi
, fi = − ∂U

∂xi
, and ξi are vectors of the

position, momenta, force and independent normally dis-
tributed random variables, respectively. Eq. A.4b up-
dates momenta or the gradient of W “on the fly” and is
obtained by assuming that only the momenta component
parallel to the force changes, and by amount determined
from the conservation of energy. A subtle point is inte-
grating the solution around the turning points, i.e., the
jumps into the classically forbidden regions; one approach
is to reflect the components of ∆x and ∆p parallel to the
force.

Next we want to show that for diffusion in d dimen-
sions, addevs with an internal degree of freedom are ap-
proximated, in the practically important non-relativistic

limit, by the d-dimensional Schrödinger equation and
that q ∝ e−W . However, generalisation of such addevs to
many dimensions is much more complicated. Finding a
satisfactory generalisation of the internal degrees of free-
dom to higher dimensions, which in particular respects
the spherical symmetry, is a work in progress. Thus the
results below should be considered as a strong conjecture.
We assume that non-relativistic limits, which completely
decouple fast internal dynamics and slow configuration
dynamics of interest, should all look very similar, thus
one can take any simple, probably not very physically
realistic system and study its non-relativistic limit. Ob-
viously, for the description of the limits or corrections
containing traces of the fast dynamics one needs to know
the fast dynamics.

First, we note a useful addev property, the separability.
Namely, it is straightforward to verify that for a system,
consisting of two independent subsystems, solutions of
the AME (Eq. 17) factorize u(i1, i2, t) = u1(i1, t)u2(i2, t),
v(i1, i2, t) = v1(i1, t)v2(i2, t), R(i1, i2, t) =
R1(i1, t)R2(i2, t), S(i1, i2, t) = S1(i1, t) + S2(i2, t),
U(i1, i2) = U1(i1) + U2(i2) and for a stationary state
ν = ν1 + ν2, or for the approximating wave-functions
ψ(i1, i2) = ψ1(i1)ψ2(i2); here subscripts 1 and 2 refer to
the quantities of the two subsystems. Next, we model
d-dimensional diffusion or d-dimensional random walk,
described by the Markov chain as d independent one-
dimensional random walks. The addev for d-dimensional
diffusion factorizes on addevs describing diffusion along
the corresponding coordinate (j-th), which can be
approximated in the non-relativistic regime by the
corresponding Schrödinger equation

i
∂

∂t
ψj = −D

2

∂2

∂x2
j

ψj + Uj(xj)ψj (A.5)

where ψj is a function of t and xj . Combining indepen-
dent wave-functions together as ψ =

∏
j ψj one obtains

the d-dimensional Schrödinger equation, which approxi-
mates the addev for d-dimensional diffusion.

i
∂

∂t
ψ = −D

2

∑
j

∂2

∂x2
j

ψ + Uψ (A.6)

Analogously, one can show that the committor func-
tion for a system, consisting of two independent subsys-
tems, factorizes as q(i1, i2) = q1(i1)q2(i2), and obtain the
following equation for the high-dimensional committor

∑
j

∂2q

∂x2
j

+
∂q

∂xj

(
∂W

∂xj
+ 2

∂ lnR

∂xj

)
= 0 (A.7)

The equation is verified by q ∝ e−W , if one takes into
account ∑

j

2
dR

dxj

dW

dxj
+R

d2W

dx2
j

= 0,
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the multidimensional form of Eq. 25b, obtained from
Eq. A.6. This agrees with simple argument that since
for each independent random walk qj ∝ e−Wj , for their
product one has q ∝ e−W .

Note that isotropic d-dimensional diffusion is spheri-
cally symmetric and should be invariant to arbitrary ro-
tations of the coordinate system, which means that the
final equations should be rotationally invariant; the de-
rived equations are. Combination of the rotational sym-
metry with the requirement to describe the independent
random walkers impose strong constraints on the equa-
tions, suggesting that the derived equations are correct
generalisations to higher dimensions.
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