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Nonreciprocal interactions are commonplace in continuum-level descriptions of both biological
and synthetic active matter, yet studies addressing their implications for time-reversibility have
so far been limited to microscopic models. Here, we derive a general expression for the average
rate of informational entropy production in the most generic mixture of conserved phase fields
with nonreciprocal couplings and additive conservative noise. For the particular case of a binary
system with Cahn-Hilliard dynamics augmented by nonreciprocal cross-diffusion terms, we observe
a non-trivial scaling of the entropy production rate across a parity-time symmetry breaking phase
transition. We derive a closed-form analytic expression in the weak-noise regime for the entropy
production rate due to the emergence of a macroscopic dynamic phase, showing it can be written
in terms of the global polar order parameter, a measure of parity-time symmetry breaking.

Though the action-reaction principle implies reci-
procity at the level of microscopic forces, effective
reciprocity-breaking interactions commonly arise at the
mesoscopic scale. In living matter, one may even ar-
gue that reciprocity-breaking interactions are the rule
rather than the exception, as exemplified by the clas-
sical predator-prey and promoter-inhibitor models [1–4].
A lack of reciprocity naturally comes up in systems whose
dynamics is dependent on information propagation as in
crowds of social animals [5–8]. Furthermore, nonrecipro-
cal interactions generically emerge from microscopic in-
teractions mediated by a nonequilibrium medium [9–12],
leading to fundamentally nonequilibrium physics [13–16].

The breaking of reciprocal-symmetry at the level of
effective physical interactions generically leads to di-
rected motion as seen in diffusiophoretic colloidal mix-
tures [17–19] and binary systems of active and pas-
sive particles [20, 21]. Self-propelling mesoscopic agents
have been shown to naturally emerge from an imbalance
of attraction-repulsion interactions between microscopic
agents [22, 23]. In biology, the chase-and-run behavior
displayed by neural crest cells and placodal cells provides
a generic mechanism of coordinated cell migration which
is key to many fundamental morphogenetic and physio-
logical processes [24]. Such nonreciprocal phase transi-
tions have recently been formalized in [13]. In particu-
lar, the emergence of dynamical phases in systems with
nonreciprocal interactions has been associated with the
breaking of parity-time (PT ) symmetry [13, 20], provid-
ing one more example to a wider class of PT -symmetry
breaking transitions [25], which includes optical systems
[26], directional interface growth [27–29] and more re-
cently polar swarm models [13, 30].

While the coarse-graining of a microscopic model is
generally arduous, the top-down approaches based on
conservation and symmetry principles used to model dy-
namic critical phenomena at equilibrium can be extended

to active systems [31–33], leading to so-called active field
theories [34]. Scalar active field theories, such as Ac-
tive Model B [35] and B+ [36], have for instance been
used to describe nonequilibrium liquid-gas phase sepa-
ration phenomena [37, 38]. Owing to their simplicity
and generality, these active field theories present an at-
tractive starting point for analyzing the nonequilibrium
thermodynamic properties of living systems. However, at
the level of these continuum descriptions, the dynamics
are formulated in terms of macroscopic order parameters
(such as the density) and no direct connection can be
made between the degree to which global detailed bal-
ance is broken and the rate of energy dissipation at the
microscopic scale as the notion of particle entity was en-
tirely lost [39, 40]. Despite this, the extent to which
time-reversal symmetry (TRS) is broken (often referred
to as the rate of informational entropy production) still
provides a useful metric for measuring the distance from
equilibrium in nonequilibrium systems at the level of the
macroscopic dynamics [39, 41–47]. Of particular inter-
est are the effects of phase transitions in active systems,
where discontinuities in the scaling of entropy production
have recently been observed [48, 49].

In this Letter, we elucidate the impact of nonrecipro-
cal interactions and its associated PT -symmetry break-
ing transition to a dynamic state on the time-reversibility
of a nonreciprocal active field theory. First, we derive a
general result for the average rate of informational en-
tropy production in a mixture of scalar fields with mass-
conserving dynamics by evaluating the Kullback-Leibler
divergence per unit time of the ensemble of forward paths
and their time-reversed counterparts [42, 50]. This result
is then applied to a field theory including nonreciprocal
interactions introduced through linear asymmetric cou-
plings [51]. In the particular case of a binary system, for
which the nonreciprocity is controlled by a single param-
eter, we show that the entropy production rate exhibits
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non-trivial scaling driven by a phase transition from an
isotropic static to a polar dynamic phase. We further
identify analytically the contribution to the entropy pro-
duction coming from the emergence of macroscopic dy-
namics and show that it scales quadratically with the
speed of the dynamic phase, strikingly mirroring the re-
lation between self-propulsion speed and TRS-breaking
observed in microscopic active systems [43, 44, 52].

Informational entropy production in scalar active mix-
tures. — We consider a system of N interacting, con-
served active fields {φi(r, t)}i∈[1,N ], whose governing
equations are of the form

φ̇i(r, t) = ∇2µi(r, t) +∇ ·Λi(r, t), (1)

where µi(r, t) is a chemical potential which can include
passive as well as active contributions and Λi is a noise
term capturing thermal fluctuations in the system. For
the sake of tractability, the noise is taken to be additive
as is commonly done in field theories of active phase sep-
aration [17, 34–36, 46, 53] for which the order parameter
describes the fluctuations around a homogeneous state
and hence the leading-order contribution to the noise cor-
relator is homogeneous in space, at least in the disordered
phase. In practice, the conserved noise terms appearing
in Eq. (1) require careful regularization since their power
spectrum is unbound in the ultraviolet, which may lead
to divergences. While this is often done by regularizing
the noise correlator (without affecting the conservative
nature of the noise), we show in the present work that
divergences in the entropy production rate originate from
the infinite dimensionality of the continuum field and can
only be cured by imposing finite dimensionality [54]. To
do so, we employ a suitable spatial discretization scheme
when analyzing the dynamics below, effectively imposing
a UV cutoff (see [55] for an extended discussion). Note
that we keep notation pertaining to continuous space here
for readability [56].

For our system, the extent of time-reversal symmetry
breaking is quantified by the Kullback-Leibler divergence
per unit time [42, 45]:

Ṡ = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

〈
log

PF [{φi={1,...,N}}t=τt=0 ]

PB [{φi={1,...,N}}t=τt=0 ]

〉
, (2)

where the PF [·] and PB [·] denote the path-probability
for the forward and backward paths, respectively, for
the combined dynamics of the N fields. The average of
the log-ratio is taken over realizations of the noise terms
Λi={1,...,N}. In a thermodynamically consistent micro-

scopic theory, Ṡ would correspond to the total rate at
which entropy is produced. However, here it shall be un-
derstood only in the informational sense, i.e. as a mea-
sure of TRS breaking in the dynamics, as argued above.

Employing the usual approach for the treatment of
stochastic field theories, we know that the two path-
probabilities can each be written in terms of a dynami-
cal action which takes the form of an Onsager-Machlup

functional [43, 45, 56]. Taking the log-ratio of these
two path-probabilities, we see that Eq. (2) is the differ-
ence of two Onsager-Machlup functionals. Suppose that
the noise terms Λi in Eq. (1) are independent, with a
diagonal correlation matrix Θij = 〈Λi(r, t)Λj(r′, t′)〉 =
2Dδijδ(r

′ − r)δ(t′ − t), then each of the path probabil-
ities can be decomposed into products of independent
contributions from the realizations of each noise term.
As shown in [55], these can be treated in the usual way
[34, 45, 46, 56], leading to an expression for the informa-
tional entropy production in our system Eq. (2) which is
a sum of these individual contributions

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

〈
µiφ̇i

〉
. (3)

Furthermore, if we decompose each chemical poten-
tial µi into equilibrium and nonequilibrium contributions

µi = µ
(eq)
i + µ

(neq)
i and define the free-energy functional,

F [{φi={1,...,N}}] such that the equilibrium contribution is

written as µ
(eq)
i = δF/δφi, then φ̇µ

(eq)
i = Ḟ and Eq. (3)

simplifies to

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

〈
µ
(neq)
i φ̇i

〉
, (4)

provided that the free energy F is bounded in time
[34, 45, 55]. As expected, Eq. (4) shows that the dy-
namics are symmetric in time (Ṡ = 0) in the absence of
nonequilibrium contributions to the chemical potential.
This constitutes our general result for scalar active mix-
tures and holds for any arbitrary nonequilibrium term
provided we employ a suitable discretization scheme and
the noise terms are independent [55]. Note that we con-
veniently recover the result for the steady-state entropy
production rate of Active Model B by setting N = 1 and

substituting in the active term µ
(neq)
1 = λ|∇φ1|2 [45].

Scalar active mixtures with nonreciprocal couplings. —
To study the link between TRS breaking and nonre-
ciprocity, we consider the nonreciprocal scalar field the-
ory introduced in [51], which extends the classical Cahn-
Hilliard model [31, 32] to include nonreciprocal linear
couplings (cross-diffusion). As such, the field theory de-
scribes phase separation in a wide class of scalar active
matter systems where reciprocal-symmetry breaking in-
teractions appear at the continuum level [57–60].

The governing equations for this field theory take the
form [51]:

φ̇i(r, t) = ∇2

[
δF
δφi

+
∑

j

αijφj(r, t)

]
+∇ ·Λi(r, t) (5)

where, as before, i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and we have defined the
global free-energy-like functional as

F [{φi}] =

∫
dr
(∑

i

fi(φi) +
∑

i<j

κijφiφj

)
(6)
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and {αij}i,j∈[1,N ] is a fully antisymmetric matrix. The
functional includes two contributions: the first deter-
mines how each field evolves in isolation and the second
describes the (reciprocal) enthalpic interactions between
fields. Henceforth, we suppose that the free energy den-
sities are of Model B form: fi(φi) = χiφ

2
i /2 + φ4i /12 +

γi|∇φ|2/2, where χi controls whether each field phase
separates and γi sets the effective surface tension when
interfaces arise in the system [33, 36]. Note that in the
absence of nonreciprocal couplings (αij ≡ 0), the field
theory described here is entirely equilibrium (or passive).

Breaking TRS through nonreciprocity. — Now we call
upon Eq. (4) to write an expression for the entropy pro-
duction rate in our system with nonreciprocal couplings:

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

〈
αijφj φ̇i

〉
. (7)

Again, the case where αij = 0 for all i and j corresponds
to purely reciprocal couplings and gives a zero steady-
state rate of entropy production as expected. Note that
while linear-order couplings (as the lowest order appear-
ing in a gradient expansion) were studied in [51] for the
sake of simplicity, our first key result [Eq. (4)] holds for
arbitrary nonreciprocal couplings and is thus valid be-
yond the class of systems described by Eq. (5) (see [61]
for a recent work on nonlinear nonreciprocity).

To illustrate our result, we confine our system to one
spatial dimension on [0, L) with periodic boundary con-
ditions and set N = 2. In this case, the strength of the
nonreciprocal coupling can be controlled by a single pa-
rameter. Indeed, we can write the coupling coefficients
as κ12 = κ21 = κ and α12 = −α21 = α. The resulting
equations governing the dynamics of the two fields, which
we denote φ1(r, t) and φ2(r, t), take the form

φ̇1(r, t) = ∂2rµ
(eq)
1 (r, t) + α∂2rφ2(r, t) + ∂rΛ1(r, t) (8a)

φ̇2(r, t) = ∂2rµ
(eq)
2 (r, t)− α∂2rφ1(r, t) + ∂rΛ2(r, t) (8b)

where the chemical potentials are again defined as the
following functional derivatives of the free-energy-like

functional µ
(eq)
i = δF

δφi
and Λi(r, t) are zero-mean Gaus-

sian white noise terms with diagonal covariance matrix
Θij(r − r′, t− t′) = 2Dδijδ(r − r′)δ(t− t′).

From Eq. (7), we determine the expression for the
steady-state rate of informational entropy production, Ṡ,
for this binary system:

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

α

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫ L

0

dr
〈
φ2φ̇1 − φ1φ̇2

〉
, (9)

which vanishes at α = 0.
We first explore the entropy production rate in this

system numerically, quantifying how Ṡ scales with the
strength of the nonreciprocal coupling, set by α. We
work in the limit of weak noise (D = 10−7) and further

FIG. 1. Non-trivial scaling of Ṡ across PT -breaking phase
transition in a nonreciprocal system. (a) For D = 10−7, we
identify a non-trivial scaling in the entropy production rate in
the binary system governed by Eq. (8), with a discontinuous
derivative (inset) at a critical value of the nonreciprocal cou-
pling α = αc. The points are results of numerical simulations
and the solid line is our analytic expression for the leading or-
der contribution, stemming from Eqs. (13) and (15). (b) The

discontinuity in the scaling of Ṡ coincides with the breaking of
PT symmetry, characterized by the non-zero value of the po-
lar order parameter J (0) for the corresponding deterministic
equations (corresponding to D = 0 in Eq. (8)). The critical
nonreciprocal coupling corresponds to a transition between
(c) static states and (d) dynamic states (travelling waves).

place ourselves in the case where (i) φ1 phase separates
(χ1 < 0 and γ1 > 0) and (ii) φ2 is purely diffusive. We
also suppose that the two fields feel a weak (reciprocal)
repulsion (κ > 0) [20]. We solve Eq. (8) (see details of
our numerical method in [55]) then evaluate the integral
in Eq. (9) numerically. As seen in Fig. 1(a), the entropy
production rate initially scales as Ṡ ∝ α2. At a critical
value of the nonreciprocal coupling α = αc, this scal-
ing disappears and Ṡ quickly increases continuously by
several orders of magnitude. As α � αc, we recover a
quadratic scaling.

To explain this non-trivial scaling in the entropy pro-
duction rate, we explore in more details the dynamics of
the system governed by Eq. (8) (see also [20]). In par-
ticular, we turn momentarily to the deterministic case,
D = 0, and observe that for α < αc, the system reaches
a static stationary state, where the two fields phase sep-
arate and exhibit demixing behavior [see Fig. 1(c)]. For
α > αc, the system instead displays a travelling wave so-
lution and we observe the emergence of a non-zero global
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polar order J [see Fig. 1(b-d)], as defined by:

J =
1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫ L

0

dr
〈
φ2∂rφ1 − φ1∂rφ2

〉
(10)

In particular, it is clear that this order parameter be-
comes non-zero when the steady-state solution explicitly
breaks the joint PT : r, t 7→ −r,−t symmetry; said dif-
ferently, J becomes non-zero when the interacting fields
are out of phase in such a way that breaks PT -symmetry.
As discussed in [20], this transition to a dynamic phase
is thus an example of PT -symmetry breaking transition,
where the asymmetric distribution of the fields leads to a
imbalance of effective forces and thus persistent motion in
the macroscopic dynamics (a so-called “run-and-catch”
mechanism [17–20, 62]).

Note that, in principle, adding noise to the system will
induce a non-zero rate of reversals in the travelling wave
solutions. We work in the regime of weak noise strength
so these reversals are rare events. The thermodynamic
quantities derived below are valid for the dynamics be-
tween reversal events.

Emergence of macroscopic dynamics and entropy pro-
duction. — This second-order transition to motion con-
trolled by α coincides with the non-trivial scaling of the
entropy production rate as seen in Fig. 1. We now for-
mally connect these two phenomena by identifying the
contribution of the macroscopic dynamics to the steady-
state entropy production rate. To do this, we consider
a change of variables to rewrite Eq. (9) in the comoving
frame of reference. We let v(α) denote the velocity of the
traveling wave solution [see Fig. 2(a)] and proceed to the
transformation (r′, t′) = (r − v(α)t, t). We denote the
fields φi in this new frame of reference by Φi, such that
the time derivatives in Eq. (9) now appear in the form
φ̇i → Φ̇i − v(α)∂r′Φi and the entropy production rate
now takes the form Ṡ = ṠA(α) + ṠB(α) with

ṠA = lim
τ→∞

α

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
〈

Φ1Φ̇2 − Φ2Φ̇1

〉
, (11a)

ṠB = lim
τ→∞

αv(α)

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
〈

Φ2∂r′Φ1 − Φ1∂r′Φ2

〉
.

(11b)

As seen in Fig. 2(b), we observe that ṠA ∝ α2 and inde-
pendent of the travelling wave speed; it describes the en-
tropy production due to the nonequilibrium suppression
of fluctuations in a stationary phase-separated system,
reminiscent of the entropy production observed in Active
Model B [34, 35] which also scaled quadratically with the
nonequilibrium contribution to the dynamics [45].

The second term ṠB captures the contribution of the
macroscopic motion to the total entropy production rate,
vanishing when v(α) = 0. Strikingly, the integral contri-
bution to ṠB is exactly the global polar order parameter
defined in Eq. (10), which implies ṠB = αv(α)J /D and

FIG. 2. Evaluation of contributions to entropy production
rate Ṡ — (a) The transition to motion observed when the
strength of the non-reciprocal coupling exceeds a critical
value, αc =

√
κ2 + χ2

2. (b) The first contribution ṠA is eval-
uated numerically and is shown to scale quadratially with the
non-reciprocal parameter α. (c) We identify a second contri-
bution to the entropy production rate stemming directly from
the emergence of macroscopic dynamics as exhibited in (a),

which we denote ṠB .

thus gives us a direct link between the macroscopic dy-
namics and informational entropy production, i.e. time-
reversal symmetry breaking.

Weak-noise expansion. — From Eq. (4), we expect
that signatures of TRS breaking are most striking when
the noise is weak. In this regime, we can make progress
towards evaluating the two contributions analytically by
expanding each of the fields perturbatively around the
deterministic solution (D = 0):

Φi(r
′, t′) = Φ

(0)
i (r′) +

√
DΦ

(1)
i (r′, t′)

+DΦ
(2)
i (r′, t′) +O(D3/2), (12)

Taking a time derivative of Eq. (12), one can derive gov-

erning equations for the dynamics of each field Φ
(j)
i ,

which are independent of D (see details in [55]). The

two distributions Φ
(0)
i are given by the deterministic so-

lutions to Eq. (8) in the frame of reference (r′, t′).

Substituting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11a), the terms of order
O(D−1) and O(D−1/2) disappear in the expansion for ṠA
at steady-state (see discussion in [55]), thus to leading
order this contribution is written as

ṠA = αIA(α) +O(D1/2) (13)
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FIG. 3. Scaling of ṠA and ṠB in weak-noise regime — We
choose α > αc to ensure that both contributions to Ṡ are
non-zero and study their scaling with the diffusion coeffi-
cient D in the weak noise regime. We confirm through the
numerical simulations the analytic results obtained through
the one-mode approximation: ṠA ∝ D0 as shown in Eq. (13)
(where the pre-factor is determined from fitting the data) and

ṠB ∝ D−1 as shown in Eq. (15).

with

IA(α) = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫ L

0

dr
〈
Φ

(1)
1 Φ̇

(1)
2 −Φ

(1)
2 Φ̇

(1)
1

〉
. (14)

Therefore, ṠA ∝ D0 in the small D regime, which we
confirm against numerical results in Fig. 3. To obtain a

closed analytic expression, we require the form of Φ
(1)
i ,

but the governing equations for these fields (derived in
[55]) do not generally admit analytic solutions.

To leading order, we further write that

ṠB =
αv(α)

D
J (0) +O(D−1/2), (15)

where J0 denotes the global polar order parameter eval-
uated in the deterministic limit

J (0) = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
(

Φ
(0)
2 ∂r′Φ

(0)
1 −Φ

(0)
1 ∂r′Φ

(0)
2

)
,

(16)
Note that we have discarded the average over noise re-

alizations as Φ
(0)
1 and Φ

(0)
2 are — by construction of the

expansion in Eq. (12) — solutions to the deterministic
governing equations and thus noise-independent.

It follows that we only require analytic expressions for
the deterministic solutions to Eq. (8) to write the leading
order contribution to ṠB . In the parameter regime ex-
plored in [20], namely when |χ1/γ1| & (2π/L)2, one can
argue that only the lowest allowed wavenumber mode
q = 2π/L is linearly unstable and it is thus expected to
dominate the structure of the stationary distributions in
a Fourier series expansion (see [55] for details), which is
not expected in general [63]. As such, we can proceed to

a one-mode approximation for the stationary distribu-

tions, in effect writing Φ
(0)
i (r′) ∝ cos(2πr′/L−θi), where

θ1 can be set to zero by translational invariance and θ2
sets the difference in phase of the distributions.

As shown in [55], in the case where L = 2π, we find
under this one-mode approximation that

J (0) =
8πv(α)(χ1 + χ2 + γ1)

(κ− α)
, (17)

giving us a closed-form analytic expression for ṠB to lead-
ing order. Overall, we conclude that ṠB ∝ D−1 in the
small D regime which agrees with the numerical results
of Fig. 3. Interestingly, the parameter space correspond-
ing to the existence of a travelling wave solution is a
subset of the space required for ṠB > 0, guaranteeing
that the second law of thermodynamics is strictly satis-
fied. Strikingly, we also recover an expression relating
the entropy production rate, the travelling wave velocity
and diffusion coefficient: ṠB ∝ v2(α)/D, which becomes
more accurate when α � κ. This exact scaling rela-
tion appears when studying the entropy production rate
for a self-propelled particle with propulsion speed v and
diffusion coefficient D [43, 44]. Here, we show that this
scaling captures a deeper connection between motion and
time-reversal symmetry-breaking in active systems.

Discussion and outlook. — In this Letter, we have
studied the time-reversal symmetry breaking implica-
tions of introducing nonreciprocal couplings to passive
field theories by evaluating the rate of informational en-
tropy production. We first derived general analytical re-
sults for a mixture of conserved active fields assuming
additive and independently distributed noise terms. We
then employed this result to quantify TRS breaking in
a binary mixture of active fields in the presence of non-
reciprocal interactions. In this case, we showed that the
informational entropy production rate has a non-trivial
scaling with the strength of the nonreciprocal interac-
tions due to the underlying emergence of macroscopic dy-
namics. Such discontinuities in the scaling of the entropy
production rate have also been observed in self-propelled
microscopic systems at the transition to collective mo-
tion [48, 49]. This suggests a more general link between
the thermodynamic properties of nonequilibrium systems
and the breaking of PT -symmetry in transitions from a
static to a dynamic phase [64]. To elucidate this, we
derive here an analytic expression for the leading-order
contribution to the entropy production rate in the weak-
noise regime and show the predominance of the contri-
bution associated with the emergence of motion at the
macroscale.

Future work will address extending these methods to
a broader class of active mixtures, including in the pres-
ence of non-conservative dynamics. This could include
active systems with Markovian switching which models,
for example, chemical reactions [65–67] or microscopic
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changes of state [38, 68–70]. We also wish to extend our
methodology to systems with correlated or multiplica-
tive noise; the corresponding problem for isolated active
fields has seen some recent attention [71–74]. Construct-
ing a framework with which to analyze the nonequilib-
rium thermodynamic properties of these active and liv-
ing systems is a major challenge with applications across
disciplines and one which we expect to draw considerable
attention in the immediate future.
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I. ENTROPY PRODUCTION FOR A GENERIC ACTIVE MIXTURE IN CONTINUOUS SPACE

Here, we give the full derivation of the general result for the informational entropy production rate Ṡ given in the
main text, following a now standard procedure for nonequilibrium stochastic field theories in continuous space [1–3].
Consider a mixture of N conserved components described by continuous scalar fields with dynamics governed by the
set of Langevin equations

φ̇i(r, t) = ∇2µi(r, t) +∇ ·Λi(r, t), (S1)

coupled via the chemical potentials µi(r, t), which can include both active and passive contributions. Here, Λ is a
vector of zero-mean Gaussian white noise terms with diagonal correlation matrix

〈Λi(r, t)Λj(r
′, t′)〉 = 2Dδijδ(r

′ − r)δ(t′ − t). (S2)

We measure the extent to which the joint dynamics of the N fields breaks time-reversal symmetry by evaluating
the Kullback-Leibler divergence per unit time of the ensemble of forward paths and their time-reversed counterparts
[4, 5],

Ṡ = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

〈
log

PF [{φi}t=τt=0 ]

PB [{φi}t=τt=0 ]

〉
, (S3)

∗ t.bertrand@imperial.ac.uk
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where the PF [·] and PB [·] denote the path probability density for the forward and time-reversed paths respectively
while 〈·〉 indicates averaging over realizations of the noise Λ. For ergodic processes, this ensemble average can be
omitted without affecting the result. The quantity calculated in Eq. (S3) can be understood as the steady-state rate of
informational entropy produced in the system of coarse-grained fields {φi}, not to be confused with the thermodynamic
entropy production of the underlying microscopic dynamics.

The set of Langevin equations (S1) defines a map between any given realization of the N noise terms Λi and a
particular trajectory in the space of the N fields. Thus, the path probability for a N -field trajectory {φi}t=τt=0 can be
written entirely in terms of the noise realizations as

PF [{φi}t=τt=0 ] = J [{φi}t=τt=0 ]PF [{Λi}t=τt=0 ] = J [{φi}t=τt=0 ]

N∏

i=1

PF [(Λi)
t=τ
t=0 ] (S4)

where J [φ] = D[Λ]/D[φ] denotes the Jacobian of the field transformation, which in general depends on the choice of
time discretization for the stochastic dynamics [1]. In the last equality, we have used the fact that the N noise terms
are statistically independent by Eq. (S2). The path probability densities for each noise component are Gaussian,

PF [Λi(r, t)
t=τ
t=0 ] ∝ exp

[
− 1

2

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr |Λi(r, t)|2

]
(S5)

which again follows from the definition of the noise. After re-arranging Eq. (S1) to write each noise component Λi in
terms of the physical field φi and the corresponding chemical potential µi, we substitute into the right hand side of
Eq. (S5) and finally integrate by parts once to obtain the forward path probability for the dynamics of the field φi

PF [φi(r, t)
t=τ
t=0 ] ∝ J [{φi}t=τt=0 ] exp

[
− 1

4D

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr (φ̇i −∇2µi) ◦ ∇−2(φ̇i −∇2µi)

]
(S6)

where ∇−2 is the inverse Laplacian operator (with ∇−2∇2 = 1, defined up to a choice of gauge as discussed in the next
section) and ◦ denotes the Stratonovich product. Similarly, using PB [{ψ(t)}t=τt=0 ] = PF [{ψ(t′ = τ − t)}t=τt=0 ] together
with the fact that the chemical potentials are even under time-reversal, we obtain the backward path probability as

PB [φi(r, t)
t=τ
t=0 ] ∝ J [{φi}t=τt=0 ] exp

[
− 1

4D

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr (φ̇i +∇2µi) ◦ ∇−2(φ̇i +∇2µi)

]
. (S7)

The invariance of the Jacobian J under time reversal, and thus its cancellation upon taking ratios of forward and
time-reversed path probabilities densities, is specific to the Stratonovich mid-point discretization, which motivates
our choice of the latter.

Returning to Eq. (S3) for the informational entropy production rate Ṡ, we substitute the expressions for the respec-
tive path probabilities to obtain

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

〈µi ◦ φ̇i〉. (S8)

Finally, we decompose the chemical potential into its equilibrium and nonequilibrium contributions as µi = µ
(eq)
i +

µ
(neq)
i , where the contribution µ

(eq)
i contains all terms that can be subsumed into a functional derivative of a global

free-energy-like functional, F [{φi}], taking the form µ
(eq)
i = δF/δφi. Substituting into Eq. (S8), we have

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

[〈
δF
δφi
◦ φ̇i

〉
+ 〈µ(neq)

i ◦ φ̇i〉
]
. (S9)

The first term in the integral amounts to a total derivative of the free energy with respect to time and thus results
in a contribution to the entropy production rate of the form (F [t = 0] − F [t = τ ])/Dτ which goes to zero in the
limit τ → ∞, provided that the free energy is bounded from below. We conclude on the final form of the entropy
production rate as

Ṡ = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt

∫
dr

N∑

i=1

〈µ(neq)
i (r, t) ◦ φ̇i(r, t)〉 , (S10)

which is the form used in the main text. Since µi is typically a quasi-local function of the fields φj through their
derivatives and powers thereof, Eq. (S10) allows us to express the entropy production in terms of a set of equal-
position equal-time correlation functions. Unfortunately, it is a common features of dynamical field theories that
these correlations are divergent when evaluated in the continuum [1]. In the following section, we address this
problem by means of a lattice regularization.
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II. ENTROPY PRODUCTION FOR A GENERIC ACTIVE MIXTURE ON A LATTICE

As anticipated at the end of the previous section, a näıve attempt at evaluating the informational entropy produc-
tion rate Eq. (S3) for the dynamics in Eq. (S1) in continuous space leads to problems in the form of UV divergent
contributions, as well as the appearance of ill-defined expressions involving the square of a Dirac delta function for
specific choices of the chemical potential [2]. This is not completely surprising, since the flat power spectrum of the
white noise (S2) is of course unphysical.

Such problems can be avoided by working instead in discretized space, i.e. by mapping the continuum dynamics
to those on a regular lattice, whereby the use of a finite lattice spacing h effectively imposes a UV cutoff. This also
ensures that the gradient noise term in Eq. (S1) is well-defined. In the same spirit, one might expect that “softer”
regularization approaches, such as an exponential suppression of the noise spectrum at high momenta and frequencies
(which are known to regularize the UV divergence of the coincident field correlation), would prove equally effective.
Remarkably, we show in Sec. II F below that this alternative approach fails to regularize the UV divergence of the
entropy production rate.

A. Definition of Lattice Model

We consider the dynamics of Eq. (S1) in one dimension mapped to a regular lattice with spacing h and total length
L with periodic boundary conditions. We denote by φj,k the value of the k-th field at site j on the lattice, where there
are N fields in total and M = L/h sites. The same indexing rules are used for the N chemical potentials and noise
terms. We define the discrete gradient operator ∇d and the discrete Laplacian ∇2

d to be of centered finite difference
form,

∇dφj,k ≡ δk,k′∇jj′φj′,k′ =
φj+1,k − φj−1,k

2h
, ∇2

dφj,k ≡ δk,k′∇2
jj′φj′,k′ =

φj+2,k + φj−2,k − 2φj,k
4h2

(S11)

ensuring that detailed balance is satisfied in the absence of active contributions to the chemical potentials µj,k [2].
Replacing the gradient and Laplace operators in Eq. (S1) with their discretized counterparts, we obtain

φ̇j,k =
µj+2,k + µj−2,k − 2µj,k

4h2
+
√

2D
(Λj+1,k − Λj−1,k)

2h
. (S12)

Finally, the correlator for the noise Λj,k on the lattice is defined such that in the continuum limit h→ 0, we recover
the Dirac delta correlator in continuous space as given in Eq. (S2). A suitable choice is

〈Λj,k(t)Λj′,k′(t
′)〉 =

δjj′δkk′δ(t− t′)
h

, (S13)

where δαβ denotes the Kronecker delta.
The discrete Fourier transforms of the fields and their inverses are defined via

φj,k =
1

M

M−1∑

m=0

e2πijm/M φ̃m,k and φ̃m,k =
M−1∑

j=0

e−2πijm/Mφj,k. (S14)

Based on Eq. (S14), discrete derivatives on the lattice amount to a trigonometric factor in momentum space

M−1∑

j=0

e−2πijm/M
[
∇dφj,k

]
=
i sin(2πm/M)

h
φ̃m,k,

M−1∑

j=0

e−2πijm/M
[
∇2
dφj,k

]
=
− sin2(2πm/M)

h2
φ̃m,k . (S15)

Substituting into Eq. (S12), it follows that the governing equations for the Fourier modes take the form

˙̃
φm,k =

− sin2(2πm/M)

h2
µ̃m,k +

i
√

2D sin(2πm/M)

h
Λ̃m,k . (S16)

where we denote by µ̃m,k and Λ̃m,k the discrete Fourier transforms of the chemical potentials and noise terms respec-
tively. Finally, using Eq. (S13), the noise correlator in Fourier space reads

〈Λ̃m,k(t′)Λ̃m′,k′(t)〉 =
M

h
δkk′δm′+m,0δ(t

′ − t) . (S17)

While the conservative dynamics Eq. (S16) are well defined for m = 0, it is clear that these are trivial since each

homogeneous mode φ̃0,k is a constant. Equivalently, the homogeneous mode of the noise, Λ̃0,k, does not couple to the
field dynamics and we can therefore restrict the definition of the noise to the finite wavenumber modes m ≥ 1, which
turns out to be convenient in the following.
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B. Onsager-Machlup and Informational Entropy Production Rate

We now write the path probabilities as a function of the Fourier transformed noise terms by taking a discrete
Fourier transform of the real-space Onsager-Machlup functional,

PF [{Λ̃m,k}] ∝ exp

[
− h

2M

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

m=1

Λ̃m,kΛ̃−m,k

]
, (S18)

where we have excluded the m = 0 term in the sum over momenta on the basis that the dynamics are entirely
independent of the realization of the noise Λ̃0, as discussed above. Similarly to what was done for the continuum case,
we now rearrange Eq. (S16) to write the noise term as a function of the fields, then substitute these expressions into
the Eq. (S18) to find the appropriate weighting for the forward and backward paths,

PF [{φ̃m,k}] ∝ exp

[
− h

2M

M−1∑

m=1

h2

2D sin2(2mπ/M)

(
˙̃
φm,k +

sin2(2πm/M)µ̃m,k

h2

)
◦
(

˙̃
φ−m,k +

sin2(2πm/M)µ̃−m,k

h2

)]
, (S19a)

PB [{φ̃m,k}] ∝ exp

[
− h

2M

M−1∑

m=1

h2

2D sin2(2mπ/M)

(
˙̃
φm,k − sin2(2πm/M)µ̃m,k

h2

)
◦
(

˙̃
φ−m,k − sin2(2πm/M)µ̃−m,k

h2

)]
. (S19b)

Using Eq. (S3), we can finally obtain an expression for the informational entropy production rate for the discretized
dynamics of the form

Ṡdisc. = − lim
τ→∞

1

Dτ

N∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

dt
M−1∑

m=1

h

2M

〈 ˙̃
φ−m,k ◦ µ̃m,k +

˙̃
φm,k ◦ µ̃−m,k

〉

= − lim
τ→∞

h

MDτ

N∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

dt
M−1∑

m=1

〈 ˙̃
φm,k ◦ µ̃−m,k

〉
(S20)

where we identify the sum over m in the final integral as a convolution in Fourier space (up to the missing m = 0

term). Finally, since ∂tφ̃0,k = 0 and µ̃0,k is finite, we are free to add back the m = 0 summand and use the definitions
in Eq. (S14) to write this convolution as a product in real space as

M−1∑

m=0

˙̃
φm,k ◦ µ̃−m,k = M

M−1∑

j=0

φ̇j,k ◦ µj,k , (S21)

whereby the informational entropy production rate for the discretized problem written in terms of real-space functions
takes the form

Ṡdisc. = − lim
τ→∞

h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∫ τ

0

dt
〈
φ̇j,k ◦ µj,k

〉
= − lim

τ→∞
h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∫ τ

0

dt
〈
φ̇j,k ◦ µ(neq)

j,k

〉
. (S22)

Of course, Eq. (S22) converges to the result for continuous space, Eq. (S10), when we the continuum limit h → 0 is
taken. Indeed, this follows from the fact that

lim
h→0

(
h
M−1∑

j=0

[
. . .
])
≡
∫ Mh=L

0

dx
[
. . .
]
, (S23)

whereby limh→0 Ṡdisc. = Ṡ.

C. Numerical Integration of Lattice Model

We give here details of the numerical simulation of the lattice dynamics in Eq. (S12) that were used to test our
analytical prediction. Eq. (S12) is integrated in time using a standard Euler-Maruyama method with explicit timestep
∆t = 10−4 following the Itô convention for the time discretization for the sake of convenience [6] . Unless specified
otherwise, the parameter values used in the simulations shown here are chosen to match those of Fig. 1 in [7], namely
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M = 64, L = 2π, γ1 = 0.04, γ2 = 0, χ1 = −0.05, χ2 = 0.005 andκ = 0.005. We also set the homogeneous mode
of each field equal to 0. For simulations where the number of sites is varied, smaller timesteps are used, down to
2× 10−5 for M = 96. For each realization of the dynamics, we initialize the system in a solution of the deterministic
problem (which we rederive in Sec. III below for completeness), oriented so that the travelling wave solution, should
it exist, is propagating to the right. We then evolve the solution at finite noise strength D > 0, averaging the relevant
observables over 5×103 realizations of the noise as instructed by the 〈·〉 brackets in Eq. (S22). Each sample trajectory
is of duration τ = 10 time units, having allowed the system to relax for an additional 10 time units after initialization
to avoid biases associated with the choice of initial conditions. We deemed the 10 time unit period to be sufficient by
comparing the results against longer periods, up to 100 time units.

D. On Evaluation of the Stratonovich Integral (S22)

For the particular case of a scalar active mixture with nonreciprocal linear couplings studied in this work, the
numerical evaluation of Eq. (S22) for the informational entropy production is very much simplified by converting the
stochastic integral appearing in the latter from a Stratonovich to a Itô discretization scheme. To do so, we first

substitute the particular form for the nonequilibrium part of the chemical potential µ
(neq)
j,k =

∑
` 6=k αk`φj,` into (S22)

to obtain

Ṡdisc. = − lim
τ→∞

h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∑

` 6=k

∫ τ

0

dt αk`
〈
φ̇j,k ◦ φj,`

〉
(S24)

= − lim
τ→∞

h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∑

` 6=k

∫ τ

0

dt αk`

[〈
(∇2

dµj,k +
√

2D∇dΛj,k)φj,`
〉

+ 〈Ξj,(k,`)〉
]

(S25)

= − lim
τ→∞

h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∑

` 6=k

∫ τ

0

dt αk`
[〈
φj,`∇2

dµj,k
〉

+ 〈Ξj,(k,`)〉
]

(S26)

where the stochastic integrals (S25) and (S26) are now of the Itô type, while in going from (S25) to (S26) we have
used 〈φj,kΛj′,k′〉 = 0 for all j′, k′ on the basis of the non-anticipating property of the Itô integral. The conversion
factor Ξj,(k,`) is given by [8, 9]

Ξj,(k,`) =
1

2

∑

j′,`′

∂φj,`
∂φj′,`′

δ`′k∇2
jj′ =

∑

j′

1

2
δjj′δ`k∇2

jj′ , (S27)

thus vanishing for ` 6= k, i.e. for all terms in Eq. (S26). We are finally left with

Ṡdisc. = − lim
τ→∞

h

Dτ

N∑

k=1

M−1∑

j=0

∑

` 6=k

∫ τ

0

dt αk`
〈
φj,`∇2

dµj,k
〉
. (S28)

Eq. (S26) with Ξj,(k,`) = 0, which amounts to evaluating (S24) in the Itô discretization, is the expression we actually
compute in our numerical simulations.

E. Divergence of Entropy Production Rate in Continuum Limit

We run simulations varying the total number of lattice sites M while keeping the system size L constant to study
the effect of the latter on the entropy production, which we compute via the Itô integral Eq. (S25) as discussed above.
As expected, we find that the entropy production diverges in the limit h → 0, implying that this is an ill-defined
quantity in the continuum theory. More precisely, we observe a linear scaling of the entropy production rate with
the number of lattice sites, Ṡ ∝ M (equivalently, Ṡ ∝ h−1). These findings are shown in Fig. S1, where we represent

separately the two contributions to the entropy production ṠA and ṠB as defined in Eqs. (S42) and (S49) below.
Interestingly, only the first of these appears to be responsible for the divergence, while the second contribution

shows no dependence on h and remains finite in the limit h → 0. This can be partly understood by interpreting
the factor h−1 in the definition of the lattice noise covariance, Eq. (S13), as a lattice-size dependent rescaling of the

diffusion coefficient D and recalling that the two contributions ṠA and ṠB scale differently with D (see Sec. III), at
least in the weak noise limit.
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FIG. S1. Scaling of ṠA and ṠB in lattice spacing h for α = 0.015 — We observe that the two contributions to the entropy
production rate in the PT -symmetry-breaking phase of the two-species nonreciprocal Cahn-Hillard model scale differently with
the lattice spacing, h. In particular, ṠA ∝ h−1 and ṠB ∝ h0. This implies that for small lattice spacing, the entropy production
rate scales as h−1 and thus diverges in the continuous limit, h→ 0.

F. On Failure of Soft UV Regulators

The divergence of the entropy production rate (S28) in the continuum limit h → 0 should not come as a surprise
since the former draws on equal-time, equal-position correlation functions of the fields and their derivatives. These
are typically divergent when the power spectrum of the noise Λ is taken to have the usual flat form, Eq. (S13),
which is of course unphysical [1]. While we have shown that recasting the dynamics on a regular lattice successfully
regularizes this divergence, we may wonder whether a “softer” regularization of the noise in the UV (e.g. one that
ensures that its power spectrum decays exponentially at large wavenumbers and frequencies) is a sufficient measure
to avoid divergences in the entropy production. Remarkably, this turns out not to be the case.

To see this, consider again the continuum theory for the binary system of Cahn-Hilliard fields interacting through
nonreciprocal couplings, as introduced in the main text. For simplicity, we focus on the homogeneous phase, where we
can ignore the quartic term on the basis of fluctuations being small. We then write the simplified governing equations
as

φ̇1 = ∇2[−φ1 − αφ2 + γ∇2φ1] + Λ1

φ̇2 = ∇2[−φ2 + αφ1 + γ∇2φ2] + Λ2 (S29)

with momentum-frequency covariance

〈Λk(q, ω)Λk′(q
′, ω′)〉 = 2Dδkk′q

2δ(q + q′)δ(ω + ω′)R(ω)(ω2)R(q)(q2) (S30)

where R(q) and R(ω) denote UV regulators in momentum q and frequency ω. A common choice for these is R(q) =
(1 + ξ2q2)−1 and R(ω) = (1 + τ2ω2)−1, which introduced temporal correlations of the noise over a characteristic
lengthscale ξ and timescale τ , which can be sent to zero to recover white noise. The entropy production for the
regularized theory can be derived as done in Sec. II B to obtain, after taking the limit h→ 0,

Ṡ ∝
∫
dq

∫
dω

〈
φ̇1(q, ω)φ2(−q,−ω)

R(ω)(ω2)R(q)(q2)
− φ̇2(q, ω)φ1(−q,−ω)

R(ω)(ω2)R(q)(q2)

〉
. (S31)

Now, denoting 〈...〉0 expectations evaluated in the unregularized theory (where R(q) = R(ω) = 1) we have by linearity
of the dynamics (S29) that moments of order two in products of the fields and their derivatives satisfy

〈qnφk(q, ω)φk′(−q,−ω)〉 = R(q)(q2)R(ω)(ω2)〈qnφk(q, ω)φk′(−q,−ω)〉0 (S32)

and their real-space representation can be made convergent by a suitable choice of the regulators R(q,ω). However,
substituting into Eq. (S31),

〈
φ̇1(q, ω)φ2(−q,−ω)

R(ω)(ω2)R(q)(q2)
− φ̇2(q, ω)φ1(−q,−ω)

R(ω)(ω2)R(q)(q2)

〉
=
〈
φ̇1(q, ω)φ2(−q,−ω)

〉
0
−
〈
φ̇2(q, ω)φ1(−q,−ω)

〉
0
, (S33)
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i.e. we find that the contribution from the regulators cancels out and we are left with the same (divergent) expression
as in the unregularized theory. This hints at the fact that such divergences in the entropy production rate are in fact
not due to corresponding divergences in the correlations, which are amenable to regularization, but rather originate
from the infinite dimensionality of the continuum field (as recently argued in [10]) and can thus only be cured by
imposing a finite dimensionality, e.g. through the introduction of a lattice.

III. FULL DETAILS OF ANALYTIC RESULTS IN WEAK-NOISE REGIME

Here, we return to the result in continuous space derived in full in Sec. I. For our model of nonreciprocally-coupled
Cahn-Hilliard equations, we show that the entropy production rate Eq. (S10) can be written as the sum of two
contributions which we interpret physically. Working in the weak noise limit, we derive analytic expressions for the
leading order term for each contribution. This is done using the one-mode approximation presented in [7], which we
also outline here for completeness.

A. Expansion of Fields in Small Parameter
√
D

The strength of the nonreciprocal coupling in the system considered is controlled by the parameter α. Above a
critical value αc, a pair of travelling wave solutions emerge. It is instructive to consider the re-formulated dynamics
in the comoving frame of reference (r′, t′) = (r− v(α)t, t) where v(α) is the phase velocity of the travelling wave. We
define Φi(r

′, t′) = φi(r− v(α)t, t) for i = 1, 2 and expand each of our two fields Φ1 and Φ2 about the weak noise limit
D = 0,

Φi(r
′, t′) = Φ

(0)
i (r′) +

√
DΦ

(1)
i (r′, t′) +DΦ

(2)
i (r′, t′) +O(D3/2). (S34)

We choose to expand in powers of
√
D as opposed to D since the noise appears at order

√
D in the Langevin equation.

In the new frame of reference (r′, t′), the deterministic contribution to the solution is stationary, Φ̇
(0)
i = 0. Note that,

by construction, all functions Φ
(j)
i appearing on the right hand side of Eq. (S34) are independent of D. Below, we use

the results

lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ t

0

dt〈Φ̇i〉 = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ t

0

dt〈Φ̇(j)
i 〉 = 0 (S35)

to simplify the expressions for the entropy production.

Governing equations for the field perturbations Φ
(j)
i can be derived by substituting Eq. (S34) into the equations

of motion for Φi(r
′, t′) and collecting terms at each order in the expansion parameter

√
D. The terms of order D0

recapitulate the deterministic nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard problem as studied in [7, 11]. In the comoving frame of
reference, these deterministic solutions satisfy

0 = ∂r′
[
v(α)Φ

(0)
1 + ∂r′µ

(0)
1 + αΦ

(0)
2

]
, µ

(0)
1 = χ1Φ

(0)
1 +

1

3

(
Φ

(0)
1

)3 − γ1∂
2
r′Φ

(0)
1 (S36)

0 = ∂r′
[
v(α)Φ

(0)
2 + ∂r′µ

(0)
2 − αΦ

(0)
1

]
, µ

(0)
2 = χ2Φ

(0)
2 . (S37)

At order
√
D, we derive the dynamics for the first order perturbations,

Φ̇
(1)
1 = ∂r′

[
v(α)Φ

(1)
1 + ∂r′µ

(1)
1 + αΦ

(1)
2 +

√
2Λ1

]
, µ

(1)
1 = χ1Φ

(1)
1 +

(
Φ

(0)
1

)2
Φ

(1)
1 − γ1∂

2
r′Φ

(1)
1 (S38)

Φ̇
(1)
2 = ∂r′

[
v(α)Φ

(1)
2 + ∂r′µ

(1)
2 − αΦ

(1)
1 +

√
2Λ2

]
, µ

(1)
2 = χ2Φ

(1)
2 (S39)

where the zero-mean white noise terms Λi(t) satisfying Eq. (S2).

B. Leading order contribution to ṠA

Now, we turn to evaluating the leading-order terms in the contributions to the entropy production rate using the
weak-noise expansion Eq. (S34). In the main text, we derive the following expression for ṠA as a function of the two
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fields in the comoving frame:

ṠA = − lim
τ→∞

α

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
〈
Φ2Φ̇1 − Φ1Φ̇2

〉
(S40)

We now substitute in the expansion Eq. (S34) and collect terms at leading order in
√
D to write

ṠA = − lim
τ→∞

α

τL

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
[

1

D

(
Φ

(0)
2 Φ̇

(0)
1 − Φ

(0)
1 Φ̇

(0)
2

)

+
1√
D

(
Φ

(0)
2 〈Φ̇

(1)
1 〉 − Φ

(0)
1 〈Φ̇

(1)
2 〉+ 〈Φ(1)

2 〉Φ̇
(0)
1 − 〈Φ

(1)
1 〉Φ̇

(0)
2

)

+ 〈Φ(1)
2 Φ̇

(1)
1 − Φ

(1)
1 Φ̇

(1)
2 〉+ Φ

(0)
2 〈Φ̇

(2)
1 〉 − Φ

(0)
1 〈Φ̇

(2)
2 〉+ 〈Φ(2)

2 〉Φ̇
(0)
1 − 〈Φ

(2)
1 〉Φ̇

(0)
2 +O(D1/2)

]
.

(S41)

This simplifies significantly when we recall both the relation Eq. (S35) and that Φ̇
(0)
i = 0. The leading order contri-

bution to ṠA thus takes the form

ṠA = − lim
τ→∞

α

τL

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
〈

Φ
(1)
2 Φ̇

(1)
1 − Φ

(1)
1 Φ̇

(1)
2

〉
+O(D1/2). (S42)

A closed analytic form for the right hand side of (S42) requires solving Eqs. (S38) and (S39), but in general these
equations do not admit analytic solutions.

C. Leading order contribution to ṠB

The remaining contribution ṠB was defined in the main text as

ṠB = lim
τ→∞

αv(α)

Dτ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
〈
Φ2∂r′Φ1 − Φ1∂r′Φ2

〉
. (S43)

Again, we substitute the expansion in Eq. (S34) into this expression to write the leading-order

ṠB = lim
τ→∞

αv(α)

DτL

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
(

Φ
(0)
2 ∂r′Φ

(0)
1 − Φ

(0)
1 ∂r′Φ

(0)
2

)
+O(D−1/2). (S44)

We recognize this integral as the global polar order parameter, evaluated for the deterministic solutions [11]

J (0) =
1

τL

∫ τ

0

dt′
∫ L

0

dr′
(

Φ
(0)
2 ∂r′Φ

(0)
1 − Φ

(0)
1 ∂r′Φ

(0)
2

)
. (S45)

The current J (0), for which we rederive an explicit form in the following section though a one-mode approximation, is
non-zero when PT -symmetry is broken in the deterministic dynamics. This allows us to write the second contribution
to the entropy production rate ṠB compactly as ṠB = αv(α)J (0)/D.

D. One-mode Approximation and Closed-form Expression for ṠB

Here, we briefly recap the results of [7], where the deterministic problem Eqs. (S36) and (S37) was studied for L = 2π
and |χ1/γ1| & (2π/L)2. With this choice of parameters and looking at the dispersion relation, one can argue that only
the lowest non-zero wavenumber mode q = 2π/L is linearly unstable. This is consistent with the observation that the

solutions Φ
(0)
i (measured through numerical simulations) were largely dominated by the lowest (finite) wave-number

Fourier mode. In this case, we can thus proceed to a one-mode approximation,

Φ
(0)
j (r) =

∞∑

n=−∞
ζ̄j(n)einr ≈ ζ̄j(−1)e−ir + ζ̄j(+1)eir = ζj cos(r − θj), (S46)
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FIG. S2. One-mode approximation for deterministic solutions — we compare the numerical solutions to the deterministic
equations Eqs. (S36) and (S37) to the results of [7] where a one-mode approximation is used for an analytic form for the

deterministic solutions for L = 2π. We plot the results for the two fields, (a) Φ
(0)
1 and (b) Φ

(0)
2 .

where we used ζ̄j(+1) = ζ̄∗j (−1) = ζje
−iθj with ζi ∈ R for a real function Φ

(0)
j ; this can be shown to agree very

accurately with the full solutions for the stationary distributions in the present case but we do not expect it to hold
more generally [12].

Note that the homogeneous mode disappears because we have set the average value of each field to zero. Substituting
Eq. (S46) into the deterministic equations of motion, four governing equations can be derived for the coefficients
ζ1, ζ2, θ1 and θ2 [7]. The steady-state solutions to these dynamic equations can then be found and three sets of
solutions can be identified, corresponding to a trivial fixed point where the fields each are equivalently zero, the static
phase separated state and the phase separated state that supports a travelling solution.

The sets of non-trivial solutions are what we use to find an approximate analytic form for Φ
(0)
j , being careful to

perform the change of reference frame (r, t)→ (r′, t′) from the results of [7]. We eventually obtain

Φ
(0)
1 (r′) = 2

√−χ1 − γ1 − χ2 cos(r′)

Φ
(0)
2 (r′) =

2
√

(α+ κ)(−χ1 − γ1 − χ2)√
α− κ cos

(
r′ − arccos

(
−
√
χ2

2/(α
2 − κ2)

))
(S47)

which define a one-parameter class of solutions by the translational symmetry of the problem through the transforma-
tion r′ → r′+∆r′. Note that, for the travelling wave solution to exist, we require χ1+γ1 < −χ2 and α2 ≥ α2

c = κ2+χ2
2.

In Fig. S2, we compare these approximate analytic solutions to the deterministic solutions evaluated via numerical
simulations, observing good agreement as reported in [7].

Substituting Eq. (S47) into Eq. (S45), we obtain a closed form expression for the deterministic global polar order
parameter J (0),

J (0) =
8πv(α)(−χ1 − γ1 − χ2)

(α− κ)
where v(α) =

√
α2 − κ2 − χ2

2, (S48)

and thus, via Eq. (S49), an expression for the leading order contribution to ṠB ,

ṠB =
8παv2(α)(−χ1 − γ1 − χ2)

D(α− κ)
. (S49)

Note that the conditions for the existence of the traveling wave solution imply ṠB ≥ 0 in agreement with the second
law of thermodynamics. For α� αc, we observe the scaling relation ṠB = v2(α)/Deff with Deff = D(κ−α)/(8πα(χ1+
γ1 + χ2)). In this limit, Eq. (S49) for the contribution to the entropy production stemming from the macroscopic
dynamic phase thus bears a striking resemblance to the entropy production of an active particle on a ring with bare
diffusivity Deff > 0 and self-propulsion speed v(α) [4, 5].
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