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Abstract

We analyze the thermodynamic structure of jump diffusions combining Brownian and
Poisson noise, a class of stochastic dynamics relevant to nonequilibrium statistical physics.
For such nonlocal dynamics, the free energy admits a full dissipation formula that decom-
poses into entropy production and housekeeping heat. A central result is a decomposition of
the generator into symmetric and anti-symmetric parts with respect to the invariant mea-
sure ρss. The symmetric sector corresponds to a reversible dynamics and yields a nonlocal
Fisher information governing free-energy decay, whereas the anti-symmetric sector generates
a canonical conservative flow that produces circulation but no dissipation. Several numeri-
cal examples demonstrate how this decomposition clarifies the structure of nonequilibrium
stationary states in jump-driven systems.
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1 Introduction

The concept of free energy lies at the heart of statistical physics, serving as the fundamental
bridge between microscopic stochastic fluctuations and macroscopic thermodynamic laws. For a
stochastic system coupled to a thermal environment, the generalized free energy—mathematically
formulated as the relative entropy with respect to a stationary measure—transcends its classical
equilibrium definition to become a universal metric quantifying the ”distance” from the steady
state. Its temporal evolution encapsulates the essence of the Second Law: the free energy dissi-
pation reflects the monotonic loss of distinguishability as the system relaxes, acting as a robust
Lyapunov functional that guarantees dynamical stability [27, 9, 20]. Crucially, this dissipation
is not merely a mathematical decay; it physically encodes the time-irreversibility of the under-
lying trajectory and provides a rigorous quantification of the entropy production rate, thereby
revealing the thermodynamic cost and the arrow of time embedded in the stochastic dynamics
[33, 35, 15, 30, 40, 12].

Classically, for diffusion processes governed by the second-order Fokker–Planck equation, the
relationship between free energy and entropy is well-understood: in detailed-balanced systems,
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the free energy dissipation rate is exactly balanced by the total entropy production rate [30, 40,
11]. However, for systems driven into a non-equilibrium steady state by non-conservative forces,
this equality breaks down. The discrepancy led to the concept of “housekeeping heat” Qhk,
first introduced phenomenologically by Oono and Paniconi [28] to describe the heat dissipated
solely to maintain the steady state. This concept was later formalized by Hatano and Sasa
[19] through a generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation. More recently, a unified framework
was established by Esposito and Van den Broeck [12, 40], who decomposed the total entropy
production into an adiabatic part (associated with housekeeping heat) and a non-adiabatic part
(associated with system relaxation). In this framework, the free energy dissipation is linked
strictly to the non-adiabatic entropy production, while the housekeeping heat represents the
energetic cost of breaking detailed balance.

Underpinning these thermodynamic phenomenologies is the geometric structure of the gener-
ator and associated Fokker-Planck operator. For continuous diffusion processes, it is known that
the drift vector field b(x) admits a Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition: b(x) = −β−1A(x)∇ϕ(x) +
vres(x), where ϕ is a potential function linked to the stationary distribution and vres is a
divergence-free residual drift [2, 31, 3, 11]. This vector field decomposition corresponds to an
operator-theoretic splitting of the generator L into a symmetric part Ls and an antisymmetric
part La in the weighted Hilbert space L2(ρss) [31, 11]. The symmetric part generates a reversible
dynamics responsible for the relaxation towards equilibrium, while the antisymmetric part gen-
erates a measure-preserving conservative flow along the level sets of the stationary distribution.

While the aforementioned framework is well-established for continuous paths, nature is re-
plete with phenomena exhibiting abrupt discontinuities. In recent years, jump noise has been
identified as a ubiquitous feature across diverse scales. In biological systems, Lévy flights and
jump-diffusions are employed to model the optimal foraging strategies of animals [39, 4], the
active transport of organelles within viscoelastic cytoplasm [23], and the heavy-tailed statistics
of neuronal avalanches [5]. In complex physical systems, jump components are essential for
describing anomalous diffusion in turbulent flows [37] and tipping points in paleoclimate data
driven by rapid environmental shifts [8]. Furthermore, in quantitative finance, jump-diffusion
models extend the classical Black-Scholes framework to capture the skewness and fat tails ob-
served in asset return distributions [26, 10]. More recently, the time-reversal of jump diffusions
has found cutting-edge applications in machine learning, particularly in score-based generative
models where adding noise with jumps can improve sampling efficiency [42, 14].

Despite the broad phenomenological relevance of jump processes, the theoretical develop-
ment of their non-equilibrium statistical mechanics lags behind that of their continuous counter-
parts. Existing research has largely focused on two extremes: continuous Langevin dynamics and
discrete-state Markov jump processes (Master equations) [36, 25]. For the intermediate regime of
jump-diffusions—where the state space is continuous but trajectories are discontinuous—a unified
thermodynamic framework is still under active development. Recent works have begun to address
the stochastic thermodynamics of Lévy flights and anomalous diffusion, investigating entropy
production rates and fluctuation theorems in the presence of non-local operators [22, 38, 6, 18].
However, extending the geometric and operator-theoretic decompositions to this setting poses
significant analytical challenges. Unlike the local Laplacian operator in diffusions, the generator
of a jump process is non-local, involving integro-differential operators. Consequently, the stan-
dard definition of ”probability current” becomes non-local, making the characterization of the
”residual drift” and the associated conservative dynamics highly non-trivial. Specifically, explicit
formulations for the housekeeping heat and the spectral interpretation of free energy dissipation
for general non-local jump diffusions remain less explored.

In this paper, we are interested in the jump diffusion (Xt)t≥0 which is given by the following
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SDE on Rn:

dXt = b(Xt)dt+
√
2β−1a(Xt−) ◦ dBt +

∫
Rn\{0}

σ(Xt− , z)N(dt, dz), (1.1)

where Bt is an n-dimensional Brownian motion on the probability space (Ω,F ,P) equipped with a
filtration (Ft)t≥0, ◦ denotes the Stratonovich integral, the constant β := θ−1 denote the inverse
temperature, b(·) is a drift from Rn to Rn, a(·) = (aij(·))n×n : Rn → Rn×n is the diffusion
coefficient, N(dtdz) be an independent n-dimensional Poisson random measure with Poisson
intensity rate λ > 0 and Lévy measure ν(dz) on Rn \ {0}, and the function σ : Rn × Rn → Rn

is the coefficient of jump. We present some preliminary results for jump-diffusions (Xt)t≥0, and
list some necessary assumptions for the SDE (1.1) in Section 2.

We assume that the process admits an invariant probability measure µss(dx) = ρss(x) dx,
and interpret ρss as a steady state (either an equilibrium state or a nonequilibrium steady state)
of the dynamics. Following the standard viewpoint in stochastic thermodynamics, we define the
generalized free energy of Xt relative to the stationary measure µss by the relative entropy

F (ρ(t)) = β−1H(µt | µss) = β−1

∫
Rn

log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρ(t, x) dx.

In Section 3, combining this definition with the nonlocal Fokker–Planck equation, we derive an
explicit formula for the free energy dissipation rate dF/dt in terms of the local and nonlocal
probability currents jloc, jnl. More precisely, we obtain a decomposition of the form

dF (ρ(t))

dt
= Qhk(t)− β−1ep(t),

where ep(t) ≥ 0 is the entropy production rate, and Qhk(t) ≥ 0 is the housekeeping heat associ-
ated with the maintenance of a nonequilibrium steady state. The entropy production rate ep(t)
contains both a local diffusive contribution and a nonlocal jump contribution, each expressed in a
fluctuation–dissipation form involving suitable logarithmic ratios of forward and backward tran-
sition rates. We also prove that F (ρ(t)) is nonincreasing in time and establish a Clausius-type
inequality

θ
dS(t)

dt
− dQ(t)

dt
= θep(t) ≥ 0,

where S(t) is the Gibbs entropy and Q(t) is the heat flux exchanged with the environment.
These results extend to general jump diffusions the thermodynamic structure previously known
for diffusions and Markov jump processes [12, 40, 24, 25, 43].

A second main objective of this work is to clarify the structural origin of free energy dissipation
in terms of the generator of the jump diffusion. Motivated by the diffusion case [31, 11, 43], we
introduce the weighted Hilbert space L2(Rn, ρss(x) dx) and study the adjoint structure of the
generator L with respect to the inner product

⟨φ,ψ⟩ss =
∫
Rn

φ(x)ψ(x)ρss(x) dx.

We show in Section 4 that L admits a canonical decomposition into a symmetric and an anti-
symmetric part in this weighted L2–space:

L = Ls + La,

where Ls is self–adjoint with respect to µss, while La is antisymmetric with respect to µss.
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Here, the anti-symmetric operator La encapsulates the ”rotational” component of the stochas-
tic dynamics. In the absence of detailed balance, the stationary condition L∗ρss = 0 is satisfied
not locally by vanishing currents, but globally by the formation of closed current loops. The
operator La generates this divergence-free (solenoidal) flow of probability, which we term the
canonical conservative dynamics, so that the free energy dissipation due to La vanishes identi-
cally:

F ′
a(ρ(t)) = 0.

In contrast, the symmetric part Ls has a natural Dirichlet form associated with it and defines a
nonlocal Fisher information functional I(ρ(t)), so that the free energy dissipation due to Ls is
given by

dF (ρ(t))

dt
= F ′

s(ρ(t)) = I(ρ(t)),

so that the housekeeping heat is exactly the gap between the total entropy production and the
symmetric Fisher-information dissipation. This provides a new interpretation of non-equilibrium
housekeeping heat in terms of a difference between two equilibrium-like reversible dynamics, both
formally governed by symmetric generators.

The relationship between entropy production, time–reversibility, and detailed balance for
general jump diffusions has been recently clarified in [43]. Under suitable assumptions, detailed
balance, reversibility with respect to µss, a certain gradient structure of the drift and jump kernel,
and the vanishing of the stationary entropy production rate are all equivalent (see Theorem 2.2).
Our analysis refines this picture by identifying, in the absence of detailed balance, a canonical
decomposition of the dynamics into a non-dissipative conservative part and a purely dissipative
symmetric part, and by linking the free energy dissipation to a nonlocal Fisher information
associated with the symmetric generator.

To illustrate the theory, we finally consider in Section 5 two numerical examples. The first
example is a jump–diffusion with a nonequilibrium steady state, where the entropy production
rate and housekeeping heat have nontrivial steady values and the free energy decays to zero
while the system remains out of equilibrium. The second example is a jump diffusion with an
equilibrium steady state (Gibbs measure), for which the housekeeping heat vanishes, and the free
energy dissipation is entirely given by the entropy production rate. These examples demonstrate
how our decomposition clarifies the respective roles of symmetric and anti-symmetric dynamics
in the thermodynamic behavior of jump diffusions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic facts on jump
diffusions and nonlocal Fokker–Planck equations, and we collect the assumptions ensuring ex-
istence of a unique strong solution, a smooth transition density, and an invariant measure. In
Section 3, we introduce the generalized free energy, derive its dissipation formula, and obtain
the decomposition into entropy production and housekeeping heat together with the Clausius
inequality. Section 4 is devoted to the L2(ρss)–decomposition of the generator into symmetric
and anti-symmetric parts, the notion of canonical conservative dynamics, and the characteriza-
tion of free energy dissipation in terms of the symmetric Dirichlet form and Fisher information.
In Section 5, we present two explicit one-dimensional examples which illustrate the theoretical
results.

2 Preliminary

In this section, we introduce our assumptions, and recall some basic definitions and useful results
for the jump-diffusions (Xt)t≥0. These materials can be found in some classical references for
jump-diffusions or Lévy processes, including [1, 34, 21] and the references therein.
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Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) be a filtered probability space that satisfies the usual hypotheses. Let
Bt be an n-dimensional Brownian motion, and Lt be an independent n-dimensional compound
Poisson process with Poisson intensity rate λ > 0 and the Lévy measure (probability of jump
size) ν(dz) on Rn \{0}. Then the compound Poisson process is given by Lt =

∑nt

i=1Di, where nt
is the counting variable of a Poisson process with rate λ, and {Di}i≥1 are i.i.d. random variables
with Lévy measure ν(dz), which are independent of nt. Then we can introduce the Poisson
random measure N(dt, dy) associated with Lt as

N(t, B)(ω) := ♯{s ∈ [0, t] : ∆Ls(ω) ∈ B}, t ≥ 0, B ∈ B(Rn\{0}),

so that EN(dt, dz) = λdtν(dz) = λm(z)dtdz. Using the Poisson random measure N(dt, dy), the
compound Poisson process Lt can be rewritten as

Lt =

∫ t

0

∫
Rn\{0}

zN(dt, dz).

We assume that the associated Lévy measure ν(dz) = m(z)dz satisfies the following integrability
condition ∫

Rn\{0}
1 ∧ |z|2ν(dz) =

∫
Rn\{0}

1 ∧ |z|2m(z)dz <∞.

The above integrability condition implies that the sample paths of Lt have a finite quadratic
variation with finitely many large jumps with an amplitude larger than 1, almost surely.

Using the compensated Poisson random measure Ñ(dt, dy) = N(dt, dy)− λdtν(dy), the SDE
(1.1) can be rewritten as

dXt =

[
b(Xt) + β−1∇ ·A(Xt) + λ

∫
0<|z|≤1

σ(Xt− , z)ν(dz)

]
dt+

√
2β−1a(Xt−)dBt

+

∫
0<|z|≤1

σ(Xt− , z)Ñ(dt, dz) +

∫
|z|>1

σ(Xt− , z)N(dt, dz), (2.1)

where A(x) = a(x)aT (x) := (Aij(x)).
Now we make some assumptions for the SDE (1.1). All these assumptions in this section are

assumed to hold in the sequel unless otherwise specified.

(A) (Lipschitz condition) For all k ∈ N and x1, x2 ∈ Rn with |x1| ∨ |x2| ≤ k, there exists a
constant c1 > 0 such that

|b(x1)− b(x2)|2 + ∥A(x1)−A(x2)∥+
∫
0<|z|<1

|σ(x1, z)− σ(x2, z)|2ν(dz) ≤ c1|x1 − x2|2.

Here and below, ∥ · ∥ denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of a matrix, and | · | denotes the
Euclidean norm.

(B) (Growth condition) For all k ∈ N and x ∈ Rn, there exists a constant c2 > 0 such that

|b(x)|2 + ∥A(x)∥+
∫
0<|z|<1

|σ(x, z)|2ν(dz) < c2(1 + |x|2).

(C) (Boundedness condition) the Jacobian matrix ∇zσ(x, z) is non-degenerate for all x, y ∈ Rn,
and there exists a constant c2 > 0 such that ∥∇zσ(x, z)∥ < c2 for all x, y ∈ Rn.
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(D) (Lyapunov condition) There exists a positive function w1 ∈ C2(Rn), and a positive compact
function w2 ≥ c6|x|p for some constant c6 > 0 and p ≥ 1, so that Lw1 ≤ c5 − w2 holds for
some constant c5 > 0.

(E) (Regularity condition) For every t ≥ 0, we assume that ∇ log ρ(t, ·) is µXt−a.s. bounded,
where µXt is the distribution of Xt. We also suppose that the jump kernel k(x, y) satisfies
that for every t > 0,

k̄(x, y) := k(x, y) log
k(x, y)

k(y, x)
∈ L∞(µXt(dx)dy), (2.2)

Under above assumption, we have the following well-posedness result of the SDE (1.1) (see
e.g. [1, Theorem 6.2.9] or [21, Theorem 3.3.1]).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (A) and (B) hold, and impose the standard initial condition. Then
the SDE (1.1) admits a unique global strong solution (Xt)t≥0.

The solution (Xt)t≥0 has the Markov semigroup (Pt)t≥0, which is given by

Ptf(x) = E(f(Xt)|X0 = x), ∀f ∈ L1(Rn, µ).

We also denote the generator of the Markov process (Xt)t≥0 by L, i.e.

Lf = lim
t→0

1

t
(Ptf − f), ∀f ∈ L1(Rn, µ).

Then the jump diffusion Xt has generator

Lf(x) =b(x) · ∇f(x) + β−1∇ · (A(x)∇f(x)) + λ

∫
Rn\{0}

[f(x+ σ(x, z))− f(x)] dν(z).

Under the above boundedness condition, for every x ∈ Rn, the map z 7→ σ(x, z) is a C1-
diffeomorphism, and admits an inverse denoted by σ−1(x, z). By the change of variables, the
generator can also be rewritten as

Lf(x) =b(x) · ∇f(x) + β−1∇ · (A(x)∇f(x))

+ λ

∫
Rn\{0}

[f(x+ z)− f(x)] det(∇zσ
−1(x, z))m(σ−1(x, z))dz

=b(x) · ∇f(x) + β−1∇ · (A(x)∇f(x)) +
∫
Rn\{x}

[f(y)− f(x)]k(x, y)dy,

where k(x, y) = λm(σ−1(x, y − x)) det(∇y−xσ
−1(x, y − x)) is the jump kernel of Xt. Note that

k(x, y)dtdy is a measure on R+× (Rn \{0}) associated with the pure jump part ∆Xt = Xt−Xt−

of (Xt)t≥0. Now we introduce the Poisson random measure

NX(t, B)(ω) := ♯{s ∈ [0, t] : ∆Xs(ω) ∈ B}, t ≥ 0, B ∈ B(Rn\{0})

so that NX(dt, dz) := det(∇zσ
−1(Xt− , z))N(dt, dσ−1(Xt− , z)). Then the associated compen-

sated Poisson random measure

ÑX(dt, dz) =NX(dt, dz)− λ det(∇zσ
−1(Xt− , z))m(σ−1(Xt− , z))dzdt

=NX(dt, dz)− k(Xt− , Xt− + z)dzdt

6



generates a local martingales. Using the Poisson random measure NX(dt, dz), we can rewrite∫
|z|>0

σ(Xt− , z)N(dt, dz)
d
=

∫
|z|>0

zNX(dt, dz),

and the SDE (1.1) is also equivalent in distribution sense with

dXt = b(Xt)dt+
√

2β−1a(Xt−) ◦ dBt +

∫
|z|>0

zNX(dt, dz).

The existence of a smooth transition density of Markov processes with jumps has been inves-
tigated by Malliavin calculus, see e.g. Picard [29], and Kunita [21, Chapter 6]. Moreover, the
probability density function ρ(x, t) satisfies the nonlocal Fokker-Planck equation

∂tρ(x, t) = L∗ρ(x, t), (2.3)

where L∗ is the adjoint operator of the generator L, which is given by

(L∗ρ)(x) = ∇ · [−b(x)ρ(x) + β−1A(x)∇ρ(x)] +
∫
Rn\{x}

k(y, x)ρ(y)− k(x, y)ρ(x)dy.

Similar with the local Fokker-Planck equation, we define the local probability current

jloc(t, x) := b(x)ρ(x)− β−1A(x)∇ρ(x). (2.4)

Since there is a nonlocal jump part in the operator L∗, for every x ̸= y, we also define the
nonlocal probability current between x and y as

jnl(t, x, y) = ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x). (2.5)

By the local probability current jloc(t, x) and the nonlocal probability current jnl(t, x, y), we can
rewrite the Fokker-Planck equation (2.3) as

∂tρ(x, t) +∇ · jloc(t, x) +
∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y)dy = 0.

By the local probability current jloc(t, x) and the nonlocal probability current jnl(t, x, y), we
introduce the definition of detailed balance for the jump diffusion.

Definition 2.1 (Detailed balance). The jump diffusions (Xt)t≥0 satisfy the detailed balance
condition if for any x, y ∈ Rn and t > 0, its local probability current jloc(t, x) and the nonlocal
probability current jnl(t, x, y) satisfy

jloc(t, x) = 0, and jnl(t, x, y) = 0.

In thermodynamics theory, the process is at equilibrium state if the process satisfies the
detailed balance condition. A probability measure µ is said to be an invariant measure of Markov
semigroup Pt if for every f ∈ Bb(B(Rn)),∫

Rn

Ptf(x)µ(dx) =

∫
Rn

f(x)µ(dx).

Furthermore, if the invariant measure µ has a C2 density ρss, then ρss satisfies the stationary
Fokker-Planck equation L∗ρss = 0. Under Lyapunov condition (D), the solution has the uniform
moment estimate

sup
t≥0

E|Xt|p < c−1
6 sup

t≥0
Ew2(Xt) <∞.
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The associated semigroup of SDE (1.1) has an invariant probability measure µ, see e.g. [17].
In physics, the process (Xt)t≥0 is stationary with its invariant measure µ(dx) means that the
corresponding dynamic is in a steady state (including the equilibrium state and nonequilibrium
steady state).

The equilibrium systems exhibit a fundamental temporal symmetry with respect to the time
t. This symmetry is mathematically characterized by time-reversibility, where the stochastic
dynamics remain statistically invariant under time reversal. Let (Xt)t≥0 be a stationary jump
diffusion satisfying the SDE (1.1) with invariant measure µ(dx). The invariant measure µ is
called a reversible (probability) measure of (Xt)t≥0 if for every f, g ∈ Cb(Rn),

Eµ[f(Xt)g(X0)] = Eµ[f(X0)g(Xt)].

The connection between self-adjointness of the generator of an ergodic Markov process in
L2(µ) and the time-reversibility Markov process is established by Fukushima and Stroock [13,
Theorem 2.3].This result show that a invariant measure µ is reversible with respect to (Xt)t≥0 if
and only if the generator L is symmetric inD(L)∩L2(Rn, µ), i.e. for every f, g ∈ D(L)∩L2(Rn, µ),∫

Rn

f(x)Lg(x)µ(dx) =
∫
Rn

g(x)Lf(x)µ(dx).

As established in [43, Theorem 5.1], we have the following theorem characterizing the equiv-
alence among detailed balance, time-reversibility, along with explicit drift-kernel structures and
0 entropy production rate.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that the assumptions (A)(B)(C)(D)(E) hold. Let µ(dx) = ρss(x)dx
be the Gibbs measure. Then the following are equivalent:

1. The stationary process (Xt)t≥0 with invariant density ρss is time-reversible.

2. The system Xt with its invariant measure µ(dx) = ρss(x)dx is detailed balance.

3. The drift b(x) = −A(x)∇V (x), and the kernel have a discrete gradient structure

k(x, y) = e−β[V (y)−V (x)]/2s(x, y),

where s(x, y) = s(y, x) is a nonnegative symmetric function from Rn × Rn to R.

4. The entropy production rate essp = 0 at the stationary measure µ(dx) := ρss(x)dx, where
the entropy production rate is defined as (3.5).

3 Free energy dissipation

In this section, we study the thermodynamics for jump diffusions based on relative entropy.
Suppose that the stationary measure µss has density ρss(x) = Z−1e−V (x), where V is the quasi-
potential. We remark that under detailed balance condition, the drift b(x) and the jump kernel
k(x, y) are determined by the potential V (x), and the stationary measure µss is given by the
Gibbs measure: µ(dx) = Z−1e−V (x)dx. Thus the quasi-potential V (x) can be viewed as a natural
extendion of the classical potential energy in thermodynamics.

Since the diffusion Xt is moving in the potential V (x), the total internal energy of Xt is given
by

U(t) :=

∫
Rn

V (x)ρ(t, x)dx = EV (Xt).
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Moreover, Gibbs entropy of the jump diffusion (Xt)t≥0 is

S(t) = −
∫
Rn

ρ(t, x) log ρ(t, x)dx,

where ρ(t, ·) is the probability density ofXt. Under the detail balance condition, thermodynamics
theory yields that the total internal energy of the system changes due to exchange heat with the
heat bath, and the free energy decreases until it reaches to its minimum at equilibrium state (see
e.g. [43] for detials). Thus the free energy of Xt is defined as

F (ρ(t)) := U(t)− θS(t) =

∫
Rn

[V (x)− θ log ρ(t, x)]ρ(t, x)dx = β−1H(µt|µss). (3.1)

where θ = β−1 is the temperature of the heat bath, and H(µt|µss) is the relative entropy between
µt and the Gibbs measure µss(dx) = Z−1e−V (x)dx.

Without the detial balance condition, motivated by the detail balance case, one can define
the generalized free energy of Xt by the relative entropy between µt and µss:

F (ρ(t)) = β−1H(µt|µss) = β−1

∫
Rn

log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρ(t, x)dx.

Since log r ≤ r − 1, r ∈ R, we have

F (ρ(t)) = −β−1

∫
Rn

log

(
ρss(x)

ρ(t, x)

)
ρ(t, x)dx ≥ −

∫
[ρss(x)− ρ(t, x)]dx = 0.

The equality holds if and only if ρss(x) = ρ(t, x).
Combining with the nonlocal Fokker-Planck equation, the free energy dissipation is given by

dF (ρ(t))

dt
=β−1 d

dt

∫
Rn

log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρ(t, x)dx

=β−1

∫
Rn

∂tρ(t, x)(log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
+ 1)dx

=− β−1

∫
Rn

[−b(x)ρ(t, x) + β−1A(x)∇ρ(t, x)]T∇ log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
dx

− β−1

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

[ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x)] log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
dydx

=− 1

β

∫
Rn

[b(x)ρ(t, x)− β−1A(x)∇ρ(t, x)]T (∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))dx

− 1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

[ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x)] log

(
ρ(t, x)ρss(y)

ρ(t, y)ρss(x)

)
dydx

=− 1

β

∫
Rn

(jloc(t, x))T (∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))dx

− 1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)ρss(y)

ρ(t, y)ρss(x)

)
dydx. (3.2)

We decompose
dF (ρ(t))

dt
= Qhk(t)− β−1ep(t),
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where

Qhk(t) :=
1

β

∫
Rn

(b(x)ρ(t, x)− β−1A(x)∇ρ(t, x))T (βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))dx (3.3)

+
1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

[ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x)] log

(
ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)

)
dydx (3.4)

is the housekeeping heat, and the entropy production rate is given by

ep(t) :=β

∫
Rn

(jloc(t, x))TA−1(x)jloc(t, x)

ρ(t, x)
dx (3.5)

+
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

[ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x)] log

(
ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

)
dydx. (3.6)

We remark that the condition (2.2) is proposed to ensure that the entropy production rate is
well-defined.

Note that under the detail balance condition, the dissipation rate of free energy (3.1) can be
determined by the variation of Gibbs entropy and the change of internal energy. By the variation
of Gibbs entropy in the system is

dS(t)

dt
=− d

dt

∫
Rn

ρ(t, x) log ρ(t, x)dx

=−
∫
Rn

jloc(t, x)∇ log ρ(t, x)dx+
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρ(t, y)

)
dydx. (3.7)

The change of internal energy is

dU(t)

dt
=

∫
Rn

V (x)L∗ρ(t, x)dx

=

∫
Rn

∇V (x) · jloc(t, x)dx− 1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y)[V (x)− V (y)]dydx. (3.8)

Therefore, combining (3.7) and (3.8), the free energy dissipation under detailed balance condition
is given by the entropy production rate alone:

dF (ρ(t))

dt
=
dU(t)

dt
− θ

dS(t)

dt

=−
∫
Rn

(jloc(t, x))TA−1(x)jloc(t, x)

ρ(t, x)
dx

− 1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

)
dydx

=− ep(t) ≤ 0.

Next, we give the physical interpretation of the housekeeping heat Qhk(t). Without the detial
bablance condition, taking the quasi-potential V (x) = −β−1 log ρss(x), the vector field can be
decomposed as

A−1(x)b(x) = −∇V (x) +A−1(x)b(x) +∇V (x) =: −∇V (x) + f loc(x)

where −∇V is the internal force from the potential V , and the divergence-free vector field βf loc =
βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x) is the external force from outside the system. This decomposition for

10



diffusion processes was well studied by [2, 31]. Moreover, motivated by the case of the discrete
jump processes in [25], we also decompose the jump kernel as

k(x, y)

k(y, x)
=
ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)

ρss(y)

ρss(x)

= exp

(
log

ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)
+ log

ρss(y)

ρss(x)

)
= expβ

(
β−1 log

ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)
+ V (x)− V (y)

)
:= eβ(f

nl(x,y)+V (x)−V (y))

where V (x)− V (y) is the difference in potential between each x and y, and

fnl(x, y) = −fnl(y, x) = β−1 log

(
ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)

)
(3.9)

is the external driving to the nonlocal transitions between each x and y.
Recall that the work δW = force× δx, where x is the position, δ is the variation or derivative

in general senses. Then based on the probability currents jloc(t, x), and jnl(t, x, y), the change
of total work dW (t)/dt done by the external force f loc(x) and external driving fnl(x, y) is given
by:

dW (t)

dt
=

∫
Rn

f loc(x) · jloc(t, x)dx+
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y)fnl(x, y)dydx

=

∫
Rn

β−1(jloc(t, x))T (βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))dx

+
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y)β−1 log

(
ρss(x)k(x, y)

ρss(y)k(y, x)

)
dx

=Qhk(t)

Remark 3.1. The identity dW (t)/dt = Qhk(t) establishes that the housekeeping heat corresponds
to the power input by the external forces in the general non-equilibrium setting. When external
forces are absent f loc = 0, fnl = 0, the system satisfies detailed balance with respect to the Gibbs
measure. In this case, dW/dt = 0 implies Qhk(t) = 0, and the free energy dissipation reduces to
dF/dt = −β−1ep(t), recovering the classical result for general Langevin dynamics [43].

In the next theorem, we show that the housekeeping heat Qhk(t), entropy production rate
ep(t) are always nonnegative, and the free energy dissipation dF (ρ(t))/dt is always nonpositive.

Theorem 3.1. For every t > 0, the housekeeping heat Qhk(t) and entropy production rate ep(t)
satisfy

Qhk(t) ≥ 0, ep(t) ≥ 0.

Moreover, the generalized free energy satisfies

dF (ρ(t))

dt
≤ 0.

11



Proof: For the housekeeping heat Qhk(t), since log r ≤ r − 1, we have

Qhk(t) ≥
1

β

∫
Rn

(βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))β
−1A(x)(βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))ρ(t, x)dx

+
1

β

∫
Rn

(∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))β−1A(x)(βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))ρ(t, x)dx

+
1

β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

(
ρss(y)k(y, x)

ρss(x)k(x, y)
− 1

)
dydx

Using integration by parts, we have∫
Rn

(∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))β−1A(x)(βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))ρ(t, x)dx

=−
∫
Rn

∇ log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
[b(x)ρss(x)− β−1A(x)∇ρss(x)]

ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)
dx

=

∫
Rn

∇(b(x)ρss(x)− β−1A(x)∇ρss(x))
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)
dx,

For the nonlocal term, we have∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

(
ρss(y)k(y, x)

ρss(x)k(x, y)
− 1

)
dydx

=

∫
Rn

ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(y)k(y, x)dydx−
∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y)dydx

=

∫
Rn

ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

(∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(y)k(y, x)− ρss(x)k(x, y)dy

)
dx.

Recall that the stationary density satisfies the stationary Fokker-Planck equation, i.e.

∇(b(x)ρss(x)−A(x)∇ρss(x)) +
∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(y)k(y, x)− ρss(x)k(x, y)dy = 0. (3.10)

Combining above local and nonlocal terms, if follows that

Qhk(t) ≥
1

β

∫
Rn

(A−1(x)b(x)− β−1∇ log ρss(x))β
−1A(x)(βA−1(x)b(x)−∇ log ρss(x))ρ(t, x)dx ≥ 0.

For the entropy production rate ep(t), note that jnl(t, x, y) = ρ(t, x)k(x, y) − ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

and log
(

ρ(t,x)k(x,y)
ρ(t,y)k(y,x)

)
are both positive or negative. Thus

ep(t) = β

∫
Rn

(jloc(t, x))TA−1(x)jloc(t, x)

ρ(t, x)
dx+

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

)
dydx ≥ 0.

Moreover, this equality holds if and only if jnl(t, x, y) = ρ(t, x)k(x, y) − ρ(t, y)k(y, x) = 0 for
every x, y ∈ Rn and every t ≥ 0, and jloc(t, x) = 0 for every x ∈ Rn and every t ≥ 0.

For the free energy dissipation, using the stationary Fokker-Planck equation (3.10) again, we
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have

dF (t)

dt
(3.11)

≤− 1

β

∫
Rn

(∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))Tβ−1A(x)(∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))ρ(t, x)dx

− 1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

[ρ(t, x)k(x, y)− ρ(t, y)k(y, x)] log

(
ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

)
dydx

+
1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
k(x, y)ρss(y)

k(y, x)ρss(x)

)
dydx.

≤− 1

β

∫
Rn

(∇ log ρ(t, x)−∇ log ρss(x))
TβA(x)(∇ log ρ(t, x)−∇ log ρss(x))ρ(t, x)dx

− 1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)k(x, y)

ρ(t, y)k(y, x)

)
dydx

+
1

4β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y)

[
log

(
k(x, y)ρss(y)

k(y, x)ρss(x)

)
+ log

(
k(y, x)ρss(x)

k(x, y)ρss(y)

)]
dydx.

≤0. (3.12)

Here, we use the fact that

log

(
k(x, y)ρss(y)

k(y, x)ρss(x)

)
+ log

(
k(y, x)ρss(x)

k(x, y)ρss(y)

)
= 0.

This implies the dissipative property of the free energy. ■

Our result reveals a fundamental thermodynamic structure underlying general jump-diffusion
processes, extending the classical understanding of free energy dissipation in Langevin systems
to a broader class of stochastic dynamics with jumps. In next remark, we discuss the connection
between our decomposition of free energy dissipation and the adiabatic/non-adiabatic decompo-
sition in stochastic thermodynamics.

Remark 3.2. The decomposition of the free energy dissipation rate

−dF (ρ(t))
dt

= β−1ep(t)−Qhk(t) (3.13)

can be structurally aligned with the canonical decomposition of entropy production in stochastic
thermodynamics, commonly referred to as the adiabatic and non-adiabatic split [12, 40]. Multi-
plying (3.13) by β, we obtain the Clausius-type inequality

ep(t) = βQhk(t) +

(
−β dF (ρ(t))

dt

)
≥ 0. (3.14)

Here, the total entropy production rate ep(t) corresponds to the variation of the total entropy Ṡtot.

The term associated with the free energy decay, −βḞ (t), represents the non-adiabatic entropy
production rate (often denoted as Ṡna), which quantifies the dissipation due to the relaxation
of the system towards its steady state ρss. Consequently, the term βQhk(t) corresponds to the
adiabatic entropy production rate (denoted as Ṡad), which characterizes the dissipation required
to maintain the non-equilibrium steady state against the non-conservative forces. Specifically,
Qhk(t) provides the explicit expression for the housekeeping heat involved in the nonlocal transport
of probability mass.
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4 A decomposition of diffusion process

The analysis in the previous section has shown that, compared to a Langevin system, the free en-
ergy dissipation rate of system X under external forcing includes not only the entropy production
rate but also an additional housekeeping heat term. This leads us to consider whether, within
the overall dynamics of X, there exists a subsystem analogous to a Langevin system, whose free
energy dissipation is entirely characterized by a certain form of entropy production, as in the
Langevin case.

It is known that a Langevin system with a symmetric generator G inD(G)∩L2(Rn, µ), satisfies
detailed balance and time-reversal symmetry at its stationary measure µ∫

Rn

f(x)Gg(x)µ(dx) =
∫
Rn

g(x)Gf(x)µ(dx).

Building on this structure, we further define the weighted Hilbert space L2(Rn, ρss(x)dx) equipped
with the inner product

⟨φ,ψ⟩ =
∫
Rn

φ(x)ψ(x)ρss(x)dx, ∀φ,ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn),

which is central to analyzing the generator’s adjoint structure under the stationary measure. This
inner product induces the ρss-weighted adjoint L† of the generator L, defined by the relation:

⟨Lφ,ψ⟩ = ⟨φ,L†ψ⟩.

Therefore, our objective is to identify a component within L that resembles a Langevin sys-
tem—specifically, its symmetric part. This leads us to the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. The generator of Xt can decompose as a symmetric operator and an anti-
symmetric operator, that is, L = Ls + La, where

Lsφ =β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x) · ∇φ(x) + β−1∇ · (A(x)∇φ(x))

+
1

2

∫
Rn\{x}

(
φ(y)− φ(x)

)(k(x, y)
ρss(y)

+
k(y, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρss(y)dy, (4.1)

and

Laφ =
[
b(x)− β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x)

]
· ∇φ(x)

+
1

2

∫
Rn\{x}

(
φ(y)− φ(x)

)(k(x, y)
ρss(y)

− k(y, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρss(y)dy. (4.2)

Proof: Recall that Lφ(x) = Llocφ(x)+Lnlφ(x) and L∗φ(x) = L∗
locφ(x)+L∗

nlφ(x) = −jloc(t, x)−∫
jnl(t, x, y), where L∗ is the adjoint operator of L under usual inner product, now we compute

the local part of L†

⟨Llocφ,ψ⟩ =
∫
Rn

{
b(x) · ∇φ(x) + β−1∇ · (A(x)∇φ(x))

}
ρss(x)ψ(x)dx

=

∫
Rn

{
∇ ·
[
− b(x)ρss(x)ψ(x) + β−1A(x)∇(ρss(x)ψ(x))

]}
φ(x)dx

= ⟨φ, ρ−1
ss L∗

loc(ρssψ)⟩ := ⟨φ,L†
locψ⟩.

14



And the non-local part

⟨Lnlφ,ψ⟩ =
∫
Rn

ψ(x)ρss(x)

∫
Rn\{x}

[φ(y)− φ(x)]k(x, y)dydx

=

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ψ(x)ρss(x)φ(y)k(x, y)dydx−
∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ψ(x)ρss(x)φ(x)k(x, y)dydx

=

∫
Rn

φ(y)

∫
Rn\{y}

ψ(x)ρss(x)k(x, y)dxdy −
∫
Rn

φ(x)ρss(x)

∫
Rn\{x}

ψ(x)k(x, y)dydx

=

∫
Rn

φ(x)ρss(x)ρ
−1
ss (x)

∫
Rn\{x}

ψ(y)ρss(y)k(y, x)dydx−
∫
Rn

φ(x)ρss(x)

∫
Rn\{x}

ψ(x)k(x, y)dydx

=

〈
φ, ρ−1

ss (x)

∫
Rn\{x}

[
ρss(y)ψ(y)k(y, x)− ρss(x)ψ(x)k(x, y)

]
dy

〉
= ⟨φ, ρ−1

ss L∗
nl(ρssψ)⟩ := ⟨φ,L†

nlψ⟩

So we have

L†φ(x) =L†
locφ(x) + L†

nlφ(x) = ρ−1
ss L∗

loc(ρssφ) + ρ−1
ss L∗

nl(ρssφ)

=ρ−1
ss (x)∇ ·

[
− b(x)ρss(x)φ(x) + β−1A(x)∇(ρss(x)φ(x))

]
+ ρ−1

ss (x)

∫
Rn\{x}

[
ρss(y)φ(y)k(y, x)− ρss(x)φ(x)k(x, y)

]
dy

=ρ−1
ss L∗(ρssφ).

The symmetric operator and the anti-symmetric operator are defined as

Lsφ =
1

2

[
Lφ+ L†φ

]
, Laφ =

1

2

[
Lφ− L†φ

]
.

Then direct calculation shows that the symmetric operator Ls is given by (4.1), and the anti-
symmetric operator La is given by (4.2). ■

Using the decomposition of the generator, we can express the free energy dissipation rate as

dF (ρ(t))

dt
=β−1

∫
Rn

L∗ρ(t, x)

(
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
+ 1

)
dx

=β−1

∫
Rn

[
(La)

∗ρ(t, x) + (Ls)
∗ρ(t, x)

](
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
+ 1

)
dx

:=F ′
a(ρ(t)) + F ′

s(ρ(t)).

In what follows, we will further compute the respective contributions of these two components
to the overall dissipation and examine their relationship with both the entropy production rate
and the housekeeping heat.

4.1 Canonical conservative dynamics

For the anti-symmetric operator La, we introduce

va(x) =
[
b(x)− β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x)

]
, ka(x, y) =

1

2

(
k(x, y)

ρss(y)
− k(y, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρss(y), ∀x, y ∈ Rn.
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then

Laφ :=va(x) · ∇φ(x) +
∫
Rn\{x}

(
φ(y)− φ(x)

)
ka(x, y)dy,

and the Fokker-Planck (adjoint) operator associated with La is

(La)
∗φ =−∇ · (va(x)φ(x)) +

∫
Rn\{x}

[
φ(y)ka(y, x)− φ(x)ka(x, y)

]
dy.

The dynamics generated by La is a canonical conservative dynamics

∂tρa(t, x) = (La)
∗ρa(t, x).

The associated local and nonlocal probability current are given by

jloca (t, x) = −va(x)ρ(t, x),

and

jnla (t, x, y) =ρ(t, x)ka(x, y)− ρ(t, y)ka(y, x)

=
1

2

(
k(x, y)

ρss(y)
− k(y, x)

ρss(x)

)(
ρss(y)ρ(t, x) + ρss(x)ρ(t, y)

)
.

The canonical conservative dynamics (current) preserves the generalized free energy, we will show
this property in the following lemma and proposition.

Lemma 4.1. The Fokker-Planck operator satisfies (La)
∗ρss(x) = 0.

Moreover, the drift va satisfies

∇ · (va(x)ρss(x)) = (∇va(x) + va(x) log ρss(x))ρss(x) = 0 (4.3)

and ka(x, y) vanishes upon integration over y i.e.∫
Rn\{x}

ka(x, y)dy = 0, ∀x ∈ Rn. (4.4)

Proof: Note that ∇jlocss (x) = ∇[(b(x)− β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x))ρss(x)] = 0, and

β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x) · ρss(x)− β−1A(x)∇ρss(x) = 0.

It follows that

∇[va(x)ρss(x)] = ∇[b(x)ρss(x)]− β−1∇[A(x)∇ρss(x)] = 0.

For the nonlocal part, by the definition of ka(x, y), we have

ρss(x)ka(x, y)− ρss(y)ka(y, x) = ρss(x)k(x, y)− ρss(y)k(y, x), ∀x ̸= y

Then we have (La)
∗ρss(x) = 0.

Since ρss satisfies ∫
Rn\{0}

k(x, y)ρss(x)− k(y, x)ρss(y)dy = 0,
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combining with the definition of ka(x, y) yields∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)dy = 0. (4.5)

Then we have∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(y)ka(y, x)dy =

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)dy = ρss(x)

∫
Rn\{x}

ka(x, y)dy = 0 (4.6)

Since the density function is positive, we obtain (4.4). ■

Proposition 4.2. The free energy dissipation associated with the anti-symmetric part is zero,
i.e.

F ′
a(ρ(t)) = β−1

∫
Rn

L∗
aρ(t, x)

(
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
+ 1

)
dx = 0. (4.7)

Proof: The free energy dissipation is

F ′
a(ρ(t, x)) =

1

β

∫
Rn

ρ(t, x)va(x) · (∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))dx

+
1

β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

(ρ(t, y)ka(y, x)− ρ(t, x)ka(x, y)) log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
dydx

=I1 + I2.

For I1, by (4.3), we have

I1 =
1

β

∫
Rn

ρ(t, x)va(x) · (∇ log ρss(x)−∇ log ρ(t, x))dx

=
1

β

∫
Rn

(
∇ · va(x) + va(x)∇ log ρss(x)

)
ρ(t, x)dx

=0.

For I2, we have

I2 =
1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρ(t, x)ka(x, y)

[
log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)]
dydx

=
1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

[
log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)]
dydx

=
1

4β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

[
log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)]

− ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

[
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)])
dydx

=
1

4β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)

[
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)
+
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

] [
log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)]
dydx.
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By (4.4), we also have

I2 =
1

β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρ(t, y)ka(y, x) log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
dydx

=
1

2β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(y)ka(y, x)
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

[
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)]
dydx

=
1

4β

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

ρss(x)ka(x, y)

[
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)
+
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

] [
log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρss(x)

)
− log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρss(y)

)]
dydx.

(4.8)

Combining with above two equalities, we have I2 = −I2, i.e. I2 = 0. Thus we finally obtain
(4.7). ■

The vanishing of the free energy dissipation, F ′
a(ρ) = 0, highlights the physical role of the

anti-symmetric generator La. The operator La drives the system in a ceaseless motion that
preserves the stationary measure ρss dynamically, so that the free energy remains constant due
to the associated canonical conservative flow. This property analogous to the inertial motion in
Hamiltonian mechanics, thereby creating circulation without dissipation.

Remark 4.1. With the nonequilibrium steady state ρss, stationarity is maintained not by the
detial balance, but by the condition that the net flux along any closed cycle sums to zero. The
vector field va(x) drives the probability mass transport along the level sets of the stationary density
ρss, The jump kernel ka(x, y) explicitly constructs these non-vanishing, divergence-free probability
circulations (loops like x→ y → z → x). Thus the canonical conservative flow creat a circulation
flow that contributes to the breaking of detailed balance without altering the stationary denisty
ρss itself.

4.2 Symmetric reversible diffusion

The symmetric operator Ls can be serveed as a infinitesimal generator for a jump-diffusion
process Xsym

t , which is governed by the SDE

dXsym
t =

[
β−1A(Xsym

t )∇ log ρss(X
sym
t )+β−1∇·A(Xsym

t )
]
dt+

√
2β−1a(Xsym

t )dBt+dJt. (4.9)

where the jump part Jt has the jump kernel

ks(x, y) =
1

2

(
k(x, y)

ρss(y)
+
k(y, x)

ρss(x)

)
ρss(y).

Since the generator Ls is a self-adjoint operator with respect to the weight L2 sapce L2(Rn, ρss(x)dx),
by [43, Theorem 5.1], the jump-diffusion process Xsym

t is time-reversible with the stationary den-
sity ρss, and satisfies the detailed balance condition at the stationary denisty ρss(x), i.e.

β−1A(x)∇ log ρss(x) · ρss(x)− β−1A(x)∇ρss(x) = 0,

ks(x, y)ρss(x)− ks(y, x)ρss(y) = 0.

Using the symmetric part Ls, we can define a symmetric reversible jump diffusion by using the
following Dirichlet form associated with Ls.

Definition 4.1. We define the Dirichlet form of the symmetric generator Ls as

E(f, g) := −⟨f,Lsg⟩ss = −
∫
Rn

f(x)(Lsg)(x)ρss(x) dx, ∀f, g ∈ L2(ρss).
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Equivalently,

E(f, g) =
∫
Rn

(∇f(x))T∇g(x)ρss(x)dx+
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

(f(x)− f(y))(g(x)− g(y))Ks(x, y)dydx.

Now we define the Fisher information of the jump diffusions Xt via the Dirichlet form of the
symmetric generator Ls.

Definition 4.2. Let f(t) := dµ(t)/dµss = ρ/ρss be the relative density. We define the Fisher
information of the jump diffusions Xt as

I[ρ(t)] := E(f(t), log f(t)) = −⟨f(t),Ls log f(t)⟩ss.

Note that the Fisher information I[ρ] induced by Ls admits a local–nonlocal decomposition

I[ρ] = Iloc[ρ] + Inl[ρ],

where Iloc is the diffusion part and Inl is a nonlocal carré du champ built from the symmetric
jump kernel.

For the local part, since Lloc
s log f = ρ−1

ss ∇· (ρssA∇ log f), after integration by parts, we have

Iloc[ρ(t)] =−
∫
Rn

f∇ · (ρssA∇ log f) dx

=

∫
Rn

(∇f)T ρssA∇ log f dx

=

∫
Rn

fρss(∇ log f)TA∇ log fdx

=

∫
Rn

[(∇ log f(x))TA(x)∇ log f(x)]ρ(x)dx.

For the nonlocal part,

Inl[ρ(t)] =
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

Ks(x, y)
(
log f(x)− log f(y)

)(
f(x)− f(y)

)
dydx

=
1

2

∫
Rn

∫
Rn\{x}

Ks(x, y)L
(
f(x), f(y)

) (
log f(x)− log f(y)

)2
dydx.

where

Ks(x, y) =
1

2

(
ρss(x)k(x, y) + ρss(y)k(y, x)

)
,

and

L(u, v) :=
u− v

log u− log v

is the logarithmic mean. This is the nonlocal analogue of a “Carré du champ” form: it represents
a nonlocal squared gradient of log f weighted by the logarithmic mean. The appearance of
the logarithmic mean L(u, v) is fundamental here. It serves as the discrete/nonlocal analog of
the density weight ρ(x) in the classical Fisher information. The identity (u− v)(log u− log v) =
L(u, v)(log u−log v)2 allows us to interpret the entropy production as a squared nonlocal gradient
norm weighted by L(ρ(x), ρ(y)), ensuring that Inl converges to the standard Fisher information
in the diffusion limit.

By Proposition 4.2, the free energy dissipation associated with La is 0, and all free energy
dissipation of the original jump diffusion is carried by Ls. Using the definition of the Fisher
information, we have the following result.
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Proposition 4.3. The free energy dissipation of the jump-diffusion process Xt is determined
solely by the symmetric part Ls of the generator, i.e.

d

dt
F [ρ(t)] =

d

dt
Fs[ρ(t)] = ⟨ft, Ls log ft⟩ss = −I[ρ(t)] ≤ 0.

where Fs[ρ(t)] is the free energy functional associated with Ls, and I is the Fisher information
of Xt.

The theoretical significance of the nonlocal Fisher information I[ρ] lies in its connection to
the exponential convergence of the system. specifically, if the symmetric generator Ls satisfies a
Modified Log-Sobolev Inequality [41, 7]:

F (ρ(t)) = H(µ|µss) ≤ CII(ρ(t)), (4.10)

for some constant CI > 0, then the free energy decays exponentially:

F (t) ≤ F (0)e
− t

βCI .

While establishing the precise conditions for (4.10) for general Lévy driven SDEs is a complex
analytical problem depending on the tail behavior of the Lévy measure [16], the decomposition
L = Ls + La clarifies that the relaxation rate is determined solely by the spectral properties of
the symmetric part Ls.

5 Numerical Examples

5.1 SDE with non-equilibrium steady state

Consider the following one-dimensional jump-diffusion process:

dXt = −Xtdt+ dBt + dLα
t , (5.1)

where Bt is a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion and Lα
t is a one-dimensional α-stable

Lévy process with Lévy process ν(dz) = C1,α|z|−(1+α)dz. Let X0 be a normal distribution with
mean 3 and variance 0.1, then using the superposition principle, we know that the solution is a
linear combination of the Gaussian component and the jump component

Xt = X0e
−t +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)dBs +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)dLα
s

Then the above jump diffusion Xt has generator

Lφ(x) =− xφ′(x) +
1

2
φ

′′
(x) +

∫
R\{0}

[φ(x+ z)− φ(x)]
C1,α

|z|1+α
dz

=− xφ′(x) +
1

2
φ

′′
(x) +

∫
R\{x}

[φ(y)− φ(x)]k(y, x)dy,

where k(x, y) = C1,α|x − y|−(1+α). It is straightforward to verify that if both the density of Xt

and its steady-state density exist, then the steady state of Xt fails to satisfy the detailed balance
condition.

To find the density function, we first calculate the characteristic function (Fourier transform)
of the jump part of Xt. For a stochastic integral of the form

∫
f(s)dLα

s , its characteristic function
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can be calculated using the Lévy-Khintchine formula. Generally, for a deterministic function f(s),
we have:

E
[
exp

(
iξ

∫ t

0

f(s)dLα
s

)]
= exp

(
−
∫ t

0

|ξf(s)|αds
)

due to the homogeneity of the Lévy measure and the symmetry of the process. Here f(s) =
e−(t−s), so

−
∫ t

0

|ξf(s)|αds = −|ξ|α
∫ t

0

e−(t−s)ds = − 1

α
(1− e−αt)|ξ|α

is a Lévy symbol of stable Lévy processes with scale parameter

σα
t =

1

α
(1− e−αt)

Therefore, the characteristic function is as follows

Φ(σtξ) = E
[
exp

(
iξ

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)dLα
s

)]
= exp(−|σtξ|α)

And the density of the Gaussian part is a scaled Gaussian density with scale parameter c2t =
1− exp(−2t)

ρ(t, x) =
1√
πct

exp

(
−x

2

c2t

)
Therefore, the characteristic function of the solution Xt is obtained by multiplying the charac-
teristic functions of the two Gaussian distributions (from the initial value and the continuous
part) and the characteristic function of the jump component’s distribution. Then, applying the
inversion formula, we have

ρ(t, x) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

cos((x− 3e−t)ξ) exp

(
−1

4
(1− 4

5
e−2t)ξ2 − 1

α
(1− e−αt)ξα

)
dξ

and the invariant measure µss with density:

ρss(x) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

cos(xξ) exp

(
−1

4
ξ2 − 1

α
ξα
)
dξ (5.2)

Since the density function of Xt is spatially differentiable, with the temperature simplified to
unity, the free energy dissipation is

dF

dt
=−

∫
R
jloc(t, x)

(
log

(
ρss(x)

ρ(t, x)

))′

dx

− 1

2

∫
R

∫
Rn\{x}

jnl(t, x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)ρss(y)

ρ(t, y)ρss(x)

)
dydx

=

∫
R

(
xρ(t, x) +

1

2
ρ′(t, x)

)(
log

(
ρss(x)

ρ(t, x)

))′

dx

−
∫
R

∫
R\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)ρss(y)

ρ(t, y)ρss(x)

)
dydx.

It can be decomposed into the housekeeping heat

Qhk =

∫
R

(
xρ(t, x) +

1

2
ρ′(t, x)

)(
2x+

ρ′ss(x)

ρss(x)

)
dx

+
1

2

∫
R

∫
R\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y) log

(
ρss(x)

ρss(y)

)
dydx
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and entropy production rate

ep =
1

2

∫
R
ρ(t, x)

(
2x+

ρ′(t, x)

ρ(t, x)

)2

dx+

∫
R

∫
R\{x}

ρ(t, x)k(x, y) log

(
ρ(t, x)

ρ(t, y)

)
dydx.

From the housekeeping heat, we can directly observe that the local external force is given by
f loc = −2x− ρ′ss/ρss and the non-local external force is fnl = log ρss(x)− log ρss(y).

We can further introduce a decomposition of the generator to elucidate the structure of the
free energy dissipation. This approach fundamentally offers an alternative decomposition of the
dissipation. First, we decompose the generator as L = Ls + La, where

Lsφ(x) =
1

2
φ′(x)

ρ′ss(x)

ρss(x)
+

1

2
φ

′′
(x) +

1

2

∫
R\{x}

(φ(y)− φ(x))

(
1 +

ρss(y)

ρss(x)

)
k(x, y)dy,

Laφ(x) =

(
−x− 1

2

ρ′ss(x)

ρss(x)

)
φ′(x) +

1

2

∫
R\{x}

(φ(y)− φ(x))

(
1− ρss(y)

ρss(x)

)
k(x, y)dy.

Thus, an alternative decomposition of the free energy dissipation is achieved through the decom-
position of the generator, with

F ′
s(ρ(t, x)) =− 1

2

∫
R
ρ(t, x)

(
ρ′ss(x)

ρss(x)
− ρ′(t, x)

ρ(t.x)

)2

dx

− 1

2

∫
R

∫
R\{x}

k(x, y)ρ(t, x)

(
1 +

ρss(y)

ρss(x)

)
log

(
ρ(t, x)ρss(y)

ρ(t, y)ρss(x)

)
dydx.

F ′
a(ρ(t, x)) =0

Figure 1a shows the temporal evolution of the free energy of system Xt, which decays rapidly
to zero. The decay rate, i.e., the free energy dissipation rate, is entirely given by the entropy
production rate in a system with an equilibrium steady state (see [43] and next example in this
paper). However, for a system like Xt influenced by external forces, the entropy production rate
does not equal the free energy dissipation rate (Figure 1b). Moreover, unlike systems with an
equilibrium steady state, the entropy production rate of Xt does not converge to zero; instead,
it clearly reaches an extremum before approaching its steady-state value. Figure 1c displays
the profile of the housekeeping heat, which represents the power of the external force acting
on the system. The difference between the housekeeping heat and the entropy production rate
constitutes the free energy dissipation rate of system Xt (Figure 1d). Comparing Figure 1b
and Figure 1c, we observe that both the entropy production rate and the housekeeping heat are
positive and share the same steady-state value. This results in the free energy dissipation rate
eventually converging to zero, which in turn confirms that the free energy of system Xt ultimately
stabilizes at zero, as shown in Figure 1a.

5.2 SDE with equilibrium steady state

Consider the following one-dimensional jump-diffusion process:

dYt = −Ytdt+
√
2dBt +

∫
R\{0}

(z − Yt)N(dt, dz), (5.3)

where Bt is a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion and Nt is the Poisson random measure
dtν(dz) = exp(− 1

2z
2)dzdt.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 1

The explicit expression for the density function of this process can be intuitively explained
by its dynamics: at any time t, the distribution of the state Yt is a mixture distribution. If

no jump occurs in the interval [0, t] (with probability e−
√
2πt), then Yt follows the distribution

of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process; if at least one jump occurs, then due to the reset property
of the jumps, the distribution of Yt is exactly the stationary distribution (the Gibbs measure).
Therefore, let Y0 = 0, we can use the combination of the jump part and the Gaussian part as its
characteristic function, and directly obtain its density function using the inversion formula

ρ(t, y) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

cos(yξ)

[
e−

√
2πt exp

(
−1

2
(1− e−2t)ξ2

)
+ (1− e−

√
2πt) exp

(
−1

2
ξ2
)]

dξ.

And the invariant measure of the jump process Yt is a Gibbs distribution µ(dy) = 1√
2π

exp(− 1
2y

2)dy.

The entropy production rate of system Yt is given by

ep =

∫
R
ρ(t, y)

(
x+

ρ′(t, y)

ρ(t, y)

)2

dx+

∫
R

∫
R\{y}

ρ(t, y)e−
1
2 z

2

[
log

(
ρ(t, y)

ρ(t, z)

)
+

1

2
(y2 − z2)

]
dzdy.

It can be verified that the steady state of Yt is an equilibrium state, therefore the free energy
dissipation rate of Yt is entirely given by its entropy production rate [43].

Figure 2 shows the comparison between the negative value of the entropy production rate and
the free energy dissipation rate of system Yt, where the two curves are seen to overlap almost
perfectly. The comparison between Figure 1 and Figure 2 also clearly demonstrates that the work
done by external forces is responsible for the continuous generation of positive entropy when the
system is in its steady state.
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[16] I. Gentil and C. Imbert. The Lévy–Fokker–Planck equation: Φ–entropies and convergence
to equilibrium. Asymptotic Analysis, 59(3-4):125-138, 2008.

[17] R. Z. Hasminskii. Stochastic Stability of Differential Equations. Sijthoff Noordhoff, Rockville,
1980.

[18] Y. Huang, C. Liu, B. Miao, and X. Zhou. Entropy production in non-Gaussian active matter:
A unified fluctuation theorem and deep learning framework. arXiv preprint arXiv:2504.06628,
2025.

[19] T. Hatano and S. Sasa. Steady-state thermodynamics of Langevin systems. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
86: 3463, 2001.

[20] D.-Q. Jiang, M. Qian, and M.-P. Qian. Mathematical theory of nonequilibrium steady states,
volume 1833 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

[21] H. Kunita. Stochastic flows and jump-diffusions. Springer, Singapore, 2019.

[22] R. Klages, G. Radons, and I. M. Sokolov. Anomalous transport: Foundations and applica-
tions. Wiley-VCH, 2008.

[23] B. Lisowski, D. Valenti, B. Spagnolo, M. Bier, and E. Gudowska-Nowak. Stepping molecular
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