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Abstract

Dynamical Large Deviations of Diffusions
J.P. du Buisson

Department of Physics,
University of Stellenbosch,
Stellenbosch, South Africa.

Dissertation: PhD (Theoretical Physics)
January 2023

We solve two problems related to the fluctuations of time-integrated function-
als of Markov diffusions, used in physics to model nonequilibrium systems. In
the first we derive and illustrate the appropriate boundary conditions on the
spectral problem used to obtain the large deviations of current-type observables
for reflected diffusions. For the second problem we study linear diffusions and
obtain exact results for the generating function associated with linear additive,
quadratic additive and linear current-type observables by using the Feynman-
Kac formula. We investigate the long-time behavior of the generating function
for each of these observables to determine both the so-called rate function and
the form of the effective process responsible for manifesting the fluctuations of
the associated observable. It is found that for each of these observables, the
effective process is again a linear diffusion. We apply our general results for a
variety of linear diffusions in R2, with particular emphasis on investigating the
manner in which the density and current of the original process are modified in
order to create fluctuations.
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Uittreksel

Dinamiese Groot Afwykings van Diffusie Prosesse
(“Dynamical Large Deviations of Diffusions”)

J.P. du Buisson
Departement Fisika,

Universiteit van Stellenbosch,
Stellenbosch, Suid-Afrika.

Proefskrif: PhD (Theoretical Physics)
Januarie 2023

Ons los twee probleme op wat verband hou met die fluktuasies van tyd-geïntegreerde
funksionale van Markov-diffusies, wat in fisika gebruik word om sisteme buite
termiese ewewig te modelleer. Vir die eerste probleem lei ons die toepaslike
randvoorwaardes af vir die spektrale probleem wat gebruik word om die groot
afwykings van stroom-tipe waarneembares van gereflekteerde diffusies te bekom
en illustreer ook ons resultate. Vir die tweede probleem bestudeer ons lineêre
diffusies en verkry eksakte resultate vir die genererende funksie wat met lineêre
digtheids-, kwadratiese digtheids- en lineêre stroom-tipe waarneembares geasso-
sieer word deur van die Feynman-Kac formule gebruik te maak. Ons ondersoek
die groot-tyd gedrag van die genererende funskie vir elk van hierdie waarneem-
bares en verkry die sogenoemde tempo-funksie asook die vorm van die effektiewe
proses wat verantwoordelik is vir die manifestering van fluktuasies van die geas-
sosieerde waarneembare. Dit word bevind dat vir elk van hierdie waarneembares
is die effektiewe proses weereens ’n lineêre diffusie. Ons pas ons algemene re-
sultate toe vir ’n verskeidenheid lineêre diffusies in R2, met spesifieke klem op
die ondersoek van die wyse waarop die digtheid en stroom van die oorspronklike
proses aangepas word in orde om fluksuasies te skep.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Diffusion processes
The physical phenomenon underlying the diffusion processes studied in this dis-
sertation is Brownian motion, so named after Robert Brown who, in 1827, ob-
served the irregular motion of pollen grains suspended in water. A trajectory of
a process undergoing Brownian motion is shown in Fig. 1.1. Einstein [1] initiated
the probabilistic study of this type of motion in order to understand diffusion pro-
cesses in physics. His work allowed for the determination of Avogadro’s number
via the experimental measurement, made by Perrin, of the mean square displace-
ment of particles suspended in a fluid and was a key piece of evidence in favor
of the existence of atoms [2]. Independent of Einstein, the study of Brownian
motion as a Markov process was undertaken by Smoluchowski [3].

An alternative formulation of Brownian motion as a system obeying New-
ton’s equation of motion in the presence of a random force was constructed
by Langevin [4]. This formulation formed the basis for the modern theory of
stochastic differential equations, later developed by Itô [5].

A stochastic differential equation can be written informally as

Ẋ(t) = F (X(t)) + ξ(t), (1.1)

where F is a deterministic force and the so-called Gaussian white noise ξ(t)
represents the random force present in the system and accounts for uncertainty
in the evolution of the system. The trajectories of a process satisfying a stochastic
differential equation are everywhere continuous but nowhere differentiable and
represent in this manner the irregular motion that is the hallmark of Brownian
motion. A process that is governed by a stochastic differential equation is also
known as a diffusion.

Diffusion processes appear in a variety of contexts, including:

• Nonequilibrium systems such as biomolecular motors or nano-machines in
biophysics [6, 7].

• Mesoscopic systems suspended in a fluid and manipulated via laser tweez-
ers [8].

1



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 2

Figure 1.1: Sample path of Brownian motion in two dimensions.

• In finance, where stock prices are modelled by a stochastic differential equa-
tion known as the geometric Brownian motion [9].

• As the continuous limit of systems with a discrete state space, for example
in population dynamics or queuing theory [10, 11].

In this dissertation we will study separately two particular classes of diffusion
processes: those evolving in a bounded domain and undergoing reflection at
the boundary of that domain, and the class of linear diffusions for which the
deterministic force F present in the stochastic differential equation is linear in
the state X(t) of the diffusion.

While diffusion processes are often considered as taking place in an un-
bounded domain Rn, it is clearly also important to consider processes evolving in
some subset of Rn [12]. Examples of such processes are a diffusion taking place
inside a biological cell [13, 14] or a process which has a state which is inherently
constrained as a result of its definition, for example the price of a stock which
cannot be negative. For such processes both the geometry of the boundary and
the behavior of the process at the boundary are important and must be specified.

The study of bounded diffusions is an active area in probability theory and
in statistical physics and was initiated in large part by Feller, who provided a
complete classification of all possible types of boundary behavior in one dimen-
sion [15, 16, 17]. We will consider in this dissertation only the case where the
boundaries present in the system are reflecting in nature. A construction of re-
flected diffusions at the level of stochastic differential equations to account for
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reflection at the boundary was provided by Skorokhod [18, 19] via the inclusion
of a so-called local time term in the stochastic differential equation. A survey of
results on reflected diffusions is provided in Grebenkov [20].

Linear diffusions, the second type of diffusion that we shall consider, consti-
tute an important class of stochastic differential equations, as they are simple
enough to be analytically studied while being rich enough to exhibit interesting
behavior. As such, these systems have been studied extensively in both mathe-
matics and physics [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. Examples of linear diffusions
include colloidal particles trapped by optical tweezers [29, 30, 31], RC electrical
circuits [32] and bead-spring models used to simulate polymers [33]. Particularly
interesting to us is the fact that systems of this sort can manifest both equi-
librium behavior, for which probability currents are absent, and nonequilibrium
behavior, characterized by the existence of probability currents as a result of
non-conservative forces or the presence of multiple heat baths at different tem-
peratures [25, 26, 34, 35, 27]. Linear diffusions have also been examined using
a framework known as stochastic thermodynamics [6, 36, 37], which extends the
notions of traditional thermodynamics such as heat, work and entropy produc-
tion, to individual trajectories of a stochastic process. General results such as
thermodynamic uncertainty relations [38, 39] and fluctuation relations [40, 41, 6],
which constrain the probability distributions of quantities such as heat and work,
have been illustrated in the context of linear diffusions [42, 25, 26].

1.2 Dynamical large deviations
Statistical information regarding the state X(t) of a diffusion is contained in
the probability density pt(x) = P (X(t) = x) describing the probability of the
diffusion having a particular value at a given time. In this dissertation, rather
than studying the process X(t) directly, we will instead study time integrated
functionals

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

f(X(t))dt+
1

T

∫ T

0

g(X(t)) ◦ dX(t), (1.2)

that depends on the entire trajectory of the diffusion X(t) over the course of
the interval t ∈ [0, T ]. These functionals are called in physics dynamical ob-
servables [43]. Two broad classes of dynamical observable can be distinguished,
namely additive observables for which g = 0 and current-type observable for
which f = 0. Examples of dynamical observables include:

• The empirical density ρT (y) representing the fraction of time (out of a
total time T ) that the process spends at y, for which f(x) = δ(x−y) and
g = 0.

• The empirical current JT (y) representing the number of passes (counted
with sign) through y per unit time over the interval t ∈ [0, T ]. This vector
observable is defined with f = 0 and g = δ(x− y).
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• A variety of quantities of interest in stochastic thermodynamics, includ-
ing [6, 37] the nonequilibrium work done on the system, the heat exchanged
between the system and its environment, and the entropy produced over
the course of the evolution of the system. These are all examples of current-
type observables. The entropy production, for instance, is given explicitly
by g(x) = 2(D−1F (x)), where D is the diffusion matrix associated with a
diffusion [43].

In order to understand the statistical properties of a dynamical observable
we must obtain the density P (AT = a) associated with it, which describes both
the typical values of the observable as well as the fluctuations away from these
typical values. In practice obtaining this density directly is difficult, even for
relatively simple systems and observables. However, following the theory of large
deviations [44], as developed by Varadhan, we expect that the density P (AT = a)
often has the asymptotic form

P (AT = a) ≈ e−TI(a) (1.3)

for large T . An observable for which this approximation applies is said to satisfy
a large deviation principle, with the rate function I(a) characterizing the typical
values of the observable and the likelihood of fluctuations in the long-time limit.

The theory of large deviations as applied to dynamical observables is con-
cerned not only with obtaining the rate function, which describes the proba-
bility of fluctuations occurring, but also with describing the manner in which
these fluctuations are created dynamically in time [43]. This information is pro-
vided [45, 46, 47] via an effective process which models, in the long-time limit, the
behavior of the processX(t) leading to a particular fluctuation. In this disserta-
tion we will apply the theory of dynamical large deviations to the study of both
reflected diffusions and linear diffusions in order to understand the fluctuations
of dynamical observables of these processes in the long-time limit.

1.3 Goals and previous works
In practice the rate function I(a) characterizing the probability of a particular
fluctuation occurring as well as the effective process describing the behavior of
the process associated with that fluctuation is given by the long-time behavior
of the generating function of AT , or equivalently by the dominant eigenvalue and
the associated eigenfunction of a related spectral problem.

For reflected diffusions, the appropriate boundary conditions for the spectral
problem associated with the large deviations of an additive observable AT , for
which g = 0 in the notation of the previous section, were obtained by Du Buisson
and Touchette [48, 49]. The argument used to obtain these boundary conditions
does not extend to the case where the dynamical observable AT is of current-
type, having f = 0 and g 6= 0. The first problem that we will consider in
the dissertation is to present a new argument, developed in collaboration with
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Mallmin [50] and which allows us to obtain the boundary conditions for the
spectral problem associated with current-type observables. We show that the
boundary conditions for these observables differ in a non-trivial manner from
those obtained for the case of additive observables.

Large deviations have been studied before for reflected diffusions, in particu-
lar, by Grebenkov [51], Forde [52], and Fatalov [53], who obtain the rate function
of various functionals of reflected Brownian motion, including its area and the
residence time at a reflecting point. The large deviations of bounded diffusions
have also been studied previously using the so-called level 2 large deviations in-
volving the empirical density, by Pinsky [54, 55] and Budhiraja and Dupuis [56].
Finally, studies of large deviations of bounded diffusions in the low-noise limit
(as opposed to the long-time limit which we consider) include Ignatyuk [57],
Sheu [58], Dupuis [59], Bo and Zhang [60] and Sheu [58]. In these studies the
observable of interest typically involve the state X(t) of the diffusion at a fixed
or random time rather than the entire history of the diffusion, as considered here.

The second problem that we consider is to obtain general results for the large
deviations associated with a variety of observables for linear diffusions. The
classes of observables considered in this dissertation are two additive observables,
which are linear and quadratic, respectively, in the state of the diffusion X(t),
and a current-type observable which is linear in the state X(t). Linear current-
type observables are particularly interesting and include many quantitites of
physical interest, such as the nonequilibrium work, entropy production and heat
transferred to and from the system [27, 25, 26]. The rate function and effective
process are here obtained by explicitly calculating the generating function for
these observables and studying its long-time behavior.

A variety of results have been obtained for the types of observables we study
in this dissertation. In particular, the rate function for a variety of quadratic ad-
ditive observables has been obtained by Bryc and Dembo [21] and Bercu [22, 23].
Linear current-type observables have also been studied extensively. Exact results
for the generating function were obtained for the nonequilibrium work by Kwon
et al. [26]. This work was extended further by Noh [25] to the study of the
heat transfer and energy change in linear systems, obtaining the rate function
for these observables for a specific system. Similarly, Saha and Mukherji [27] ob-
tained the probability density associated with the work for a linear system having
a non-conservative force. An exact solution for the heat probability density for
a trapped Brownian oscillator was obtained by Chatterjee and Cherayil [24]. As
such, many exact or large deviation results exist for the probability densities
associated with the observables we shall study. However, the effective process
describing the manner in which fluctuations of these observables are manifested
has not been obtained previously. One of our main goals is to obtain this effective
process in order to gain an understanding of how the probability density and the
probability current of a linear process are modified to create the fluctuations of
a particular observable. The creation of currents to realize nonequilibrium fluc-
tuations of equilibrium processes and the modification of currents in processes
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which are nonequilibrium to begin with are particularly interesting topics.
The work most similar to that done in this dissertation pertaining to linear

diffusions is that of Kwon et al. [26] and Noh [25], who obtained via path-integral
methods the generating function associated with particular instances of linear
current-type observables including the nonequilibrium work, heat and energy
change. Our results are obtained instead via the Feynman-Kac formula and serve
as a generalization of these works to all linear additive, quadratic additive, and
linear current-type observables. Furthermore, long-time results for the generating
function were obtained [26, 25] either via numerical methods or analytically for
only particular systems, but did not explore the general features of the long-time
solution. We study this aspect of the problem in more depth, both at a general
level and for a variety of particular systems, including one equilibrium system
and two nonequilibrium systems, and for a variety of observables, including the
stochastic area, which has recently attracted some attention [61, 32]. We also
obtain for the first time the large deviations and effective process associated with
this observable for linear diffusions.

1.4 Outline
The dissertation is structured as follows. In Chap. 2 we introduce those ele-
ments of the theory of diffusion processes and dynamical large deviations that
we will need throughout this dissertation. Chapter 3 is concerned with reflected
diffusions. We first summarize recent work [48, 49] on obtaining the boundary
conditions on the spectral problem associated with the large deviations of addi-
tive observables for these processes and then explain why these arguments fail for
current-type observables. We then show the novel argument, published in [50], to
obtain these boundary conditions and illustrate these results for a heterogeneous
single file diffusion system, also studied in [50].

Chapter 4 contains a derivation of the generating function for the three classes
of observables mentioned previously for linear diffusions. Particular emphasis is
placed on the long-time form of this solution which allows us to obtain both
the rate function and the effective process for these observables. We also obtain
explicit expressions for the asymptotic mean and variance for all the observables
considered.

The general results for linear diffusions are illustrated in Chap. 5 for three lin-
ear systems: an equilibrium process, a nonequilibrium process having a noncon-
servative force, and another nonequilibrium process having a conservative force
but in contact with multiple heat baths at different temperatures. We apply
the formalism developed in Chap. 4 for a quadratic additive observable and for
a variety of linear current-type observables, including the nonequilibrium work,
the entropy production, as well as the stochastic area, which is an observable
that is of great interest currently as a metric of irreversibility in diffusions.

Finally, in Chap. 6 we provide a summary of the results obtained in the
dissertation and discuss open problems and possible directions for further study.



Chapter 2

Mathematical preliminaries

In this dissertation we will be concerned with the application and extension of
the theory of dynamical large deviations as applied to Markov diffusions. We
introduce in this chapter those elements of the theory of Markov diffusions and
large deviations that will be needed for the work presented in this dissertation.
For a general introduction to probability theory and stochastic processes the
reader is referred to Grimmett and Stirzaker [62]. For a text with a greater
emphasis on diffusion processes, see Pavliotis [63]. Our introduction of the theory
of dynamical large deviations mirrors that found in [43] and also in the MSc thesis
of Du Buisson [48]. For a more comprehensive introduction to large deviation
theory, see Dembo and Zeitouni [44].

2.1 Markov diffusions and observables
We consider in this dissertation n-dimensional Markov diffusions X(t) evolving
in a subset Ω of Rn according to a stochastic differential equation (SDE) having
the form

dX(t) = F (X(t)) dt+ σ dW (t), (2.1)
where

• X(t) ∈ Ω is a random vector representing the state of the system at time
t ∈ R+.

• The drift F : Rn → Rn is a vector field that describes the deterministic
force acting on the system.

• W (t) ∈ Rm is a vector of independently distributed Wiener motions,
with each component of the Wiener increment dW (t) being Gaussian dis-
tributed with mean 0 and variance dt. Note that the dimension of W (t)
need not be the same as the dimension of the state X(t).

• The noise matrix σ is an n×m matrix, which describes the strength and
type of noise present in the system, with m matching the dimensions of
v(t).

7
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The process so defined is a Markov process because at every point in time the
evolution of X(t), determined by its increment dX(t), depends only on the
current state of X(t). Note that it is possible to consider a more general type of
SDE for which the drift depends explicitly on the time t and the noise depends
explicitly on the state X(t) or the time t, or both. We will not consider these
cases here.

In this dissertation we will be concerned with studying random variables
known as time-integrated functionals or dynamical observables having the form

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

f(X(t))dt+
1

T

∫ T

0

g(X(t)) ◦ dX(t), (2.2)

which represent physical quantities that depend on the entire history of the state
X(t) from t = 0 to t = T . Since the trajectoryX(t) is random, so is the value of
the observable AT . We will be interested in studying the probability distribution
of such observables as T becomes large.

In order for the above observable to be well-defined, we must specify what is
meant by the stochastic integral∫ T

0

g(X(t)) ◦ dX(t). (2.3)

This integral differs from the Riemann integral in that its value depends on
the integration convention used, that is, in the manner in which values of the
integrand are chosen in each discretisation interval when defining the integral
as the limit of a discrete sum [10]. The symbol ◦ indicates that we employ
the middle-point convention, also known as the Stratonovich convention, given
explicitly as∫ T

0

g(X(t))◦dX(t) = lim
∆t→0

∑
i

g

(
X(ti) +X(ti + ∆t)

2

)
·(X(ti + ∆t)−X(ti)) .

(2.4)
A useful property of the Stratonovich convention is that it preserves the usual
rules of calculus. In particular, we have that∫ T

0

∇h(X(t)) ◦ dX(t) = h(X(T ))− h(X(0)). (2.5)

Another commonly used integration convention is the Itô convention, where the
left-most point in each discretization interval is chosen [10].

Given that the formal solution to the SDE (2.1) is given by

X(t) = X(0) +

∫ T

0

F (X(t))dt+

∫ T

0

σdW (t), (2.6)

we must also specify [10] an integration convention for the SDE in the event
that the noise matrix σ depends on the state X(t). In the case where the noise
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matrix σ does not depend on the state X(t) all integration conventions produce
the same results. Thus we do not need to discuss the transformations taking us
from one integration convention to another, given that we will only ever consider
state-independent diffusion matrices. Moreover for dynamical observables we
will always be interested only in the Stratonovich convention.

We reiterate that an observable AT having the form

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

f (X(t)) dt (2.7)

so that g = 0 is known as an additive or occupation-type observable, while an
observable of the form

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

g (X(t)) ◦ dX(t) (2.8)

is known as a current-type observable.

2.2 The Fokker-Planck equation
The probability density pt(x) = P (X(t) = x) associated with a diffusion X(t)
satisfies a partial differential equation, known as the Fokker-Planck equation,
given for a diffusion evolving according to the SDE (2.1) by

∂tpt(x) = −∇ · (F (x)pt(x)) +
1

2
∇ ·D∇pt(x), (2.9)

with initial condition p0(x) = P (X(0) = x), and where we have introduced the
diffusion matrix D = σσT. The interested reader is referred to Risken [64] for
more information regarding the Fokker-Planck equation. Equation (2.9) can be
rewritten as a linear equation

∂tpt(x) = L†pt(x), (2.10)

in terms of a second-order differential operator

L† = −∇ · F +
1

2
∇ ·D∇, (2.11)

known as the Fokker-Planck operator. This operator acts on an appropriate space
of normalizeable, twice-differentiable densities. The requirement that densities
are normalized amounts to the statement that∫

Ω

pt(x)dx = 1 (2.12)

for all times t. We note that in order for the Fokker-Planck operator to be
completely specified we must specify not only its form as a differential operator
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(as in (2.11)) but also the domain of functions D(L†) on which it acts. We will
discuss this in more detail in the next chapter.

The Fokker-Planck equation can also be expressed in the form of a conserva-
tion equation as

∂tpt(x) + ∇ · JF ,pt(x, t) = 0, (2.13)

featuring the time-dependent probability current JF ,pt which is a vector field
describing the spatial flow of probability at a given point in time t, and which is
given explicitly by

JF ,pt(x, t) = F (x)pt(x)− 1

2
D∇pt(x). (2.14)

The subscripts in the notation JF ,p indicate that we are considering the proba-
bility current associated with a particular drift and density. This notation will
prove useful later when discussing the current associated with various drifts and
densities in describing the manner in which fluctuations of physical observables
are manifested. We do not include the diffusion matrix D as a subscript given
that the diffusion matrix will always be clear from the context.

In this dissertation we will mostly be interested in ergodic processes for which
there exists a unique stationary density p∗(x) satisfying

L†p∗ = 0. (2.15)

Associated with the stationary density is the stationary current JF ,p∗ , given
explicitly as

JF ,p∗(x) = F (x)p∗(x)− 1

2
D∇p∗(x). (2.16)

It can be checked, from (2.13) and (2.15), that this current satisfies the divergence-
free condition

∇ · JF ,p∗ = 0. (2.17)

For an ergodic process, time-averaged quantities converge by the ergodic the-
orem to an expectation value with respect to the stationary density or stationary
current [63]. This convergence is convergence in probability, meaning that for an
observable AT having the form in (2.2) that

lim
T→∞

P (|AT − a∗| < ε) = 1 (2.18)

for all ε > 0, where

a∗ =

∫
Ω

f(x)p∗(x)dx+

∫
Ω

g(x) · JF ,p∗dx (2.19)

is the stationary expectation.
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2.3 Infinitesimal generator
In the previous section we discussed the time evolution of the probability density
pt(x) associated with a diffusion process X(t). We now turn our attention to
the time evolution of expectation values.

The expectation value E[h(X(t))] of a ‘test’ function h with respect to the
state X(t) at time t is defined as

E [h(X(t))] =

∫
Ω

h(x)pt(x)dx. (2.20)

Introducing the L2 inner product

〈p, h〉 =

∫
Ω

p(x)h(x)dx, (2.21)

with p a normalized density and h a suitable test function such that the inner
product is finite, we can write the expectation value (2.20) as

E [h(X(t))] = 〈pt, h〉. (2.22)

The time evolution of this expectation value is given by

∂tE [h(X(t))] =

∫
Ω

h(x)∂tpt(x)dx =

∫
Ω

h(x)L†pt(x)dx = 〈L†pt, h〉, (2.23)

where we have used (2.10) and the definition of the inner product (2.21).
From this result, it is natural to introduce an adjoint operator L that satisfies

〈L†p, h〉 = 〈p,Lh〉, (2.24)

where
〈p,Lh〉 =

∫
Ω

(Lh)(x)p(x)dx (2.25)

for all suitable densities and test functions. We then have that

∂tE [h(X(t))] = 〈L†pt, h〉 = 〈pt,Lh〉, (2.26)

and therefore it follows that

∂tE [h(X(t))] = E [(Lh) (X(t))] , (2.27)

so that the adjoint operator L governs the time evolution of expectation values.
For this reason, L is called the infinitesimal generator of the diffusion X(t).

In order to obtain the explicit form of L, we must consider the duality relation
(2.24). We have that

〈L†p, h〉 =

∫
Ω

[
−∇ · (F (x)p(x)) +

1

2
∇ ·D∇p(x)

]
h(x)dx. (2.28)



CHAPTER 2. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES 12

Using integration by parts in Rn, we can shift the action of the derivatives from
the density p to the test function h, producing boundary terms in the process,
so as to obtain

〈p,Lh〉 =

∫
Ω

p(x)

[
F (x) ·∇ +

1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
h(x)dx

+ boundary/surface terms involving p and h. (2.29)

By referring to the definition (2.24) we see that in order for the adjoint L to exist
and to be defined independently of a particular density p and test function h the
boundary terms must be made to vanish by imposing appropriate restrictions on
the domains of the operators L and L†. Provided these conditions are satisfied,
the infinitesimal generator must then have the form

L = F ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇. (2.30)

In general there are many possible ways of restricting the domains of L and L†
which will make the boundary terms arising in the integration by parts procedure
vanish. A particular choice of restriction that accomplishes this is known as a
boundary condition. We will discuss issues related to the domains of the Markov
operators L and L† in more depth in Chap. 3. We note here simply that the
expressions (2.11) and (2.30) for the form of L† and L as differential operators
are always valid for an SDE having the form (2.1), with only the domains of
these operators differing depending on the particular physical situation under
consideration. For more information regarding the generator and its adjoint, see
Pavliotis [63].

2.4 Linear diffusions
An important class of diffusions, which we shall study in depth in Chaps 4 and 5,
is the class of linear diffusions in Rn defined by the SDE

dX(t) = −MX(t) dt+ σdW (t), (2.31)

involving the drift
F (x) = −Mx (2.32)

which is linear in the state x ∈ Rn. For reasons that will become clear, we
will always assume that the drift matrix M and the symmetric diffusion matrix
D = σσT are positive definite. In the mathematical literature, the definition
of a positive definite matrix typically assumes that the matrix in question is
symmetric and then requires that matrix to have positive eigenvalues. We instead
say that a general (not necessarily symmetric) square matrix is positive definite
if all its eigenvalues have positive real part. This latter definition will be used
throughout this dissertation and reduces to the former definition when a matrix
is real and symmetric.



CHAPTER 2. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES 13

The infinitesimal generator L associated with the SDE (2.31) is given from
(2.30) by

L = −Mx ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇, (2.33)

while the Fokker-Planck operator L† is found as the L2 adjoint of L and is given
from (2.11) as

L† = −∇ · (Mx) +
1

2
∇ ·D∇

= Tr(M) +Mx ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇. (2.34)

Assuming the initial condition X(0) = x0, the density p(x, t) = P (X(t) =
x|X(0) = x0) evolves according to the Fokker-Planck equation (2.9) and has
an exact solution which is known to be a Gaussian density for all times t. The
explicit form of this solution is given [63] as

pt(x) =

√
1

(2π)ndetCt
exp

(
−1

2
〈x−mt, C

−1
t (x−mt)〉

)
, (2.35)

where we now use 〈·, ·〉 to indicate the standard vector inner product on Rn (not
to be confused with the inner product (2.21)). In this expressionmt is the mean
of X(t)

mt = Ex0 [X t] = e−tMx0, (2.36)

while Ct is the covariance matrix at time t defined as

(Ct)ij = Ex0 [(X t −mt)i(X t −mt)j] , (2.37)

which satisfies the differential equation

Ċt = −MCt − CtMT +D. (2.38)

In the event thatM andD are positive definite the above has a unique positive
definite stationary solution C = C∞ satisfying a so-called Lyapanov equation

D = MC + CMT. (2.39)

The requirement that M and D are positive definite is therefore sufficient in
order for the Fokker-Planck equation to have a stationary solution and for the
process to be ergodic [63]. The invariant density p∗ satisfying Lp∗ = 0 is then
given by

p∗(x) =

√
1

(2π)ndetC
exp

(
−1

2
〈x, C−1x〉

)
, (2.40)

while the stationary probability current JF ,p∗ associated with this density is
found to be

JF ,p∗(x) =

(
D

2
C−1 −M

)
xp∗(x), (2.41)
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where we have used (2.16) and the expression (2.40).
A stationary density p∗ which is such that JF ,p∗(x) = 0 for all x is said

to satisfy detailed balance, and is an equilibrium steady state, while a non-zero
stationary probability current is associated with violation of detailed balance and
hence with a nonequilibrium steady state. For linear diffusions we can distinguish
two distinct sources of nonequilibrium behavior: a non-symmetric drift matrixM
(and hence a non-gradient drift F ) and a diffusion matrix D not proportional to
the identity matrix I. Note however that there are certain specific cases in which
non-symmetric M and a diffusion matrix D not proportional to the identity
satisfy

DC−1

2
−M = 0, (2.42)

in which case the process nonetheless has an equilibrium steady state.
We consider next three examples of linear diffusions evolving in R2, one

equilibrium and two nonequilibrium, which are important in physics. The two
nonequilibrium systems illustrate the two sources of nonequilibirum behavior just
described. We will study these systems again in Chap. 5.

2.4.1 Gradient diffusion

The first linear diffusion that we consider is a simple gradient diffusion X(t) =
(X1(t), X2(t))T evolving in R2 according to the SDE

dX(t) = −
(
γ 0
0 γ

)
X(t) dt+ εdW (t), (2.43)

with γ > 0 the friction coefficient and ε > 0 the noise strength. For this system
the drift matrix M and diffusion matrix D are given by M = γI and D = ε2I,
respectively, where I indicates the identity matrix. The process is an example
of a gradient diffusion since the drift F (x) = −Mx, with x = (x1, x2)T, can be
written as the negative of the gradient of the function U(x) = γ ‖x‖2 /2 and the
diffusion matrix is proportional to the identity matrix. Systems of this type are
often used [29, 30, 31] to model colloidal particles trapped by optical tweezers,
with the harmonic potential U(x) related to the friction coefficient γ representing
the optical trap.

The stationary density p∗ for this process is given from (2.40) with the sta-
tionary covariance matrix C satisfying the algebraic equation (2.39), which gives
here

C =
ε2

2γ
I. (2.44)

As a result, we have
p∗(x) =

γ

πε2
exp

(
− γ
ε2
‖x‖2

)
. (2.45)
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From the expression (2.41) for the stationary current associated with this process
we observe that, since

DC−1

2
−M =

1

2
ε2

2γ

ε2
I− γI = 0, (2.46)

this process has zero stationary current. As a result the stationary state attained
by the process is an equilibrium stationary state, as expected for a gradient
diffusion.

2.4.2 Transverse diffusion

The second system that we consider is a linear diffusion in R2 having a antisym-
metric component in the drift matrix. In particular, we consider the so-called
transverse process X(t) ∈ R2 satisfying the SDE

dX(t) = −
(
γ ξ
−ξ γ

)
X(t) + ε dW (t), (2.47)

with ε > 0 and γ > 0, so that

M =

(
γ ξ
−ξ γ

)
and D =

(
ε2 0
0 ε2

)
. (2.48)

This process has a drift featuring both a symmetric (gradient) part associated
with the friction parameter γ, as well as an antisymmetric part associated with
the parameter ξ. The antisymmetric part of the drift is associated, for ξ > 0,
with an anti-clockwise circular rotation of the system around the origin. For
ξ < 0 the circular rotation is clockwise.

The solution of the Lyapunov equation (2.39) for this system yields the sta-
tionary covariant matrix

C =
ε2

2γ
, (2.49)

which is the same as that obtained in the case of the simple gradient diffusion
considered in Sec. 2.4.1. As a result the process has a stationary density p∗(x)
which is identical to that of (2.45) and is given explicitly by

p∗(x) =
γ

πε2
exp

(
− γ
ε2
(
x2

1 + x2
2

))
. (2.50)

However, the process now has a non-zero current, as can be checked from (2.41):

JF ,p∗(x) = ξ

(
−x2

x1

)
p∗(x). (2.51)

The stationary state for the transverse system is therefore a nonequilibrium
steady state which violates detailed balance.
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Figure 2.1: Drift (left) and stationary current (right) for the transverse system
for the parameter values γ = 1, ξ = 1, and ε = 1.

It is clear that for this process the nonequilibrium behavior is due to the
presence of an antisymmetric component in the drift matrix, with ξ the associated
nonequilibrium parameter. In the event that ξ = 0, the force is gradient and the
stationary current vanishes, as can be seen in the expression (2.51). Furthermore,
it can be seen from (2.51) that the current will be anti-clockwise for ξ > 0 and
clockwise for ξ < 0. The drift and stationary current for this process are shown
in Fig. 2.1 for a particular set of values for the parameters ε, γ and ξ > 0. The
anti-clockwise circular nature of the probability current for ξ > 0 can be clearly
seen in Fig. 2.1.

2.4.3 Two temperature system with spring coupling

The third example that we consider consider is the linear diffusion in R2 given
by the SDE

dX(t) = −
(
γ + κ −κ
−κ γ + κ

)
X(t) +

(
ε1 0
0 ε2

)
dW (t). (2.52)

The drift in this system represents a harmonic potential related to the friction
parameter γ applied to both X1(t) and X2(t), with a linear spring force with
coupling κ existing between X1(t) and X2(t). The presence of two separate noise
strengths ε1 and ε2 indicates that X1(t) and X2(t) are coupled to two different
heat baths having (in general) non-identical temperatures T1,2 = ε21,2/2. The
drift for the process is shown in Fig. 2.2.

Systems of this type have been studied extensively [65, 35, 66, 67, 68] in
statistical physics, being essentially identical to the spring bead system [65, 33],
and similar to the Feynman ratchet [69]. A further example [70] of this model
includes a system of two resistors kept at different temperatures and with a cou-
pling capacitance allowing for the exchange of energy between the two resistors.
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Figure 2.2: Vector plot for the drift of the spring coupled system for the param-
eters γ = 1, κ = 1.

The stationary density and current can be calculated exactly for this pro-
cess, but are however too large to display here. Instead we note only that the
stationary covariance matrix C is given from (2.39) by

C =
1

4γ(γ + 2κ)

(
2γε21(γ+2κ)+(ε21+ε22)κ2

γ+κ
(ε21 + ε22)κ

(ε21 + ε22)κ
2γε22(γ+2κ)+(ε21+ε22)κ2

γ+κ

)
, (2.53)

from which the stationary density and current can easily be found via (2.40)
and (2.41), respectively. For κ = 0 it can be seen that the stationary covariance
matrix becomes diagonal, representing the decoupling of the coordinates X1(t)
and X2(t).

The contour lines of the stationary density, shown in Fig. 2.3, are ellipses
with the angle of the major axis with respect to the origin controlled by the ratio
ε1/ε2, as is the eccentricity of the ellipse: the greater the disparity between the
noise strengths, the more elongated the ellipse becomes.

The stationary current has the form

JF ,p∗(x) = Hxp∗(x), (2.54)

where the matrix H is given explicitly as

H = S

(
κ(γ + κ)(ε21 + ε2) −2γε21(γ + 2κ)− (ε21 + ε22)κ2

2γε21(γ + 2κ) + (ε21 + ε22)κ2 −κ(γ + κ)(ε21 + ε22)

)
, (2.55)

with the constant S given by

S =
(ε21 − ε22)κ

4γε21ε
2
2(γ + 2κ) + (ε21 + ε22)κ2

. (2.56)

It can be seen from (2.55) and (2.56) that when κ > 0 and the noise strengths
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Figure 2.3: Contour plots of the stationary density for the two temperature spring
system for different sets of noise strengths ε1 and ε2. The friction parameter and
coupling parameters are γ = 1 and κ = 1.
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Figure 2.4: Vector plot of the stationary current for the spring system with
different noise strengths for different values of ε1 and ε2. The friction parameter
and coupling parameters are γ = 1 and κ = 1.

(temperatures) are different, that is ε1 6= ε2 or T1 6= T2, a stationary probabil-
ity current exists and the process is nonequilibrium. If the noise strengths are
identical then the system will have an equilibrium steady state for arbitrary κ.
Likewise, for κ = 0 the system will be an equilibrium system even in the event
that the noise strengths are non-identical; this is because for κ = 0 the coordi-
nates X1(t) and X2(t) decouple and the system essentially reduces to two isolated
systems in contact with separate heat baths. As such, it is the combination of
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the spring coupling controlled by κ and the temperature difference related to the
difference in noise strengths that is responsible for the nonequilibrium behavior.

Finally, we observe a similar structure for the stationary current as for the
stationary density: the flow is elliptical, with the angle of this ellipse and its
eccentricity depending on the noise strengths in the same manner as for the
density. The flow of the stationary probability current is clockwise for ε1 < ε2
and anti-clockwise for ε1 > ε2, as can be seen in Fig. 2.4.

2.5 Large deviation principle
We are interested in obtaining information regarding the probability density
P (AT = a) associated with dynamical observables having the form (2.2). While
explicitly calculating this density is usually difficult, it is known from the theory
of large deviations [71, 43, 72, 44] that for this type of observable the density
often satisfies the asymptotic expression

P (AT = a) = e−TI(a)+o(T ) (2.57)

as T becomes large. The meaning of this asymptotic form is that the dominant
contribution to the density P (AT = a) as T becomes large is a decaying exponen-
tial in T , with the rate of this exponential decay controlled by the so-called rate
function I(a). Corrections to the dominant exponential term are sub-exponential
in the time T . If the density of AT has the asymptotic form (2.57) we say that
AT satisfies a large deviation principle (LDP) with rate function I. Equivalently,
AT satisfies an LDP if the limit

lim
T→∞

− 1

T
lnP (AT = a) = I(a) (2.58)

exists and is non-trivial, by which we mean that I(a) is not everywhere equal to
0 or ∞.

In order to understand in more detail the asymptotic form (2.57) we note that
the rate function satisfies I(a) ≥ 0. For values of a for which I(a) > 0 we will
have that P (AT = a) decays exponentially as T grows, while values ã for which
I(ã) = 0 will not decay exponentially. Since the density P (AT = a) is normalized
we will therefore find that P (AT = a) becomes increasingly concentrated at those
points ã for which I(ã) = 0 as T grows. In this sense, zeroes of the rate function
represent typical values of the observable AT in the long-time limit.

In particular, if I(a) has a unique zero ã, then

lim
T→∞

P (|AT − ã| < ε) = 1 (2.59)

for all ε > 0, so that P (AT = a) essentially converges to the Dirac delta function
δ(a − ã). In the event that the process is ergodic, it is clear by comparison
with (2.18) and (2.19) that the typical value ã corresponds to the stationary
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expectation of the observable AT , defined earlier as a∗ in (2.19). Given that we
will consider only ergodic processes we will from now on simply use a∗ to indicate
the typical value of the observable AT .

It should also be noted that the theory of large deviations serves as a gen-
eralization of the Gaussian theory of fluctuations with Gaussian fluctuations
corresponding to the case where the rate function I(a) is a parabola. Since this
will not generally be the case it is therefore clear that the rate function can also
characterize non-Gaussian fluctuations away from a∗. In this sense, the name
‘large deviation theory’ derives from the fact that the rate function provides
information regarding the probabilities of both small fluctuations close to the
typical value a∗ and large fluctuations that deviate significantly from a∗.

2.6 Gärtner-Ellis theorem
Obtaining the rate function via a direct calculation of P (AT = a) is difficult
even for simple systems and observables. As such we need an indirect method
by which to find the rate function. To this end we introduce the scaled cumulant
generating function (SCGF) associated with an observable AT and defined as

λ(k) = lim
T→∞

1

T
lnE

[
ekTAT

]
, (2.60)

where E
[
ekTAT

]
is the expectation of ekTAT . The importance of the SCGF in

large deviation theory is due [73, 74, 71] to the Gärtner-Ellis theorem, which
states that if λ(k) exists and is differentiable in k, then AT satisfies an LDP with
rate function I given by the Legendre-Fenchel transform of λ(k):

I(a) = sup
k∈R
{ka− λ(k)}. (2.61)

When λ(k) is strictly convex in addition to being differentiable, the Legendre-
Fenchel transform reduces to the well-known Legendre transform

I(a) = k(a)a− λ(k(a)), (2.62)

where k(a) satisfies λ′(k(a)) = a. This will be the case for all systems considered
in this dissertation.

Of central importance in this dissertation is the moment generating function
associated with an observable AT and given by

Gk(x, t) = Ex
[
ektAt

]
, (2.63)

where the subscript x in Ex[·] indicates that we are taking the expectation with
respect to the processX(t) having the initial conditionX(0) = x. We will often
refer to Gk(x, t) simply as the generating function.
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Remarkably, the generating function has a semi-group structure and evolves
in time according to the linear partial differential equation

∂tGk(x, t) = LkGk(x, t), (2.64)

with the tilted generator Lk given by

Lk = F · (∇ + kg) +
1

2
(∇ + kg) ·D (∇ + kg) + kf, (2.65)

where the functions f and g are those entering in the definition of the observ-
able (2.2). The expression (2.64) is known as the Feynman-Kac formula [43].
Exploiting the semi-group structure of Gk(x, t), and noting that Gk(x, 0) = 1,
we can write the solution of (2.64) formally as

Gk(x, t) =
(
etLk1

)
(x), (2.66)

where 1 denotes the constant function h(x) = 1.
Since the Feynman-Kac equation is linear, it is possible to expand Gk(x, t)

in terms of the eigenfunctions r(i)
k and eigenvalues λi(k) of Lk in the manner

Gk(x, t) =
∑
i

aie
λi(k)tr

(i)
k (x). (2.67)

In the long-time limit the eigenvalue with largest real part will dominate the sum.
As a result, it is clear by comparison with the definition (2.60) of the SCGF that
λ(k) is the dominant eigenvalue of the tilted generator. To make this clear, let
λ0(k) be that eigenvalue of Lk with largest real part. Then

Gk(x, t)→ Keλ0(k)trk(x) (2.68)

as t becomes large, where K is a constant and with rk(x) the eigenfunction of
Lk corresponding to λ0(k). We then have that

lim
t→∞

1

t
lnGk(x, t) = λ0(k), (2.69)

which shows that the SCGF is in fact the eigenvalue of the tilted generator with
largest real part. As a result, we will omit from now on the subscript 0 to simply
write the dominant eigenvalue as λ(k).

The SCGF can be calculated either by calculating the generating function
Gk(x, t) explicitly and studying its behavior in the long-time limit or by solving
the spectral problem for the dominant eigenvalue

Lkrk(x) = λ(k)rk(x). (2.70)

Given that the tilted generator Lk will not generally be Hermitian, this spectral
equation has to be considered in conjunction with the adjoint equation

L†klk(x) = λ(k)lk(x), (2.71)
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where L†k is the adjoint of Lk with respect to the inner product (2.21) and with lk
the eigenfunction of L†k associated with the eigenvalue λ(k). The eigenfunctions
rk and lk must satisfy the normalization conditions∫

Ω

rk(x)lk(x)dx = 1 (2.72)

and ∫
Ω

lk(x)dx = 1. (2.73)

The problem of obtaining the rate function has therefore been reduced to the
problem of solving a particular spectral problem or calculating explicitly the
generating function associated with the observable of interest.

For future reference, we note that the generating function Gk(x, t) can also
be written as an integral over all possible final values X(t) = y in the manner

Gk(x, t) =

∫
dy Ex

[
δ(X(t)− y)ektAt

]
, (2.74)

with the expectation value in the above integral now containing the delta function
δ(X(t)−y) so that for a particular value of y only those trajectories which satisfy
X(t) = y contributes. The integral taken over all final points then ensures that
the contribution from each possible y is counted. From this expression we can
define the end-point function as

Gk(x,y, t) = Ex
[
δ(X(t)− y)ektAt

]
, (2.75)

so that
Gk(x, t) =

∫
dyGk(x,y, t). (2.76)

It is known [47] that the end-point function also has a spectral decomposition of
the form

Gk(x,y, t) =
∑
i

aie
λi(k)tl

(i)
k (y)r

(i)
k (x), (2.77)

where l(i)k are the eigenfunctions of the adjoint operator Lk. As a result, in the
long-time limit, we can write

Gk(x,y, t)→ K lk(y)rk(x)eλ(k)t, (2.78)

similarly to (2.68).

2.7 Effective process
We discussed in the previous section an indirect method for obtaining the rate
function, which describes the probabilities associated with fluctuations of AT
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occurring as T becomes large. In dynamical large deviation theory we are in-
terested not only in the likelihood of a fluctuation occurring, but also in the
manner in which this fluctuation is created dynamically in time. We discuss here
a construction known as the effective process, introduced recently by Chetrite
and Touchette [46, 47, 45], which provides this information.

Consider a Markov diffusion X(t) satisfying an SDE (2.1) and an associated
dynamical observable AT (2.2) known to satisfy an LDP with rate function I.
In order to understand the manner in which a particular fluctuation AT = a
is produced we can consider the process X(t) conditioned on obtaining this
fluctuation. The possible trajectories of this conditioned process correspond to
exactly those trajectories of the original process for which AT = a holds. The
effective process associated with the fluctuation AT = a is a conditioning-free
process which corresponds asymptotically (as T → ∞) to the original process
conditioned on this fluctuation. As a consequence, the effective process has
the value a as a typical value, and therefore describes the manner in which
fluctuations are manifested dynamically for large T .

It was shown [46] that for a process evolving according to an SDE of the
form (2.1), the effective process Xk(t) associated with a particular fluctuation
AT = a(k) = λ′(k) satisfies the SDE

dXk(t) = F k(Xk(t)) dt+ σdW (t), (2.79)

which has the same noise matrix σ as that of the original process, but with the
effective drift F k given by

F k = F +D(kg + ∇ ln rk), (2.80)

with rk the eigenfunction of the tilted generator corresponding to the dominant
eigenvalue and SCGF λ(k). It is important to note that the stationary density
p∗k associated with the effective process Xk(t) satisfies the relation

p∗k(x) = rk(x)lk(x), (2.81)

where rk and lk are the eigenfunctions of Lk and L†k associated with the dominant
eigenvalue (SCGF) λ(k). Finally, we introduce the stationary current associated
with the effective process. From (2.16) it follows that this stationary current is
given by

JF k,p∗k(x) = F k(x)p∗k(x)− 1

2
D∇p∗k(x), (2.82)

which can also be written in terms of the eigenfunctions rk and lk as

JF k,lkrk(x) = F k(x) (lk(x)rk(x))− 1

2
D∇ (lk(x)rk(x)) . (2.83)

This stationary current will be an object of central importance later in this
dissertation.
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To summarize, the effective process corresponds asymptotically to the origi-
nal process conditioned on obtaining a particular value of a fluctuation AT = a
in the event that the observable under consideration satisfies an LDP. The spec-
tral elements λ(k) and rk are also seen to play distinct but complementary roles
in the theory of dynamical large deviations: λ(k) gives the rate function (via
Legendre-Fenchel transform), which specifies the probabilities of fluctuations oc-
curring, while rk determines the effective drift which describes the manner in
which fluctuations are produced.



Chapter 3

Dynamical large deviations of
reflected diffusions

In Chap. 2 we presented the theory of Markov diffusions evolving in some state
space Ω, with no mention of the way in which the boundaries of the state space
are to be incorporated into the framework. We now clarify how the formalism
is used to account for the presence of boundaries restricting or influencing the
evolution of a Markov diffusion. We are particularly interested in the case where
the system has reflecting boundaries and in the manner that these boundaries are
incorporated into the large deviation spectral problem associated with obtaining
the SCGF for a given dynamical observable. We have previously derived these
boundary conditions as part of an MSc thesis [48], published in [49], for the
case where the observable AT is purely additive, meaning that f 6= 0 and g =
0 in (2.2). We summarize these results in this chapter and then present new
results obtained for more general observables incorporating an additive term f
and a current term g. These results were obtained in collaboration with Emil
Mallmin and were published recently in [50]. Finally, we illustrate our results by
discussing their application to a specific class of current-type observables for the
heterogeneous single-file diffusion. This application was developed by Mallmin
and is published in our joint paper [50].

3.1 Bounded Markov diffusions and reflecting
boundaries

We consider a diffusion X(t) evolving in some region Ω ⊂ Rn with a smooth
boundary ∂Ω. In the interior of Ω the diffusion X(t) evolves according to the
SDE introduced in Chap. 2 in (2.1), which involves the drift F and the noise
matrix σ. In order to complete the description of the system we must provide
a prescription for the behavior of the system when it reaches the boundary, i.e.,
when X(t) ∈ ∂Ω. This constitutes additional information that is not contained
in the SDE.

25
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We know that the Fokker-Planck operator L† and the infinitesimal genera-
tor L act as differential operators according to (2.11) and (2.30), respectively.
However, the domains of these operators must be restricted to account for the
boundary behavior present in the system. To understand this, we start from
the duality relation between the Markov operators L and L† and discuss the
boundary terms which arise in the integration by part procedure that relates
these operators. We recall from Sec. 2.3 that L and L† must be such that

〈L†p, h〉 = 〈p,Lh〉 (3.1)

for all densities p in the domain of L† and all test functions h in the domain of
L. The inner product 〈p, h〉 is defined as an integral in Ω as in (2.21).

As mentioned before, transforming the action of L on a test function h to the
action of L† on a density p involves using integration by parts, which produces
surface integrals over the boundary ∂Ω in the process. This procedure is shown
in App. A and has the final result

〈p,Lh〉 = 〈L†p, h〉 −
∫
∂Ω

h(x)JF ,p(x) · n̂(x)dx− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

p(x)D∇h(x) · n̂(x)dx,

(3.2)
where n̂(x) is the inward normal vector at x ∈ ∂Ω and JF ,p is the probability
current as defined in (2.14).

In order for the Markov operators to be well-defined independently of a par-
ticular p or h we must have that the surface integral terms in the above expression
vanish. For this to happen we must impose conditions on the densities and test
functions, which amounts to a restriction of the domains of the Markov oper-
ators. Given a particular prescription for the behavior of the process on the
boundary ∂Ω there exists a corresponding restriction or boundary condition on
the domains of L and L†. In this manner the boundary behavior of the process
is encoded at the level of the Markov operators.

For what follows in this chapter we will be interested in reflecting boundaries
which are implemented at the level of the Fokker-Planck equation by requiring
that, at the boundary, the probability current in the direction normal to the
boundary is zero. In other words we require that the Fokker-Planck operator
acts only on densities p satisfying the condition

JF ,p · n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.3)

Referring to the duality relation (3.2) and demanding that the surface terms van-
ish, we see that the above condition on the densities p imply that test functions
h in the domain of the infinitesimal generator must satisfy

D∇h(x) · n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.4)

Given that D is a symmetric matrix, the above can be rewritten as

∇h(x) ·Dn̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω (3.5)
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so that, in contrast to the probability current which vanishes in the direction
normal to the boundary, ∇h vanishes in the direction Dn̂(x), which is known
as the co-normal direction [13].

Other types of boundary behavior, including absorption or partial reflection,
can be treated similarly. For more information regarding other boundary types
and the associated boundary conditions we refer the reader to [16, 13, 75, 76,
17]. A comprehensive analysis of Brownian dynamics at boundaries is found in
Schuss [13].

Note that when the domain Ω in which the diffusionX(t) evolves is simply the
entirety of Rn with no boundaries, so that Ω = Rn, the normalization condition∫

Rn
p(x)dx = 1 (3.6)

on the probability densities p and the condition

〈p, h〉 <∞ (3.7)

are sufficient to ensure the vanishing of the boundary terms in (3.2). The nor-
malization condition (3.6) implies that

lim
‖x‖→∞

p(x) = 0. (3.8)

This, along with the fact that p must be a positive function in order to be
regarded as a probability density, then also implies that

lim
‖x‖→∞

‖JF ,p(x)‖ = 0 (3.9)

for the probability current. Equations (3.8) and (3.9), along with (3.7), ensure
that the surface integrals in (3.2) vanish, since the ‘surface’ ∂Ω now lies at infinity.
Thus for Ω = Rn the domains of the Markov operators are defined simply by the
requirements that densities and test functions are twice differentiable (given that
L and its adjoint are second-order differential operators) and satisfy the relations
(3.6) and (3.7).

3.2 Duality relation for large deviation operators
In the previous section we discussed the surface terms arising via the duality
relation between the Markov operators L and L† and the manner in which re-
flecting boundaries are incorporated at the level of these operators. We now turn
to the issue of obtaining the proper boundary conditions on the large deviation
operators Lk and L†k associated with a dynamical observable AT of a reflected
diffusion X(t). Understanding the boundary conditions for these operators is
essential in properly defining the spectral problem described in (2.70) and (2.71)
associated with the SCGF and thereby finding the rate function of AT . We first
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present a summary of previous results [48, 49] obtained for the case where AT is
an additive observable and then describe the problems encountered in attempt-
ing to naively generalize these results to the case of current-type observables,
indicating that a different argument is needed to account for these observables.

3.2.1 Summary of previous results for additive
observables

We consider an additive observable of the form defined previously in (2.7), so
that g = 0 for now. As described in the previous chapter, the SCGF λ(k) of this
observable is obtained by solving the spectral problem defined before in (2.70)
and (2.71). This spectral problem involves the tilted generator Lk defined in
(2.65) and its adjoint L†k. For the case g = 0 we have explicitly

Lk = F ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇ + kf (3.10)

or equivalently
Lk = L+ kf, (3.11)

where L is the infinitesimal generator (2.30) for the diffusion X(t). Using the
definition of the adjoint as

〈L†kl, r〉 = 〈l,Lkr〉, (3.12)

where r and l lie in in the domains of Lk and its adjoint, respectively, it is clear
that since the kf term contains no derivatives (and is Hermitian under the inner
product (2.21)) we have

L†k = L† + kf, (3.13)
with L† the relevant Fokker-Planck operator, shown in (2.11).

From the normalization conditions (2.72) and (2.73) for the eigenfunctions of
the large deviation operators Lk and L†k we require∫

Ω

l(x)dx = 1 (3.14)

for all l ∈ D(L†k) and ∫
Ω

l(x)r(x)dx <∞ (3.15)

for r ∈ D(Lk) and l ∈ D(L†k). It should be clear that these conditions on the
domains of the tilted generator and its adjoint are similar to those placed on the
original Markov operators L and L†, respectively. In fact, the calculation in the
previous section leading to the duality relation (3.2) for the Markov operators
can be repeated virtually exactly for the case of the tilted generators associated
with the additive observable (2.7), leading to the relation

〈l,Lkr〉 = 〈L†kl, r〉 −
∫
∂Ω

r(x)JF ,l(x) · n̂(x)dx− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

l(x)D∇r(x) · n̂(x)dx.

(3.16)
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This follows because the tilted generator differs from the infinitesimal generator
only by the Hermitian term kf , which contains no derivatives and therefore
introduces no new boundary terms.

From this result, we then obtain the boundary conditions on the operators
Lk and L†k in the presence of a reflecting boundary ∂Ω by noting that the large
deviation operators correspond to the Markov operators when k = 0 [48, 49].
Given that the boundary terms for this observable are independent of k the
condition that Lk=0 = L and L†k=0 = L† is then sufficient to determine the
boundary conditions on the large deviation operators for all k.

Consequently, the operator Lk inherits the boundary conditions on L for all
k, and similarly for L†k and L†. Explicitly then we have that in the presence of
a reflecting boundary ∂Ω the tilted generator Lk acts on functions r satisfying a
boundary condition of the form (3.5), so that

∇r(x) ·Dn̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω, (3.17)

while the adjoint operator L†k acts on normalizeable densities l satisfying a zero
current boundary condition as in (3.3) and given by

JF ,l(x) · n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.18)

These are the conditions that were derived in [48] and later published in [49].
As noted there, the boundary conditions (3.17) and (3.18) imply that the

effective process, introduced before in Sec. 2.7, has a stationary current (2.83)
that satisfies

JF k,lkrk(x) · n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.19)

In addition, the boundary condition (3.17) implies that the effective drift F k

given in (2.80) satisfies on the boundary ∂Ω the relation

F k(x) · n̂(x) = F (x) · n̂(x) ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.20)

The first result (3.19) shows that the effective process is also a reflected process.
This makes sense intuitively, since the effective process corresponds asymptoti-
cally to the original process conditioned on manifesting a particular fluctuation
in the long-time limit. The set of possible trajectories of the effective process
therefore consists of a subset of the trajectories of the original (reflected) process
and is therefore also a reflected process.

The second result (3.20) shows that the component of the effective drift nor-
mal to a reflected boundary ∂Ω is identical to the component of the original drift
F normal to that boundary. In other words, the component of the drift normal
to the boundary is not altered to manifest fluctuations.

3.2.2 Failure of the argument for current-type observables

We now turn our attention to the case of current-type observables defined in
(2.8). We want to show here that attempts to obtain the appropriate boundary
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conditions on the large deviation operators solely on the grounds of arguments
pertaining to the duality relation and the boundary terms arising therein fail for
such observables.

We start by noting that the tilted generator Lk associated with the observable
AT is given from (2.65) by

Lk = F · (∇ + kg) +
1

2
(∇ + kg) ·D (∇ + kg) (3.21)

and, as discussed previously, the adjoint operator L†k acts on normalized densities
l while Lk acts on functions r such that 〈l, r〉 <∞.

We are interested in obtaining the duality relation (including boundary terms)
relating the operators Lk and its adjoint. This means carrying out an integration
by parts procedure similar to that done for the Markov operators and the large
deviation operators associated with an additive observable. This procedure is
shown in App. B and leads to

〈l,Lkr〉 = 〈L†kl, r〉 −
∫
∂Ω

{
l(x)r(x)

(
F (x) + kDg(x)

)
+

1

2
l(x)D∇r(x)

− 1

2
r(x)D∇l(x)

}
· n̂(x)dx, (3.22)

with the adjoint operator L†k given as a differential operator by

L†k = (−∇ + kg) · F +
1

2
(−∇ + kg) ·D (−∇ + kg) . (3.23)

The boundary terms in (3.22) can then be written as∫
∂Ω

{
l(x)r(x)

(
F (x) + kDg(x)

)
+

1

2
l(x)D∇r(x)− 1

2
r(x)D∇l(x)

}
· n̂(x)dx

=

∫
∂Ω

r(x)JF ,l(x) · n̂(x)dx+
1

2

∫
∂Ω

l(x)D∇r(x) · n̂(x)dx

+ k

∫
∂Ω

l(x)r(x)Dg(x) · n̂(x)dx. (3.24)

We observe that this expression contains the boundary terms that appeared
in the duality relation (3.16) for the large deviation operators associated with
an additive observable as well as an additional k-dependent boundary term ap-
pearing as a result of the fact that the tilted generator (3.21) now mixes kg and
derivative terms. Because of the additional term the argument used for additive
observables does not apply for current-type observables: the presence of the k-
dependent boundary term indicates that the boundary conditions on the large
deviation operators will necessarily depend on k, so the boundary conditions for
k = 0 are no longer sufficient to determine the boundary conditions for arbitrary
k. For the case where k = 0 the k-dependent boundary term vanishes, leading to
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the boundary conditions (3.17) and (3.18) that apply respectively to Lk=0 and
L†k=0.

An alternative attempt to obtain the boundary conditions on the large de-
viation operators from the duality relation (3.22) involves exploring the conse-
quences of this duality relation for the current of the effective process associated
with manifesting fluctuations of the observable AT . From the expression of the
effective drift F k in (2.80) and the current (2.83) it can be shown that the dual-
ity relation (3.22), as applied to the dominant eigenfunctions rk and lk, can be
expressed as

〈lk,Lkrk〉 = 〈L†klk, rk〉 −
∫
∂Ω

JF k,lkrk(x) · n̂(x)dx. (3.25)

The vanishing of the surface term in the above is equivalent to the statement that
the net flow of probability across the boundary ∂Ω is zero, so that probability
is conserved for the effective process. This boundary term must vanish regard-
less of boundary type (in order for the large deviation operators to be properly
defined), but the particular manner in which it is made to vanish corresponds
to a specific boundary behavior of the process upon reaching ∂Ω. We observe
that the boundary term can be made to vanish by requiring that the stationary
current JF k,lkrk satisfies

JF k,lkrk(x) · n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.26)

This relation was obtained previously (3.19) for the case of additive observables
of a reflected process and expresses the fact that the effective process is also a
reflected diffusion.

We could assume that the above relation must also hold for the case of current
type observables, and attempt to derive the appropriate boundary conditions on
rk and lk using this assumption and the requirement that the boundary conditions
must correspond for k = 0 to (3.17) and (3.18), respectively. Proceeding in this
manner, and observing that

JF k,lkrk(x) =

(
[F (x) + (1− c)kDg(x)] lk(x)− 1

2
D∇lk(x)

)
rk(x)

+ lk(x)

(
ck r(x)Dg(x) +

1

2
D∇rk(x)

)
(3.27)

for an arbitrary real number c, we find that the most general boundary condition
on the functions rk and lk that is consistent with the requirement (3.26) and the
boundary conditions (3.17) and (3.18) for k = 0 is(

ck r(x)Dg(x) +
1

2
D∇rk(x)

)
· n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω (3.28)

and(
[F (x) + (1− c)kDg(x)] lk(x)− 1

2
D∇lk(x)

)
· n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω, (3.29)
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with c arbitrary. This argument therefore fails in that it cannot uniquely deter-
mine the correct boundary conditions: it cannot single out a particular value of
c since all values of c are consistent with the requirement that the effective pro-
cess is a reflected diffusion with reflecting boundary ∂Ω and with the boundary
conditions (3.17) and (3.18) for k = 0. It is therefore necessary to find a new ar-
gument not based solely on duality arguments to determine the correct domains
associated with the large deviation operators for a current-type observable.

In our work [50] on the problem, we formulated two such arguments, leading
to the boundary conditions

D∇r(x) · n̂(x) = −kr(x)Dg(x) · n̂(x) for all x ∈ ∂Ω, (3.30)

for functions r in the domain of Lk and([
F (x) +

1

2
kDg(x)

]
l(x)− 1

2
D∇l(x)

)
· n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω (3.31)

for normalizable densities l in the domain of L†k. These boundary conditions
correspond to (3.28) and (3.29) for c = 1/2, respectively.

The first argument is based on a discretization of the diffusion into a lattice
model, which is then treated as a jump process. The second argument is based
instead on a construction known as the local time and the generating function
of AT . We present next the second argument in detail, as it is the one I worked
on during the PhD. The first argument is not presented here (see [50]) as it is
mostly the work of Mallmin.

3.3 Generating function approach to boundary
conditions

We provide here a derivation of the boundary condition on rk (and more generally
all functions in the domain of the tilted generator) for a current-type observable
AT of the form (2.8), proceeding directly from the definition of the generating
function

Gk(x, t) = Ex [exp (ktAt)] . (3.32)

The generating function Gk has the spectral decomposition (2.67) in terms of
the eigenfunctions of the tilted generator Lk and, as such, shares the boundary
conditions placed on these eigenfunctions. By determining the behavior of the
generating function Gk at a reflecting boundary we can therefore also determine
the appropriate boundary condition on functions in the domain of Lk, with the
corresponding boundary condition on the domain of L†k then following directly
from duality arguments.

We employ a formulation of reflecting SDEs known as the local time formal-
ism, introduced initially by Skorokhod [18] and Tanaka [77], which supplements
an SDE with an additional term that accounts for the behavior of the process



CHAPTER 3. LARGE DEVIATIONS OF REFLECTED DIFFUSIONS 33

upon reaching the boundary and which compensates for the process’ tendency
to move across a boundary. In this formulation, we write a Markov diffusion
undergoing reflection at a boundary ∂Ω as

dX(t) = F (X(t))dt+ σdW (t) + γ̂(X(t))dL(t), (3.33)

where γ̂(x) is a smooth vector field (with unit norm for every x) directed inwards
into the domain Ω at every point on the boundary ∂Ω. The first two terms on
the RHS describe the evolution of X(t) inside the domain Ω, whereas the last
term involves a non-decreasing random variable dL(t), the so-called local time,
which increases only when the process reaches the boundary ∂Ω. Given that
γ̂(x) is directed inwards into the domain on the surface ∂Ω at point x, the effect
of this local time term is to push the process into the domain in the direction
γ̂(x) in the event that the process reaches x ∈ ∂Ω. This additional term in the
SDE therefore explicitly accounts for the reflecting nature of the boundary, with
the unit vector γ̂(x) determining the direction of reflection.

Supposing that the process reaches x ∈ ∂Ω at time t, it is known [78] that
the local time dL(t) satisfies

EX(t)=x [dL(t)] = O(
√
dt). (3.34)

Therefore the increment dX(t) satisfies

EX(t)=x [dX(t)] = F (x)dt+ σEX(t)=x [dW (t)] + γ̂(x)EX(t)=x [dL(t)]

= γ̂(x)ε+O(ε2) (3.35)

in the event that the process reaches x ∈ ∂Ω at time t, where we have used
the fact that EX(t)=x [dW (t)] = 0 for all t, and where ε = O(

√
dt) such that

dt(ε) = O(ε2). From here onward we consider only the choice

γ̂(x) =
Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
, (3.36)

so that reflection occurs in the co-normal direction, given that this choice is
necessary (see Theorem 2.6.1 of Schuss [13]) in order to preserve the zero current
condition on ∂Ω defined before in (3.3).

Our goal now is to understand the effect of the boundary dynamics on the
generating function Gk associated with the current-type observable AT . To this
end, consider

Gk(x, t) = Ex
[
ektAt

]
= Ex

[
exp

(
k

∫ t

0

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)]
(3.37)

for x ∈ ∂Ω. We can write

Gk(x, t) = Ex

[
exp

(
k

∫ dt(ε)

0

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s) +

∫ t

dt(ε)

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)]
,

(3.38)



CHAPTER 3. LARGE DEVIATIONS OF REFLECTED DIFFUSIONS 34

isolating in the first integral the contribution from the reflection, which takes
place over the infinitesimal time dt(ε). Using the Stratonovich discretization, as
in (2.4), we have

exp

(
k

∫ dt(ε)

0

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)
= exp

(
kg

(
x+

dX(0)

2

)
· dX(0)

)
, (3.39)

so that the generating function is given by

Gk(x, t) = Ex
[
exp

(
kg

(
x+

dX(0)

2

)
· dX(0)

)
exp

(
k

∫ t

dt(ε)

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)]
.

(3.40)
Integrating over all possible values of the increment dX(0) = ξ̂δ, the above
expectation value can be written explicitly as

Gk(x, t) =

∫
d(ξ̂δ) p

(
dX(0) = ξ̂δ|X(0) = x

)
× ekg

(
x+ ξ̂δ

2

)
·ξ̂δEX(dt)=x+ξ̂δ

[
exp

(
k

∫ t

dt(ε)

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)]
, (3.41)

using the conditional probability density of the first increment dX(0) fromX(0) =
x ∈ ∂Ω to x+ ξ̂(x), which includes all the information about the reflections on
the boundary. Using the definition of the generating function Gk(x, t) for the
last factor in the above integral

EX(dt)=x+ξ̂δ

[
exp

(
k

∫ t

dt(ε)

g(X(s)) ◦ dX(s)

)]
= Gk(x+ ξ̂δ, t− dt(ε)) (3.42)

we then obtain

Gk(x, t) =

∫
d(ξ̂δ) p

(
dX(0) = ξ̂δ|X(0) = x

)
e
kg

(
x+ ξ̂δ

2

)
·ξ̂δ
Gk(x+ ξ̂δ, t− dt(ε)).

(3.43)
We now perform Taylor expansions in both space and time. Taylor expanding

up to first order in the magnitude δ, we obtain

e
kg

(
x+ ξ̂δ

2

)
·ξ̂δ

= 1 + kg(x) · ξ̂δ +O(δ2) (3.44)

and

Gk(x+ ξ̂δ, t− dt(ε)) = Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) +∇Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) · ξ̂δ+O(δ2). (3.45)

Substituting (3.44) and (3.45) into (3.43) yields the result

Gk(x, t) =

∫
d(ξ̂δ) p

(
dX(0) = ξ̂δ|X(0) = x

)[
Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) + ∇Gk · ξ̂δ

+ kGk(x, t− dt(ε))g(x) · ξ̂δ +O(δ2)

]
(3.46)
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to first order in the spatial variable δ. Given the normalization condition∫
d(ξ̂δ) p

(
dX(0) = ξ̂δ|X(0) = x

)
= 1 (3.47)

and the fact that∫
d(ξ̂δ) p

(
dX(0) = ξ̂δ|X(0) = x

)
ξ̂δ = EX(0)=x [dX(0)] , (3.48)

and noting that δ = |dX(0)|, we have from (3.46),

Gk(x, t) =Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) + ∇Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) · EX(0)=x [dX(0)]

+ kGk(x, t− dt(ε))g(x) · EX(0)=x [dX(0)] + EX(0)=x

[
|dX(0)|2

]
.

(3.49)

Since x ∈ ∂Ω, we have that EX(0)=x [dX(0)] is given from (3.35) and (3.36) by

EX(0)=x [dX(0)] =
Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε+O(ε2). (3.50)

Substituting this into (3.49) then yields

Gk(x, t) =Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) + ∇Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) ·
Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε

+ kGk(x, t− dt(ε))g(x) · Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε+O(ε2). (3.51)

Upon using the Feynman-Kac formula (2.64) for the time evolution of Gk and
Taylor expanding in the time t, we have that

Gk(x, t− dt(ε)) = Gk(x, t)− Lkdt(ε)Gk(x, t) +O(dt(ε)2) = Gk(x, t) +O(ε2),
(3.52)

where we have used the fact that dt(ε) = O(ε2). Inserting the above expression
into (3.51), we obtain

Gk(x, t) = Gk(x, t) + ∇Gk(x, t) ·
Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε+ kGk(x, t)g(x) · Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε+O(ε2).

(3.53)
Subtracting Gk(x, t) on both sides of the above equation we find that

∇Gk(x, t) ·
Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε = −kGk(x, t)g(x) · Dn̂(x)

|Dn̂(x)|
ε (3.54)

up to first order in ε. Using the symmetry of D and multiplying on both sides
by |Dn̂(x)|/ε, we finally obtain

D∇Gk(x, t) · n̂(x) = −kGk(x, t)Dg(x) · n̂(x) ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.55)
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This is the main result of this section, showing explicitly the boundary behavior of
the generating function, which depends in a k-dependent manner on the function
g. From this boundary condition on the generating function Gk the appropriate
boundary conditions on the eigenfunctions rk and lk can be obtained.

Given that the generating function Gk(x, t) and the functions in the domain
of the tilted generator Lk share the same boundary conditions we have

D∇r(x) · n̂(x) = −kr(x)Dg(x) · n̂(x) for all x ∈ ∂Ω, (3.56)

for arbitrary r ∈ D(Lk). In particular, for the dominant eigenfunction rk associ-
ated with the eigenvalue λ(k) we have

D∇rk(x) · n̂(x) = −krk(x)Dg(x) · n̂(x) for all x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.57)

Note that this corresponds to the case c = 1/2 of the boundary condition (3.28)
obtained before. Arguing that the surface terms in the duality relation (3.22)
must vanish for arbitrary r and l it is clear that the corresponding boundary
condition on a normalized density l in the domain of L†k is the condition (3.29)
for c = 1/2, given explicitly as([

F (x) +
1

2
kDg(x)

]
l(x)− 1

2
D∇l(x)

)
· n̂(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.58)

We have therefore succeeded in deriving the appropriate boundary conditions
for the spectral problem described in (2.70) and (2.71) associated with calculating
the SCGF λ(k) of current-type observable AT . In particular, we obtain again
the physically reasonable result (3.26) which shows that the effective process is
again a reflected process. Furthermore, the relation (3.20) holds here as well,
again showing that the component of the effective drift normal to the reflecting
boundary is identical to that of the original drift. These results are therefore
found to be true regardless of whether the observable under consideration is an
additive or current-type observable.

It is interesting to note that the calculation presented here can be repeated for
an additive observable of the form (2.7) and reproduces the boundary condition
(3.17) obtained via purely duality arguments. Our new results therefore serve
as a substantial generalization of our previous results [48, 49], and provides a
further verification of their validity.

In principle, the calculation in this section can also be done for an arbitrary
reflection direction γ̂(x), in which case the boundary condition on the generating
function Gk, and hence any function in the domain of Lk, becomes

∇Gk(x, t) · γ̂(x) = −kGk(x, t)g(x) · γ̂(x). (3.59)

Comparing with the duality relation (3.2) (for the case where k = 0) then shows
that we only obtain a sensible zero-current condition JF ,p · n̂(x) = 0 at the
boundary in the event that the chosen direction for reflection is the co-normal
direction Dn̂(x), as mentioned before.
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Figure 3.1: (a) Illustration of heterogeneous single-file diffusion on a ring. (b)
Space-time plot of a typical realization of the particle positions. Due to hardcore
exclusion, i.e. reflection, the particles’ paths do not cross.

3.4 Application to heterogeneous single-file
diffusion on a ring

We now illustrate the results obtained in this chapter for the large deviations of
current-type observables for an exactly solvable system having reflecting bound-
aries, known as the heterogeneous single-file diffusion on a ring [50].

The heterogeneous single file diffusion consists of N particles undergoing dif-
fusion on a ring with circumference L, with the position Xi(t) ∈ [0, L) of the ith
particle evolving according to the SDE

dXi(t) = vi dt+ σi dWi(t), (3.60)

with vi representing the intrinsic velocity of the ith particle and σi > 0 rep-
resenting the diffusivity of that same particle. The system is illustrated in
Fig. 3.1. The diffusion with stateX(t) ∈ [0, L)N therefore has the drift F = v =
(v1, v2, . . . , vN)T, while the diffusion matrix is given as D = diag(σ2

1, σ
2
2, . . . , σ

2
N).

Moreover, the particles are assumed to interact via hardcore exclusion: each par-
ticle acts as a reflecting barrier for the adjacent particles and as such particles
cannot overtake one another. We can assume without loss of generality that the
particles are ordered according to X1(t) ≤ X2(t) ≤ . . . ≤ XN(t) (modulo L).

The reflecting boundary ∂Ω present in the system consists of all those config-
urations for which two or more particles have equal positions. To make this more
concrete, consider the case where N = 2. We then have that the boundary ∂Ω
is given by all configurations with X1(t) = X2(t), which consists of a diagonal in
[0, L)2, so that the normal vector of this boundary n̂ is given by

n̂ =
ê2 − ê1√

2
. (3.61)
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This can be generalized to N particles, for which the appropriate reflecting
boundary condition (3.3) on probability densities p in the domain of the Fokker-
Plank operator L† therefore becomes, from the above discussion, the condition

êi · JF ,p(x, t)|xi=xj = êj · JF ,p(x, t)|xi=xj . (3.62)

Furthermore, appropriate densities p must satisfy the periodic boundary condi-
tion

p(x, t) = p(x+ L1, t) (3.63)

for all x ∈ [0, L)N , where 1 represents the vector of 1s, owing to the periodic
nature of the ring.

It was found in [79] by Mallmin et al. that the heterogeneous single-file dif-
fusion has a stationary density p∗ satisfying

p∗(x) ∝ exp (d · x) , (3.64)

with the vector d having the entries

di =
vi − ṽ
Di

, (3.65)

where Di = σ2
i and with ṽ given by

ṽ

D̃
=

N∑
i=1

vi
Di

, (3.66)

and
1

D̃
=

N∑
i=1

1

Di

. (3.67)

It is important to note that, from (2.16), the stationary current associated
with p∗ satisfies

êi · JF ,p∗(x) = ṽp∗(x) (3.68)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. As such, the quantity ṽ represents a net velocity common
to all the particles in the long-time limit. The fact that the particles all have
a single common velocity in this limit is an intuitive result given the geometric
constraints present in the system. Furthermore, this shows that the stationary
density does indeed satisfy the required reflecting condition (3.62). We observe
also that

d · 1 = 0 (3.69)

so that p∗ satisfies the periodicity condition (3.63).
We are interested in obtaining, for the system under consideration, the large

deviations associated with current-type observables VT having the form

VT =
1

T

∫ T

0

g ◦ dX(t), (3.70)
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where g is any constant vector satisfying g · 1 = 1. This class of observables
includes the so-called empirical velocity, which is obtained through the choice
gj = δij. We expect the large deviations to be the same for any observable
satisfying the condition g ·1 = 1, given that the particles have a common velocity
in the long-time limit.

The tilted generator Lk associated with the observable (3.70) is given from
(2.65) by

Lk = v ·∇ + kv · g +
1

2
∇ ·D∇ + 2kg ·D∇ + k2g ·Dg (3.71)

and acts on functions r satisfying the reflecting boundary condition (3.30)

D (∇r(x) + kgr(x)) · n̂(x) = 0, (3.72)

along with the periodic boundary condition

r(x) = r(x+ L1). (3.73)

To obtain the dominant eigenfunction λ(k) and the corresponding eigenfunction
rk, we use the ansatz

rk(x) = exp(a · x). (3.74)

This is a reasonable choice given that for k = 0 the dominant eigenfunction of the
tilted generator (corresponding to the dominant eigenfunction of the infinitesimal
generator L) is e0 = 1. We find for the ansatz (3.74) that

Lkrk(x) =

(
v · a+ kv · g +

1

2
a ·Da+ 2kg ·Da+

k2

2
g ·Dg

)
rk(x) (3.75)

and, since the term in brackets contains only x-independent quantities, the
ansatz is clearly a valid candidate for an eigenfunction, if a can be chosen in
such a manner that the boundary conditions (3.72) and (3.73) are satisfied.

Noting that 1 · n̂(x) = 0, and that 1 is the only vector having this property,
we have that the boundary condition (3.72) reduces to

D (a+ kg) = α1, (3.76)

for some α. We therefore have

a = αD−11− kg, (3.77)

with the periodic boundary condition (3.73) requiring in addition that a · 1 = 0,
so that we must have

αD−11 · 1− kg · 1. (3.78)

Using now the fact that g · 1 = 1 by assumption, we obtain

α = kD̃ (3.79)
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so that
a = kD̃D−11− kg. (3.80)

It can now be verified that rk with a thus defined is an eigenfunction of Lk with
eigenvalue λ(k) given from (3.75) by

λ(k) = kṽ +
1

2
k2D̃. (3.81)

This is seen not to depend explicitly on g, so long as g satisfies the condition
g · 1 = 1. The rate function can be obtained as the Legendre transform of λ(k)
and is given by

I(v) =
(v − ṽ)2

2D̃
, (3.82)

which shows that the fluctuations of the current are Gaussian and centered on the
long-time velocity common to all particles, ṽ. In fact, the rate function obtained
thus is the same as in the event where we consider a system with a single particle
having intrinsic velocity ṽ and diffusivity D̃.

To understand how fluctuations are created, we consider the effective drift
(2.80) associated with the fluctuation VT = v. We have that

F k = v + (v(k)− ṽ)1 = vk, (3.83)

so that the current fluctuation VT = v(k) is manifested by changing the velocity
of all the particles by the same amount v(k)− ṽ. This system is again a hetero-
geneous single-file diffusion, and thus has stationary density given from (3.64)
for F k = vk. Remarkably, it is found that

p∗k(x) = p∗(x) (3.84)

so that the effective process has the same stationary density as that of the original
process. For the stationary current associated with the effective process we thus
obtain

JF k,p∗k(x) = JF k,p∗(x) =
v(k)

ṽ
JF ,p∗(x), (3.85)

showing how the current is altered to account for a given current fluctuation: by
a simple rescaling. It is important to note that the stationary current for the
effective process satisfies the reflecting boundary condition (3.68), given that the
effective current is proportional to the original current. This shows explicitly
that the effective process is again a reflected process, in accordance with the
results obtained in Sec. 3.3. Furthermore, given that n(x) · 1 = 0, we have that

F k · n̂(x) = F · n̂(x), (3.86)

which serves as an explicit verification of the relation (3.20) for current-type
observables.
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Finally, we note that since p∗k = p∗ and also p∗k = lkrk, we can obtain the
eigenfunction lk as

lk(x) ∝ exp((d− a) · x). (3.87)

This can be explicitly verified to be an eigenfunction of the adjoint operator L†k
given by

L†k = v · (−∇ + kg) +
1

2
(−∇ + kg) ·D(−∇ + kg) (3.88)

with eigenvalue λ(k) as given in (3.81) and satisfying the appropriate reflecting
boundary condition (3.31) on the domain of the adjoint operator, in addition to
the periodicity condition

lk(x) = lk(x+ L1). (3.89)



Chapter 4

Dynamical large deviations of
linear diffusions

In this chapter, we move to the second problem of the dissertation, which is to
study the large deviations of linear diffusions. We consider two classes of additive
observables, being respectively linear and quadratic in the state of the process,
and current-type observables which are linear in the state. Exact expressions for
the generating function of each of these types of observables is obtained via the
Feynman-Kac formula, after which the SCGF and its corresponding eigenfunc-
tion can be found by studying the long-time limit of the generating function.
This allows us to determine both the rate function which gives the probability of
fluctuations as well as the effective process which is responsible for manifesting
fluctuations. We are particularly interested in studying the stationary density
and current associated with the effective process and in understanding the man-
ner in which these quantities differ from those of the original process. Finally, we
obtain exact expressions for the asymptotic mean and variance associated with
all the observables studied here. In the next chapter we will illustrate the general
formalism developed here by applying these results to a variety of specific linear
systems and observables.

4.1 Exact Results for the moment generating
function

We derive in this section an exact expression for the moment generating function
Gk associated with a variety of physically relevant observables for linear diffu-
sions, defined before by the SDE (2.31). We consider three classes of observables:

• The linear additive observable

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

〈η,X(t)〉dt, (4.1)

where 〈·, ·〉 indicates the standard vector inner product on Rn and η is an
arbitrary vector in Rn,

42
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• The quadratic additive observable

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

〈X(t), QX(t)〉dt, (4.2)

with Q being a symmetric n× n matrix.

• The linear current-type observable

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

ΓX(t) ◦ dX(t), (4.3)

where Γ is an arbitrary n× n matrix.

These observables are important in physics as they include many quantities
that can be measured in practice, such as the mechanical work done on a nonequi-
librium system, the heat transferred between a system and its environment, and
the entropy production, which is an important quantity in nonequilibrium sta-
tistical mechanics related to the irreversibility of stochastic processes [6, 37].
Mathematically, these observables are also interesting as we shall see that the
effective process associated with their large deviations is also a linear diffusion.
In order to arrive at this result, we shall consider next each class of observable
separately, starting with the linear additive observable.

4.1.1 Linear additive observable

To calculate the generating function Gk we will exploit the fact that Gk evolves
according to the Feynman-Kac equation given in (2.64) in Sec. 2.6 with initial
condition Gk(x, 0) = 1. Here Lk is the tilted generator, which for the linear
additive observable (4.1) and linear diffusion (2.31), is given by

Lk = −Mx ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇ + k〈η,x〉. (4.4)

We will obtain an explicit solution Gk(x, t) by solving the Feynman-Kac equation
iteratively in time steps ∆t = t/n starting from the initial conditionGk(x, 0) = 1.
At the end of the procedure we take the ∆t → 0 limit to obtain a continuous
time expression for Gk(x, t) for all times t.

For the first time step, we use the fact that

Gk(x, t) =
(
etLk1

)
(x) (4.5)

and
e∆tLk = 1 + ∆tLk +O(∆t2), (4.6)

to write

Gk(x,∆t) = e∆tLk1

= (1 + ∆tLk)Gk(x, 0)

= (1 + ∆tLk)1

= (1 + ∆tLk)e〈v
(0)
k ,x〉 (4.7)
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up to first order in ∆t, and with the vector v(0)
k = 0. The reason for introducing

this vector will become clear. Proceeding, and using the fact that Lk1 = k〈η,x〉,
we have

Gk(x,∆t) = (1 + ∆tk〈v, x〉) exp(〈v(0)
k ,x〉) = exp(〈v(1)

k ,x〉), (4.8)

where
v

(1)
k = v

(0)
k + ∆t kη = ∆t kη. (4.9)

Continuing, we now time evolve Gk(x,∆t), obtaining

Gk(x, 2∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk)Gk(x,∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk) exp(〈v(1)
k ,x〉). (4.10)

Observing that
∇ exp(〈w,x〉) = w exp(〈w,x〉) (4.11)

and
∇ ·D∇ exp(〈w,x〉) = 〈w, Dw〉 exp(〈w,x〉) (4.12)

for arbitrary w ∈ Rn, we then obtain

Lk exp(〈v(1)
k ,x〉) =

(
−Mx ·∇ +

1

2
∇ ·D∇ + k〈η,x〉

)
exp(〈v(1)

k ,x〉)

=

(
−〈v(1)

k ,Mx〉+
1

2
〈v(1)

k , Dv
(1)
k 〉+ k〈η,x〉

)
exp(〈v(1)

k ,x〉)

=

(
k〈η,x〉 − 〈MTv

(1)
k ,x〉+

1

2
〈v(1)

k , Dv
(1)
k 〉
)

exp(〈v(1)
k ,x〉)

(4.13)

and therefore

Gk(x, 2∆t) = exp(〈v(1)
k ,x〉) exp

(
∆t
(
k〈η,x〉 − 〈MTv

(1)
k ,x〉

))
exp

(
1

2
∆t〈v(1)

k , Dv
(1)
k 〉
)

= exp(〈v(2)
k ,x〉) exp

(
1

2
∆t〈v(1)

k , Dv
(1)
k 〉
)
, (4.14)

where
v

(2)
k = v

(1)
k + ∆t

(
kη −MTv

(1)
k

)
. (4.15)

Generalizing this procedure to m steps, it is easy to see that we have

Gk(x,m∆t) = exp(〈v(m)
k ,x〉) exp

(
1

2

m−1∑
i=0

∆t〈v(i)
k , Dv

(i)
k 〉

)
, (4.16)

where v(m)
k satisfies

v
(m)
k = v

(m−1)
k + ∆t

(
kη −MTv

(m−1)
k

)
. (4.17)
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This can also be shown explicitly using an induction step, which we omit given
that this step is essentially the same as the calculation done already in obtaining
(4.14) with (4.15). We note that the result (4.17) holds also for v(1)

k since v(0)
k = 0.

At this point, we can rewrite (4.17) as

v
(m)
k − v(m−1)

k

∆t
= kη −MTv

(m−1)
k . (4.18)

Writing now vk(i∆t) = v
(i)
k and recalling that ∆t = t/n we have

Gk(x, n∆t) = exp(〈vk(t),x〉) exp

(
1

2

n−1∑
i=0

∆t〈vk(i∆t), Dvk(i∆t)〉

)
. (4.19)

Taking the continuum limit, n→∞ and ∆t→ 0, we then obtain the final result

Gk(x, t) = exp(〈vk(t),x〉) exp

(
1

2

∫ t

0

〈vk(s), Dvk(s)〉ds
)
, (4.20)

with vk(t) satisfying the differential equation

dvk(t)

dt
= kη −MTvk(t), (4.21)

with initial condition vk(0) = 0, which represents the continuous time limit of
(4.18).

The result (4.20) gives the generating function of At for any time t via the
differential equation (4.21) and the initial condition on vk. To find the SCGF
λ(k), we note that the differential equation (4.21) has a stationary solution v∗k
satisfying

dv∗k
dt

= 0 (4.22)

and given explicitly by

kη −MTv∗k = 0 =⇒ v∗k = k(MT)−1η. (4.23)

This long time stationary solution is attained if the differential equation (4.21)
is stable, which requires that the matrix M be positive definite. Given that this
is the case by assumption, we then have vk(t) → v∗k as t → ∞. As a result, we
have from the definition (2.60) of λ(k) that

λ(k) = lim
t→∞

1

t
lnGk(x, t)

= lim
t→∞

1

t

[
〈vk(t),x〉+

1

2

∫ t

0

〈vk(s), Dvk(s)〉ds
]

= lim
t→∞

1

2t

∫ t

0

〈vk(s), Dvk(s)〉ds

=
1

2
〈v∗k, Dv∗k〉. (4.24)
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The last step follows because the transient part of the evolution of vk(s) does not
contribute to λ(k), since this part of the integral vanishes when normalized by 1/t
in the limit where t→∞. Only the stationary part of the evolution contributes,
since once vk(t) ≈ v∗k the above integral scales as O(t) and so attains a finite
value when normalized with 1/t in the limit t→∞. Using the form of v∗k shown
in (4.23) we then find

λ(k) =
k2

2

〈(
MT
)−1

η, D
(
MT
)−1

η
〉
. (4.25)

Since the expression of λ(k) is quadratic in k, we immediately conclude that the
rate function I(a), found as the Legendre transform of the SCGF, is quadratic
in a and is in fact equal to

I(a) =
a2

2
〈

(MT)−1 η, D (MT)−1 η
〉 . (4.26)

Moreover, it is clear from (2.68) that the eigenfunction rk associated with λ(k)
has the form

rk(x) = exp(〈v∗k,x〉). (4.27)

It can be verified explicitly that rk satisfies the spectral equation given in (2.70)
for Lk with λ(k) as given in (4.24).

From the expression of rk, we can study the form of the effective process, as
defined in Sec. 2.7. From the expression (2.80) for the drift of this process, we
find that

F k(x) = −M
(
x−M−1Dv∗k

)
. (4.28)

As a result, we see that the effective process is also a linear process with the
same drift matrix M as the original process, but with a fixed point in the drift
which is now located at

xk = M−1Dv∗k (4.29)

instead of being located at x = 0. Its stationary density p∗k is therefore the same
as the original process, except for the translation x → x − xk and is obtained
from (2.40) under this substitution. The stationary density p∗k of this process is
therefore

p∗k(x) =

√
1

(2π)ndetC
exp

(〈
x− xk, C−1 (x− xk)

〉)
, (4.30)

with C being the stationary covariance matrix of the original process. Similarly
the stationary current associated with the effective process is simply a translated
version of the stationary current of the original process and is obtained from
(2.41) via the substitution x→ x− xk, giving

JF k,p∗k(x) =

(
D

2
C−1 −M

)
(x− xk)p∗k(x). (4.31)
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In other words, for this type of observable, the stationary density and current
for the effective process can be obtained simply by the substitution x→ x−xk
in the stationary density and current of the original process.

The calculation performed here can also be extended easily to include the
case where the drift matrix M , diffusion matrix D and η are explicitly time-
dependent. The result in this case is

Gk(x, t) = e〈vk(t),x〉 exp

(
1

2

∫ t

0

〈vk(s), D(s)vk(s)〉 ds
)

(4.32)

where the vector vk(t) now satisfies

dvk(t)

dt
= kη(t)−MT(t)vk(t), vk(0) = 0. (4.33)

4.1.2 Quadratic additive observable

We now consider the class of quadratic observables defined as in (4.2) and assume
that Q is a symmetric n×n matrix. This can be done without loss of generality
since only the symmetric part of Q given by

Q+ =
Q+QT

2
(4.34)

contributes to quadratic forms, so that

〈x, Qx〉 = 〈x, Q+x〉. (4.35)

This follows because the antisymmetric part of Q given by

Q− =
Q−QT

2
(4.36)

is such that

〈x, Q−x〉 = xi
(
Q−
)
ij
xj = −xi

(
Q−
)
ji
xj = −〈x, Q−x〉, (4.37)

so that 〈x, Q−x〉 = 0. Note our use of the Einstein summation convention above.
To obtain the generating function of quadratic observables for linear diffu-

sions, we repeat the calculation for the previous observable using now the tilted
generator

Lk = −Mx ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇ + k〈x, Qx〉. (4.38)

associated with the quadratic observable (4.2). Rather than explicitly going
through all the steps that we presented previously, we here simply prove the
desired result via induction. Our induction hypothesis is that

Gk(x,m∆t) = exp
(〈
x, B

(m)
k x

〉)
exp

(
m−1∑
i=0

∆tTr
(
DB

(i)
k

))
(4.39)
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where

B
(m)
k = B

(m−1)
k +∆t

(
2B

(m−1)
k DB

(m−1)
k −(MTB

(m−1)
k +B

(m−1)
k M)+kQ

)
, (4.40)

with B(i)
k being symmetric for all i and B(0)

k = 0. The induction hypothesis stated
by (4.39) and (4.40) is only claimed to be valid up to first order in ∆t: we neglect
all higher order contributions given that we eventually take the continuum limit
∆t→ 0.

It can be seen that B(i)
k satisfying (4.40) must be symmetric for all i in the

following manner: from the above we have that

B
(1)
k = kQ, (4.41)

which is symmetric. But then B(2)
k must also be symmetric, since all terms on

the RHS of (4.40) are symmetric, including the term

(MTB
(1)
k +B

(1)
k M) =

(
MTB

(1)
k

)
+
(
MTB

(1)
k

)T
. (4.42)

The same logic can then be applied to show that B(i)
k is symmetric for all i ≥ 3.

Proceeding now with the induction proof, we first we show that (4.39) and
(4.40) holds for m = 1. We have

Gk(x,∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk)1
= (1 + ∆t k〈x, Qx〉)1

= e〈x,B
(1)
k x〉, (4.43)

where B(1)
k = kQ. Clearly, since B(0)

k = 0, (4.40) is satisfied and (4.39) holds for
m = 1.

Before proceeding further with the induction argument we first note that

∇ exp(〈x, Ax〉) = 2Ax exp(〈x, Ax〉) (4.44)

for any symmetric n× n matrix A. Further, for such A we also have

∇ ·D∇ exp(〈x, Ax〉) = 4〈Ax, DAx〉 exp(〈x, Ax〉)
= 4〈x, ADAx〉 exp(〈x, Ax〉), (4.45)

where we have used the symmetry of A in the last step.
We now proceed with the induction argument. Assuming that (4.39) holds

for m = j, we will then show that it holds for m = j + 1. We have

Gk(x, (j + 1)∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk)Gk(x, j∆t)

= (1 + ∆tLk) exp(〈x, B(j)
k x〉) exp

(
j−1∑
i=0

∆tTr
(
DB

(i)
k

))
(4.46)
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by assumption. Now,

Lk exp(〈x, B(j)
k x〉) =

(
−Mx ·∇ +

1

2
∇ ·D∇ + k〈x, Qx〉

)
exp(〈x, B(j)

k x〉)

=

(
− 2〈x,MTB

(j)
k x〉+ 2〈x, B(j)

k DB
(j)
k x〉+ k〈x, Qx〉+ Tr

(
DB

(j)
k

))
× exp(〈x, B(j)

k x〉) (4.47)

where we have used (4.44) and (4.45). Furthermore, since only the symmetric
part of a matrix contributes inside an inner product as discussed earlier, it is
possible to write

〈x,MTB
(j)
k x〉 =

1

2

〈
x,
(
MTB

(j)
k +B

(j)
k M

)
x
〉

(4.48)

so that (4.47) becomes

Lk exp(〈x, B(j)
k x〉) =

(
−
〈
x,
(
MTB

(j)
k +B

(j)
k M

)
x
〉

+ 2〈x, B(j)
k DB

(j)
k x〉

+ k〈x, Qx〉+ Tr
(
DB

(j)
k

))
exp(〈x, B(j)

k x〉). (4.49)

We therefore have

Gk(x, (j + 1)∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk)Gk(x, j∆t)

=

[
1 + ∆t

(
−
〈
x,
(
MTB

(j)
k +B

(j)
k M

)
x
〉

+ 2〈x, B(j)
k DB

(j)
k x〉+

k〈x, Qx〉+ Tr
(
DB

(j)
k

))]
exp(〈x, B(j)

k x〉) exp

(
j−1∑
i=0

Tr
(
DB

(i)
k

))

= exp(〈x, B(j+1)
k x〉) exp

(
j∑
i=0

Tr
(
DB

(i)
k

))
, (4.50)

with B(j+1)
k satisfying

B
(j+1)
k = B

(j)
k + ∆t

(
2B

(j)
k DB

(j)
k − (MTB

(j)
k +B

(j)
k MT) + kQ

)
, (4.51)

so that (4.50) and (4.51) corresponds to (4.39) and (4.40), respectively, for m =
j + 1. The induction claim is therefore proven.

Taking now the continuum limit in Gk(x, n∆t), we obtain

Gk(x, t) = exp(〈x, Bk(t)x〉) exp

(∫ t

0

Tr(DBk(s))ds

)
, (4.52)

with Bk(t) satisfying the differential Ricatti equation

dBk(t)

dt
= 2Bk(t)DBk(t)− (MTBk(t) +Bk(t)M) + kQ, Bk(0) = 0, (4.53)
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which represents the continuous time limit of (4.51). The stationary solution B∗k
for this differential equation satisfies an algebraic Riccati equation

2B∗kDB
∗
k − (MTB∗k +B∗kM) + kQ = 0. (4.54)

In general this equation has multiple possible solutions, with the correct solution
found as that B∗k which also satisfies B∗0 = 0, since for k = 0 we have Gk=0(x, t) =
1 for all x and t. This can also be seen explicitly in the differential equation
(4.53): if k = 0 then, given the initial condition Bk(0) = 0, we have that Bk(t)
remains zero for all times t.

In the event that Bk(t) converges to this appropriate solution B∗k we find,
using similar reasoning as that employed in the long-time limit for the linear
additive observable, that

Gk(x, t)→ e〈x,B
∗
kx〉etTr(DB∗

k) (4.55)

so that the SCGF is found from (2.60) to be

λ(k) = Tr(DB∗k). (4.56)

From this expression, we can obtain the rate function I(a) by Legendre transform.
The result is not as explicit as for linear additive observables because B∗k must
now be found first by solving the algebraic Riccati equation (4.54).

To find the effective process associated with the fluctuations of the quadratic
observable, we note from (4.55) that the eigenfunction rk of Lk is given (up to
multiplication by a constant) by

rk(x) = exp(〈x, B∗kx〉). (4.57)

It can be checked that this solves the spectral equation (2.70) with the eigenvalue
given in (4.56). Moreover from (2.80) we find

F k(x) = −Mkx, (4.58)

where
Mk = M − 2DB∗k (4.59)

is the modified drift matrix. Consequently we see again that the effective process
is a linear diffusion. For this process to be ergodic, Mk must be positive definite.
In this case, and noting that D is positive definite by assumption, the stationary
density for the effective process with drift (4.58) and appropriate B∗k is given in
accordance with (2.40) by

p∗k(x) =

√
1

(2π)ndetCk
exp

(
−1

2
〈x, C−1

k x〉
)
, (4.60)

with Ck the stationary covariance matrix satisfying now the Lyapunov equation

D = MkCk + CkM
T
k

= (M − 2DB∗k)Ck + Ck(M − 2DB∗k)
T, (4.61)
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similar to (2.39). We note also that since p∗k = lkrk, we have that the eigen-
function lk corresponding to the eigenvalue λ(k) is given (up to a normalization
constant) by

lk(x) = exp

(
−1

2
〈x, (C−1

k + 2B∗k)x〉
)
. (4.62)

It can be verified explicitly that this is indeed an eigenfunction of L†k with eigen-
value λ(k). Finally, the stationary current JF k,p∗k for the effective process is given
by

JF k,p∗k(x) =

(
D

2
C−1
k −M + 2DB∗k

)
xp∗k(x). (4.63)

We observe that here both the stationary density and current are modified in a
non-trivial way, in contrast with the case where the linear additive observable
was considered.

In the event that the differential equation (4.53) cannot be solved exactly
and the explicit convergence of Bk(t) to the solution B∗k satisfying B∗0 = 0 and
such that Mk is positive definite is difficult to confirm, we can reason as follows.
Assume that B∗k is a solution to the algebraic Riccati equation (4.54) that is
continuous in k and which satisfies B∗0 = 0. Furthermore, assume that this B∗k is
such that the matrix Mk as defined in (4.59) is positive definite. It is known [80]
that the algebraic Riccati equation (4.54) has (at most) one such solution, so
that the B∗k satisfying these conditions is unique, if it exists. The condition that
Mk is positive definite ensures that the Lyapunov equation (4.61) has a unique
positive definite solution Ck. If, in addition, this Ck is such that C−1

k + 2B∗k is
positive definite, then it can be shown that rk as in (4.57) and lk as in (4.62)
are eigenfunctions of Lk and L†k, respectively, with eigenvalue Tr(DB∗k) and that
these eigenfunctions are normalizable in the sense of (2.72) and (2.73), therefore
constituting valid solutions to the spectral problem (2.70) and (2.71). It then
follows that Tr(DB∗k) is an eigenvalue of Lk which is continuous and corresponds
to 0 for k = 0. As such, this eigenvalue must be the SCGF and we have that the
generating function has the long-time form (4.55). The effective drift, density
and current can be obtained as before. For those B∗k such thatMk is not positive
definite the Lyapunov equation (4.61) will not have a positive definite solution
Ck and as such the corresponding eigenfunctions lk and lkrk, formally defined
as in (4.57) and (4.62), will not constitute valid eigenfunctions of the spectral
problem associated with the SCGF, given that lkrk will not be normalizable.

As for the linear additive observable, it is again possible to obtain an explicit
form for the generating function Gk(x, t) for a time dependent Q = Q(t) and an
explicitly time-dependent SDE. The result for the moment generating function
is then

Gk(x, t) = exp(〈x, Bk(t)x〉) exp

(∫ t

0

Tr (D(s)Bk(s)) ds

)
(4.64)

with
dBk(t)

dt
= 2Bk(t)D(t)Bk(t)− (MT(t)Bk(t) +Bk(t)M(t)) + kQ(t) (4.65)
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and initial condition Bk(0) = 0.

4.1.3 Linear current-type observable

We conclude our study by considering linear current-type observables AT , as
defined in (4.3), which involve an n × n matrix Γ. We first address the case
where Γ is purely antisymmetric so that Γ = −ΓT. The case where Γ also has
a non-zero symmetric part is more involved and is therefore treated separately
after.

Antisymmetric Γ

For the observable AT given in (4.3) and with Γ assumed to be purely antisym-
metric, the associated tilted generator Lk is given by

Lk = −k〈Mx,Γx〉+ (−M + kDΓ)x ·∇ +
1

2
∇ ·D∇ +

k2

2
〈Γx, DΓx〉. (4.66)

This can be written in a slightly more convenient form as

Lk = −k
2
〈x, (MTΓ−ΓM)x〉+ (−M + kDΓ)x ·∇+

1

2
∇ ·D∇+

k2

2
〈x,ΓTDΓx〉,

(4.67)
given that

〈Mx,Γx〉 = 〈x,MTΓx〉 =
1

2
〈x, (MTΓ+ΓTM)x〉 = 〈x, (MTΓ−ΓM)x〉, (4.68)

where we have used the antisymmetry of Γ in the last line.
The solution of the Feynman-Kac equation with the tilted generator (4.67)

can be found, similarly to the case of the quadratic additive observable, by
induction. The calculation in this case is similar and is therefore presented in
App. C. The final result for the generating function is

Gk(x, t) = exp(〈x, Bk(t)x〉) exp

(∫ t

0

Tr(DBk(s))ds

)
, (4.69)

with Bk(t) satisfying the differential Riccati equation

dBk(t)

dt
=
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TBk(t)

+Bk(t)(−M + kDΓ) + 2Bk(t)DBk(t), (4.70)

with initial condition Bk(0) = 0. A similar result was obtained by path-integral
methods for a particular type of linear current-type observable, namely the
nonequilibrium work, by Kwon, Noh and Park [26]. These authors did not
explicitly consider the stationary solution of (4.70), instead obtaining the long-
time behavior for a specific system via numerical integration. We now study
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the general properties of the stationary solution analytically and obtain, as a
consequence, the SCGF and effective process.

The stationary solution B∗k corresponding to (4.70) satisfies in this case

0 =
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TB∗k +B∗k(−M + kDΓ)

+ 2B∗kDB
∗
k. (4.71)

with B∗0 = 0. It is interesting to note that the form of the generating function
obtained here is the same as that obtained in (4.52) for the quadratic additive
observable, with only the differential Riccati equation satisfied by Bk(t) being
different.

From this result, we follow the same logic as in the previous sections and
obtain

λ(k) = Tr(DB∗k). (4.72)

for the SCGF and
rk(x) = exp(〈x, B∗kx〉) (4.73)

for the associated eigenfunction (up to a multiplicative constant). As a result,
we find that the effective drift F k given from (2.80) is a linear vector field

F k(x) = −Mkx, (4.74)

where now the drift matrix Mk is given by

Mk = M − 2DB∗k − kDΓ. (4.75)

For those k for whichMk is positive definite we have that the effective process
is ergodic and large deviations exist. The stationary density p∗k has then the same
form as (4.60), and is given as

p∗k(x) =

√
1

(2π)ndetCk
exp

(
−1

2
〈x, C−1

k x〉
)
, (4.76)

with the stationary covariance matrix Ck satisfying here the Lyapunov equation

D = MkCk + CkM
T
k

= (M − 2DB∗k − kDΓ)Ck + Ck(M − 2DB∗k − kDΓ)T. (4.77)

For the stationary current JF k,p∗k associated with the effective process we obtain

JF k,p∗k(x) =

(
D

2
C−1
k −M + 2DB∗k + kDΓ

)
xp∗k(x). (4.78)

It will prove useful later to have an expression also for the eigenfunction lk
associated with the adjoint operator L†k and corresponding to the eigenvalue λ(k).
To obtain this eigenfunction we recall, as in the previous section, the relation
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p∗k(x) = lk(x)rk(x) from which it follows that lk has the same form as in (4.62).
Noting that we must apply the normalization conditions (2.72) and (2.73) and
given that the density (4.76) is already properly normalized, we can therefore
write

lk(x) = N

√
1

(2π)ndetCk
exp

(
−1

2
〈x,
(
C−1
k + 2B∗k

)
x〉
)
, (4.79)

with N a normalization constant such that (2.73) holds. The corresponding
(properly normalized) rk can then be written as

rk(x) = N−1 exp (〈x, B∗kx〉) . (4.80)

The exact expression for the normalization constant N is not necessary for us
since all rk proportional to exp(〈x, B∗kx〉) produce the same effective drift. This
can be seen simply by noting that the contribution to the effective drift owing
to the eigenfunction rk is given by

D∇ ln rk(x) = D∇ ln (M exp(〈x, B∗kx〉) = 2DB∗kx (4.81)

for all constants M. As such all of the results for the effective drift and the
associated stationary current and density hold true even though we did not use
a properly normalized rk.

Finally, to obtain expressions for (4.69) and (4.70) in the event of time-
dependent Γ(t),M(t), and σ(t), we can simply substitute the time dependent
quantities in the place of their formerly time-independent versions in the expres-
sions (4.69) and (4.70), as seen in the previous sections. Note that in order for
the expression (4.69) to generalize in this straightforward manner to the time-
dependent case, we must demand that Γ(t) featuring then in the definition of
the current-type observable must remain antisymmetric for all times t.

General Γ

We now address the case where the matrix Γ featuring in the definition (4.3) of
the observable AT has a non-zero symmetric component. In this case we write

Γ = Γ− + Γ+, (4.82)

where Γ− = (Γ − ΓT)/2 is the antisymmetric component and Γ+ = (Γ + ΓT)/2
the symmetric component of Γ. With this decomposition, we write AT as

AT = A−T + A+
T , (4.83)

where

A±T =
1

T

∫ T

0

Γ±X(t) ◦ dX(t), (4.84)

so that A−T represents the part of the observable associated with the antisym-
metric Γ−, while A+

T represents the symmetric part of the observable.
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Using the fact that
1

2
∇〈x,Γ+x〉 = Γ+x (4.85)

and given that the Stratonovich convention used for the definition of the ob-
servable preserves the standard rules of calculus as in (2.5), we have that the
symmetric part A+

T can be written as

A+
T =

1

T

∫ T

0

1

2
∇
〈
X(t),Γ+X(t)

〉
◦ dX(t)

=
1

2T

〈
X(T ),Γ+X(T )

〉
− 1

2T

〈
X(0),Γ+X(0)

〉
, (4.86)

so that this observable reduces to a difference of boundary terms. Based on this
we might naively think that this part of the observable will not contribute in a
meaningful way to the large deviations given that the factor 1/T will make the
boundary terms vanish as T →∞. However we will see that this is not exactly
the case and that these boundary terms can in fact affect the large deviations.

To see this, we go back to the full observable AT and its decomposition (4.83)
to write the generating function as

Gk(x, t) = Ex
[
exp

(
ktA−T +

k

2
〈X(t),Γ+X(t)〉 − k

2
〈X(0),Γ+X(0)〉

)]
. (4.87)

We can write the above expectation value in the form of an integral over all
possible values of the final point X(t) = y, as done in (2.74), and since we also
have X(0) = x, we can write

Gk(x, t) =

∫
dy exp

(
k

2
〈y,Γ+y〉 − k

2
〈x,Γ+x〉

)
G−k (x,y, t), (4.88)

where
G−k (x, t) = Ex

[
ektA

−
T

]
, (4.89)

denotes the generating function associated with A−T , and

G−k (x,y, t) = Ex
[
δ(X(t)− y)ektA

−
T

]
(4.90)

is the corresponding end-point function (2.75).
In order to determine the behavior of the generating function (4.88) as t

becomes large, we must determine the asymptotic behavior of G−k (x,y, t). From
the discussion leading up to (2.78) we know that the end-point function satisfies
the asymptotic form

G−k (x,y, t)→ Keλ(k)t lk(y)rk(x) (4.91)



CHAPTER 4. LARGE DEVIATIONS OF LINEAR DIFFUSIONS 56

as t→∞, with rk and lk properly normalized. Using the expressions (4.79) and
(4.80) derived for the eigenfunctions of the antisymmetric current-type observ-
able, we then obtain

G−k (x,y, t)→ Keλ(k)t

√
1

(2π)ndetCk
exp

(
−1

2
〈y,
(
C−1
k + 2B∗k

)
y〉
)

× exp (〈x, B∗kx〉) , (4.92)

with B∗k the appropriate solution of (4.71), Ck satisfying (4.77) and λ(k) given
as in (4.72).

The generating function (4.88) now becomes in the long-time limit

Gk(x, t)→ Keλ(k)t

√
1

(2π)ndetCk
exp

(〈
x,

(
B∗k −

k

2
Γ+

)
x

〉)
×
∫
Rn
dy exp

(
−1

2
〈y,Bky〉

)
, (4.93)

where
Bk = C−1

k + 2B∗k − kΓ+. (4.94)

The Gaussian integral in the above expression can be evaluated to yield∫
Rn
dy exp

(
−1

2
〈y,Bky〉

)
=
√

(2π)ndetB−1
k , (4.95)

provided that Bk is positive definite. If this is not the case, then the Gaussian
integral is divergent.

Continuing, and assuming that Bk is positive definite, we finally obtain the
expression

Gk(x, t)→ K

√
detB−1

k

detCk
exp

(〈
x,

(
B∗k −

k

2
Γ+

)
x

〉)
eλ(k)t (4.96)

as t→∞. This implies that rk for this observable is proportional to

exp

(〈
x,

(
B∗k −

k

2
Γ+

)
x

〉)
. (4.97)

As a result we find at this point that the effective drift associated with AT is
given from (2.80) by

F k(x) = −Mx+ kDΓx+D
(
2B∗k − kΓ+

)
x (4.98)

and, since Γ = Γ− + Γ+, this becomes

F k(x) = −Mx+ 2DB∗kx+ kDΓ−x, (4.99)
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which is exactly the effective drift (4.74) obtained for the case where Γ is purely
antisymmetric. This shows that the symmetric part Γ+ of the observable plays
no role in the effective process. However, the symmetric part can still have an
effect on the SCGF and rate function because the generating function of the full
observable in the long-time limit (4.93) contains a Gaussian integral that may
diverge.

To emphasize this point, we now denote the SCGF of the full observable AT
by Λ(k) so that

Λ(k) = lim
t→∞

1

t
lnGk(x, t). (4.100)

For k such that Bk is positive definite, we have from (4.93) and (4.95) that

Λ(k) = lim
t→∞

1

t
ln

√detB−1
k

detCk
eλ(k)tKrk(x)

 = λ(k), (4.101)

given that all other factors vanish in the t → ∞ limit because they are finite.
However, for k such that Bk is not positive definite the integral (4.95) diverges
and we have

Λ(k) =∞. (4.102)

In other words, we can write

Λ(k) =

{
λ(k) Bk positive definite
∞ Bk not positive definite.

(4.103)

for the SCGF associated with the full observable AT . The effect of the end-point
boundary term associated with the symmetric part Γ+ is therefore to make the
SCGF diverge for a particular range of k values, while for other k the SCGF
matches that of (4.72) obtained for the purely antisymmetric observable.

In general there is a specific value of k at which Bk ceases to be positive
definite, which can be either positive or negative. For definiteness we shall assume
that this k value is positive and denote it by k+ so that

Λ(k) =

{
λ(k) k < k+

∞ k ≥ k+.
(4.104)

Now, for the fluctuations a associated with k < k+ the rate function associated
with AT will also correspond to the rate function associated with A−T . However,
for fluctuations associated with k ≥ k+ the rate function will differ from that of
the original. The effect of the SCGF being infinite for k ≥ k+ is that new rate
function will be linear for the fluctuations a corresponding to k ≥ k+, with the
slope and intercept of this linear function determined via the Legendre transform
featuring in the Gärtner-Ellis theorem.
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Denoting the rate function for AT by Ĩ(a) and the rate function of A−T as the
usual I(a), we can express the above discussion mathematically as

Ĩ(a) =

{
I(a) a < a+

k+a− λ(k+) a ≥ a+

, (4.105)

where a+ is the value of the fluctuations associated with k+ and is found via
a+ = λ′(k+). We note that it is not known what the appropriate effective process
is that is responsible for manifesting the fluctuations a > a+ and so the effective
process is defined only for those k such that Bk is positive definite.

A similar discussion applies in the event that the k value at which Bk ceases
to be positive definite is negative. In this event we denote this k value by k− and
obtain

Λ(k) =

{
∞ k < k−

λ(k) k ≥ k−
(4.106)

for the SCGF of the full observable AT and

Ĩ(a) =

{
k−a− λ(k−) a < a−

I(a) a ≥ a−
(4.107)

for the associated rate function, where a− = λ′(k−).
To close this section we remark that in general, we can consider a diffusion as

having a random initial position x, with this initial position distributed according
to some density p0(x). We then define a generating function

Gk(t) =

∫
dxp0(x)Gk(x, t) =

∫
dx p0(x)

∫
dyGk(x,y, t). (4.108)

For the general linear observable considered here we would then typically obtain
a boundary term having a singularity at k+ > 0 and also a boundary term having
a singularity at k− < 0 due to integration over both the final (stationary) state
and the initial density p0(x). The above discussions can be easily extended to
this case, for which we now obtain two linear tails in the rate function for a < a−
and a > a+. We will only consider cases where the initial density is a Dirac
delta function, for which our previous discussions were sufficient, and so we do
not here discuss this further.

4.2 Asymptotic mean and variance
The exact results that we have derived before for the three classes of observables
considered can be used in principle to find explicit formulas for the moments of
these observables. In particular, in the long-time limit, two moments are worth
considering. The first is the asymptotic mean, which corresponds to the mean
E[AT ] in the long-time limit and which is linked to the SCGF according to

lim
T→∞

E [AT ] = λ′(0). (4.109)
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The second is the variance of AT which is known to scale as

var[AT ] ∼
σ2

asym

T
, (4.110)

when T →∞, where σ2
asym is the so-called asymptotic variance given by

σ2
asym = λ′′(0). (4.111)

In the following we derive explicit expressions for these two quantities for the
three observables considered.

4.2.1 Linear additive observable

For a linear additive observable AT having the form (4.1) we found that the
SCGF is given by (4.25) so that

dλ(k)

dk
= k

〈(
MT
)−1

η, D
(
MT
)−1

η
〉
. (4.112)

As a result the asymptotic mean is found to be

λ′(0) = 0. (4.113)

Continuing, we obtain from (4.112) for the second derivative of the SCGF as

d2λ(k)

dk2
=
〈(
MT
)−1

η, D
(
MT
)−1

η
〉
. (4.114)

Given that this expression is independent of k we then obtain

λ′′(0) =
〈(
MT
)−1

η, D
(
MT
)−1

η
〉

(4.115)

for the asymptotic variance. The same results for the asymptotic mean and
variance can be obtained directly from the quadratic expressions of the SCGF
and rate function found in (4.25) and (4.26), respectively.

4.2.2 Quadratic additive observable

For quadratic additive observables we find from (4.56) for the associated SCGF
that the asymptotic mean has the form

λ′(0) = Tr (DB∗′0 ) , (4.116)

with B∗k the solution to the algebraic Riccati equation (4.54) and which also
satisfies B∗0 = 0, and where B∗′0 represents the derivative of B∗k with respect to k
evaluated at k = 0. Differentiating equation (4.54) with respect to k, we obtain

2B∗′k DB
∗
k + 2B∗kDB

∗′
k −

(
MTB∗′k +B∗′kM

)
+Q = 0, (4.117)
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which, for k = 0, yields the Lyapunov equation

MTB∗′0 +B∗′0 M = Q, (4.118)

from which the matrix B∗′0 can be determined.
By using the Lyapunov equation (2.39) defining the stationary covariant ma-

trix C we can write

λ′(0) = Tr (DB∗′0 ) = Tr
(
(MC + CMT)B∗′0

)
. (4.119)

Using the fact that the trace is invariant under cyclic permutations, this becomes

λ′(0) = Tr
([
MTB∗′0 +B∗′0 M

]
C
)

= Tr (QC) , (4.120)

which is the standard known result for the Gaussian expectation of a quadratic
form [81], and which therefore serves as a useful verification of the large deviation
results obtained for this type of observable.

For the asymptotic variance we need the second derivative of B∗k at k = 0.
Therefore, we differentiate (4.117) with respect to k, obtaining

2B∗′′k DB
∗
k + 2B∗kDB

∗′′
k + 4B∗′k DB

∗′
k −

(
MTB∗′′k +B∗′′k M

)
= 0 (4.121)

so that
MTB∗′′0 +B∗′′0 M = 4B∗′0 DB

∗′
0 . (4.122)

We then have that

λ′′(0) = Tr (DB∗′′0 ) = Tr
(
(MC + CMT)B∗′′0

)
. (4.123)

Using the same logic as before, this becomes

λ′′(0) = Tr
([
MTB∗′′0 +B∗′′0 M

]
C
)
. (4.124)

Substituting (4.122) into the above then yields

λ′′(0) = 4Tr (CB∗′0 DB
∗′
0 ) . (4.125)

Using again the Lyapunov equation for the covariance matrix C, this becomes

λ′′(0) = 4Tr
(
CB∗′0 MCB∗′0 + CB∗′0 CM

TB∗′0
)
, (4.126)

which (using the cyclic invariance property of the trace) can be rearranged to
give

λ′′(0) = 4Tr
(
CB∗′0 C

[
B∗′0 M +MTB∗′0

])
(4.127)

which reduces to
λ′′(0) = 4Tr (CQCB∗′0 ) , (4.128)

where we have used the Lyapunov equation (4.118) for B∗′0 .
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We note the remarkable property that the formula for the asymptotic variance
has been reduced to a quantity involving only the first (and not the second)
derivative of B∗k. To find the (asymptotic) mean and variance it is therefore
only necessary that we determine the solutions to the Lyapunov equations (2.39)
and (4.118) for the matrices C and B∗′0 , respectively. These equations can, in
principle, be solved without needing to obtain the full solution B∗k and as such
the asymptotic mean and variance for this observable can be found immediately
from knowledge of the drift matrix M , diffusion matrix D and the particular
matrix Q involved in the specific observable under consideration.

4.2.3 Linear current-type observable

For (antisymmetric) linear current-type observables, the SCGF λ(k) is given by
(4.72) and has the same form as that for the quadratic additive observable. As
a result, the procedure followed here is identical to that of the previous section.

The asymptotic mean is given by

λ′(0) = Tr(DB∗′0 ), (4.129)

where B∗′0 is the derivative with respect to k (and evaluated at k = 0) of the
solution to the algebraic Riccati equation (4.71) satisfyingB∗0 = 0. The derivative
of (4.71) with respect to k is given explicitly by

kΓTDΓ− 1

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TB∗′k +B∗′k (−M + kDΓ)

+ 2B∗′k DB
∗
k + 2B∗kDB

∗′
k + ΓTDB∗k +B∗kDΓ = 0 (4.130)

which, for k = 0, becomes

B∗′0 M +MTB∗′0 =
1

2

(
ΓM −MTΓ

)
. (4.131)

Using this result, and the Lyapunov equation for C, we then find

λ′(0) = Tr (DB∗′0 ) = Tr
((
MC + CMT

)
B∗′0
)

=
1

2
Tr
(
C
[
ΓM −MTΓ

])
(4.132)

for the asymptotic mean, where in the last step we have used the invariance of
the trace under cyclic permutations as well as the equation (4.131).

In order to determine the asymptotic variance we now differentiate (4.130)
with respect to k and set k = 0 in the resulting equation, yielding the Riccati
equation

MTB∗′′0 +B∗′′0 M = ΓTDΓ + 4B∗′0 DB
∗′
0 + 2

(
ΓTDB∗′0 +B∗′0 DΓ

)
(4.133)

for B∗′′0 . We therefore find that

Tr(DB∗′′0 ) = Tr
(
[MC + CMT]B∗′′0

)
= Tr

([
ΓTDΓ + 4B∗′0 DB

∗′
0 + 2

(
ΓTDB∗′0 +B∗′0 DΓ

)]
C
)
. (4.134)
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We showed in the previous section that

4Tr(CB∗′0 DB
∗′
0 ) = 4Tr

(
CB∗′0 C

[
B∗′0 M +MTB∗′0

])
, (4.135)

where we use the Lyapunov equation (2.39) for C. As such, and using now the
relevant Lyapunov equation (4.131) for B∗′0 , we obtain

4Tr(CB∗′0 DB
∗′
0 ) = 2Tr

(
CB∗′0 C

[
ΓM −MTΓ

])
(4.136)

so that finally we have for the asymptotic variance the result

λ′′(0) = Tr
(
CΓTDΓ + 2C

[
ΓM −MTΓ

]
CB∗′0 + 2C

(
ΓTDB∗′0 +B∗′0 DΓ

))
.

(4.137)
Again, we note that this is an explicit result in terms of C and B∗′0 , both of which
are determined fully via Lyapunov equations. In addition, we note that, as for
the quadratic additive observable, the formula for the asymptotic variance for
the linear current-type observable reduces to an expression involving only the
first derivative of B∗k at k = 0, with determination of the second order derivative
not needed.



Chapter 5

Applications for linear diffusions

We here apply the general results obtained in Chap. 4 for a number of specific
observables of the three linear systems introduced in Sec. 2.4. We focus on
quadratic additive and linear current-type observables, as the effective process
associated with linear additive observables differs from the original process only
in a fairly trivial way.

5.1 Quadratic observable for transverse diffusion
For our first illustration, we consider the transverse diffusion in R2, defined before
in Sec. 2.4.2, and study the large deviations of the squared distance

AT =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
X1(t)2 +X2(t)2

)
dt, (5.1)

which corresponds to the choice

Q =

(
1 0
0 1

)
(5.2)

in the general quadratic observable (4.2). As discussed in Sec. 4.1.2, the gen-
erating function of this observable involves the time-dependent matrix Bk(t)
satisfying the differential Ricatti equation (4.53). We show in App. D that the
solution of this equation is a matrix proportional to the identity matrix:

Bk(t) =

(
bk(t) 0

0 bk(t)

)
, (5.3)

where the coefficient bk(t) satisfies the equation

dbk(t)

dt
= 2ε2bk(t)

2 − 2γbk(t) + k, (5.4)

with bk(0) = 0. Of crucial importance in the argument leading to this form for
the matrix Bk(t) is the fact that the diffusion matrix D is proportional to the

63
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identity and the fact that the drift matrix M has a diagonal symmetric part
and a purely antisymmetric part. If the symmetric part of M included non-zero
off-diagonal terms then the off-diagonal terms in (D.5) would not cancel and Bk

would necessarily also contain off-diagonal terms.
The differential equation (5.4) has an exact solution which we can write in a

convenient form as

bk(t) =
γ

2ε2

1−
1 +

√
γ2−2kε2

γ
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − 2kε2

)
1 + γ√

γ2−2kε2
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − 2kε2

)
 . (5.5)

The time-dependent expression for the generating function Gk can now be ob-
tained by substituting (5.3) and (5.5) into the expression (4.52) to obtain

Gk(x, t) = exp (bk(t)〈x,x〉) exp

(∫ t

0

2ε2bk(s)ds

)
. (5.6)

The integral in the above expression can be exactly calculated and is given by

∫ t

0

2ε2bk(s)ds = γt− arctanh

γ tanh
(
t
√
γ2 − 2kε2

)
√
γ2 − 2kε2

+ ln
(√

γ2 − 2kε2
)

− 1

2
ln
(
γ2 − kε2 − kε2 cosh

(
2t
√
γ2 − 2kε2

))
. (5.7)

The long-time behavior of Gk is determined, as done before, by obtaining
the stationary solution B∗k of Bk(t) and hence bk(t) as t → ∞. This stationary
solution b∗k can be found either by explicitly taking the limit t→∞ in the exact
expression (5.5) for bk(t) or by solving the algebraic Riccati equation (4.54),
which reduces in this case to

2ε2b∗k
2 − 2γb∗k + k = 0, (5.8)

choosing the solution which satisfies b∗0 = 0. Furthermore it must be verified that
this solution gives a modified drift matrix Mk that is positive definite. The two
procedures produce identical results, namely

b∗k =
γ −

√
γ2 − 2kε2

2ε2
, k ∈

(
−∞, γ

2

2ε2

]
(5.9)

so that

B∗k =

γ−
√
γ2−2kε2

2ε2
0

0
γ−
√
γ2−2kε2

2ε2

 . (5.10)

Indeed, we now have from (4.59) that

Mk =

(√
γ2 − 2kε2 ξ

−ξ
√
γ2 − 2kε2

)
, (5.11)
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Figure 5.1: SCGF (left) and rate function (right) for the transverse system with
quadratic observable having Q = I and for parameter values γ = 1, ξ = 1 and
ε = 1.

so that Mk has eigenvalues
√
γ2 − 2kε2 ± iξ, which have positive real part for k

in the range

k ∈
(
−∞, γ

2

2ε2

)
. (5.12)

Note that we have excluded the endpoint k = γ2/2ε2 since for this value the drift
matrix of the effective process has purely imaginary eigenvalues and the effective
process is not ergodic. From these results, we find the SCGF directly from (4.56)
as

λ(k) = 2ε2b∗k = γ −
√
γ2 − 2kε2, k ∈

(
−∞, γ

2

2ε2

)
. (5.13)

Taking the Legendre transform of this expression, we then find the rate function
I(a) as

I(a) =
γ2a

2ε2
+
ε2

2a
− γ, a > 0. (5.14)

These results are plotted in Fig. 5.1 for the values γ = 1, ξ = 1 and ε = 1.
We can see that the rate function has a unique minimum a∗ = ε2/γ which
represents the typical value (mean) of the observable AT in the limit T → ∞.
This can be found directly from the expression for the rate function or by using
the formula (4.120) derived earlier. Similarly, the asymptotic variance λ′′(0)
for this process and observable can be found either directly from (5.13) or by
inserting the expression for B∗′0 found from (4.118) into (4.125) to obtain

λ′′(0) =
ε4

γ3
. (5.15)

It is remarkable that both the SCGF and rate function are independent of the
nonequilibrium parameter ξ. Intuitively, this makes sense: since the observable
AT considered here is radially symmetric, the purely antisymmetric part of the
force (responsible for a circulating current and which does not affect the distance
of the system from the origin) is of no consequence.
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Figure 5.2: Vector field of the effective drift for the transverse system with
quadratic observable having Q = I shown for the case where k approaches the
upper limit γ2/2ε2 and for k = 10 for the parameters γ = 1, ξ = 1, and ε = 1.

A similar independence with respect to ξ can be seen at the level of the
effective drift, given from (4.58) and (5.11) by

F k(x) = −
(√

γ2 − 2kε2 ξ

−ξ
√
γ2 − 2kε2

)
x, (5.16)

and modified in a manner which does not depend on ξ. We note that the anti-
symmetric part of the force remains unchanged. Moreover, we observe that the
effective drift differs from the original drift in the strength with which the sys-
tem is attracted to the origin (0, 0). Fluctuations a > a∗ associated with k > 0
are manifested by weakening the diagonal part of the force, in which case the
force is dominated by the antisymmetric part, as can be seen in Fig. 5.2, while
fluctuations a < a∗ associated with k < 0 are manifested by strengthening the
diagonal part of the force, in which case the force increasingly resembles a purely
diagonal linear drift. The stronger the attraction to the origin, the smaller the
typical region surrounding (0, 0) in which the process spends most of its time,
and the smaller the resulting value of AT . The effective drift can therefore be
understood as altering the characteristic size of the region surrounding (0, 0) in
which the process will typically be found. The effective drift is shown for various
values of k in Fig. 5.2.

As found in Sec. 4.1.2, the stationary density p∗k associated with F k is centered
at 0, as is p∗, but has a different covariance matrix Ck satisfying (4.61), and given
by

Ck =
ε2

2
√
γ2 − 2kε2

I. (5.17)

From (2.41), we have that the stationary current for the effective process is given
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by

JF k,p∗k(x) = ξ

(
−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x). (5.18)

We note that this current differs from the stationary current of the original
process only to the extent that p∗k differs from p∗. That is, the effective current
is obtained from the original current via the substitution p∗ → p∗k. For this
observable it is therefore clear that fluctuations are realized optimally by altering
the density, with the only changes to the current resulting from those same
density modifications.

This is clear also from the form (5.16) of the expression for the effective drift:
given that D here is proportional to the identity matrix and B∗k is a symmetric
matrix, the effective drift can differ from the original drift only in the symmetric
part. As a result, the effective process here has a non-zero stationary current
for all k, given that the original process had a non-zero stationary current. This
observation can be extended to include (at minimum) all linear processes having
a diffusion matrix proportional to the identity. For such processes, the effective
process associated with the fluctuations of a quadratic additive observable has
the same equilibrium/nonequilibrium nature as that of the original process. In
other words, for such a case we have that if the original process has a non-zero
stationary current, then so does the effective process, and similarly for the case
where the stationary current is zero everywhere.

5.2 Linear current-type observables for the
gradient diffusion in R2

We now turn our attention to current-type observables having the form (4.3) and
study their fluctuations first for the gradient diffusion in R2, defined before in
Sec. 2.4.1, in order to understand how current fluctuations can arise in a system
that does not have a current to begin with. We present next the large deviation
calculation for the observable (4.3) with a general antisymmetric matrix Γ having
the form

Γ =

(
0 −α
α 0

)
. (5.19)

and then consider the special case α = 1/2, which corresponds to an interesting
observable known as the stochastic area.

5.2.1 General α

For the gradient diffusion with M = γI and D = ε2I, the Riccati equation (4.70)
is solved by a matrix Bk(t) that is proportional to the identity matrix, as shown
in App. E. Specifically, we have that Bk(t) = bk(t)I. Substituting this form for
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Bk(t) into the equation (4.70) yields the differential equation

dbk(t)

dt
= 2ε2bk(t)

2 − 2γbk(t) +
k2ε2α2

2
, bk(0) = 0, (5.20)

for the coefficient bk(t), which has a similar form as that obtained in (5.4), but
with the constant term now proportional to k2 and not k. The exact solution
we obtain here for bk(t) therefore bears a close resemblance to that obtained in
(5.5) and is given explicitly as

bk(t) =
γ

2ε2

1−
1 +

√
γ2−k2ε4α2

γ
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

)
1 + γ√

γ2−k2ε4α2
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

)
 . (5.21)

Using this solution for bk(t) we can, in principle, obtain the explicit time-
dependent expression for the generating function as was done for the quadratic
observable for the transverse diffusion. We omit this calculation here and proceed
to consider instead the long-time behavior of the solution bk(t). The stationary
solution of (5.20) can be obtained either by taking the limit t→∞ in the above
expression for bk(t) explicitly or by simply solving for

2ε2b∗k
2 − 2γb∗k +

k2ε2α2

2
= 0, (5.22)

and then choosing the appropriate solution which satisfies b∗0 = 0. The appropri-
ate solution for b∗k is found to be

b∗k =
γ −

√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

2ε2
. (5.23)

To determine the range of values of k for which this solution is valid, we note
that the drift matrix of the effective process, given by (4.75), is

Mk =

(√
γ2 − k2ε4α2 kε2α

−kε2α
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

)
, (5.24)

which has eigenvalues
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2±kε2αi. Therefore, we have that the effective

process is ergodic for values of k in the range

k ∈
(
− γ

ε2|α|
,
γ

ε2|α|

)
, (5.25)

which means that the the SCGF, given by (4.72), is

λ(k) = 2ε2b∗k = γ −
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2, (5.26)

for k also in that range. The corresponding rate function I(a) can be found by
Legendre transform, but we do not show this result explicitly. We can calculate
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the asymptotic mean and variance directly by using the above expression for the
SCGF. For the asymptotic mean we obtain

λ′(0) = 0, (5.27)

which is an intuitive result: for the current-type observable under consideration,
we have from (2.19) and given the fact that the gradient process has no stationary
current, that AT → 0 as T → ∞. In other words, the stationary mean of this
observable is zero for the gradient diffusion with zero stationary current. The
asymptotic variance is given by

λ′′(0) =
α2ε4

γ
. (5.28)

We note that these results for the asymptotic mean and variance could also be
obtained without explicitly solving for the matrix B∗k and instead by using the
results for the mean and variance derived earlier. In particular, the asymptotic
mean could be obtained directly from (4.132) while the asymptotic variance is
found via (4.137) along with the Lyapunov equation (4.131).

Given that the effective drift is linear with drift matrix given as in (5.24),
we notice by comparison with the SDE (2.47) governing the evolution of the
transverse system that the effective process associated with fluctuations of the
current-type observable for the gradient system in fact corresponds to the trans-
verse system with friction coefficient

√
γ2 − k2ε4α2 and nonequilibrium parame-

ter kε2α. Thus we can obtain the stationary distribution for the effective process
and stationary current directly from the expressions (2.50) and (2.51) via the
substitutions

γ →
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2, ξ → kε2α. (5.29)

With this substitution, we find that the stationary distribution p∗k associated
with the effective process is given by

p∗k(x) =

√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

πε2
exp

(
−
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

ε2
〈x,x〉

)
, (5.30)

with the stationary covariance matrix Ck given from (2.49) by

Ck =
ε2

2
√
γ2 − k2ε4α2

I. (5.31)

From (2.51) we similarly find that the stationary current for the effective process
is

JF k,p∗k(x) = kε2α

(
−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x). (5.32)

These results demonstrate that for the linear current-type observable (and current-
type observables more broadly) fluctuations are manifested both by altering the



CHAPTER 5. APPLICATIONS FOR LINEAR DIFFUSIONS 70

density and the current of the original process in non-trivial ways; unlike in the
case of the quadratic additive observable considered previously where the cur-
rent was modified only in the manner p∗ → p∗k, we here have that the effective
process has non-zero current while the original process has zero current. As such
the effective process responsible for manifesting fluctuations is here a nonequi-
librium process while the original process is equilibrium. This is intuitive given
that a current-type observable can have non-zero ergodic mean only in the case
when a stationary current is present. Fluctuations are therefore manifested by
simultaneously creating currents and modifying the density.

5.2.2 Specific case: Stochastic area

The value α = 1/2 gives rise to the observable

AT =
1

2T

∫ T

0

(
X1(t)dX2(t)−X2(t)dX1(t)

)
, (5.33)

which is a (time-normalized) stochastic version of the line integral in R2 used
in Green’s theorem to calculate the area bounded by a closed contour. For this
reason, this observable is referred to as the stochastic area or area loop. Because
stochastic trajectories are generally not closed, this quantity is interpreted here as
the (time-normalized) area enclosed by the stochastic trajectory (X1(t), X2(t))Tt=0

in R2 and the chords joining, respectively, (X1(0), X2(0)) and (X1(T ), X2(T )) to
the origin.

Besides this geometric interpretation, the stochastic area is also interesting
because it is non-zero only in the presence of a probability current and, therefore,
can be used as a measure of the nonreversibility of a process [32]. A positive
value of the stochastic area is associated with an anti-clockwise current whereas
a negative value of the stochastic area indicates the presence of a clockwise
current. Investigating the fluctuations of the stochastic area and the manner in
which they are manifested for the gradient system under consideration therefore
allows us to understand the manner in which an equilibrium process can display
nonequilibrium behavior, characterized by a non-zero probability current, for
large T .

The SCGF of the stochastic area is obtained immediately by substituting the
value α = 1/2 into the expression (5.26), yielding

λ(k) = γ −
√
γ2 − k2ε4

4
, k ∈

(
− 2γ

ε2
,
2γ

ε2

)
, (5.34)

while the rate function I(a) is found as the Legendre transform of λ(k). The
SCGF and rate function are shown in Fig. 5.3 for specific values of γ and ε We
note that the rate function is perfectly symmetric around the typical value a∗ = 0
for which I(a∗) = 0, and which corresponds to the asymptotic mean λ′(0) = 0. As
shown in the preceding section, all antisymmetric linear current-type observables
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Figure 5.3: SCGF (left) and rate function (right) for the stochastic area of the
gradient system with parameter values γ = 1 and ε = 1.

have zero asymptotic mean for the gradient system under consideration, owing to
the fact that the system has an equilibrium stationary state with zero stationary
current. The asymptotic variance is found from (5.28) for α = 1/2 to be

λ′′(0) =
ε4

4γ
. (5.35)

The fact that the rate function is symmetric around around a∗ indicates that pos-
itive and negative fluctuations of the area loop are equally likely for this system,
reflecting the lack of an inherent rotational bias for gradient drift and D pro-
portional to the identity. We also note that the rate function has asymptotically
linear tails.

To understand how fluctuations arise, we note that the effective drift has
from (4.74) and (5.24) the form

F k(x) = −

√γ2 − k2ε4

4
kε2

2

−kε2

2

√
γ2 − k2ε4

4

x. (5.36)

We observe an anti-clockwise rotational component in the drift for k > 0 and
a clockwise rotational component for k < 0, associated respectively with an
anti-clockwise and clockwise stationary current, respectively. This is illustrated
Fig. 5.4, where vector plots of the effective drift are shown for various values of
k. The stationary density and current associated with the effective process are
found from (5.30) and (5.32) as

p∗k(x) =

√
γ2 − k2ε4

4

πε2
exp

−
√
γ2 − k2ε4

4

ε2
〈x,x〉

 (5.37)

and
JF k,p∗k(x) =

kε2

2

(
−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x), (5.38)

respectively.
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Figure 5.4: Vector plot of the effective drift associated with the stochastic area
of the gradient system for the parameter values γ = 1 and ε = 1. Left: k = −1.
Right: k = 1.

We observed in the preceding subsection that the effective drift, as well as
the stationary density and stationary current, are here of the same form as that
obtained for the transverse system evolving according to (2.47). Moreover, the
effective drift and associated stationary current and its properties has already
been discussed in Sec. 2.4.2. For positive values of k the nonequilibrium pa-
rameter ξk = kε2/2 is positive and as such the effective drift is associated with
an anti-clockwise circulating current. For negative k we have that ξk = kε2/2
is negative and the effective process has a circular clockwise stationary current.
This is exactly the expected result: the stochastic area has a positive mean value
in the presence of an anti-clockwise current so that fluctuations a > 0 (which are
associated with values k > 0) are manifested via an effective process which has
an anti-clockwise stationary current, whereas a negative value of the stochastic
area in the long-time limit indicates the presence of a clockwise current so that
fluctuations a < 0 (associated with k < 0) are manifested by an effective process
with a clockwise stationary current.

Using this logic it is easy to understand why the antisymmetric part of the
drift matrix for the effective drift differs from that of the original process: fluctu-
ations of the stochastic area are manifested via the creation of currents and the
antisymmetric part of the drift matrix is associated with the presence of a cur-
rent. It is harder to understand why the symmetric part of the drift matrix for
the effective process also differs from that of the original process; it might naively
be thought that, since only the antisymmetric part of the drift is here associated
with the presence of a current, only the antisymmetric part of the drift need be
modified in order to manifest a given fluctuation of a current-type observable.
However, it can be seen that the symmetric contribution to the effective drift
given here by 2DB∗kx plays an essential role in manifesting fluctuations. In fact,
given that the fluctuations a are related to the parameter k via a(k) = λ′(k)
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and given that the SCGF has the general form (4.72), it is clear that the matrix
B∗k associated with the density modifications is of fundamental importance in
determining the particular fluctuation a associated with a particular value of k
and, more fundamentally, in the existence of large deviations. For B∗k = 0 the
SCGF is zero and large deviations do not exist. The contribution due to kDΓx
in the effective drift can be seen as influencing both the direction and strength of
the flow of the probability current while the density is altered in order to affect
additional modifications to the magnitude of the current. These modifications
together serve to realize a particular fluctuation.

Notice that the situation is somewhat more complicated in the event that D
is not proportional to the identity: in this case the matrix DΓ can have a sym-
metric component and the matrix DB∗k can have an antisymmetric component.
Nevertheless the relation (4.72) continues to hold, emphasizing the importance
of this term in determining the large deviations.

5.3 Linear current-type observables for the
transverse diffusion

In this section, we again consider current-type observables of the form (4.3) but
now consider them for the transverse system described earlier in Sec. 2.4.2, which
we know is a nonequilibrium system having a non-zero stationary current. As
before, we first consider the matrix Γ featuring in the definition of the observable
(4.3) to be a general antisymmetric matrix. We then consider the case α = 1/2
corresponding to the stochastic area. In addition, we consider two observables
that are relevant in physics, namely, the nonequilibrium work done on the trans-
verse system and the entropy production. The nonequilibrium work is again
related to an antisymmetric matrix Γ, while the entropy production contains
also a non-zero symmetric part.

5.3.1 General α

We consider here the observable AT having the form (4.3), with Γ given as in
(5.19). The time-dependent matrix Bk(t) underlying the generating function
of AT also has the diagonal form (5.3) for the transverse system but with the
coefficient bk(t) satisfying now the differential equation

dbk(t)

dt
= 2ε2bk(t)

2 − 2γbk(t) +
k2ε2α2

2
+ kξα, bk(0) = 0. (5.39)
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By comparison with (5.20) and (5.5) the solution for the above differential equa-
tion can be written as

bk(t) =
γ

2ε2

1−
1 +

√
γ2−kε2α(2ξ+kε2α)

γ
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

)
1 + γ√

γ2−kε2α(2ξ+kε2α)
tanh

(
t
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

)
 .

(5.40)
The stationary solution b∗k is obtained either as the limit of the above as t→∞
or via solution of

2ε2b∗k
2 − 2γb∗k +

k2ε2α2

2
+ kξα = 0 (5.41)

and choosing that solution which satisfies b∗0 = 0. We find that

b∗k =
γ −

√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

2ε2
. (5.42)

As before, the values of k which are allowed and lead to an ergodic effective
process are found by demanding that the eigenvalues of the drift matrix

Mk =

(√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α) kε2α + ξ

−kε2α− ξ
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

)
(5.43)

of the effective drift (4.74) has strictly positive real part. The eigenvalues λ± of
this matrix are given by

λ± =
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)± (kε2α + ξ)i, (5.44)

which has positive real part for

k ∈
(
−αξ −

√
α2(γ2 + ξ2)

α2ε2
,
−αξ +

√
α2(γ2 + ξ2)

α2ε2

)
. (5.45)

As a result, the SCGF is found in the usual manner from (4.72) and is given by

λ(k) = γ −
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α), (5.46)

for k satisfying (5.45).
The result is similar to that obtained previously in (5.26) for gradient dif-

fusions. Of particular importance now is the fact that the SCGF satisfies the
symmetry

λ(k) = λ

(
− k − 2ξ

αε2

)
. (5.47)

Such a symmetry is an example of a fluctuation relation, specifically a Gallavoti-
Cohen-type fluctuation relation [40, 41, 43], and indicates that the probability
density P (AT = a) satisfies, for large T , the relation

P (AT = a)

P (AT = −a)
= exp

(
T

2ξ

αε2
a

)
. (5.48)
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For ξ/α > 0 this indicates that fluctuations AT = a with a > 0 are exponentially
more likely than the corresponding negative fluctuations AT = −a, with the
opposite being true for ξ/α < 0. This reflects the fact that this system has
an inherent rotational behavior controlled by the parameter ξ and associated
with a non-zero stationary current. As such the system will be more likely to
manifest fluctuations that correspond to a current that resembles the current
which is already present in the transverse system than with a current that differs
in direction from the original current of the transverse system.

The asymptotic mean and variance of the observable AT are found either
directly from the SCGF (5.46) or by application of the formalism developed in
Sec. 4.2.3. It is found, either from (4.132) or directly from (5.46) that

λ′(0) =
ε2αξ

γ
, (5.49)

so that for non-zero ξ the observable AT has a non-zero stationary mean. This
is expected given that the process under consideration has a non-zero stationary
current. Note that the sign of the typical value a∗ = λ′(0) depends on the
combination ξα. The asymptotic variance can be obtained via (4.137) and (4.131)
or by direct calculation from the expression (5.46) and is given by

λ′′(0) =
α2ε4(γ2 + ξ2)

γ3
. (5.50)

Finally, the effective process has drift matrix (5.43) explicitly given by

F k(x) = −
(√

γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α) kε2α + ξ

−kε2α− ξ
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

)
x, (5.51)

which corresponds to the transverse system with friction coefficient

γk =
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α) (5.52)

and nonequilibrium parameter

ξk = kε2α + ξ. (5.53)

As a result, its stationary density and current can be obtained from (2.50) and
(2.51), respectively, via the substitution

γ → γk, ξ → ξk. (5.54)

The result is

p∗k(x) =

√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

πε2
exp

(
−
√
γ2 − kε2α(2ξ + kε2α)

ε2
〈x,x〉

)
(5.55)
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and
JF k,p∗k(x) =

(
kε2α + ξ

)(−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x). (5.56)

The stationary current is non-zero for all values of k apart from

k = − ξ

ε2α
, (5.57)

for which the current vanishes. It is therefore clear that this value of k should
correspond to the fluctuation AT = 0. This can be verified by solving a(k) =
λ′(k) = 0 for k.

5.3.2 Stochastic area

For α = 1/2, the value corresponding to the stochastic area, the result (5.46) for
the SCGF becomes

λ(k) = γ−

√
γ2 − kε2

(
ξ +

kε2

4

)
, k ∈

(
−2ξ − 2

√
γ2 + ξ2

ε2
,
−2ξ + 2

√
γ2 + ξ2

ε2

)
.

(5.58)
The SCGF exhibits from (5.47) the symmetry

λ(k) = λ

(
−k − 4ξ

ε2

)
, (5.59)

which means that the probability density P (AT = a) for the stochastic area
satisfies the fluctuation relation

P (AT = a)

P (AT = −a)
= exp

(
T

4ξ

ε2
a

)
(5.60)

for large T . Given that a positive value of the stochastic area is associated with
an anti-clockwise current (with the opposite being true for a negative value of
the stochastic area), the fluctuation relation expresses the fact that for ξ > 0 a
positive fluctuation AT = a is exponentially more likely than the corresponding
negative fluctuation for large T , while the opposite holds for ξ < 0. In this
manner the inherent rotation present in the transverse system provides a bias
for manifesting fluctuations with a particular sign more easily than fluctuations
with the opposite sign.

The asymptotic mean and variance are given from (5.49) and (5.50) by

λ′(0) =
ε2ξ

2γ
(5.61)

and
λ′′(0) =

ε4(γ2 + ξ2)

4γ3
, (5.62)
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Figure 5.5: SCGF (left) and rate function (right) for the stochastic area of the
transverse system for the parameter values γ = 1, ξ = 1 and ε = 1.

respectively. The mean value is seen to depend on the sign of ξ, with a positive
mean value for ξ > 0 and a negative mean value for ξ < 0. This is expected in
light of similar reasoning as that provided for the above analysis regarding the
physical meaning of the fluctuation relation (5.60).

The SCGF and rate function are shown for specific parameter values in
Fig. 5.5. The SCGF is seen to be symmetric around k = −2ξ/ε2, in corre-
spondence with (5.59). Furthermore, the rate function is seen to be asymmetric
around the typical value a∗ = ε2ξ/2γ, with the rate function being steeper for
a < a∗ than a > a∗, indicating the presence of non-Gaussian fluctuations.

The effective drift is given from (5.51) by

F k(x) = −

√γ2 − kε2
(
ξ + kε2

4

)
ξ + kε2

2

−ξ − kε2

2

√
γ2 − kε2

(
ξ + kε2

4

)
x, (5.63)

with the associated stationary density and current obtained from (5.55) and
(5.56) and given as

p∗k(x) =

√
γ2 − kε2

(
ξ + kε2

4

)
πε2

exp

−
√
γ2 − kε2

(
ξ + kε2

4

)
ε2

〈x,x〉

 (5.64)

and
JF k,p∗k(x) =

(
ξ +

kε2

2

)(
−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x), (5.65)

respectively. Vector plots of the stationary current associated with the effective
process are shown in Fig. 5.6 for the three cases k > 0, −2ξ/ε2 < k < 0 and
k < −2ξ/ε2 for the case where ξ = 1, γ = 1 and ε = 1. A consistent scale relating
the size of the arrows and the magnitude of the vector field is used for these 3
figures so as to allow easy comparison of both the direction and magnitude of
the vector fields for different values of k.

For ξ > 0 we see from Fig. 5.6 as well as the expression (5.65) that fluctuations
a > a∗, associated with k > 0, are manifested by increasing the magnitude of
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Figure 5.6: Vector plot of the stationary current for the effective process associ-
ated with the transverse diffusion and stochastic area for various values of k for
the parameters ξ = 1, γ = 1, and ε = 1.

the anti-clockwise rotational component in the effective drift in comparison to
the original drift. Positive fluctuations 0 < a < a∗ associated with −2ξ/ε2 <
k < 0 are manifested by decreasing the magnitude of the rotational component
in the effective drift, but with the direction of the rotation still seen to be anti-
clockwise. For k = −2ξ/ε2 the anti-symmetric component of the drift vanishes
and the stochastic area is zero. This represents an equilibrium fluctuation of a
nonequilibrium process and is therefore manifested via an equilibrium effective
process. Finally, fluctuations a < 0 correspond to k < −2ξ/ε2, for which the
anti-symmetric component of the effective drift has the opposite sign as that of
ξ > 0 and for which the effective process has a clockwise stationary current. A
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similar analysis holds (with opposite results) for ξ < 0.

Nonequilibrium work

For linear diffusions there are many quantities of physical interest in nonequilib-
rium statistical physics that have the form of the linear current-type observable
(4.3) introduced previously. The study of such quantities forms part of the for-
malism of stochastic thermodynamics or stochastic energetics [6, 36, 37], which
is concerned with extending the traditional notions and laws of thermodynam-
ics to individual realizations of the stochastic dynamics governing a system. In
stochastic thermodynamics, quantities such as work, heat and entropy take the
form of time-integrated functionals of the system’s state. Defined in this manner,
these thermodynamic quantities can be shown to satisfy the first and second laws
of thermodynamics. For a review of stochastic energetics we refer to [6].

Two of the most important quantities in stochastic thermodynamics are the
nonequilibrium work done on the system and defined for a linear system (in its
time-averaged form) as

WT =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
MTD−1X(t)−D−1MX(t)

)
◦ dX(t), (5.66)

and the entropy production defined as

ET = − 1

T

∫ T

0

2D−1MX(t) ◦ dX(t). (5.67)

It is important to note that the nonequilibrium work constitutes the antisymmet-
ric part of the entropy production, and as such constitutes a linear current-type
observable (4.3) with purely antisymmetric Γ. For the particular system under
consideration, we have that the expression for the nonequilibrium work is

WT =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
0 −2ξ/ε2

2ξ/ε2 0

)
X(t) ◦ dX(t), (5.68)

which corresponds to the observable (4.3) with Γ as in (5.19) for

α =
2ξ

ε2
. (5.69)

In contrast to the stochastic area, which has a definition independent of the
system under consideration and always has the same form, the nonequilibrium
work done on a system depends on the particular SDE satisfied by that system.
For a linear system the nonequilibrium work is therefore defined in terms of
the drift matrix M and diffusion matrix D associated with that linear diffusion.
This fact will be of fundamental importance in understanding the differences
in the large deviations associated with the stochastic area versus those of the
nonequilibrium work.
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We observed previously that a positive value of the stochastic area is asso-
ciated with an anti-clockwise current while a negative value of the stochastic
area is associated with a clockwise current. This is no longer the case for the
nonequilibrium work, as can be seen from the definition (5.68): for ξ > 0 an
anti-clockwise current is associated with a positive value of the nonequilibrium
work, while for ξ < 0 a clockwise current is associated with a positive value of
the nonequilibrium work. Given that the transverse system has an anti-clockwise
stationary current for ξ > 0 and a clockwise stationary current for ξ < 0 this
immediately implies that the asymptotic mean of the nonequilibrium work is
positive regardless of the value of ξ (assuming ξ is non-zero) whereas for the
stochastic area the sign of the asymptotic mean depended on the sign of ξ.

The SCGF forWT can be obtained by substituting (5.69) into the expression
(5.46). We find that

λ(k) = γ −
√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2, (5.70)

which is immediately seen to be independent of the noise strength ε, due to the
presence of D−1 in the definition (5.66). The SCGF satisfies here the symmetry

λ(k) = λ(−k − 1) (5.71)

so that the SCGF is symmetric around k = −1/2 and the density P (WT = w)
satisfies the fluctuation relation

P (WT = w)

P (WT = −w)
= eTw (5.72)

for large T , so that positive values w of the nonequilibrium work are always
exponentially more likely than the corresponding negative value −w.

The asymptotic mean and variance for the nonequilibrium work done on the
transverse system can be found either directly via explicit differentiation of λ(k)
or via (4.132) and (4.137). The result is

w∗ = λ′(0) =
2ξ2

γ
(5.73)

for the asymptotic mean and

λ′′(0) =
4ξ2(γ2 + ξ2)

γ3
(5.74)

for the asymptotic variance. The typical value w∗ is seen to be proportional to
ξ2 and is always positive. This is the expected result in light of our previous
discussions regarding the nature of the nonequilibrium work and the form the
fluctuation relation (5.72) takes. Furthermore, this result is expected also from
thermodynamic considerations. It was mentioned previously that the nonequilib-
rium work constitutes the antisymmetric part of the entropy production. From



CHAPTER 5. APPLICATIONS FOR LINEAR DIFFUSIONS 81

-1.2 -1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

k

λ
(k
)

0 2 4 6

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

w

I(
w
)

Figure 5.7: SCGF (left) and rate function (right) for the nonequilibrium work
done on the transverse system for the parameter values γ = 1, ξ = 1 and ε = 1.

the second law of thermodynamics we know that the average entropy production
is always greater than or equal to zero and as such the typical value for the
nonequilibrium work is also expected to be greater than or equal to zero.

The SCGF and rate function I(w) obtained as the Legendre transform of λ(k)
are shown in Fig. 5.7. We note the asymmetry of the rate function around the
typical value w∗, which serves as a visual confirmation of the fluctuation relation
(5.72). We note also that the same plot would be obtained if a negative value
were used for ξ: this can be seen explicitly also from the expression (5.70) for
the SCGF, which depends only on the magnitude of ξ and not on its sign. It can
also be seen explicitly that the SCGF is symmetric around k = −1/2.

The effective drift F k is found by substituting the relevant value for α as in
(5.69) into (5.51) to obtain

F k(x) = −
(√

γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2 ξ(1 + 2k)

−ξ(1 + 2k)
√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2

)
x. (5.75)

This drift is associated with an ergodic process for

k ∈
(
−ξ2 −

√
γ2ξ2 + ξ4

2ξ2
,
−ξ2 +

√
γ2ξ2 + ξ4

2ξ2

)
. (5.76)

Finally, we show the stationary density and current associated with the effective
process. We have from (5.55) that

p∗k(x) =

√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2

πε2
exp

(
−
√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2

ε2
〈x,x〉

)
(5.77)

for the stationary density with stationary covariance matrix given by

Ck =
ε2

2
√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2

I, (5.78)

and from (5.56) we obtain

JF k,p∗k(x) = ξ(1 + 2k)

(
−x2

x1

)
p∗k(x) (5.79)
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Figure 5.8: Vector plot of the stationary current of the effective process associated
with the nonequilibrium work done on the transverse system with ξ = 1 for
various values of k and γ = 1, ε = 1.

for the associated stationary density. The stationary current is shown for various
values of k for ξ > 0 in Fig. 5.8 and for ξ < 0 in Fig. 5.9.
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Figure 5.9: Vector plot of the stationary current of the effective process associated
with the nonequilibrium work done on the transverse system with ξ = −1 for
various values of k and γ = 1, ε = 1.

For ξ > 0 it is clear from the expression for the stationary current of the
effective process that fluctuations w > w∗ associated with k > 0 will be man-
ifested by a current having greater anti-clockwise magnitude than that of the
original process. For −1/2 < k < 0 we find that the current is anti-clockwise
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but with decreased magnitude compared to the original process. For k = −1/2
which is associated with the fluctuation w = 0 which occurs only in the presence
of zero stationary current we observe that the stationary current of the effective
process vanishes. Finally, for the fluctutations w < 0 associated with k < −1/2
we find that the stationary current is clockwise with increasing magnitude as k
decreases.

For ξ < 0, for which the transverse process has a clockwise circulating current,
we can repeat the above analysis. In this case values w > 0 of the nonequilibrium
work are now associated with a clockwise stationary current and as such for
k > 0 fluctuations w > w∗ are manifested by increasing the magnitude of the
clockwise current. For fluctuations 0 < w < w∗ associated with −1/2 < k <
0 the magnitude of the current is decreased, but the direction of the current
remains clockwise. Finally fluctuations w < 0 are manifested by an anti-clockwise
current, with the magnitude of this current increasing for decreasing k in k <
−1/2.

5.3.3 Entropy production

We complete our study of the transverse system by considering the large devi-
ations of the entropy production defined earlier in (5.67). It was noted there
that the nonequilibrium work constitutes the antisymmetric part of the entropy
production, so that we can write

ET =WT +
1

T

∫ T

0

Γ+X(t) ◦ dX(t) (5.80)

with
Γ+ = −2γ

ε2
I. (5.81)

Following our discussion regarding general linear current-type observables in
Sec. 4.1.3, we now must find the value of k for which the matrix Bk, as given
in (4.94), is positive definite, where Ck is as given in (5.78) and B∗k is found by
substituting α = 2ξ/ε2 in (5.42) to be

B∗k =
γ −

√
γ2 − 4k(1 + k)ξ2

2ε2
I. (5.82)

The relevant value of k for which Bk ceases to be positive definite is found to be
negative and is given by

k− = −1, (5.83)

independent of the values of the parameters γ, ξ and ε.
Following the discussion regarding general linear current type observables in

Sec. 4.1.3, the SCGF for the entropy production matches that obtained for the
nonequilibrium work only for

k ∈
[
− 1,

−ξ2 +
√
γ2ξ2 + ξ4

2ξ2

)
, (5.84)
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Figure 5.10: Rate functions for the nonequilibrium (NEQ) work and entropy
production (EP) are shown for γ = 1, ξ = 1 and ε = 1.

while the rate function Ĩ(e) for the entropy production now satisfies from (4.107)

Ĩ(e) =

{
−e e < −2ξ2

γ

I(e) e ≥ −2ξ2

γ

, (5.85)

with the crossover value e− found from

e− = λ′(−1) = −2ξ2

γ
(5.86)

and given that λ(−1) = λ(0) = 0 following from the Gallavoti-Cohen symmetry
(5.71). The rate function for the entropy production and the nonequilibrium
work are compared for a specific set of parameters in Fig. 5.10. We observe that
the rate functions are identical for e ≥ e− while the entropy production has a
linear rate function for e < e− as a result of the fact that the SCGF is divergent
for all k ≤ k−.

We conclude by mentioning that the SCGF and rate function of the nonequi-
librium work and entropy production were obtained previously by Noh [25] for
the transverse system using path integral methods. Here we have obtained these
results using different methods and have studied in addition the effective process
associated with the fluctuations of these observables, allowing us to study the
manner in which fluctuations are created.

5.4 Nonequilibrium work for the spring coupled
system with two temperatures

As a final application we study the fluctuations of the nonequilibrium work done
on the spring system introduced in Sec. 2.4.3 involving two heat baths at different
temperatures. From the SDE (2.52) and the definition (5.66) we have that the
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nonequilibrium work done on this system takes the form

WT =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
0 −κ(ε21−ε22)

ε21ε
2
2

κ(ε21−ε22)

ε21ε
2
2

0

)
X(t) ◦ dX(t), (5.87)

so that it corresponds to

α =
κ(ε21 − ε22)

ε21ε
2
2

(5.88)

in the notation used before.
The generating function of the nonequilibrium work cannot be obtained an-

alytically for this system, contrary to the transverse system, since Bk(t) in the
Riccati equation (4.70) does not here have a diagonal form, due to the off-diagonal
symmetric part of the drift matrix M . As far as we know, an exact solution for
Gk(x, t) for all times t is not possible. Nevertheless, the large deviations can
be found in the same manner as before by obtaining the appropriate stationary
solution B∗k to the algebraic Riccati equation (4.71).

The result for B∗k is too long to show, but it can be shown that the corre-
sponding Mk given as in (4.75) is positive definite for k in the range

k ∈ (k−, k+) (5.89)

where

k± =
−κε12 + κε2

2 ±
√

4γ2ε12ε22 + 8γκε12ε22 + κ2 (ε12 + ε22)2

2κ (ε12 − ε22)
, (5.90)

so that the associated rk and lk as in (4.80) and (4.79) are normalizeable for these
k and therefore constitute valid eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalue
(4.72) given by

λ(k) = γ + κ−

√
γ2 + 2γκ− κ2

((1 + k)ε21 − kε22) (kε21 − (1 + k)ε22)

ε21ε
2
2

, (5.91)

which is continuous in k and has λ(0) = 0. Therefore this eigenvalue represents
the SCGF, and the large deviation eigenfunctions rk and lk are well defined and
lead to an ergodic effective process for k as in (5.89) and (5.90).

The SCGF satisfies the Gallavoti-Cohen symmetry

λ(k) = λ(−k − 1), (5.92)

which was obtained also for the nonequilibrium work done on the transverse
system. As a result we have again a fluctuation relation of the form

P (WT = w)

P (WT = −w)
= eTw (5.93)
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Figure 5.11: SCGF (left) and rate function (right) for the nonequilibrium work
done on the spring system for the parameter values γ = 1, κ = 1 and noise
strengths ε1 = 1 and ε2 = 2.

for the nonequilibrium work done on the spring system, which has a similar
interpretation as that which was obtained for the transverse system.

The asymptotic mean (typical value w∗ for the nonequilibrium work) is ob-
tained in the usual manner from the SCGF (5.91) and is found to be

w∗ =
κ2(ε21 − ε22)2

2(γ + κ)ε21ε
2
2

, (5.94)

which is seen to be positive for all allowed values of the parameters. This ex-
presses again the fact that the expected entropy production due to the nonequi-
librium work is always greater than or equal to zero. The asymptotic variance is
not shown here because the expression is too long.

The SCGF and rate function are shown in Fig. 5.11. The SCGF is seen to
be symmetric around k = −1/2 in accordance with the symmetry (5.92) and the
rate function is asymmetric around its typical value w∗, with fluctuations w > w∗

being more likely than fluctuations w < w∗, indicating again the presence of non-
Gaussian fluctuations. The SCGF and rate function remain invariant under the
transformation ε1 → ε2, ε2 → ε1, indicating that only the magnitude of the
difference |ε1 − ε2| in noise strengths and not the sign of the difference ε1 − ε2
determines the large deviations. As for the transverse system, this is explained by
the fact that what constitutes positive and negative values of the nonequilibrium
work is determined by the sign of ε1−ε2 and hence by the direction of the current
already present in the spring system, in contrast to the stochastic area which has
a definition independent of the system under consideration.

Finally, it can be shown that the stationary current associated with the ef-
fective process has the form

JF k,p∗k(x) = (1 + 2k)Hx p∗k(x), (5.95)

where H is the matrix given in (2.55). As such, it can be seen by comparison
with the expression (2.54) for the stationary current of the original system that
the effective current JF k,p∗k can be obtained from the stationary current JF ,p∗
present in the original system by multiplying JF ,p∗ by (1 + 2k) and performing
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Figure 5.12: Vector plot of the stationary current for the effective process associ-
ated with the nonequilibrium work done on the spring system for the parameters
γ = 1, κ = 1 and for noise strengths ε1 = 2, ε2 = 1.

the substitution p∗ → p∗k. Importantly, we note that the stationary current
(5.79) for the effective process associated with the nonequilibrium work for the
transverse diffusion is obtained from the stationary current for the transverse
diffusion (2.51) in exactly the same manner: via multiplication by (1 + 2k) and
the substitution p∗ → p∗k. This might indicate a general structure in the current
modifications associated with manifesting the fluctuations of linear current type
observables for linear diffusions.

Consequently, we see that the manner in which the stationary current is mod-
ified in order to manifest fluctuations here can be understood in exactly the same
manner as for the nonequilibrium work of the transverse system, with ε1− ε2 (or
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the temperature difference T1 − T2) playing here the role of the nonequilibrium
parameter ξ. For ε1 − ε2 > 0 the spring system has an anti-clockwise stationary
current and fluctuations w > w∗ associated with k > 0 are manifested by in-
creasing the strength of this anti-clockwise current. For 0 < w < w∗ associated
with −1/2 < k < 0 fluctuations are manifested by decreasing the strength of the
anti-clockwise current while for k < −1/2 the direction of the current is reversed
in order to manifest negative fluctuations w < 0. For k = −1/2 the current
vanishes, as it must, to achieve the fluctuation w = 0, which is an equilibrium
fluctuation. A similar analysis holds for ε1 − ε2 < 0, for which the system has
a clockwise current. This discussion is illustrated graphically for ε1 − ε2 > 0 in
Fig. 5.12.



Chapter 6

Conclusions and open problems

We considered in this dissertation the large deviations of both reflected diffusions
and linear diffusions. We provide here a summary of the dissertation and the
results we obtained, with particular emphasis on those results that are novel.
Finally we mention some open problems and possible directions for further study.

In Chap. 2 we introduced the theory of Markov diffusions and illustrated
this theory for linear diffusions, a class of diffusions studied extensively in this
dissertation. We also provided an introduction to the theory of dynamical large
deviations, introducing the generating function that is central to much of our
work, the spectral problem associated with calculating the long-time limit of
this generating function, and the effective process, which describes the manner
in which fluctuations are manifested dynamically in time.

Chapter 3 was concerned with the large deviations of reflected diffusions
evolving in a subset of Rn. We provided in that chapter a summary of the
results previously obtained [48, 49] for the large deviations of additive observ-
ables, discussing the argument used to find the appropriate boundary conditions
for the spectral problem associated with the SCGF. We then explained why the
arguments employed for these observables fail to generalize to the case of current-
type observables and then proceeded to present a new argument [50], based on
the local time formulation and the Feynman-Kac formula, to obtain the proper
boundary conditions on Lk and L†k. An interesting consequence of these bound-
ary conditions that we have derived is that they imply that the effective process
responsible for manifesting fluctuations of a current-type observable has a sta-
tionary current satisfying a zero current condition at the reflecting boundary,
which means that it is again a reflected diffusion. Furthermore, the component
of the effective drift normal to the boundary was shown to be identical to that
of the original drift. Both of these results were obtained [48, 49] also for additive
observables, and as such these results are now shown to be true regardless of the
type of dynamical observable considered. Finally, we demonstrated our results
by discussing the large deviations of a current-type observable for the hetero-
geneous single-file diffusion, published recently in [50]. The correct boundary
conditions on the tilted generator Lk proved crucial in obtaining both the rate

89
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function and the effective process.
Turning to the study of linear diffusions in Chap. 4, we derived, using the

Feynman-Kac formula, an explicit expression for the generating function Gk as-
sociated with linear additive, quadratic additive and linear current-type observ-
ables. By studying the long-time limit of this exact result, we obtained the
SCGF λ(k) and the effective process responsible for manifesting the fluctuations
for these classes of observables in the long time limit.

Remarkably, it was shown that for all three classes of observables considered,
the effective process remains a linear process. This is an important result which
enables us to study the manner in which linear diffusions manifest fluctuations
for a variety of physically important observables such as the nonequilibrium
work and entropy production. In particular, it allowed for an investigation into
the manner in which equilibrium processes manifest nonequilibrium fluctuations
(or vice versa) via the creation or modification of probability currents and the
alteration of probability densities.

Finally, we obtained explicit expressions for the asymptotic mean and vari-
ance associated with all the observables studied in the context of linear diffusions.
This extends much work in the literature, where often only the first moment is
obtained.

To illustrate our results, we studied in Chap. 5 a number of systems and
observables. We found for the transverse system with quadratic observable that
fluctuations were manifested primarily via the modification of the stationary den-
sity, while the stationary current was modified only in trivial ways. In this sense
we can view the quadratic additive observable as an ‘equilibrium observable’, for
which the effective process has the same equilibrium or nonequilibrium nature
as that of the original process for all fluctuations.

Next we studied general anti-symmetric linear current-type observables, and
in particular the stochastic area, for a gradient equilibrium system, showing
that here fluctuations are manifested instead via the creation of a probability
current and hence by a nonequilibrium effective process. As such the linear
current-type observable constitutes a ‘nonequilibrium observable’ for which the
associated effective process can have different reversibility properties than that
of the original process.

For the transverse process, we contrasted the manner in which fluctuations
are manifested for the stochastic area and the nonequilibrium work, emphasiz-
ing the fact that the nonequilibrium work is defined in terms of the parameters
defining the transverse system while the stochastic area has a definition indepen-
dent of the system. The nonequilibrium work is found to have a typical value
that is always positive, in accordance with the second law of thermodynamics,
while the typical value of the stochastic area can be either positive or negative
depending on the sign of the nonequilibrium parameter. For both of these ob-
servables (and in fact for any antisymmetric linear current-type observable) we
obtained Gallavoti-Cohen type fluctuation relations constraining the associated
probability density and indicating that fluctuations with a particular sign are
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exponentially more likely than the equivalent fluctuation with opposite sign. In
addition, we illustrated the effect of the stationary state of the transverse system
on fluctuations of the entropy production, producing a linear tail in the rate
function for fluctuations larger than a particular value.

Finally we considered the fluctuations of the nonequilibrium work for a spring
system, obtaining results that can be understood in much the same way as those
of the transverse diffusion, but with the noise difference now playing the role of
the nonequilibrium parameter.

To conclude the dissertation we provide some possible directions for further
study. For diffusions in bounded domains, these include:

• The study of diffusions with non-smooth reflecting boundaries ∂Ω. It is
not clear at this point how to accommodate kinks in boundaries in the
local time framework used to study reflected diffusions in this thesis. In
particular, what is the appropriate direction in which the local time acts
at a kink in a boundary?

• The simplicity of the heterogeneous single-file diffusion makes an exact
solution of the large deviation problem associated with a simple class of
current-type observables possible. Can we find more complicated systems
(such as systems with a drift F depending on the state of the process) with
reflecting boundaries that also allows for an exact solution?

• Investigating the large deviations of diffusions with boundary behavior
other than reflection. An interesting type of boundary behavior that might
have non-trivial large deviations is that of sticky boundaries [82, 76, 83],
where the process remains at the boundary for a random amount of time
upon reaching the boundary. It is not clear at this time whether a generat-
ing function approach similar to the one employed for reflecting boundaries
could be used to obtain the appropriate large deviation boundary condi-
tions.

Potentially interesting directions for further work related to the large devia-
tions of linear diffusions are:

• Studying time-dependent linear diffusions, and particularly time-periodic
linear diffusions. A framework for the large deviations of time-periodic sys-
tems has been developed [84] and application of this framework, along with
the general results obtained for the generating function of linear diffusions
could prove fruitful.

• It is known [47] that the effective process associated with an observable
can be formulated as an optimal control process which minimizes a par-
ticular control cost. For the observables considered in this dissertation the
associated control problem is of linear-quadratic type [85] and the Riccati
equations (4.53) and (4.70) arise also [85, 80] in the control formulation in
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determining the drift matrix for the appropriate linear control which min-
imizes the relevant control cost. Exploring this link with control theory
more fully constitutes an interesting direction for further study.

• Linear diffusions provide analytically tractable approximations to non-
linear systems having a stable fixed point. Using the framework developed
in this dissertation it might be possible to obtain useful approximate results
for the large deviations of observables such as the nonequilibrium work or
entropy production of interesting non-linear systems. Using the results ob-
tained for the effective process associated with linear diffusions it might also
be possible to understand, in an approximate way, how non-linear systems
manifest fluctuations for these physically interesting observables.

Finally, the study of reflected linear diffusions could prove interesting. It is
already known that many of the results obtained in this dissertation for linear
diffusions in unbounded domains, such as the fact that the effective process as-
sociated with a large class of observables is again a linear process, does not hold
for reflected linear diffusions. This was illustrated explicitly by Du Buisson and
Touchette [48, 49], where the dynamical large deviations associated with a linear
additive observable of the reflected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process was obtained.
It is therefore natural to ask which of the results obtained for linear diffusions
in unbounded domains remain valid for reflected diffusions and whether similar
methods used here to examine linear diffusions could prove useful also for re-
flected linear diffusions. In particular, are there general results for the effective
process associated with the fluctuations of such processes? What form does the
effective drift take and what are the general principles involved?



Appendix A

Duality relation for Markov
operators

We show here the calculation leading to the duality relation

〈p,Lh〉 = 〈L†p, h〉 −
∫
∂Ω

h(x)JF ,p(x) · n̂(x)dx− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

p(x)D∇h(x) · n̂(x)dx,

(A.1)
for the Markov operators of a process constrained to a region Ω ∈ Rn.

To obtain this result, we use a mathematical identity, which amounts to
integration by parts in higher dimensions. For a scalar field u and vector field V
we have∫

Ω

u(x)∇ · V (x)dx = −
∫
∂Ω

u(x)V (x) · n̂(x)dx−
∫

Ω

V (x) ·∇u(x)dx, (A.2)

where n̂(x) is the inward normal vector at x ∈ ∂Ω.
Starting from the inner product

〈p,Lh〉 =

∫
Ω

p(x)

[
F (x) · ∇+

1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
h(x)dx (A.3)

and using (A.2), we have∫
Ω

p(x)F (x) · ∇h(x)dx = −
∫
∂Ω

p(x)h(x)F (x) · n̂(x)dx

−
∫

Ω

∇ · [F (x)p(x)]h(x)dx (A.4)

and ∫
Ω

p(x)

[
1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
h(x)dx = −1

2

∫
∂Ω

p(x)D∇h(x) · n̂(x)dx

− 1

2

∫
Ω

∇p(x) ·D∇h(x)dx. (A.5)
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Given that the diffusion matrix D is symmetric, we have

1

2

∫
Ω

∇p(x) ·D∇h(x)dx =
1

2

∫
Ω

D∇p(x) ·∇h(x)dx (A.6)

and applying (A.2) to this last expression, we obtain

1

2

∫
Ω

D∇p(x) · ∇h(x)dx = −1

2

∫
∂Ω

h(x)D∇p(x) · n̂(x)dx

−
∫

Ω

h(x)

[
1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
p(x)dx. (A.7)

Substituting (A.4), (A.5) and (A.7) into (A.3), we obtain

〈p,Lh〉 = 〈L†p, h〉 −
∫
∂Ω

dxh(x)

[
p(x)F (x)− 1

2
D∇p(x)

]
· n̂(x)

− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

dx p(x)D∇h(x) · n̂(x),

(A.8)

where L† is defined in (2.11). Using the definition (2.14) of the current JF ,p
associated with the drift F and density p to write

JF ,p = p(x)F (x)− 1

2
D∇p(x), (A.9)

we then obtain

〈p,Lh〉 = 〈L†p, h〉 −
∫
∂Ω

h(x)JF ,p(x) · n̂(x)dx− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

p(x)D∇h(x) · n̂(x)dx.

(A.10)



Appendix B

Duality relation for large deviation
operators

We here show the derivation leading to the duality relation (3.22) for the large
deviation operators associated with a current-type observable (2.8). We start
again from the inner product 〈l,Lkr〉, which we can write explicitly as

〈l,Lkr〉 =

∫
Ω

l(x)

[
F (x) · (∇+ kg(x)) +

1

2
(∇+ kg(x)) ·D(∇+ kg(x))

]
r(x)dx,

(B.1)
using the expression (3.21) for the tilted generator. For the first term on the
right hand side of the above we have, using integration by parts as in (A.2), that∫

Ω

l(x)

[
F (x) · (∇ + kg(x))

]
r(x)dx = −

∫
∂Ω

l(x)r(x)F (x) · n̂(x)dx

+

∫
Ω

r(x)

[
(−∇ + kg(x)) · (F (x)l(x))

]
dx.

(B.2)

For the second term in the RHS of (B.1), we first note that

1

2
(∇+kg(x))·D(∇+kg(x)) =

1

2
(∇·D∇+kg(x)·D∇+∇·kDg(x)+k2g(x)·Dg(x)).

(B.3)
The last term in the above contains no derivatives and produces no boundary
terms, while the first term has already been dealt with in App. A in (A.5) and
(A.7), with the understanding that l and r are to replace the p and h used there,
respectively. We can therefore write∫

Ω

l(x)

[
1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
r(x)dx =

∫
Ω

r(x)

[
1

2
∇ ·D∇

]
l(x)dx

− 1

2

∫
∂Ω

l(x)D∇r(x) · n̂(x)dx

+
1

2

∫
∂Ω

r(x)D∇l(x) · n̂(x)dx. (B.4)
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For the remaining two terms in (B.3), we have∫
Ω

l(x)

[
1

2
kg(x) ·D∇

]
r(x)dx =

∫
Ω

l(x)

[
1

2
kDg(x) ·∇

]
r(x)dx

= −1

2

∫
∂Ω

l(x)r(x)kDg(x) · n̂(x)dx

− 1

2

∫
Ω

r(x)∇ · l(x)kDg(x)dx, (B.5)

where we have used the symmetry of D in the first line and integration by parts
in the second, and∫

Ω

l(x)

[
1

2
∇ · kDg(x)

]
r(x)dx = − 1

2

∫
∂Ω

l(x)r(x)kDg(x)dx

−
∫

Ω

[
1

2
kDg(x) ·∇l(x)

]
r(x)dx.

(B.6)

Combining (B.2), (B.4), (B.5) and (B.6) we then obtain

〈l,Lkr〉 =

∫
Ω

r(x)

[
(−∇ + kg(x)) · (F (x)l(x)) +

1

2

(
∇ ·D∇l(x)

− kDg(x) ·∇l(x)−∇ · (kDg(x)l(x)) + k2g(x) ·Dg(x)l(x)

)]
dx

−
∫
∂Ω

{
l(x)r(x)

(
F (x) + kDg(x)

)
+

1

2
l(x)D∇r(x)

− 1

2
r(x)D∇l(x)

}
· n̂(x)dx.

(B.7)

The final result for the duality relation relating the large deviation operators can
therefore be written as

〈l,Lkr〉 = 〈L†kl, r〉 −
∫
∂Ω

{
l(x)r(x)

(
F (x) + kDg(x)

)
+

1

2
l(x)D∇r(x)

− 1

2
r(x)D∇l(x)

}
· n̂(x)dx, (B.8)

where the adjoint operator L†k is seen to act on a density l in the manner

L†kl(x) = (−∇ + kg(x)) · (F (x)l(x)) +
1

2

(
∇ ·D∇l(x)

− kDg(x) ·∇l(x)−∇ · (kDg(x)l(x)) + k2g(x) ·Dg(x)l(x)

)
, (B.9)

from which it follows that L†k has the form

L†k = (−∇ + kg) · F +
1

2
(−∇ + kg) ·D (−∇ + kg) . (B.10)
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This could be inferred directly from the form of the tilted generator (3.21) by
observing that ∇† = −∇ (leaving out the boundary term produced, since all
boundary terms must collectively add up to zero in the end), given that the
adjoint is obtained via integration by parts.



Appendix C

Induction argument for linear
current-type observable

We show here the calculation leading to the exact result for the generating func-
tion associated with a purely antisymmetric linear current-type observable AT .
Using again a time-discretization argument, our induction hypothesis is that

Gk(x,m∆t) = exp(〈x, B(m)
k x〉) exp

(
m−1∑
i=0

Tr
(
DB

(i)
k

))
, (C.1)

which has the same form as (4.39) for the quadratic additive observable, but
with the matrix B(m)

k now satisfying the recursion relation

B
(m)
k = B

(m−1)
k + ∆t

(
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TB

(m−1)
k

+B
(m−1)
k (−M + kDΓ) + 2B

(m−1)
k DB

(m−1)
k

)
(C.2)

with initial condition B
(0)
k = 0. As for the quadratic additive observable, the

induction hypothesis (C.1) and (C.2) is only claimed to hold up to first order in
∆t. It is clear, by similar reasoning as that employed for the quadratic additive
observable following (4.40), that B(i)

k given by (C.2) is symmetric for all i. Now
we prove that the induction hypothesis holds for m = 1. We have, using the
relevant expression (4.67) for the tilted generator Lk, that

Gk(x,∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk)1

=

(
1 + ∆t

(
− k

2
〈x, (MTΓ− ΓM)x〉+

k2

2
〈x,ΓTDΓx〉

))
1

= e〈x,B
(1)
k x〉), (C.3)

with
B

(1)
k = ∆t

(
− k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) +

k2

2
ΓTDΓ

)
, (C.4)
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which satisfies (C.2) upon recognizing that B(0)
k = 0. For the induction step, we

assume that (C.1) and (C.2) hold for m = j. We will show that it then holds
also for m = j + 1. We have

Lk exp(〈x, B(j)
k x〉)

=

(
− k

2
〈x, (MTΓ− ΓM)x〉+ (−M + kDΓ)x ·∇ +

1

2
∇ ·D∇

+
k2

2
〈x,ΓTDΓx〉

)
exp(〈x, B(j)

k x〉)

=

(
− k

2
〈x, (MTΓ− ΓM)x〉+

k2

2
〈x,ΓTDΓx〉+ 2〈x, (−M + kDΓ)TB

(m)
k x〉

+
k2

2
〈x,ΓTDΓx〉+ Tr(DB(m)

k )

)
exp(〈x, B(m)

k x〉), (C.5)

where we have used (4.44) and (4.45) for the derivatives of the exponential.
Using the fact that only the symmetric part of a matrix is relevant inside the
inner product, we can write

2〈x, (−M+kDΓ)TB
(m)
k x〉 =

〈
x,

(
(−M+kDΓ)TB

(m)
k +B

(m)
k (−M+kDΓ)

)
x

〉
.

(C.6)
Given that

Gk(x, (j + 1)∆t) = (1 + ∆tLk) exp(〈x, B(j)
k x〉) exp

(
j−1∑
i=0

Tr(DB(i)
k )

)
(C.7)

we now insert the results of (C.5) and (C.6) into the above and use the fact that
for a matrix A the expression [

1 + ∆tA

]
= e∆tA (C.8)

holds up to first order in ∆t. We obtain then

Gk(x, (j + 1)∆t) exp(〈x, B(j+1)
k x〉) exp

(
j∑
i=0

Tr(DB(i)
k )

)
(C.9)

where

B
(j+1)
k = B

(j)
k + ∆t

(
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TB

(j)
k

+B
(j)
k (−M + kDΓ) + 2B

(j)
k DB

(j)
k

)
, (C.10)

thereby completing the proof by induction. Taking now the limit n→∞ so that
∆t = t/n→ 0 in Gk(x, n∆t), we obtain

Gk(x, t) = exp(〈x, Bk(t)x〉) exp

(∫ t

0

Tr(DBk(s))ds

)
, (C.11)
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with Bk(t) satisfying the differential Riccati equation

dBk(t)

dt
=
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TBk(t)

+Bk(t)(−M + kDΓ) + 2Bk(t)DBk(t), (C.12)

with initial condition Bk(0) = 0 and with stationary solutions B∗k satisfying

0 =
k2

2
ΓTDΓ − k

2
(MTΓ− ΓM) + (−M + kDΓ)TB∗k +B∗k(−M + kDΓ)

+ 2B∗kDB
∗
k. (C.13)



Appendix D

Derivation of Bk(t) for quadratic
observables for the transverse
diffusion

We show here the derivation of the result (5.3). We have that the matrix Bk(t)
satisfies the differential Riccati equation (4.53) with the initial condition Bk(0) =
0 and which therefore clearly satisfies B0(t) = 0 for all time t. In order to obtain
the analytic solution for Bk(t) we will first show, using a time-discretized version
of the differential equation (4.53), that Bk(t) is proportional to the identity
matrix for all times t.

Consider a time step ∆t. We have, from (4.53), that

Bk(t+ ∆t) = Bk(t) + ∆t

[
2Bk(t)DBk(t)−

(
MTBk(t) +Bk(t)M

)
+ kQ

]
(D.1)

up to first order in ∆t. It is to be understood that all expressions for the remain-
der of the discrete-time calculation are valid up to first order in ∆t. Continuing,
we have in particular for t = 0 that

Bk(∆t) = ∆t kQ, (D.2)

where we have used the fact that Bk(0) = 0.
For the second step in the time evolution we now have

Bk(2∆t) = Bk(∆t) + ∆t

[
2Bk(∆t)DBk(∆t)−

(
MTBk(∆t) +Bk(∆t)M

)
+ kQ

]
.

(D.3)
Given that Q = I so that Bk(∆t) = ∆tkQ is proportional to the identity we then
have

2Bk(∆t)DBk(∆t) = 2∆t2 k2ε2I, (D.4)

since D = ε2I. Furthermore, we have

MTBk(∆t) +Bk(∆t)M = ∆t k

(
γ −ξ
ξ γ

)
+ ∆t k

(
γ ξ
−ξ γ

)
= 2∆t kγI (D.5)
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so that all terms on the RHS of (D.3) are seen to be proportional to the identity,
implying that Bk(2∆t) is also proportional to the identity. But similar reasoning
can be used also for every following time step so that we must conclude that
Bk(m∆t) remains proportional to the identity for all m ∈ N. Taking then the
∆t→ 0 limit we can write for all times t

Bk(t) =

(
bk(t) 0

0 bk(t)

)
. (D.6)

It can easily be shown by substituting the expression (D.6) for Bk(t) into (4.53)
that bk(t) satisfies the scalar differential Riccati equation

dbk(t)

dt
= 2ε2bk(t)

2 − 2γbk(t) + k, with bk(0) = 0. (D.7)



Appendix E

Derivation of diagonal form of Bk(t)
for current-type observable of the
gradient diffusion

We show here that the time-dependent solution Bk(t) of the Riccati equation
(4.70) for a linear current-type observable of the gradient diffusion introduced in
Sec. 2.4.1 has the form of a diagonal matrix for all times t.

For this system, with M = γI and D = ε2I, we have that

MTΓ− ΓM = 0 (E.1)

and
ΓTDΓ = ε2α2I, (E.2)

so that we can write the differential Riccati equation (4.70) explicitly as

dBk(t)

dt
= 2ε2Bk(t)

2−
(

γ −kε2α
kε2α γ

)
Bk(t)−Bk(t)

(
γ kε2α

−kε2α γ

)
+
k2ε2α2

2
I.

(E.3)
Using a similar time-discretization argument as that employed for the transverse
diffusion and quadratic observable in App. D, the evolution equation (E.3) takes
the form

Bk(t+ ∆t) = Bk(t) + ∆t

[
−
(

γ −kε2α
kε2α γ

)
Bk(t)−Bk(t)

(
γ kε2α

−kε2α γ

)
+ 2ε2Bk(t)

2 +
k2ε2α2

2
I
]

+O(∆t2). (E.4)

We therefore have, using the initial condition Bk(0) = 0, that

Bk(∆t) = ∆t
k2ε2α2

2
I (E.5)
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for the first step in the time evolution, up to first order in ∆t. For the second
step we note that, since Bk(∆t) ∝ I, then(

γ −kε2α
kε2α γ

)
Bk(∆t) +Bk(∆t)

(
γ kε2α

−kε2α γ

)
= 2γBk(∆t) (E.6)

so that

Bk(2∆t) = Bk(∆t) + ∆t

[
− 2γBk(∆t) + 2ε2Bk(∆t)

2 +
k2ε2α2

2
I
]

(E.7)

and since Bk(∆t) ∝ I we clearly have that Bk(2∆t) ∝ I. The same reasoning
holds for all time steps and so, taking the continuum limit ∆t→∞, we obtain

Bk(t) =

(
bk(t) 0

0 bk(t)

)
, (E.8)

completing the derivation.
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