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Aging phenomena have been observed in numerous physical systems. Many statistical quantities depend on the aging

time ta for aging anomalous diffusion processes. This paper pays more attention to how an external force field affects

the aging Lévy walk. Based on the Langevin picture of Lévy walk and generalized Green-Kubo formula, we investigate

the quantities which include the ensemble- and time-averaged mean-squared displacements in both weak aging ta ≪ t

and strong aging ta ≫ t cases, and compare them to the quantities in the absence of any force field. Two typical force

fields, constant force F and time-dependent periodic force F(t) = f0 sin(ωt), are considered for comparison. The

generalized Einstein relation is also discussed in the case with constant force. We find that the constant force is the key

of generating the aging phenomena and enhancing the diffusion behavior of aging Lévy walk, while the time-dependent

periodic force is not. The different effects of the two kinds of forces on the aging phenomena of Lévy walk are verified

by both theoretical analyses and numerical simulations.

Aging phenomena are common in many complex dynam-
ical systems, where the dynamical properties of the fo-

cused system depend on the aging time ta even in the limit
that the measurement time is sufficiently long. Based on

a typical anomalous diffusion model, Lévy walk, this pa-
per focuses on the effects of the external force fields on

aging processes. The difficulty of dealing with the time-
space coupling of Lévy walk can be avoided by using the

Langevin picture of Lévy walk in an external force field,
together with the method of the generalized Green-Kubo

formula. By comparing the two typical force fields, con-
stant force F and time-dependent periodic force F(t) =
f0 sin(ωt), we find that the external forces play different
roles in aging phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to the complexity of the transport phenomena in the

nature, a common assumption is made in the analysis that the

motion of particles commences at the moment of observation.

That is, the observation begins immediately after the prepara-

tion of the system. However, in a multitude of experimental

setups, we cannot start to observe the system at the beginning

of its evolution. Assume the measurement starts at some time

ta > 0 after the initiation of the process at t = 0. The time

ta is called age. In many cases the delay ta largely changes

the statistical properties of the observed process. Such a phe-

nomenon is called aging, a term which was originally used

in the area of glassy materials1–3. A system exhibits aging if

its dynamical properties depend on the aging time ta even in

the limit that the measurement time is sufficiently long. Ag-

ing phenomena have been found in many complex dynamical

systems like spin glasses, glasses, polymers4, and in random

walks in random environments5.

Lévy walk is one of the typical models to describe superdif-

fusion phenomena in the nature6–9. This model is character-
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ized by coupled continuous time random walk (CTRW)9–12,

where the waiting time and jump length are coupled through

a constant velocity. Taking different values of the power-

law exponent α of the distribution of each unidirection flight

time, Lévy walk could describe ballistic diffusion (0<α < 1),

sub-ballistic superdiffusion (1 < α < 2) and normal diffusion

(α > 2). Lévy walk has been successfully applied in various

fields, including the electron transfer13, dispersion in turbu-

lent systems14, the anomalous superdiffusion of cold atoms

in optical lattices15, endosomal active transport within living

cells16, and so on.

The aging CTRW is introduced by Monthus and Bouchaud1

as a simple phenomenological model of aging dynamics in

glasses, and its biased and nonbiased versions are inves-

tigated by using fractal renewal theory17. Aging ballistic

Lévy walk with 0 < α < 1 has been studied in the context

of ensemble-averaged mean-squared displacement (EAMSD),

time-averaged mean-squared displacement (TAMSD), as well

as the disparity between these two quantities and its relation

to ergodicity breaking18. The aging phenomena have also

been found in other anomalous diffusion processes19–23. Nev-

ertheless, the aging Lévy walk with different α , especially

in the presence of an external force field, has not been in-

vestigated. This paper focuses on the effects of the external

force fields on aging Lévy walk by considering two typical

forces, constant force F and time-dependent periodic force

F(t) = f0 sin(ωt). The constant force acting on non-aging

anomalous diffusion processes has been discussed a lot24–29,

and the case of time-dependent periodic force has also been

investigated in Refs.28,30–32.

The main focused quantities of this paper are the aging

EAMSD and TAMSD, which are defined by, for a biased pro-

cess with age time ta,

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉 := 〈x2

ta
(t)〉− 〈xta(t)〉

2

= 〈(x(ta + t)− x(ta))
2〉− 〈x(ta + t)− x(ta)〉

2,
(1)

and

δ 2
ta(∆) =

1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

[x(t +∆)− x(t)

−〈x(t +∆)− x(t)〉]2dt,

(2)
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respectively. Here, the ∆ in Eq. (1) denotes the subtracting

the aging first moment for a biased process, while that in Eq.

(2) represents the lag time and separates the displacement be-

tween trajectory points. The latter one should be much shorter

than measurement time T to obtain good statistical properties,

i.e., ∆ ≪ T . For a non-biased process, the first moments in

Eqs. (1) and (2) vanish and these definitions recover the sim-

ple forms18,33. The TAMSD is common used to analyze the

particle’s trajectory in single particle tracking experiments,

which have been widely employed to study the diffusion of

particles in living cell34–36.

Considering the significant advantage of Langevin equation

when describing the anomalous processes influenced by the

external force fields, we conduct the investigations on aging

Lévy walk based on a set of Langevin equations coupled with

a subordinator. The equivalence between the Langevin pic-

ture and the CTRW form of Lévy walk has been presented

in Refs.29,37,38. Then we analyze the moments, EAMSD and

TAMSD, and compare them to those in the absence of any

force field to reflect the different effects of constant force and

time-dependent periodic force on the aging Lévy walk. All the

results we obtain can recover to the non-aging case by taking

ta = 0, and recover to the force-free case by taking the external

force F = 0.

In the case of the aging Lévy walk affected by the constant

force F , we also check the effectiveness of the generalized

Einstein relation24,39–41, which connects the first moment of

the particle displacement under a constant force to the second

moment of the free particle. The generalized Einstein relation

is valid for non-aging Lévy walk with respect to the EAMSD,

but failed with respect to the TAMSD29,42,43.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we

show the scaling Green-Kubo formula, which gives the gen-

eral expressions of EAMSD and ensemble-averaged TAMSD

of the aging stochastic process by using the asymptotic scal-

ing form of velocity correlation function. In Sec. III and

Sec. IV, we analyze the moments, EAMSD and ensemble-

averaged TAMSD in the case of the constant force and time-

dependent periodic force, respectively. Finally, we give some

summaries in Sec. V.

II. GENERALIZED GREEN-KUBO FORMULA

The Green-Kubo formula is a central result of the nonequi-

librium statistical mechanics, which relates the spatial diffu-

sion coefficient D of the system to the integral of the stationary

velocity correlation function 〈v(t)v(t + τ)〉44–46. The velocity

correlation function of Brownian motion decays exponentially

with respect to the lag time τ , and thus, it is integrable over the

entire timeline. For various anomalous diffusion processes,

the velocity correlation functions might be nonstationary and

decay in a power-law rate, which leads to the divergence of

the integral and the failure of the classical Green-Kubo for-

mula. Therefore, a generalized Green-Kubo formula was pro-

posed in Ref.19, which reveals the relation between the diffu-

sion properties of the stochastic process and the nonstationary

velocity correlation function. This formula enables the direct

evaluation of the EAMSD from the knowledge of the scaling

properties of the velocity correlation function. It is also ex-

tended to evaluate the ensemble-averaged TAMSD by using

the velocity correlation function for many velocity-jump pro-

cesses, such as Lévy walk and its variants29,32,37,47. Here we

show the main results of the generalized Green-Kubo formula,

i.e., the relation between the MSDs of the concerned diffusion

process and the nonstationary velocity correlation function,

which is also valid for aging processes.

Considering the stochastic process whose velocity correla-

tion function has the asymptotic scaling form for large t and

large lag time τ ,

〈v(t)v(t + τ)〉 ≃Ctν−2φ
(τ

t

)

, (3)

where C is a positive constant and φ(s) is a positive-valued

scaling function when s → 0 and s → ∞. Then the aging sec-

ond moment of process x(t) is given by19,47

〈x2
ta
(t)〉= 〈(x(ta + t)− x(ta))

2〉

=
∫ ta+t

ta

∫ ta+t

ta

〈v(t1)v(t2)〉dt1dt2

≃ 2D
t/ta
ν tν ,

(4)

where the last line is obtained by substituting Eq. (3) into the

integrand together with a variable substitution. If x(t) has null

mean value, then Eq. (4) is equal to the aging EAMSD. The

diffusion coefficient is

D
t/ta
ν =C

∫ 1

0
zν−1

(

1+
1

z t
ta

)ν−1

×

∫ z t
ta

0
(s+ 1)−νφ(s)dsdz,

(5)

depending on both the observation time t and aging time ta.

It tends to a constant as t → ∞ for weak aging case with t ≫
ta

19,47, i.e.,

D∞
ν = Dν =

C

ν

∫ ∞

0
(s+ 1)−νφ(s)ds. (6)

The above result is independent of the aging time ta, which

is same as the non-aging case. On the other hand, for strong

aging case with t ≪ ta, one has the asymptotic form19,47

D
t/ta
ν ≃

cC

(ν −β − 1)(ν −β )

( ta

t

)β

, (7)

where the constants β and c come from the velocity’s vari-

ance 〈v2(t)〉 ∝ tβ and the asymptotic form of φ(s) for small s:

φ(s) ≃ cs−δ , respectively. There also exists an intrinsic rel-

evance δ = 2− ν +β between the exponents. In contrast to

Eq. (6), the dependence of the diffusion coefficient on aging

time ta in Eq. (7) implies the aging behavior in strong aging

case. In this case, the dependence on ta and the aging behav-

ior vanish only when the velocity process tends to a stationary

steady state with constant variance (β = 0). Observing the ex-

pressions of diffusion coefficients in Eqs. (6) and (7), we also
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find that whatever β = 0 or not, only the small-s asymptotics

of φ(s) is effective in the strong aging case, but the entire be-

havior of φ(s) is needed in the weak aging case. This is the

essential reason of the discrepancy between aging and non-

aging EAMSDs.

Nevertheless, based on the definition of TAMSD in Eq. (2)

and the priori condition ∆≪ T , the asymptotic behavior ∆≪ t

in the integrand plays the leading role, i.e., only the small-

s asymptotics of φ(s) is effective. More precisely, for the

ensemble-averaged TAMSD of the aging stochastic process

x(t) with null mean value, by virtue of Eqs. (4) and (7), one

arrives at the asymptotic form

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉=

1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

〈(x(t +∆)− x(t))2〉dt

≃







2cC
(β+1)(ν−β−1)(ν−β )T

β ∆ν−β , T ≫ ta,

2cC
(ν−β−1)(ν−β )t

β
a ∆ν−β , T ≪ ta.

(8)

The key parameters ν and β come from the large-t behavior

of the velocity correlation function and the small-s behavior

of φ(s) in Eq. (3), respectively.

If the variance of the velocity process tends to a constant

at long time limit, i.e., β = 0, then the ensemble-averaged

TAMSD shows the independence of the aging time ta and

measurement time T , and the two asymptotics in Eq. (8) are

equal to each other. The typical examples include the clas-

sical Brownian motion and Lévy walk, representing normal

diffusion and superdiffusion, respectively. In detail, based

on the generalized Green-Kubo formula, the Lévy walk with

0 < α < 1 has the EAMSD

〈x2
ta
(t)〉0 ≃

{ D
γ (1−α)t2, t ≫ ta,
D
γ t2, t ≪ ta,

(9)

and the ensemble-averaged TAMSD

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉0 ≃

D

γ
∆2

(10)

for both T ≫ ta and T ≪ ta. While for 1<α < 2, the EAMSD

is

〈x2
ta
(t)〉0 ≃







2D(α−1)
γ(3−α)(2−α)

t3−α , t ≫ ta,
2D

γ(3−α)(2−α)t
3−α , t ≪ ta,

(11)

and the ensemble-averaged TAMSD is

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉0 ≃

2D

γ(3−α)(2−α)
∆3−α

(12)

for T ≫ ta and T ≪ ta. Note that the results in Eqs. (9)-

(12) are presented in the form with parameters D and γ , which

will be introduced in the next section of this paper. The sub-

script “0” denotes the force-free case of aging Lévy walk. The

Eqs. (9) and (10) for 0 < α < 1 are consistent to the results in

Ref.18, where the aging ballistic Lévy walks are studied. The

Eqs. (9)-(12) can also be obtained by taking the external force

F = 0 in the next section. We present them here as a specific

case for the application of the generalized Green-Kubo for-

mula, and for a comparison with the MSDs in the cases with

external forces.

All the results in the weak aging cases with t ≫ ta and

T ≫ ta above are same as the non-aging case ta = 0. The ag-

ing has a weak effect on EAMSD in the case t ≪ ta in Eqs. (9)

and (11), since it only increases the diffusion coefficient with-

out changing the diffusion behavior. While for the ensemble-

averaged TAMSD, it shows the same results for both weak and

strong aging cases and the aging does not yield any effects.

We have presented the procedures of evaluating the MSDs

of zero mean processes by using the generalized Green-Kubo

formula. For aging Lévy walk in a force field, however, the

displacement is usually biased and has nonzero mean value. In

this case, we use the generalized Green-Kubo formula to cal-

culate the part of the second moment, and subtract the square

of the first moment, then we get the EAMSD and ensemble-

averaged TAMSD, and reveal how the external forces influ-

ence the aging Lévy walk. As two kinds of common external

forces, constant force F and time-dependent periodic force

F(t) = f0 sin(ωt) will be investigated separately.

III. AGING LÉVY WALK IN A CONSTANT FORCE FIELD

The Langevin picture of Lévy walk model affected by the

constant force F is given by29

d

dt
x(t) = v(t),

d

ds
v(s) =−γv(s)+Fη(s)+ ξ (s),

d

ds
t(s) = η(s).

(13)

Another alternative way of investigating the Lévy walk under

the constant force F is based on the collision model proposed

in Ref.48. For aging Lévy walk, however, the Langevin equa-

tions in Eqs. (13) are more convenient. The initial position

and velocity are assumed to be x(0) = v(0) = 0. Here γ is

the friction coefficient, ξ (s) is a Gaussian white noise with

zero mean 〈ξ (s)〉= 0 and correlation function 〈ξ (s1)ξ (s2)〉=
2Dδ (s1 − s2). The Lévy noise η(s), regarded as the formal

derivative of the α-dependent subordinator t(s)37,49, is inde-

pendent of the Gaussian white noise ξ (s). The constant force

F is multiplied by the Lévy noise η(s) in the second sub-

equation, which implies that the constant force F acts on the

diffusion process throughout all physical time t28,29,50. Oth-

erwise, the effect of constant force F vanishes when the inner

time s(t) does not change, which corresponds to the unidirec-

tion motion of Lévy walk. The derivative of position x with

respect to physical time t is velocity v, and the subordinator

t(s) is aimed to characterize the distribution of duration of

each flight of Lévy walk. When F = 0, the Langevin equation

(13) recovers to the force-free case37.

With the help of the inverse α-dependent subordinator

s(t) := infs>0{s : t(s) > t}49, the velocity process in physical
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time t is defined as v(t) := v(s(t)), which equals to

v(t) = F

∫ t

0
e−γ(s(t)−s(t′))dt ′

+

∫ t

0
e−γ(s(t)−s(t′))ξ (s(t ′))ds(t ′).

(14)

The first term on the right-hand side is contributed by the con-

stant force F , while the another term represents the impact

of surrounding environment, i.e., the random deriving force

ξ (s). It can be found that the moments of v(t) depends on the

two-point joint PDF h(s1, t1;s2, t2) of the inverse subordinator

s(t), which is (in Laplace space t1 → λ1, t2 → λ2)37,49:

h(s1,λ1;s2,λ2)

=
∂

∂ s1

∂

∂ s2

1

λ1λ2

g(λ1,s1;λ2,s2)

= δ (s2 − s1)
Φ(λ1)+Φ(λ2)−Φ(λ1 +λ2)

λ1λ2

e−s1Φ(λ1+λ2)

+Θ(s2 − s1)
Φ(λ2)(Φ(λ1 +λ2)−Φ(λ2))

λ1λ2

× e−s1Φ(λ1+λ2)e−(s2−s1)Φ(λ2)

+Θ(s1 − s2)
Φ(λ1)(Φ(λ1 +λ2)−Φ(λ1))

λ1λ2

× e−s2Φ(λ1+λ2)e−(s1−s2)Φ(λ1),

(15)

where Φ(λ ) = λ α for 0<α < 149 and Φ(λ ) = τ0/(α−1)λ −
τα

0 |Γ(1−α)|λ α for 1 < α < 237. For convenience, we take

the characteristic time τ0 = 1 in Φ(λ ) in this paper. Therefore,

the first moment of velocity process in physical time is29

〈v(t)〉 ≃

{

F(1−α)t, 0 < α < 1,

F(α−1)
2−α t2−α , 1 < α < 2.

(16)

Performing the integral over time interval [ta, ta + t] yields the

mean position of the aging Lévy walk

〈xta(t)〉 ≃

{

F(1−α)
2

t2, t ≫ ta,

F(1−α)tat, t ≪ ta,
(17)

for 0 < α < 1, and

〈xta(t)〉 ≃







F(α−1)
(2−α)(3−α)

t3−α , t ≫ ta,

F(α−1)
(2−α)

t2−α
a t, t ≪ ta,

(18)

for 1 < α < 2. The weak aging cases with t ≫ ta in Eqs.

(17) and (18) are consistent to the non-aging case in Ref.29,

presenting superdiffusion behaviors with different diffusion

exponents for different α , while the strong aging cases with

t ≪ ta both yield the linear growth with respect to the obser-

vation time t. For aging subdiffusive CTRW with power-law-

distributed waiting time under the constant force F , the first

moment 〈xta(t)〉 shows the same asymptotic behavior as the

EAMSD of the force-free case17. However, it shows different

asymptotic behaviors for aging Lévy walk between the first

moment in Eqs. (17) and (18) and the EAMSD in Eqs. (9)

and (11). The first moments in Eqs. (17) and (18) will also be

used to calculate the MSDs in the following.

Now considering the aging Einstein relation17

〈xta(t)〉=
〈x2

ta
(t)〉0

2kBT
F, (19)

where 〈x2
ta
(t)〉0 and 〈xta(t)〉 denote the EAMSD of the free

aging Lévy walk without an external force and the first mo-

ment of aging Lévy walk in the presence of the constant force

field F , respectively. The effective kinetic temperature kBT is

equal to D/γ for the Langevin system in Eq. (13). Comparing

the relationship between the EAMSDs 〈x2
ta
(t)〉0 in Eqs. (9)

and (11) and the first moments 〈xta(t)〉 in Eqs. (17) and (18),

we find that for both 0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2, the aging Ein-

stein relation is satisfied by the weak aging Lévy walk, which

is consistent to the non-aging case29,43. But for the strong ag-

ing Lévy walk, the aging Einstein relation in Eq. (19) is not

satisfied due to the ta-dependence in the first moment 〈xta(t)〉
for any α .

Besides, no matter 0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2, we find that

the generalized Einstein relation does not hold with respect to

the time average, i.e.,

〈δ 1(∆)〉 6=
〈δ 2(∆)〉0

2kBT
F, (20)

where

〈δ 1(∆)〉=
1

T −∆

∫ T−∆

0
〈x(t +∆)− x(t)〉dt (21)

denotes the first moment of the time average in the presence

of the constant force and 〈δ 2(∆)〉0 is the ensemble-averaged

TAMSD of free aging Lévy walk. More exactly, when 0 <
α < 1, taking 〈x(t +∆)− x(t)〉 ≃ F(1−α)∆t in Eq. (17) into

Eq. (21), one has

〈δ 1(∆)〉=
F(1−α)

2
T ∆. (22)

Comparing it with the ensemble-averaged TAMSD of free ag-

ing Lévy walk in Eq. (10), we find the generalized Einstein

relation for time average does not hold. Similarly, for the case

with 1<α < 2, taking 〈x(t+∆)−x(t)〉≃ F(α−1)
2−α ∆t2−α in Eq.

(18) into Eq. (21), one has

〈δ 1(∆)〉=
F(α − 1)

(2−α)(3−α)
T 2−α ∆. (23)

It is obvious that the generalized Einstein relation does not

hold as Eq. (20) shows for 1 < α < 2.

For the second moment of the aging stochastic process, one

needs to know the velocity correlation function 〈v(t1)v(t2)〉.
From the expression of the velocity process v(t) in Eq. (14),

we find the velocity correlation function contains two terms

〈v(t1)v(t2)〉= 〈v(t1)v(t2)〉1 + 〈v(t1)v(t2)〉2, (24)
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where the first term comes from the constant force F , the sec-

ond term is contributed by the impact of noise ξ (s), being the

same as the one of free Lévy walk37,42, and the cross term van-

ishes due to the zero mean of Gaussian noise ξ (s). Consider-

ing the complexity of the explicit velocity correlation function

in Eq. (24), we present it in scaling form

〈v(t)v(t + τ)〉 ≃C1tν1−2φ1

(τ

t

)

+C2tν2−2φ2

(τ

t

)

, (25)

and resort to the generalized Green-Kubo formula on the two

terms, respectively.

A. 0 < α < 1

The form of the two scaling functions and the correspond-

ing parameters in Eq. (25) have been obtained in Ref.29. For

0 < α < 1, both the two scaling functions tend to constant

when q → 0, i.e.,

φ1(q)≃ c1 = Γ(α)Γ(3−α)/2, (26)

and

φ2(q)≃ c2 = Γ(α)Γ(1−α). (27)

Other parameters are ν1 = 4, ν2 = 2, C1 = F2

Γ(1−α)Γ(α) , and

C2 =
D
γ

1
Γ(1−α)Γ(α)

. In addition, corresponding to the velocity

correlation function 〈v(t1)v(t2)〉 in Eq. (24), the variance of

velocity process also consists of two terms, the asymptotic

expressions of which are 〈v2(t)〉i ∝ tβi with β1 = 2 and β2 = 0.

By virtue of the generalized Green-Kubo formula as well

as the Eqs. (6) and (7), one arrives at the second moment of

the aging Lévy walk

〈x2
ta
(t)〉 ≃ 2D

t/ta
ν1

tν1 + 2D
t/ta
ν2

tν2 (28)

with the diffusion coefficients

D
t/ta
ν1

=







F2
[

α(1−α)(2−α)(3+α)
144

+ (1−α)2

8

]

, t ≫ ta,

F2(1−α)(2−α)
4

(

ta
t

)2
, t ≪ ta,

(29)

and

D
t/ta
ν2

=

{

D
2γ (1−α), t ≫ ta,
D
2γ , t ≪ ta.

(30)

Then subtracting the square of the first moment in Eq. (17),

we obtain the EAMSD for weak aging case with t ≫ ta,

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉 ≃

F2α(1−α)(2−α)(3+α)

72
t4

+
D

γ
(1−α)t2,

(31)

being the same as the non-aging case29. The first term t4,

coming from the constant force F , dominates the diffusion

behavior. We maintain the sub-leading term t2 to show the

particle’s intrinsic diffusion [i.e., free aging Lévy walk in Eq.

(9)]. Therefore, the constant force F enhances the diffusion

behavior of Lévy walk from t2 to t4 in weak aging case.

On the other hand, for strong aging case with t ≪ ta, it holds

that

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉

≃
F2(1−α)(2−α)

2
t2
a t2 +

D

γ
t2 −F2(1−α)2t2

a t2

≃
F2α(1−α)

2
t2
a t2,

(32)

which presents the ballistic diffusion behavior ∝ t2 as the free

aging Lévy walk in Eq. (9). Only the diffusion coefficient is

increased by the aging time ta. The second line of Eq. (32)

implies that the constant force F is the key of resulting in an

aging phenomenon, since F = 0 yields the result Dt2/γ , which

is independent of the aging time ta.

Based on the definition of TAMSD in Eq. (2), the

ensemble-averaged TAMSD of the aging Lévy walk in the

constant force field described by Eq. (13) contains three parts

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉=

1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

〈(x(t +∆)− x(t))2〉dt

−
1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

〈x(t +∆)− x(t)〉2dt

= 〈δ 2
ta
(∆)〉1 + 〈δ 2

ta
(∆)〉2 −〈δ 2

ta
(∆)〉3,

(33)

where the first two terms (i = 1,2)

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉i =

1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

〈(x(t +∆)− x(t))2〉idt (34)

come from the two parts of velocity correlation function

〈v(t1)v(t2)〉i, respectively, and the third term is

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉3 =

1

T −∆

∫ ta+T−∆

ta

〈x(t +∆)− x(t)〉2dt. (35)

By use of the general expression in Eq. (8) and the corre-

sponding parameters below Eq. (25), one obtains the sum

of the first two parts of the ensemble-averaged TAMSD for

0 < α < 1

2

∑
i=1

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉i =







F2(1−α)(2−α)
6

T 2∆2 + D
γ ∆2, T ≫ ta,

F2(1−α)(2−α)
2

t2
a ∆2 + D

γ ∆2, T ≪ ta.
(36)

The third part is obtained by use of the first moment in Eq.

(17)

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉3 ≃

{

F2(1−α)2

3
T 2∆2, T ≫ ta,

F2(1−α)2t2
a ∆2, T ≪ ta.

(37)

Therefore, the ensemble-averaged TAMSD is

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉 ≃







F2α(1−α)
6

T 2∆2, T ≫ ta,

F2α(1−α)
2

t2
a ∆2, T ≪ ta,

(38)
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both showing the ballistic diffusion behavior ∝ ∆2 as the free

aging Lévy walk in Eq. (10) does. The difference between

weak and strong aging cases are embodied by the T - or ta-

dependent diffusion coefficient. With the increase of measure-

ment time T or aging time ta, the ensemble-averaged TAMSD

becomes larger. Similar to the result of EAMSD in Eq. (32),

the constant force F is the key of resulting in the aging phe-

nomenon. Otherwise, from Eq. (36) or Eq. (10), the force-

free case with F = 0 yields the result D∆2/γ independent of

aging time ta.

B. 1 < α < 2

Let us turn to the sub-ballistic superdiffusive Lévy walk

with 1 < α < 2. The scaling functions φi(q) yield different

asymptotic behaviors from the case with 0 < α < 1. In detail,

it holds that29

φ1(q)≃
2−α

3−α
, φ2(q)≃ q1−α , (39)

when q → 0. Other parameters are ν1 = 5−α , ν2 = 3−α ,

C1 = F2(α−1)
2−α , C2 = D

γ , c1 = 2−α
3−α and c2 = 1. The two parts

of the variance of velocity process are 〈v2(t)〉i ∝ tβi with

β1 = 3−α and β2 = 0. Substituting these parameters into

the generalized Green-Kubo formula, we obtain the asymp-

totic expression of the aging EAMSD, which is, for the weak

aging case with t ≫ ta,

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉

≃
F2(α − 1)

(4−α)(5−α)
t5−α +

2D(α − 1)

γ(2−α)(3−α)
t3−α ,

(40)

and for the strong aging case with t ≪ ta,

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉

≃
F2(α − 1)

3−α
t3−α
a t2 +

2D

γ(2−α)(3−α)
t3−α .

(41)

In the two equations above, the first terms containing the con-

stant force F are also the dominating ones, which implies the

constant force enhances the diffusion behavior of the aging

process. The second terms containing diffusivity D come from

the particle’s intrinsic motion. We maintain the sub-leading

terms to show the results of the force-free case as Eq. (11)

shows and to reveal the effects of the constant force through

a direct comparison. For F = 0, both weak and strong aging

cases exhibit the sub-ballistic superdiffusion t3−α . But in the

effect of the constant force, the diffusion behavior is enhanced

in different way for weak and strong aging cases, being t5−α

and t3−α
a t2, respectively.

Similarly, the ensemble-averaged TAMSD is, for weak ag-

ing case with T ≫ ta,

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉

≃
F2(α − 1)

(3−α)(4−α)
T 3−α∆2 +

2D

γ(2−α)(3−α)
∆3−α ,

(42)

and for strong aging case with T ≪ ta,

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉

≃
F2(α − 1)

3−α
t3−α
a ∆2 +

2D

γ(2−α)(3−α)
∆3−α .

(43)

It can also be found that the first terms in Eqs. (42) and (43),

contributed by the constant force, play the leading role due

to ∆ ≪ T . Therefore, the constant force enhances the diffu-

sion behavior with respect to the TAMSD from ∆3−α to ∆2,

being the same as Eq. (38) for 0 < α < 1. The difference is

embodied by the T - or ta- dependent diffusivity, which also

implies the aging phenomenon of TAMSD. All the MSDs in

Eqs. (40)-(43) can recover to the case of the free aging Lévy

walk in Sec. II by taking F = 0.

The simulations of the EAMSDs and ensemble-averaged

TAMSDs are presented in Fig. 1, where we put the weak ag-

ing (blue circles) and strong aging (red triangles) cases in one

panel for comparison. For the EAMSD, the age ta suppresses

the diffusion behavior from t4 to t2 for 0 < α < 1 and from

t5−α to t2 for 1 < α < 2, but increases the diffusion coeffi-

cients. While for the ensemble-averaged TAMSD, the ballis-

tic diffusion behaviors are observed for both weak and strong

aging cases. The age time ta only increases the diffusion co-

efficients for both cases with 0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2.

From the aspect of ergodic properties of the aging Lévy

walk under a constant force F , based on Eqs. (31), (32), (38)

for 0 < α < 1, and Eqs. (40)-(43) for 1 < α < 2, we find the

difference between the EAMSD and the ensemble-averaged

TAMSD for weak aging cases. But they are consistent for

strong aging cases, i.e.,

〈∆x2
ta
(∆)〉 ≃ 〈δ 2

ta(∆)〉 (44)

for ta ≫ T ≫ ∆, which shows that the strong aging seem-

ingly yields an ergodic phenomenon. In fact, the TAMSD

should converges to a deterministic constant for large mea-

surement time T for an ergodic system. For 1 < α < 2, the

mean sojourn time of Lévy walk is finite, and the individual

trajectories become self-averaging at sufficiently large time,

such that there will be no difference between δ 2
ta(∆) obtained

from different trajectories and the ensemble-averaged quantity

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉

23,42,51. While for 0 < α < 1, the characteristic time

scale of Lévy walk is infinite, then the individual TAMSD

δ 2
ta(∆) is irreproducible and inequivalent with the correspond-

ing EAMSD, which implies the ergodicity breaking in this

case.
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FIG. 1. EAMSDs and ensemble-averaged TAMSDs of the aging

Lévy walk under the effect of the constant force F for different α .

Blue circles and red triangles represent the simulation results of weak

aging and strong aging cases, respectively. The black solid lines are

the theoretical results with asymptotic forms in Eqs. (31), (32) and

(38) for 0 < α < 1, and Eqs. (40)-(43) for 1 < α < 2. Other param-

eters: F = 1, D = 1, γ = 2. The upper panels are for EAMSDs while

the lower panels are for ensemble-averaged TAMSDs with α = 0.5
and α = 1.5. The simulation results agree with the theoretical ones

for all cases.

IV. AGING LÉVY WALK IN TIME-DEPENDENT
PERIODIC FORCE FIELD

The Lévy-walk-like Langevin dynamics in a general time-

dependent force field F(t) is expressed as32

d

dt
x(t) = v(t),

d

ds
v(s) =−γv(s)+F(t(s))η(s)+ ξ (s),

d

ds
t(s) = η(s).

(45)

Similar to Eq. (13), the force term F(t(s(t))) = F(t) multi-

plied by the Lévy noise η(s) in the second sub-equation, im-

plies the time-dependent force acts on the system throughout

all physical time t, rather than the operational time s31. Re-

placing the operational time s by the inverse subordinator s(t),
the velocity process can be solved and expressed in physical

time:

v(t) =
∫ t

0
e−γ(s(t)−s(t′))F(t ′)dt ′

+

∫ t

0
e−γ(s(t)−s(t′))ξ (s(t ′))ds(t ′),

(46)

which presents a similar form as Eq. (14) shows. The first

term comes from the external time-dependent force, and the

second term from the random force ξ (s), which corresponds

to the free Lévy walk.

In the following discussions, we choose the the time-

dependent periodic force F(t) = f0 sin(ωt). The first moment

of velocity process for large time t is32

〈v(t)〉 ≃

{

f0
ωγΓ(1−α)

t−α , 0 < α < 1,

f0
ωγ t−α , 1 < α < 2,

(47)

which are decaying at the rate t−α for different α . Therefore,

for weak and strong aging cases, the aging first moment is

〈xta(t)〉 ∝

{

t1−α , t ≫ ta,

t−α
a t, t ≪ ta.

(48)

Similar to the first moment of velocity process, the coefficients

have different expressions for 0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2. We

omit them here since the first moments can be neglected when

calculate the EAMSD later.

From Ref.32, we know the time-dependent periodic force

F(t) slightly enhances the diffusion behavior through an addi-

tional diffusivity, which can be found from the same enhance-

ment in the velocity correlation function of the process v(t)
described by Eq. (45):32

〈v(t1)v(t2)〉

≃







(

D1 +
D
γ

)

sin(πα)
π B

(

t1
t2

;α,1−α
)

, 0 < α < 1,
(

D2 +
D
γ

)

(

(t2 − t1)
1−α − t1−α

2

)

, 1 < α < 2,

(49)

where t1, t2 are large and t1 < t2. The expressions of coeffi-

cients D1 and D2 are complex and we put them in Appendix

A. Similar to the constant force case, we firstly transform the

velocity correlation function above into the scaling form as

Eq. (3) shows:

〈v(t)v(t + τ)〉 ≃

{

C3tν3−2φ3

(

τ
t

)

, 0 < α < 1,

C4tν4−2φ4

(

τ
t

)

, 1 < α < 2,
(50)

where the scaling functions are

φ3(q) = B

(

1

1+ q
;α,1−α

)

≃ B(α,1−α),

φ4(q) = q1−α − (1+ q)1−α ≃ q1−α ,

(51)

as q → 0, and other parameters are ν3 = 2, ν4 = 3−α , C3 =
(

D1 +
D
γ

)

sin(πα)
π , C4 =

(

D2 +
D
γ

)

, c3 = B(α,1−α), c4 =

1, β3 = β4 = 0. Then based on the generalized Green-Kubo

formula, we obtain the aging EAMSD for 0 < α < 1

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉 ≃







(

D1 +
D
γ

)

(1−α)t2, t ≫ ta,
(

D1 +
D
γ

)

t2, t ≪ ta,
(52)

and for 1 < α < 2

〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉 ≃







(

D2 +
D
γ

)

2(α−1)
(2−α)(3−α)t

3−α , t ≫ ta,
(

D2 +
D
γ

)

2
(2−α)(3−α)

t3−α , t ≪ ta.
(53)
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FIG. 2. EAMSDs and ensemble-averaged TAMSDs of the aging

Lévy walk under the effect of the time-dependent periodic force

F(t) = f0 sin(ωt) for different α . Blue circles and red triangles rep-

resent the simulation results of weak aging and strong aging cases,

respectively. The black solid lines are the theoretical results with

asymptotic forms in Eqs. (52), (54) and (54) for 0 < α < 1, and Eqs.

(53) and (56) for 1 < α < 2. Other parameters: f0 = 1, D = 1, γ = 2,

ω = 0.5. The upper panels are for EAMSDs while the lower panels

are for ensemble-averaged TAMSDs with α = 0.5 and α = 1.5. The

simulation results agree with the theoretical ones for all cases.

Note that the square of the first moment of displacement

〈xta(t)〉
2 in Eq. (48), which is far less than the results in Eqs.

(52) and (53), has been omitted. Although the specific ex-

pressions of the aging EAMSDs are independent of the aging

time ta, and are only different from the non-aging case in Eqs.

(9) and (11) by the additional coefficients D1 and D2, respec-

tively, the EAMSDs are different for weak and strong aging

cases.

On the other hand, for the case with 0 < α < 1, based on

the generalized Green-Kubo formula, the ensemble-averaged

TAMSD is

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉

≃

(

D1 +
D

γ

)

∆2 −
f 2
0

ω2γ2Γ2(1−α)(1− 2α)
T−2α∆2

≃

(

D1 +
D

γ

)

∆2

(54)

for T ≫ ta, and

〈δ 2
ta
(∆)〉

≃

(

D1 +
D

γ

)

∆2 −
f 2
0

ω2γ2Γ2(1−α)
t−2α
a ∆2

≃

(

D1 +
D

γ

)

∆2

(55)

for T ≪ ta. Both the second terms in the second lines of

Eqs. (54) and (55) are contributed by the square of the aging

first moment. Although they are different for weak and strong

cases, they are far less than the dominating term ∆2 and can be

omitted. Therefore, we obtain the same asymptotic behavior

of the ensemble-averaged TAMSD. Similarly, for 1 < α < 2,

the aging ensemble-averaged TAMSD is

〈δ 2
ta(∆)〉 ≃

(

D2 +
D

γ

)

2

(2−α)(3−α)
∆3−α (56)

for both T ≫ ta and T ≪ ta. Similar to the force-free case of

the aging Lévy walk in Eqs. (10) and (12), the ensemble-

averaged TAMSDs present the same asymptotic behaviors

for both weak and strong cases in the presence of the time-

dependent periodic force.

For both EAMSD and ensemble-averaged TAMSD, the

time-dependent periodic force F(t) enhances the diffusion by

adding an additional diffusivity without changing the diffu-

sion behaviors, which is the main difference from the constant

force case. The latter strengthes the diffusion behaviors and

yields the explicit dependence on age time ta with respect to

both EAMSD and ensemble-averaged TAMSD in the strong

aging cases in Sec. III. For both cases with constant force and

time-dependent periodic force, however, the EAMSD and the

ensemble-averaged TAMSD have the same asymptotic behav-

ior in the strong aging cases as Eq. (44) shows, which can also

be observed in other systems23.

To focus on the aging phenomena of the aging Lévy walk,

we present the simulations of the EAMSDs and ensemble-

averaged TAMSDs in Fig. 2, and put the weak aging (blue

circles) and strong aging (red triangles) cases in one panel

for comparison. With respect to the EAMSD, the age time

ta increases the diffusion coefficient without changing the dif-

fusion behavior for both 0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2. While

the ensemble-averaged TAMSDs have the same asymptotic

behavior for weak aging and strong aging cases.

V. SUMMARY

Aging phenomena have been found in many kinds of

anomalous diffusion processes. In this paper, we focus on

the different effects of the external force fields on aging Lévy

walk by considering two typical forces, constant force F and

time-dependent periodic force F(t) = f0 sin(ωt). Based on

the Langevin equation and the two-point joint PDF of the in-

verse subordinator, the velocity correlation function, and fur-

ther the EAMSD and ensemble-averaged TAMSD can be ob-

tained. We find that the constant force is the key of causing

the aging phenomena and it enhances the diffusion behavior of

the aging Lévy walk, while the time-dependent periodic force

does not.

The main results are summarized in Table I. For the aging

Lévy walk in the external constant force field, in the weak ag-

ing case t ≫ ta, the EAMSD behaves as t4 for 0 < α < 1 and

t5−α for 1 < α < 2, being the same as the non-aging case,

which is faster than the force-free case. In the strong aging

case t ≪ ta, the EAMSD shows the ballistic behavior with re-

spect to the measurement time t as ∝ t2
a t2 for 0 < α < 1 and

∝ t3−α
a t2 for 1 < α < 2. The aging phenomena are embodied
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TABLE I. Asymptotic behaviors of EAMSD and ensemble-averaged TAMSD (only maintaining time variables) for aging Lévy walk in the

constant force field and time-dependent period force field.

Force types Parameter α 〈∆x2
ta
(t)〉 〈δ 2

ta
(∆)〉 Aging types Eqs.

Constant force F

0 < α < 1
t4 T 2∆2 weak (31) and (38)

t2
a t2 t2

a ∆2 strong (32) and (38)

1 < α < 2
t5−α T 3−α ∆2 weak (40) and (42)

t3−α
a t2 t3−α

a ∆2 strong (41) and (43)

Time-dependent periodic force F(t) = f0 sin(ωt)
0 < α < 1 t2 ∆2 weak and strong (52), (54) and (55)

1 < α < 2 t3−α ∆3−α weak and strong (53) and (56)

by the explicit dependence on the aging time ta. While for the

ensemble-averaged TAMSD, the weak aging case T ≫ ta ex-

hibits T 2∆2 for 0<α < 1 and T 3−α∆2 for 1<α < 2. The for-

mer presents the ballistic behavior ∆2, being the same as the

free aging Lévy walk. On the contrast, the latter one is also ∆2,

faster than the free aging case ∆3−α . For the strong aging case

T ≪ ta, the ensemble-averaged TAMSD also shows the ballis-

tic behavior ∆2, together with the explicit dependence on the

aging time ta, implies the aging phenomena. For the case with

the external time-dependent period force field, the EAMSD

and ensemble-averaged TAMSD have the same scaling forms

for weak aging and strong aging cases, which is similar to the

free aging Lévy walk.

It is very common that the particles are subjected to

some kinds of external force fields in the natural world.

Many researches focus on the effects of external forces on

the subdiffusive CTRW with power-law-distributed waiting

times24–28,30,31, where the constant force and time-dependent

periodic force present some similarities. More precisely, if

these two kinds of forces act on the subdiffusive CTRW

throughout both waiting times and jumping moments, then

they both behave as decoupled force and do not change the

MSDs28. This is the generic property of the Galilei invari-

ant diffusion processes24,52,53, since the effect of the position-

independent force is tantamount to a change of Galilei refer-

ence frame. While for superdiffusive Lévy walk, especially

the aging case, the constant force and time-dependent peri-

odic force yield different effects. The results in this paper

may bring benefits to the studies of diffusion processes who

are affected by different kinds of external forces.
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Appendix A: Coefficients D1 and D2 in Eq. (49)

The explicit expressions of coefficients D1 and D2 are

D1 =
f 2
0 ωα−2(γ cos(απ/2)+ωα)

2(γ2 + 2γωα cos(απ/2)+ω2α)
(A1)

and

D2 =
f 2
0 b1

2ω2(γ2 + b2)
, (A2)

where

b1 = ω2/(α − 1)2 + |Γ(1−α)|2ω2α

−|Γ(1−α)|ωα(γ cos(απ/2)+ 2ω/(α− 1)sin(απ/2)),

(A3)

and

b2 = ω2/(α − 1)2 + |Γ(1−α)|2ω2α

− 2|Γ(1−α)|ωα(γ cos(απ/2)+ω/(α − 1)sin(απ/2)).

(A4)
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