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We consider a generic one-dimensional stochastic process x(t), or a random walk Xn, which
describes the position of a particle evolving inside an interval [a, b], with absorbing walls located at
a and b. In continuous time, x(t) is driven by some equilibrium process θ(t), while in discrete time,
the jumps of Xn follow a stationary process that obeys a time reversal property. An important
observable to characterize its behaviour is the exit probability Eb(x, t), which is the probability for
the particle to be absorbed first at the wall b, before or at time t, given its initial position x. In
this paper we show that the derivation of this quantity can be tackled by studying a dual process
y(t) very similar to x(t) but with hard walls at a and b. More precisely, we show that the quantity

Eb(x, t) for the process x(t) is equal to the probability Φ̃(x, t|b) of finding the dual process inside
the interval [a, x] at time t, with y(0) = b. We show that this duality applies to various processes
which are of interest in physics, including models of active particles, diffusing diffusivity models, a
large class of discrete and continuous time random walks, and even processes subjected to stochastic
resetting. For all these cases, we provide an explicit construction of the dual process. We also give
simple derivations of this identity both in the continuous and in the discrete time setting, as well as
numerical tests for a large number of models of interest. Finally, we use simulations to show that
the duality is also likely to hold for more complex processes such as fractional Brownian motion.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of first-passage properties of stochastic processes has a long history, both in mathematics and in physics,
with applications ranging from biology to mathematical finance. In general, the question can be formulated rather
simply: consider for instance a random walk on an interval [a, b]. What is the probability that it reaches b before
reaching a (called the exit, splitting or hitting probability) ? What is the probability that it remains in the interval
up to time t (the survival probability) ? What is the distribution of first-passage time at b ? Beyond their direct
applications, these very general questions also share strong connections with the study of extreme value statistics.
For general surveys on the topic, see [1–4].

One type of models for which these questions have attracted a lot of attention recently are active particles. These
systems, akin to living organisms, are capable of converting energy into directed motion, and they exhibit distinctive
out-of-equilibrium stochastic dynamics [5–9]. At variance with a passive Brownian particle subjected to a simple
white noise, active particles experience a random noise that is correlated in time – a colored noise [10] – leading to a
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persistence in their motion. This distinctive property gives rise to many interesting features such as non-Boltzmann
steady states [11–15] and also leads to emergent collective behaviors, such as motility-induced phase transitions [16–19]
or flocking phenomena [20, 21], among others. Famous models of active particles include the run-and-tumble particle
(RTP), inspired from the motion of bacteria such as E. Coli [11, 22, 23] (also known in the math literature as the
persistent random walk [24, 25]), the active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP) [13, 26] and the active Brownian
particle (ABP) [8, 27].

For such systems, first-passage problems are particularly relevant in biological and chemical contexts – for instance,
for search processes where one considers a searcher (e.g. an animal) looking for a target (e.g. food) without knowing
its location [28, 29]. Most of the analytical studies focus on the simplest case of a free run-and-tumble particle
(RTP), for which the exit probability, survival probability and mean first-passage time (MFPT) have been computed
in various settings, in one-dimension [14, 30–33] or higher [34–36]. More recently, some extensions of these results in
the presence of an external potential [12, 37, 38] or partially absorbing boundaries [39–41] have been obtained, but
this can be quite challenging. Few attempts were made beyond the RTP case, apart from the escape time of an Active
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP) from a well [42].

On a seemingly unrelated note, active particles exhibit peculiar behavior under confinement. In particular their
persistent motion leads them to accumulate near walls [43–46]. It is thus natural to study their properties in the
presence of hard walls, especially the distribution of their positions. This was done in the 1d case, for RTPs [47], as
well as for AOUPs [48, 49] (in the second case the hard wall was modeled by a steep but finite potential).

Surprisingly, there is a strong connection between absorbing and hard wall (or reflective) boundary conditions.
This was first pointed out by Lévy in the case of Brownian motion [50], and by Lindley for discrete random walks
[51]. Siegmund later generalized this relation, which became known as Siegmund duality: two processes x(t) and y(t)
(where t is either discrete or continuous) such that x(0) = x and y(0) = y are said to be Siegmund duals if, at any
time t,

P(x(t) ≥ y|x(0) = x) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x|y(0) = y) , (1)

where for the sake of clarity we will denote with a tilde all quantities associated to the dual. Siegmund showed
the existence of a Siegmund dual for any one-dimensional stochastically monotone Markov process (meaning that
P(x(t) ≥ y|x(0) = x) is a non-decreasing function of x) [52]. Since then, extensions to more general Markov processes
have been considered [53–56]. Depending on the setting it is not always obvious how to explicitly construct this dual.
However, if x(t) is a Brownian motion or a random walk with i.i.d steps, with absorbing boundary conditions, then
y(t) has the exact same dynamics as x(t) but with hard walls.

In this paper, x(t) takes values in an interval [a, b] and has absorbing walls at a and b (thus y(t) has hard walls at
a and b). We will consider a slightly unusual definition of absorbing boundary condition: if the particle reaches a or
b, it “sticks” to the wall and remains there afterwards. On the other hand, hard walls are considered as an infinite
potential step. Thus, if the particle has a persistent motion, it will stay at the wall until its velocity changes sign (see
Figure 1 for a schematic description of these boundary conditions). Our main quantity of interest is the finite time
exit probability at b, which we define as the probability to be absorbed at b before or at time t, when x(0) = x,

Eb(x, t) = P(x(t) = b|x(0) = x) . (2)

Here we mostly focus on the case where y = b in (1). The identity (1) then gives us a relation between Eb(x, t) and

the cumulative distribution of the dual y(t) denoted Φ̃(x, t|b) (since with our definition of absorbing walls, x(t) ≥ b is
simply equivalent to x(t) = b)

Eb(x, t) = Φ̃(x, t|b) , where Φ̃(x, t|b) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x|y(0) = b) . (3)

A simple example is when x(t) is a Brownian motion (in which case y(t) is a Brownian motion with hard walls). In

that case Eb(x, t) and Φ̃(x, t|b) both obey the diffusion equation ∂tEb(x, t) = T∂2
xEb(x, t), with the same boundary

conditions Eb(a, t) = Φ̃(a, t|b) = 0 and Eb(b, t) = Φ̃(b, t|b) = 1, and the same initial condition Eb(b, 0) = Φ̃(b, 0|b) = 1,

or Eb(x, 0) = Φ̃(x, 0|b) = 0 if x < b. This is a direct consequence of (3).
Note that if x(t) now diffuses in a potential V (x), it is well known that in the stationary state, the exit probability

reads
∫ x

a
dz e

V (z)
T /

∫ b

a
dz e

V (z)
T . This is the same expression as the cumulative distribution of a Brownian motion with

hard walls at a and b, in the presence of a reversed potential −V (x) (this has been noticed for instance in [57]). This
is a general result: if x(t) is subjected to an external force, the sign of the force is reversed in the case of its dual y(t).
In Appendix A 1, we give a simple derivation of (3) for a Brownian motion with an external force, which illustrates
this statement beyond the stationary state.

Another class of processes for which one can apply (1) is Lévy flights. In the continuum limit, when x(t) is a Lévy
flight whose increments obey a Lévy stable symmetric law of index 0 < µ ≤ 2, the probability that it exits the interval
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FIG. 1. In this figure, we show the two types of boundaries that we consider throughout the whole paper, and how particles
behave around them. The trajectories shown are schematics and could be for instance sampled from a run-and-tumble dynamics.
Left: The process x(t) is surrounded by two absorbing walls at a and b. If the particle reaches one of the two walls it will be
absorbed and stay stuck to the wall forever. Right: The process y(t) is surrounded by two hard walls at a and b. In this case,
if the particle is at a wall, and if its velocity ẏ(t) is directed toward the wall, it will stay at the wall until ẏ(t) changes sign.

[a, b] at b after an infinite time reads [57–59]

Eb(x, t → +∞) =
Γ(2ϕ)

Γ(ϕ)2
(b− a)1−2ϕ

∫ x

a

du [(u− a)(b− u)]
ϕ−1

, (4)

where ϕ = µ/2. If x(t) is a Lévy flight, then its dual y(t) is also a Lévy flight with the same increments. This is
confirmed by a more recent and completely independent derivation of the stationary distribution of a Lévy flight
between two hard walls, P̃st(x) = ∂xΦ̃(x, t → +∞|b), in [60],

P̃st(x) =
Γ(2ϕ)

Γ(ϕ)2
(b− a)1−2ϕ [(x− a)(b− x)]

ϕ−1
=

dEb(x, t → ∞)

dx
. (5)

As we can see, P̃st(x) is simply the derivative of Eb(x), which is a direct consequence of the duality (3) at infinite
time1.

The original results by Siegmund were derived for one-dimensional Markov processes. Active particle models are
by definition non-Markovian when one only considers the position of the particle, but they are Markovian when
considering both the position and the driving velocity. In fact, the existence of a dual process was also shown for
processes driven by a stationary process, in [61] for discrete time and in [62] for continuous time (it has even been
extended to higher dimensions in [63]). In this setting, inspired by applications to finance, the exit probability (called
ruin probability in this context) is related to the cumulative distribution of some dual process, defined in very general
terms.

Siegmund duality can be seen as a particular case of Markov duality (see [64–67] for reviews and other examples).
Such duality relations are frequently used by mathematicians and have been applied in various contexts, including
queuing theory, finance and population genetics, as well as interacting particle systems and systems with a reservoir
of particles [68–73]. Yet, they seem to be less well-known among the physics community (although similar relations
have been sometimes pointed out [57, 74–76]).

In [38], we highlighted the connection between absorbing boundaries and hard walls for a specific model of active
particle: a run-and-tumble particle inside an arbitrary external potential. For this system, we gave an explicit
formulation of the Siegmund dual and derived the relation between the exit probability and the distribution of
positions of the particle at any time. In the stationary state, both quantities were computed explicitly. Here, we
generalize the relation presented in [38] for RTPs to a broader class of systems, including the most well-known models
of active particles

In this paper we consider two types of models. The first one is a one-dimensional continuous stochastic subjected
to a force and to a Gaussian white noise, with absorbing boundary conditions. Both the force and the temperature
may depend on a parameter which is itself a Markov process at equilibrium. This definition was inspired by active

1 The derivation in Sec. IVA, as well as the original results by Lindley, apply in particular to Lévy flights in discrete time. Taking
the continuous time limit would require a rigorous analysis on its own, but it is reasonable to assume that the duality still holds in that
case.
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particle models, but it also includes other models of interest such as diffusing diffusivity models [77–80]. These models
were introduced recently as an attempt to understand the “non-Gaussian normal diffusion” observed in several soft
matter systems [81–83] (meaning that the mean squared displacement is linear in time but the distribution of position
is not Gaussian). The second model is a 1d random walk with stationary increments, (and again absorbing boundary
conditions). In both settings, we construct explicitly a dual process, with hard wall boundary conditions, such that (1)
is satisfied. We provide intuitive derivations of this duality relation, as well as analytical and numerical illustrations
for some well-known models. Our goal is not to provide fully rigorous proofs, but rather to extend the use of Siegmund
duality to new fields and to convince physicists of its usefulness.

The precise setting and the main results of this paper are presented in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we derive these results
in the case of continuous stochastic processes, using the Fokker-Planck formalism. We also provide some numerical
results which illustrate this duality for common models of active particles and other processes. Similar results exist for
discrete time random walks (as well as continuous time random walks). We derive them in Sec. IV using a completely
different approach from the continuous case, based on a mapping between individual trajectories of the model and its
dual. As an illustration we discuss the case of the persistent random walk, a discrete time version of the RTP [84–86].
Finally, in Sec. V we extend the duality to processes subjected to stochastic resetting [87–89]. These systems restart
their dynamics at a given point at random times, which makes them out-of-equilibrium. An important application
of such models are search processes, which makes the study of their first-passage properties particularly relevant
[87, 90–93]. We conclude this paper by discussing some limitations and possible extensions of our results in Sec. VI.

II. MAIN RESULTS

We consider a one-dimensional stochastic process x(t) which evolves according to the following stochastic differential
equation (SDE),

ẋ(t) = f (x(t),θ(t)) +
√

2T (x(t),θ(t)) ξ(t) , (6)

where f (x,θ) and T (x,θ) are arbitrary functions which act respectively as a force and a temperature. In Eq. (6),
ξ(t) represents a Gaussian white noise with zero mean and unit variance, and θ(t) is a vector of arbitrary dimension
with stochastic components governed by the Markovian dynamics (independent of x(t))

θ̇(t) = g (θ(t)) + [2D(θ(t))]
1/2 · η(t) , (7)

where D is a positive matrix2. The ηi(t)’s are again independent Gaussian white noises with zero mean and unit
variance. In the whole paper we use the Itō prescription for multiplicative noise [4, 94]. Additionally, we allow θ(t)
to jump from a value θ to θ′ with a transition kernel W(θ′|θ). More precisely, during a time interval dt, θ(t) evolves
according to (7) with probability 1− dt

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ), or jumps to some value θ′ with probability W(θ′|θ)dθ′ dt. We

assume that θ(t) admits an equilibrium distribution peq(θ) which satisfies the local detailed balance conditions3

−gi(θ)peq(θ) +
∑
j

∂θj [Dij(θ)peq(θ)] = 0 , ∀ i, (8)

W(θ|θ′)peq(θ
′) = W(θ′|θ)peq(θ) . (9)

The first equation (8) corresponds to the vanishing of the probability current in (7). Since discrete jumps are allowed,
we also need a separate detailed balance condition given by (9).
This definition encompasses a wide variety of stochastic processes which are relevant to physics. At the end of

this section we will show how it can be specialized to active particles, leading to the results of our previous paper
in the case of RTPs [38]. To put it simply, for these models θ(t) = v(t) corresponds to the intrinsic velocity of the
active particle. In models such as the AOUP, the evolution of v(t) follows a Langevin equation similar to (7) (an
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process in that case), while for other models such as the RTP, v(t) takes discrete values, hence
the transition kernel W(θ′|θ). A combination of these two types of evolution is possible, as it is the case for the
direction reversing active Brownian particle [95, 96]. Another important class of models included in this definition are
diffusing diffusivity models [77–80]: in that case, θ is a d-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (D is a constant, g
is a harmonic force and W = 0), f (x,θ) = F (x) and T (x,θ) = θ2. In some situations, one may also want to consider
a force f(x,θ, t) with an explicit time dependence. We will mention this case in Sec. III.

2 Throughout the paper, we use bold letters to denote vectors and we underline matrices.
3 When initialized in its equilibrium distribution peq(θ), θ(t) satisfies P (θ(t1), ...,θ(tn)) = P (θ(t1 + τ), ...,θ(tn + τ)) for any times

t1, ..., tn and any time-shift τ , and is called a stationary process.
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of typical trajectories which contribute to the probabilities Eb(x, v, t) and Φ̃(x, t| − v; b).
Left: The process x(t) following the Langevin dynamics (20) initiates its motion at position x(t = 0) = x with velocity
v(t = 0) = v. Its motion is eventually influenced by the presence of an external potential V (x). Two absorbing walls are
located at a and b. The trajectory shown is absorbed at b before time t and hence contributes to the exit probability Eb(x, v, t).
Right: The dual process of x(t), namely y(t) (with Langevin dynamics (21)), featuring hard walls at x = a and x = b. The
dual particle initiates its motion at y(t = 0) = b with an initial velocity drawn from the equilibrium distribution of the process
v(t), and in the presence of the reversed potential −V (y). The trajectory shown contributes to Φ(x, t|ṽ(t) = −v; b), i.e. the
probability of locating the dual particle within the interval [a, x] with a velocity −v at time t. In this paper we show that

Eb(x, v, t) = Φ̃(x, t| − v; b).

We are interested in a situation where two absorbing walls are present at the positions x = a and x = b, with
b > a. By absorbing wall we mean that if the particle reaches one of these walls at any point in time, it remains
there indefinitely (see left panel of Fig. 1). It is important to stress that, contrary to another common definition of
absorbing boundary conditions, the particle does not disappear, such that the integral of the particle density over the
interval [a, b], including walls, remains equal to 1 at all times. The particle is initially placed inside the box such that
x(0) ∈ [a, b]. The quantity that we want to compute is the probability that the particle reaches the wall located at b
before or at time t (without touching the wall at a). This is called the exit probability at b. In the current setting it
can be formally defined as

Eb(x,θ, t) = P(x(t) = b|x(0) = x,θ(0) = θ) . (10)

Here and in the rest of the paper, we use the notation P(x(t) ∈ ...) to refer to the probability mass function that x(t)
belongs to a given set, while the notation P or p refers to a probability density. Being able to compute this quantity
for a certain process gives us a lot of information about the first passage properties of this process. In particular, it
contains the information on the survival probability, i.e. the probability that the particle is still in the interval [a, b]4

after a duration t,

Q[a,b](x,θ, t) = 1− Ea(x,θ, t)− Eb(x,θ, t) . (11)

One may also take the limit a → −∞, in which case it describes the probability that the particle is still below the value
x = b after a duration t. The survival probability can in turn be used to obtain the first passage time distribution of
the process. It also plays an important role in the computation of extreme value statistics [3, 97, 98].

The main results of this paper rely on the definition of a dual process of x(t), which we denote y(t). The evolution
of y(t) is governed by the equation

ẏ(t) = f̃ (y(t),θ(t)) +
√

2T (y(t),θ(t)) ξ(t) , f̃(x,θ) = −f (x,θ) + ∂xT (x,θ) . (12)

If the temperature is independent of the position, y(t) has the same dynamics as x(t) but with the sign of f reversed,
while if the temperature is space dependent the force also has an additional term ∂xT . Note that the transformation

4 Eq. (11) is mostly interesting for x ∈ [a, b], but with the definition (10) it remains valid for x = a and x = b since Ea(a,θ, t) =
Eb(b,θ, t) = 1.
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f → −f + ∂xT is its own inverse. Thus if one wants to find the process x(t) which is dual to y(t), the force applied

to x(t) is also given by f = −f̃ + ∂xT . Here θ(t) and ξ(t) denote different realisations of the same processes as the
ones appearing in (6). In addition, we assume the presence of hard walls at a and b instead of absorbing walls. This
means that if the particle is at y = b with a positive velocity, it remains at y = b until its velocity changes sign (and
symmetrically for y = a – see right panel of Fig. 1).

Let us now assume that the dual process is initialized at position y(0) = b and that θ(0) is drawn from the
equilibrium distribution peq(θ). Given these initial conditions, we are interested in the probability of finding the dual
particle in an interval [a, y] at time t, conditioned on the value of θ(t), i.e. the cumulative distribution of the dual
process y(t) given θ(t). We write it as follows

Φ̃(y, t|θ; b) = P̃(y(t) ≤ y|θ(t) = θ; y(0) = b,θ(0)eq) , (13)

where the tildes indicate that the observable concerns the dual process. We also use a semicolon to separate the
events at time t (the conditioning on θ(t), on the left in Eq. (17)) from the initial condition (on the right). In the
whole paper, a conditioning on θ(0)eq means that θ(0) is drawn from peq(θ).
The primary objective of this paper is to demonstrate that, based on the above assumptions, it is possible to

establish the following duality relation at all time:

Eb(x,θ, t) = Φ̃(x, t|θ; b) . (14)

In simpler terms, this relation implies that the probability that the process x(t) reaches the boundary b before time
t when initiated with θ(0) = θ, is equal to the probability of finding the dual process y(t) - where θ(t) = θ - within
the interval [a, x] at time t, where x = x(t = 0) and y(t = 0) = b. Of course, the relation (14) has an equivalent
for the exit probability at x = a, Ea(x,θ, t), which can be immediately deduced by symmetry (one simply needs to

revert the inequality in the definition of Φ̃ and to choose y(0) = a). The relation (14) also remains valid in the limit
where there is only one absorbing wall, for instance when a → −∞ (see appendix A 2 for an illustration in the case of

Brownian motion). Note that Eb(x,θ, t) and Φ̃(x, t|θ; b) are both increasing functions of x at fixed t and increasing
functions of t at fixed x (as long as f does not depend explicitly on time).
This duality relation is illustrated schematically in Fig. 2, where typical trajectories contributing to the probabilities

Eb(x,θ, t) and Φ̃(x, t|θ; b) are shown. It can be intuitively understood as a form of time reversal symmetry (hence
the minus sign that appears in front of the force for the dual, while the additional term ∂xT compensates for the
flux of probability generated by the gradient of diffusion coefficient). This interpretation will become clearer with the
derivation of the discrete time variant of this identity in Sec. IVA.

A particular situation where the relation (14) can be useful is when the process y(t) admits a stationary distribution,
in which case one may consider the infinite time limit. If the system is ergodic, the stationary distribution is unique
and independent of the initial condition. In this case (14) becomes at large times

Est
b (x,θ) = Φ̃st(x|θ) , (15)

where the notation “st” means that the quantities are drawn from there stationary distribution (Est
b (x,θ) =

limt→+∞ Eb(x,θ, t) and similarly for Φ̃). In that case one has Est
b (x,θ) + Est

a (x,θ) = 1.
One can also imagine situations where the initial value of θ is unknown. In this case we assume that it is drawn

from its equilibrium distribution peq(θ) and we define

Eb(x, t) =

∫
dθ peq(θ)Eb(x,θ, t) , (16)

as well as

Φ̃(y, t|b) = P̃(y(t) ≤ y, t|y(0) = b,θ(0)eq) =

∫
dθ peq(θ)Φ̃(y, t|θ; b) . (17)

Averaging both sides of (14) over peq(θ) we obtain

Eb(x, t) = Φ̃(x, t|b) . (18)

Finally, it is possible to derive the equivalent of (1) for the Langevin dynamics (6) (see Appendix B for the complete
derivation). The duality relation reads in this case

P(x(t) ≥ y|x(0) = x,θ(0)eq) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x|y(0) = y,θ(0)eq) . (19)
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This relation connects the full probability density of x(t) (in the presence of absorbing walls) at any finite time with
the probability density of y(t) (in the presence of hard walls). The relation (18) can be recovered from Eq. (19) by
taking y = b. It is worth mentioning that Eq. (19) still holds when there are no walls.

Specialization to active particle models. A particular class of models for which this duality relation can be
interesting is active particles models. Here we explain how to recover the results of [38] from the more general results
derived here. The most well-known active particle models can all be described as follows: θ(t) = v(t) is a scalar which
represents the random velocity, and the dynamics typically involve f(x, v) = F (x)+α(x) v(t), with F (x) denoting an
external force, and α(x) a (generally positive) function modulating the particle’s intrinsic speed, while we choose the
temperature T (x, v) = T (x) to be independent of v. The equation of motion is then

ẋ(t) = F (x(t)) + α(x(t)) v(t) +
√

2T (x(t)) ξ(t) . (20)

This setting includes in particular:
- the run-and-tumble particle (RTP), which corresponds to g = 0, D = 0, and W(v′|v) = γ δ(v + v′) in Eq. (7),

having for initial condition v(0) = ±v0, resulting in a constant velocity of ±v0 throughout.
- the active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP), represented by g(v) = − v

τ and D = D
τ2 (constant), with W = 0.

- for a two-dimensional active Brownian particle (ABP) projected into one dimension, it is simpler to choose θ in (6)
as the angle φ between the particle’s orientation and the x-axis. Here, the dynamics involve f(x, φ) = F (x)+α(x) cosφ
(we assume that the external force along the x-direction does not vary along the other space direction), with parameters
g = 0, D a constant and W = 0. However this can be easily rewritten under the form (20) by writing v(t) = cosφ.

For an active particle, the dual process of Eq. (20) is equivalent to

ẏ(t) = F̃ (y(t)) + α(y(t)) ṽ(t) +
√

2T (y(t)) ξ(t) , F̃ (x) = −F (x) + ∂xT (x) , (21)

where ṽ(t) has the same dynamics as −v(t). This definition is more in line with the interpretation of v as a velocity
(changing the sign of α(x) would lead to a counter-inuitive situation where a positive velocity, i.e. positive value of
v(t), would push the particle in the − direction). For all the examples considered in this paper (RTP, AOUP and
ABP), the equation of motion is invariant under the change v → −v, so that ṽ(t) evolves as v(t).

In this setting, Eq. (14) reads

Eb(x, v, t) = Φ̃(x, t|ṽ(t) = −v; b) . (22)

Here, it relates the exit probability of a particle with initial velocity v with the cumulative distribution of the dual
particle with velocity −v at time t. Similarly, the results (15), (18) and (19) can be rewritten in terms of v(t) and ṽ(t).

Discrete time random walks. All the results above have an equivalent for discrete time random walks of the
form

Xn = Xn−1 +Wn , (23)

where Wn is a stationary stochastic process whose stationary distribution pst(w) obeys the time reversal property:

pst(w1)P (W2 = w2, ...,WT = wT |W1 = w1) = pst(wT )P (W2 = wT−1, ...,WT = w1|W1 = wT ) . (24)

The process Wn can take either discrete or continuous values, but its evolution does not depend on the position Xn.
If Xn has absorbing boundary conditions, we show in Sec. IV how to construct its dual Yn, with hard wall boundary
conditions, such that the results above hold. We also propose an extension to continuous time random walks. An
interesting example is the persistent random walk (which can be considered as a discrete model of active particles),
which we use to illustrate the discrete time result in Sec. IVD.

Stochastic resetting. All the models considered here can be extended by adding Poissonian resetting of the
position. During a time interval [t, t+ dt], the process x(t) evolves according to (6) with probability 1−∑n

i=1 ridt, or
restarts it dynamics at position Xi

r ∈ [a, b] with probability ridt, where ri (i = 1, ..., n) is the resetting rate associated
with the resetting position Xi

r. In that case, the definition of the dual is a bit more subtle. Similarly to x(t), the dual
process y(t) “resets” with rates ri, i = 1, ..., N , but instead of resetting to a fixed position, the position y(t+) after
the reset now depends on the position y(t−) just before the reset: if y(t−) ≤ Xi

r, then y(t+) = a, but if y(t−) > Xi
r,

one has instead y(t+) = b. Resetting can also be considered for discrete random walks. The details are given in Sec. V.
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Since the equations used to compute analytically the two quantities Eb and Φ̃ are quite similar (indeed in Sec. III A
we show that in the continuous case they satisfy the same differential equation with the same boundary and initial
conditions), one could expect that the difficulty associated with both computations will be comparable in most cases.
However, it is useful to know that they are connected by such a simple relation, so that one can always obtain the second
quantity as a byproduct of the other. In addition, some approximations or solution methods which might appear
natural in one case might be less intuitive in the other (e.g. the replacement of the hard wall by a steep harmonic
potential as done in [48, 49]). If one wants to compute these quantities using numerical simulations however, there
are cases where one quantity is clearly simpler to obtain than the other. In particular if one is interested in the large
time limit, if the system is ergodic, the stationary density in the presence of hard walls can be obtained using a single
simulation and averaging over time. In contrast, computing the exit probability requires a large number of simulations
starting from every position x and waiting for the particle to reach one of the walls every time, which requires much
more computation time. This could also be useful in experimental settings, where it is often much simpler to obtain
long time series of data from a single particle trajectory [99]. One could therefore imagine an experimental protocol
to indirectly measure the exit probability of a particle via the measure of the distribution of positions of a “dual”
particle. On the other hand, the probability density conditioned on the value of θ can be challenging to compute
numerically, while computing the exit probability for a given initial value of θ is quite straightforward.

III. DUALITY FOR CONTINUOUS STOCHASTIC PROCESSES

In this section we derive the duality relation (14) for continuous stochastic processes using the Fokker-Planck
formalism. This derivation is a generalization of the one presented in Appendix A1 for a Brownian motion with an
external force and in [38] for a run-and-tumble particle. We then illustrate this relation on several examples through
numerical simulations.

A. Derivation of the duality relation from the Fokker-Planck equation

In this section we will show the main result (14) for continuous stochastic processes, using the Fokker-Planck
equation. We consider a general continuous stochastic process of the form:

ẋ(t) = f (x(t),θ(t)) +
√

2T (x(t),θ(t)) ξ(t) , (25)

where ξ(t) is Gaussian white noise with zero mean and unit variance. θ(t) is a vector of parameters which follows a
stochastic evolution independent of x, of the form

θ̇(t) = g (θ(t)) + [2D(θ(t))]
1/2 · η(t) . (26)

where D is a positive matrix and the ηi(t)’s are independent Gaussian white noises with zero mean and unit variance.
In addition, it can jump from the value θ to θ′ with a transition kernel W(θ′|θ).
The Fokker-Planck equation for the joint probability density P (x,θ, t) reads (with the Itō convention)

∂tP = −∂x[f(x,θ)P ]+∂2
x[T (x,θ)P ]−

∑
i

∂θi [gi(θ)P ]+
∑
i,j

∂2
θiθj [Dij(θ)P ]+

∫
dθ′ [W(θ|θ′)P (x,θ′, t)−W(θ′|θ)P (x,θ, t)] .

(27)
We will denote Pθ(x, t) = P (x, t|θ) the probability density of the positions conditioned on θ and p(θ, t) the density
probability of θ, such that P (x,θ, t) = p(θ, t)Pθ(x, t). Integrating (27) over x we obtain the Fokker-Planck equation
for p(θ, t) (we will consider densities with a finite support [a, b], thus the boundary terms vanish)

∂tp = −
∑
i

∂θi [gi(θ)p] +
∑
i,j

∂2
θiθj [Dij(θ)p] +

∫
dθ′ [W(θ|θ′)p(θ′, t)−W(θ′|θ)p(θ, t)] . (28)

Note that we can also derive Eq. (28) directly from Eq. (26). We now assume that equation (28) has an equilibrium
solution peq(θ), i.e. a stationary solution which satisfies the local detailed balance conditions

0 = −gi(θ)peq(θ) +
∑
j

∂θj [Dij(θ)peq(θ)] , ∀ i, (29)

W(θ|θ′)peq(θ
′) = W(θ′|θ)peq(θ) . (30)



10

Let us first consider the dynamics (25)-(26) on an interval [a, b] with absorbing boundary conditions at x = a and
x = b. In this section we assume that the whole interval is accessible to the particle5. We are interested in the
probability that a particle starting at position x at time t = 0, with a certain initialisation value of θ, is absorbed at
x = b before time t, denoted Eb(x,θ, t). Since the joint process (x,θ) is Markovian, one has

Eb(x,θ, t+ dt) = Eξ,η

[
Eb

(
x+ dt[f(x,θ) +

√
2T (x,θ) ξ(t)],θ + dt[g(θ) + (2D(θ))1/2 · η(t)], t

)]
+ dt

∫
dθ′ W(θ′|θ)[Eb(x,θ

′, t)− Eb(x,θ, t)] , (31)

which leads to the backward Fokker-Planck equation for Eb(x,θ, t),

∂tEb = f(x,θ)∂xEb+T (x,θ)∂2
xEb+

∑
i

gi(θ)∂θiEb+
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθjEb+

∫
dθ′ W(θ′|θ)[Eb(x,θ

′, t)−Eb(x,θ, t)] , (32)

which is complemented by the boundary conditions6

Eb(a
+,θ, t) = 0 for all f(a+,θ) < 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of a, (33)

Eb(b
−,θ, t) = 1 for all f(b−,θ) > 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of b,

and the initial conditions

Eb(x,θ, 0) = 0 for x < b, (34)

Eb(b,θ, 0) = 1.

The boundary conditions (33) require some explanation. Although the values of Eb(x,θ, t) exactly at x = a and
x = b are fixed by the absorbing conditions, there can be discontinuities in some cases. Indeed if T (x,θ) = 0 and
the force f(x,θ) is driving the particle away from the wall at time t = 0, then a particle starting at an infinitesimal
distance from the wall will not be absorbed immediately (in fact it may even escape and reach the opposite wall).
However if the force is driving the particle towards the wall, then it will be absorbed with probability 1 and there will
be no discontinuity. Additionally, if a Brownian term is present, i.e. T (x,θ) > 0, then there can be no discontinuity
independently of the sign of f . Indeed at infinitely small times, only the Brownian term is relevant in this case. Since
a Brownian motion always goes back to its starting point infinitely many times before moving away, the particle will
be absorbed.

Let us now consider the probability density in the presence of hard walls at x = a and x = b. In addition, we
replace the force f(x,θ) by some f̃(x,θ). All the probabilities and probability densities related to this new process
will be denoted with a tilde (however the distribution peq(θ) remains the same). In this case, if T = 0, the density
may have some delta peaks at x = a and x = b (see examples in section III B). Here we assume that at t = 0 the
parameter θ is initialised in its equilibrium distribution peq(θ) (and thus it keeps the same distribution at all times).

Starting from (27), we derive an equation for the conditional density P̃θ(x, t) (using P̃ (x,θ, t) = peq(θ)P̃θ(x, t)),

peq(θ)∂tP̃θ = −peq(θ)∂x

[
f̃(x,θ)P̃θ

]
+ peq(θ)∂

2
x[T (x,θ)P̃θ] + P̃θ

∑
i

∂θi

{
− gi(θ)peq(θ) +

∑
j

∂θj [Dij(θ)peq(θ)]
}

+
∑
i

{
− gi(θ)peq(θ) + 2

∑
j

∂θj [Dij(θ)peq(θ)]
}
∂θi P̃θ +

∑
i,j

Dij(θ)peq(θ)∂
2
θiθj P̃θ (35)

+

∫
dθ′

[
W(θ|θ′)peq(θ

′)P̃θ′ −W(θ′|θ)peq(θ)P̃θ

]
= peq(θ)

{
−∂x[f̃(x,θ)P̃θ] + ∂2

x[T (x,θ)P̃θ] +
∑
i

gi(θ)∂θi P̃θ +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθj P̃θ +

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ)[P̃θ′ − P̃θ]

}
where we have made an extensive use of the detailed balance conditions (29) and (30) to obtain the second identity.
We can then eliminate peq(θ) to obtain

∂tP̃θ = −∂x[f̃(x,θ)P̃θ] + ∂2
x[T (x,θ)P̃θ] +

∑
i

gi(θ)∂θi P̃θ +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθj P̃θ +

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ)[P̃θ′ − P̃θ] . (36)

5 This may not be the case e.g. when the noise terms have a finite amplitude (for instance in the case of RTPs) and the external
force is too strong. See [38] to see how this can be dealt with in the particular case of RTPs at infinite times.

6 In Eq. (33), by “T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of a” we mean that there does not exist ϵ > 0 such that T (x,θ) = 0 for every
x ∈ [a, a+ ϵ].
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We now introduce the cumulative distribution of the conditional density P̃θ,

Φ̃(x, t|θ) =
∫ x

a−
dy P̃θ(y, t) =

∫ x

a−
dy P̃ (y, t|θ) , P̃θ(x, t) = ∂xΦ̃(x,θ, t) (37)

where the integral starts at a− to include a potential delta peak at x = a. Writing (36) in terms of Φ̃ yields

∂x∂tΦ̃ = ∂x

{
−f̃(x,θ)∂xΦ̃+∂x[T (x,θ)∂xΦ̃]+

∑
i

gi(θ)∂θiΦ̃+
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθj Φ̃+

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ)[Φ̃(x, t|θ′)−Φ̃(x, t|θ)]

}
.

(38)

We can then integrate this equation between x = −∞ and x, using that Φ̃(−∞, t|θ) = 0 as well as its derivatives.

Using that ∂x[T (x,θ)∂xΦ̃] = ∂xT (x,θ)∂xΦ̃ + T (x,θ)∂2
xΦ̃, this finally yields the differential equation satisfied by

Φ̃(x, t|θ),

∂tΦ̃ = [−f̃(x,θ)+∂xT (x,θ)]∂xΦ̃+T (x,θ)∂2
xΦ̃+

∑
i

gi(θ)∂θiΦ̃+
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθj Φ̃+

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ)[Φ̃(x, t|θ′)−Φ̃(x, t|θ)] .

(39)

Let us now fix f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) + ∂xT (x,θ). Then this is exactly the same as the equation (32) for the exit
probability at Eb(x,θ, t). Note that to go from Eq. (36) to Eq. (39), it is essential that g and D do not depend on x.
The boundary conditions are

Φ̃(a+, t|θ) = 0 for all f̃(a+,θ) > 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of a, (40)

Φ̃(b−, t|θ) = 1 for all f̃(b−,θ) < 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of b,

which are also the same as (33) when writing f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) + ∂xT (x,θ) = 0 (indeed if T (x,θ) = 0 near the

wall then one simply has f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) in this region). These conditions translate the fact that there can be an
accumulation of particles at the boundaries (i.e. a delta in the density at a or b), but only if the velocity is oriented
towards the wall, and if there is no Brownian noise. Finally, one can choose an initial condition which matches (34)
by assuming that at t = 0 all particles are at x = b,

Φ̃(x, 0|θ; b) = 0 for x < b, (41)

Φ̃(b, 0|θ; b) = 1

(remember that θ is initialised at equilibrium). With this choice of initial condition, the two quantities Eb(x,θ, t)

and Φ̃(x, t|θ; b) follow the same differential equation with the same boundary and initial condition. One can thus
reasonably assume that7

Eb(x,θ, t) = Φ̃(x, t|θ; b) . (42)

In Appendix B, using the same derivation procedure, we show the more general result

P(x(t) ≥ y|x,θ) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x|θ(t) = −θ; y,θ(0)eq) , (43)

from which (19) can be deduced by averaging over peq(θ). This relates the cumulative distribution of the process with
absorbing wall with the cumulative of its dual initialized at position y. It yields back (42) when taking y = b.
To conclude this section, let us add that the result can be extended to a time-dependent force f(x,θ, t). However,

in this case, the time-dependence of the force should be reversed in the dual process. More precisely, if one wants
to compute the exit probability after some time tf , the force applied in the dual process should be f̃(x,θ, t) =
−f(x,θ, tf − t) + ∂xT (x,θ). We will not expand upon this case in the present article, but an example, with some
numerical results, is given in Sec. III B 6.

7 In theory, one would need to show the unicity of the solution of the PDE with these initial and boundary conditions. Here we
choose to leave aside these considerations.
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FIG. 3. We validate the duality relations (22) and (18) numerically considering various models of active particles at finite times.
The dots represent the exit probability, while the solid lines show the empirical cumulative distribution of the dual process, both
being computed numerically through averages over many trajectories. Left: run-and-tumble particle (RTP) with v0 = 2 and
γ = 1. The particle is initialized in the + state for the exit probability and in the presence of a harmonic potential V (x) = µ

2
x2

with µ = 1 for Eb. The dual process is in the presence of the reversed potential −V (x). Center: active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

particle (AOUP) with D = 4, τ = 1, in the presence of a harmonic potential with µ = 1 for Eb and −V (x) for Φ̃. Right: active
Brownian particle (ABP) with velocity v0 = 2 and diffusion coefficient D = 1. In each case, the exit probability overlaps the
empirical cumulative of the dual process perfectly. The discontinuities observed in the yellow curve can be attributed to the
fact that particles starting on the left side of these discontinuities do not have enough time to exit the interval, even if they
remain in the positive state throughout the entire simulation.

B. Examples and numerical results

The duality relation (14), derived in Sec. III A, extends to a broad spectrum of continuous stochastic processes,
including the most well-known models of active particles and diffusing diffusivity models. In this section, we consider
several examples of frequently studied continuous processes, and show numerical evidence that this relation holds in
all these cases. To do this, we performed direct simulations of the stochastic differential equation for each model and
computed the two quantities of interest as follows:

(i) For given initial values of x and θ, we compute Eb(x,θ, t) by simulating independently the trajectories of N
particles over a time interval t and counting how many of them escape at b.
(ii) For the cumulative distribution, we simply simulate independently the trajectories of N particles over a time

interval t, starting from x = b and with the initial value of θ drawn from peq(θ), and compute a histogram of positions
at time t, for each value of θ (if θ varies continuously we need to discretize the θ space).

In practice we only tested the complete relation (14) in the RTP case (see the left panel of Figure 3). For models
where θ takes continuous values we only tested the integrated version (18). We used N ∼ 105−107 depending on the
model8.

The first three models considered in this section are well-known models of active particles, which can all be written
under the form (20) (i.e. θ plays the role of a driving velocity), and for which the dual process and duality relation
take the forms (21) and (22) respectively. We then consider a diffusing diffusivity model, for which the parameter
θ now modifies the temperature of the process x(t). Finally we consider two simple cases with a space-dependent
temperature and a time-dependent external force.

1. RTP

We start with the run-and-tumble particle (RTP) model, defined as

dx

dt
= F (x) + v0 σ(t) , σ(t+ dt) =

{
σ(t) , with probability (1− γ dt)

−σ(t) , with probability γ dt
, (44)

where σ(0) = ±1, and F (x) = −V ′(x) is an arbitrary external force. This case has been studied extensively in [38],
where we have explicitly computed both sides of (22) in the stationary state. In Fig. 3 (left panel) we illustrate this
relation at finite time:

Eb(x,±, t) = Φ̃(x, t|σ̃(t) = ∓; b) . (45)

8 If we only wanted to compute the cumulative distribution in the stationary state, it would be more efficient to perform the simulation
for a single particle and compute the histogram of positions over time once it has reached stationarity, as in [38].
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When computing the r.h.s the initial value of σ̃ should be taken as ±1 with equal probability (since peq(σ = ±1) = 1
2 ).

2. Active Orstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP)

We then consider an active Orstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP), for which the equation of motion is

dx

dt
= F (x) + v(t) , τ

dv

dt
= −v(t) +

√
2D η(t) , (46)

where F (x) = −V ′(x) is an external force, τ is the persistence time, D is a diffusive constant, and η a Gaussian white
noise. For the dual, the velocity v should again be initialised in the equilibrium distribution, now given by

peq(v) =

√
τ

2πD
e−

τv2

2D . (47)

Since conditioning on a continuous variable is more challenging numerically, in this case and the next ones we instead
test the integrated identity (18). Thus the velocity is also initialised in the distribution (47) for the exit probability.
The central panel of Fig. 3 shows a perfect agreement between the two quantities, for an AOUP in a harmonic
potential.

3. 2d active Brownian particle (ABP) between two parallel walls

Another common model of active particles is the active Brownian particle (ABP). It can only be defined in two
dimensions or higher (in 1d it coincides with the RTP). Here we consider the 2d case in the particular situation where
it can effectively be described in 1d. More precisely, we assume that the particle is confined between two parallel walls
perpendicular to the x-direction, at x = a and x = b, and that the external force in the x-direction is independent of
the second coordinate z, so that the evolution along the x-axis is completely independent of the z coordinate,

dx

dt
= Fx(x) + v0 cosφ(t) ,

dz

dt
= Fz(x, z) + v0 sinφ(t) ,

dφ

dt
=

√
2D η(t), (48)

where Fx(x) and Fy(x, z) are the projections of the external force, v0 is a constant speed, D is again a diffusive
constant, and η(t) a Gaussian white noise. Forgetting about the z coordinate, this problem is very similar to the
AOUP case. The equilibrium distribution of φ(t) is simply the uniform distribution on [0, 2π). The right panel of
Figure 3 illustrates Eq. (18) in this case.

4. Diffusing diffusivity

We now consider a family of models which is not connected to active particles, but which has also attracted a
lot of attention in recent year: diffusing diffusivity models. One example is a Brownian particle where the diffusion
coefficient is itself the square norm of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process in arbitrary dimension d,

dx

dt
= F (x) +

√
2T (t) ξ(t) , T (t) = θ2(t) , τ

dθ

dt
= −θ(t) +

√
2D η(t) , (49)

where F (x) is the external force, D is a diffusive constant, and ξ and η are Gaussian white noises. For the simulations,
we restrict ourselves to the simplest case d = 1, although the results are valid for any d, as we have shown in Sec. III A.
For d = 1, the equilibrium distribution of θ is the same as for v in the AOUP case, i.e. (47). In the left panel of Fig. 4
we confirm the validity of the relation (18).

5. Multiplicative noise

In the central panel of Fig. 4 we illustrate the effect of a multiplicative noise on the duality relation with a simple
example. We consider a Brownian particle, with no external force, but with a space-dependent diffusion coefficient
T (x) = 1+ x

2 . For the dual, this means that we need to add a constant force f̃ = ∂xT = 1
2 . In the infinite time limit,

the exit probability is Est
b (x) = x−a

b−a = 1
2 (x + 1) (when a = −b = 1 as in Fig. 4), exactly like for a constant T . This
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FIG. 4. Here, we show numerically the validity of Eq. (18) and (22) at finite time in three different cases. Dots show the value
of the exit probability while the solid lines are for the cumulative distribution for the dual process. Left: diffusing diffusivity
model with diffusion coefficient D = 4 and relaxation time τ = 1. Center: Brownian particle with space-dependent diffusion
coefficient T (x) = 1+ x

2
(and no external potential). To compensate the variations in temperature, the dual process is subjected

to a constant force f̃ = ∂xT = 1
2
. The dashed line shows the cumulative distribution in the absence of this force. Right: RTP

initialized in the + state, subjected to a time dependent force f(t) = a sin(2π t
τ
). The dual process is in the presence of hard

walls, with a force f̃(t) = −a sin(2π
tf−t

τ
) where tf is the time at which we measure the exit probability. The cumulative

distribution is conditioned on σ(t) = −1. Here a = 1, τ = 0.5, v0 = 2 and γ = 1.

is true for any T (x) as long as there is no external force, since the stationary equation is T (x)∂2
xE

st
b = 0, leading to

a linear solution independent of T (x). On the other hand, the equilibrium probability density with hard walls is the

solution of 0 = −f̃(x)Peq + ∂x[T (x)Peq]. In the absence of f̃ , the solution is Peq(x) =
1

T (x)/
∫ b

a
1

T (x) , i.e. the particle

density is higher where the diffusion coefficient is smaller. For f̃ = ∂xT , the equation simplifies to ∂xPeq = 0, leading
to a constant density compatible with (15).

6. Time-dependent force

We end this section with an example of a time-dependent external force. We consider a RTP subjected to a
force f(t) = a sin(2π t

τ ). The duality relation (22) still applies, but now the dual process is subjected to a force

f̃(t) = −a sin(2π
tf−t
τ ) which depends on the time tf at which the exit probability is measured. In terms of numerical

simulations, this means that if we want to obtain the exit probability at different times from the cumulative of the
dual process, we need to run a different simulation of the dual for each time. Taking this into account, the left panel
of Fig. 4 shows that (22) holds once again.

IV. DUALITY FOR DISCRETE TIME RANDOM WALKS

In this section we show the main result Eq. (14) for discrete time random walks. The route taken here is completely
different from the previous section, and provides a more pictorial way to understand the duality relation. We then
extend the derivation to continuous time random walks. We also explain briefly how the result for continuous stochastic
processes derived in the previous section can be recovered as a limit of the discrete time results, although in a slightly
less general form. Finally we show how this duality applies to a particular model of discrete time random walk
connected to active particles: the persistent random walker.

A. Derivation of the dual relation from trajectories in discrete time

Consider a discrete-time random walk whose position at time n is denoted Xn. The walker starts at position X0

inside the interval [a, b] and there are absorbing boundary conditions at x = a−, and x = b. Here, a− should be
understood as a − ϵ with ϵ → 0, i.e. we consider x = a− as a point which is distinct from x = a, with a− < a, but
any negative jump starting from x = a will lead to x < a−. For convenience we define the notation

(x)[a,b] =


a if x ≤ a

x if a < x < b

b if x ≥ b

. (50)
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The dynamics is as follows,

Xn =

{
(Xn−1 +Wn)[a−,b] if Xn ∈]a−, b[
Xn−1 if Xn−1 = a− or b

, (51)

where Wn is a stationary stochastic process with stationary distribution pst(w), which satisfies the following time
reversal property:

pst(w1)P (W2 = w2, ...,WT = wT |W1 = w1) = pst(wT )P (W2 = wT−1, ...,WT = w1|W1 = wT ) . (52)

The process Wn can take either discrete or continuous values, but its evolution should not depend on the position
Xn (note that on this last point, the discrete case is more restrictive than the continuous one, since in the previous
section f(x,θ) and T (x,θ) could depend on the position x). Note that a realization of the process {Xn,Wn} =
(X0, ..., XT ,W1, ...,WT ) is completely determined by the initial position X0 and the set of Wn’s.
This framework is very general and can be used to describe a large variety of processes, including discrete versions

of active particle models, such as the persistent random walk discussed in Sec. IVD. Let us note that, in the case
where the distribution of jumps Wn is continuous, the absorbing wall can be placed at x = a instead of a−, since
the probability that the process reaches exactly x = a at some time n is zero. On the other hand, if one considers a
lattice model where the position of the particle can take only integer values a, a+ 1, ..., b, then placing the boundary
condition at a− instead of a amounts to adding a state a − 1, the absorbing states of Xn being a − 1 and b (as in
Sec. IVD).

A particular case which is closer to the hypotheses we have used for continuous stochastic processes is when
Wn = W (Θn), where W (Θ) is an arbitrary function from Rd to R and Θn is a Markov process on Rd with transition
probability π(Θn|Θn−1). In addition we require that Θn admits an equilibrium distribution peq(Θ), which satisfies
the detailed balance condition

π(Θn|Θn−1)peq(Θn−1) = π(Θn−1|Θn)peq(Θn) . (53)

Applying (53) recursively straightforwardly leads to (52). Note that in the following we will condition the exit
probability on W1, but we might as well condition it on Θ1 in order to obtain a result closer to the continuous case.
More details on the connection with continuous stochastic processes will be given in Sec. IVC.

Here, we study the process (51) on a finite time interval J0, T K. On this interval we define the dual process of Xn,
which we denote Yn. It is initialised at some value Y0 ∈ [a, b] and then follows the dynamics

Yn = (Yn−1 − W̃n)[a,b] , (54)

where the W̃n’s follow the same stochastic dynamics as the Wn’s. This can be seen as a time-reversed version of Xn

but with an arbitrary initial position Y0 and with hard walls at a and b instead of absorbing ones (as shown in Fig.
5). Note that the left wall is at x = a and not a− in the dual.

In addition, for a fixed value of Y0, we define the dual trajectory XR
n of a given realisation of Xn as the realisation

of Yn which starts at Y0, and which satisfies for all n, W̃n = WT+1−n. We also define X̂R
n = XR

T−n. Examples of
trajectories along with their dual trajectories are shown in Fig. 5.

As for the continuous case, we are interested in making a connection between the exit probability at b for the
process Xn,

Eb(x,w, T ) = P(XT = b|X0 = x,W1 = w) , (55)

and the conditional cumulative of its dual Yn, where W̃1 is drawn from pst(w)

Φ̃(x, T |w; y) = P̃(Yn ≤ x|W̃T = w, Y0 = y, W̃ eq
1 ) ≡

∫
dw pst(w1)P̃(YT ≤ x|W̃T = w, Y0 = y, W̃1 = w1) . (56)

Here and in the whole section, the tilde means that we refer to the distribution of the dual Yt. Note that Eb(x,w, T )
is conditioned on the next step after time n = 0 (i.e. the jump that occurs between X0 and X1), while the cumulative
is conditioned on the last step before time T (i.e. between YT−1 and YT ).

We will first show that, under the hypotheses defined above, the following equivalence holds:

X0 ≥ XR
T ⇔ XT ≥ XR

0 . (57)
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FIG. 5. We show in blue two examples of trajectories of a process Xn (defined in Eq. (51)), and in red we show X̂R
n = XR

T−n,

where XR
n is the dual trajectory. Left: We illustrate the fact that when Xn never reaches a wall, X̂R

n is parallel to Xn and
never crosses it. Right: Xn reaches a wall at time t0 = 3 and is absorbed at x = a−. On the other hand, for X̂R

n , a and b are
hard walls and it can still move inside [a, b]. In both cases, the equivalence (57) holds.

Proof of (57): We first need to prove the following 3 properties:

(i) If Xn ∈ [a, b) and X̂R
n ∈ (a, b) for all n ∈ Jn1, n2K, then the trajectories of Xn and X̂R

n are parallel on this time
interval.

(ii) If XT = b, then X0 ≥ XR
T .

(iii) If XT = a−, then X0 < XR
T .

The property (i) simply comes from the fact that the Wn’s that appear in the definition of the processes Xn

and XR
n are the same. Let us now assume that Xn reaches x = b for the first time at time n0. Then one has

X̂R
n0

≤ b = Xn0
. Furthermore, Xn0−1 ≥ Xn0

− Wn0
= b − Wn0

(here Wn0
> 0) and X̂R

n0−1 = X̂R
n0

− Wn0
≤

b − Wn0
. Thus Xn0−1 ≥ X̂R

n0−1, and since the two trajectories are parallel up to time n0 − 1, one necessarily has

X0 ≥ X̂R
0 = XR

T , which proves (ii). Similarly, let us assume that Xn reaches x = a− for the first time at time

n0. Then one has X̂R
n0

≥ a > a− = Xn0
. Furthermore, Xn0−1 ≤ Xn0

− Wn0
= a− − Wn0

(here Wn0
< 0) and

X̂R
n0−1 = X̂R

n0
−Wn0 ≥ a−Wn0 . Thus Xn0−1 < X̂R

n0−1, and since the two trajectories are parallel up to time n0 − 1,

one necessarily has X0 < X̂R
0 = XR

T , which completes the proof of (iii).

To prove the equivalence (57), we need to distinguish 3 cases. In each case, we will show that either both inequalities

in (57) hold or none of them holds (i.e. X0 < XR
T ⇔ XT < XR

0 ). If XT = b, then one necessarily has XT ≥ X̂R
T = XR

0 ,
and according to (ii), X0 ≥ XR

T . Similarly if XT = a−, then XT < XR
0 and X0 < XR

T . Thus the equivalence is

satisfied in both of these cases. The last case to consider is when Xn ∈ [a, b) for all n. In this case, X̂R
n cannot reach

both a and b during the time interval J0, T K. Indeed, consider e.g. the case where X̂R
n leaves the wall b at time n1

and reaches a at time n2. One then has X̂R
n1

− X̂R
n1+1 ≤ Xn1 −Xn1+1 and the trajectories of Xn and X̂R

n are parallel
on the interval Jn1 + 1, n2K. Since Xn1 < b, this implies that Xn2 < a, which contradicts the assumption. Therefore

there are only 3 possible sub-cases: either X̂R
n never reaches a wall, in which case the trajectories of Xn and XR

n are

parallel on J0, T K and the equivalence holds, or X̂R
n reaches only one of the two walls. By a similar reasoning to what

we have done to show (ii) and (iii), one shows that if this wall is a, one has X0 ≥ XR
T and XT ≥ XR

0 , while if it is b,
X0 < XR

T and XT < XR
0 . Thus the equivalence (57) again holds in this case, which completes its proof.

Note that this reasoning actually gives us a stronger result, namely for any n1, n2 ∈ J0, T K,

Xn1
≥ XR

T−n1
⇔ Xn2

≥ XR
T−n2

. (58)

We will use the equivalence (58) in Sec. V when we will include stochastic resetting.

Let us now fix X0 = x ∈ [a, b] and Y0 = y ∈ [a, b]. We choose a given realisation of Xn and we fix Yn = XR
n , such

that for all n, Wn = W̃T+1−n = wn. Keeping w1 and wT fixed and integrating Eq. (52) over all values of w2, ..., wT−1
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such that the events in (57) are realized (using that Wn and W̃n have the same law), we obtain∫
dw2...dwT−1 1XT≥Y0

pst(w1)P (W2 = w2, ...,WT = wT |W1 = w1)

=

∫
dw2...dwT−1 1X0≥YT

pst(wT )P̃ (W̃2 = w2, ..., W̃T = wT |W̃1 = w1) . (59)

Performing the integrals leads to

pst(w1) P (XT ≥ y,WT = wT |X0 = x,W1 = w1) = pst(wT ) P̃ (YT ≤ x, W̃T = w1|Y0 = y, W̃1 = wT ) . (60)

P and P̃ refer to the density of the W ’s and W̃ ’s while P and P̃ refer to the probability of the event XT ≥ y and
YT ≤ x respectively. Integrating over wT , fixing w1 = w and dividing by pst(w), we obtain

P(XT ≥ y|X0 = x,W1 = w) =
P̃ (YT ≤ x, W̃T = w|Y0 = y, W̃ st

1 )

pst(w)
(61)

where we recall that the conditioning on W̃ st
1 means that W̃1 is drawn from the distribution pst(w̃1), i.e.

P̃ (YT ≤ x, W̃T = w|Y0 = y, W̃ st
1 ) =

∫
dw̃1 pst(w̃1)P̃ (YT ≤ x, W̃T = w|Y0 = y, W̃1 = w̃1) . (62)

Since the process W̃n is initialized in its stationary distribution, and since its evolution is independent of the position,
it will remain stationary at all times. Thus the probability density of W̃T is pst(w). Therefore the right-hand side of
Eq. (61) can be rewritten using the definition of conditional probabilities

P(XT ≥ y|X0 = x,W1 = w) = P̃(YT ≤ x|W̃T = w, Y0 = y, W̃ st
1 ) . (63)

This is the most general form of the result presented in this paper in the case of discrete time random walks, and it
is valid at any time T ≥ 0. It can be made symmetric by multiplying both sides by pst(w) and integrating over w,
leading to

P(XT ≥ y|X0 = x,W st
1 ) = P̃(YT ≤ x|Y0 = y, W̃ st

1 ) . (64)

which is an instance of a Siegmund duality. Specializing (63) to y = b, we obtain the desired relation

Eb(x,w, T ) = Φ̃(x, T |w; b) . (65)

Let us now make a few important remarks. First, let us mention that the reasoning above also holds if one places
the absorbing walls at a and b+, reverts all the inequalities and exchanges a and b. In this case (63) becomes

Ea(x,w, T ) = P(Yt ≥ x|W̃T = w, Y0 = a, W̃ st
1 ) . (66)

Second, if we instead take y = b in Eq. (64), we obtain the integrated version of (65),

Eb(x, T ) = Φ̃(x, T |b) , (67)

with Eb(x, t) =

∫
dw pst(w)P(Xt = b|X0 = x,W1 = w) , (68)

and Φ̃(x, T |b) = P̃(YT ≤ x|Y0 = b, W̃ st
1 ) =

∫
dw̃1 pst(w̃1)P̃ (YT ≤ x|Y0 = y, W̃1 = w̃1) . (69)

This relation is simpler to use since one does not need to condition the cumulative distribution of Yn on the value of
the final jump.

B. Continuous time random walks

The reasoning above can be generalized to continuous-time random walks (CTRW) [100–104]. Time is now a
continuous variable, and the random walk Xt performs jumps at random times. The time intervals τ1, τ2... between
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FIG. 6. We show in blue a trajectory of a continuous time random walk Xt starting at X0 and with last position XT . The
jumps are separated by time intervals τi with distribution w(τi). In red, we show X̂R

t = XR
T−t where XR

t is the dual trajectory

of Xt with initial position XR
0 . The process XR

t jumps at the same times as Xt but performs the jumps in the reversed order
as illustrated. In this example, it is clear that the equivalence (57) holds.

successive jumps are drawn from an arbitrary probability distribution ω(τ) until τ1+...+τN < T and τ1+...+τN+1 ≥ T .

Denoting ti =
∑i

j=1 τj (with t0 = 0) we then define

Xti =

{
(Xti−1 +Wi)[a−,b] if Xti−1 ∈]a−, b[
Xti−1

if Xti−1
= a− or b

, (70)

where the Wi satisfy the same hypotheses as in Sec. IVA, and Xt remains fixed between ti−1 and ti. We now define
the dual as

Yt̃i
= (Yt̃i−1

− W̃i)[a,b] . (71)

where the W̃i’s and the t̃i’s follow the same laws as the Wi’s and the ti’s. The dual trajectory of Xt (given XR
0 = Y0)

is

XR
ti = (XR

ti−1
−Wn+1−i)[a,b] . (72)

An example of a trajectory along with its dual is shown in Fig. 6. The important point to notice is that, in the
reasoning of Sec. IVA, only the total number N of jumps in the time interval [0, T ] and the values of the Wi’s are

relevant. Although the times of the jumps are now different between the trajectories Xt and X̂R
t = XR

T−t, they will
perform exactly the same jumps Wi in the same order, and thus the equivalence (57) still holds. Since the Wi’s have
the same properties as before, the rest of the derivation naturally follows. In the left panel of Figure 7, we illustrate
the duality for a CTRW with Gaussian jumps, and a Cauchy distribution for the time intervals.

C. Recovering the continuous case

We will now discuss the connection between the result (65) derived above for discrete random walks and the one
obtained in Sec. III A for continuous stochastic processes. Consider a discrete random walk defined as above, where
the jumps take the form Wn = W (Θn) with Θn = (θ̄n, ξ̄n), and a function W (Θ) such that

Xn = Xn−1 + f(θ̄n)∆t+ ξ̄n

√
2T (θ̄n)∆t . (73)

Here the ξ̄n’s are i.i.d. random variables with distribution µ(ξ̄) (with mean zero and variance 1), and θ̄n is a vector
of parameters which is Markovian with jump distribution π̄(θ̄n|θ̄n−1), independent of the position, which satisfies
detailed balance.

We then introduce the variable t = n∆t and the process x(t) defined as

x(t = n∆t) = Xn , (74)
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as well as θt = θ̄n and ξt = ξ̄n. By choosing the correct form for π̄(θ̄n|θ̄n−1), this process will converge in the limit
∆t → 0 to (6)-(7), with the important restriction that f and T cannot depend on x in this case. In addition, this
process satisfies the hypotheses of Sec. IVA for any value of ∆t. Thus the results above apply for any ∆t, however
small. Furthermore, since in the continuous time limit there is zero probability that x(t) reaches exactly a without
crossing the line x = a, one may place the absorbing wall at a instead of a−. Finally, since the ξ̄n’s are i.i.d., we only
need to condition the probabilities on θ̄n. Thus (14) holds in this limit.

Let us conclude this section by briefly describing what happens when the function f depends on Xn. In this case the
trajectories of Xn and X̂R

n are no longer parallel even away from the walls. Hence nothing prevents their trajectories
from crossing, and thus the results above are invalid for any finite ∆t. However, if the function f(x,θ) is smooth
enough as a function of x, then these trajectories become more and more parallel as they get closer to each other.
Therefore, although at finite ∆t the trajectories may cross with finite probability, this probability will go to zero
as ∆t → 0. Hence it is the continuity of the trajectories which makes the results valid even in the presence of an
x-dependent f .

D. An example: the persistent random walk

In this section we show how Eq. (15) applies for a persistent random walk [84–86] on a 1d lattice with L+ 2 sites
(i = 0, ..., L+ 1). The motion follows the rule

xn = xn−1 + σn , (75)

where the steps σn = ±1 follow a Markov dynamics defined by

σn =

{
σn−1 with probability p

−σn−1 with probability 1− p
. (76)

The parameter p ∈ [0, 1] controls the “persistence” of the random walk. When p = 1/2, we retrieve the well-known
symmetric random walk with uncorrelated steps. For p > 1

2 , the steps are correlated positively, leading to persistence

in the motion of the walker, while for p < 1
2 the steps are negatively correlated.

The first quantity of interest is the exit probability in the presence of absorbing boundary conditions at sites 0 and
L+ 1 (i.e. if the particle reaches one of those two sites, it stays there forever),

E±
i (n) = P(particle exits at L+ 1 before or at time n| particle starts at site i& first jump is ± 1) . (77)

Since the jump distribution is symmetric (i.e. we have q(σn+1 = σn|σn) = q(σn+1 = −σn| − σn) = p), the dual
process of xn, that we denote yn, is naturally defined by the same recursive relation (see Eq. (54))

yn = yn−1 + σn , (78)

with y0 = L + 1. In this case, we consider hard walls at sites 1 and L + 1, i.e. if the particle is on site 1 and jumps
to the left it stays at 1, and similarly at the other end of the lattice (as explained in Sec. IVA, the hard wall at a for
the dual is shifted by 1 compared to the absorbing wall of the original process in the case of lattice random walks).
Here we are interested in the cumulative of the distribution of positions of yn. Let us denote p±i (n) the probability
that the particle is on site i at time n and that the previous jump was ±1. The cumulative distribution reads

Φ̃±
i (n) =

i∑
j=1

P (j, n|±) = 2

i∑
j=1

p±j (n) (79)

where P (i, n|±) is the probability that the particle is on site i at time n given that it has sign ± (we indeed have
P (±)P (i, n|±) = p±i (n), with P (±) = 1/2, the probability that σ = ±1). Then, according to (65), one has

E±
i (n) = Φ̃∓

i (n) . (80)

We have computed these two quantities at different times using transfer matrices and we show the results in
Figure 7. There is indeed a perfect overlap. The details of the numerical computations are presented in App. C.
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FIG. 7. Left: Numerical evaluation of the exit probability and the cumulative distribution (in the presence of hard walls) of a
continuous time random walk with centered Gaussian jump distribution with variance 0.4 and a distribution of time between
jumps p(τ) = 1

(1+τ)2
. Center: For a persistent random walk, we compute numerically the exit probability E+

i (n) and the

cumulative distribution with hard walls Φ̃−
i (n) using transfer matrices, as described in App. C, for p = 0.9 and L = 20. The

dashed black line corresponds to the analytical result for the stationary state (81) and (82). Right: Same plot for E−
i (n) and

Φ̃+
i (n).

There we also compute both quantities in the stationary state. The stationary solution for the exit probability is
(with E±

i = E±
i (n → +∞) and similarly for p±i below)

E+
i =

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
(i− 1) +

1

(1− p)L+ p
,

E−
i =

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
(i− 1) , (81)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ L. The stationary distribution of positions of the dual process yn is given by

p+i = p−i =
1

2

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
for 2 ≤ i ≤ L ,

p−1 = p+L+1 =
1

2

1

(1− p)L+ p
,

p+1 = p−L+1 = 0 , (82)

and one can indeed verify that (80) holds in the stationary state.

V. DUALITY FOR STOCHASTIC RESETTING

A particular class of stochastic processes has generated a lot of interest in recent years: stochastic processes under
resetting [87–89]. The resetting procedure is the following: a random process x(t) starts its dynamics at x(0) and
evolves, e.g. through the Langevin dynamics (6), but at random times, it is reset at a given position Xr where it
restarts its dynamics. A celebrated example is the resetting Brownian motion (rBm) where the dynamics is a simple
Brownian motion, and the random times are exponentially distributed. One can also consider a resetting RTP as in
[93, 105], or any dynamics studied in the above sections. These systems are convenient to study analytically using for
instance renewal theory and are also studied in experiments where periodic resetting is easier to achieve [90, 91, 106],
and resets are non-instantaneous [90, 91, 107]. The interest of such models is twofold. First, the discontinuity in the
position of the particle violates detailed balance, leading to out-of-equilibrium dynamics. Second, from a first-passage
perspective, tuning the rate r of the resets gives a way to optimise search processes [87, 90–93].
The duality presented in this paper can be extended to processes undergoing resetting. The construction of the

dual process is intuitive when considering non-instantaneous resetting. Instead of teleporting the particle to Xr at
random times, one switches on a force for a finite duration ∆t that attracts the particle toward Xr, for example,
f(x) = −µ(x − Xr). For the dual procedure, we expect this force to be reversed, i.e. −f(x), and it will now drive
the particle away from Xr. Taking the double limit µ → ∞ and ∆t → 0 gives the dual procedure of instantaneous
resetting: the dual of a process x(t) with instantaneous resetting to Xr and absorbing walls at a and b is a process
y(t) which is reset at random times either to a if y(t) < Xr, or to b if y(t) > Xr, and where walls are now hard walls
(of course Xr ∈ [a, b]). For a schematic description of the dual procedure, see Figure 8.
In this section we show that the main results of this paper still hold when processes are subjected to stochastic

resetting if the dual y(t) is defined as we explained above. We start by illustrating the duality with the resetting
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FIG. 8. Left: Schematic of a trajectory of the process x(t). At random times ti (i ∈ {1, 2, 3, ...}), x(t) restarts its dynamics at
Xr. Right: On the other hand, at random times t̃i (with the same distribution as the ti’s), the dual process of x(t) that we
denote y(t), restarts its motion at a if y(t) < Xr just before the resetting, or at b if y(t) > Xr.

Brownian motion, for which explicit expressions can even be obtained in the stationary state. We then briefly explain
how this duality can be extended to other continuous stochastic processes, as well as discrete time random walks.

A. Duality for the resetting Brownian motion

We consider a resetting Brownian motion in the presence of a force F (x). With a fixed rate r, it restarts its
dynamics at position Xr, such that it evolves through

x(t+ dt) =

{
x(t) +

(
F (x) +

√
2T ξ(t)

)
dt with probability (1− r dt)

Xr with probability r dt
, (83)

where T is a diffusion constant, and ξ(t) is a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and correlation function given
by ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′). In the presence of two absorbing walls located at a and b, we want to compute the exit
probability at wall b and time t of the rBm. We can write the backward Fokker-Planck equation by considering the
evolution of the process between times 0 and dt. Starting from x, the exit probability at time t+ dt reads9

Er
b (x, t+ dt,Xr) = (1− rdt)Eξ

[
Er

b

(
x+

(
F (x) +

√
2T ξ(t)

)
dt, t,Xr

)]
+ rdtEr

b (Xr, t,Xr) , (84)

The first term comes from the fact that with probability 1 − rdt there is no reset, and the process diffuses from 0
to dt, and one has to average over the noise. When a reset happens, with probability rdt, the particle restarts its
dynamics at Xr at time dt. Expanding the first term on the right hand-side and averaging over ξ(t) gives the backward
Fokker-Planck equation corresponding to (83)

∂tE
r
b (x, t,Xr) = T ∂2

xE
r
b (x, t,Xr) + F (x) ∂xE

r
b (x, t,Xr)− rEr

b (x, t,Xr) + rEr
b (Xr, t,Xr) . (85)

The boundary conditions are Er
b (a, t,Xr) = 0, and Er

b (b, t,Xr) = 1, while the initial conditions reads Er
b (x, t =

0, Xr) = 0 for x < b, and Er
b (b, t = 0, Xr) = 1.

On the other hand, the dual of x(t) is denoted y(t) and evolves through

y(t+ dt) =


y(t) +

(
F̃ (y) +

√
2T ξ(t)

)
dt with probability (1− r dt)

a with probability r dt if y(t) < Xr

b with probability r dt if y(t) > Xr

, (86)

9 In this section we write the resetting rate as an exponent and the resetting position as an additional argument in the functions
which depend on these parameters.
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FIG. 9. We verify the duality relation (18) for a Brownian motion subjected to Poissonian resetting. Left: Comparison of
simulation results for the exit probability (dots) and cumulative distribution (lines) of the resetting Brownian motion without
external potential, with T = 4, r = 10 and Xr = 1.5, at different times. The dashed black curve corresponds to the analytic
prediction for the stationary state (90). Right: Same plot in the presence of a harmonic potential V (x) = µ

2
x2 with µ = 20

for Eb, and −V (x) for Φ̃. In both cases the overlap is perfect.

and y(0) = b. We do not consider the case y(t) = Xr in Eq. (86) as it has zero measure in continuous space.
For discrete time random walks, one needs to be more careful (see Sec. VC). Let us write p̃(y, t) the probability
distribution of the position of the process (86). It obeys the following forward Fokker-Planck equation

∂tp̃(y, t) = T ∂2
y p̃(y, t)− ∂y

(
F̃ (y)p̃(y, t)

)
− rp̃(y, t) + r

[∫ Xr

a

dz p̃(z, t)

]
δ(y − a) + r

[∫ b

Xr

dz p̃(z, t)

]
δ(y − b) . (87)

Now we want to relate the Fokker-Planck equation (85) on the exit probability to the one satisfied by the cumulative
distribution of the dual process (the probability to find the dual particle in [a, x] at time t), defined as

Φ̃r(x, t|b,Xr) =

∫ x

a−
dy p̃(y, t) . (88)

Integrating (87) between a− and x leads to

∂tΦ̃
r(x, t|b,Xr) = T ∂2

xΦ̃
r(x, t|b,Xr)− F̃ (x) ∂xΦ̃

r(x, t|b,Xr)− r Φ̃r(x, t|b,Xr) + r Φ̃r(Xr, t|b,Xr) , (89)

which is exactly (85) if F̃ (x) = −F (x). Finally, we have Φ̃r(a, t|b,Xr) = 0, Φ̃r(b, t|b,Xr) = 1 and the initial

conditions Φ̃r(x, t = 0|b,Xr) = 0 for x < b and Φ̃r(b, t = 0|b,Xr) = 1. We thus once again obtain that the two

quantities Er
b (x, t,Xr) and Φ̃r(x, t|b,Xr) satisfy the same equations with the same boundary and initial conditions,

and thus the identity (18) holds.
When F (x) = 0, it is possible to write explicitly the solution to (85)-(89) in the stationary state (see [92]). It reads,

with αr =
√
r/T ,

Er
b (x, t → ∞, Xr) = Φ̃r(x, t → ∞|b,Xr) =

sinh(αr(x−Xr)) + sinh(αr(Xr − a))

sinh(αr(b−Xr)) + sinh(αr(Xr − a))
. (90)

In Figure 9, we validate our statements with simulations.

B. Generalization for a generic continuous stochastic process subjected to resetting

Following the approach used for the rBm, one can include resetting in the general model (6) considered in Section
III. To be even more general, let us consider a process which can reset at different points X1

r , ..., X
n
r with independent

rates r1, ..., rn. One simply has to say that, during the time interval [t, t + dt], the process x(t) either follows the
dynamics defined in (6) with probability (1 − ∑

i ridt), or it resets to Xi
r with probability ridt. The dual process

y(t) then follows the dynamics of (12) with probability (1 − ∑
i ridt), and with probability ridt, it resets to a if

y(t) < Xi
r and to b if y(t) > Xi

r. In this case, the derivation of Sec. III A still holds, up to some additional terms in
the Fokker-Planck equations to account for the resetting events. These terms can be easily treated in the same way
as in the rBm case above, and we can thus conclude that the duality relation (14) holds once again.
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C. Random walks subjected to resetting

Resetting is not restricted to continuous stochastic processes. It can also be introduced for discrete time random
walks [88, 108]. In this case, it is again possible to define a dual process such that the identity (14) holds. Let us go
back to the derivation of Sec. IVA, but adding the possibility for resetting events. We introduce an additional random
variable Rn such that at each time n, Rn = 1 with some probability 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 and Rn = 0 otherwise, independently
of the past history. Whenever Rn = 1, the process Xn resets to some value Xr ∈ [a, b]. More precisely, Xn now
follows the same dynamics as in Sec. IVA, given by (51) between times n − 1 and n if Rn = 0, but if Rn = 1, then
Xn = Xr independently of its previous value (unless it has already been absorbed at Xn = a− or b, in which case it
remains there). As for continuous stochastic processes, one could allow for independent resettings at different points
Xi

r with different rates ri, but we will restrict to i = 1 for simplicity.

We now define the dual process Yn as follows: let R̃n a process with the same law as Rn. If R̃n = 0, Yn is given by
(54), but instead if R̃n = 1, one has:

Yn =

{
a if Yn−1 ≤ Xr ,

b if Yn−1 > Xr .
(91)

Note the asymmetry in the definition of the resetting events for Yn. This is connected to the shift of the boundary
condition from a to a− in Xn. If one is interested in the exit probability at a, Ea(x, n), then one should instead set
Yn = a when Yn−1 = Xr. Again, this precision becomes irrelevant if the process is such that the event Yn = Xr has
zero measure.

Finally, given a trajectory of the process Xn and a value of Y0 = XR
0 , the dual trajectory XR

n is the realization of

Yn with W̃n = WT+1−n and R̃n = RT+1−n for all i.
One can check that, with these definitions, the proof of Sec. IVA remains valid. Since the Rn’s are independent,

the hypothesis (52) is obviously still satisfied when considering the joint probability of Wn and Rn. Here we will only
give a quick argument as for why the equivalence (57) still holds. The rest of the derivation can be easily adapted.

We start by noting that the generalised equivalence (58) holds on any interval Jn1, n2 − 1K where n1 and n2 are
two successive resetting events. If a resetting event happens at time n, one can see that there are only 4 possible
situations:

(i) a− < Xn−1 < b and Xr < XR
T−n ≤ b, in which case Xn = Xr < XR

T−n and XR
T−n+1 = b > Xn−1,

(ii) a− < Xn−1 < b and a ≤ XR
T−n ≤ Xr, in which case Xn = Xr ≥ XR

T−n and XR
T−n+1 = a ≤ Xn−1,

(iii) Xn−1 = b ≥ XR
T−n+1, in which case Xn = b ≥ XR

T−t−∆t,

(iv) Xn−1 = a− < XR
T−n+1, in which case Xn = a− < XR

T−n.
Thus the equivalence (58) still holds for all times n1, n2 ∈ J0, T K, which implies (57).

VI. HOW GENERAL IS THE DUALITY ?

In the derivation of the duality for continuous stochastic processes (see Section III), we have made the crucial
assumptions that x(t), whose dynamics is given by (6), is driven by an equilibrium Markov process θ(t) that satisfies
the detailed balance condition (53). This way, it was possible to write the Fokker-Planck equations and derive the
duality relation (42). However, for the discrete case in Sec. IV, we have used assumptions that are a bit weaker in
that regard: the Markovianity and detailed balance assumptions are replaced by a simple time-reversal property (52).
This may suggest that this duality relation is a bit more general in the case of continuous stochastic processes as well.
In this section, we consider two processes that do not satisfy these assumptions, but for which the duality still seems
to hold.

• Fractional Brownian motion: We first consider a fractional Brownian motion x(t), i.e. a continuous-time centered
Gaussian process with two-time correlations function [109]

⟨x(t1)x(t2)⟩ = t2H1 + t2H2 − |t1 − t2|2H , (92)

where 0 < H < 1 the Hurst parameter. The fBm increments are generated by a fractional Gaussian noise (fGn)
ξf (t) which is a stationary non-Markovian process with correlations

⟨ξf (t1)ξf (t2)⟩ = 2H(2H − 1)|t1 − t2|2H−2 . (93)
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FIG. 10. Left and central panels: We show with simulations that the duality (18) remains valid even for processes with
non-Markovian noise (but stationary increments) such as the fractional Brownian motion. The dots show the value of the exit
probability while the solid lines are the cumulative distributions. Both quantities are evaluated numerically by averaging over
trajectories. We have tested the duality at different times for Hurst parameters H = 0.2 on the left plot, and H = 0.8 on the
central one. Right: Same plot for a process subjected to a resetting noise in a harmonic potential V (x) = µ

2
x2 with µ = 1,

r = 1 and T = 4. This model does not satisfy the detailed balance hypothesis, but the duality (18) seems to hold nonetheless.

Due to the non-Markovian property of the fGn, it is not possible to write the standard Fokker-Planck equation
as done in Section III. The fBm breaks the assumptions we have made, but simulations show that the duality
still holds at any time t. In Figure 10, we validate numerically the duality for H = 0.2, and H = 0.8.

• Resetting noise: The last example is a process x(t) driven by a resetting noise as considered in [106]. To be
more specific, x(t) evolves in a harmonic trap of strength µ and is subjected to a resetting Brownian motion
yr(t) such that it follows the Langevin dynamics

dx(t)

dt
= −µx(t) + r yr(t) , (94)

and the rBm evolves through

yr(t+ dt) =

{
0 with probability r dt

yr(t) +
√
2T ξ(t) dt with probability (1− r dt)

, (95)

where ξ(t) is a Gaussian noise with zero mean and two times correlation function ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′). The
driven process yr(t) is Markovian but it violates detailed balance due to the resettings. Indeed, while it is
possible for yr(t) to jump from x ̸= 0 to the origin, the reversed event has zero probability. Thus, this process
seems to violate our hypotheses more strongly than the fBm, since the driving process θ(t) = yr(t) is intrinsically
irreversible. In the right panel of Figure 10, we have tested the duality relation (18) for this model. Although
there seems to be a small discrepancy at intermediate times, the agreement is still quite surprising.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have shed light on a relation between the exit probability from an interval of a stochastic process
driven by a stationary noise, and the position distribution of its dual in the presence of hard walls. This duality holds
in both continuous and discrete time. Such duality relations between absorbing and reflective boundary conditions
have a long history in mathematics. Here we provide an explicit and practical formulation of this duality for a variety
of models relevant in physics, such as active particles, diffusing diffusivity models or stochastic resetting. Although
this framework includes most of the models studied by physicists, it does not include in theory the fractional Brownian
motion or a process driven by a resetting noise that breaks the detailed balance assumption. However, we have shown
using simulations that the duality is very likely to hold also in these cases, at least approximately. Therefore, it would
be interesting to find a derivation of the duality that includes these models. Additionally, a notable assumption in
our framework is that the driven noise should have a stationary distribution. As a result, constructing the duality
for processes like the random acceleration process, where the acceleration is a Gaussian white noise, remains an open
challenge.

Another open question, of particular relevance for applications, is whether a similar connection can be formulated
in higher dimensions. Such a duality in multi-dimension has been formulated in an abstract way in other contexts
[63], but expressing this duality in a way which is useful to practical computations even for simple models seems much
more challenging than in 1d. Finally, a recent work proposed the construction of the Siegmund dual of an N-particle
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system [110]. The study of N-particle systems is very relevant when considering active particles where collective
motion emerges.

Understanding both the spatial behavior and first passage properties of stochastic processes is crucial, particularly
in the context of active particles. The duality presented here provides an elegant means of linking these aspects
together. We hope that this new connection will be useful to the growing number of people working in these fields,
and pave the way to new results, both analytical and numerical.
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APPENDICES

Appendix A: Illustration of the duality relation for Brownian motion

1. Derivation of the duality relation for Brownian motion using the Fokker-Planck equation

In this Appendix, we give the derivation of Sec. III A in the simple case of a diffusing particle subjected to a force
f(x), with space-dependent diffusing constant T (x) and hard walls at a and b. We start from the Fokker-Planck
equation for the particle density (with the Itō convention)

∂tP̃ = −∂x[f̃(x)P̃ ] + ∂2
xx[T (x)P̃ ] . (A1)

Introducing the cumulative distribution Φ̃(x, t|b) =
∫ x

a
dyP̃ (y, t|b) and using that P̃ (x, t|b) = ∂xΦ̃(x, t|b) we have

∂x{−∂tΦ̃− f̃(x)∂xΦ̃ + ∂x[T (x)∂xΦ̃]} = 0 . (A2)

The zero-flux boundary condition at x = a (as well as at x = b) reads

0 = f̃(a)P̃ (a, t|b)− ∂x[T (a)P̃ (a, t|b)] = f̃(a)∂xΦ̃(a, t|b)− ∂x[T (x)∂xΦ̃(a, t|b)] , (A3)

and in addition ∂tΦ̃(a, t|b) = ∂tΦ̃(b, t|b) = 0. Thus we can integrate Eq. (A2) to obtain

∂tΦ̃ = [−f̃(x) + ∂xT (x)]∂xΦ̃ + T (x) ∂2
xxΦ̃ . (A4)

But this is exactly the backward-Fokker Planck equation that the exit probability Eb(x, t) defined in Eq. (10) should

satisfy if we take f̃(x) = −f(x) + ∂xT (x). Additionally Φ̃(x, t|b) and Eb(x, t) satisfy the same boundary conditions

Eb(a, t) = Φ̃(a, t|b) = 0 and Eb(b, t) = Φ̃(b, t|b) = 1 and the same initial condition Eb(x, 0) = Φ̃(x, 0|b) = 1x≥b. Since
this is enough to specify these functions completely, one has

Eb(x, t) = Φ̃(x, t|b) . (A5)

2. Duality relation for the survival probability of Brownian motion

We consider here a 1d Brownian motion in the interval ] −∞, b] whose position is described by x(t), with x(0) =
x0 ∈]−∞, b]. For the process x(t), x = b is an absorbing boundary condition. We also introduce another 1d Brownian
motion y(t), the dual process of x(t), this time with a hard wall (or reflective) boundary condition at x = b. We want
to verify the duality relation (14) of section II, applied to the computation of the survival probability using (11). In
this context, it reads

1−Qb(x0, t) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|y0 = b) , (A6)

where Qb(x0, t) is the probability that the particle x(t) stayed in ] − ∞, b] up to time t. We will compute the two
sides of Eq. (A6) and show that they are indeed equal. The survival probability reads

Qb(x0, t) =

∫ b

−∞
dx pb(x, t|x0) , (A7)
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with pb(x, t|x0) the Brownian propagator with an absorbing wall at x = b. It can be calculated using the method of
images. Indeed, the idea is to say there is a Brownian propagator at initial position x0, and we subtract a second
Brownian propagator - the image with respect to the wall - at initial position 2b− x0 such that pb(b, t|x0) = 0. Over
time, this image propagator subtracts the mass of the particles absorbed by the wall. That way, we have

pb(x, t|x0) =
1√

4πD t

(
e−

(x−x0)2

4D t − e−
(x−(2b−x0))2

4D t

)
, (A8)

and we directly integrate it form −∞ to b in order to obtain the survival probability

Qb(x0, t) = erf

(
b− x0√
4D t

)
. (A9)

On the other hand, for the process y(t) the wall at x = b is reflective and we have to add the image propagator such
that the flux at the wall is zero, ∂yp̃b(y, t|y0)|y=b = 0. In addition, to compute the probability on the r.h.s of Eq. (A6)
we have to take the initial condition y0 = b,

p̃b(y, t|b) = lim
y0→b

1√
4πD t

(
e−

(y−y0)2

4D t + e−
(y−(2b−y0))2

4D t

)
=

1√
πD t

e−
(y−b)2

4D t . (A10)

For a Brownian motion, the r.h.s of Eq. (A6) is given by

1− P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|y0 = b) = 1−
∫ x0

−∞
dy p̃b(y, t|b) = erf

(
b− x0√
4D t

)
= Qb(x0, t) , (A11)

and we obtain the expected duality relation

1−Qb(x0, t) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|y0 = b) . (A12)

Appendix B: Derivation of the Siegmund duality relation from the Fokker-Planck equation

In this Appendix we show that (42) for continuous time stochastic processes can be generalised to

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x(0) = x0,θ) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = −θ; y(0) = y0,θ(0)
eq) , (B1)

This is the continuous time equivalent of (63), which relates the cumulative distribution of the process with absorbing
walls with the cumulative of its dual initialized at position y. It gives back (14) when taking y = b. Multiplying by
peq(θ) and integrating over θ yields the symmetric identity

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x(0) = x0,θ(0)
eq) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|y(0) = y0,θ(0)

eq) . (B2)

The derivation is very similar to the one presented in Sec. III A for the case y = b, but the notations are more heavy
which is why we present it in the appendix. We consider the same process x(t) as before, defined in (6) and (7) with
the hypotheses (8)-(9). The Fokker-Planck equation for the joint probability density P (x,θ, t|x0,θ0) reads (with the
Itō convention)

∂tP = −∂x[f(x,θ)P ] + ∂2
x[T (x,θ)P ]−

∑
i

∂θi [gi(θ)P ] +
∑
i,j

∂2
θiθj [Dij(θ)P ]

+

∫
dθ′ [W(θ|θ′)P (x,θ′, t|x0,θ0)−W(θ′|θ)P (x,θ, t|x0,θ0)] . (B3)

One can also write the backwards Fokker-Planck

∂tP = f(x0,θ0)∂x0P + T (x0,θ0)∂
2
x0
P +

∑
i

gi(θ0)∂θ0,iP +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ0)∂
2
θ0,iθ0,jP

+

∫
dθ′

0 W(θ′
0|θ0)[P (x,θ, t|x0,θ

′
0)− P (x,θ,t|x0,θ0)] . (B4)
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As in Sec. IIIA, we denote p(θ, t) the density probability of θ. To simplify the notations, in the rest of this appendix,
P without arguments will always denote P (x,θ, t|x0,θ0), while Pθ will denote P (x, t|θ;x0,θ0).
Let us first consider the dynamics (6)-(7) on an interval [a, b] with absorbing boundary conditions at x = a and

x = b. We are interested in the probability that a particle starting at position x0 at time t = 0, with a certain value
of θ, has a position larger than some value y0 at time t. Integrating (B4) over all possible values of θ and over all
x ≥ y0 yields

∂tP(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) = f(x0,θ0)∂x0
P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) + T (x0,θ0)∂

2
x0

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0)

+
∑
i

gi(θ0)∂θ0,iP(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ0)∂
2
θ0,iθ0,jP(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0)

+

∫
dθ′

0 W(θ′
0|θ0)[P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ

′
0)− P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0)] . (B5)

This equation is complemented by the boundary conditions, for y0 ∈ (a, b],

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0 = a+,θ0) = 0 for all f(a+,θ0) < 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of a, (B6)

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0 = b−,θ0) = 1 for all f(b−,θ0) > 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of b,

and the initial condition

P(x(0) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) = 1x0≥y0 . (B7)

Let us now consider the probability density in the presence of hard walls at x = a and x = b. In addition, we
replace the force f(x,θ) by some f̃(x,θ). All the probabilities and probability densities related to this new process
will be denoted with a tilde (however the distribution peq(θ) remains the same). Here we assume that at t = 0 the
parameter θ is initialised in its equilibrium distribution peq(θ) (and thus it keeps the same distribution at all times).

Starting from (B3), we derive an equation for the conditional density P̃ (x, t|θ;x0,θ0) (writing P̃ (x,θ, t|x0,θ0) =

peq(θ)P̃ (x, t|θ;x0,θ0) and using the detailed balance conditions (8)-(9), exactly as in Sec. III A),

∂tP̃θ = −∂x[f̃(x,θ)P̃θ] + ∂2
x[T (x,θ)P̃θ] +

∑
i

gi(θ)∂θi P̃θ +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θiθj P̃θ +

∫
dθ′W(θ′|θ)[P̃θ′ − P̃θ] . (B8)

We now introduce the cumulative distribution of the conditional density P̃θ,

P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) =

∫ x0

a−
dy P̃ (y, t|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)

eq) , (B9)

∂x0
P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)

eq) = P̃ (x0, t|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) (B10)

where the integral starts at a− to include a potential delta peak at x = a. Writing (B8) in terms of P̃(y(t) ≤
x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)

eq) and then integrating the resulting equation between x = −∞ and x0, using that P̃(y(t) ≤
−∞|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)

eq) = 0 as well as its derivatives, and rewriting the temperature term as in Sec. III A, we obtain

a differential equation satisfied by P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq),

∂tP̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) =[−f̃(x0,θ0) + ∂x0T (x0,θ0)]∂x0 + T (x0,θ0)∂

2
x0

+
∑
i

gi(θ)∂θ0,i +
∑
i,j

Dij(θ)∂
2
θ0,iθ0,j

 P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq)

+

∫
dθ′W(θ′

0|θ0)[P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ′
0; y0,θ(0)

eq)− P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq)] , (B11)

Let us now fix f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) + ∂xT (x,θ). Then this is exactly the same as the equation (B4) for P(x(t) ≥
y0|x0,θ0). The boundary conditions are

P̃(y(t) ≤ a+|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) = 0 for all f̃(a+,θ0) > 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of a, (B12)

P̃(y(t) ≤ b−|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) = 1 for all f̃(b−,θ0) < 0, or if T (x,θ) > 0 in the vicinity of b,

and the initial condition

P̃(y(0) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) = 1x0≥y0

, (B13)
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which are also the same as (B6) and (B7) when writing f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) + ∂xT (x,θ) (indeed if T (x,θ) = 0 near

the wall then one simply has f̃(x,θ) = −f(x,θ) in this region). Thus, the two quantities P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) and

P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) follow the same differential equation with the same boundary and initial conditions,

hence the identity

P(x(t) ≥ y0|x0,θ0) = P̃(y(t) ≤ x0|θ(t) = θ0; y0,θ(0)
eq) . (B14)

Appendix C: Exit probability of a persistent random walk

In this appendix, we derive the results of Sec. IVD for the persistent random walk on a 1d lattice with L+ 2 sites
(i = 0, ..., L+ 1), in the stationary state. The dynamics of the process xn and its dual yn (which in this case are the
same up to the boundary conditions) are defined in (75), (76) and (78). Let us first derive the infinite time results
(81) and (82).

We first consider the case where there are absorbing boundary conditions at sites 0 and L + 1, i.e. if the particle
reaches one of those two sites, it stays there forever. Let us compute the exit probability defined in (77), at infinite
time. This quantity satisfies the following equations

E+
i = pE+

i+1 + (1− p)E−
i+1 with 1 ≤ i ≤ L , (C1)

E−
i = pE−

i−1 + (1− p)E+
i−1 with 1 ≤ i ≤ L , (C2)

E−
1 = 0 , (C3)

E+
L = 1 . (C4)

To solve this system of equations, one can write the first terms and show by recurrence the two following relations for
1 ≤ i ≤ L,

E−
i = (i− 1)(1− p)E+

1 , (C5)

E+
i − E−

i = E+
1 . (C6)

Now we fix E+
1 by imposing E+

L = 1 in Eq. (C6),

E+
L = 1 = E+

1 + (L− 1)(1− p)E+
1 . (C7)

Therefore

E+
1 =

1

(1− p)L+ p
. (C8)

In the end, the solution is, for 1 ≤ i ≤ L,

E+
i =

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
(i− 1) +

1

(1− p)L+ p
, (C9)

E−
i =

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
(i− 1) . (C10)

Let us now compute the stationary distribution of positions of the dual process yn. In this case, we consider hard
walls at sites 1 and L+1, i.e. if the particle is on site 1 and jumps to the left it stays at 1, and similarly at the other
end of the lattice. We recall that p±i is the stationary probability that the particle is on site i and that the previous
jump was ±1. In the stationary state, the master equations for this system read

p+i = p p+i−1 + (1− p) p−i−1 for 2 ≤ i ≤ L , (C11)

p−i = p p−i+1 + (1− p) p+i+1 for 2 ≤ i ≤ L , (C12)

p+1 = p−L+1 = 0 , (C13)

p−1 = p p−1 + p p−2 + (1− p) p+2 , (C14)

p+L+1 = p p+L+1 + p p+L + (1− p) p−L . (C15)
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One can solve this system of coupled equations by recurrence. First, we notice that

p+2 = (1− p) p−1 , (C16)

(1− p) p−1 = p p−2 + (1− p) p+2 , (C17)

(C18)

such that p+2 = p−2 . Now, assume that there exists 2 ≤ i ≤ L such that p+i = p−i . Let us show that we have
p+i+1 = p−i+1. We have

p+i+1 = p p+i + (1− p) p−i , (C19)

p−i = p p−i+1 + (1− p) p+i+1 . (C20)

(C21)

Using p+i = p−i , we can simplify

p+i+1 = p+i = p−i , (C22)

p+i+1 = p p−i+1 + (1− p) p+i+1 , (C23)

(C24)

and we conclude p+i+1 = p−i+1. Therefore ∀i ∈ J2, LK, p+i = p−i = c. We need to impose that the sum of the probabilities
is 1, i.e.

L+1∑
n=1

(
p+i + p−i

)
= 1 . (C25)

Combining with equations on the boundaries, we have

p−1 + p+L+1 + 2(L− 1) c = 1 , (C26)

p−1 = p+L+1 =
c

1− p
. (C27)

(C28)

Hence, the solution is

p+i = p−i =
1

2

1− p

(1− p)L+ p
for 2 ≤ i ≤ L , (C29)

p−1 = p+L+1 =
1

2

1

(1− p)L+ p
, (C30)

p+1 = p−L+1 = 0 . (C31)

Thus, as predicted by (15), we recover the identity

E±
i = 2

i∑
j=1

p∓j = Φ̃∓
i . (C32)

More generally, the master equations of both processes can be written using transfer matrices, which allows for
exact numerical computation of the two quantities at all times. Let us denote q±i (n) (1 ≤ i ≤ L) the probability that
the process xn is at position i at time n and that the next jump will be ±1. We then define the vectors

Q+(n) =

q+1 (n)
...

q+L (n)

 , Q−(n) =

q−1 (n)
...

q−L (n)

 . (C33)

For the purpose of the computation, we can consider the states (xn = L, σn+1 = +1) and (xn = 1, σn+1 = −1) to
be the absorbing states, since a particle in one of these two states is sure to be absorbed at the next step. The time
evolution of Q±(n) can then be written

Q+(n) = A++Q+(n− 1) +A+−Q−(n− 1) , Q−(n) = A−+Q+(n− 1) +A−−Q−(n− 1) , (C34)
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with (for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ L)

A++
ij = pδi,j−1 + δi,Lδj,L , A+−

ij = (1− p)δi,j+1 ,

A−+
ij = (1− p)δi,j−1 , A−−

ij = pδi,j+1 + δi,1δj,1 . (C35)

To compute Eσ
i (n) (where σ = ±1), we initialise the system with qσi (0) = 1 (putting all the other coefficients to 0),

and let the system evolve following the dynamics (C34) until time n− 1, at which point one has

Eσ
i (n) = q+L (n− 1|x0 = i, σ0 = σ) , (C36)

where we have written explicitly the initial conditions for the sake of clarity. Similarly, for the dual process yn we
define (with p±i (n), 1 ≤ i ≤ L+1, the probability that the process yn is at position i at time n and that the previous
jump was ±1)

P+(n) =

 p+2 (n)
...

p+L+1(n)

 , P−(n) =

p−1 (n)
...

p−L (n)

 , (C37)

where we have taken into account the fact that, due to the hard walls at i = 1 and i = L+ 1, p+1 (n) = p−L+1(n) = 0.

The time evolution of P±(n) can then be written

P+(n) = H++P+(n− 1) +H+−P−(n− 1) , P−(n) = H−+P+(n− 1) +H−−P−(n− 1) , (C38)

with

H++
ij = pδi,j−1 + δi,Lδj,L , H+−

ij = H−+
ij = (1− p)δi,j , H−−

ij = pδi,j+1 + pδi,1δj,1 . (C39)

Here the initialisation is p+L+1(1) = p p+L+1(0)+(1−p)p−L+1(0) =
p
2+

1−p
2 = 1

2 and p−L (1) = p p−L+1(0)+(1−p)p+L+1(0) =
p
2 + 1−p

2 = 1
2 (and 0 for the other coefficients). We let the system evolve according to (C38) until time n, and we

compute the cumulative
∑i

j=1 p
±
j .

Note that one can recover the results for a run-and-tumble particle without potential as a limit of this model by
writing L = l

v0∆t (with l = b − a) and p = 1 − γ∆t and taking the limit ∆t → 0. Imposing that i∆x = x, with

∆x = v0∆t, one can recover the exit probability of a free RTP Eb(x),

1

2

(
E−

i + E+
i

)
=

(1− p)

(1− p)L+ p
(i− 1) +

1
2

(1− p)L+ p
−−−−→
∆t→0

1
2 + γ

v0
x

1 + γ l
v0

= Eb(x) . (C40)

As a remark, it may sometimes appear more natural to consider instead the exit probability conditioned on the
previous jump

Ê±
i (n) = P(particle exits at L+ 1 before or at time n| particle starts at site i& previous jump is ± 1) . (C41)

For this model, it is simply related to E±
i (n) by

Ê+
i (n) = E+

i−1(n) for 2 ≤ i ≤ L , (C42)

Ê−
i (n) = E+

i+1(n) for 1 ≤ i ≤ L− 1 , (C43)

Ê+
1 (n) = pÊ+

2 (n) , Ê−
L (n) = 1− p+ pÊ−

L−1(n) . (C44)
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Matemáticos (2021).
[74] A. Comtet and Y. Tourigny, Excursions of diffusion processes and continued fractions, Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré
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