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W eform ulate a sim ple additivity principle allowing to calculate thewhole distribution ofcurrent

uctuations through a large one dim ensional system in contact with two reservoirs at unequal

densitiesfrom the knowledge ofits�rsttwo cum ulants.Thisdistribution (which in generalisnon-

G aussian) satis�es the G allavotti-Cohen sym m etry and generalizes the one predicted recently for

thesym m etricsim pleexclusion process.Theadditivity principlecan beused tostudy m orecom plex

di�usive networksincluding loops.
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Understandingtheuctuationsofthesteady statecur-

rentthrough asystem in contactwith two(orm ore)heat

orparticlereservoirsisoneofthesim plestand m ostfun-

dam entalproblem s ofnon-equilibrium physics [1,2,3].

Forquantum particlessuch as(weakly interacting)elec-

trons which satisfy the Pauliprinciple, the whole dis-

tribution (the fullcounting statistics) ofthe num ber of

particles transferred between the two reservoirs during

a long tim e intervalis known [4]and it can be calcu-

lated by a num beroftheoreticalapproaches[3,5,6,7],

ranging from thetheory ofrandom m atrices[4,8]to the

Boltzm ann-Langevin sem iclassicaldescription [9].

For system s of purely classical interacting particles

[1, 2]in contact with two reservoirs the theory is, to

our knowledge, less developed. However, for a num -

berofstochasticm odelsofclassicalinteracting particles

[10,11,12,13],thecum ulantsofthecurrentuctuations

were found to coincide with those previously known of

non-interacting quantum particles.Itisofcoursean im -

portant issue to know under what condition a classical

particle system could present the sam e distribution of

currentasin the quantum case.

For m ost theoretical approaches developped in the

quantum orin theclassicaldescription,thecalculation of

the cum ulantsbecom esharderand harderasthe degree

ofthe cum ulantsincreases. The goalofthe presentlet-

teristo show thatforclassicalstochastic m odels,ifone

postulates a sim ple additivity principle for the current

uctuations, the whole distribution of current uctua-

tions can be calculated from the knowledge ofthe �rst

two cum ulantsofthe current.

W econsiderherea onedim ensionaldi�usiveopen sys-

tem oflength N (with N large) in contact,at its two

ends,with two reservoirsofparticlesatdensities�a and

�b.In thebulk,thesystem evolvesundersom econserva-

tivestochasticdynam icsand,attheboundaries,particles

are created orannihilated to m atch the densities ofthe

reservoirs.

LetQ t be the integrated currentup to tim e t,i.e.the

num berofparticleswhich wentthrough thesystem dur-

ing tim e t. For large N , we shallsee that the whole

distribution ofthe uctuations ofQ t depends only on

two m acroscopic param eters D (�) and �(�) de�ned as

follows:Suppose thatfor�a = � + �� and � b = � with

�� sm all,we know that in the steady state Fick’s law

holds

hQ ti

t
=

1

N
D (�)��: (1)

Suppose thatfor�a = �b = � (in which case hQ ti= 0),

wealso know thatforlargetthe varianceis

hQ 2
ti

t
=

1

N
�(�): (2)

The m ain result of the present paper is that, using a

sim pleadditivity principle(10,11),wecan predictallthe

cum ulantsofQ t forarbitrary �a and �b.Ifwede�nethe

integralsIn by

In =

Z �a

�b

D (�)�(�)n� 1 d�;

the �rstcum ulantsofQ t aregiven by

hQ ti

t
=

1

N
I1;

hQ 2
ti� hQ ti

2

t
=

1

N

I2

I1
(3)

hQ 3
tic

t
=

1

N

3(I3I1 � I22)

I31
(4)

hQ 4
tic

t
=

1

N

3(5I4I
2
1 � 14I1I2I3 + 9I32)

I51
(5)

The case �a = �b can be obtained by letting �a tend to

�b in the previousexpressions.
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M ore generally,allthe higher cum ulants can be ob-

tained from theknowledgeof�N which characterizesthe

largetgrowth ofthe generating function ofQ t

�N (�;�a;�b)= lim
t! 1

t
� 1 lnhe�Q ti: (6)

W e are going to show that,for large N ,�N takes the

following param etricform

�N (�;�a;�b)= �
K

N

"Z �a

�b

D (�)d�
p
1+ 2K �(�)

#2

+ o

�
1

N

�

;

(7)

whereK = K (�;�a;�b)isthe solution of

� =

Z �a

�b

d�
D (�)

�(�)

"
1

p
1+ 2K �(�)

� 1

#

: (8)

As �N = (�hQ ti+ �2hQ 2
tic=2+ �3hQ 3

tic=6+ :::)=t,one

sim ply needsto expand (7)and (8)in powersofK and

to elim inate K to obtain �N asa powerseriesof� and

the cum ulantssuch as(3-5).

Note that (7) and (8) are only valid for �a 6= �b and

in the range ofvaluesof� where K is large enough for

the argum entofthe squarerootin the integrantsnotto

vanish. W e checked that they can also be analytically

continued to cover the other ranges of� and the case

�a = �b.

O urderivation of(7)and (8)isbased on an additivity

principlethatwearegoing to form ulatenow.Theprob-

ability PN (q;�a;�b;t)ofobserving an integrated current

Q t = qtisexponentialin tforlarget

PN (q;�a;�b;t)� exp[tFN (q;�a;�b;contacts)]; (9)

whereFN (q;�a;�b;contacts)dependson thelength N of

the system ,on q,on the densities �a and �b in the two

reservoirs,and on the nature ofthe contactsofthe sys-

tem with thetworeservoirs.(FN isnegativeand vanishes

only when q takes its m ost likely value hQ ti=t). W hen

N is large and q is oforder1=N ,the e�ect ofthe con-

tactsbecom esnegligibleand asym ptoticallyFN (q;�a;�b)

depends only on q;�a;�b,on the length N and on the

bulk propertiesofthe system .W e then assum ethat,for

largeN and q oforder1=N ,thelargedeviation function

FN (q;�a;�b)satis�esthe following additivity principle:

FN + N 0(q;�a;�b)’ m ax
�

fFN (q;�a;�)+ FN 0(q;�;�b)g :

(10)

Thisproperty sim ply m eansthatthetwo subsystem sare

independent,exceptthatthey try to ajustthe density �

attheircontactto m axim ize the following product

PN + N 0(q;�a;�b;t)� m ax
�

[PN (q;�a;�;t)PN 0(q;�;�b;t)]:

W e m akealso the following scaling hypothesis

FN (q;�a;�b)’ N
� 1

G (N q;�a;�b): (11)

Thishypothesis,which isvalid in particularforthesym -

m etric sim ple exclusion process,m eansthat�N de�ned

by (6)isoforder1=N forlargeN (see[13]).

Ifwe write N = (N + N 0)x,i.e. we splita system of

m acroscopicunitlength into two partsoflengthsx and

1� x,then (10,11)lead to

G (q;�a;�b)= m ax
�

�
G (qx;�a;�)

x
+
G (q(1� x);�;�b)

1� x

�

(12)

Ifwe keep dividing the system into sm allerand sm aller

piecesand weusethatfora pieceofsm all(m acroscopic)

size�x (i.e.ofN �x sites)onehas(1,2,10,11)

1

�x
G (q�x;�;� + ��)’ �

[q�x + D (�)��]
2

2�(�)�x
: (13)

one�ndsa variationalform forG

G (q;�a;�b)= � m in
�(x)

"Z 1

0

�
q+ D (�(x))�0(x)

�2

2�(�(x))
dx

#

(14)

where the m inim um is over allthe functions �(x) with

boundary conditions�(0)= �a and �(1)= �b.

Theoptim al�(x)in (14)satis�es

q
2
a
0(�)� c

0(�)

�
d�

dx

� 2

� 2c(�)
d2�

dx2
= 0;

where a(�)= (2�(�))� 1 and c(�)= D 2(�)a(�). M ulti-

plying theaboveequation by d�(x)=dx,oneobtainsafter

oneintegration

D
2(�)

�
d�

dx

� 2

= q
2(1+ 2K �(�)); (15)

whereK isa constantofintegration.

To proceed furtherone needsto determ ine the sign of
d�

dx
.Thesim plestcaseiswhen �(x)ism onotone,and this

happenswhen q isclose enough to itsaverage value for

�a 6= �b (this corresponds to values ofK sm allenough

for the right hand side of(15) not to vanish). The in-

vestigation ofthisregim e isenough to determ ine allthe

cum ulants. Iffor exam ple �a > �b,the optim al�(x) is

decreasing forsm allK

d�

dx
= �

q

D (�)

p
1+ 2K �(�); (16)

and thisleadsto the following expression forG :

G = q

Z �a

�b

D (�)

�(�)

"

1�
1+ K �(�)

p
1+ 2K �(�)

#

d�; (17)

wherethe constantK isdeterm ined by:

q=

Z �a

�b

d�
D (�)

p
1+ 2K �(�)

: (18)
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O necan then show that

@G

@q
=
G

q
+ K q=

Z �a

�b

d�
D (�)

�(�)

"

1�
1

p
1+ 2K �(�)

#

wherethederivativeistaken keeping�a and �b �xed,and

usingthefactthat�N = N � 1 m axq[�q+ G (q;�a;�b)],one

obtains(7,8).

W hen the optim al�(x)isno longerm onotone,i.e.K

isnegativeenough fortherighthand sideof(15)to van-

ish,the expressions (7,8,17,18) of�N ;�;G ;q are m odi-

�ed. W e checked that their new expressionsare sim ply

the analyticcontinuationsof(7,8,17,18).

In generalwhen the system is in equilibrium (�a =

�b = �)theuctuationsgiven by (14)arenon G aussian.

However when �a = �b = �� where �� is the density

for which �(�) is m axim um , the optim al�(x) in (14)

satis�es�0(x)= 0 and theuctuationsbecom eG aussian

(G (q;��;��)= � q2=(2�(��)))in agreem entwith thecon-

jecture m ade in [13]fora speci�c m odel,the sym m etric

sim ple exclusion process.

Itisalso easy to check from (14)thattheoptim alpro-

�le �(x)isthe sam eforq and � q.Thisim pliesthat

G (� q;�a;�b)= G (q;�a;�b)� 2q

Z �a

�b

D (�)

�(�)
d�

which isthe G allavotti-Cohen relation [13,14,15].

�

a

�

b

� �

' $

C D

Ny

1

Ny

2

Nx

1

Nx

2

r rr r

FIG .1: The system connecting the two reservoirs contains

a loop with two arm sofunequallengths.

Considernow a system com posed of4 partsasin Fig-

ure 1. The left reservoir is connected to C by a chain

oflength N x1. Between C and D there isa loop m ade

oftwo chainsin paralleloflengthsN y1 and N y2 and D

is connected to the right reservoir by a chain oflength

N x2. According to the additivity principle,one should

have

G loop(q;�a;�b)= m ax�c;�d;q0
h
G (qx1;�a ;�c)

x1
+

G (q
0
y1;�c;�d)

y1
+

G ((q� q
0
)y2;�c;�d)

y2
+

G (qx2;�d;�b)

x2

i

The optim um isachieved when q0(y1 + y2)= qy2,thus

G loop(q;�a;�b)= G (qu;�a;�b)=u;

with u = x1 + (y� 11 + y
� 1

2 )� 1 + x2. So the currentuc-

tuationsforthe system with a loop are the sam e asfor

a linearsystem with a length given by K ircho�’slaw for

the addition ofresistors.

W e consider now two speci�c exam ples ofstochastic

dynam icson a 1d lattice,thesym m etricsim pleexclusion

process(SSEP)and the zero range process(ZRP).The

num berofparticlesatsite i2 f0;N g isdenoted by �i.

In theSSEP,each siteisiseitherem pty oroccupied by

a singleparticle(�i = 0 or1)and each particleattem pts

to jum p to itsrightorto itsleftatrate 1 ifthere isno

otherparticleatthecorresponding neighboring site.Let

Q i
tbetheintegratedcurrentthroughbond (i;i+ 1)during

tim e t. As in the steady state the integrated currentis

independentofthe bond and @thQ
i
ti= h�i� �i+ 1i,

N @thQ ti=
X

i

h�i� �i+ 1i= �a � �b;

thus D (�) = 1. As N 2@th(Q t)
2i = @th

�P

i
Q i
t

�2
i,we

write

X

i;j

@thQ
i
tQ

j

ti =
P

j;i
hQ

j

t

�
�i(1� �i+ 1)� �i+ 1(1� �i)

�
i

+
P

i
h�i(1� �i+ 1)i+ h�i+ 1(1� �i)i

=
X

j;i

hQ
j

t

�
�i� �i+ 1

�
i+ 2

P

i
h�i(1� �i+ 1)i:

The�rstterm sim pli�es

X

j;i

hQ
j

t

�
�i� �i+ 1

�
i= h

�X

j

Q
j

t

�
�0i� h

�X

j

Q
j

t

�
�N i:

and it vanishes for � = �a = �b. For �a = �b,the sta-

tionnary m easure is product so that �(�) = 2�(1 � �)

according to (2). The cum ulantsderived in [13]aswell

asthe expression conjectured for�N

�N (�)= � N
� 1[sin� 1(

p
� !)]2 ; for! � 0: (19)

where ! = (1� e� �)(e��a � �b � (e� � 1)�a�b) can be

recovered from (7,8). Thiscan be seen by noticing that

the optim alpro�lesolution of(16)is

�(x)=
1

2

 

1+
sin

�
2
�
�a + (�b � �a)x

��

sin(2f)

!

;

where the param eters f;�a;�b are �xed by K =

tan2(2f);�(0) = �a;�(1) = �b. In term s of these pa-

ram eters,� and �N takethe form

� = log

�
cos(f + �a) cos(f � �b)

cos(f � �a) cos(f + �b)

�

; �N = � (�a � �b)
2
:

Forthe ZRP the num berofparticleson each site can

be arbitrary and thejum p rate�(� i)from siteito each

ofits neighborsisan increasing function ofthe num ber

ofparticles�i atthissite.W echoose�(0)= 0.W ehave

X

i

@thQ
i
ti=

X

i

h�(� i)� �(� i+ 1)i= 	(� a)� 	(� b);



4

wheretheexpectation of�underthestationary m easure

atdensity � isdenoted by 	(�).W e also have

N
2
@th(Q t)

2
i=

X

j;i

hQ
j

t

�
�(� i)� �(� i+ 1)

�
i+ 2

X

i

h�(� i)i:

As for the SSEP the 1st term in the rhs ofthe above

equation vanishes when �a = �b. W e �nally obtain

D (�) = �0(�)=2 and �(�) = 2	(�) according to (1,2).

Therefore

�N (�)= (1� e
� �)

�
e
�
�(�a)� �(�b)

�
=2N :

Thisgeneralizesthe case ofnon-interacting particlesfor

which �(�)= 2�.The optim alpro�leisobtained by the

changeofvariables

�(�(x))=
(�a + (�b � �a)x)

2 � 1

2K
;

where �a;�b are �xed by �(0) = �a and �(1) = �b. In

particular,the expression of�N followsfrom

� = log

�
1+ �b

1+ �a

�

; �N (�)= �
(�a � �b)

2

4K
:

The additivity principle (9,10) form ulated here and

its variationalexpression (14) can be derived (work in

progress)from the hydrodynam iclargedeviation theory

[17,18,19].Thistheorywasextended recentlybyBertini

etal.[16]whocould calculatethedensity largedeviation

functionalofthesteady stateastheoptim alcostperunit

tim e for a space/tim e density uctuation. For di�usive

system s, the exponentialcost ofobserving an atypical

space/tim edensity pro�leovera tim etcan beestim ated

by a functionaldepending only on D (�);�(�)and on the

density f�(x;s)gx2[0;1];0� s� t (see eg [17,18,19]). The

optim alstrategy to create a uctuation ofthe current

Q t = qtovera very long tim e tisto create a �xed den-

sity pro�le�(x)in orderto facilitatethedeviation ofthe

currentand (14)can beunderstood asthecostform ain-

taining thisatypicaldensity pro�le.The optim alpro�le

controling herethe currentuctuationsistim e indepen-

dent,in contrast to the one which controls the steady

state density uctuationsthatBertinietal. [16]had to

calculate. Thisiswhy ourtask here waseasierand the

additivity principle(10)issim plerthan theoneobtained

in [20]forthe steady stateuctuationsofthe density.

It would be interesting to see whether the Bertiniet

al.m acroscopicuctuation theory satis�esa generalized

additivity principle for tim e-dependent densities in the

reservoirs. O ther interesting extensions ofthe present

work includethestudy ofthee�ectofasym m etry in the

bulk dynam ics(i.e.ofa�eld which favorsjum psofparti-

clesfrom leftto right)[21,22,23,24,25]ortheanalysis

ofm ore com plex networks,in particular ofsystem s in

contactwith threeorm orereservoirs[26,27,28,29,30].

O f course, a very challenging issue would be to see

whetherthe additivity principle could be valid forsom e

m echanicalsystem ssatisfying (1,2)withoutthe need of

an intrinsicsourceofnoiseasthestochasticsystem scon-

sidered here.
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