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We analyse the long-lasting effects of initial conditions on fluctuations in one-dimensional diffusive
systems. We consider both the fluctuations of current for non-interacting diffusive particles starting
from a step-like initial density profile, and the mean-square displacement of tracers in homogeneous
systems with single-file diffusion. For these two cases, we show analytically (via the propagator
and Macroscopic Fluctuation Theory, respectively) that the long-term memory of initial conditions
is mediated by a single static quantity: a generalized compressibility that quantifies the density
fluctuations of the initial state. We thereby identify a universality class of hyperuniform initial states
whose dynamical variances coincide with the ‘quenched’ cases studied previously; we also describe
a continuous family of other classes among which equilibrated (or ‘annealed’) initial conditions are
but one family member. We verify our predictions through extensive Monte Carlo simulations.

Many physical systems are ergodic: independent of
their initial preparation, they relax to steady states
whose properties can then be analysed with standard
tools of statistical mechanics [1]. Non-ergodicity, a signature of memory effects [2–5], can arise when phase transitions lead to systems with non-unique steady states [6–
9]. However, a separate class of non-ergodicity occurs in
systems that lack any steady state [10, 11]. For example, suppose that particles are initialised at fixed density to the left of some arbitrary origin, and allowed
to diffuse independently [10, 12]. The particles then
spread throughout space, but never reach steady state;
the system remains far from equilibrium indefinitely. In
such types of non-ergodicity, the initialisation procedure
of the system can have an everlasting effect on its future behaviour [10, 12]. Despite their simple setups, the
mechanisms of such long-term memory effects remain far
from fully understood. An interesting effect of initialisation – present in the example above and in more complex systems [13–18] – is that for arbitrarily large times,
variances of dynamical quantities depend on the initial
conditions, which might be randomly sampled from the
stationary dynamics, or fixed in a specific configuration
(for example, equi-spaced). By analogy with spin-glass
physics [19], one may also distinguish annealed variances
(where dynamical fluctuations and random initial conditions are treated on an equal footing), and quenched
variances (which measure the dynamical fluctuations associated with a typical initial condition) [10].
In the systems studied here, the quenched variance coincides with the dynamical variance obtained for equispaced initial conditions [14]. Previous works [10, 12,
15, 16] highlighted differences between quenched and annealed variances, for initial states that are sampled from
the stationary distribution of the model dynamics. In
this work, we analyse the dependence of dynamical fluctuations on a much wider range of initial conditions, for

two classes of one dimensional (1D) diffusive systems.
In particular, we show that (i) the dependence of dynamical variances on the initial state can be captured
by a single number, encoding its long-wavelength density
fluctuations; (ii) the relaxation dynamics of these fluctuations is the sole origin of persistent memory effects; and
(iii) the existing “quenched” and “annealed” results of
[10, 12, 15] become two special cases within a continuous
family.
We now summarize our main results, before presenting
their derivation. First, consider non-interacting particles
with all particles initially to the left of an arbitrary origin
in 1D, such that the density has a step-like profile. If the
long-time behavior of the particles is diffusive, then for
large times T , we show that the variance of the (timeintegrated) particle flux Q(T ) through the origin is
Var[Q(T )] ' ∆Q2noise (T ) + αic ∆Q2dens (T ).

(1)

Here ∆Q2noise is a purely dynamical contribution; the remainder depends on the initial condition. Detailed formulae are given below, but the central observation is that
this dependence is fully determined by a single number
αic = lim

`→∞

Var[n(`)]
hn(`)i

(2)

where n(`) is the number of particles that are initially
found within a distance ` of the origin. Notably, (1,2) link
two quantities that are experimentally accessible (e.g.,
via microscopy) without knowing the interaction details
[20–22]. If the initial condition is a thermal equilibrium
state, αic is proportional to the compressibility [23, 24].
Importantly, however, the initial condition need not be
thermal, nor even a stationary (‘annealed’) state of the
chosen dynamics. We identify αic more generally as a
Fano factor [25], which is familiar from analyses of hyperuniform (HU) states, which have αic = 0, by definition [26]. Physically, (1) shows that the everlasting effect
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of the initial condition is fully encoded in its large-scale
density fluctuations whose relaxation times are arbitrarily long. All HU initial conditions lead to the same result
for Var[Q(T )], which also coincides with the quenched
variance of [10, 12]: this is an unexpectedly universal
result. In contrast, the ‘annealed’ variance of [10, 12] becomes one member of a continuous family, indexed only
by αic .
Our second example involves the single-file diffusion [14, 15, 27–33] of a homogeneous interacting particle
system under conditions where Macroscopic Fluctuation
Theory (MFT) is applicable [15, 34–40]. Identifying a
single tracer particle starting from the origin, we show
that the variance of its position X(T ) satisfies
Var[X(T )] '

2
∆Xnoise
(T )

+

2
αic ∆Xdens
(T ),

Z

∞

0

dx G(x, −z, t) .

(4)

The mean integrated flux through the origin is then
obtained
by summing over all particles: hQ(t)iy =
P
U
(−y
,
the empirical density of the initial
i t). DefiningP
i
condition as ρ̂(x|y) = i δ(x − yi ), we now write
hQ(t)iy =

Z

∞

dz ρ̂(−z|y)U (z, t)

0

(6)
This is a purely dynamical quantity for given initial condition y. Now averaging further over y (denoted as (...)),
the final variance of the flux is [6, 7]
Var[Q(t)] = ∆Q2noise (t) + ∆Q2ic (t)

(5)

0

Here and in the following, positive values of z represent
initial positions to the left of the origin.

(7)

where
∆Q2noise = hQ(t)2 iy − hQ(t)i2y
∆Q2ic (t) = hQ(t)i2y − hQ(t)iy

(3)

for large times T , where again the dependence on the
initial condition is fully controlled by αic , independent of
the dynamics. These dynamics now may include complex interactions, but the same physical mechanism is at
work. Equation 3 signifies that for all MFT compliant
dynamics, the mean-squared displacement comprises a
purely dynamical contribution, plus a part that depends
on the (arbitrary) initial state purely via αic . Although
the connection of compressibility to hardcore tracer motion was noted in a less general setting [17, 41], Eq. (3)
goes far beyond previous results for ‘equilibrated’ initial
states [15, 42–44].
We now outline the derivation of these results, focussing on the physical mechanism. We greatly generalize the results of previous studies [10, 12, 14–16, 41–45]
and explain the special status of HU initial conditions.
Current fluctuations for non-interacting particles:
Consider non-interacting particles with initial positions
y = (y1 , y2 , . . . ) lying to the left of the origin (yi <
0) [12]. At time t, define χi (t) = 1 if particle i has
position xi (t) > 0, and χi (t) = 0 otherwise. Also define
the propagator G(x, y, t) as the probability density that
a particle is at position x, given that it was at position
y a time t earlier. For given initial conditions y, we have
hχi (t)iy = U (−yi , t), where
U (z, t) =

Since the particles are non-interacting and χi ∈ {0, 1},
the variance of the flux is
Z ∞
hQ(t)2 iy − hQ(t)i2y =
dz ρ̂(−z|y)U (z, t)[1 − U (z, t)].
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(8)

are contributions from fluctuations in the dynamics and
in the initial condition, respectively. By definition,
∆Q2noise is a quenched variance. Formally, Var[Q(t)] is
always obtained by an annealed calculation, but we reserve the term “annealed” in this work for the specific
case where the correlations in the initial state are inherited from the stationary state of the model, as in [10, 12].
Using (5) yields
∆Q2ic (t) =

Z

0

∞

Z

∞

dz dz 0 U (z, t)U (z 0 , t)C2 (z, z 0 )

(9)

0

where C2 (z, z 0 ) = ρ̂(−z|y)ρ̂(−z 0 |y) − ρ̂(−z|y) ρ̂(−z 0 |y).
Hence, the initial conditions enter the variance through
the one- and two-point correlations of the density only.
So far, this analysis is general: we now make several
assumptions on the system of interest. First, assume
that for large times t, the propagator G is Gaussian with
diffusion constant D, so that


1
z
U (z, t) ' erfc √
as t → ∞ ,
(10)
2
4Dt
with erfc(x) being the complementary error function.
This assumption includes passive diffusers, and many
kinds of active particle (see below). Second, we assume that the initial conditions arise by taking an infinite, translationally invariant system and erasing all
particles to the right of the origin. This means that
ρ̂(−z|y) = ρ̄Θ(z) and C2 (z, z 0 ) = ρ̄Θ(z)Θ(z 0 )C(z − z 0 )
where Θ(z) is the Heaviside function and C(z − z 0 ) the
two-point correlator before erasure. This assumption can
be relaxed, but already reveals the behavior of interest
here.
At large times, T , (9) and (10) then yield
∆Q2ic (T ) =

√
Z
Z ∞
Z ∞
0
ρ̄ DT ∞
dy
dy 0
dp eip(y −y)
4π
0
0
−∞


p
×S √
erfc(y) erfc(y 0 ) . (11)
4DT
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Similarly using (6), ∆Q2noise is:
r
∆Q2noise (T ) '

ρ̄2 DT
.
2π

(13)

Combining (7,12,13) yields explicit expressions for all
terms in (1); initial conditions enter only through αic .
We now interpret these results. This ∆Q2noise is the
quenched variance of [10, 12]. Our Eq. (13) shows that
the total variance coincides with the quenched result for
any HU initial state, because these all have αic = 0.
The ‘annealed’ result of [10, 12] is obtained by taking
C(z) = δ(z), corresponding to the equilibrium state of
this model, so αic = 1. This result
is larger than the
√
quenched variance by a factor 2. Remarkably, these
quenched and annealed results can now be identified as
two specific choices within an infinite family of initial conditions, fully parameterized by αic . Note that our theory
extends to αic > 1, corresponding to initial states generated, e.g., by equilibrating attractive interactions [46].
However, we address numerically below only αic ≤ 1
whose initial conditions are more easily generated.
Our results explain the mechanism by which the initial
conditions affect the variance. Using (10), the physical
meaning
of (5) is that particles that start much less than
√
4DT from the origin have passed it with probability
1/2, while particles starting much further away are unlikely to have passed it. Hence, the average
√ flux is controlled by the number of particles within 4DT of the
origin: the variance of this number is determined by αic
[from (2)] and this determines ∆Q2ic (T ). Finally, we attribute the everlasting effect of the initial conditions to
the long-wavelength density fluctuations that determine
αic , whose diverging relaxation times act as the source of
long-term memory.
Figure 1(a) shows Var[Q(T )] for point Brownian particles with D = 1, obtained from Monte Carlo (MC) simulations for different values of αic , see [46] for details. In
the initial state for these numerics, particles are placed at
random, with spacings constrained to exceed some constant r0 : this allows αic = (1 − r0 ρ̄)2 to be adjusted
between 0 (equal spacing r0 = 1/ρ̄) and unity (ideal gas
configuration, r0 = 0) [46]. The results match the predictions (1,12,13). To check that all dependence on the
initial conditions comes from αic , we also simulated a different HU initial condition (αic = 0) where equi-spaced
particles are given independent random displacements of
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where S(q) = −∞ dz C(z)e−iqz is the structure factor.
The initial condition enters this expression through the
single number αic = limq→0 S(q), which coincides with
the asymptotic variance (2) [1, 24, 46]. Replacing the
structure factor by its limit, the integrals in (11) yield
∆Q2ic (T ) = αic ∆Q2dens (T ) with
r
√
 ρ̄2 DT
2
.
(12)
∆Qdens (T ) ' 2 − 1
2π
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FIG. 1. (a) The variance Var[Q(T )] of non-interacting Brownian particles with D = 1 and ρ̄ = 1, at different values of
αic . The MC simulation results (points) match the theoretical
prediction (1) (solid lines). For HU initial states (αic = 0),
two different initial setups are shown: equi-spaced initial positions with or without additional random displacements. (b)
The variance Var[Q(T )] for noninteracting active particles at
long times. Points show simulation results; lines are the prediction (1).

a fixed size [46]: the long-time behavior is exactly the
same as with equi-spaced initial particles.
Figure 1(b) shows results for three popular models of
active particles [47–54]: active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particles (AOUPs), active Brownian particles (ABPs) and
run-and-tumble particles (RTPs), see [46] for details.
These systems all satisfy (10) for large times with D their
late-time diffusivity. These systems also precisely obey
our predictions (1,12,13).
Tracer motion in single-file systems: The previous system of noninteracting particles allows for straightforward
calculation and physical interpretation. We now turn to
a class of strongly interacting systems, where we predict similar effects. Consider an infinite 1D system of
hardcore interacting particles, whose initial condition is
homogeneous, with mean density ρ̄ and two-point correlation C(z) as above. A single tracer particle is identified,
and its displacement between times 0 and T is denoted
by X(T ). We focus on the variance of this quantity:
our main result is (3), as we now explain. The physical
mechanism for this result is the same as (1), although
the computation uses a different method.
Our hardcore particles in 1D move in single file; we
assume that their hydrodynamic density field ρ can be
described by the MFT equation [34]
p
(14)
∂t ρ(x, t) = ∂x [D(ρ)∂x ρ(x, t) + σ(ρ)η(x, t)],

where σ(ρ) and D(ρ) are the mobility and diffusivity and
η(x, t) is Gaussian spatiotemporal white noise. Examples of such MFT systems include hard Brownian particles [15], and the symmetric simple exclusion process [40].
The computation of the tracer statistics follows previous work [15]; we outline the method, with details in [46].
The moment generating function (MGF) of the tracer
position is heλX(T ) i, which can be expressed as a path

4

S[ρ, ρ̂] = −λX(T ) + F [ρ] +

0

T

dt

Z

∞

dx L(ρ, ρ̂) . (16)

−∞

Here F [ρ] is the log-probability of the initial condition
(see below), and
L(ρ, ρ̂) = ρ̂∂t ρ −

σ(ρ)
(∂x ρ̂)2 + D(ρ)(∂x ρ)(∂x ρ̂) .
2

(17)

For single-file motion, X(T ) is fully determined by the
dynamics of the density: at time T , all particles between
the tracer and the origin must have had initial positions
yi < 0. This implies [15, 46]
Z

0

X(T )

dx ρ(x, T ) =

Z

0

∞

dx [ρ(x, T ) − ρ(x, 0)] .

(18)

On long enough (hydrodynamic) time scales, noise effects become weak and (15) can be evaluated by a saddlepoint method. Physically, this involves the computation of an instanton that generates a large tracer displacement X(T ), whose size is determined by the parameter λ. We are interested here in the variance of
X(T ), which means that the computation is required
at O(λ2 ). At this level, the instanton dynamics is
ρ(x, t) ≈ ρ̄+λq1 (x, t) and ρ̂(x, t) ≈ λp1 (x, t), where p1 , q1
are canonically conjugate fields; terms at higher order in
λ can be neglected. Within MFT, the log-probability of
the initial
R ∞condition is determined by a function gic , as
F [ρ] = −∞ dx gic (ρ(x, 0)), which specifies the probability of local density fluctuations [34, 46]. For thermally
equilibrated initial conditions, gic is related to the free energy; more generally, it is a large-deviation rate function.
We emphasise that ρ is the hydrodynamic density: there
may be density correlations on the scale of the interparticle spacing, but gic is still a local function of ρ. Since
the density fluctuations are of order λ, it is consistent to
approximate [34, 46]
gic (ρ) ≈ [ρ(x, 0) − ρ̄]2 /(2αic ρ̄)

(19)

00
where αic = 1/(ρ̄gic
(ρ̄)) is the Fano factor defined in
(2). Note that the quenched variance of [15] is equivalent to taking ρ(x, 0) = ρ̄ exactly: this corresponds to
αic → 0. The ‘annealed’ case of an equilibrated ini00
tial condition requires gic
(ρ̄) = 2D(ρ̄)/σ(ρ̄) which is a
fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) [34]. Hence our
formalism addresses both known initial conditions on an
equal footing, extending the results to a much wider class
that includes initial states sampled neither from the systems’ own equilibrium dynamics, nor any other.
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0.64
0

(a)

Var[X(T )]

(15)

where ρ̂(x, t) is a response field, and the action is
Z

4

0.5
q1 (x, 0)

integral in the Martin-Siggia-Rose formalism [15]:
Z
λX(T )
he
i = D[ρ(x, t), ρ̂(x, t)] e−S[ρ(x,t),ρ̂(x,t)] ,

0

−0.5

−3

−1
√

1

x
4D(ρ)T

3
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FIG. 2. (a) The non-typical initial condition q1 (x, 0) that
appears when considering fluctuations of X(T ) for various
αic . Large currents correspond to an excess of particles to
the left of the origin, biasing the tracer to the right. (b) The
mean-square tracer displacement Var[X(T )] in a system of
point Brownian particles at density ρ̄ = 10. Numerical results are shown as points; solid lines show the theoretical prediction (26). We show results for two different HU initial
conditions, with initialisation protocols the same as Fig. 1.

The instanton dynamics is obtained by extremising the
action, leading to
∂t q1 (x, t) = ∂x [D(ρ̄)∂x q1 (x, t) − σ(ρ̄) ∂x p1 (x, t)]

∂t p1 (x, t) = −D(ρ̄)∂xx p1 (x, t) ,

(20)

with boundary conditions [46]
q1 (x, 0) = ρ̄ αic [p1 (x, 0) − p1 (x, T )]

(21)

p1 (x, T ) = Θ(x)/ρ̄ .

(22)

The equations for p1 are closed and exactly solvable, following [15]. Hence (21) sets the initial condition for the
instanton, which is the fluctuation of the initial condition ρ(x, 0) associated with the prescribed fluctuation of
X(T ):

q1 (x, 0) = αic

"

1
erfc
2

−x

p
4D(ρ̄)T

!

#

− Θ(x) .

(23)

This result is shown in Fig. 2(a). In physical terms, if
the initial density is large on the left of the tracer, then it
tends to move to the right, and vice versa. The size of the
fluctuation is proportional to αic (vanishing for HU initial conditions, which lack these large-scale
p density fluctuations); the associated length scale is 4D(ρ̄)T . As
for the current fluctuations in the non-interacting system
considered earlier, this shows that fluctuations of tracer
position are strongly coupled to the number of particles
within this distance on either side of the origin.
Finally, observe that the variance of the tracer position
can be obtained as the second derivative of the MGF.
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Following [15], one obtains (3) with
s
σ(ρ̄)2 T
1
,
ρ̄ 2π ρ̄2 D(ρ̄)
r
√
2 − 1 2D(ρ̄)T
2
∆Xdens (T ) '
.
ρ̄
π

2
∆Xnoise
(T ) '

(24)
(25)

For the specific case of hard Brownian particles with
diffusion constant D, one also has σ(ρ̄) = 2Dρ̄ and
D(ρ̄) = D. Hence,
1
Var[X(T )] '
ρ̄

r

i
√
2DT h
1 + αic ( 2 − 1) .
π

(26)

This result is verified numerically in Fig. 2(b), for three
different values of αic with D = 1, ρ̄ = 10. For the HU
case (αic = 0), we also show that two different initial
preparations yield the same result, similarly to Fig. 1.
To summarise, we have considered two different situations where the initial preparation of a 1D diffusive system has long-lasting effects on fluctuations of dynamical
quantities. We showed that this dependence is captured
by the single parameter αic , which quantifies large-scale
density fluctuations in the initial state. This quantity
emphasises the special role of HU initial states, as those
which minimise these long-lived fluctuations. All HU initial states form a single universality class, for which the
flux variance and the tracer mean-squared displacement
match previous ‘quenched’ results [10, 12, 15]. In contrast, the ‘annealed’ case (sampling the initial state from
the stationary or equilibrated dynamics) is just one member of a continuous family of distinct classes of initial
conditions, parameterised by αic . In all these classes,
long-term memory stems from the unlimited decay times
of long length-scale density inhomogeneities; the fluctuations at time T are controlled
by the number of particles
√
that started within 4DT of the origin.
Analogous discrepancies between quenched and annealed results for different types of initial states, e.g., [16,
17], should broadly share the mechanism elucidated here.
Our results are limited to variances of dynamical quantities: higher moments (and large deviations) of these
quantities presumably depend on higher-order statistics
of the initial density, opening up rich new possibilities.
There are further open questions around the behaviour
of those single-file systems that lie beyond the scope of
MFT [55], and for driven 1D systems [45, 56–59]. Beyond
1D, our results may prove relevant to anisotropic effects
seen in higher dimensions [60–62].
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In the following we present some supplemental information, to provide additional detail on the discussion of the
main text. In Sec. I we describe a set of translationally invariant initial states with Fano factor αic ≤ 1, which are
used as initial conditions for the numerical computations in the main text. Section II contains additional details of
the numerical results. In Sec. III, we give a full derivation of the tracer variance for systems described by Macroscopic
Fluctuation Theory. This computation is included for completeness, it largely follows Ref [1], with some modifications
to account for the general class of initial conditions considered in this work.
I.

MICROSCOPIC EXAMPLE FOR THE FANO FACTOR αic : HARD RODS IN ONE DIMENSION
A.

Theory

A central role in this work is played by the Fano factor αic . As an example of an equilibrium system where this
quantity can be varied continuously between 0 and 1, we consider hard particles of size r0 , in one dimension. For any
configuration of N such particles in a box of size L, there is a corresponding configuration of point particles in a box
of size L − N r0 . The two configurations are related by ordering the positions of the point particles as x̃1 , x̃2 , . . . , x̃N ,
and then defining the positions of the hard particles as xm = x̃m + (m − 1)r0 . Clearly r0 ≤ L/N in order that the
hard particles can fit inside the box.
Since this transformation has unit Jacobian, the configurational partition function for the hard rods is the same as
that of the point particles, that is
(L − N r0 )N
.
N!

(S1)

∂
N
(ln Z) =
,
∂L
L − N r0

(S2)

L − N r0
1 − ρ̄r0
=
,
N r0
ρ̄r0

(S3)

Z=
and the corresponding pressure P is given by
βP =

where β is the inverse temperature (divided by Boltzmann’s constant).
Recall that the (mean) density is ρ̄ = N/L. Observe that 0 ≤ ρ̄r0 ≤ 1, where the lower limit corresponds to
point particles (hard rods of size zero) and the upper limit to the case where the hard rods fill the box exactly. It is
convenient to define a dimensionless quantity:
ζ=

which diverges for point particles, and approaches zero for the case where the rods fill the box.
From (S2), we can calculate the (isothermal) compressibility κ as
κ=−

1 ∂L
β(1 − ρ̄r0 )2
=
.
L ∂P
ρ̄

(S4)

Then it is well-known (by considering large systems in the grand canonical ensemble [2, 3]) that the Fano factor for
fluctuations of the particle number is
αic =
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Var(n)
κρ̄
=
hni
β

(S5)
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FIG. S1: Numerically estimated αic from hard rod configurations with varying ζ. The line shows the prediction (S6). Results
were obtained at density ρ̄ = 1 in a system of N = 10000 particles.

(The result for αic is the same if one considers a large grand-canonical system, or a large subsystem of size ` in a very
large canonical system.) For the present system (S3) and (S4) yield
αic =



ζ
1+ζ

2

.

(S6)

Since 0 ≤ ζ < ∞, one sees that these states have 0 ≤ αic ≤ 1.
B.

Numerical generation of states with prescribed αic

The above analysis provides a method for generating states with prescribed αic . This method was used in the
simulations described in the main text. Specifically: for any ρ̄, αic , Eqs. (S3,S6) can be solved for the corresponding
r0 . Then, for initial states with all particles to the left of the origin (as required for numerical computations of the
Q(T )), we start by placing N point particles at random between −L and −N r0 . Similar to the construction above,
these positions can be ordered in an increasing sequence as x̃1 , . . . , x̃N and the position of the mth hard particle is
obtained as xm = x̃m + (m − 1)r0 .
For initial states with particles on both sides of the origin (as required for simulations of tracer motion), we start
with the same method identified above. Then we identify the central particle as the tracer, and we shift the whole
configuration so that the tracer starts at the origin.
To confirm that these methods work as expected, we generated configurations in this way. Measuring the asymptotic
variance αic numerically requires some care because the number of particles is finite in the simulations, which are
performed in the canonical ensemble. Let n(`) denote the number of particles within a distance ` of the origin. We
measured the mean and variance of this number, as a function of ` . By homogeneity, hn(`)i = ρ̄`. Also, the variance
is found to be Var[n(`)] ' α`(L − `)N/L2 [valid for large N, L with N/L = ρ̄ and `  1].
Note in particular Var[n(L)] = 0 because the total number of particles is fixed. To obtain αic , we note that its
definition includes a limit of large `, which must be taken after the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ (at fixed ρ̄). That is
αic = lim lim

`→∞ L→∞

Var[n(`)]
=α
hn(`)i

Since `  L, this result is independent of the ensemble. In practice we take configurations from the canonical
ensembles as above (fixed N ) and we fit numerical data for Var[n(`)] to the quadratic form αρ̄`(L − `)/L in order to
obtain α as an estimate of αic . We show in Fig. S1 that the results agree perfectly with the prediction (S6).
Note that states with αic > 1 can be generated in principle, by first distributing all point particles on the line
uniformly for a given ρ̄, adding suitable local attractive interactions between particles, and equilibrating the system.
We do not consider such states in our numerical computations.
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II.

NUMERICAL SCHEMES : FURTHER DETAILS

We briefly describe additional numerical schemes used to obtain the numerical results in the main text (Figs. 1 and
2) .
A.

Hyperuniform initial states

For hard-rod configurations, there is a hyperuniform (HU) state where L = N r0 , so all particles are touching their
neighbours. The particles are equispaced, the system resembles a crystal, and αic = 0. As described in the main text,
results that depend only on αic must give the same result for any HU initial condition.
To test this, we modify these equispaced configurations by short-ranged perturbations, which do not disturb the
long wavelength density fluctuations, and hence preserve the HU property. Specifically, we add independent and
identically distributed random increments to each particle position: the increment is ±δ where positive and negative
signs are each chosen with probability 1/2. (For the case where all particles are initialised to the left of the origin,
particles within δ of the origin are we always incremented by −δ.) For the “randomized HU” initial conditions with
αic = 0 shown in Fig. 1(a) of the main text, the density is ρ̄ = 1 and we take δ = 5, so particles are displaced by
several times their typical spacing. For Fig. 2(b) we have similarly ρ̄ = 10 and δ = 1.
B.

Dynamics

For the non-interacting problem we study four different models, all of which have late-time Gaussian statistics. We
list these in the following:
Passive Brownian motion: Particle i undergoes Brownian motion according to
√
ẋi = 2Dηi (t),

(S7)

where D is the diffusivity, and ηi (t) is a zero-mean white noise with a variance, hηi (t)ηj (t0 )i = δ(t−t0 )δij . The variance
of the current associated with this system of particles, starting from a step-like initial set-up and different values of
αic is plotted in Fig.1(a) of the main text. We took ρ̄ = 1 and D = 1, with N = 4000. The data was averaged over
106 realizations.
Run and tumble particles: The dynamics of each run-and-tumble particle (RTP) i is given by [4, 5]:
ẋi = vσi (t),

(S8)

where v is the velocity and σi (t) is a noise that flips at a Poisson rate γ between two values ±1. It is well known [4]
v2
that the late-time behaviour (t  γ −1 ) of such particles is Gaussian, with an effective diffusivity D = 2γ
. In Fig.1(b),
the temporal evolution of Var[Q(T )] for RTPs is shown by squares. We choose v = 1, γ = 0.5, ρ̄ = 1, N = 1000. The
data was averaged over ∼ 105 samples.
Active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particles: The equations of motion for an active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP),
without any external or interaction potential, are given by [6] :
p
ẋi = vi + 2Dx ηix (t)
p
τ v̇i = −vi + 2Dv ηiv (t),
(S9)

where xi and vi , respectively are the position and propulsive velocity of particle i, and the ηia (t) are zero-mean
Gaussian white noises with variances hηia (t)ηjb (t0 )i = δ(t − t0 )δij δab , with a, b = x, v. Also, Dx and Dv are the noise
strengths associated with ηix (t) and ηiv (t), respectively. For τ = 0, we have simple passive Brownian motion, with
effective diffusivity D = Dv + Dx . A finite τ acts as a characterisitic persistence time, thus (only) lending inertia to
the particle motion. For t  τ , each AOUP behaves diffusively, following D = Dv + Dx . In Fig.1(b) of the main text,
we use v0 = 0, Dx = 0.5 = Dv , τ = 1, ρ̄ = 1 and N = 1000. Results of Var[Q(T )] for AOUPs (averaged over ∼ 105
samples) are shown by circles in Fig.1(b).

4
Active Brownian particles: The Langevin equations of motion for a free active Brownian particle (ABP) i in one
dimension can be written as [7, 8]
ẋi = v cos θi
θ̇i = 2DR ηi (t),

(S10)

where xi gives the instantaneous position of the particle, θi represents the particle orientation that itself follows
diffusive dynamics with a rotational diffusion constant DR . ηi (t) is a delta-correlated, zero mean Gaussian white
−1
v2
for times t  DR
noise. Free AOUPs behave diffusively with effective diffusivity D = 2D
[7]. In Fig1(b) of the
R
main text, we use v = 1, DR = 0.5 for each ABP. The initial orientation for each particle is chosen randomly between
0 and 2π. We choose ρ̄ = 1, N = 1000. The results for Var[Q(T )] (averaged over ∼ 105 samples) are represented by
triangles in Fig.1(b).
Interacting hardcore Brownian particles: Here we use N = 10000 + 1 particles located within −L/2 and L/2,
with ρ̄ = 10 and the tracer located centrally at the origin. We follow the technique of [9]. We let the particles
evolve independently up to time T , and note the position of the new central particle, which equivalently gives the
displacement of the tracer in a system of hard Brownian particles. The data was averaged over ∼ 105 realizations.
III.

MACROSCOPIC FLUCTUATION THEORY FOR THE INITIAL STATE WITH ARBITRARY αic

We present a systematic derivation to show that the Fano factor αic of the initial state determines the variance of
tracer position X(T ) at some late-time T , for a general class of interacting particles whose dynamics is described by
the framework of Macroscopic Fluctuation Theory (MFT). We follow exactly the procedure introduced in [1], where
the analysis is set up first as a large deviation problem through the optimal solutions of the action, and then the
variance Var[X(T )] of the tracer position is extracted by a perturbative expansion in orders of λ, which is the Laplace
variable corresponding to X(T ) in its cumulant generating function. It is essential that particles undergo single-file
motion, in particular, the tracer cannot pass its neighbours. We also assume that the tracer starts from the origin,
so X(T ) can be interpreted either as its position, or its displacement.
Within the MFT framework, the evolution of the macroscopic density ρ(x, t) is given by [10, 11]
p
∂t ρ(x, t) = ∂x [D(ρ)∂x ρ(x, t) + σ(ρ)η(x, t)],
(S11)

where σ(ρ) and D(ρ) are the mobility and diffusivity, respectively, while η(x, t) is a Gaussian white noise with zero
mean and a variance hη(x, t)η(x0 , t0 )i = δ(x − x0 )δ(t − t0 ).
Let X(T ) be the position of the tracer particle at the final (observation) time T . Due to the single-file constraint,
this position can be expressed as a functional of the density ρ(x, t). To see this, note that the numbers of particles to
leftR and right of the tracer must both remain constant. At time t, the number of particles to the right of the tracer
∞
is X(t) ρ(x, t)dt: this must be equal at times t = 0, T , which yields
Z

X(T )

dx ρ(x, T ) =

0

Z

∞

0

dx [ρ(x, T ) − ρ(x, 0)] .

(S12)

(we used that X0 = 0). This formula allows the tracer position to be expressed as a functional of the density field
X(T ) = X[ρ(x, T )].
The statistics of X(T ) can be extracted from the moment generating function heλX(T ) i, which can be expressed as
a path integral in the Martin-Siggia-Rose formalism [1]
Z
heλX(T ) i = D[ρ(x, t), ρ̂(x, t)] e−S[ρ(x,t),ρ̂(x,t)] ,
(S13)
where ρ̂(x, t) is a response field, and the action S[ρ(x, t), ρ̂(x, t)] is given by
S[ρ(x, t), ρ̂(x, t)] = −λX(T )[ρ] + F [ρ(x, 0)] +

Z

0

T

dt

Z

∞

−∞

dx {ρ̂∂t ρ −

σ(ρ)
(∂x ρ̂)2 + D(ρ)(∂x ρ)(∂x ρ̂)}.
2

(S14)

where F [ρ(x, 0)] = −ln(Prob[ρ(x, 0)]) captures the information about the initial state, with Prob[ρ(x, 0)] being the
probability of observing an initial density profile ρ(x, 0).

5
A.

Initial conditions and the functional F

So far the analysis follows [1]. However, the present derivation requires a more detailed treatment of the functional
F , as we now discuss. We first discuss this functional in the case where the initial condition is an equilibrium state
with free energy density fic (ρ): we explain below how the analysis is generalised to cover non-equilibrium initial states.
Note: this fic differs in general from the free energy feq associated with the equilibrium state of the model dynamics,
00
which obeys the fluctuation-dissipation theorem feq
(ρ) = 2D(ρ)/σ(ρ) [10]. Taking fic = feq will recover the annealed
result of [1], but the following analysis is more general, in that it applies for a general fic , corresponding to initial
conditions that are not sampled from the equilibrium stationary state of the underlying model.
For an initial condition taken from the equilibrium state with free energy fic , the hydrodynamic density fluctuations
behave (on large length scales) as
Z ∞
− ln Prob[ρ] = F [ρ] '
dx gic (ρ)
(S15)
−∞

with
gic (ρ) = fic (ρ) − fic (ρ̄) − (ρ − ρ̄)fic0 (ρ̄)

(S16)

as given in Eq. (5.1) of [10]. The most probable initial condition is ρ(x, 0) = ρ̄, which has F = 0. Write
Z ρ
fic (ρ) − fic (ρ̄) − (ρ − ρ̄)fic0 (ρ̄) =
dr[fic0 (r) − fic0 (ρ̄)]
ρ̄

=

Z

ρ̄

ρ

drfic00 (ρ)[ρ − r]

where the second equality uses an integration by parts. Hence
Z ∞
Z ρ(x,0)
00
F [ρ(x, 0)] =
dx
dr gic
(r)[ρ(x, 0) − r],
−∞

(S17)

(S18)

ρ̄

00
where we used fic00 (ρ) = gic
(ρ). To capture the typical fluctuations of ρ, it is sufficient to expand F to quadratic order,
yielding
Z
1 ∞
00
dx gic
(ρ̄) [ρ(x, 0) − ρ̄]2
(S19)
F [ρ(x, 0)] ≈
2 −∞

At this order, recall that F is the log-probability associated with density fluctuations in the initial state, and note that
R`
00
n(`) = 0 ρ(x, 0)dx is Gaussian with mean `ρ̄ and variance `/gic
(ρ̄), hence the Fano factor for the initial condition is
αic =

1

00 (ρ̄)
ρ̄gic

.

(S20)

To understand the role of initial states that are not equilibrium states, we note that the only assumption required
00
in the following is that fluctuations have log-probability (S19), where gic
(ρ̄) is some positive constant. This result
is assumed to hold on large (hydrodynamic) scales, so it is natural that the integrand is local. In other words, we
require that the hydrodynamic density has Gaussian statistics, without any long-ranged interactions. In this case the
asymptotic variance αic is necessarily related to fic00 by (S20) and we arrive at
Z
1 ∞ dx
F [ρ(x, 0)] ≈
[ρ(x, 0) − ρ̄]2 ,
(S21)
2 −∞ ρ̄αic
which will be assumed to hold at quadratic order in ρ − ρ̄: this is consistent with the form of gic in (19) of the main
text.
B.

Path of least action

As anticipated above, the strategy for computing Var[X(T )] is to consider large deviations of X(T ) as T → ∞, but
working to quadratic order in the size of these deviations. We follow [1], with suitable modifications to allow for a

6
flexible choice of initial condition. We write the cumulant generating function for X(T ) as µ(λ) = lnheλX(T ) i. This
can be estimated from (S13) using a saddle point method:
µ(λ) = −S[q(x, t), p(x, t)]

(S22)

where [ρ, ρ̂] = [q, p] is the path that minimises the action S. Note that Var[X(T )] = µ00 (0) so it will be sufficient in
the following to work to quadratic order in λ. To find the path of least action, expand S about (q, p) and set the first
variation to zero: one obtains Euler-Lagrange equations
∂t q − ∂x (D(q)∂x q) = −∂x (σ(q)∂x p)
1
∂t p + D(q)∂xx p = − σ 0 (q)(∂x p)2 .
2

(S23)

The action is minimised at fixed λ so the final position of the tracer X(T ) is also a variable to be optimised: denote
the optimal value of this variable by Y (T ). The boundary condition for t = T is obtained by extremising the action
with respect to ρ(x, T ) and using (S12) [1]:
λ
Θ(x − Y ) .
q(Y, T )

p(x, T ) =

(S24)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside function. The boundary condition at time t = 0 is obtained similarly by extremising the
action with respect to ρ(x, 0)
p(x, 0) =

δ
λ
Θ(x) +
F [q(x, 0)] .
q(Y, T )
δq(x, 0)

(S25)

Using results obtained so far, (S22) becomes
µ(λ) = λY − F [q(x, 0)] −

Z

T

dt

0

Z

∞

−∞

dx

σ(q(x, T ))
(∂x p(x, t))2 .
2

(S26)

As noted above, we are only interested in the variance of X(T ), so it is sufficient to make a perturbative expansion in
λ for q(x, t), p(x, t), and Y (T ). We work at quadratic order in λ. For λ = 0 the path of least action corresponds to the
typical behaviour of the system, which is a homogeneous state q(x, t) = ρ̄ with typical noise realisations p(x, t) = 0,
and no net tracer motion in either direction Y (T ) = 0. To leading order in λ, we have therefore
q(x, t) = ρ̄ + λq1 (x, t) + . . .
p(x, t) = λp1 (x, t) + . . .
Y (T ) = λY1 + . . .

(S27)
(S28)
(S29)

Expanding (S26) in λ, the first terms appear at quadratic order, yielding
1
1
Var[X(T )] = Y1 −
2
2

Z

∞

q1 (x, 0)2
σ(ρ̄)
−
ρ̄αic
2

dx

−∞

Z

0

T

dt

Z

∞

dx (∂x p1 (x, t))2 .

(S30)

−∞

where we used (S21).
At leading order in λ, (S12) becomes
Z

0

λY1

ρ̄dx =

Z

0

∞

dx [λq1 (x, T ) − λq1 (x, 0)],

which allows the tracer displacement to be expressed in terms of the density field as
Z
1 ∞
Y1 =
dx [q1 (x, T ) − q1 (x, 0)] .
ρ̄ 0

(S31)

(S32)

Also, substituting (S27) and (S28) in (S23), we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equations to first order in λ :
∂t q1 (x, t) − D(ρ̄)∂xx q1 (x, t) = −σ(ρ) ∂xx p1 (x, t) .
∂t p1 (x, t) + D(ρ̄)∂xx p1 (x, t) = 0

(S33)
(S34)
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The boundary condition (S24) at leading order in λ becomes
p1 (x, T ) = Θ(x)/ρ̄

(S35)

The equations for p1 are now closed, and can be solved as
1
erfc
p1 (x, t) =
2ρ̄

p

−x

4D(ρ̄)(T − t)

!

.

(S36)

For the boundary condition (S25), use (S21) to obtain δF/δq ≈ λq1 /(ρ̄αic ) and hence
q1 (x, 0) = αic ρ̄[p1 (x, 0) − Θ(x)/ρ̄]
= αic ρ̄[p1 (x, 0) − p1 (x, T )] .

(S37)

where the second equality used (S35). (This is one point where the general initial condition enters, and the computation
differs from [1].)
Hence we have derived the equations for the instanton, corresponding to (20-22) of the main text. As described in
the main text, this allows the initial condition of the least-action path to be identified, corresponding to an imbalance
of density to the left and right of the tracer.
C.

Tracer variance for HU initial condition

For the HU initial condition (αic = 0), the variance of X(T ) can now be computed, again following [1]. Plugging
(S32) and (S37) into (S30) and setting αic = 0 yields
2
∆Xnoise
(T ) = Var[X(T )] =

2
ρ̄

Z

0

∞

dx q1 (x, T ) − σ(ρ̄)

Z

T

dt

0

Z

∞

dx (∂x p1 (x, t))2

(S38)

−∞

2
where we have identified ∆Xnoise
(T ) with the tracer variance computed at αic = 0. Expressing q1 (x, t) as a product
of forward and backward diffusion propagators, followed by some algebra [1], one finds
s
σ(ρ̄)
T
2
.
(S39)
∆Xnoise
(T ) = 2
ρ̄
2πD(ρ̄)

This result is quoted in (24) of the main text. This computation shows that any HU initial state (i.e., including
states with short-ranged and finite density correlations) will lead to (S39), and that this result is not restricted to the
quenched case considered in [1] (where the initial state has no density fluctuations at all).

D.

Tracer variance for general initial condition

We now calculate Var[X(T )] for αic > 0. Noting the linearity of (S33), the least-action path q1 (x, t) can be divided
into two contributions, similar to [1]:
q1 (x, t) = qI (x, t) + qh (x, t),

(S40)

where qh (x, t) represents the solution of the homogeneous equation
∂t qh (x, t) − D(ρ̄)∂xx qh (x, t) = 0,

(S41)

with the inhomogeneous boundary condition
qh (x, 0) = αic ρ̄ [p1 (x, 0) − p1 (x, T )] ,

(S42)

while qI satisfies the inhomogeneous equation
∂t qI (x, t) − D(ρ̄)∂xx qI (x, t) = −σ(ρ̄) ∂xx p1 (x, t) ,

(S43)
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with homogeneous boundary condition qI (x, 0) = 0.
Comparing with the case αic = 0 considered above, observe that qI (x, t) is the same least-action path as we
already considered, for the HU initial condition. Noting that the solution (S36) for p1 is independent of αic , and that
qI (x, 0) = 0, Eq. (S30) becomes
Z
Z ∞
1
2 ∞
2
dx [qh (x, T ) − qh (x, 0)] −
dx (qh (x, 0))2
(S44)
Var[X(T )] − ∆Xnoise
(T ) =
ρ̄ 0
ρ̄αic −∞
It only remains to compute the right hand side of (S44), as in [1]. To obtain a preliminary result, combine (S34)
and (S41) to obtain
∂t [p1 (x, t)qh (x, t)] = −D(ρ̄) ∂x [qh (x, t)∂x p1 (x, t) − p1 (x, t)∂x qh (x, t)].
This is a continuity equation for p1 qh , so the integral of that quantity is conserved:
Z ∞
∂
dx p1 (x, t)qh (x, t) = 0 .
∂t −∞
R∞
Now write I = 0 dx [qh (x, T ) − qh (x, 0)]/ρ̄ for the first term on the right hand side of (S44). Then
Z

∞

Θ(x)
[qh (x, T ) − qh (x, 0)]
ρ̄
−∞
Z ∞
Z ∞
=
dx p1 (x, T )qh (x, T ) −
dx p1 (x, T )qh (x, 0)
−∞
−∞
Z ∞
Z ∞
=
dx p1 (x, 0)qh (x, 0) −
dx p1 (x, T ) qh (x, 0) ,

I =

(S45)

(S46)

dx

−∞

(S47)

−∞

where the second step uses (S35), and the final step uses (S46). Combining the integrals and using (S42) to substitute
for p1 (x, T ) − p1 (x, 0), we obtain
Z ∞
1
dx (qh (x, 0))2 .
(S48)
I=
ρ̄αic −∞
Hence the right hand side of (S44) can be simplified as 2I − I = I, and using (S42,S36) yields
Z

∞

"

1
Θ(x)
2
− erfc
Var[X(T )] − ∆Xnoise
(T ) = αic ρ̄
dx
ρ̄
2ρ̄
−∞
Performing the integral yields the final result
Var[X(T )] =

2
∆Xnoise
(T )

αic √
+
( 2 − 1)
ρ̄

r

−x

p
4D(ρ̄)T

2D(ρ̄)T
.
π

!#2

(S49)

(S50)

from which we identify (see (25) of the main text)
2
∆Xdens
(T )

=

√

2−1
ρ̄

r

2D(ρ̄)T
π

(S51)

and hence
2
2
Var[X(T )] = ∆Xnoise
(T ) + αic ∆Xdens
(T ) ,

as given in (3) of the main text.
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