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We present an explicit construction of the Freidlin—Wentzell quasipotential of a stochastic system
with two degrees of freedom and nonreciprocal interactions. This model undergoes noise-induced
transitions between four metastable attractors, forming recurrent but aperiodic “Escher cycles,”
similar to the cyclic nucleation dynamics observed in the nonreciprocal Ising model. We calcu-
late the quasipotential analytically to first order in nonreciprocality. We characterise it along a
one-dimensional reaction coordinate that connects the attractors, and we also obtain the full two-
dimensional landscape, at leading order in perturbation theory. The resulting landscapes feature
flat regions and extended plateaus, together with non-differentiable switching lines. These singular
structures arise from two geometric mechanisms: the handover of dominance between competing
transition paths, and the competition between basins of attraction. The system provides a rare
case where the geometry of nonequilibrium rare events can be fully resolved, and a simple analyti-
cally tractable example of a quasipotential in more than one coordinate that captures a rich set of
nonequilibrium features.

I. INTRODUCTION

This work considers cyclic sequences of transitions between metastable states, reminiscent of motion in a tilted
washboard potential; we call these sequences Escher cycles. They occur in non-equilibrium systems and involve
repeated transitions between distinct states. This generic behaviour appears in systems including active flocks, driven
spin models, and biological colonies. For example, 1d active Ising models feature aligned flocks that move coherently
before stochastically reversing direction [1]. Similarly, aligned states of incompressible Toner—Tu hydrodynamics are
rendered metastable by the nucleation of topological defects [2], which for finite systems lead to rare (but swift)
changes in the direction of long-range orientational order; similar behaviour is also found in the active Ising model
for d > 1 [3]. In motile bacterial colonies undergoing phase separation and logistic growth, colony formation and
destruction cycles stochastically between different locations [4]. Recent studies of cyclic nucleation in Potts-type
models likewise revealed recurrent stochastic switching between ordered states driven by nucleation events [5, 6].

These examples all feature the hallmark of an Escher cycle: long steady-state trajectories display repeated noise-
induced transitions among a cycle of metastable states. Their name is inspired by M.C. Escher’s artwork Ascending
and Descending, where figures walk endlessly down staircases that paradoxically loop back to the starting point. Each
step of the staircase feels like a descent, but the overall path forms a closed cycle. The idea that descent and ascent
might be subjective notions has a natural realisation in systems with non-reciprocal interactions, where different
components of the system each act to minimise their own “selfish energies” [7, 8]. Such non-reciprocal interactions
are much-studied in physics, where they are known to produce self-sustained flows, broken time-reversal symmetry,
and diverse dynamical phases; they appear in natural systems ranging from active matter, pattern-forming media,
and oscillator networks [9-11]. We emphasize that Escher cycles rely on noise to overcome barriers between states, so
trajectories are intrinsically aperiodic in time; this may be contrasted with limit cycles, where the system circulates
with a well-defined period.

In equilibrium systems, rare noise-induced transitions between metastable states often occur by nucleation, and may
be described by classical nucleation theory. Their rates can be estimated by identifying a suitable reaction coordinate
and computing the free-energy barrier between the states [12]. For non-equilibrium systems, dynamics is no longer
governed by free-energy gradients, and transitions between metastable states are harder to characterise, although
classical nucleation theory can be generalised in some cases, for example active field theories [13]. The richness of the
non-equilibrium barrier-crossing problem is apparent already when considering a single active particle escaping from
a potential minimum [14].

Large deviation theory is the natural mathematical framework for analysing such rare events. In particular, the the-
ory of Freidlin and Wentzell [15] describes rare events in dynamical problems involving low-noise (or low-temperature)
limits. A central role is played by the quasipotential, which is the non-equilibrium analog of the energy that appears
in the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution at equilibrium. The corresponding quasipotential landscape generically features
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basins of attraction which are connected by transition paths; the rates of transitions between metastable states are
determined by differences in the quasipotential between its initial minimum and the transition state (akin to a saddle
point on the landscape). We show in the following that computation of the quasipotential allows the identification
and characterisation of Escher cycles.

The quasipotential of a state can be calculated by identifying the least-unlikely fluctuation path into that state (see
below for further details). In contrast to equilibrium energy landscapes or free-energy surfaces, this is an intrinsically
dynamical calculation. Such problems are increasingly relevant in non-equilibrium statistical physics, including for
chemical reaction networks [16-18] and active particles [19-22]. It leads to a striking feature of quasipotentials: they
can be non-differentiable, at points where several fluctuation paths are equally likely. A classical example for a particle
moving in two-dimensions was given by Jauslin [23], and related singularities were noted in mathematical studies of
escape problems [24]. Foundational work by Graham and Tél [25, 26], and by Maier and Stein [27-29] explored
such singularities in systems that involve metastability. In the present context, these singularities mean that the
quasipotential may be non-analytic in the vicinity of the transition state, in contrast to the equilibrium case where
transition states are typically saddle points on the energy (or free-energy) landscape (or surface). We note in passing
that the quasipotential is a large deviation rate function, and singularities in such functions are of independent interest
in a variety of contexts [30-34], including analogies with phase transitions.

Given all the above, we emphasize again that the quasipotential is an essential tool for characterisation of rare
transitions between metastable states in non-equilibrium systems; it has a rich structure but is challenging to compute
in general. Despite the generic importance of transitions between metastable states, explicit analytic calculations of
the quasipotential remain scarce for finite-dimensional systems (notwithstanding the few examples given above).
With this in mind, we present here analytical and numerical calculations a simple non-equilibrium model system that
illustrates all these points, including an Escher cycle and a quasipotential that features several types of singularity.

We outline our results next, before proceeding to a detailed analysis.

A. Outline

We study a system that was motivated by the nonreciprocal Ising model of Avni et al. [7, 8]. Specifically, we consider
two non-reciprocally coupled variables x(t), y(¢) which correspond to two order parameters in a mean-field version
of that model. [In addition to their interpretation as order parameters, it is also sometimes convenient to think of
x(t),y(t) as coordinates of a single particle moving in two dimensions.] The variables x,y follow a dynamics with
weak noise, and the system is driven away from equilibrium by non-reciprocal forces. The system has four metastable
states corresponding to z,y &~ +1; the system exhibits noise-driven transitions between them in a preferred cyclic
order, forming an Escher cycle. This situation is similar to the cyclic nucleation phase of the non-reciprocal Ising
model [7, 8] in which two species of spins undergo a repeating sequence of nucleation events between four differently
magnetized states. Each event is initiated by one of the species, whose “selfish energy” is reduced in the transition,
so that each step of the Escher cycle is indeed downhill, when viewed from the perspective of the initiating species.

Our analysis proceeds via computation of the quasipotential which we perform in several stages, that also provide
interesting intermediate results. Specifically, the Freidlin-Wentzell theory [15] is based on a local calculation of the
quasipotential, relative to each metastable state. These relative quasipotentials (RQPs) are then combined to yield
a global quasipotential, which determines the steady state probability distribution. Both the RQP and the global
quasipotential reveal notable (singular) features. Singularities of the RQP arise when there are degenerate optimal
fluctuation paths that lead to the same final point. In our example, these paths either go directly to the point of
interest, or they take a detour through a saddle point. These fluctuation paths are degenerate on singular lines in the
RQP, which separate points where each mechanism is optimal. While such phenomena have been observed numerically
and discussed qualitatively in the past [25-29, 35], this model provides a rare example where analytic calculations can
be performed.

The model also supports singularities in the global quasipotential, by a different mechanism. The global quasipo-
tential is obtained as a pointwise minimum of all RQPs (shifted by appropriate offsets, see Sec. III B). Physically,
this minimisation corresponds to identifying the metastable state in which the optimal fluctuation path originates.
Analogous to the RQP, this leads to singular lines in the global quasipotential, which separate the regions in which
each starting point is optimal. These issues were discussed also in [25-29] which used a Hamiltonian formalism to
describe the fluctuation paths. Our approach here uses a Lagrangian picture based directly on the Freidlin—Wentzell
action, which aids physical interpretation of the singularities, in terms of local minimisers of the action, and their
degeneracies. The associated variational structure is also exploited by some numerical methods [36, 37].

Our results constitute useful progress towards general-purpose tools for analysing rare events in non-equilibrium
systems. The low-dimensional serves as a test bed for methods, including reaction coordinate identification, quasipo-
tential calculation, and optimal path analysis, that are essential for tackling more complex, spatially extended systems.
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FIG. 1. The model in Eq. (1) and its fixed points for v/y. = 0.5. The thin grey lines show the flow field of the deterministic
drift R. The filled markers show the four stable fixed points A, B, C, D, and the hollow markers show the five unstable fixed
points U = {O,P,Q,R,S}. The smaller grey markers show the equilibrium fixed points for v = 0 as a visual guide. The
rotating arrow indicates the preferred direction of rotation for positive interaction v > 0.

Indeed, the same principles are expected to apply in active matter or ecological models where continuous fields interact
via nonreciprocal couplings, but we expect the calculations to be more challenging in that case.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we define the model and outline its physical
features. Section III introduces the large deviation framework and the concept of the quasipotential, which governs
rare-event behaviour in the small-noise limit. In Section IV, we carry out a one-dimensional reduction of the model
and construct the corresponding 1d quasipotential in a multistep process, which sets the stage for the full two-
dimensional analysis. Section V introduces the methodology for computing the RQP via a perturbative expansion
of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Section VI calculates the full two-dimensional quasipotential in a numerical and
perturbative way; we identify competing branches of the quasipotential, compute their action locally with respect to
a basin of attraction, and then construct the global quasipotential by stitching these RQPs together. In Section VII,
we generalise the model by introducing an extra non-reciprocal coupling parameter, and examine its effect on the
quasipotential. Finally, we conclude in Sec. VIII.

II. MODEL

We introduce a minimal stochastic model composed of two coupled order parameters z(t), y(t). We write z(t) =
(2(t),y(t)) which evolves in time according to
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R(z) + V2 (1), "
R(z) = —VU(z) +T(z).

Here, the noise term 7(t) = (15(t), 7y (t)) represents Gaussian white noise with zero mean (n;(¢)) = 0 and correlations

given by (n;(t)n;(t")) = 0;;0(t —t’) for 4,5 € {x,y}. The noise strength e represents an effective temperature, assumed

to be small throughout. The drift R(z) consists of two contributions. The first term, —VU(z), corresponds to

deterministic relaxation in a symmetric double-well potential,

U(z) = 31— + 11— ), )

which leads to bistability in each variable, analogous to magnetization in an Ising model. The coupling I'(z) introduces
a nonreciprocal interaction between z and y. We choose

re = (). ®

so that the interaction has equal magnitude |y| in both directions but opposite sign. In Sec. VII, we generalise this
setup to allow for two independent coupling strengths v; and 75. The coupling considered here can be interpreted as
x being “attracted” to y, while y is “repelled” by 2. The antisymmetry of this coupling in (z,y) space means that it



cannot be derived from a scalar potential and explicitly breaks detailed balance. As a result, the system is driven out
of equilibrium whenever v # 0.

At equilibrium v = 0, the dynamics involve nine fixed points zx satisfying R(zx) = 0: four stable points at
the corners of the unit square (£1,41) corresponding to the minima of the potential U, four unstable points at the
midpoints (£1,0) and (0, 1), corresponding to saddles of U, and one unstable point at the origin (0, 0), corresponding
to the maximum in U. These are shown as grey markers in Fig. 1, with filled circles indicating stable points and
hollow circles unstable ones. In the presence of noise, the system typically resides near one of the four stable points,
and undergoes rare transitions between basins of attraction, with rates governed by classical Arrhenius theory. The
barrier height is AU = 1/4, and the transition rate scales as exp(—AU/¢) as € — 0, see also Sec. III.

For small coupling 0 < |y| < 7. =1/ V/8, the system retains the equilibrium topology of fixed points, with four
stable points and five unstable ones, but the noise-induced transitions between basins become directionally biased.
Specifically, the coupling generates a net circulation in phase space: for v > 0, the system exhibits clockwise transitions
through the sequence of fixed points, while for v < 0 the motion is counter-clockwise. In what follows, we focus on
the case v > 0 without loss of generality, as illustrated in Fig. 1. In this regime, detailed balance is violated, and
transition rates can no longer be predicted from U alone. A generalised notion of barrier height is required, which we
discuss later using large deviation theory.

When the nonreciprocal coupling surpasses the critical interaction |7y| > 7., a bifurcation occurs in which the eight
peripheral fixed points (all fixed points but the origin) coalesce to form a stable limit-cycle attractor. The resulting
dynamics exhibit sustained periodic oscillations. This supercritical phase corresponds to the “swap phase” of the
nonreciprocal Ising model [7, 8|, characterised by deterministic cycling of the order parameters.

Thus, the model (1) captures the two dynamical phases that replace static order in the nonreciprocal Ising model [7]:
the swap phase, characterised by deterministic oscillations, and the cyclic nucleation phase, marked by noise-driven
transitions in a preferred sequence. This makes it a minimal and analytically tractable proxy for isolating the essential
mechanisms underlying these behaviours. In particular, we will show that it reproduces the core feature of the Escher
cycle observed in the cyclic nucleation phase.

In the remainder of this paper, we focus exclusively on this subcritical regime 0 < v < ~., where the Escher cycle
emerges. Here, the eight peripheral fixed points are smoothly perturbed from their equilibrium positions. We label
the stable fixed points in clockwise order as X = A,B,C,D and the unstable ones as X = P,Q,R,S, as shown in
Fig. 1, where the perturbed fixed points are indicated in black to distinguish from the equilibrium points in grey. The
fixed point A is located at

1 A
ZA:(xA;yA) with $A:—2\/3+m_\/2(1+4’72)_2 ]‘_8727 yA:u’ (4)

and the nearby unstable point P is given by

1
zp = (zp, yp) with xp:—z\/3—\/l—872—\/2(1—1—4’)/2)—2 1-8v2, yp=—""—"—. (5)

The remaining fixed points are generated by successive 90° rotations of these solutions about the origin. We denote
the stable points (or attractors) by X € {A, B, C,D}, with zx the location of the fixed point itself and Dx its basin
of attraction, i.e. the set of initial conditions that converge to X under the deterministic flow.

In parts of this work, we analyse the system in the weak-coupling regime v — 0. Up to third order in -, the fixed
points are given by

1 5 1 5
Ta =145+ §72 +0(*), ya=+l+57 - §72 +0(v%), (6a)
1
ap = —7 + 0%, yp = +1+ 57"+ 07, (6b)
1 5 2 3 1 5 2 3
mp =41+ 57 - 27" +0(r%), yp =+1— o7 =27 +0(). (6¢)

We include the expansion for B to highlight an important asymmetry: we have zg —xa = O(1) but yg —ya = O(y?).
This separation of scales allows us to develop a reduced 1d description of the model, see Sec. IV.

III. LARGE DEVIATION THEORY AND THE QUASIPOTENTIAL

A central goal of this paper is to understand how nonreciprocal coupling shapes the steady-state distribution
Py (z) of the system (1) in the metastable regime, i.e. for subcritical coupling |y| < 7. and weak noise e. The key



questions are how noise drives transitions between metastable states, and how these transitions determine the steady
state. Large-deviation theory provides a framework to answer this question, specifically via the theory of Freidlin and
Wentzell [15]: this Section summarises the most relevant parts of that theory. It is convenient to interpret the drift R
as defining a dynamical system: our discussion uses that this has only a finite set of isolated equilibria (fixed points)
and no limit cycles (recall that we assumed || < ).

A central object is the quasipotential F, which governs rare-event probabilities and encodes the large-deviation

structure of Py in the small-noise limit
F
Py(z) < exp <—(Z)) , (7)

€
or, equivalently,

F(z):= —lii%elog Py (2). (8)

The form (7) resembles the Boltzmann distribution. The quasipotential F' also plays the role of an effective non-
equilibrium potential, in the sense that it decreases monotonically along deterministic relaxation and thus serves as
a Lyapunov function, while € acts as an effective temperature. For equilibrium systems, which correspond here to
R = —VU, one has F(z) = U(z) — Uy with Uy = min, U(z).

Inserting (7) as a WKB ansatz into the stationary Fokker—Planck equation associated to Eq. (1) and retaining only
the leading order in € yields the stationary Hamilton—Jacobi equation (HJE) [38]

VF(z)- (R(z)+ VF(z)) =0. (9)

Solving (9) is nontrivial and is typically addressed via characteristics. However, this method does not provide a
unique solution in non-equilibrium systems, because multiple characteristics may reach the same point under identical
boundary conditions. For instance, in the model (1) for sufficiently large interaction strength v, a characteristic
following the “around-the-back” route A —B — C— D can compete with a direct route A — D to the same endpoint
D, even if the latter path is shorter.

The ambiguities are resolved by constructing F' from a minimum-action principle, based on the Freidlin—Wentzell
(FW) action, which is defined for any absolutely continuous trajectory ¢ : [to, ;] — R? as

Slel = 1 [ 1) = R(e) | ar (10)

The FW large-deviation principle specifies the probability that a stochastic trajectory z(¢) remains close to a prescribed
path o(t), as

S
P(z(t) ~ cp(t)) = exp (—M> . (11)
€
Deterministic trajectories ¢ = R(y) have zero action and are therefore “typical”’, whereas deviations cause positive
action and are exponentially suppressed. The following Secs. IIT A and III B explain how F' can be obtained by finding
instantons (fluctuation paths) that minimise this action.

A. Relative quasipotential

As an intermediate step for the calculation of F', we consider the quasipotential relative to a fixved point X (RQP),
which is the minimal action required for a fluctuation path to carry the system from the fixed point zx to a target
point z:

Fx(z):= %r;fo w(_mT;rizX Sl (12)
©(0)=2

Clearly Fx(zx) = 0. Minimisation with respect to the path ¢ also shows that Fx solves the HJE (9).

The minimising paths of (12) are optimal fluctuation paths (instantons). Since zx is a fixed point, the optimal
transition time 7' is infinite, and the instanton approaches zx exponentially as ¢ — —oco. It is therefore natural to
view these paths as trajectories on (—oo,0]. The optimal fluctuation path from X to z is then

ox_z(t) = argmin Sl (13)
p(—o0)=zx,¢(0)=2



As noted above, equilibrium systems have global quasipotential F(z) = U(z) — Uy. However, the RQP is still
non-trivial in general. If X is a stable fixed point and z is in the basin of attraction of X, then the equilibrium RQP is
F)((O)(z) =U(z) —U(zx). (Here and below, the zero superscript indicates equilibrium.) The equilibrium RQP differs
from the (global) quasipotential by a constant offset, Uy — U(zx). If z is outside the basin of attraction of X then
the relationship between the RQP and U is more complicated. For example, one sees from Eq. (10) that the RQP is
non-decreasing along minimal-action paths, but this is not the case for U.

An important result for the following is that the equilibrium instanton gag?)_w obeys

d —(0
S0 =RY (W0,.0). t<o,

dt X—z X—z — (14)
R N O N M () S
where
RY(2) = —VU(2) + 2vFO(2), (15)

is called the fluctuation drift [38]. Note that this quantity depends itself on the RQP whose determination requires
the instanton, so (15) is not an explicit solution to the minimisation problem (13). However, it is a property of the
solution that will be useful in the following.

For z within the basin of attraction of X, we recall that VF(©) = VU so also ﬁg?)(z) = VU(z). Comparing with
R(O)(z) = —VU(z), one sees that the instanton trajectory is related by time-reversal to the spontaneous relaxation
trajectory from z to X: this is the Onsager—Machlup symmetry. Instantons connecting fixed points to positions z
outside their basins of attraction will be discussed for specific cases below.

Returning to the general (non-equilibrium) case, note that more than one local minimiser of S may connect X to
the same target. Let ¢% ., denote the k-th local minimiser: the kth branch of Fy is then

F¥(2) = S[¢k ] (16)
and the RQP at z is given by their pointwise minimum over branches

Fx(2) = min FY(2). (17)

As a pointwise minimum of continuous functions, F'y itself is continuous, but it may lose differentiability at locations
where the minimiser switches from one branch to another.

A comparison of such branches is relevant for the “round-the-back” route from A to D in Fig. 1, as already mentioned
above. That is, when calculating Fa(zp) for that model, one may construct a path going directly from A to D (via
S) that is a local minimum of S; there is also a locally-minimising path that goes via B,C (and the intervening
saddles). The solution of Eq. (12) is obtained by minimising the action over the branches, as dictated by (17). The
same principle applies when calculating the RQP Fx(z) for a generic point z: the instanton which solves Eq. (12)
may go directly from X, or it may pass through one or more intermediate fixed points. Moreover, the solution of
Eq. (12) may switch between different branches as z is varied, which leads to singularities in Fx. (We have focussed
here on branches that involve intermediate fixed points because these will be relevant below; in general there can also
be degenerate minimisers of S without any intermediate fixed points [31, 37, 39].)

B. Global quasipotential

Physically, the RQP Fx(z) measures how unlikely is a fluctuation from X to z. One interpretation of the global
quasipotential F'(z) is that it measures how unlikely is a fluctuation into z, starting from the steady state. This may
be obtained from the RQPs by considering all possible fixed points as origins for the fluctuation, and their relative
probabilities as starting points. To this end we introduce for each stable fixed point X an offset Wx such that

Py(zx) = e~ Wxle, (18)

[so F(zx) = Wx, by Eq. (7)]. The offsets can be computed [15] by considering a discrete-state Markov chain whose
states are the stable fixed points, and with transition rates from X to Y given by kx_y = e Fx(2v)/e (an example
is given in Sec. VII, below). This steady state of this Markov chain also obeys Eq. (18) which allows determination



full 2d system 1d reaction coordinate
T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T ]
1 g amon 2
L A . *B" ]
i i projection

y OF ]
71:* L]?“*ﬂraﬁﬁcﬁ ,:

:\ P IR R R I N R S ‘: ® © A ° L3 o . °

-1 0 1 C D A B
‘T S

FIG. 2. Projection of the 2d system onto the 1d reaction coordinate ¢. Left: Instantons (orange) between attractors A, B,
C, and D in clockwise direction for small interaction strength . Centre: Reaction coordinate ¢ obtained by projecting the
instantons from the 2d system. Note that the reaction coordinate is periodic. Right: Global QP F(s) visualised as a height
variable above the 1d reaction coordinate which lies in the 2d configuration space (z,y).

of the Wx’s. The global QP is then assembled by shifting each RQP by its offset, and taking the minimum over all
attractors

F(Z) = II}}H{F)((Z) + Wx} . (19)

In equilibrium the basin offsets reduce to simple potential differences. Since the stationary distribution is exactly
Gibbs, and we consider the zero-temperature limit, Eq. (18) gives W)(f )~ U (zx) —miny U(zx). The global con-
struction (19) then collapses to the familiar equilibrium form (at zero-temperature): F(9)(z) = U(z) — minx U(zx).

The pointwise minimisation principle (19) for the global quasipotential has some similar implications to the min-
imisation principle (12) for the RQP: as z varies, the solution may switch between different branches, leading to
singularities. From Eq. (19), F is again continuous as a function of z but may have discontinuities in its deriva-
tives, which arise when different choices of X are degenerate. As z is varied across the discontinuity, the dominant
fluctuation path changes its origin from one fixed point to another.

To close this Section, we note that our description of the Freidlin—Wentzell theory involves two distinct variational
principles, which are Egs. (12,19): these together determine both the RQP and the global quasipotential. We empha-
size that these two minimisations can both lead to singularities in the RQP and global quasipotential. Singularities
in the RQP come from (12) and involve paths with the same initial and final points, where the behaviour at interme-
diate times has a discontinuous change as z is varied. On the other hand, singularities in the global quasipotential
may also originate from step-changes in initial point X of the optimal path Eq. (19). We further distinguish between
second-order singularities, where the function remains continuous in the first derivative (C1) but loses C? smoothness,
and first-order singularities, where even the first derivative is discontinuous across the switching set, leaving only C°
continuity. Recalling that both F' and Fx solve the HJE, we note that whenever such non-differentiabilities appear in
these functions, the HJE must be interpreted in the weak, or viscosity, sense, through comparison with smooth test
functions [40].

IV. QUASIPOTENTIAL IN ONE DIMENSION

In the following we will analyse F' and F'x for the model of Fig. 1. As a warm-up, we first consider projection of
the model onto a 1d coordinate. In this reduced setting the Hamilton—Jacobi equation can be solved explicitly, and
instantons can be approximated in a straightforward way, so that both relative and global QPs can be obtained in
closed form. The example shows how the RQP and global quasipotential can be assembled, as outlined in Sec. III.
Although simplified, the 1d construction already reveals how nonreciprocity and the nature of the Escher-cycle shape
the structure of the QP.

A. Solution of the Hamilton—Jacobi equation in one dimension

Analysis of the quasipotential is simple in 1d because the Hamilton—Jacobi equation reduces to an ordinary differ-
ential equation with only two possible solution branches. Consider a generic 1d system with periodic coordinate ¢



and drift r(c),

¢=1(¢) + V2e£(1), (20)

where ¢ is a white noise. The RQP Fx (<) then satisfies

Fx () +7(s) Fx(s) = 0, (21)
which admits only two pointwise solutions,
0 (downhill)
jad _ ’ 22
x(<) {—r(c) (uphill). (22)

The task is therefore to decide, at each position, which of these two branches applies. Recall, the deciding principle
is that Fx solves (12). This leads to a straightforward interpretation: the instanton from X to ¢ generally includes
some parts where it moves parallel to r(s) (“downhill”) and others where it is antiparallel (“uphill”). For downhill
segments the instanton has ¢ = r, the action stays constant along the instanton, and Fx is also constant F% (s) = 0.
For uphill segments the solution to (12) corresponds to F%(s) = —r(s): the action accumulates along the instanton.

B. Projection onto 1d reaction coordinate

We now reduce the dynamics among the fixed points of Fig. 1 to motion along a 1d reaction coordinate along which
the QP can be calculated explicitly, for small . This construction is possible because the instantons connecting the
fixed points have a simple geometry.

Figure 2 shows the projection. The left panel depicts the full dynamics with four attractors A, B, C,D connected
by instantons (orange) in the clockwise direction set by v > 0. In the right panel we introduce a 1d coordinate ¢ that
runs along these instantons, mapping each fixed and intermediate point of the 2d cycle onto a position on the ¢-axis.
The full cycle A - B — C — D — A thus becomes a periodic coordinate. In this reduced description, advancing
in ¢ corresponds to following the instanton through successive basins, and wrapping around closes the cycle. The
projection into 1d greatly simplifies the analysis; the use of periodic boundaries ensures that the ordering of the fixed
points is respected.

Recall that we consider the weak-noise limit ¢ — 0, and that the interaction strength v is small. To illustrate the
construction of the quasipotential, consider the transition A — B. In equilibrium, v = 0, the two degrees of freedom
x and y are uncoupled. The transition from A to B involves only a change in the z-coordinate, since yp = yg. The
corresponding instanton is therefore the straight line connecting xa and xp, with the y-component fixed throughout.
When 7 is nonzero but small, the instanton acquires corrections around the equilibrium path. However, the expansions
of the fixed points given in Egs. (6) show a scale separation between the two coordinates,

za —xp = O(1), ya —ys = O(y?). (23)
To first order, the y-coordinate can therefore be regarded as constant. In Fig. 2, this separation of scales manifests
itself in the nearly linear form of the instantons, which are simply rotated as a whole around the origin by the
first-order corrections to the fixed point coordinates.

Between A and B, the projection is therefore explicitly defined by setting the reaction coordinate equal to z, while
freezing the y-component at its value in A,

r=¢,  y=yas=1+00?. (24)

The choice of y = ya is arbitrary; any constant value along the instanton would lead to the same result to first order.
As a consequence, the dynamics along the projected coordinate ¢ takes the form of Eq. (20), with effective drift

r(s) =¢—¢’+7, (25)

for ¢a < ¢ < <g (with a5 = za,B). We write A = ¢g —¢a = xp — x4 for the distance between adjacent minima.
Fourfold rotational symmetry of Fig. 1 means that the period of the coordinate ¢ is 4A.
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FIG. 3. Relative and global QPs in the 1d reduction as a function of ¢ for /7. = 0.2. (a) Construction of the clockwise
(+) and counter-clockwise (-) branches of the RQP Fi. Thick lines indicate initial construction between A and B, thin line
shows the periodic extension. (b) Construction of the RQP Fa (highlighted by a thick light red line with shaded region) as
the minimum of both branches. The circle marks a first-order singularity in Fa. (c¢) The global QP F(s) (shown as a thick
dark red line with shading), constructed as the minimum over the four RQPs Fx (<) associated with the stable fixed points
X € {A,B,C,D}. The RQPs Fx for X = B,C,D are obtained from Fa via translation in space. The squares mark the
first-order singularities in F' which are located away from saddles and minima, both of which are marked by the dotted vertical
lines.

C. Relative quasipotential

We now construct the RQP Fu (<) for the full domain of ¢ by piecing together results from the different regions
(which are separated by minima and saddles). We begin with the segment between the fixed point A and the saddle
P. In this region, the instanton moving clockwise from A moves against the drift r(<), so we use the uphill solution
in (22) to obtain

S
Fa(s) = f/ r(s) du = u(s) — u(sa), sa < ¢ <gp, (26)
SA
where we have introduced
1
u(s) = = [ (0) de = (1= P =75+ OG2) (27)

The resulting F (<) and u(s) are shown as the black and thick purple lines in Fig. 3(a).

To obtain the part of Fx between the saddle S and A, we use symmetry arguments. So far, our projection was
only derived for the segment A — P. However, by rotational symmetry in x,y plane [Fig. 1], the transition A — S is
equivalent to B — P. Since B — P is also uphill, repeating the above analysis yields

Fg(s) =u(s) —u(ss), s << <, (28)
shown in thick yellow in Fig. 3(a). Then the symmetry implies that
Fa(Q)=Fp(c+4), @=¢<qa. (29)

Combining (26,29) the RQP relative to A is

_Ju(s) —ulsa), sa <¢ <¢p,
Fals) = {u(g +A) —ul(sg), ss<¢<ga. (30)
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This stitching produces a third-order singularity at ¢ = ¢a, which is due to the “corner” at A in the instanton path
[Fig. 2(a)]: our focus is on first- and second-order singularities, so we do not analyse higher-order singularities in what
follows. From this expression we can extract the barrier heights to the clockwise and counter-clockwise saddles:

1
AFT = Fa(se) = ulsp) —ulsa) = 3 =7+ 0(?),
: (31)
AF™ = Fa(ss) = ulss) —ulsa) = 7 +7+0(y?),
Here we see the first effect of non-reciprocity: while at equilibrium (v = 0) the barriers are degenerate, a positive 7
lowers the clockwise barrier and raises the counter-clockwise one,

AFt < AF™, v > 0. (32)

This asymmetry reflects the intuitive fact that transitions in the direction favoured by the non-reciprocal drive become
cheaper.

Next we consider the segment between the saddle P and the minimum B. Assume (see below) that the instanton
from A to any point in this region proceeds via P. The action is an integral along the instanton so the quasipotential
can be decomposed as

Fa(c) = Fa(sp) + Fp(s), p << <¢B. (33)
Moreover, the drift r points away from P, so one takes the downhill solution in (22), leading to
Fp(c)=0, <a<c<gp. (34)

Then using Eq. (33) and combining with results above we obtain

u(s +A) —u(sp), ss<s <qa,
Fa(e) = quls) —ulsa), sa << <¢p, (35)
AFT, p <5<,

which gives the RQP everywhere between S and B.
One sees that the RQP develops a flat segment between P and B, see Fig. 3(a). This plateau has no counterpart in

the underlying potential u(s) (or any 1d projection of it), but it already appears in the equilibrium RQP ijlo). The
RQP Fa generically has a second-order singularity at the transition point ¢p: its first derivative is continuous [note
u’(sp) = 0], but the second derivative is discontinuous [because u”(sp) # 0]. We will encounter more of these features
in the following.

To make further progress, we return to the assumption above, that the instanton from A to B proceeds via P. The
instanton from A to a generic point may start by travelling clockwise (via P) or counter-clockwise (via S). We write
F* for the minimal action along a clockwise path and F'~ for the minimal action along an anticlockwise path: these
are examples of the “branches” that were anticipated in Eq. (16). Then Eq. (17) becomes

Fa(s) = min { Fy (), Fix (s)}- (36)

These two branches of the RQP can be computed by following the relevant instanton away from A and using formulae
analogous to Eq. (33). For example, suppose that Fy (¢q) and Fj (sc) have already been calculated; then for any
point between Q and C, the branches of the RQP obey

Fi(Q)=Fi()+Fj(),  Fyls)=Fx(sc)+Fg(s) (37)

for ¢q < ¢ <¢c. (Physically, one either travels clockwise to Q and then keeps going clockwise from Q to the point of
interest; or, travel counterclockwise to C and then further counter-clockwise to the point of interest.) Calculation of
F3 () in this region uses the downhill solution of Eq. (22), while F (c) uses the uphill solution.

Figure 3(b) shows both branches as obtained by this construction, together with the resulting Fa (s). For the generic
case (v # 0) there is a single point ¢* where Fy = F, > 0. The RQP Fj has a first-order singularity (kink) at this
point, which separates two regions where instantons follow either clockwise or counter-clockwise paths. Note however
that in equilibrium (7 = 0), the two branches are degenerate throughout the range ¢q < ¢ < g and there is no kink.

Physically, a qualitative effect of v > 0 is that for points between ¢g and ¢*, the instanton from A travels clockwise,
contrary to the equilibrium case where it travelled by the (shorter) counter-clockwise path. The competition between
clockwise and counter-clockwise routes provides a clear example of how nonreciprocity and cyclic topology combine to
generate singularities in the quasipotential landscape. We will encounter further instances of such singularities when
constructing the QP in 2d.
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D. Global 1d quasipotential

The global quasipotential F(¢) in the 1d projection is obtained from the RQPs by (19), which we recall amounts
to deciding the most likely starting point for a fluctuation to ¢. In the present system the construction is simplified
due to symmetry under 90° rotations in the x,y plane. This means that the offsets Wx in (18,19) are identical and
equal to zero for all stable points X = A, B, C,D. Hence,

F(c) = i Fx(<).
(<) xe(n L x (<) (38)

By the same symmetry, the RQPs Fx (<) for X = B, C,D follow directly from Fa(s) under translation by integer
multiples of A. Physically, the minimisation reflects that the system can arrive at a given ¢ via fluctuations from
different basins, and with all minima equally weighted in the stationary state, the most probable history dominates.

Figure 3(c) illustrates the resulting global quasipotential, while the right panel of Fig. 2 shows the same construction
mapped back onto the 2d configuration space. The global quasipotential (red curve with shading) appears as the lower
envelope of the four RQPs. Because all basins have equal weight, the landscape repeats four times with identical
depth, so that the global F(¢) appears as the same basin pasted around the cycle. The structure retains the flat
regions beyond saddles already present in the local construction, and acquires a characteristic sawtooth profile: each
basin is smooth on its right flank but develops a sharp feature on its left.

The four kinks [squares in Fig. 3(c)] mark the points where the minimisation in (38) switches from one RQP to
another. These are first-order singularities. As in the local construction, the equilibrium limit restores symmetry and
the corresponding crossovers become second-order, so the appearance of first-order singularities in F(s) is a direct
signature of nonreciprocity. It is important to note, however, that these cusps are distinct from the singularities that
arise within the RQPs. Indeed, in our example none of the first-order singularities (marked by circles in Fig. 3(c)) of
the local construction survive the global minimisation (38); the only singularities in the global QP are those generated
by the switching between basins at the global level (squares in Fig. 3(c)).

Thus, even in this reduced 1d setting, the global QP displays a rich structure. It combines smooth segments with
flat regions and singularities that arise at two distinct levels of stitching in the assembly of the local and global QPs.
In the next section we examine how these features generalise to 2d. In particular, we will examine how first-order
singularities manifest in 2d and how the flat regions beyond saddles are reshaped by the nonequilibrium drive.

V. PERTURBATIVE CALCULATION OF THE RELATIVE QUASIPOTENTIAL

We now extend the computation of the RQP from the 1d projected manifold to the full 2d plane. The central idea is
to expand the RQP around the equilibrium limit, treating the nonreciprocal part of the drift as a small perturbation,
following the method of Bouchet et al. [35]. We work here to first order in +y, which enables some exact results.

We write

Fx(z) = F{(2) + 7F{ (2) + 0(?), (39)

where F' )((0 ) is the RQP at equilibrium and the goal is to compute F' )((1 ). As illustrated in Sec. III, the equilibrium
RQP already features singularities: we assume that the instanton path of the equilibrium system is smooth between
X and z. This restricts the domain of validity for z, but it will be sufficient for the following analysis.

We now recall the method of [35], which we present here for the specific case of the first-order perturbative correction.
Inserting the drift R = —VU + 4T together with the expansion (39) into the HJE (9) and collecting terms of order

~ yields a first-order equation for F)((1 ),
VFY(2) RY (2) = ~VF{ (2) - T(2) (40)

where ﬁg?)(z) is the equilibrium fluctuation drift defined in Eq. (15). Now let <p(0) (t) be an equilibrium instanton

X—z
connecting X to z, so it solves (14). We consider how F )((1) varies along the instanton:

L PO, 0) = VED (62,.0) - S0

& X X—z X—z dt X—z
—(0)
=VF ($0.0) - RY (¢, (1) (41)

= - VPP ($L.0) T (¢, 1) |
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FIG. 4. Direct vs. indirect stationary paths in the 2d system connecting the stable fixed point A with targets z. These are the
instantons that were computed numerically for 7v/v. = 0.1 and z = (—0.243,0.2) and (—0.242,0.2). The direct path connects
A and z directly, while the indirect path passes through the unstable fixed point P on the way. For each of the two points,
direct and indirect paths both exist as local minima of the action; we only show the global minimum in each case, to illustrate
its switch between the branches.

where the first equality is the chain rule, the second is (14), and the third is (40). Integrating this expression in time
gives the first-order correction

0
1 1),_(0 0 0 0
FO(2) = PO - / VEL ($0,.0) T (¢2,.(0) at, (42)
where zﬁ?) is the position of the fixed point X in the equilibrium case. Note however that F'x(zx) = 0 by definition

[where zx is the y-dependent fixed point|, and that Fx is quadratic near zx, and that zx = zé?) + O(7), which
means that FX(zE?)) = O(v?) and hence F)((l)(zgg ) =0.

Therefore, combining (39) and (42)

0
Fx(2) = FO() —7 [ VFQ (W2.0) T (40.0) dt +00?) (43)

gives the RQP up to first order. Importantly, this expression depends only on known quantities: an equilibrium
instanton <p(0) (t), the equilibrium RQP F )((0 ), and the first-order part of the drift T'. Recall, its validity relies on

the instanto)ri_b)zing smooth between X and z. It also relies on the validity of the perturbative expansion in Eq. (39).
To see the limitations that this entails, note that Eq. (39) is formally valid for both signs of 7 [35] but the results of
Figs. 2,3 show profound asymmetries in the response to -y, depending on its sign. These effects occur near singular
points of F'x, where the radius of convergence of the perturbation expansion vanishes. Nevertheless, the following
Section shows how accurate approximations for Fy can be obtained at small finite v, by stitching together RQPs

relative to different fixed points.

VI. QUASIPOTENTIAL IN TWO DIMENSIONS

In this section, we calculate the full 2d quasipotential F'(z) associated with the stochastic dynamics in Eq. (1) to
leading order in v, and we compare the results with numerical calculations obtained at finite . The 1d calculation in
Sec. IV provided an analytically tractable example of how the quasipotential is constructed in a system with multiple
metastable states. There, the quasipotential was built in three steps: first by identifying two distinct branches Ff\t (<)
of the RQP associated with the action in clockwise and counter-clockwise direction; next by taking their minimum to
define the RQP F4(¢); and finally by assembling the global quasipotential F'(¢) as the minimum over RQPs associated
with each metastable basin. This three-step procedure is also used in the full 2d setting.

The key difference in 2d is that there is a greater diversity of paths connecting a point z to a fixed point X. (In
1d, only clockwise and counter-clockwise paths were considered, but this is not sufficient for 2d.) However, it still
suffices to consider two types of path, from which the quasipotential can be computed, to first order in . The first
type of path (which we call “direct”) connects the initial fixed point to the target point along a smooth trajectory.
The second type (“indirect”) visits one or more other fixed points along the way, resulting in a two-stage instanton.
An example is given in Fig. 4. These different paths define two separate branches of the RQP [recall Eq. (16)].
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FIG. 5. Construction of RQPs based on the two branches of the RQP for v = 0.1.. The contours are equally spaced between

0.05 and 0.6, and include the saddle contour i — 0.17¢ =~ 0.216. Left: Direct branch of the RQP. The red shaded region

highlights parts of the direct branch that break monotonicity in z-direction. Centre: Indirect branch of the RQP. Right: The
RQP Fa, showing the regions where it derives from each branch. The black line marks the boundary where the instanton path
switches from direct to indirect. The thick part of this line highlights the first-order part region where indirect and direct paths
are distinct, see also Fig. 8.

A. Step 1: branches of the relative quasipotential

1.  Direct branch

We first compute the direct branch RQP starting from fixed point A. (Due to the underlying Z4 symmetry of the
system, the remaining RQPs Fx(z) for X = B,C,D can then be obtained by 90° rotations.) For the equilibrium
system, it turns out that direct paths only exist for points z in the basin of attraction of point A. We denote this
by DX)) = {(z,y) : © < 0,y > 0}. Recall that for z € DX)), the equilibrium RQP Féo) is equal to the potential U
defined in Eq. (2), as discussed in Sec. III. The corresponding equilibrium instanton @f)_)z (t) solving Eq. (14) can be
calculated exactly because the drift is separable in  and y at v = 0: it is given by

0= (720)) (44
with
olt,s) = al (45)

24+ (1—s2)e2t
This path originates from the correct equilibrium fixed point: lim;_, QOX)LZ (t) = z(AO) =(—1,1) for any z € fo).
Substituting VF jgo) = VU and (44) into the integral expression (43), we obtain the first-order correction to the QP

7 = [ w0 (60,.0) T (s 0) @ = EEDOZ), (10

where the — indicates the direct branch. Using (43), we obtain the direct branch of the RQP to first order in + for
)

points z = (x,y) € DX) :
(z +y)(1 —zy)

. O(v?). (47)

1 1
Fy'(z) = 1(1 —a?)? + 1(1 )+

This expression is plotted in the left panel of Fig. 5. Compared to the equilibrium potential U the contours of the
perturbed QP are “stretched” in the clockwise direction, resulting in a lower action at saddle P (located on the contour
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Fx = i —v =~ 0.22) compared to the equilibrium case with barrier 0.25, and compared to the saddle S (on the contour
Fx = 1+~ ~0.28), as evident from the contour lines.

To interpret the left panel of Fig. 5, it is important to remember that the O(4?) corrections in (47) have been
dropped, and a finite value of « has been substituted. The accuracy of the resulting estimates of Fy” relies on
smallness of higher-order terms. We show later (Fig. 6) that the estimates are accurate across most of Dg)). However,
there are regions near the edge of the basin where the perturbation expansion breaks down. This phenomenon is
discussed in Appendix B, using calculations for simpler models. In Fig. 5, the signature of this breakdown appears in
the red shaded region, where F';” is non-monotonic in z; this is associated with situations where the quasipotential
decreases along an instanton, which is in contradiction with (10). To avoid artefacts arising from this fact, we explain
in Appendix C that we adjust the perturbative estimate of Fi” when constructing the RQP.

2. Indirect branch

We now compute the indirect branch of the RQP, denoted Fi*(z). Specifically, we consider paths that travel
(directly) from A to the unstable fixed point P and then go directly to z. Hence,

Fi(2) = Fi (zp) + F57(2). (48)

From (47), the action for the direct path to P is Fi’(zp) = 1 — v+ O(¥?). [Continuity of the RQP means that (47)

is valid at zp, even though this point is not in the interior of DES).] To compute Fy’(z), we proceed analogously to
the direct branch. At v = 0, the equilibrium instantons satisfying Eq. (14) are

o0 (1) = (sign(x)g(—t,a:)) ’ (49)

Pz o(t,y)

valid for z € D;O) = {(x,y) : |z| <1,y > 0}. Note the z-component is a relaxation trajectory (“downhill”, as indicated
by the change in sign of ¢) so it does not incur any contribution to the action S. Hence,

F () = i(l -4%)?, (50)

for z € DI(DO). Inserting the instanton (49) into the integral expression (43), we obtain the RQP at first-order

F*(2) = 1 (1 — ) —yay(1 - 2)/1 e +0(7%) (51)
P 4 Y 7Ty 4 o [(1—22) + 22u2]1/2 [y2 + (1 — y2)u?]3/2 v

The integral can be expressed in terms of analytic continuations of elliptic functions, but we retain this form here, to
emphasize that it is real and positive for all z € DI(DO).

The centre panel of Fig. 5 shows Fii>. For v = 0 the contours would be horizontal (parallel to the x axis) but for
this positive value of v they tilt slightly clockwise, with the effect becoming more pronounced in the lower-left part
in Fig. 5(centre), where both = and y are small.

As a final remark for this section, note that the simple forms of Eqgs. (49) and (50) rely crucially on a structural
property of our model: for v = 0, the  component of the gradient VU only depends on z (and similarly for y). This
separability allows the decoupling of the equations and leads to closed-form expressions. Such simplifications are not
generic and should not be expected in arbitrary 2d systems, even in equilibrium. Therefore, the tractability here
stems not merely from perturbing around an equilibrium setup; it also relies on specific features of the model.

B. Step 2: Relative quasipotential
1. Construction of RQP

We now construct the relative quasipotential Fa (z) for the stable fixed point A. As discussed in Sec. III, the RQP

is given by the minimum action required to reach z from A. For the combined domain D/&O) U Dg)) = {(z,y) : y >
0,2 < 1}, this means

Fa(z) = min {Fy’ (2), F (2) ). (52)
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FIG. 6. Numerical evaluation of the RQP Fj for three values of interaction strength v/v. = 0,0.1,0.5. The left panel with
v/ve = 0 corresponds to the equilibrium baseline case, the centre panel with /v. = 0.1 showcases the limit of small interaction
in which we compare to analytical results (red circles), and the right panel with v/v. = 0.5 shows an example of a large
interaction, where in the bottom region a plateau of the RQP is visible as a large white region. Arrows exemplify points on
the contours shown where the RQP developed non-differentiable points as a result of minimisation in Eq. (52). The contours
are equally spaced between 0.05 and 0.6 and are passing through the value % — 0.17. =~ 0.216.

FIG. 7. The same numerical evaluation of the RQP Fa as in Fig. 6 but shown on a larger domain [—1.5,1.5]%.

Note however that F”(z) is only defined on Dgo)7 similarly F1>(z) is defined only on 'DI(DO). Hence, the minimisation

is non-trivial only in DX)) n D](E,O); if only one of the two objects is defined then this is the value that is taken. Also,
recall that the method of Appendix C is used to avoid artefacts associated with the breakdown of perturbation theory
for Fy”.

The resulting RQP Fj and the regions where each branch dominates the minimisation (52) are shown in the right
panel of Fig. 5. (These are the analytical results obtained by the perturbative expansions of the two branches.) The
red and orange regions indicate where the direct and indirect paths are optimal. The boundary between these regions
marks a switch in the dominant fluctuation path which we discuss below. Comparing Figs. 5 and 6 one sees that the
indirect branch is the relevant one throughout the (red shaded) region where the adjustment of Appendix C is applied.
Since the adjustment only affects the direct branch, this means that the results are not sensitive to fine details of the
adjustment procedure.

To complement these analytical results, we also performed numerical calculations using the method of [37], see
Appendix A for details. Fig. 6 shows F)y for increasing values of the nonreciprocal interaction . The plots illustrate
how the RQP is progressively deformed. In particular, the barrier is lowered along the direction of positive x, consistent
with the clockwise rotational bias induced by v > 0. This deformation favours fluctuation pathways aligned with the
non-equilibrium circulation.
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FIG. 8. Dissimilarity of the direct and indirect paths along the singular line shown in the right panel of Fig. 5 (black line) as
a function of the coordinate y, for v = 0.17.. This is quantified by the path dissimilarity [ oAt (t) — pindirect(t)|| dt, where
| - || denotes the Euclidean distance. The result shows that the cusp becomes weaker near the saddle at y ~ 1, where the two
trajectories coalesce, while away from the saddle the growing deviation between the two paths manifests as a sharper cusp in
the contour structure evident in the right panel of Fig. 5.

The centre panel of Fig. 6 compares the perturbative analytical result for Fa (markers) with the numerical results
(lines) for small nonreciprocal interaction strength v = 0.17.. In this regime, the agreement between analytical and
numerical results is excellent across most of the domain. Both the shape of the contours and the location of the
switching boundary between direct and indirect branches are captured with high accuracy. Notably, the singularity
along this boundary appears in both methods, confirming that the perturbative expansion captures not only smooth
features but also nontrivial structural elements of the QP landscape. Furthermore, the analytical result also resolves
the infinitesimally narrow escape channel to the right of the saddle P, which the numerical method cannot resolve.

Discrepancies become more pronounced near the centre of the domain, particularly around z = 0 and y = 0. While
numerics and analytics still agree qualitatively, they are slightly offset. As explained above, the behaviour near x = 0
is associated with the breakdown of perturbation theory, so this is not surprising. Even so, the agreement between
perturbative and numerical results is still semi-quantitative.

As in the 1d case, the RQP Fa can be extended further by stitching together additional branches to yield a global
covering of the full (x,y) space. The outcome of this construction is shown in Fig. 7. In both Figs. 6 and 7, the
flat segments identified in the 1d case (Sec. IV) persist in 2d, now appearing as flat regions and extended plateaus.
In equilibrium (left panels of Figs. 6,7), flat patches emerge beyond the saddles S and P, while a plateau forms
downstream of the maximum O. As in the 1d case, these features can be understood through the direct/indirect path
picture: once the system has paid the cost to reach a saddle, motion along its downhill directions does not accumulate
further action to leading order, so the RQP remains constant. The key difference in 2d is that saddles have both stable
and unstable directions. As a result, the RQP is flat only along the unstable direction, while it retains curvature in
the stable one. Out of equilibrium, the same structures persist but are sheared by non-reciprocity (right panels of
Figs. 6,7) and acquire directional anisotropy that couples the two coordinates.

2. Singularities of Fa

Recall from Sec. IV that the RQP exhibits singularities when projected along the one-dimensional periodic coordi-
nate. The singularities are second-order for the equilibrium system (y = 0) and otherwise first-order (the distinction
here is whether the gradient of the quasipotential is continuous at the transition, recall Sec. IIIB). In the left panels
of Figs. 6,7 (equilibrium cases), the second-order singularities appear in the contour lines as junctions between curved
and straight line segments. The first-order singularities are visible as the thick black line in the right panel of Fig. 5
and, for illustration, marked by arrows in Fig. 6 (though additional unmarked occurrences are also present). Along
these lines the QP remains continuous but loses differentiability, which reflects a change in the dominant path: on
one side the transition proceeds directly, while on the other it chooses the indirect path via the saddle.

For the first-order case, the singular features in the contour lines become less pronounced as one approaches the
saddle point P. This reflects that the direct and indirect paths become increasingly similar on approaching this point.
This effect is quantified Figure 8. (It is natural because the indirect path is defined to take a detour via P, but the size
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FIG. 9. Evaluation of the global quasipotential F' computed numerically and analytically for three interaction strengths: (Left)
The equilibrium baseline, v = 0. (Centre) Small non-reciprocity. v/~v. = 0.1. (Right) Moderate non-reciprocity, v/~. = 0.5.
Gray lines mark the switching lines ¥y where the minimising RQP in Eq. (53) changes. The yellow shading highlights the
region in which Fj is the local minimiser of Eq. (53), i.e. all z for which F(z) = Fa(z). Solid and open markers indicate stable
fixed points and unstable fixed points, respectively. Red dots in centre panel shows analytical perturbative results up to first
order in 7, demonstrating good agreement with numerics.

of this detour is very short if the final point is itself close to P.) Moreover, for y > 1 the direct equilibrium instanton
already passes via the saddle, so the two branches merge with each other. Mathematically, the switching line changes
character at this point: it represents a nonequilibrium, first-order singularity before the saddle, but it becomes a
second-order singularity after the saddle.

C. Step 3: Global quasipotential

We finally assemble the global quasipotential F'(z), which encodes the full landscape of rare-event probabilities
across the entire state space. To achieve this, we combine the RQPs Fx(z) associated with each stable fixed point
X € {A,B,C,D} using the general assembly rule defined in Eq. (19). As already explained in Sec. IVD the basin
offsets are equal to each other by symmetry, hence they must all be zero, and we have

F(z) Fx(z). (53)

= min
Xe{A,B,C,D}

Figure 9 shows the numerically computed global quasipotential F'(z) for the same interaction strengths as in Fig. 6.
(This is obtained from the numerical calculation of Fa, as explained in Appendix A.) As in Fig. 6, increasing the
interaction strength visibly deforms the contours by stretching the boundaries between RQP marked in grey clockwise
around the origin. The central panel of Fig. 9 also shows analytical results from perturbation theory (as points); these
match well with the numerics, similar to Figs. 6,7.

The gray lines in Fig. 9 indicate switching boundaries where the minimiser in Eq. (53) changes between different
RQPs. In the yellow region, for example, the global quasipotential coincides (up to a constant) with the RQP
associated with the stable point A, and analogous regions exist for the other stable fixed points. At these boundaries
the global quasipotential develops non-differentiable features, reflecting the competition between basins of origin: for
a point in the yellow region, among all instantons arriving from different fixed points, the dominant contribution is
the fluctuation starting at A.

As a consequence, the global quasipotential exhibits singularities on two structural levels. The first level arises
within each RQP, when the optimal fluctuation path from a given fixed point switches between direct and indirect
escape routes, producing non-differentiabilities in Fx(z). The second level emerges in the assembly of the global
quasipotential through the pointwise minimisation over local branches: wherever the minimising F'x in (53) changes,
additional switching singularities appear that separate the basins of attraction.

These levels reflect two features of the model, which the existence of several fixed points of the dynamics (multiple
metastable states) and the presence of non-equilibrium driving forces. The first feature necessitates patching together
RQPs to yield the global quasipotential; the second means that this quasipotential does not coincide with the (smooth)
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FIG. 10. Global QP for asymmetric interactions (1, y2), computed numerically for increasing degrees of asymmetry. The left
panel shows the symmetric case y1 = 72, which retains the Zs symmetry discussed in previous sections. In contrast, the centre
and right panels show asymmetric cases with v1 < -2, where the symmetry is reduced to Zz. This reduction is illustrated by
the yellow shaded regions, which indicate domains where Fg or Fp locally minimise Eq. (19). Gray lines mark the switching
lines ¥ps where the minimising RQP in Eq. (19) changes. To help visualise the asymmetry of the QP, the 7-th contour line is
highlighted in a dashed style. Diffusion constants are set to D1 = Dy = 1.

underlying potential energy surface, so that singularities may appear. The same two features are responsible for the
Escher cycle, which also requires that two (or more) of the metastable states have similar statistical weights in the
invariant measure.! One should also distinguish two types of non-equilibrium forcing: it is possible to stir the system
locally within its basins without affecting the quasipotential [41, 42]; the Escher cycle relies on a forcing that affects
transitions between basins, leading to a global circulation between then. We expect that generic non-equilibrium
systems will feature both global and local circulation, in which case one may expect Escher cycles to occur, given the
conditions above (multiple metastable states with comparable weights, and nonequilbrium forcing).

VII. REDUCED SYMMETRY CASE

Until now, our analysis has focused on a system with a single non-reciprocal coupling constant -y, and the noise terms
were equal for both coordinates x,y, giving rise to fourfold rotational (Z4) symmetry. This leads to identical offsets
Wx for all stable fixed points X € {A,B,C,D}. It is possible to break this symmetry by introducing asymmetries in
either the interactions [7, 8] or the noise. We implement this by writing

i=x—2%+ Y1y + \/2eD1 1 (), (54a)
J=y—y’ —yax+ /2Dy na(t), (54b)

where the parameters ~;,7, are the couplings (which are non-reciprocal in general); also Dy, Do multiply the noise
acting on each coordinate. Either source of asymmetry (1 # ~2 or D1 # Ds) reduces the rotational symmetry of
the system from fourfold to twofold, breaking the degeneracy between metastable states and leading to unequal basin
offsets. Note that for «1 Dy + 72 D; = 0 the couplings are in fact reciprocal, and the system has detailed balance,
with a Boltzmann steady state and quasipotential F(x,y) = (2% —1)2/(4D1) — (y* — 1)?/(4D32) — v12y/ D1, such that
the drift in (54) is R = —diag(D;, D2)VF. This means that non-reciprocal interactions can be quantified by a single
coupling constant v Dy 4 2 D;.

Ilustrative numerical results for this case are shown in Figure 10. We take D; = Dy = 1 and parameterise
1,2 =7(1 F A) so that A = 0 recovers Z4 symmetry. Fixing v = 0.17,., we increase A: the reduction to Zy symmetry
is apparent because the four minima in the quasipotential landscape are no longer equally deep, and the basins

1 If one state is overwhelmingly dominant in the invariant measure then rare excursions to other states may still take place by mechanisms
that violate time-reversal symmetry, but we do not call these Escher cycles.
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surrounding them have different sizes. In plotting these illustrative results we used the perturbative approximation of
Eq. (58) below, which is sufficiently accurate for these purposes. It reduces to Wa = We = 0 and Wi = Wp = 29\
for this case.

A perturbative calculation of the RQPs for this reduced symmetry model is presented in App. D, which also shows
the accuracy of perturbation theory for the state points considered in Figure 10. The zeroth order case has v = 5 = 0
but D # D5 in general, and we expand in ~1,y2. For the Escher cycle, the most relevant quantities are the values
at the saddles, which are analogous to AF*' from Eq. (38); these set the barriers for transitions around the cycle
(see however [43]). The reduced symmetry now means that barrier crossings from B — C and D — A (“vertical”
in Figure 10) have a different barrier height from those from A — B and C — D (“horizontal”). The perturbative
calculation of the RQP yields its value at the saddle points:

1 /1
Fa(zp) = Fo(2r) = — ( —71) + 0(7127722”7172)7

D, \4
11 1 (55)
Fa(sa) = Fo(ss) = 5. (1~ ) + 002 ).

For the global quasipotential we use Eq. (19), which requires the basin offsets. The Zs symmetry means that
Wa = We and Wy = Wp. As stated in Sec. III B these can be obtained from a Markov chain whose transition rates
are kx_y = e~ ¥x(=v)/¢ which in the current system means

—(1—4v1)/(4eD1) —(144~1)/(4eDy)

kasp=kcsp~e kA =kpsc=e
—(1-4v2)/(4eD2) —(1+472)/(4eD>) (56)

kpc =kpsa e kcop=kasp=~e

where the approximate equalities reflect that the arguments of the exponentials have been evaluated at first order in
perturbation theory. This Markov chain has steady state probabilities

A = 7ig = ka*)A + k‘D*}A T = Tp = kA%B + kC*}B (57)
2(kg—a + kpoa + kass + keos)’ 2(kgsa + kpoa + kasss + koss)

Using Wx = lim,_,o[—€log mx] yields

Wa = We = max{0, — AW}, Wp = Wp = max{0, AW} (58)
with
2v2/Ds Dy < Ds,
AW = q (v2—=m)/D1, Dy =D, , (59)
—2’)/1/D1 s Dy > Ds.

The approximate equality here reflects that the result is accurate up to corrections at O(72,72,v172). [Note also, this
result is perturbative in 71, o with fixed Dy, D5 so it does not cover cases with Dy — Dy = O().] As expected, larger
v, increases 7, mp at the expense of 74, mc, while large 7, has the opposite effect.

The results of Figure 10 have 71 < 72, hence the basins for B, D are smaller (highlighted with the yellow shading).
One also sees that the basins surrounding A, C acquire a mutual boundary (grey line segment passing through the
origin). Physically, the main points to emphasize are the reduction from Z4 to Zs symmetry, and the fact that the
non-trivial basin offsets are computed from a Markov chain that describes the dynamics of hopping among the fixed
points.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have analysed a model for two coupled global order parameters z,y (or equivalently, a single particle moving
in two dimensions). We considered a low-noise limit where the dynamics is described by rare hopping events between
fixed points of the noise-free dynamics, which is described by Freidlin-Wentzell theory [15]. This allows computation of
quasipotentials relative to each fixed point (RQPs), which are patched together to obtain the (global) quasipotential.
In general, this patching also requires computation of basin offsets, based on a Markov chain that describes hopping
among the local minima of the quasipotential.

The model has a non-reciprocal coupling v between the order parameters — it can be motivated as a mean-field
version of the nonreciprocal Ising model of Avni et al. [7, §]. In the general case, this Markov chain has a steady state
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that breaks time-reversal symmetry, with rare transitions among its four basins, around the Escher cycle A ;B,C,D.
Each step in the cycle occurs at an exponentially-distributed time whose mean scales as e"2F/¢ for an appropriate
barrier (quasipotential difference) AF. Hence, the time taken to complete a Escher cycle is stochastic, in contrast to
the limit cycles which occur in this model for larger v, and have a fixed period.

For small values of v, we analysed this behaviour in two ways: first by projecting the configuration space onto a
one-dimensional reaction coordinate, and then by a perturbative calculation of the quasipotential as a function of
(z,y). The perturbative calculation uses that the quasipotential solves a Hamilton-Jacobi equation, but it also uses
a variational characterisation of the RQP in terms of instantons, see also [25, 26]. The analytical results rely on the
simple structure of the model, but we argue that the qualitative behaviour is generic. We also evaluate the RQP
numerically using the method of Kikuchi et al. [37]: the results agree with perturbation theory for small v (as they
should); the same qualitative behaviour is present for large « too.

The resulting QP landscapes display rich nonequilibrium signatures, combining smooth wells coexisting with flat
plateaux and sharp, non-differentiable switching lines. The plateaux are the 2d continuation of 1d linear segments and
arise from fluctuation pathways that pass through saddles; geometrically, the flat directions coincide with downbhill
parts leaving the saddle, along which the action does not increase. The non-differentiable features have two distinct
origins. First, within a basin, multiple local minimising paths of the action can exist, and when their relative action
cross, the global minimiser switches and produces a cusp in the RQP. In contrast to 1d where such non-differentiable
sets are limited to points, we find non-differentiable lines in 2d. We make the origin of such cusps explicit by stitching
the actions along the competing smooth minimisers via a pointwise minimisation. Second, when assembling the global
QP from local pieces across basins, the globally minimising RQP can also switch which produces additional kinks
where the dominant RQP changes.

In a broader context, it may be possible to link the construction discussed here to nucleation in the full, finite
nonreciprocal Ising model: each inter-basin transition in our surrogate corresponds to a “zero-dimensional nucleation”
event. If nucleation in the full model concentrates along a low-dimensional reaction coordinate, our barrier formulas
should predict, or at least closely approximate, the associated rates; regardless, the structures we identify may still
provide guidance for discovering such coordinates. In this sense, the present results both supply a minimal working
example for nonequilibrium QPs and chart a practical route toward a nucleation theory beyond detailed balance,
in systems where nonreciprocity is not a complication to be averaged away but the organising principle that shapes
pathways and rates.
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Appendix A: Numerical calculation of quasipotential

Sec. I1I outlined a direct strategy to compute the RQP: for each target point z, determine the instanton connecting
it to a reference basin by minimising the action, and evaluate the corresponding cost. While this procedure is generally
not tractable analytically, it can be implemented numerically. Several approaches exist for this minimisation, including
the Minimum Action Method (MAM), string methods, and geometric MAM, which represent the path either in
physical space or via arclength and iteratively relax it to lower the action [36, 37, 44-47]. These algorithms have been
successfully applied across a wide range of systems, from non-equilibrium Langevin models to active field theories
[48].

In this paper we employ the method of Kikuchi et al. [37], which represents the instanton ¢ in a Chebyshev
polynomial basis, we take n = 10 basis functions throughout. The action is evaluated along this path using Clenshaw—
Curtis quadrature of order 10n, and the coefficients are optimised with the NLopt library. This approach achieves
high accuracy with relatively few parameters and avoids explicit time discretisation, making it efficient for instantons
with infinite temporal support. The configuration space (z,y) is discretised on a grid [—1.5,1.5]% with 101 points per
dimension. We compute the RQP relative to X = A and obtain the others via symmetry.

The method of [37] relies on a variational search, and appropriate initialisation is essential to avoid convergence to
spurious local minima. This is especially relevant at large -y, where indirect routes such as A -+ B — C — D may
dominate over the direct A — D path. To capture this competition, we initialise five candidate paths for each z: (i)
direct interpolation (i.e. A — z), (ii) interpolation via P (i.e. A — P — z), (iii) via B and Q (i.e. A - B — Q — 2),
(iv) via B, C, and D (i.e. A—>B = C — D — 2), (v) via S (i.e. A — S — z). This reduced set was selected from
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an initial pool of 10 candidate initial interpolations by coarse-grid screening. To each path we add small Gaussian
noise. For every initial path we compute the optimised instanton for each initialisation, evaluate the corresponding
action, and retain the minimal value. Although this procedure is computationally expensive, it robustly identifies the
relevant instantons.

We repeat the above for every z in the configuration space. The outcome is a discretised map z — Fa(z). The
global quasipotential F'(z) is then assembled using Eq. (19).

Appendix B: Perturbation theory

This appendix discusses perturbative expansion of the quasipotential. We use simple one-dimensional examples to
illustrate issues that are relevant for the 2d model considered in main text.

1. Perturbative local quasipotentials in an equilibrium system

As a very simple example consider = € R with
i =x—2%+y+V2n (B1)

The global quasipotential is U, (z) = 1(1 — 22)? — yz 4+ C(7) where the constant C' is chosen such that U, (z*) = 0 at
its (global) minimum z*. This U, has simple behaviour, including for perturbation theory around v = 0. However,
perturbative expansion of the local quasipotential is non-trivial, as we now discuss.

We take |y| < v/8, means that U, has two local minima, the left one of which is at z = x5 [recall Eq. (4)]; its local
maximum is at xp. The local quasipotential for basin A is

AF(7) x> xp (B2)

— 2-1)2/44C <
Pa(z) = { o+ (@~ 1)*/4+Caly),  w<ap
where Ca () = (1 —23)? —vza so Fa(za) =0, and also AF(y) = (1 —2%)? — yzp + Ca(7), so Fj is continuous.
Perturbation theory for the quasipotential corresponds to an expansion in powers of v at fixed z (with z # 0).
Expanding Eq. (B2) in powers « gives the perturbative expansion

(1—22)2 —y(x+1) <0

- x>0 (B3)

Fa(z) ~ F(z) := {

PN

where the approximate equality indicates that we dropped terms at O(4?). [This result can also be obtained by the
perturbative method discussed in Sec. V, as may be seen by integrating Eq. (43) along a zeroth order local minimiser
©(© with constant y = 1.]

Fig. 11(a) shows that for small positive v, the perturbative result FE*(z) is mostly close to Fa, but it has the
wrong qualitative behaviour close to x = 0, where it develops an unphysical local maximum. We also note that
continuing the perturbation expansion to higher order does not improve agreement between approximated and exact
quasipotential in this region. Indeed, FAloert always has a singular point at * = 0 while the true quasipotential is
singular at * = xp. This reflects that the radius of convergence of the perturbation expansion is shrinking to zero as
x — 0 so for any fixed v # 0 there is a region close to x = 0 where the perturbation theory does not converge.

These issues are generic for perturbation expansions of singular functions, so they should not be surprising. However,
the specific failure mode of this example — where F}{ert(a:) shows an unphysical maximum in a small interval of x near
a stationary point — also appears in the 2d model. We have demonstrated this effect in a 1d equilibrium model where
the global quasipotential is simple; the local quasipotentials can still feature singularities, so perturbation theory fails.

2. Perturbative approach to the one-dimensional reduced model

In addition to the previous example, we also briefly describe how the perturbation theory of Sec. V applies to the
reduced 1d model of Sec. IV. In particular, we show how the behaviour of the local quasipotentials Fs, Fg near the
saddle point P is affected by the failure of perturbation theory.
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FIG. 11. Limitations and unphysical features of the perturbative expansion, for two cases discussed: (a) Perturbative approx-
imation to Fa in example of (B1), and (b) perturbative approximation to Fa and Fg in 1d reduced model, see Egs. (B4) and
(B5). Both panels make obvious the effect of O(y?) deviation in the perturbative approximation (orange) compared to the
exact expression (red), which demonstrate that the perturbative approximation can be negative and monotonically decreasing,
both of which are unphysical for a local quasipotential. For illustrative purposes we show relatively large v = 0.5c.

For ¢4 < ¢ < ¢g the analysis of the previous section applies. At zeroth order we have uy = —1 and ug = 1 so we
obtain
2_1)2/4— 1 -1
F};ert(g) — (§ ) / 'Y(§ + ) <¢<0 (B4)
(1/4) =~ 0<¢<1
and
1/4) —~ -1<¢<0
FEeri(e) 1= J ¢ B5
B () {(8_1)2/4_7@_1) 0<s<1 (B5)

Note also that for ¢a < ¢ < ¢p the global quasipotential is F'(¢) = min{Fa (<), Fs(s)}. [This relies on W = Wpg in
Eq. (19) and is different from the equilibrium case of App. B1 where W — Wg would be the difference between the
two minima of U]

Fig. 11(b) shows the perturbative results together with the true quasipotentials. The spurious non-monotonicity of
the perturbative quasipotential close to z = 0 can lead to inaccurate predictions when comparing direct and indirect
branches of the (local) quasipotential in the 2d case. Appendix C discusses an ad hoc method for estimating Fa (x,y)
in that case, based on the perturbative calculation of Sec VI. Roughly speaking, we obtain an approximate Fy""(z,y)
from FY**(z,y) by adding a constant such that min[F}*"(x,y)] = 0 exactly, and removing spurious maxima by taking
FPP(x,y) constant in = everywhere to the right of any local maximum.

Appendix C: Patching of perturbative expansions for RQP branches

In this section, we describe how we obtained plots of the RQP in Figs. 5, 6 and 7. This also feeds into the
perturbative results shown in Fig. 9, and also to Fig. 12. This is achieved by Eq. (52) but some care is needed to
overcome the limited applicability of perturbation theory described in App. B, which becomes apparent through its
nonmonotonic prediction for the RQP [Fig. 11].

Motivated by the results of App. B, we modify the perturbative formula for the direct branch F’, computed via
Eq. (47), by enforcing that (0F,’/0x) > 0 for all y > 0. Specifically, for each y-value, we search for the maximum
of Fy” along the z-direction within the interval —0.75 < x < 0, i.e. near the y = 0 line. The cutoff at x = —0.75 is
chosen to lie safely between the stable point x4 = —1 4+ O() and the saddle zp = O(v). If a local maximum is found
at Tmax, we flatten the profile to the right of zpmax by setting Fy” (z,y) = Fix' (Tmax, y) for all Zpax <z < 0 [this is the
region highlighted in red in Fig. 5(a)]. This ensures that the adjusted F,” is non-decreasing in z. It is this adjusted
F57 that is used in Eq. (52) for numerical estimation of F. Comparing with Fig. 11 one sees that the adjustment to
Fy7 scales as O(y?), so the result is still accurate to first order.
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FIG. 12. RQP Fj in the reduced symmetry case with interactions =i,z for increasing A. Lines show numerical evaluation,
dots show analytical expressions from Eq. (D9). Diffusion constants are set to D1 = Dy = 1.

Appendix D: Reduced symmetry case: Perturbation theory for the RQP

In this appendix, we discuss in more detail the reduced symmetry case introduced in Sec. VII. The idea is to
extend the model in Eq. (1) to a case in which the quasipotential reduces its fourfold degeneracy of the stable fixed
points to two pairwise-degenerate basins. To achieve this, we generalised the model to include asymmetry in both the
nonreciprocal coupling and noise amplitudes. As described in the main text, we introduce two independent interaction
strengths, 71 and 79, and two independent diffusion coefficients D; and D,. This leads to the generalised model in
Egs. (54). It is helpful to reparametrise the interaction strengths as

7= '7(1 + /\)a T2 = 7(1 - )‘)7 (Dl)

where v is a small parameter and A € [—1, 1] quantifies the degree of “asymmetry”. For A\ = 0, we recover the original
model studied in Eq. (1). In the parametrisation with v and A, the model in Egs. (54) becomes

b=z — 2%+ \y + vy + /2D 71 (1), (D2)

U=y —y°+y\z— vz + /2eDama(2).

The system no longer preserves full Z, rotational symmetry in the configuration space but retains a residual 180°
(Zs) rotational symmetry. However, the system remains symmetric under a 90° rotation combined with the exchange
Dy < Dy and 71 > 72 (the latter is equivalent to A — —\). This helps mapping between RQPs for different fixed
points. We can observe this combined symmetry in the expansion of the fixed points: for the original model we found
an expansion of the fixed points in Eqgs. (6), while for the generalised model we have

1-A  (1-N6G-N

14\ 1+0)05+ A
wa=—l+— v+( )8( )72+(9(73)7 ya =+l+ ——v - 2 7 +0(7%), (D3a)
3 1_)\2 2 3
rp = —(1+ Ny +O0(”), yp = +1+ v+ 007, (D3b)
1+ 1+ 05+ A 1-\ 1—A)(5 -\
ap = +1+ — - l‘( )v2+0(v3), yp=+1—— 7—( )8( )72+0(73)- (D3c)

The broken symmetry means that zg cannot be obtained from z5 by a simple 90° rotation, but requires the additional
transformation A — —A\.

We now derive the branches of the action in the reduced symmetry model [Egs. (D2)]. The zeroth order in
perturbation theory is obtained by setting v = 0, so the zeroth order RQP F' )((O ) and the associated instantons are the
same as in Sec. VI A, aside from the additional factors D; and Ds, and appropriate replacement of v by 71,72, as
appropriate. Using this with Eq. (43), the calculation of the direct branch of the RQP from A proceeds analogously
to Sec. VI A 1, yielding

N 1 1 Y1 (1 - xz)y V2 (1 —yQ)x
Fy(z —_—1—x22+—1— 22+——+——+O 2 ~2 D4
A() 4D1( ) 4D2( y) Dy z—y Dy z—y (71a72a Yl’Yz) ( )
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Applying the combined 90° rotation and parameter swap (v, <> v2 and Dy <> Ds) we obtain the corresponding branch
from B

1 n(1=a2y oy (1—y?e
F*) :71722 71722777 e S A 2 2 D
This leads to the barrier heights of Eq. (55), via
— 1 1 2 2
Fo(ze) == | 7 —m ) + 00,7, 1172)
D, \ 4
(D6)

1 /1
Fg'(zq) = - | 7 =72 ) + 00,73, )
Dy \ 4
Similarly, following Sec. VI A 2, we find the corresponding RQPs relative to the saddles as

1 Y2 ! u? du
For(z)= — (1 —y?)? - = 1—2/ O(2,~2 D7
P =35, ) 5,0 ) [ e ey g T OO (07

%xy(l—xQ)/l w? du
Dy o (0= + P21 + (1 - 2?2

Combining these with the barriers in Eq. (D6) and using Eq. (48) yields the indirect RQPs Fi> and F§> for the
generalised model. Finally, the RQPs Fa and Fp are constructed from the direct and indirect branches in the same
way as outlined in Sec. VI B,

1
F(S)(Z) = E(l - £C2)2 + + 0(7%7737’71’72) (D8)

Fa(z) = min {Fy (2), F5(2)}. (D9)

The resulting RQP Fja is shown in Fig. 12, for increasing values of A\. The agreement between the perturbative and
numerically exact calculations is excellent.
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