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Complex systems such as protein conformational fluctuations and supercooled liquids exhibit a
long relaxation time and are considered to posses multiple relaxation times. We analytically obtain
the exact correlation function for stochastic processes with multiple relaxation times. We show
that the time-averaged correlation function calculated by a trajectory whose length is shorter than
the longest relaxation time exhibits an apparent aging behavior. We propose a method to extract
relaxation times from a single trajectory. This method successfully extracts relaxation times of
a stochastic process with multiple states when a state can be characterized by the values of the
trajectory. As an application of this method, we estimate several relaxation times smaller than the
longest relaxation time in conformational fluctuations of a small protein.

I. INTRODUCTION

A power-law decay in the correlation function or the
power spectral density (PSD), i.e., 1/f noise, is one of
the typical features in complex systems such as disor-
dered systems [1–4] and biological systems [5–12]. In
many cases, there is an exponential cutoff in the corre-
lation because of the finite size effect or the finite time
scale. A superposition of multiple exponential relaxation
modes is one of the origins of a power-law decay of the
correlation function [13]. The Rouse and Zimm models
for polymers exhibit such a power-law decay behavior
for the stress relaxation functions [14]. In these models,
a polymer chain is modeled by connecting beads with
harmonic springs. Due to the connectivity, the motions
of beads are correlated and we observe multiple relax-
ation modes. On a short-time scale, the superposition
of relaxation modes gives a power-law type relaxation.
For a long timescale, only the relaxation time with the
longest relaxation time survives and the decay becomes
exponential. Such a power-law decay with an exponen-
tial cutoff is often observed in the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process with fluctuating diffusivity [15] as well as pro-
tein conformations [10, 12, 16]. It is also considered that
several exponential relaxation modes are superposed in
supercooled liquids [13].
Extracting relaxation modes from a random signal is

an important subject especially when the random sig-
nal is composed of several states. If we can obtain a
sufficient number of samples and have the accurate cor-
relation function, we can directly decompose the corre-
lation function into relaxation modes by utilizing some
numerical methods [17]. The decomposition can be done
manually (so-called the Procedure X) [18]. If we have
the information on trajectories (which can be easily ob-
tained in molecular simulations), we can utilize some
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elaborated methods such as the relaxation mode analysis
[19–21]. Moreover, a time-structure-based independent
component analysis also reveals several relaxation modes
in protein fluctuations [22]. For the analysis methods
shown above, a suffiiciently large number of statistically
independent samples and/or detailed trajectory data are
required. However, in experiments, the data is limited
and sometimes low dimensional. In molecular simula-
tions, the data are sometimes also limited. For example,
the relaxation modulus can be calculated as the correla-
tion function of the shear stress, by utilizing the linear
response theory [23]. The stress tensor has only 6 com-
ponents and thus the number of data points is limited
in many practical cases. Therefore, a method to extract
the exact relaxation modes from low-dimensional data is
necessary for data analysis.
A dichotomous process, where a random signal I(t) is

composed of two states, is one of the simplest stochastic
models exhibiting a power-law decay of the correlation
function [24–27]. When the probability density func-
tion (PDF) of the duration time for one of the states
follows a power-law distribution, the correlation func-
tion decays a power law. Moreover, the correlation func-
tion 〈I(t)I(t + ∆)〉 depends on time t, i.e., aging, when
the mean duration time diverges. Such an aging be-
havior is a signature of non-stationary processes. Aging
can also be detected in time-averaged quantities defined

by O(T ) ≡
∫ T

0 O(t′)dt′/T . In aging systems, a time-
averaged quantity explicitly depends on T . In particu-
lar, the diffusion coefficient defined by the time-averaged
square displacement depends on measurement time in
stochastic models of anomalous diffusion [28–35]. How-
ever, an explicit dependence of the measurement time in
the correlation function sometimes appears for stationary
processes. For example, the time-averaged correlation of
the inter-domain distance depends on the measurement
time whereas its PSD does not depend on the measure-
ment time [12]. This apparent aging behavior is still
controversial [36].
This paper aims at obtaining different relaxation times
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from a single trajectory. To this end, we consider a sta-
tionary stochastic process that has multiple relaxation
times. In particular, we consider a superposition of di-
chotomous processes and a superposition of Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck processes. We obtain the exact form of the
correlation functions for these models. Furthermore, we
find that these models show apparent aging behaviors in
the time-averaged correlation functions when the mea-
surement time is smaller than the longest relaxation time.
When the time scales of relaxation times and the magni-
tudes of the state values are separable, we obtain several
relaxation times from the single trajectory. We apply
this method to protein conformational fluctuations and
estimate several relaxation times.

II. STOCHASTIC PROCESSES WITH

MULTIPLE RELAXATION TIMES

A. Superposition of dichotomous processes

Here, we consider a multi-state (2N -state) stochastic
process, where N dichotomous processes with different
relaxation times τk are superposed (k = 1, · · · , N). In
each dichotomous process, the random signal takes two
values, i.e., I+k or I−k for the k-th dichotomous process
(k = 1, · · · , N). We assume that changes in the random
signal are stochastic. In the superposed process, the re-
sulting random signal I(t) at time t is represented by

I(t) =

N
∑

k=1

Ik(t), (1)

where Ik(t) is the random signal of the k-th dichotomous
process at time t. In each dichotomous process, the dura-
tion time of each state is an independent and identically
distributed (IID) random variable, and the PDF for the
k-th dichotomous process is given by ψk(t). Here, we
assume that the PDFs for both states, i.e., I+k and I−k ,
for dichotomous process Ik(t) are identical for simplicity.
We will discuss a general case later. We note that all
dichotomous processes are independent of each other.
First, let us derive the correlation function for each di-

chotomous process. The normalized correlation function
is defined as

C(t) =
〈I(t)I(0)〉 − 〈I(0)〉2
〈I(0)2〉 − 〈I(0)〉2 , (2)

where 〈·〉 represents the ensemble average. By definition,
C(0) = 1. In the following, we assume the stationarity.
Under the assumption, 〈I(t)2〉 does not depend on t, i.e.,
〈I(t)2〉 = 〈I(0)2〉 for all t. Furthermore, 〈I(t + t′)I(t′)〉
does not depend on t′. LetNt be the number of stochastic
changes of Ik(t) until t and χn be the n-th state value, i.e.,
χn = I+k or I−k . The unnormalized correlation function

for k-th dichotomous process, i.e., Ĉk(t) = 〈Ik(t)Ik(0)〉−

〈Ik(0)〉2, can be calculated as

Ĉk(t) = Pr(Nt = 0)〈χ2
0〉+

∞
∑

n=1

Pr(Nt = n)〈χ0χn〉 − 〈Ik〉2

= (〈I2k 〉 − 〈Ik〉2) Pr(Nt = 0), (3)

where 〈Ik〉 = 〈Ik(0)〉, 〈I2k〉 = 〈Ik(0)2〉, and we use
〈χ0χn〉 = 〈χ0〉〈χn〉 because χ0 and χn are independent.
When the first waiting time distribution is identical to
ψk(t), i.e., ordinary renewal process [37], the probability
that there are no stochastic changes until time t becomes

Pr(Nt = 0) =

∫ ∞

t

ψk(x)dx. (4)

In particular, when the PDF follows an exponential dis-
tribution, i.e., ψk(t) = τ−1

k exp(−t/τk), the correlation
function becomes

Ck(t) = exp(−t/τk). (5)

On the other hand, when the PDF follows a power-law
distribution, i.e., ψk(t) = αt−1−α (α > 1) for t ≥ 1 and 0
otherwise, the correlation function exhibits a power-law
decay:

Ck(t) =







1 (t < 1)

t−α (t ≥ 1).
(6)

Note that the condition of α > 1 is necessary for station-
arity. The mean duration time diverges for α ≤ 1, which
exhibits non-stationary and aging behaviors. Further-
more, the correlation function strongly depends on the
first duration time distribution for α < 2 [38]. In equilib-

rium renewal processes [31, 37, 39], where the PDF of the
first duration time is not ψk(t) but the equilibrium dis-
tribution, i.e.,

∫∞

t ψk(t
′)dt′/

∫∞

0 ψk(t
′)dt′, the correlation

function becomes

Ck(t) =







1− (1− 1
α )t (t < 1)

1
α t

−α+1 (t ≥ 1).
(7)

Therefore, the power-law exponent becomes different
from that in the ordinary renewal process. Such an ini-
tial ensemble dependence is often observed in anomalous
diffusion [39, 40].
Next, we consider the superposed process. The un-

normalized correlation function is given by the sum of
Ĉk(t):

Ĉ(t) =

N
∑

k=1

(〈I2k 〉 − 〈Ik〉2)
∫ ∞

t

ψk(x)dx, (8)

where we assume that the first waiting time distribution
for Ik(t) is ψk(t), i.e., ordinary renewal process [37]. If
the duration time PDFs of all the dichotomous processes
follow the exponential distribution with relaxation times
τk (k = 1, · · · , N), the correlation function shows a su-
perposition of the exponential decays:

C(t) =

N
∑

k=1

(〈I2k 〉 − 〈Ik〉2)
〈I(0)2〉 − 〈I(0)〉2 exp(−t/τk). (9)
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B. Multi-state process with multiple transitions

Here, we derive the correlation function of another
multi-state process, where there are N states and the
state values take Ik (k = 1, · · · , N). We assume that
the probability of transition from state i to j is given by
pij = pj and that the probability of the initial state being
j is also given by pj. By the same calculation as in the
above, we have

Ĉ(t) =

N
∑

k=1

pk(I
2
k − Ik〈I(0)〉)

∫ ∞

t

ψk(x)dx, (10)

where 〈I(0)〉 =
∑N

k=1 pkIk and we assume the ordinary
renewal process. If the duration time PDFs of all the di-
chotomous processes follow the exponential distribution
with relaxation times τk (k = 1, · · · , N), the correlation
function decays as

C(t) =

N
∑

k=1

pkIk(Ik − 〈I(0)〉)
〈I(0)2〉 − 〈I(0)〉2 exp(−t/τk). (11)

Although the correlation function is the same form as
Eq. (9), the process is not a superposition of dichotomous
processes.

C. Superposition of alternating renewal processes

An alternating renewal process with states I+ and I− is
a dichotomous process with different duration time PDFs
[37]. The duration time PDFs for I+ and I− are different,
i.e., ψ+(t) and ψ+(t), respectively. Transitions from I+
to I− or vice versa are deterministic. The probability of
finding a + state at time t when I(0) = I+ is given by

p+(t) =
∞
∑

k=0

Pr(Nt = 2k). (12)

By the same calculation as in Ref. [41], in the long-time
limit, the probability does not depend on the initial con-
dition. Therefore, the equilibrium probabilities of finding
+ and − states are given by

peq± =
τ±

τ+ + τ−
, (13)

where τ+ and τ− are the mean duration times for + and
− states, respectively. We assume that they are finite.
We consider the correlation function for the alternat-

ing renewal process, where the initial condition is the
equilibrium one. In equilibrium,

〈I(0)〉 = peq+ I+ + peq− I− (14)

and

〈I(0)2〉 = peq+ I
2
+ + peq− I

2
−. (15)

Moreover, we have

〈I(t)I(0)〉 =W eq
++(t)I

2
+ +W eq

+−(t)I+I− +W eq
−+(t)I−I+

+W eq
−−(t)I

2
−, (16)

whereW eq
hh′(t) is the transition probabilities from h (= +

or −) to h′ (= + or −) at time t. The Laplace transform
of W eq

hh′(t) with respect to t is obtained as [41]

Ŵ eq
±±(s) =

peq±
s

− 1

µs2
[1− ψ̂+(s)][1− ψ̂−(s)]

1− ψ̂(s)
, (17)

and

Ŵ eq
±∓(s) =

1

µs2
[1 − ψ̂+(s)][1− ψ̂−(s)]

1− ψ̂(s)
, (18)

where µ = τ+ + τ− and ψ̂(s) = ψ̂+(s)ψ̂−(s). When the
PDFs ψ+(t) and ψ−(t) follow exponential distributions,
the transition probabilities become

W eq
+−(t) = peq+ p

eq
− (1 − e−

τ+τ−

µ
t). (19)

Therefore, the correlation function decays as

〈I(t)I(0)〉 − 〈I(0)〉2 = peq+ p
eq
− (I+ − I−)

2e−
τ+τ−

µ
t. (20)

We consider a superposition of alternating processes,

i.e., I(t) =
∑N

k=1 Ik(t). We assume that alternating re-
newal processes, i.e., I1(t), I2(t), · · · , IN (t), are indepen-
dent and the duration time PDFs for I±k , which is the
± state for Ik(t), follow exponential distributions with
mean τ±k . Therefore, the correlation function can be ob-
tained as the sum of the correlation functions for Ik. It
follows that the correlation function becomes

C(t) =

N
∑

k=1

peqk,+p
eq
k,−(I

+
k − I−k )2

〈I(0)2〉 − 〈I(0)〉2 e
−

τ
+
k

τ
−

k
µk

t
, (21)

where µk = τ+k + τ−k and peqk,± = τ±k /µk.

D. Superposition of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes

Here, we we derive the correlation function of Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck (OU) processes. Dynamic equation for the
OU process is given by

dIi(t)

dt
= −νiIi(t) +

√

2νiηiξi(t), (22)

where νi is constant and ξi(t) is a white Gaussian noise,
i.e., 〈ξi(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 = δijδ(t− t′). The auto-
correlation function of this process shows an exponential
relaxation:

Ĉi(t) = 〈Ii(0)Ii(t)〉 = ηi exp(−νit). (23)
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For a superposition of the OU processes, the random sig-

nal is given by I(t) =
∑N

i=1 Ii(t). Similar to a superpo-
sition of dichotomous processes, the correlation function
can be represented by the sum of those for the OU pro-

cesses, i.e., Ĉ(t) =
∑N

i=1 Ĉi(t). Therefore, the correlation
function of the superposed process becomes

C(t) =

∑N
i=1 ηi exp(−νit)

∑N
k=1 ηi

. (24)

III. METHOD TO EXTRACT RELAXATION

TIMES FROM A SINGLE TRAJECTORY

A. Apparent aging behavior

In some experiments, it is difficult to obtain a plenty
number of trajectories. In these cases, the number of the
ensemble is not enough to calculate the exact ensemble
average. Therefore, instead of the ensemble average, the
time average is used to calculate the correlation function
[8, 42, 43]. Using time averages

I(T ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

I(t′)dt′, (25)

and

Ĉ(t;T ) =
1

T − t

∫ T−t

0

I(t′ + t)I(t′)dt′ − I(T )2, (26)

where T is the measurement time, we have the time-
averaged correlation function:

C(t;T ) =
Ĉ(t;T )

Ĉ(0;T )
. (27)

For stationary ergodic stochastic processes, the time-
averaged quantity coincides with the corresponding en-
semble average in the long-time limit. Here, we assume
the ergodic property:

C(t;T ) → C(t) (T → ∞). (28)

Although the above assumption is considered to be valid
in many experiments, the breaking of ergodicity is sub-
stantially studied in anomalous diffusion [28–35] or blink-
ing quantum dots [42], where the time-averaged quanti-
ties such as the diffusion coefficient and the blinking ra-
tio do not converge to a constant but remain random.
In this situation, the decay of the time-averaged correla-
tion function differs from that of the ensemble-averaged
correlation function [25].
Even in a stationary ergodic stochastic process, the

time-averaged correlation function may differ from the
ensemble-averaged correlation function when the mea-
surement time T is much smaller than the longest relax-
ation time. Furthermore, we find that the time-averaged
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First, let us derive the correlation function for each
dichotomous process. The correlation function is defined
as

) = (0)〉 − 〈 (0) (2)

where represents the ensemble average and we assume
the stationarity. Therefore, does not depend on
. Furthermore, does not depend on
Let be the number of stochastic changes of ) until
and be the -th state value, i.e., or

The correlation function for -the dichotomous process
can be calculated as

) = (0)〉 − 〈 (0)

= Pr( = 0)
=1

Pr( 〉 − 〈

= ( 〉 − 〈 dx, (3)

where (0) (0) , and we use
〉〈 because and are independent.

In particular, when the PDF follows an exponential dis-
tribution, i.e., ) = exp( t/ ), the correlation
function becomes

) = ( 〉 − 〈 ) exp(t/ (4)

On the other hand, when the PDF follows a power-law
distribution, i.e., ) = 1) for 1 and 0
otherwise, the correlation function exhibits a power-law
decay:

) = ( 〉 − 〈 (5)

We note that the condition of 1 is necessary for the
stationarity. The mean sojourn time diverges for 1,
which provides non-stationary and aging behaviors.

Next, we consider the superposed process. The corre-
lation function is given by

) =
=1

(0) (0)〉 −
=1

(0)

=1

) +
=1

〉〈 〉 −
=1

=1

〉 − 〈 dx. (6)

If the sojourn time PDFs of all the dichotomous pro-
cesses follow the exponential distribution with relaxation
times = 1 · · · , N), the correlation function shows
a superposition of the exponential decays:

) =
=1

〉 − 〈 ) exp(t/ (7)

B. Multi-state process with multiple transitions

Here, we consider another multi-state process. There
are states and the state values takes = 1 · · · , N).
We assume that the probability of transition from state
to is given by ij and the probability that the ini-
tial state is is also given by . By the same calculation,
we have

) =
=1

〉 − 〈 (0)

=1

Pr( = 0; (0) =

=1 =1

Pr( (0) = 〉 − 〈

=1

dx, (8)

where (0)
=1

. If the sojourn time PDFs
of all the dichotomous processes follow the exponential
distribution with relaxation times = 1 · · · , N), the
correlation function decays as

) =
=1

− 〈 ) exp(t/ (9)

Although the correlation function is the same form of
Eq. (7), the process is not a superposition of dichotomous
processes.

III. METHOD TO EXTRACT THE EXACT

CORRELATION FUNCTION FROM SINGLE

TRAJECTORY

In some experiments, it is di cult to obtain a plenty
number of trajectories. Thus, the number of the ensemble
is not enough to calculate the ensemble average. There-
fore, instead of the ensemble average, the time average is
used to calculate the correlation function:

) =
− t

dt (10)

where ) is the time average of experimental data ),
i.e.,

) = dt (11)

and is the measurement time. For stationary ergodic
stochastic processes, the time-averaged quantity coin-
cides with the corresponding ensemble average in the
long-time limit. Thus, we assume

) ( →∞ (12)
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FIG. 1. Time-averaged correlation functions with different
measurement times (T = 102, 2 · 102, 103, 2 · 103, 104, 105, and
106) for a single trajectory, where three dichotomous processes
with relaxation times are superposed (τk = 10, 102, and 103

for k = 1, 2, and 3, respectively). The state values are I±
1

=
±0.25, I±

2
= ±0.5, and I±

3
= ±1.

correlation function exhibits an apparent aging behavior

in a multi-state stochastic process such as a superposition
of dichotomous processes (see Fig. 1). The time-averaged
correlation functions become different in different mea-
surement times. This apparent aging behavior is also
observed for time series with a single relaxation mode
when the relaxation time is greater than the measure-
ment times (see Appendix. A). Thus, the time-averaged
correlation function sometimes fails to capture the relax-
ation time.

B. Freezings of states with longer relaxation times

Here, we explain the reason why the time-averaged cor-
relation functions show apparent aging behaviors. For
simplicity, we consider a superposition of two dichoto-
mous processes, where the relaxation time for one of the
dichotomous processes τ1 is much larger than measure-
ment time T . Because the state value with the longer
relaxation time rarely changes during the measurement,
the state value with the longer relaxation time is almost
constant, e.g., I1(t) = I+1 or I−1 for t < T . We call
it freezing of the state. Therefore, the state value can
be approximately decomposed as I(t) = I+1 + I2(t) or
I−1 + I2(t). When I(t) = I+1 + I2(t) for t < T , the
time-averaged unnormalized correlation function is ap-
proximately calculated as

Ĉ(t;T ) ∼= 1

T − t

∫ T−t

0

I2(t
′ + t)I2(t

′)dt′ + I+1
2

+2I+1 I2(T )− {I+1 + I2(T )}2. (29)

It follows that the time-averaged correlation function be-
comes

C(t;T ) ∼= C2(t), (30)
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where the relaxation time of I2(t) is much smaller than
T . Although the time-averaged correlation function fails
to capture the exact relaxation time, one can estimate
the relaxation time τ2 from the time series.
A similar argument holds for the process that is a su-

perposition of N dichotomous processes, where the freez-
ings of states are observed for states whose relaxation
times are longer than the measurement time. Therefore,
the time-averaged correlation functions will depend on
the measurement times. In particular, when the measure-
ment time T is smaller than τk+1, which is the (k+1)-th
relaxation time, i.e., τ1 < τ2 < · · · < τk < · · · < τN , the
time-averaged correlation function of a trajectory I(t)
with t < T and τk < T < τk+1 becomes

C(t;T ) ∼=
k
∑

i=1

Ci(t). (31)

This result suggests that multiple relaxation times can be
extracted by changing the measurement time if the pro-
cess is a superposition of multiple dichotomous processes
and the orders of the relaxation times are separated.

C. Extracting relaxation times from a single

trajectory

To extract relaxation times, we need to know the tran-
sition points of states. Several methods were proposed to
unveil transition points [44, 45]. According to Ref. [45],
one can estimate transition points of diffusive states [16].
Here, we apply this method to state values. We assume
that time scales of relaxation times are separable, i.e.,
τ1 ≫ τ2 ≫ · · · . We use a window time average of I(t) as
a function of t, i.e.,

I(t;Tw) ≡
1

Tw

∫ t+Tw/2

t−Tw/2

I(t′)dt′, (32)

where Tw is the length of the window time average, which
is a tuning parameter. When a duration time of a state
is longer than Tw, a transition point of a state can be ob-
tained by a point at which I(t;Tw) changes extensively.
First, we determine a threshold value Ith, which is defined
as Ith = (Imax + Imin)/2, where Imax = max{I(t)|t ∈
[0, T ]}, Imin = min{I(t)|t ∈ [0, T ]}, and T is the to-
tal measurement time. Points at which I(t;Tw) crosses
Ith are candidates for the transition points. Figure 2(a)
shows a trajectory and a window time average of I(t)
for a superposition of three dichotomous processes. The
state value changes extensively around 2500. The cross-
ing point tc corresponds to a transition point. The state
values changes around tc. For t < tc, we redefine the
threshold value by Ith = (Imax + Imin)/2 in the time in-
terval, i.e., [0, tc]. By a statistical test which is the same
as in Ref. [45], we have correct transition points t1, t2, · · ·
with t1 < t2 < · · · . We have time averages of I(t) in the

interval [tk, tk+1):

Ik ≡ 1

tk+1 − tk

∫ tk+1

tk

I(t′)dt′. (33)

Figure 2(b) shows I(t), I(t;T ), and Ik. For time interval
[t2, t3] in Fig. 2(b), one of states does not changes, i.e.,
freezing occurs. We obtain the time-averaged correlation
function in the time interval [tk, tk+1]:

C(k)(t;Tk) ≡
1

tk+1 − tk − t

∫ tk+1−t

tk

I(t′ + t)I(t′)dt′

−I2k, (34)

where Tk = tk+1 − tk. Using the time-averaged correla-
tion function C(k)(t), one can estimate relaxation times.
We test this method to time series of a superposi-

tion of three dichotomous processes with relaxation times
τ1 = 103, τ2 = 102, and τ3 = 10. The longest relax-
ation time can be obtained by the time-averaged correla-
tion function when the measurement time is much longer
than the longest relaxation time. Other relaxation times
smaller than the longest relaxation time can be obtained
by the time-averaged correlation function of a time se-
ries if a freezing occurs in the time interval. As shown
in Fig. 2, several freezings occur in the time series. We
obtain a relaxation time as τ ∼= 8.3 from C(2)(t; 1444) in
Fig. 2(b), i.e., the time-averaged correlation function in
the interval [t2, t3). This relaxation time corresponds to
τ3 = 10. Moreover, we also estimate a relaxation time
as τ ∼= 102 from C(1)(t; 2506) in Fig. 2(a), i.e., the time-
averaged correlation function in the interval [t1, t2). This
relaxation time corresponds to τ2 = 102. Therefore, we
estimate it successfully. We note that trajectories used
in the above estimations are different.

IV. APPLICATION TO PROTEIN

FLUCTUATIONS

Here, we apply our method to protein conformational
fluctuations. We estimate relaxation times of the end-to-
end distance between Cα atoms of a small protein, super
Chignolin [46], isolated in solution. In what follows, we
denote the end-to-end distance by I(t). The data were
produced by molecular dynamics simulation. The details
of the simulation method and conditions are described
in Ref. [16]. We have a time series of the end-to-end
distance with a length of 40 µs. In the previous study
[16], the longest relaxation time is estimated as around 1
µs.
Here, we estimate relaxation times shorter than the

longest relaxation time for a single trajectory of the pro-
tein conformational fluctuations. Figure 3 shows the time
series of the end-to-end distance, the time average of the
end-to-end distance, and the correlation functions. As
shown in Fig. 3B, the time average I(T ) converges to a
value for large T and I(T ) for T < 2 µs is smaller than



6

(a)

(b)

-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 0  500  1000  1500  2000  2500

I(
t)

t

1
2
2

f(x)

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 0  500  1000  1500  2000  2500  3000  3500  4000  4500  5000

I(
t)

t

1
2

f(x)

-2

-1
.5-1

-0
.5 0

 0
.5 1

 1
.5 2

 0
 5

0
0

 1
0
0
0

 1
5
0
0

 2
0
0
0

 2
5
0
0

 3
0
0
0

 3
5
0
0

 4
0
0
0

 4
5
0
0

 5
0
0
0

I(t)

f(
x
)

F
IG

.
2
.
T
ra
je
ct
o
ry

a
n
d
th
e
co
rr
es
p
o
n
d
in
g
w
id
ow

ti
m
e
av
er
-

a
g
e
o
f

)
fo
r
a
su
p
er
p
o
si
ti
o
n
o
f
th
re
e
d
ic
h
o
to
m
o
u
s
p
ro
ce
ss
es
,

w
h
er
e
th
e
d
u
ra
ti
o
n
-t
im

e
d
is
tr
ib
u
ti
o
n
s
a
re

th
e
ex
p
o
n
en
ti
a
l
d
is
-

tr
ib
u
ti
o
n
w
it
h
m
ea
n
s

=
1
0
,

=
1
0
,
a
n
d

=
1
0

a
n
d
th
e

st
a
te

va
lu
es

a
re

2
5
,

5
,
a
n
d

1
.
T
h
e

w
in
d
ow

ti
m
e
av
er
a
g
e
is

ca
lc
u
la
te
d
b
y

=
5
0
.

fo
ll
ow

s,
w
e
d
en
o
te

th
e
en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
d
is
ta
n
ce

b
y
I
(t
).

T
h
e

d
a
ta

w
er
e
p
ro
d
u
ce
d
b
y
m
o
le
cu
la
r
d
y
n
a
m
ic
s
si
m
u
la
ti
o
n
.

T
h
e
d
et
a
il
s
o
f
th
e
si
m
u
la
ti
o
n
m
et
h
o
d
a
n
d
co
n
d
it
io
n
s
a
re

d
es
cr
ib
ed

in
R
ef
.
[1
6
].

W
e
h
av
e
a
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

o
f
th
e
en
d
-

to
-e
n
d
d
is
ta
n
ce

w
it
h
a
le
n
g
th

o
f
4
0

s.
In

th
e
p
re
v
io
u
s

st
u
d
y
[1
6
],

th
e
lo
n
g
es
t
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n

ti
m
e
is

es
ti
m
a
te
d

a
s

a
ro
u
n
d
1

s.
H
er
e,

w
e
u
se

a
sh
o
rt
er

ti
m
e
se
ri
es

o
f

to
cl
a
ri
fy

w
h
et
h
er

th
e
ex
a
ct

re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e
ca
n
b
e
ex
-

tr
a
ct
ed

b
y
a
sh
o
rt

ti
m
e
se
ri
es
.

In
p
a
rt
ic
u
la
r,

w
e
u
se

a
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

w
it
h
a
le
n
g
th

o
f
1

s,
w
h
ic
h
is

th
e
fi
rs
t
p
a
rt

o
f
th
e
to
ta
l
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

(s
ee

F
ig
.
3
).

W
e
ca
lc
u
la
te

th
e
tw

o
ti
m
e
a
n
d
en
se
m
b
le
-a
ve
ra
g
ed

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
s
d
efi
n
ed

b
y
E
q
.
(?
?
),

w
h
er
e
w
e
u
se

tw
o
tu
n
in
g
p
a
ra
m
et
er
s.

O
n
e

tu
n
in
g
p
a
ra
m
et
er

is
se
t
to

b
e
th
e
ti
m
e
av
er
a
g
e
o
f

fo
r
1

s
ti
m
e
se
ri
es
.
T
h
e
o
th
er

o
n
e
is

se
t
to

b
e
th
e
ti
m
e

av
er
a
g
e
o
f

)
fo
r
th
e
to
ta
l
ti
m
e
se
ri
es
,
i.
e.
,

a
v
e

w
it
h

=
4
0

s.

F
ig
u
re

3
sh
ow

s
th
e
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

o
f
th
e
en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
d
is
-

ta
n
ce
,
th
e
ti
m
e
av
er
a
g
e
o
f
th
e
en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
d
is
ta
n
ce
,
a
n
d

th
e
ti
m
e
a
n
d
en
se
m
b
le
-a
ve
ra
g
ed

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
s.

A
s

sh
ow

n
in

F
ig
.
3
B
,
th
e
ti
m
e
av
er
a
g
e

)
co
n
ve
rg
es

to
a
va
lu
e
fo
r
la
rg
e

a
n
d

)
fo
r
T

<
s
is

sm
a
ll
er

th
a
n
th
e
co
n
ve
rg
en
ce

va
lu
e.

F
ig
u
re

3
D

sh
ow

s
th
a
t
th
e

ti
m
e
a
n
d
en
se
m
b
le
-a
ve
ra
g
ed

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
d
ev
ia
te
s

fr
o
m

th
e
ex
a
ct

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
g
iv
en

b
y
th
e
ti
m
e
av

-
er
a
g
e
co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n

fu
n
ct
io
n

fo
r
th
e
to
ta
l
ti
m
e
se
ri
es
.

In
p
a
rt
ic
u
la
r,

th
e
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e
is

m
u
ch

sm
a
ll
er

th
a
n
th
e

ex
a
ct

o
n
e
if
th
e
tu
n
in
g
p
a
ra
m
et
er

a
v
e
is
n
o
t
co
rr
ec
t.

O
n

th
e
o
th
er

h
a
n
d
,
th
e
ti
m
e
a
n
d
en
se
m
b
le
-a
ve
ra
g
ed

co
rr
e-

la
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
s
d
o
n
o
t
d
ec
ay

a
n
d
a
re

ov
er
la
p
p
ed

w
h
en

th
e
tu
n
in
g
p
a
ra
m
et
er

is
g
iv
en

b
y

a
v
e

)
fo
r

=
4
0

s
(s
ee

F
ig
.
3
E
).

A
s
a
re
su
lt
,
th
e
ti
m
e
a
n
d

en
se
m
b
le
-

av
er
a
g
ed

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
o
b
ta
in
ed

b
y
a
sh
o
rt
er

ti
m
e

se
ri
es

d
ev
ia
te
s
fr
o
m

th
e
ex
a
ct

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
es
p
e-

ci
a
ll
y
fo
r
t
>

0
1

s.
T
h
e
sh
o
rt
er

ti
m
e
se
ri
es

d
o
es

n
o
t

co
n
ta
in

la
rg
er

en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
-d
is
ta
n
ce

fl
u
ct
u
a
ti
o
n
s,

w
h
er
ea
s

se
v
er
a
l
la
rg
e
fl
u
ct
u
a
ti
o
n
s
o
cc
u
r
in

th
e
to
ta
l
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

(s
ee

F
ig
s.

3
A

a
n
d
3
C
).

A
s
a
re
su
lt
,
th
e
co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
c-

ti
o
n
d
o
es

n
o
t
d
ec
ay

a
n
d
th
e
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e
ca
n
n
o
t
b
e

es
ti
m
a
te
d
.
H
ow

ev
er
,
it
su
g
g
es
ts

th
a
t
th
e
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e

is
a
t
le
a
st

g
re
a
te
r
th
a
n
0
.1

s,
w
h
ic
h
is

1
0
ti
m
es

sm
a
ll
er

th
a
n
th
e
le
n
g
th

o
f
th
e
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

th
a
t
w
e
u
se
,
i.
e.
,
1

s.
T
h
is
is
b
ec
a
u
se

th
e
p
ro
b
a
b
il
it
y
o
f
fi
n
d
in
g
a
la
rg
e
en
d
-t
o
-

en
d
d
is
ta
n
ce

w
it
h
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e

in
a
ti
m
e
se
ri
es

w
it
h

a
le
n
g
th

o
f
1
0

is
es
ti
m
a
te
d
b
y

1
0
,
w
h
er
e
w
e
a
ss
u
m
e

th
a
t
o
cc
u
rr
en
ce
s
o
f
la
rg
e
en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
d
is
ta
n
ce

fl
u
ct
u
a
ti
o
n
s

a
re

d
es
cr
ib
ed

b
y
a
P
o
is
so
n
p
ro
ce
ss
.
If
th
er
e
is
a
t
le
a
st

o
n
e

la
rg
e
en
d
-t
o
-e
n
d
d
is
ta
n
ce

in
th
e
ti
m
e
se
ri
es
,
th
e
co
rr
el
a
-

ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
ca
n
d
ec
ay

a
n
d
th
e
re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e
ca
n
b
e

es
ti
m
a
te
d
.
T
h
er
ef
o
re
,
o
u
r
m
et
h
o
d
g
iv
es

a
lo
w
er

es
ti
m
a
-

ti
o
n
o
f
th
e
ex
a
ct

re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
ti
m
e,

w
h
er
ea
s
th
e
ti
m
e
a
n
d

en
se
m
b
le
-a
ve
ra
g
ed

co
rr
el
a
ti
o
n
fu
n
ct
io
n
fa
il
s
to

es
ti
m
a
te

th
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d
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b
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a
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b
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b
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ra
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ra
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e
ex
a
ct

re
la
x
a
ti
o
n
m
o
d
es

fr
o
m

co
m
p
le
x

si
g
n
a
ls

su
ch

a
s
p
ro
te
in

co
n
fo
rm

a
ti
o
n
a
l
fl
u
ct
u
a
ti
o
n
s.

W
e

a
p
p
ly

o
u
r
m
et
h
o
d
to

p
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d
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First, let us derive the correlation function for each
dichotomous process. The correlation function is defined
as

) = (0)〉 − 〈 (0) (2)

where represents the ensemble average and we assume
the stationarity. Therefore, does not depend on
. Furthermore, does not depend on
Let be the number of stochastic changes of ) until
and be the -th state value, i.e., or

The correlation function for -the dichotomous process
can be calculated as

) = (0)〉 − 〈 (0)

= Pr( = 0)
=1

Pr( 〉 − 〈

= ( 〉 − 〈 dx, (3)

where (0) (0) , and we use
〉〈 because and are independent.

In particular, when the PDF follows an exponential dis-
tribution, i.e., ) = exp( t/ ), the correlation
function becomes

) = ( 〉 − 〈 ) exp(t/ (4)

On the other hand, when the PDF follows a power-law
distribution, i.e., ) = 1) for 1 and 0
otherwise, the correlation function exhibits a power-law
decay:

) = ( 〉 − 〈 (5)

We note that the condition of 1 is necessary for the
stationarity. The mean sojourn time diverges for 1,
which provides non-stationary and aging behaviors.

Next, we consider the superposed process. The corre-
lation function is given by

) =
=1

(0) (0)〉 −
=1

(0)

=1

) +
=1

〉〈 〉 −
=1

=1

〉 − 〈 dx. (6)

If the sojourn time PDFs of all the dichotomous pro-
cesses follow the exponential distribution with relaxation
times = 1 · · · , N), the correlation function shows
a superposition of the exponential decays:

) =
=1

〉 − 〈 ) exp(t/ (7)

B. Multi-state process with multiple transitions

Here, we consider another multi-state process. There
are states and the state values takes = 1 · · · , N).
We assume that the probability of transition from state
to is given by ij and the probability that the ini-
tial state is is also given by . By the same calculation,
we have

) =
=1

〉 − 〈 (0)

=1

Pr( = 0; (0) =

=1 =1

Pr( (0) = 〉 − 〈

=1

dx, (8)

where (0)
=1

. If the sojourn time PDFs
of all the dichotomous processes follow the exponential
distribution with relaxation times = 1 · · · , N), the
correlation function decays as

) =
=1

− 〈 ) exp(t/ (9)

Although the correlation function is the same form of
Eq. (7), the process is not a superposition of dichotomous
processes.

III. METHOD TO EXTRACT THE EXACT

CORRELATION FUNCTION FROM SINGLE

TRAJECTORY

In some experiments, it is di cult to obtain a plenty
number of trajectories. Thus, the number of the ensemble
is not enough to calculate the ensemble average. There-
fore, instead of the ensemble average, the time average is
used to calculate the correlation function:

) =
− t

dt (10)

where ) is the time average of experimental data ),
i.e.,

) = dt (11)

and is the measurement time. For stationary ergodic
stochastic processes, the time-averaged quantity coin-
cides with the corresponding ensemble average in the
long-time limit. Thus, we assume

) ( →∞ (12)
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ensemble-averaged correlation function when the mea-
ement time is much smaller than the longest relax-

time. Furthermore, we find that the time-averaged
correlation function exhibits an apparent aging behavior

in a multi-state stochastic process such as a superposition
of dichotomous processes (see Fig. 1). The time-averaged
correlation functions become di erent in di erent mea-

ement times. This apparent aging behavior is also
rved for time series with a single relaxation mode

when the relaxation time is greater than the measure-
ment times (see Appendix. A). Thus, the time-averaged
correlation function sometimes fails to capture the relax-

time.

B. Freezings of states with longer relaxation times

Here, we explain the reason why the time-averaged cor-
relation functions show apparent aging behaviors. For

ity, we consider a superposition of two dichoto-
cesses, where the relaxation time for one of the

cesses is much larger than measure-
ment time . Because the state value with the longer
relaxation time rarely changes during the measurement,
the state value with the longer relaxation time is almost
constant, e.g., ) = or t < T . We call
it freezing of the state. Therefore, the state value can
be approximately decomposed as ) = ) or

). When ) = ) for t < T , the
time-averaged unnormalized correlation function is ap-
proximately calculated as

dt

+2

It follows that the time-averaged correlation function be-
comes

where the relaxation time of ) is much smaller than
the time-averaged correlation function fails

to capture the exact relaxation time, one can estimate
the relaxation time from the time series.

A similar argument holds for the process that is a su-
perposition of cesses, where the freez-

of states are observed for states whose relaxation
times are longer than the measurement time. Therefore,
the time-averaged correlation functions will depend on
the measurement times. In particular, when the measure-
ment time is smaller than +1, which is the ( +1)-th
relaxation time, i.e., · · · · · · , the
time-averaged correlation function of a trajectory
with t < T < T < +1 becomes

=1

This result suggests that multiple relaxation times can be
extracted by changing the measurement time if the pro-
cess is a superposition of multiple dichotomous processes

rs of the relaxation times are separated.

C. Extracting relaxation times from a single

To extract relaxation times, we need to know transition
points of states. According to Ref. [42], one can estimate
transition points of di e states. Here, we apply this
method to state values. We assume that di erent states
possess di erent state values. We use a window time
average of ) as a function of , i.e.,

I(t;T )
T/

T/

dt

where is a measurement time, which is a tuning pa-
ter. When a duration time is shorter than , one

can detect a transition point by a point at which
changes. First, we determine a threshold value th

which is defined as th = ( 2, where
[0, T = min [0, T

Points at which ) crosses are candidates for the
transition points. Figure 2(a) shows a trajectory and a
window time average of ) for a superposition of three

cesses. The state value changes around
The crossing point corresponds to the transition

point. The state values changes for t < t . For t < t , we
determine the threshold value by th = (
in the time interval, i.e. . By a statistical test
which is the same as in Ref. [42], we have correct tran-

points , t · · · with < t · · · e Fig. 2(b)].
As a result, we obtain the time-averaged correlation func-

in the time interval [ , t +1]:

+1

+1

dt

where

+1

+1

dt

the time-averaged correlation function ), we
estimate relaxation times. We test this method to time
series of a superposition of three dichotomous processes

a relaxation time as 3.

N TO PROTEIN

FLUCTUATIONS

Here, we apply our method to protein conformational
We consider the correlation function of the

end-to-end distance between C atoms of a small pro-
tein, super Chignolin [43], isolated in solution. In what
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2. Trajectory and the corresponding widow time aver-
of ) for a superposition of three dichotomous processes,

s are the exponential dis-
with means = 10, = 10 , and = 10 and the

values are 5, and 1. The
w time average is calculated by = 50.

ws, we denote the end-to-end distance by ). The
were produced by molecular dynamics simulation.

The details of the simulation method and conditions are
described in Ref. [16]. We have a time series of the end-
to-end distance with a length of 40 s. In the previous
study [16], the longest relaxation time is estimated as

s. Here, we use a shorter time series of
to clarify whether the exact relaxation time can be ex-
tracted by a short time series. In particular, we use a
time series with a length of 1 s, which is the first part
of the total time series (see Fig. 3). We calculate the two
time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions defined
by Eq. (??), where we use two tuning parameters. One
tuning parameter is set to be the time average of

s time series. The other one is set to be the time
average of ) for the total time series, i.e., ave

with = 40 s.

e 3 shows the time series of the end-to-end dis-
tance, the time average of the end-to-end distance, and
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions. As

wn in Fig. 3B, the time average ) converges to
a value for large ) for T < s is smaller
than the convergence value. Figure 3D shows that the
time and ensemble-averaged correlation function deviates
from the exact correlation function given by the time av-
erage correlation function for the total time series. In

icular, the relaxation time is much smaller than the
exact one if the tuning parameter ave is not correct. On
the other hand, the time and ensemble-averaged corre-

do not decay and are overlapped when
the tuning parameter is given by ave ) for = 40
s (see Fig. 3E). As a result, the time and ensemble-

averaged correlation function obtained by a shorter time
series deviates from the exact correlation function espe-
cially for t > 01 s. The shorter time series does not

contain larger end-to-end-distance fluctuations, whereas
several large fluctuations occur in the total time series

e Figs. 3A and 3C). As a result, the correlation func-
does not decay and the relaxation time cannot be

estimated. However, it suggests that the relaxation time
is at least greater than 0.1 s, which is 10 times smaller

the length of the time series that we use, i.e., 1 s.
This is because the probability of finding a large end-to-
end distance with relaxation time in a time series with
a length of 10 is estimated by 10, where we assume

occurrences of large end-to-end distance fluctuations
are described by a Poisson process. If there is at least one

end-to-end distance in the time series, the correla-
tion can decay and the relaxation time can be

estimated. Therefore, our method gives a lower estima-
of the exact relaxation time, whereas the time and

ensemble-averaged correlation function fails to estimate
relaxation time when the tuning parameter is not

equal to the exact value of the average of ).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we define the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function by dividing a single tra-
jectory into trajectories with window size , which en-

s us to take the ensemble average from a single trajec-
y. We have introduced a tuning parameter in the time
ensemble-averaged correlation function and showed
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function

becomes di erent from the exact correlation function if
ter is not correctly estimated. How-

ever, if the tuning parameter is correct, the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes the ex-
act one even when the window size is smaller than the

st relaxation time. Therefore, this method is useful
extracting the exact relaxation modes from complex

h as protein conformational fluctuations. We
method to protein conformational fluctuations.

As the result, we obtain a lower estimation of the longest
relaxation time from the time series of the end-to-end

e for a small protein.

, we discuss apparent aging in a stationary time
series. When the orders of multiple relaxation times are
di erent, freezings of states will occur. We have found

the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
depends on the window size when the tuning

ter ave is estimated by the time average of
in each window. In other words, the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function exhibits an apparent aging
behavior. Furthermore, we also find that such an appar-
ent aging behavior is observed when a trajectory is much

relaxation time. Therefore, an apparent
behavior observed in protein conformational fluc-

will be originated from an insu nt length of
time series.
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ws, we denote the end-to-end distance by ). The
were produced by molecular dynamics simulation.

The details of the simulation method and conditions are
described in Ref. [16]. We have a time series of the end-
to-end distance with a length of 40 s. In the previous
study [16], the longest relaxation time is estimated as

s. Here, we use a shorter time series of
to clarify whether the exact relaxation time can be ex-
tracted by a short time series. In particular, we use a
time series with a length of 1 s, which is the first part
of the total time series (see Fig. 3). We calculate the two
time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions defined
by Eq. (??), where we use two tuning parameters. One
tuning parameter is set to be the time average of

s time series. The other one is set to be the time
average of ) for the total time series, i.e., ave

with = 40 s.

e 3 shows the time series of the end-to-end dis-
tance, the time average of the end-to-end distance, and
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions. As

wn in Fig. 3B, the time average ) converges to
a value for large ) for T < s is smaller
than the convergence value. Figure 3D shows that the
time and ensemble-averaged correlation function deviates
from the exact correlation function given by the time av-
erage correlation function for the total time series. In

icular, the relaxation time is much smaller than the
exact one if the tuning parameter ave is not correct. On
the other hand, the time and ensemble-averaged corre-

do not decay and are overlapped when
the tuning parameter is given by ave ) for = 40
s (see Fig. 3E). As a result, the time and ensemble-

averaged correlation function obtained by a shorter time
series deviates from the exact correlation function espe-
cially for t > 01 s. The shorter time series does not

contain larger end-to-end-distance fluctuations, whereas
several large fluctuations occur in the total time series

e Figs. 3A and 3C). As a result, the correlation func-
does not decay and the relaxation time cannot be

estimated. However, it suggests that the relaxation time
is at least greater than 0.1 s, which is 10 times smaller

the length of the time series that we use, i.e., 1 s.
This is because the probability of finding a large end-to-
end distance with relaxation time in a time series with
a length of 10 is estimated by 10, where we assume

occurrences of large end-to-end distance fluctuations
are described by a Poisson process. If there is at least one

end-to-end distance in the time series, the correla-
tion can decay and the relaxation time can be

estimated. Therefore, our method gives a lower estima-
of the exact relaxation time, whereas the time and

ensemble-averaged correlation function fails to estimate
relaxation time when the tuning parameter is not

equal to the exact value of the average of ).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we define the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function by dividing a single tra-
jectory into trajectories with window size , which en-

s us to take the ensemble average from a single trajec-
y. We have introduced a tuning parameter in the time
ensemble-averaged correlation function and showed
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function

becomes di erent from the exact correlation function if
ter is not correctly estimated. How-

ever, if the tuning parameter is correct, the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes the ex-
act one even when the window size is smaller than the

st relaxation time. Therefore, this method is useful
extracting the exact relaxation modes from complex

h as protein conformational fluctuations. We
method to protein conformational fluctuations.

As the result, we obtain a lower estimation of the longest
relaxation time from the time series of the end-to-end

e for a small protein.

, we discuss apparent aging in a stationary time
series. When the orders of multiple relaxation times are
di erent, freezings of states will occur. We have found

the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
depends on the window size when the tuning

ter ave is estimated by the time average of
in each window. In other words, the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function exhibits an apparent aging
behavior. Furthermore, we also find that such an appar-
ent aging behavior is observed when a trajectory is much

relaxation time. Therefore, an apparent
behavior observed in protein conformational fluc-

will be originated from an insu nt length of
time series.
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2. Trajectory and the corresponding widow time aver-
age of ) for a superposition of three dichotomous processes,
where the duration-time distributions are the exponential dis-
tribution with means = 10, = 10 , and = 10 and the
state values are 25, 5, and 1. The
window time average is calculated by = 50.

ws, we denote the end-to-end distance by I(t). The
a were produced by molecular dynamics simulation.

The details of the simulation method and conditions are
described in Ref. [16]. We have a time series of the end-
to-end distance with a length of 40 s. In the previous
study [16], the longest relaxation time is estimated as
around 1 s. Here, we use a shorter time series of
to clarify whether the exact relaxation time can be ex-
tracted by a short time series. In particular, we use a
time series with a length of 1 s, which is the first part
of the total time series (see Fig. 3). We calculate the two
time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions defined
by Eq. (??), where we use two tuning parameters. One
tuning parameter is set to be the time average of

s time series. The other one is set to be the time
average of ) for the total time series, i.e., ave

with = 40 s.

e 3 shows the time series of the end-to-end dis-
tance, the time average of the end-to-end distance, and
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions. As

wn in Fig. 3B, the time average ) converges to
a value for large ) for T < s is smaller
than the convergence value. Figure 3D shows that the
time and ensemble-averaged correlation function deviates
from the exact correlation function given by the time av-
erage correlation function for the total time series. In

ticular, the relaxation time is much smaller than the
exact one if the tuning parameter ave is not correct. On
the other hand, the time and ensemble-averaged corre-

tions do not decay and are overlapped when
the tuning parameter is given by ave ) for = 40
s (see Fig. 3E). As a result, the time and ensemble-

averaged correlation function obtained by a shorter time
series deviates from the exact correlation function espe-
cially for t > 01 s. The shorter time series does not

contain larger end-to-end-distance fluctuations, whereas
several large fluctuations occur in the total time series
(see Figs. 3A and 3C). As a result, the correlation func-
tion does not decay and the relaxation time cannot be
estimated. However, it suggests that the relaxation time
is at least greater than 0.1 s, which is 10 times smaller
than the length of the time series that we use, i.e., 1 s.
This is because the probability of finding a large end-to-
end distance with relaxation time in a time series with
a length of 10 is estimated by 10, where we assume
that occurrences of large end-to-end distance fluctuations
are described by a Poisson process. If there is at least one

ge end-to-end distance in the time series, the correla-
tion function can decay and the relaxation time can be
estimated. Therefore, our method gives a lower estima-
tion of the exact relaxation time, whereas the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function fails to estimate
the relaxation time when the tuning parameter is not
equal to the exact value of the average of ).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we define the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function by dividing a single tra-
jectory into trajectories with window size , which en-

s us to take the ensemble average from a single trajec-
tory. We have introduced a tuning parameter in the time

ensemble-averaged correlation function and showed
that the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
becomes di erent from the exact correlation function if
the tuning parameter is not correctly estimated. How-
ever, if the tuning parameter is correct, the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes the ex-
act one even when the window size is smaller than the

st relaxation time. Therefore, this method is useful
extracting the exact relaxation modes from complex

h as protein conformational fluctuations. We
method to protein conformational fluctuations.

As the result, we obtain a lower estimation of the longest
relaxation time from the time series of the end-to-end

e for a small protein.

, we discuss apparent aging in a stationary time
series. When the orders of multiple relaxation times are
di erent, freezings of states will occur. We have found
that the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
strongly depends on the window size when the tuning

ter ave is estimated by the time average of
in each window. In other words, the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function exhibits an apparent aging
behavior. Furthermore, we also find that such an appar-
ent aging behavior is observed when a trajectory is much

than the relaxation time. Therefore, an apparent
behavior observed in protein conformational fluc-

tuations will be originated from an insu cient length of
the time series.
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ensemble-averaged correlation function when the mea-
ment time is much smaller than the longest relax-

ation time. Furthermore, we find that the time-averaged
correlation function exhibits an apparent aging behavior

in a multi-state stochastic process such as a superposition
of dichotomous processes (see Fig. 1). The time-averaged
correlation functions become di erent in di erent mea-

ment times. This apparent aging behavior is also
rved for time series with a single relaxation mode

when the relaxation time is greater than the measure-
ment times (see Appendix. A). Thus, the time-averaged
correlation function sometimes fails to capture the relax-
ation time.

B. Freezings of states with longer relaxation times

Here, we explain the reason why the time-averaged cor-
relation functions show apparent aging behaviors. For

ity, we consider a superposition of two dichoto-
processes, where the relaxation time for one of the

cesses is much larger than measure-
ment time . Because the state value with the longer
relaxation time rarely changes during the measurement,
the state value with the longer relaxation time is almost
constant, e.g., ) = or t < T . We call
it freezing of the state. Therefore, the state value can
be approximately decomposed as ) = ) or

). When ) = ) for t < T , the
time-averaged unnormalized correlation function is ap-
proximately calculated as

dt

+2

It follows that the time-averaged correlation function be-
comes

where the relaxation time of ) is much smaller than
the time-averaged correlation function fails

to capture the exact relaxation time, one can estimate
the relaxation time from the time series.

A similar argument holds for the process that is a su-
perposition of cesses, where the freez-

of states are observed for states whose relaxation
times are longer than the measurement time. Therefore,
the time-averaged correlation functions will depend on
the measurement times. In particular, when the measure-
ment time is smaller than +1, which is the ( +1)-th
relaxation time, i.e., · · · · · · , the
time-averaged correlation function of a trajectory
with t < T < T < +1 becomes

=1

This result suggests that multiple relaxation times can be
extracted by changing the measurement time if the pro-
cess is a superposition of multiple dichotomous processes

rs of the relaxation times are separated.

C. Extracting relaxation times from a single

To extract relaxation times, we need to know transition
points of states. According to Ref. [42], one can estimate
transition points of di e states. Here, we apply this
method to state values. We assume that di erent states
possess di erent state values. We use a window time
average of ) as a function of , i.e.,

I(t;T )
T/

T/

dt

where is a measurement time, which is a tuning pa-
ter. When a duration time is shorter than , one

can detect a transition point by a point at which
changes. First, we determine a threshold value th

which is defined as th = ( 2, where
[0, T = min [0, T

Points at which ) crosses are candidates for the
transition points. Figure 2(a) shows a trajectory and a
window time average of ) for a superposition of three

cesses. The state value changes around
The crossing point corresponds to the transition

point. The state values changes for t < t . For t < t , we
determine the threshold value by th = (
in the time interval, i.e. . By a statistical test
which is the same as in Ref. [42], we have correct tran-

points , t · · · with < t · · · e Fig. 2(b)].
As a result, we obtain the time-averaged correlation func-

in the time interval [ , t +1]:

+1

+1

dt

where

+1

+1

dt

the time-averaged correlation function ), we
estimate relaxation times. We test this method to time
series of a superposition of three dichotomous processes

a relaxation time as 3.

N TO PROTEIN

FLUCTUATIONS

Here, we apply our method to protein conformational
We consider the correlation function of the

end-to-end distance between C atoms of a small pro-
tein, super Chignolin [43], isolated in solution. In what
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-1

 0

 1

 2

 0

I(
t)

2. Trajectory and the corresponding widow time aver-
age of ) for a superposition of three dichotomous processes,
where the duration-time distributions are the exponential dis-
tribution with means = 10, = 10 , and = 10 and the
state values are 25, 5, and 1. The
window time average is calculated by = 50.

ws, we denote the end-to-end distance by I(t). The
a were produced by molecular dynamics simulation.

The details of the simulation method and conditions are
described in Ref. [16]. We have a time series of the end-
to-end distance with a length of 40 s. In the previous
study [16], the longest relaxation time is estimated as
around 1 s. Here, we use a shorter time series of
to clarify whether the exact relaxation time can be ex-
tracted by a short time series. In particular, we use a
time series with a length of 1 s, which is the first part
of the total time series (see Fig. 3). We calculate the two
time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions defined
by Eq. (??), where we use two tuning parameters. One
tuning parameter is set to be the time average of

s time series. The other one is set to be the time
average of ) for the total time series, i.e., ave

with = 40 s.

e 3 shows the time series of the end-to-end dis-
tance, the time average of the end-to-end distance, and
the time and ensemble-averaged correlation functions. As

wn in Fig. 3B, the time average ) converges to
a value for large ) for T < s is smaller
than the convergence value. Figure 3D shows that the
time and ensemble-averaged correlation function deviates
from the exact correlation function given by the time av-
erage correlation function for the total time series. In

ticular, the relaxation time is much smaller than the
exact one if the tuning parameter ave is not correct. On
the other hand, the time and ensemble-averaged corre-

tions do not decay and are overlapped when
the tuning parameter is given by ave ) for = 40
s (see Fig. 3E). As a result, the time and ensemble-

averaged correlation function obtained by a shorter time
series deviates from the exact correlation function espe-
cially for t > 01 s. The shorter time series does not

contain larger end-to-end-distance fluctuations, whereas
several large fluctuations occur in the total time series
(see Figs. 3A and 3C). As a result, the correlation func-
tion does not decay and the relaxation time cannot be
estimated. However, it suggests that the relaxation time
is at least greater than 0.1 s, which is 10 times smaller
than the length of the time series that we use, i.e., 1 s.
This is because the probability of finding a large end-to-
end distance with relaxation time in a time series with
a length of 10 is estimated by 10, where we assume
that occurrences of large end-to-end distance fluctuations
are described by a Poisson process. If there is at least one

ge end-to-end distance in the time series, the correla-
tion function can decay and the relaxation time can be
estimated. Therefore, our method gives a lower estima-
tion of the exact relaxation time, whereas the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function fails to estimate
the relaxation time when the tuning parameter is not
equal to the exact value of the average of ).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we define the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function by dividing a single tra-
jectory into trajectories with window size , which en-

s us to take the ensemble average from a single trajec-
tory. We have introduced a tuning parameter in the time

ensemble-averaged correlation function and showed
that the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
becomes di erent from the exact correlation function if
the tuning parameter is not correctly estimated. How-
ever, if the tuning parameter is correct, the time and
ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes the ex-
act one even when the window size is smaller than the

st relaxation time. Therefore, this method is useful
extracting the exact relaxation modes from complex

h as protein conformational fluctuations. We
method to protein conformational fluctuations.

As the result, we obtain a lower estimation of the longest
relaxation time from the time series of the end-to-end

e for a small protein.

, we discuss apparent aging in a stationary time
series. When the orders of multiple relaxation times are
di erent, freezings of states will occur. We have found
that the time and ensemble-averaged correlation function
strongly depends on the window size when the tuning

ter ave is estimated by the time average of
in each window. In other words, the time and ensemble-
averaged correlation function exhibits an apparent aging
behavior. Furthermore, we also find that such an appar-
ent aging behavior is observed when a trajectory is much

than the relaxation time. Therefore, an apparent
behavior observed in protein conformational fluc-

tuations will be originated from an insu cient length of
the time series.

ensemble-averaged correlation function when the mea-
ement time is much smaller than the longest relax-

ation time. Furthermore, we find that the time-averaged
correlation function exhibits an apparent aging behavior

in a multi-state stochastic process such as a superposition
of dichotomous processes (see Fig. 1). The time-averaged
correlation functions become di erent in di erent mea-

ement times. This apparent aging behavior is also
rved for time series with a single relaxation mode

when the relaxation time is greater than the measure-
ment times (see Appendix. A). Thus, the time-averaged
correlation function sometimes fails to capture the relax-
ation time.

B. Freezings of states with longer relaxation times

Here, we explain the reason why the time-averaged cor-
relation functions show apparent aging behaviors. For

ity, we consider a superposition of two dichoto-
processes, where the relaxation time for one of the

processes is much larger than measure-
ment time . Because the state value with the longer
relaxation time rarely changes during the measurement,
the state value with the longer relaxation time is almost
constant, e.g., ) = or t < T . We call
it freezing of the state. Therefore, the state value can
be approximately decomposed as ) = ) or

). When ) = ) for t < T , the
time-averaged unnormalized correlation function is ap-
proximately calculated as

dt

+2 (19)

It follows that the time-averaged correlation function be-
comes

(20)

where the relaxation time of ) is much smaller than
the time-averaged correlation function fails

to capture the exact relaxation time, one can estimate
the relaxation time from the time series.

A similar argument holds for the process that is a su-
perposition of processes, where the freez-

of states are observed for states whose relaxation
times are longer than the measurement time. Therefore,
the time-averaged correlation functions will depend on
the measurement times. In particular, when the measure-
ment time is smaller than +1, which is the ( +1)-th
relaxation time, i.e., · · · · · · , the
time-averaged correlation function of a trajectory
with t < T < T < +1 becomes

=1

(21)

This result suggests that multiple relaxation times can be
extracted by changing the measurement time if the pro-
cess is a superposition of multiple dichotomous processes

the orders of the relaxation times are separated.

C. Extracting relaxation times from a single

trajectory

To extract relaxation times, we need to know transition
points of states. According to Ref. [42], one can estimate
transition points of di e states. Here, we apply this
method to state values. We assume that di erent states
possess di erent state values. We use a window time
average of ) as a function of , i.e.,

T/

T/

dt

where is a measurement time, which is a tuning pa-
rameter. When a duration time is shorter than , one
can detect a transition point by a point at which
changes. First, we determine a threshold value th

which is defined as th = ( max min 2, where
[0, T = min [0, T

Points at which ) crosses are candidates for the
transition points. Figure 2(a) shows a trajectory and a
window time average of ) for a superposition of three

processes. The state value changes around
The crossing point corresponds to the transition

point. The state values changes for t < t . For t < t , we
determine the threshold value by th = ( max

in the time interval, i.e. . By a statistical test
which is the same as in Ref. [42], we have correct tran-

points , t · · · with < t · · · e Fig. 2(b)].
As a result, we obtain the time-averaged correlation func-
tion in the time interval [ , t +1]:

+1

+1

dt

where

Ik
+1

+1

dt

the time-averaged correlation function ), we
estimate relaxation times. We test this method to time
series of a superposition of three dichotomous processes

a relaxation time as 3.

N TO PROTEIN

FLUCTUATIONS

Here, we apply our method to protein conformational
We consider the correlation function of the

end-to-end distance between C atoms of a small pro-
tein, super Chignolin [43], isolated in solution. In what

FIG. 2. Trajectory and the corresponding widow time aver-
age of I(t) for a superposition of three dichotomous processes,
where the duration-time distributions are the exponential dis-
tribution with means τ1 = 103, τ2 = 102, and τ3 = 10 and
the state values are I±

1
= ±1, I±

2
= ±0.5, and I±

3
= ±0.25.

(a)The window time average is calculated by T = 50. (b) Am-
plification of (a), where time average Ik is added. The time-
averaged correlation functions are calculated in the shaded
areas.

the convergence value. This implies that we have to use a
long trajectory to obtain the exact correlation function.
We divide the time series into different states using the
above method. Figures 3C and 3D show the time series
that we use to extract the relaxation times. In particu-
lar, we calculate the time-averaged correlation functions
for a time series with a time interval from 10 µs to 15
µs (time series 1) and a time series around 35 µs (time
series 2). Figure 3D shows the time-averaged correlation
functions for the two time series. The relaxation times
are clearly different from each other and much smaller
than the longest relaxation time. Although the corre-
lation functions do not decay exponentially, we roughly
estimate the relaxation times for time series 1 and 2 by
40 ps and 20 ps, respectively. This result suggests that
multiple relaxation times are superposed in the protein
conformal fluctuations. Therefore, 1/f noise widely ob-
served in protein conformational fluctuations originates
from a superposition of multiple relaxation modes.

V. CONCLUSION

We derive the exact forms of the correlation function
in multi-state stochastic processes. When the length of
a trajectory is smaller than a relaxation time, the time-
averaged correlation function fails to capture the relax-
ation time. In other words, an apparent aging behavior is
observed due to the freezing of a state. In this paper, we
have proposed a method to extract relaxation times from
a single trajectory even when multiple relaxation times
are embedded. This method is successfully applied to
time series with multiple relaxation times when the value
of the time series corresponds to the state. Although we
assume stationarity of time series in this paper, we ex-
pect that this method to extract relaxation times can be
applied to non-stationary time series because we use a
time series whose length is less than the longest relax-
ation time. Our method can be applied to estimate re-
laxation times of a single trajectory. We expect that if we
calculate the self intermediate scattering function from a
single particle trajectory, we can apply our method to es-
timate relaxation times of the single particle dynamics.
Although the estimated relaxation times are relevant to
relaxation times for a macroscopic system, the connec-
tion is not simple in many-body complex systems such
as supercooled liquids.
Finally, we discuss apparent aging in a stationary time

series. When the orders of multiple relaxation times are
different, freezings of states will occur. We have shown
that the time-averaged correlation function depends on
the window size T . In other words, the time-averaged
correlation function exhibits an apparent aging behav-
ior. Furthermore, we also find that such an apparent
aging behavior is observed when a trajectory is much
smaller than the relaxation time. Therefore, an apparent
aging behavior observed in protein conformational fluc-
tuations will originate from an insufficient length of the
time series.
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Appendix A: Derivation of time-averaged

correlation function for Orstein-Uhlenbeck process

Here, we derive the time-averaged correlation function,
defined by Eq. (26), for a one-dimensional OU process.
The OU process is a simple Gaussian process and the
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FIG. 3. (A) Time series of the end-to-end distance between Cα atoms of small proteins, where data are plotted every 10 ns.
(B) Time average of end-to-end distance I(t) as a function of the measurement time T . (C) Blowup of the time series of (A)
(Time series 1). (D) Blowup of the time series of (A) (Time series 2). (E) Time-averaged correlation functions for time series
1 and 2.

ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes a single
exponential form. We consider a single-mode OU process
with N = 1, ν1 = 1, and η1 = 1 in Eq. (22). The OU
process for I(t) becomes

dI(t)

dt
= −I(t) +

√
2ξ(t), (A1)

where ξ(t) is the Gaussian noise which satisfies 〈ξ(t)〉 = 0
and 〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = δ(t−t′). The solution of the OU process
(A1) is

I(t) = I(0)e−t +
√
2

∫ t

0

ds e−(t−s)ξ(s), (A2)

and the ensemble-averaged correlation function is calcu-
lated to be

〈I(t)I(0)〉 = 〈I2(0)〉e−t +
√
2

∫ t

0

ds e−(t−s)〈I(0)ξ(s)〉

= e−t,

(A3)

where the initial ensemble is the equilibrium distribution,
i.e., 〈I(0)〉 = 0 and 〈I2(0)〉 = 1.
As shown in the main text, if we subtract the time aver-

age of I(t) from I(t), the correlation function apparently
changes. The time average for a finite measurement time
Ī(T ) is generally non-zero whereas the ensemble average
of 〈I〉 is zero. The time-averaged correlation function for
I(t)− Ī(T ) can be represented as

C′(t;T ) =
1

T − t

∫ T−t

0

dt′[I(t′)− Ī(T )][I(t′ + t)− Ī(T )],

(A4)
where Ī(T ) is the time-average of I(t) over a finite mea-
surement time:

Ī(T ) ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dt′ I(t′). (A5)

C′(t;T ) defined by Eq. (A4) does not coincide to the
ensemble-averaged correlation function except the limit
of T → ∞. Using the correlation function for I(t) with-
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out the subtraction,

C(t;T ) ≡ 1

T − t

∫ T−t

0

dt′ I(t′)I(t′ + t), (A6)

we have

C′(t;T ) = C(t;T ) + Ī2(T )− 1

T − t

∫ T−t

0

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′)− 1

T − t

∫ T

t

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′)

= C(t;T ) + Ī2(T )− T

T − t

1

T

∫ T

0

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′) +
1

T − t

∫ T

T−t

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′)

− T

T − t

1

T

∫ T

0

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′) +
1

T − t

∫ t

0

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′)

= C(t;T )− T + t

T − t
Ī2(T ) +

1

T − t

∫ T

T−t

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′) +
1

T − t

∫ t

0

dt′ Ī(T )I(t′).

(A7)

The ensemble average of Eq. (A7) is calculated to be

〈C′(t;T )〉 = e−t − 〈Ī2(T )〉+ 1

T − t

[
∫ T

T−t

dt′ 〈Ī(T )I(t′)〉+
∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Ī(T )I(t′)〉
]

. (A8)

The ensemble averages appear in Eq. (A8) are calculated as follows:

〈Ī2(T )〉 = 1

T 2

∫ T

0

dt′
∫ T

0

dt′′ 〈I(t′)I(t′′)〉 = 2

T 2

∫ T

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′ e−(t′−t′′) =
2

T 2
(e−T − 1 + T ), (A9)

〈Ī(T )I(t′)〉 = 1

T

∫ T

0

dt′′ 〈I(t′)I(t′′)〉 = 1

T

[

∫ t′

0

dt′′ e−t′+t′′ +

∫ T

t′
dt′′ e−t′′+t′

]

=
1

T

[

2− e−t′ − e−(T−t′)
]

, (A10)

∫ T

T−t

dt′ 〈Ī(T )I(t′)〉 =
∫ T

T−t

dt′
1

T

[

2− e−t′ − e−(T−t′)
]

=
1

T
[2t− 1 + e−T + e−t − et−T ], (A11)

∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Ī(T )I(t′)〉 = 1

T
[2t− 1 + e−T + e−t − et−T ]. (A12)

Finally, we have the explicit expression for 〈C′(t;T )〉 as

〈C′(t;T )〉 = e−t − 2(T + t)

(T − t)T 2
(e−T − 1 + T ) +

2

T (T − t)
[2t− 1 + e−T + e−t − et−T ]. (A13)

Figure 4(a) shows 〈C′(t;T )〉 with several different T values. For comparison, 〈C(t;T )〉 = e−t is also shown. We find
that 〈C′(t;T )〉 becomes zero at finite t. This means that this correlation function apparently decays very rapidly.
Figure 4(b) shows the same data as Figure 4(a), but in the semi-logarithmic scale. We can observe that the shapes
of 〈C′(t;T )〉 is not largely affected by T but 〈C′(t;T )〉 shifts to lower values as T decreases.

[1] H. Scher and E. W. Montroll, Anomalous transit-time
dispersion in amorphous solids, Phys. Rev. B 12, 2455

(1975).
[2] C. Monthus and J.-P. Bouchaud, Models of traps and
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Appendix A: Derivation of time-averaged

correlation function for Orstein-Uhlenbeck process

Here, we derive the time-averaged correlation function,
defined by Eq. (16), for a one-dimensional OU process.
The OU process is a simple Gaussian process and the
ensemble-averaged correlation function becomes a single
exponential form. We employ the following OU process
for ):

dx

dt
) + (A1)

where ) is the Gaussian noise which satisfies

= 0 (A2)

The solution of the OU process is

) = (0) ds e (A3)

and the ensemble-averaged correlation function is calcu-
lated to be

(0) (0) ds e (0)

(A4)
The time-averaged correlation function can be repre-

sented as

) = dt )][ )]

(A5)
where

dt (A6)

Using

dt (A7)

we have

) = ) + ¯ dt dt
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dt ) + dt

− t
) + dt ) + dt

The ensemble average is calculated to be

− 〈 dt dt (A8)

The followsing averages and integrals are calculated as
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FIG. 4. (a) The time-averaged correlation functions of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process calculated by subtracting the time-
average value in the observation time window. For comparison, the ensemble-averaged correlation function C(t) = e−t is shown
(the broken curve). (b) The same data as (a) but plotted in the semi-logarithmic scale.
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